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To the Ht lion Roy Jenkins, MP
Secretary of State for the Home Department
PROPOSALS FOR REVISED. ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE BOROUGH OF
STAFFORD IN THS COUNTY OF STAFFORDSHIRE

1.

We, the Local Government Boundary Commission for Ltogland, having carried out '
i
our initial review of the electoral arrangements for the borough of Stafford 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 borough.

2.

In accordance with the procedure laid down in section 60(l) and (2) of the

1972 Act, notice was given on 3 June 197^ that we were to undertake this review.
This was incorporated in a consultation letter addressed to the Stafford Borough
Council, copies of which were circulated to the Staffordshire County Council,
Parish Councils and Parish Meetings in the district, the Member of Parliament
for the constituency concerned and the headquarters of the main political parties.
Copies were also sent to the editors of local newspapers circulating in the area
and of the local government press.

Notices inserted in the local press announced

the start of the review and invited comments from members of the public and from
any interested bodies.

3.

Stafford Borough Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme of represen-

tation 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 nurob,:r of councillors for each ward.

They were asked also to take into

account any views expressed to them following their consultation with loial interests,
We therefore asked that th'ey should publish details of their provisional proposals
about a month before they submitted their draft scheme to us, thus allowing an
opportunity for local comment.

4. In accordance with section 7(4)(a) of the Local Government Act 1972, the Council
have opted for whole council elections.
5.

On 30 October 197^ the Stafford Borough Council presented their draft scheme

of representation.

The Council proposed to divide the area of the district into

29 wards each returning 1t 2 or 3 councillors to form a council of 59 members.

6.

Following the publication of the Borough Council of their draft scheme, we

received a letter from Stone Rural Parish Council objecting to the Borough Council's
proposal to group the Moddershall ward of the parish with the parish of Fulford
for district electoral purposes.

Fulford Parish Council wrote to suggest changes

in the name and area of the proposed Keirheath ward.

There were also comments

from a member of the public suggesting that the proposed new wards represented no
improvement on the existing system.

7.

The Borough Council sent us copies of written comments they had received from

bodies or persons before or after publication of the scheme.

8.

We studied the draft scheme submitted by the Council, together with the

comments which had been made.

\/e noted that in terms of equality of representation

the scheme showed several uneven patches.

V:e considered whether there were modifi-

cations which could be made to secure a more even standard.

9-

In order to achieve a more even standard of representation between1' the Council's

proposed Stone and V/alton district wards, which make up the successor parish of
Gtone, we decided that the 3 member Stone ward should be split.
district wards

The two resulting

Would be based on the Stonefield and Christchurch and the

St Michaels wards of the parish of Stone with "each ward returning two district

councillors*

10,

We considered the suggestion the Council had received from a district

councillor concerning the proposed Eccleshall and Swynnerton.wards and decided that
the arrangements would be improved by the transfer of the Cotes ward of the parish
of Eccleshall from the proposed Eccleshall ward to the proposed Swynnerton ward.
It was our intention to reduce the number of councillors assigned to the Eccleshall
ward from three to two and to allocate an additional member to the proposed
Swynnerton ward but through an oversight this adjustment was not incorporated in
our draft proposals.

11,

We noted that all the names proposed by the Borough Council appealed acceptable

locally apart from the proposed Meirheath ward.

We decided to adopt a suggestion

that this ward should be re-named "Fulford".

12,

Subject to the changes referred to in paragraphs 9 to 11 above and to some

minor alterations recommended by the Ordnance Survey in the interests of better
boundaries, we decided that the Borough Council's draft scheme provided a reasonable
basis for the future electoral arrangements for the borough in compliance with
the rules in Schedule 11 to the 1972 Act and our guidelines and we formulated our
draft proposals accordingly.

13,

On 10 June 1975 we issued our draft proposals and thene were sent to all who

hud received our consultation letter or had commented on the Council's draft
scheme.

The Council were asked to make these draft proposals and the accompanying

maps, which defined the proposed ward boundaries, available for inspection at 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.

1975.

We asked that any comments should reach us by 8 August

1^.

Stafford Borough Council informed us that they accepted the draft proposals

but drew our attention to some of the representations sent to us from other
sources.

15«

Comments were received which supported the proposal to include the Cotes

ward of the parish of Eccleshall in the proposed Swynnerton ward but suggested
that the number of councillors assigned to the Swynnerton ward should be increased
to three and that the number assigned to the Eccleshall ward should be reduced
to two (see paragraph 10 above).

16.

Opposition was received to the inclusion of the Hoddershall ward of the

parish of Stone Kural in the proposed Fulford ward.

17.

It was suggested that the proposed l^aton ward should be named "Church Saton"

and that the proposed Bridgeford ward should be named "Seighford".

18.

We received proposals to modify the boundaries of the wards proposed in the

Stafford town area.

19-

Comments were also received suggesting that the proposed Gnossall ward should

be represented by three councillors.

20.

Baswich Parish Council wrote to assert that the correct name of the Parish is

"Berkswich".

21.

In view of these comments, we decided that we needed further information to

enable us to reach a conclusion.

Therefore, in accordance with section 6^(2) of

the 1972 Act and at our request, you appointed Mr P M Vine as an Assistant
Commissioner to hold a local meeting and to report to us.

22.

The Assistant Commissioner held a meeting in the Riverside Kecreation Centre

South Walls Stafford on 16 September 1975*

A copy (without enclosures) of his

report to us of the meeting is attached at Schedule 1 to this report.

2?.

In the light of the discussion at the meeting and of his inspection of

those areas concerned the Assistant Commissioner recommended that the draft
proposals be modified so that the Swynnerton district ward be confined to
the parish of Swynnerton and return two members, and that the Eccleshall
district ward should comprise the whole of the parish of Eccleshall including
the Cotes ward of the parish, the parish of Standon and the parish of Chebsey
and return three members.

He also recommended that the Oulton district

ward should comprise the whole of the parish of Stone Rural except for the
Rough Close area and return one member, and that the Fulford district ward
should comprise the parish of Fulford plus the Rough Close area (which the
District Council have since established as a ward of the parish of Stone
Rural) and return three members.

In addition he recommended that the

proposed Eaton weird should be renamed Church Eaton and that the proposed
Bridgeford ward shpuld be renamed Seighford.

2*t,

Standon Parish Council were not present at the meeting but have written
i
to us since in support of the Assistant Commissioner's proposals for their

parish.

25*

We considered again our draft proposals in the light of the comments which

we had received and of 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 that our draft proposals
should be confirmed as our final proposals,

26,

Details of these final proposals are set out in Schedule 2 to this report

and on the attached maps.

Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and the

number of councillors to be returned by each.
wards are defined on the maps.

The boundaries of the new.

PUBLICnTION
27.

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 Stafford Borough
Council and will be available for public inspection at the Council's main offices.
Copies of this report are also being sent to those who received the consultation
letter and to those who made comments.

A detailed description of the boundaries

of the proposed wards, as defined on the maps, is set out in Schedule 3 to this
report,

L.S.
Signed
EDMUND COMPTON '(CHAIKKAN)

JOHN M RANKIN

(LiCPUTY CHAIRMAN)

DIANA ALBEKARLE

T C 3ENFIELD

ANDREW WHE&TLEY

DAVID H SMITH (Secretary)
18
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LOCAL GOVERNMEMT nCT 1972

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND

OF ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS
FOR THK BOROUGH OF STAFFORD

LOCAL MEETING
16 SEPTEMBER 1Q75

Assistant Commissioner:

Fhilip iw. Vine, M.A., LL.B., D.L.

To the Local Government Boundary Commission for England

I have the honour to report that -

1.

On Tuesday, 16th September, 1975, I attended at the Amenity Room,
Riverside Recreation Centre, South Walls, Stafford to hold a
local meeting to hear representations on the draft proposal?
published by the Local Government Boundary Commission for Kngland
for revised electoral arrangements for the Borough of Stafford,

2.

This report contains a statement of the Commission's draft
proposals, particularly those to which objections have been
raised; an outline of those objections and of alternatives
submitted; the gist of the cases advanced at the meeting in
support of, or against, the Commission's proposals, alternative
proposals and new proposals arising from the meeting; an account
of my inspection; and my conclusions and recommendations. A list
of persons attending the meeting is attached (Bundle 3» Document 1;,
the ir'ress were represented (Bundle 3, Document 2), appearances
are given in Appendix A and the relevant document? and plans are
listed in Appendix B.

