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PROPOSALS FOR FUTURE ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
LONDON BOROUGH OF EALING

1. We, the Local Government Boundary Commission for England, having carried
out our initial review of the electoral arrangements for the London borough
of Ealing

in accordance with the requirements of section 50(3) of the Local

Government Act 1972, present our proposals for the future electoral arrangements
for that London borough.
2*

In accordance with the procedure laid down in section 60(1) and (2) of the

1972 Act, notice was given on 10 June 1975 that we were to undertake this review.
This was incorporated in a consultation letter addressed to the Ealing Borough
Council, copies of which were circulated to the Greater London Council, the
London Boroughs Association, the Association of Metropolitan Authorities, the
Members of Parliament for the constituencies concerned, the headquarters of the
main political parties and the Greater London Regional Council of the Labour
Party. Copies were also sent to the editors of local newspapers 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 interested
bodies.
J. The Ealing Borough Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme of
representation for our consideration.

When 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 letter of 10 June 1975 about the proposed size
of the council and the proposed number of councillors for each ward.

They were

also asked 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
druft ncheme to us, thus allowing an opportunity for local comment.
*U

On 23 December 1975 the Baling Borough Council presented their draft scheme

of representation. They proposed to divide the area of the borough into 2k wards
each returning 2 or 3 members to form a council of 70.
which
5. We considered the draft scheme submitted by the Borough Council, the comments/
had been made upon it and alternative schemes submitted by two political parties
and a local elector. We noted that the draft scheme complied with the rules
in Schedule 11 to the Local Government Act and our own guidelines.
It appeared to provide a satisfactory basis of representation for the borough,and.to be preferable to the alternative schemes offered to us. Subject to minor
adjustments in the alignment of some of the boundaries we adopted the Council's
draft' scheme as our draft proposals.

6. On 29 July 1976 we issued our draft proposals and these were sent to all who
had received our consultation letter or had commented on the Borough Council's draft
scheme. The Council were asked to make the draft proposals, and the accompanying
map 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 members of the public
and interested bodies. We asked for comments to reach us by 22 September 1976*

?• The Borough Council and one constituency party accepted our draft proposals.
All the other comments suggested that modifications should be made and one of
the political parties who had submitted an alternative scheme at draft proposals
stage asked for it to be considered again.
8. In view of these comments, we felt we needed more information to enable us
to reach a conclusion. Therefore, in accordance with Section 65(2) of the Local
Government Act 1972, and at our request, Mr C W G T Kirk was appointed as an
Assistant Commissioner to hold a local meeting and report to UG.
9«

Notice of the meeting was sent to all who had received our draft proposals

or had commented on them, and was published locally.
10. The Assistant Commissioner held the meeting at the Town Hall, Ealing on
26 January 1977 and visited the areas which were the subject of comment. A copy
of his report is attached at Schedule 1 to this report.
11. In the light of the discussion at the meeting and his inspection of the area,
the Assistant Commissioner recommended that the Commission's draft proposals
should be confirmed, with the exception of a small alteration to the boundary
between the proposed Costons and Argyle wards, and the substitution of the name
•Pitshanger' for the proposed Brentham ward.
12. We reviewed our draft proposals in the light of the comments which we had
received and of the Assistant Commissioner's report»We concluded that the
recommendations made by the Assistant Commissioner should be accepted. Subject
to the two modifications he recommended we confirm our draft proposals as our
final proposals.

13-

Details of these proposals are set out in Schedule 2 to this report and on the

attached map*

Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and the number of
i.

councillors to be returned by each.

The boundaries of the new wards are defined

on the attached map*
PUBLICATION
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/
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 Baling Borough Council and
will be available for public inspection at the Council's main offices.

Copies of

this report (without map) are being eent to those who received the consultation
letter and to those who made comments.

A detailed description of the proposed

ward boundaries as shown on the map is set out in Schedule 3 to this report.
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EDMUND COMPTON (CHAIRMAN) '
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INTRODUCTION

lo

On the 20th December 1976 the Secretary of State, in pursuance
of Section. 65(2) of the Local Government Act 1972, appointed me
to be an assistant commissioner to hold a local inquiry or carry
out any consultation or investigation with respect to the review
by the Commission of the electoral arrangements for the London
Borough of Baling.

2»

In response to an invitation by the Commission in a letter dated
lOtti June 1975, *« Baling Borough Council on 7th October 1975
approved a draft scheme for the division of this London Borough into
2k wards returning a total of 70 Councillors, This draft scheme was
duly advertised and was sent by the Council to the Commission on
•ttie 23rd December, 1975*

3o

^y a letter dated 29th July 1976 the Commission announced their
draft proposals, which were the same as the Council's draft scheme
with minor adjustments of ward boundaries to secure more easily
definable boundaries. These adjustments did not significantly alter
the electorate of any ward* These proposals were duly advertised and
are summarised (revised according to the 1976 register and a later
forecast of the 1581 electorate) in Appendix 1.

4«

An alternative scheme for 2^ wards returning 65 Councillors was
submitted to the Commission by the Conservative Party and is
summarised in Appendix 2. Numerous other representations were
received about the proposals and these are summarised in Appendix 3*

5»

I visited the area on the I9tti January, 1977.