3.

The Borough oi Stafford is a non-metropolitan district under the
Local Government Act 1972. It extends approximately 28 kilometres
from north to south and about 30 kilometres from east to west
and most of its area is rural with some very fine countryside,
the main centres of population being the town areas of Stafford
and Stone. Trentham, Barlaston, Rough Close and Meirheath at the
northern end of the area are virtually dormitories of Stoke-onTrent which they adjoin.

4.

The Stafford Borough Council have opted for a system of whole
council elections, that is the holding of elections of all the
councillors of the district simultaneously in one year out of
four.

5.

The town area of Stafford, that is the area of the former Borough
of Stafford, is not divided into parishes, but the remainder ol
the district is divided into parishes.
COMMISSION'S DRAFT

6.

un 30th October, 1974, the Stafford Borough Council submitted a
draft scheme to the Commission providing for the division of the
borough into 29 district wards returning a total of 59 members.
(Bundle 1, Document b and Bundle 2, Maps 1 and 2).

7.

On 10th June, 1975, the Commission published itf draft proposals
providing for the division of the Borough into 30 district wards
returning a total of 60 members (Bundle 1, Document B and Bundle
2, Maps 3 and 4) .

1.

8.

The Commission's draft proposals are an adoption of the Borough
Council's draft scheme with the following modifications (1)

The transfer of Cotes- parish ward of Eccleshall Parish
from the proposed Eccleshall district ward to the
proposed Swynnerton district" ward.

(2)

The division of the proposed Stone district ward
returning 3 members into two district wards (a) comprising Stonefield and Christchurch parish
wards of Stone Parish and returning 2 members;
("b) comprising St. Michael's parish ward oi Stone
Parish and returning 2 members.

(J>)

The renaming oi the proposed Meirheath district ward
as Fulford district ward.

(4) Three minor adjustments of the boundaries ol district
wards within the town area of Stafford proposed by the
Ordnance Survey and shown in blue on Map 2.
9.

Under the Commission's draft proposals there will be 7 district
wards returning 3 members each, 16 district wards returning
2 members each and 7 district wards returning 1 member each.
The town area of Stafford will be divided into 12 district ward?
returning a total of 28 members and the remainder of the Borough
will be divided into 18 district wards returning a total of 32
members .
The average councillor/elector ratio is 1:1320 in 1974 and
1:1637 in 1979.
OBJLiCTlOHS AflD A LTKK NATIVE l-RuiOSaiS SUBMITTED rfllOH
TO THE IDoAL MEETING

10.

Eaton district ward
The Hau^hton parish Council in a letter dated 18th June, 1975,
to the Commission suggested that the proposed Eaton district
ward should be named "Church tiaton" district ward in order to
avoid confusion, as the names of other villap^s in Staffordshire
contain the word "Eaton" (Bundle 1, Document L) .

11.

Bridgeford d i s t r i c t ward
The Cresswell parish Council in a letter dated 5th August, 197^,
to the Commission suggested that the proposed Bridgeford district
ward shoul-i be named -Seighford" district ward as the Parish of
Seighford is the largest area in the ward (Bundle 1, Document H).

12 .

fviilford district ward
(1)

The Baswich Parish Council in a letter dated 20th July,
1975, to the Commission claimed that the correct name
of the Parish of Baswich, which is in the proposed
Gilford district ward, is 'tferkswich11 (Bundle 1, Document rl)

(2)

The Ordnance Survey in a letter dated 7th August, 1975,
to the Clerk of the Baswich Parish Council pointed out
that although representations had been made to the former
Staffordshire County Council for a change of name from

"Baswich" to "Berkswich" there was no trace of this
having been effected under section 147 of the Local
Government act, 1933, before the Local Government
Act, 1972> came into operation and that the parish
Council could have recourse to the present Stafford
Borough Council under Section 75 of the Local
Government Act, 1972. (Bundle 1, Document r2; .
13.

Transfer of the Cotes parish ward of ttccleshall rarish from the
proposed Kccleshall district ward to the proposed uwvnnerton
district ward.
(1) The Swynnerton jrarish Council and Councillor Mrs. H.
Cheadle in letters dated 2nd and 5th august, 1975,
respectively to the Commission supported the transfer
of Cotes parish ward of iiiccleshall harish from the
proposed ttccleshall district ward to the proposed
t»wynnerton district ward. However, they claimed that
on the basis of the number of electors Swynnerton
district ward should return not 2 but 3 members (Bundle 1,
Documents J and K;.
(2)

District ward

The Commission's draft proposals as published are on
the following basis No. of
uouncillors

1974
electorate Entitlement

Electorate

1979
entitlement

bccleshall
(less Cotes;

3

3216

2.44

3375

2.06

uwynnerton
(inc. Cotes;

2

3811

2.89

5119

3.13

The Commission intended 2 members for Eccleshall district ward
and 3 members for Swynnerton district ward, but owing to an
administrative oversight this change in representation to reflect
the transfer of Cotes parish ward was not included in the draft
proposals.
14-.

Fulford and Pulton district wards
(1) Under the Commission's draft proposals the Moddershall
parish ward of Stone Kural parish together with the
adjoining *'ulford parish make up the proposed ^'ulford
district ward, and the two other parish wards of Stone
Kural rarish make up Uulton.district ward.
(2) The stone Kural parish Council in letters dated 23rd
October, 1974, and 1st August, 1975, to the Commission
objected to Moddershall parish ward being grouped with
Jyulford i-arish to form the proposed Fulford district
ward on the grounds that it will lead to the eventual
fragmentation of Stone Rural j-arish, the three parish
wards share the same lines of communication in the a34,
the villages of Oulton and Moddershall have a close
community of interest, and the wider community of interest
of the three parish wards of ^tone Rural i-arish is centred
on j^tone except for Kough Close in the Moddershall parish
ward which together with Meirheath in ^'ulford parish look
to Stoke -on -Trent (Bundle 1, Documents tt and M;.

(3) Councillor Mrs. b, Dainton, a member of Stafford
Borough Council for the present district ward No.'22
(Fulford) wrote on 10tn August, 1974, to the Chief
Executive of Stafford borough Council suggesting that
it would be more suitable to district wards Nos; 22
(Fulford; and 24 (Stone Rural; and the electorate ol'
ivioddershall and hough Close if district ward Wo. 24
was incorporated into ward wo. 22 and stating that
Councillor H. Hammersley of district ward No. 24
raised no objection. (.Bundle 1, Document D, schedule III;.
(4) The Fullord .Parish Council in a letter dated 23rd
October, 1974, to the Commission suggested that the
Aston Lodge area at the southern end of the Moddershall
parish ward of btone Kural rarish should be excluded
from the proposed Fullord district ward in order to
round off the district ward (Bundle 1, Document Glj .
15.

Gnosall district ward
(1)

The Commission's draft proposals for Unosall district
ward are ostensibly on the following basis -

1974

wo. of
Councillors

electorate

2

2660

1979
entitlement
2.02

Electorate

Entitlement

4159

2.54

However, the uomraission believe that the forecasts 01 the Stafford
Borough Council of the growth of the electorate of various district
wards, including Gnosall, are very optimistic and in conseouence
have adopted the following basis for (inosall district ward -

1974

No. of
Councillors

Electorate

2

2660

1979
entitlement
2.02

electorate
3410

entitlement
2.27

(2) The Gnosall Parish Council in a letter dated 28th July,
1975, to the Commission stated that it had no objection
to the Commission's draft proposals (Bundle 1, Document UJ
(3)

16..

The Ranton rarish Council in a letter dated 5th august,
1975, to the Commission suggested that the number ol
members for Gnosall district ward should be increased
from 2 to 3 in view of the increase in electorate
envisaged by 1979 in the village of Gnosall (Bundle 1,
Document y).

Town Area ot Stafford
(1) Mr. w,J. Read, a student,-in letters dated 29th
October, 1974, and 29th July, 1975, to the Commission
suggested (a) That the boundary of the former Borough or Stafford
should not be retained for the town area of Stafi'ord
and that it should be replaced by a clearly demarcated
boundary that is easy to understand following -

(i) on the west the line ol the M6 from &J 922 200 to
SJ 903 254,
(ii; on the north the line ol the link road from the M6
at hkJ 903 254 to the A34 at SJ 912 261 and the line
of the eastern distributor road which is constructed
from t»j 912 261 to the Marston road at sJ 922 260
and which is under construction from SJ 922 260 to
the A513 at SJ 930 252,
(iii) on the east the line of the A513 from SJ 930 252 to
the A 518 at SJ 944 237 and the line ol the proposed
continuation of the eastern distributor road from
SJ 944 237 to the A 513 at SJ 955 212,
Civ) on the south the boundary ol the former borough of
Stafford as proposed by the Commission between
SJ 955 212 and &J 922 200.
(b;That the boundaries between some of the
within the town area of iataflord should
reflect the communities(1 within the town
(.Bundle 1, Documents 1 and K and bundle
(2)

district wards
be adjusted to
area ol Stafford
2, Map 5; •

The suggestion in sub-paragraph (1; (a) above would
involve the inclusion of small areas ol' neighbouring
parishes in the district wards of the unparisned
Stafford town area, and this cannot be done legally
either until the parisn boundaries are reviewed by the
Commission sometime after the electoral reviews have
been completed in 2 or 3 years' time or unless the
Stafford borough Council are prepared to establish the
small areas concerned as parish wards of the parishes
within which they are situated.
The suggestion would also involve the inclusion ol small
areas of the unparished town area ol Stafford in the
district wards of some ol the adjoining rural area, but
this would not present any legal difficulties.

THK CASES /UJVHNcmj AT ThE LOUAL

The gist 01 the cases advanced at the local meeting is as
follows 17.

Stafford Borough council
The Stafford borough Council was represented by Mr. w.H. Cork,
Deputy secretary , who outlined the existing electoral arrangements,
the Council's draft scheme and the Commission's draft proposals
and stated that the Stafford borough Council do not object to the
Commission's draft proposals.

18.

Eaton district ward
haughton rarish council was not represented. None present
objected to the suggestion of the rarish Council that the
proposed Eaton district ward should be named "Church Eaton"
district ward, although the Stafford Borough Council would
prefer the shorter and simpler name.

5.

19.

Bridgeford district ward
Mrs. L. Howarth, a member of Cresswell parish council, stated
that the proposed name of Bridgeford district ward is change
for change's sake, it was only about 10 years ago that Gresswell
became a separate parish from the i-arish ol' Seighfor'd, ^eighford
is a very ancient name and Seignford village is in the centre ol
the proposed district ward.
wone present objected to the suggestion of uresswell Parish Council
that the proposed Bridgeford district ward, comprising the r-arir-hep
of uresswell and beighford, should be named "Seighford- district
ward.

20.

Mill'ord district ward

The Baswich parish Council was not represented.
21.

Transfer ol the Cotes, parish ward of eccleshall jrarish from the
proposed eccleshall district ward to the proposed lawynnerton
district ward
(.1;

It should be noted that the eccleshall rarish Council
in a letter dated 12th ^epiember, 1975, which was
received by the commission on l!?tti September, 1975, and
by the Assistant commissioner on 19th September, 1975,
after the local meeting, objected to the proposal to
reduce the number ol members of the proposed Eccleshall
district ward from 3 to 2 (Bundle 3, Document 3).

(2; Mr. A. Holmes, Clerk ol tjwynnerton rarish Council,
stated that the proposed tiwynnerton district ward,
comprising the parishes ol ^wynnerton and i^tandon
and the uotes parish ward ol eccleshall xarish, is
entitled to 3 members and not 2 members on the basis
ol -

.

1974

1979

electorate

entitlement

electorate

3811

2.89

5119

entitlement

3.13

uhe number 01 members to represent eccleshall district ward
is not the concern ol the ^wynnerton rarish Council.
i-he objection made at this local meeting by Councillors ir.D. wood
and h. Butter (.see sub-paragraph ;3; to (.5; below; to the transfer
oi" Cotes parish ward ol' iiccleshall rarish from the proposed:
h'ccleshall district ward to the pro.posed Swynnerton district ward
and the suggestion of Councillor H.» Butter that in addition the
parish of tvtandon should be added to "the proposed Eccleshall
district ward, represent a complete change of heart resulting
solely from the proposed reduction of the number of members oi' the
proposed Kccleshall district ward from 3 to 2. Until this local
meeting no objection has been made to -the inclusion of the Cotes
parish ward of Eccleshall rarish in' t'Ve_'proposed Swynnerton
district ward.

6.

The proposed Eccleshall district ward, comprising the parish o±'
Eccleshall (less the Cotes parish ward; and the parish oi
Chepsey, is a very large area, and Councillors F.D. Wood and
h. Butter are now asking for the addition of the Cotes parish
ward and the rarish ol Standon.
Although the northerly part of the .rarish of Swynnerton around
Trentham is not very rural, the bulk of the rarish is rural.
(3) Councillor F,D. Wood, a member oi Stafford Borough
Council for Eccleshall and a member of Eccleshall
rarish Council, stated that the Eccleshall Parish
Council object- to the proposed reduction ol the
number of members of the proposed Eccleshall district
ward from 3 to 2 (see sub-paragraph (1) above),
(4J

Councillor F,D. Wood also stated that he objects to the
transfer of the Cotes parish ward of Eccleshall rarish
from the proposed Eccleshall district ward to the
proposed Swynnerton district ward.
There are historical and administrative reasons for
retaining the rarish or Eccleshall intact within the
proposed Eccleshall district ward. The Ueanery ol
Eccleshall includes Cotes Heath and Standon rarish;
the village of luccleshall is the centre for secondary
education for the whole of Eccleshall
rarish and for
Standon rarish; the Magistrates1 Court, the rolice
Station and the Fire Station at Eccleshall serve the
whole of Eccieshall rarish, Standon rarish and a wider
area; Eccleshall is a well established shopping
centre for the area and has a weekly cattle market;
and three doctors' surgeries in Eccleshall serve the
area.
The reopening of Drake Hall, Sd 839 314, in the Cotes
parish ward as a prison will increase the population
by about 100 staff. Welson Hall in the Cotes parish
ward is a residence for students who are only there
about one year but who form about half the electorate
of the Cotes parish ward.

, (5) Councillor H. Butter, a member of Stafford Borough
Council for Eccleshall, supported Councillor F.D. Wood
and suggested that Standon Parish should be added to
the proposed Eccleshall district ward in addition to
the Cotes parish'ward in order to round oif the boundary.
Trentham in Swynnerton rarish is a dormitory area for
Stoke-on-Trent, and the population of Trentham are the
bulk of the population o±" 5r»wynnerton rarish. It is
desirable that the Cotes parish ward oi' Eccleshall rarish
and Standon rarish, the majority of the population o'±'
both being rural, should be served by members with rural,
and not urban, interests.
(6)

It was stated on behalf of Stafford Borough Council that
that Council had included the Cotes parish ward ol
Eccleshall rarish in the Eccleshall district ward in its
draft scheme submitted to the Commission.

7.

The following figures were submitted -

1974
Electorate
Cotes parish ward
Abandon parish

22.

1979
Electorate

916
280
1196

Fulford and Qulton district wards
(1) Mr. I.G. Gaskin, Clerk of the Stone Rural parish Council,
stated that the Parish Council are concerned that the
inclusion of the Moddershail parish ward of Stone Rural
parish in the proposed Fulford district ward may lead to
an eventual adjustment in the parish boundary. The Oulton
parish ward and Moddershail parish ward formed the ancient
manor of Kibblestone, there is no community of interest
between Moddershall and Fulford and Moddershall looks to
Stone.
The Farish Council are suspicious that Stafford Borough
Council in making its draft scheme joined the Moddershall
parish ward to Fulford 'parish to form the proposed Fulford
district ward in order to prevent Stoke-on-Trent taxing
over Meirheath in the north-west corner 01 Fulford .parish
and adjoining Hough Close in the northern tip of
Ivioddershall parish ward.
The .parish Council are not asking for more than 1 member
for the proposed Oulton district ward, wnether or not the
K'ioddershail parish ward is included in Oulton district
ward or Fulford district ward.
The rarish Council would prefer that the Rough Close area
of ModdershaJ.l parish ward should become a separate parish
ward and be included in the proposed Fulford district ward than
that the whole of the Moddershall parish v/ard should be
included in the proposed Fulford district ward.
(2) Mr. J.C.H. Fairbanks, Chairman of the Stone Rural Parish
Council, stated that the objection of the .Parish Council
is supported by the residents of the village of Moddershall
and he submitted a petition signed by 80 residents
CBundle 3, Document 4).
He also submitted a letter dated 12th September, 1975, from
Councillor H. Hammersley, a member of Stafford Borough
Council, stating that when alterations were proposed
(see paragraph 14 (3) above) he had raised no objection to
the proposed transfer of the part of Rough Close in
existing district ward No. 24 to the proposed Fulford
district ward but he had not appreciated that it would
involve the transfer of the whole of the Mocidershall
parish ward and he now supports the objection of the Stone
Rural rarish Council (Bundle 3, Document 5).
(3) Councillor Mrs. J.C. Allinson, a member of the Stafford
Borough Council for Fulford, stated that the inhabitants of
the Rough Close area ol Moddershall parish ward wish to be
included in the proposed Fuli'ord district ward as Rough
Close adjoins and shares the same community of interest a?
Meirheath, Rough Close and Meirheath being separated solely
by an artificial 'boundary.

(4)
*""

Mr. ti.A.J. Bevan, a member of Fuli'ord Parish Council,
stated that he does hot like Rough Close and Meirheath
being in separate district wards as they are in effect
one community. Further, Rough Close has no affinity
with the village of Moddershall,

(5) Councillor Mrs. R. Dickson, a member ol Stafford Borough
Council for Barlaston, stated that there is a polling
station at Rough Close for 196 electors in the barlaston
Parish and that that part of Rough Close should be in the
same district ward as the remainder of Rough Close and
Meirheath.
(6)

It was stated by the Deputy Secretary on behalf of Stafford
borough Council that it is logical for Rough Close to be
included in the proposed Fulford district ward. Hov^ever,
the Stafford Borough Council has not considered making
Rough Close a separate parish ward and he has not
authority to commit the Council.
The following figures were submitted Rough Close Polling District
Moddershall Polling District

(7)

23.

1974
electorate
544
224

/ifter an adjournment to allow the Chairman and the
Clerk of the Stone Rural Parish Council, Councillor
Mrs. J.C. Allinson, Mr. fc.A.J. Bevan and Councillor
Mrs. R. Dickson to discuss the matter, they agreed
that the Rough Close area of Moddershall parish ward
should be included in the proposed Fulford district
ward and that the remainder of Moddershall parish ward
including the village of Moddershall should be included
in the proposed Oulton district ward as shown on the
plan drawn up and now submitted (Bundle 3» Map 6), and
that the Stafford Borough Council should be asked to
make Rough Close a separate parish ward.

Gnosall district ward
(1) Mr. A.D. Bourne, Chairman of Ranton Parish Council,
stated that the proposed Gnosall district ward owing
to its large area needs 3, not 2, members of the
Stafford Borough Council, that the proposed Gnosall
district ward should be represented on all sub-committees
of the Borough Council and that it would be too much
work for 2 councillors.
The growth in the population of Gnosall as forecast by
the Staffordshire County Council and the growth in the
electorate of the proposed Gnosall district ward as
forecast by the Stafford borough Council entitles the
proposed district ward to 3, not 2, members. He produced
the Staffordshire County Council'P District Plan Brief
for District tIan 2, South West Stafford Borough, 01
November 1974 (Bundle 3, Document 7) and drew attention
to the following -

"The following provisions of the submitted County Structure Plan
provide the strategic basis for this District Flan at the present
time. The references refer to the County Structure Plan policies
and proposals document, as submitted for approval. On approval,
s-ome of the provisions may change.
Population
It is proposed that the population of the former Stafford HD
of which this District Flan covers part, will increase from
23,000 in 1971 to 31,520 in 1991 (table 4.3;.
It is proposed that the population of Gnosall increases by
2,500 in addition to committed growth (Paragraph 4.74).
Land for housing development will be available in Gnosall
(paragraph 6.17) .
The growth figure of 3,100 for Central and South Staffordshire
is unallocated to allow for minor expansion to take place in
smaller villages and hamlets where growth is not otherwise
proposed (paragraph 4.75, table 4.3,).
Implementation
Extensions to Gnosall Village are proposed in the next 10
years. (Paragraph 13.15;."
(2) Mr. J.W. Doughty, a member of Gnosall Parish Council,
stated that he was speaking on behalf of the Parish
Council which feels that the number of members to represent
the proposed Gnosall district ward should be increased
from 2 to 3 in view of the anticipated size of the electorate
ty 1979.
(3J

It was stated on behalf of the Stafford Borough Council
that the Staffordshire County Council's District Plan
Brief for District Plan 2 is not a plan but only a brief,
that the County structure rlan is still a proposal and
not yet an approvedj plan, that the District Plan Brief
and the Structure i lan relate to growth to 1991 and that
the future population figures in the structure Plan are
likely to be reduced.
'['he r.tafford Borough Council's forecast that the electorate
of the proposed G-nosall district ward will increase from
2660 in 1974 to 4159 in 1979, an increase o±' 56> compared
with an increase of 2470 for the Borough as a whole, takes
into account the County Council's forecast of population
growth.
The Borough Council's Chief planning Officer, Mr. K. platt,
is unable to explain the Commission's information from
the Staffordshire County Council's i-lanning Department
that the population of the Borough as a whole is predicted
to increase by 11 to 1270 between 1974 and 1979 based on
the population forecast in the 'Structure Plan. The
Borough Council's forecast o± an increase in the electorate
of the Borough as a whole from 1974 to 1979 of 24c/o is
based on a straight line projection of population according
to the County Structure Plan population figures.

A large area of land at Gnosall village has been released
for housing development under the Gnosall Village i-lan,
there is substantial committed growth in that planning
permission has been granted for a large number of residential
units although they have not been built, and outline
planning permission was granted in 1974 for approximately
350 houses in one particular area of Gnosall for which
detailed plans have been submitted within the last two
months. The rate of construction is dependent upon the
buoyancy of the private housing sector as there are no
plans for the construction of a large number of council
houses at Gnosall.
Having visited Gnosall and Gnosall Heath the previous day
and noticed no great building activity and a number of
modern occupied dwellings for sale, 1 asked the Borough
Council's Chief Planning Officer how many houses are
under construction at Gnosall and was informed that there
are 17 under actual construction continuing to a total of
41. I also asked the Deputy Secretary the number of
electors on the February 1975 register for the proposed
Gnosall district ward and after adjourning the local
meeting for a short period to enable this to be as-certaineci
I was informed that the electorate has in fact dropped
from 2660 in 1974 to 2653 in 1975.
(5)

24.

In view of the information in sub-paragraph (4) above,
Mr. Bourne, Chairman of the Ranton Parish Council, and Mr.
Doughty, a Member of the Gnosall .Parish Council, stated
that they withdrew their request for 3 members to represent
Gnosall district ward at this stage.

Town Area of Stafford
(1)

Mr. VJ.J. Head, owing to the impractibility of adopting
the line oi' the M6, the line of the link road and the
line of the eastern distributor road for the western,
northern and eastern boundaries of the town area ol
Stafford pending a review of parish boundaries by the
Commission at a later date, withdrew his suggestion in
this respect.
Incidentally, the Chief .planning Officer of Stafford
Borough Council stated that the proposed continuation
of the eastern distributor road from the junction of the
:i513 and the ^518 at £*j 944 237 (known locally as
Beaconside) to the A513 at b*J 955 212 is not likely to
be constructed within the next ten years.

(2) Mr. Head submitted proposals for an increase in the
number oi' proposed district wards in the town area of
Stafford from 12 to 13 and for various alterations in
the boundaries of proposed district wards in the town
area of Stafford to reflect the communities within such
area. These proposals are in two forms (a) in respect of the present town area oi' Stafford as
illustrated on Map 8 in Bundle 3 and as described
in the schedule based on his assessment of 1974
electoral figures (Bundle 3, Document 9); and

11.

(b; in respect of a possible revised town area of Stafford
following a review of the boundaries of surrounding
parishes as illustrated on.Iviap 10 in Bundle 3 and as
described in the schedule based on hi? forecast of
1979 electoral figures (Bundle 3* Document 11;.
(3)

Mr. Read's proposals referred to in sub-paragraph (2) (a)
above are in essence as follows (a) To leave the Commission's proposed district wards of
i'enkside, Manor and Littleworth undisturbed, except
that consideration should be given to reducing the
number of members for the proposed Littleworth district
ward from 3 to 2.

Commission's
proposal

No. of
Councillors

Littleworth

1974
Electorate entitlement
2.70

3566

1979
Electorate Entitlement

4937

3.02

(b) To adjust the boundary between the Commission's
proposed district wards of Forebridge and Tillington
by including in Forebridge the Castletown area and
adopting the disused railway line instead of the
River Sow as the western boundary of the proposed
Forebridge district ward on the grounds that
Castletown forms part of the town central area,

No. of
Councillors

1974
Electorate Entitlement

1979
electorate entitlement

Commission's
Forebridge ward

2

2504

1.90

2916

1.78

Mr. Read'B
Forebridge ward

2

3074

2.33

3580

2.19

(c) To adjust the boundary between the Commission's
proposed district wards of Coton and Common by
including in Coton the area to the north-west of
the B5066 bandon Road, that is to say the houses
on the north-west side of the B5066 and the industrial
estate at their rear on the grounds o±' community o±
interest.
No. of
Councillors

1974
Electorate Entitlement

Commission's Coton ward
Mr. Read's Coton ward

2
2

2783
2933

2.11
2.22

C-omuiissiori' s Common ward
Mr. Read's Common ward

2
2

2730
2600

2.07
1.97

To adjust the boundary between the Commission's
proposed district ward? of Highfields and Rowley
by- including in llignfields the whole of the Highfield?
housing estate on- the grounds of community ol interest.

^

Wo. of

'

Councillors

s
fc

1974
Electorate

Entitlement

Commission's Hignfields ward
Mr. Read's Highfields ward

2
2 or 3

2816
3400

2,13
2.58

Commission's Rowley ward
tor. Read's Rowley ward

2
2

2732
2213

2.07
1.68

(e) To divide the Commission's proposed district wards of
Tillington and Holmcroft (less the Castletown area;
into three district wards to "be named Uoxey, Holmcroft
and Trinity on the grounds that Doxey is a distinct
community separated from Tillington by the flood lands
of the River r>ow and that the Commission's boundary
between Tillington and Holmcroft is a random boundary
through a housing estate.

1974

Ho. of
Councillors

Electorate

Entitlement

Commission's Tillington ward
Commission's Holmcroft ward

2
3

2774
4147

2.10
3-14

tor. Head's "Doxey ward
Mr. Read's Holmcroft ward
Mr. Head's Trinity ward

1
3
1

966
3891
1657

0.75
2.95
1.26

The low figure for Boxey ward would be corrected if,
after a review of parish boundaries, the built up
area of Doxey between the present boundary o±' the
town area and the M6 was included.
(f) To redraw the boundary between the Commission's
proposed district wards ol baswich and Weeping
Cross by adopting the line of the A513 from
bJ 939 217 to SJ 954 212 with Baswich to the north
of that line and weeping Cross to the south on the
grounds that Baswich would include the whole of the
Baswich housing estate.

1974

No. of
Councillors

Electorate

1979

Entitlement

Electorate

Entitlement

Commission's
Baswich ward
2
Commission*s
weeping Cross ward 3

2914

2.21

3096

1.89

3813

2.89

4731

2.89

Hir. Read's baswich
ward
.
2 or 3
Wir. Read's weeping
Crops ward
2

3706

2.81

3928

2.40

3021

2,29

3746

2.29

*
It was pointed out to Mr. Read that in hip proposals on
the basis of 1974 figures, the total number of members
for the town area of Stafford is 29, of which 26 are
certain and 3 (one each in respect of Littleworth,- Highfieldp
and BaswichJ are left floating, compared with the total
of 28 under the Commission's draft proposals for the town
area and 60 for the whole district. If one of the floating
members had to be jettisoned, he -would 'opt for Littleworth,
but he later changed his mind and opted for Piighf ields.

(5)

The Deputy secretary on behalf of Stafford Borough
Council stated that Mr. Read's schemes for district
wards for the town area of Stafford were not received
until Thursday, lltn September, 1975, and that the
Council had not had the opportunity to consider them.
Mr. Read's projected figures for 1979 include changes
in the boundaries oi the surrounding parishes which have
not been considered by the Council, and the boundary
between Highfields and Rowley proposed by Mr, Read is
not readily defined.

(6)

The Chief Planning Officer on behalf of the Borough
Council stated that he cannot agree or disagree with
Mr, Read's figures for electors for 1974 or his projected
figures for electors for 1979 as there has not been time
to check them, the figures for 1974 have in general an
acceptable relationship to the Council's and the Commission
figures, but the figures for 1979 are less acceptable. •
Mr, Read's figures for 1979 for his proposed Trinity
district ward are suspect.
At my request the Chief Planning Officer took steps to
have the 1979 figures for Mr. Head's Baswich and weeping
Cross district wards calculated with the following apparent
result No. of
Councillors

Mr. Read's Baswich ward
iwr. Head's Weeping cross
ward
(7)
• •

25.

1979
electorate Entitlement

2 or 3

4066

2

3761

2.48
.

2.30

Councillor T.A. ttvans, a member of the Stafford Borough
Council for the existing district ward No. 1 (.ttaswich;,
stated that the Council feel that. its scheme, wnich has
been adopted by the Commission in its draft proposals, IP
better than Mr, Head's.

General
Mrs. i.. hodgkinson, Conservative agent for the Stafford and intone
parliamentary Constituency, but speaking as an individual, made a
plea for in effect rural v/eighting.

26,

I carried out an extensive unaccompanied inspection of the district
of the ^tafford Borougn. Council on lf>tti September, 1975 » the day
before the locaa. meeting, and paid particular attention to
Fullord Parish, stone Mural Farish, Sw.ynnerton farisn, the Cotes
parish ward 01 bccleshall and the Kccleshall area, Onosall and
Unosall Heatti, and the town area ol Stafford, after the local
meeting, as previously 1 had not appreciated fully the circumstances
of Rough Clor^e and. Meirheath, 1 made an unaccompanied visit to them.

14.

tearing in mind the cases advanced at the local meeting, 1
reach the following conclusions 27 . ttaton district ward

AS there are a number 01 villages in Staffordshire the names 01
which contain the word "tiaton and as the Stafford borough Council,
although prefering the shorter and simpler name, has no strong
objection to the proposed Uaton district ward being named "Church
Katon -, local wisftes should be acceded to, particularly as it is
haughton .Parish oouncil, and not Church uaton rarish Council, which
has suggested it.
2tt.

briflgefiord district ward
rts there are no objections to the proposed oriageluia district
ward being namea "aeiguiurd", local wisnes should be acceded to,
particularly as it is Cresswell i-arish Council, and not t»eight'ord
rarish Council, which has suggested it.

29.

lAilford district ward

The claim of Baswich rarish Council that the correct name of the
r'arish is "Berkswich" is at present ill founded in law and is not
a matter for the Commission.
30.

Transfer of the Cotes parish ward of Kccleshall i-arigh from the
proposed Ecoleshall district ward to the proposed Swynnerton
district ward.
(I)

It is clear that Councillor Wood was speaking for
uccleshall Parish Council when he stated that the .Parish
Council objected to the proposed reduction in the number
of members of the proposed Eccleshall district ward from
3 to 2 as evidenced by the letter dated 12th September,
1975, from the Parish Council to the Commission. It is
not clear, however, whether Councillor Wood was speaking
for the i-arish Council or as an individual when he
objected to the transfer of the Cotes parish ward of
Eccleshall Parish from the proposed Bccleshall district
ward to the proposed Swynnerton district ward, as the
transfer is not mentioned in the letter dated 12th
September, 1975, from the l-'arish Council.
The Commission's draft proposals were published on 10th
June, 1975, and owing to an administrative oversight
ttccieshall district ward (less Cotes parish ward) warallocated 3 members and ^wynnerton district ward (including
Cotes parish ward; was allocated 2, instead of 2 and 3
respectively. As this was misleading as to the number ot
members for the proposed Eccleshall district ward the
lateness of the objection of the Eccleshall rarish Council
as to the number of member? is not surprising. However,
the Commission's draft proposals clearly included the
Cotes parish ward in the proposed Swynnerton district ward,
so that for objection to be taKen to that at the very last
moment, that is to say for the first time at the local
meeting, renuires some explanation. The suggestion of the
Cleric of the Swynnerton rarish Council that this objection
results solely from the proposed reduction in the number 01
members of the proposed Eccleshall district ward from 3 to
2 is very cogent.

Be that as it may, the objection is a serious one and
must be considered carefully.
(2) The matter rests on four factors (a) the electoral figures for 1974 and 1979,
(b) the community of interest between the Cotes parish
ward and the rest of Eccleshaj.1 Parish,
(c) the isolation of Standon Parish if the Cotes parish
ward of Eccleshall is included in Sccleshall district
ward, and
(d) the size of Eccleshall district ward with or without
the Cotes parish ward and, "possibly, Standon .Parish.
(3J

A comparison o± the following electoral figures is germane -

1974
1979
Electorate Entitlement electorate Entitlement
(a) Commission's draft
proposals - Swynnerton
Parish, Standon Parish
and Cotes parish ward

3811

2.89

5119

3.13

3216

2.44

3375

2.06

(b) Proposal of Councillor Wood t>wynnerton Parish and
Standon Parish
2895

2.19

4097

2.50

Eccleshail Parish (less
Cotes parish ward) and
Chebsey Parish

Sccleshail Parish (inc.
Cotes parish ward) and
Chebsey Parish

4132

3.13

4397

2.69

(c) rroposal of Councillor
Butter - Swynnerton Parish
only

2615

1-98

3787

2.31

4412

3.34

4707

2.88

Eccleshall Parish (inc.
Cotes parish ward;,
Chebsey Parish and

Standon Parish

Councillor YJood's proposal is the most acceptable on
1974 figures and the least acceptable on 1979 figures,
Councillor Butter's proposal is acceptable on both
1974 and 1979 figures and the Commission's draft proposal
is the most acceptable on 1979 figures.
Thus, on the figures for 1979 Councillor Wood's proposal
should be rejected, and the question arises, having regard
to the other factors, whether Councillor Butter's proposal
or the Commission's draft proposal is the better.

16.

(.4)

There is an undoubted community of interest between
the Cotes parish ward and the rest of Eccieshail Parish,
the village of Eccleshall provides an important .local
centre for a wide area, and there is a strong case on
these grounds for including the Cotes parish ward in the
Kccieshall district ward and not splitting Eccleshall
Parish between two district wards.

(5)

If the Cotes parish ward is included in Eccleshall district
ward, Standon Parish will "be virtually isolated from
Swynnerton Parish, and this would result in a most
unsatisfactory shape for Swynnerton district ward. Further,
as stated in sub-paragraph (3) above the electoral figures
for 1979 would be unacceptable. Thus, if the Cotes parish
ward
is included in Eccleshall district ward, Standon
ijarisn should also "be included in it.

(6)

The last factor is the size or Eccleshail district ward.
Under the Commission's draft proposals it measures about
16 kilometres from east to west and about 9 kilometres
from north to south at its widest westerly end. The
effect of including the Cotes parish ward and Standon
Parish would be to give it a width of about 9 kilometres
virtually throughout its length and make it by far and
away the largest district ward in area.

(7)

The whole matter is very finely balanced. On the one hand
community of interest calls for the inclusion of Cotes
parish ward in Eccleshall district ward but this is not
acceptable on the electoral figures or on the shape of
Swynnerton district ward unless Standon Parish is also
added to Eccleshall district ward, and on the other hand
an enlarged Eccleshall district ™ard is very large indeed.
After very careful thought, I conclude that the balance is
just tipped in favour of the Cotes parish ward and Standon
Parish being included in Eccleshall district ward by the
belief that a comparatively compact Swynnerton district ward
would be well served by 2 members and that an already large
and long Eccleshall district ward would be better widened
and served by 3 members instead of 2 members.

31.

Fulford and Qultnn district wards
(1)

There is a strong community of interest between the village
of ivioddershall in the Moddershall parish ward and the
village 01 Oulton in the Oulton parish ward of Stone Rural
Parish, and both look to Stone.

(2) There is a strong community of interest. between Rough Close
at the northern tip of Ivioddershall Parish ward of Stone
Rural Parish and Meirheath in the north-west corner of
Fulford 1-arish and both are on the boundary of Stoke-on-Trent
(3)

iiocal wishes would be met if the ivioddershall village area
of"Modderphail parish ward was included in the proposed
Oulton district ward and il the Rough Close area of
Moddershall parish : ward was included in the proposed
Fuliord district ward. This cannot be done unless Stafford
Borough Council are prepared as a matter of urgency to split
the present Moddershall parish ward into two parish wards,
and it is most desirable that they' should be requested to
take the necessary action without delay. ~

17.

The suggested boundary "between Moddershail village
area and Hough Close is indicated by a straight line
on Map 6 in Bundle 3, but it is desirable that the
precise boundary should be tied to the ground by the
Ordnance Survey.

^

(4)

The comparative electoral figures are as follows -

1974
Electors
Kntitlement

1979
Electors
Entitlement

(a) Commission's proposal -

Fulford district ward
Oulton district ward

4465
1110

3.38
0.84

5150
1251

(b) Alternative proposal Fulford less Moddershail
Village
Oulton plus Moddershall

4241

3.21

Y

1334

1.01

Village

3.15
0.76

This represents an improvement on the basis of 1974 figures,
and there is no reason whatsoever for altering the
allocation of 1 member for Oulton and 3 members for
Fulford district wards.
(5) The suggestion of Councillor Mrs. Dickson that the part
o± Rough Close in Barlaston parish (and the proposed
Barlaston district ward) should be included with the
bulk of Rough Close and Meirheath is sensible, but a
further separate parish ward would complicate the issue
further at this stage. It is a matter which should be
considered when parish boundaries are reviewed.
32.

Gnosall district ward
The forecast that the electorate of Gnosall district ward will
increase by 56> from 2660 in 1974 to 4159 in 1979 appears to be
extremely inflated, particularly as, in fact, the electorate dropped
from 2660 in 1974 to 2653 in 1975. It will be noted that Mr. Bourne,
Chairman of Ranton parish Council, and Mr. Doughty, a member of
Gnosall Farish Council, withdrew their request for 3 members.
The electorate of Gnosall will, no doubt, grow when the private
housing sector becomes buoyant but it is unlikely that it will
do so as rapidly as the Stafford Borough Council have forecast.
It is a matter which should be considered again when the district
wards are next reviewed.

33.

Town Area of Stafford
(1)

The suggestion of Mr. W.J. Read that the line ol the M6,
the line, of the link road and the line o±' the eastern
distributor road should be adopted for the western,
northern and eastern boundaries of the town area of
Stafford is very sensibly and he has made a significant
contribution. This, however, would involve, inter alia,
the inclusion of small areas of neighbouring parishes
in the district wards ol the unparished Stafford town
area which cannot be done legally until either parish
boundaries are reviewed by the Commission or the Stafford
Borough Council establish the" small areas concerned as
parish wards (which would not appear to be generally viable).
In consenuence, this matter should be kept well in mind and
18.

serious consideration given to it when the parish
boundaries are reviewed "by the Commission.
(2)

Mr. Head's proposals for an increase in the number of
proposed district wards in the town area oi" Stafford'
from 12 to 13 and for various alterations in the
boundaries of the proposed district wards in the town
area of Stafford are less impressive and generally
savour of an academic paper exercise.
Taking a more practical approach it was not lost upon
me that the Stafford Borough Council conducted its case
at the local meeting in a low key, being represented by
the Deputy Secretary (the Chief Executive having been
ill and the Secretary and Deputy Chief Executive being
on holiday), and that none of the party leaders appeared.
It is therefore a reasonable assumption that all the
political parties are in agreement, or at least broad
agreement, with the Commission's proposals for the town
area which are virtually the same as the Borough Council'?
own proposals. Further, the present elected representatives
must have collectively a very detailed knowledge of the
town area of Stafford, its communities and its needs. In
consequence and in the complete absence of any objections
or representations by any political party, any residents
association, any representative'body or any individual
other than Mr. Head, I would be very loath to disturb what
appears to be a district warding scheme for tae town area
which meets with virtually universal acceptance, whether
active or passive.

(3)

To reduce the number of members of the proposed Littleworth
district ward from 3 to 2 would be unacceptable, as on the
Commission's electoral figures it is entitled to 2.70
councillors on the basis of 1974 and 3.02 on the basis of
1979.

(4)

With regard to Mr. head's proposal that Castletown be
transferred from the proposed Tillington district ward to
the proposed Forebridge district ward, the Commission's
proposed inter-ward boundary ol: the River bsow has probably
more permanance than Mr. Read's proposed boundary ol the
disused railway line,
On the basis of 1974 electoral figures the Commission's
proposal for t'orebridge gives a, better result with an
entitlement of 1.90 councillors;than Mr. Read's with an
entitlement ol 2.33, but on the basis ot" 1979 electoral
figures there is little difference either way.
The effects on the Commission's proposed
Tillington district ward, however, cannot be overlooked

1974
electorate Entitlement
\
'
Commission's Tillington ward
2774
2.10
Commission's Tillington ward
less Castletown

2204"

1.67

1979
Electorate Entitlement
3475

2.12

2811

1.72

The case for transferring Castletown to the proposed
Forebridge district ward is not made out.

(5) With regard to Mr.Head's proposal that the boundary between
the Commission's proposed district wards of Coton and
Common be adjusted by including' in Coton the area to the
north-west of the B5066 bandon Koad, there is, no doubt,
a community of interest between the houses on the northwest and south-east sides of oandon Koad.. however, t>andon
Koad is an easily identifiable boundary which should be
retained and Mr. Head's proposal is akin to tinkering
around for the sake of tinkering.
(6) The Commission's.boundary between its proposed Highfields
and Rowley district wards is easily identifiable as it
follows a road throughout its length, and Mr. Head's
proposed boundary is reasonably, but less easily, identifiable
There is, no doubt, a community o± interest between the
two parts of the Highfields housing estate separated by
that road, but Mr. Read's proposal would produce far less
acceptable representation on the basis of 2 members for
his proposed Highfields district ward with an entitlement
of 2.53 on 1974 electoral figures. It will be recollected
that his proposals for the town area as a whole produced
one member too many and that he opted to reduce the
representation of his proposed Highfields district ward
from 3 -to 2 members.
(7) As to Mr. Read's proposal .to divide the Commission's
proposed district wards of Tillington and Holmcroft (less
the Castletown area; into three wards to be named Doxey,
Holmcroft and Trinity, there is no doubt that the flood
lands of the "River Sow effectively divide JJoxey from
Tillington.
Further, his proposed boundary between his proposed district
•wards of Holmcroft and Trinity, being the A34, is more
easily distinguishable than the Commission's proposed
boundary between its 'i'illington and Holmcroft proposed
district wards.
There is some community of interest between the housing
estates each' side of the Commission's proposed boundary
between its proposed Tillington and Holmcroft district
wards, but there is also some community of interest between
the housing development on each side or Mr. Read's proposed
boundary between his proposed Hplmcroft and Trinity district
wards.
On the basis of 1974 electoral figures the Commission's
proposals are preferable so far as electoral eouality is
concerned.
Mr, Head's proposal for 3 district wards instead of 2 has
merit, but I am not prepared to recommend its adoption in
view of what 1 have said in sub-paragraph (2) above.
(8)

From the point oi view of community of interest there is
little to choose between the Commission's draft proposals
for the proposed Baswich and weeping Gros^ district wards
and Mr. Head's proposals, and both boundaries are easily
identifiable. '•""
On the basis of electoral figures for 1974 and 1979 the
Commission's proposals are infinitely preferable.

20.

I recommend that (1;

The Commission's
proposed "aaton" district ward be
named ll Jhurcft Eaton".

(2) The Commission's proposed "uridgeford" district ward be
named "Seighford".
(3) Swynnerton district ward be confined to the parish of
bwynnerton and return 2 members.
(.4)

&ccleshall district ward comprise the wh-O'le o±~ ttccleshall
parish, including Cotes parish ward, Standon parish and
Chepsey Parish and return 3 members.

(5)

(a) The Stafford Borough Council be requested as a
matter of urgency to divide the present Moddershall
parish ward ol Stone Kural rarish into two parish
wards, one for the Rough Close area and the other
for the Moddershall village area.
(b) Subject to (a) above, Oulton district ward comprise
the whole ol Stone Rural rarish except for the Rough
Close area and return 1 member.
(c) Subject to (a) above, i'uliord district ward comprise
the i-arish of .b'uliord plus the Hough Close area and
return 3 members.

(6j Subject to sub-paragraphs (1} to (5) above, the Commission'
draft proposals be adopted.

M. vlNUJ),

- October 1975.

21.

JCHEDULE 2

BOROUGH OF STAFFORD: 1IAMSS CF PHOPQSiO) WARDS AND NUMBERS OF COUNCILLORS

NAME OF WARD

NO. OF COUNCILLORS

BARLASTON

2

BASWICH

2

BKACONSIDE

1

CASTLE

1

CHARTLEY

1

CHURCH EATON

1

COMMON

2

COTON

2

ECCLESHALL
FOREBRIDGE
FULFORD
GHOSALL
HAYWOOD
HIGHFIELDS
HOLMCROFT
LITTLEWOHTH
MANOR
MILFORD
MILWICH
OULTON
PETIKSIDE
ROWLEY
ST MICHAELS
3EIG1IFORD
STONEFIELD & CIIRISTCHURCH
SWYNNERTON
TILLINGTON
WALTON
'JEEPING CROSS
WOODSEAVES

2
2
2
3
3
3
2
1
1
2
2
2
2
2
2
2
3
3
1

STAFFORD DISTRICT : DESCRIPTION UF PROPOSED WARD BOUNDARIES

MANOR WARD

'

.

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of .Castle Church CP
meets Rising Brook, thence northeastwards and following the said brook to
the Stafford-Wolverhampton railway line, thence generally southwards and
following the said railway line to the northeastern boundary of Castle
Church CP, thence westwards and following the said northeastern boundary
to the point of commencement.

HIGHFIKLDS WARD

Commencing at a point where the northwestern boundary of Manor Ward meets
the northeastern boundary of Castle Church CP, thence northwestwards and
following the said southeastern boundary to Newport Road, thence northeastwards along said road to West Way, thence southwards and following the
said Way to the northwest boundary of Manor Ward, thence southwestwards
along said northwestern boundary to the point of commencement.

ROWLEY WARD
Commencing at a point where the northwestern boundary of Highfields Ward
meets the northeastern boundary of Castle Church CP, thence northwestwards and following the said northeastern boundary to grid reference
SJ 9101225311 being on the footbridge at Burley Fields Siding, thence
from the footbridge to and along the said siding to the Stafford Stoke-on-Trent railway line, thence southeastwards and following the
said railway line to the northwestern boundary of Manor Ward thence southwestwards and following the said northwestern boundary to the northeastern
boundary of Highfields Ward, thence northwestwards and southwestwards
along the northeastern and northwestern boundaries of the said ward to
the point of commencement.

2
TILLINGTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Rowley Ward meets
the northern boundary of Castle Church CP,thence westward .along said
northern boundary to the eastern boundary of Seighford CP, thence northward and following the said eastern boundary to the southeastern boundary
of Creswell CP to grid reference SJ 907552552?, thence to and along
Heath Drive, thence to the rear fence of k2 Harcourt Way, thence southeastwards along the rear fences of k2 to. 22 Harcourt Way to the unnamed drain
running on the southwest side of 66 Woodlands Road, thence southeastwards
along said unnamed drain and the unnamed drain forming the northeastern
boundary of the Playing Field thence northeastwards to the rear boundary
of 39 Second Avenue, thence generally southeastwards along the rear
boundaries of 39 to 1 Second Avenue and the southwestern boundary of
41 Holmcroft Road, thence southeastwards to the northeastern boundary of
the Rectory in Holmcroft Road, thence southeastwards and southwestwards
along the northeastern and southeastern boundary of the said rectory to
the eastern boundary of 62 Bramall Lane, thence southwards along said
eastern boundary and rear boundaries of 60 to 50 Bramall Lane and in
prolongation thereof to the rear boundary of US Bramall Lane, thence
southwards along the rear boundaries of 48 to 38 Bramall Lane to the
northwestern boundary of the Allotment Gardens, thence northeastwards
and following the said northwestern boundary to the rear boundary of
J)k Pitt Street, thence southeasterly along the rear boundaries of
J>k

to 32 Pitt Street, to and along the rear boundaries of 31 to *t Pitt

Street, the southwestern boundary of 22,a Alliance Street, crossing
Alliance Street to the unnamed street joining Alliance Street to Izaak
Walton Street, thence southeastwards along said unnamed street, crossing
Izaak Walton Close to the southwest boundary of k6b Izaak Walton Close,
thence southeastwards along said southwest boundary and in prolongation
thereof to the old Stafford to Uttoxeter railway line, thence southwestwards and following the said railway to the River £ow, thence southeastwards and following the said river to Victoria Road, .thence southwestwards

along said road and in prolongation thereof to theTnortheastern boundary of
Rowley Ward, thence northwestwards and following the said northeastern
boundary to the point of commencement.

HOLMCROFT WARD
Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Tillington Ward
meets the southeastern boundary of Creswell CP, thence northeastwards along
said southeastern boundary to the western boundary of Stafford Common,
thence southwards and following the said western boundary to the southeastern
boundary of parcel number 8?84 on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 90/9*125,
Edition 19&8, thence southwestwards and following the southeastern boundaries
of parcel numbers 878^, 6800 and 7569 to the eastern boundary of Graham
Balfor Grammar School, thence southeastwards along said eastern boundary, the
northeastern boundary of the Playing Field and following the said Playing
Field boundary to the western boundary of parcel number 000*f, thence southwestwards and following the said western boundary and the western boundary
of parcel number 000*f on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 90/9124 and in
prolongation thereof to the old Stafford to Uttoxeter railway line, thence
southwestwards and following the said railway line to the northeastern
boundary of Tillington Ward, thence northwestwards along said northeastern
boundary to the point of commencement.

COMMON WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Holmcroft Ward meets
the southeastern boundary of Creswell CP, thence northeastwards along said
southeastern boundary to the southwestern boundary of Hopton and Coton CP,
thence southeastwards and following the said southwestern boundary to
Sandon Road, thence generally southvtestwards along said road to Corporation
Street, thence southeastwards along said street to Crooked Bridge Road,

thence southwestwards along said road to a.point opposite the prolongation
northwards of the western boundary of St George's Hospital, thence southeastwards along the said prolongation and western boundary and in prolongation thereof to Pearl Brook, thence southwards and following said brook
to the drive running from Gaol Road to St George's Hospital, thence southwestwards and following the said drive to Gaol Road, thence crossing
Gaol Road in a southwesterly direction to Foregate Street, thence northwestward along said street to a point opposite the prolongation northeastwards of the southern boundary of *t1 Foregate Street, thence to and along
the southern boundary of said property, the property to the rear of
41 Foregate Street and the Builder's Yard to the unnamed drain running to
the west of the builder's yard, thence southwards and westwards along said
unnamed drain to Tillington Drain, thence southwards and following the said
drain and in prolongation thereof to the eastern boundary of Tillington Ward,
thence northwards along said eastern boundary to the southeastern boundary
of Holmcroft Ward, thence northeastwards and generally northwards along
southeastern and eastern boundary to the point of commencement.

COTON WARD
Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of Common Ward meets
the southwestern boundary of Hopton and Coton CP, thence southeastwards and
following the said southwestern boundary to the rear boundary of
209 Ellington Avenue, thence southwestwards along the said rear boundary, the
rear

boundary of 210 Ellington Avenue and in prolongation thereof to the

northeastern boundary of 211 Ellington Avenue, thence southeastwards along
said northeast boundary to the rear boundary of the said property, thence
southwestwards along the rear boundaries of 211 to 220 Ellington Avenue and
in prolongation thereof to the boundary on the southwestern side of Harris
Road, thence northwestwards and following the said southwest boundary, the
northeastern boundary at the rear of 64 to 50 Knight Avenue, the northwestern

boundary at the rear of *t8 to 2 Knight Avenue, thence westwards to Tithe
Barn Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Prospect Road, thence
northwestwards and following said road to Cambridge Street, thence southwestwards along said street to Corporation Street, thence southeastwards along
said street to a point opposite the prolongation northeastwards of the
southeastern boundary of St George's Hospital, thence southwestwards along
the said prolongation and southeastern boundary to Pearl Brook, thence
northwestward and following the said brook to the eastern boundary of Common
Ward, thence northwestward and following the said eastern boundary to the
point of ommencement.

FOREBRIDGE WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Tillington Ward meets
the southern boundary of Common Ward, thence northwards and following the
said southern boundary and the southwestern boundary of Coton Ward to Pearl
Brook, thence southeastwards along said brook to Lammascote Road thence
eastwards along said road to Riverway, thence southeastwards and following
said Riverway to the River Sow,

thence southeastwards and following said

river to River P«nk, thence southwestwards and following said river to the
Stafford to Rugeley railway line, thence southwestwards and following the
said railway line to the northeastern boundary of Rowley Ward, thence northwestwards along said northeastern boundary to the eastern boundary of
Tillington Ward, thence northeastward and following the said eastern boundary
to the point of commencement.

LITTLEWORTH WARD
Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Forebridge Ward
meets the southeastern boundary of Coton Ward, thence northeastwards and
following said southeastern boundary to the southwestern boundary of Hopton
and Coton CP, thence southeastwards and following said southwestern boundary

to the River Sow, thence southwestwards and following said river to the
northeast

boundary of Forebridge Ward, thence westward and following the

said northeast boundary to the point of commencement.

PENKSIDE WARD
Commencing at a point where the northeast boundary of Castle Church CP
meets the eastern boundary of Manor Ward, thence northwards along said
eastern boundary and the eastern boundary of Rowley Ward to the southern
boundary of Forebridge Ward thence southeastwards and following the said
southern boundary to River Penk, thence southwestwards and following said
river to the southern boundary of the District, thence southwestwards and
following the said southern boundary to the southeastern boundary of Castle
Church CP, thence northv/estwards and following the said southeastern boundary
to the point of commencement.

WEEPING CROSS WARD
Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of the District meets the
eastern boundary of Penkside Ward, thence northeastwards along said eastern
boundary, the eastern boundary of Forebridge Ward and the southern boundary
of Littleworth Ward to the southwestern boundary of Hopton and Coton CP,
thence eastwards and following the said southwestern boundary to the.unnamed
road running from St Thomas Bridge to St Thomas1 Mill Farm, thence southwards
and following said unnamed road and Baswich Lane to Weeping Cross, thence
southeastwards along said Weeping Cross and The Rise to the western boundary
of Baswich CP, thence southwestwards along said western boundary to the
southern boundary of the District, thence southweetwards and following the
said

southern boundary to the point of commencement.

BASWICH WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Weeping Cross Ward meets

the western boundary of Hopton and Coton CP, thence eastwards and following
the said western boundary and western boundary of Baswich CP to the eastern
boundary of V/eeping Cross Ward, thence northwestwards and following said
eastern boundary to the point of commencement.

BAHLASTON WARD
The parish of Barlaston.

BEACOHSIDE WAHD
The parishes of Whitgreave, Marston, Salt and Enson, Hopton and Coton.

CASTLE WAHD
The parishes of Castle Church and Bradley*

CliARTLEY WARD
The parishes of Gayton, Weston and Stowe..

CHURCH EATON WARD
The parishes of Haughton and Church Eaton.

ECCLESHALL WARD
The parioh.es of Chebsey, Eccleshall and Standon.

GNOSALL WARD
The parishes of Ellenhall, Hanton and Gnosall.

HAYWOOD WAHD
The parish of Colwich.

8
FULFORD WARD
The parish of Fulford, the Rough Close ward of the parish of Stone Rural.

MILFORD WARD

The parishes of Ingestre, Tixall, Baswich, Brocton.

MILWICH WARD
The parishes of Hilderstone, Hilwich, Sandon, Fradswell*

OULTON WARD
The Oulton, Heaford, Aston and Moddershall wards of the parish of Stone Rural,

STONEFIKLD AND CHKISTCHURCH WARD
The Stonefield and Christchurch ward of the parish of Stone.

ST MICHAEL'S WARD
The 3t Michael's ward of the parish of Stone.

SEIGHFURD WARD

The parishes of Seighford and Oreswell*

SWYNNEHTON WARD
The parish .-_ of Swynnerton.

WALTON WARD
The Walton \/ard of the parish of Stone.

WOODSEAVKS WARD
The parishes of Adbaston, High Offley, Norbury and Forton.