6«

An informal meeting was held at the Town Hall, Baling, on
26th Jarai&iy 1977. It begaa at 10-30 e*m», adjourned for
at 1-0 p.m«, resumed at 2-0 p.m. and ended at 5-30 p.nu
were present, apart from myself and their names are shown
Appendix 4*

App.l

AppP2«
App«3«

Appo4«

Wednesday
lunch
J«X) persons
in

II
CSNSRAL HOTdHES OP THE COUNCIL'S SCHEME

Counoillor M.N.Elliott (Leader of the Labour Group which was
in a majority on the Council)'said -the Council welcoaed the
regarding as the 19&3 scheme, had become deficient through
changes in the number and distribution of the population during
the last 12 years* They agreed with the minor boundary adjustments
made by the Commission which had only a slight effect on the
electorate of the wards concerned* The Council had had close
regard to the Commission's criteria and in particular
(1) had sought the greatest practicable parity of representation
among the wards. The average electorate per councillor
in 1981 was 2870. The variation between the highest and
lowest was l?i^ (compared with 39s# in the existing wards).
A greater parity would be possible only by undue interference
with the other criteria. In the Council's opinion there was
little likelihood of substantial variations in the relative
electorates of the proposed wards after 1981.
(2)

The Council were convinced there should not be less than 2500
electors per councillor. ' 2633 was 1he lowest in their scheme.
,. /
(3) The Council had followed natural boundaries as far as possible
but not always* The electorate in Baling was mobile and not
so settled as in country areas. Consequently, local ties had
less significance.
t
i
They had also had regard to the following matters :
'•, .i".
(4) There were no exceptional circumstances to justify more
than 3 councillors for any ward,
* ,
(5) The Council felt it ioa^oirtant to adhere to parliamentary
constituency boundaries, otherwise much confusion would
be caused. The Conservatives1 scheme would force the
hand of the Parliamentary Boundary Commission; and the
Council objected to any change now.
(6) The Council felt fairly strongly that the existing number
of Council members (60 councillors and 10 aldermen) should
be retained* Baling was one of the four largest london
Boroughs and 70 Councillors were justified,,
(7) The Council preferred 3 member wards, as 3 members could
be spread over the whole range of the Council's work, but
if circumstances required a few 2 member wards they would
accept them, even though in their opinion they were less
desirable. They were entirely opposed to 1 member wards and
wards with more than 3 memberso
(8)

In framing the wards the Council had had regard to provision
for 70 councillors, areas vfcere the population was declining,
areas where the dwellings were being built and the lalance of

councillors among the three parliamentary constituencies.
The 'balance should be 27 for Baling North, 24 for Baling
Souttiall and 19 for Baling Aoton«
(9)

Uhe Council did not expect there would be such a rapid
decline in the population of "Baling as that being
experienced in inner london as:
(a) between 1965 and 1976 the decline had been only
7/3,000 instead of a forecast 40,000.
(b) substantial house building was in progress;
(o) there was a -very hi$\ Immigrant population with
a high birth rate and a continuing drift of
Immigrants into the Borough] and
(d) a mid-1976 census of a 10$ sample had shown 200,900
as a reasonable forecast of the 1981 electorate*

80

Mr0 Rowbotham. Assistant Town Clerk (Community Development),
eaid that overall the proportion of electors to population was
about 6$0S, but there were significant variations In individual
wards* The eastern wards had a sharply declining population
and so did Valpole and Northfield, while there was much
house building in other wards and the population of the western
wards where the immigrants lived was steadily inoreaslnge
She oocupancy rate was declining generally. The results of
the sample census and these tendencies had been applied to the
proposed new wards and coupled with a profile over the last
10 years, a projection showed that the 1981 electorate would
be about 200,900. He produced a statement showing how this
projection operated in each of the proposed wards, which altered,
in 14 wards, the divis ion of the 1981 electorate shown in the
scheme submitted by the Council.

9«

Councillor R» Bothering ton (Conservative) on behalf of tiie
KaHi^r nnnggyrativft Asaf»Matifm commented on what had been
said for the Council as follows i(l)

1981 Forecast. He had no objection to the total of
200,800 electors for 1981 but differed from the Council's
detailed division of the total among the wards. The
average proportion of 6Sfi of the population being electors
covered wide extremes (from 56# to 8C#)* The Council's
f igires showed a large drop In the population of Wai pole
l!ard (34,037 to 12,752) from 1976 to 1981, apparently
based on the number of empty houses* This was a bed-sitter
area9 which had been greatly affected by the Rent Act 1974*
but its effect had already taken place and the decline
would not continue. He thought the 1981 electorate in Wai pole
ward would be 10,000 not 9,000* Much the same applied to
Itorthfleld ward which was Walpole's natural partner. He
considered the immigrants in the western wards had been
underoounted*

(2)

Parliamentaiy Constituency Boundaries* He agreed with
the general principle Ifcat the new ward "boundaries
should coincide witti the existing constituency boundaries,
but to do so without exception meant ignoring the

divisive effect of the North Circular Road and an
unnatural combination of parts of communities (e0g* in
tho Argyle ward). The present constituencies were
not aelf-contained communities and did not provide a
proper basis of representation.
(3) ffumber of Councillors* 70 was not a sacrosanct number*
Any number between 62 and 70 would be reasonable.
(4)

Si^e of Wards. Even 3 members could not among them grasp
all the Council's work0 It was more important to secure
fairness for local ties with good boundaries than to strive
for es manor 3 member wards as possible.

Alderman C.B.Johnson (Labour) said that ttie Walpole ward had many
larger properties in it with an ageing population. It was
close to Baling Technical College, and many of the students
there lived in bed-sitters in that ward*
Mra D.Surtees
(Conservative agent for Baling North) referred to the problems
of registering students as electors.
Mfo K*J.Crawford of i>3 Sonville Crescent said that the review
of local government wards ought to be deferred until the
parliamentary constituencies were being revised.
11.

Mr. Sidney Bidwell. Member of Parliament for Baling Southall,
said he had been the member for that constituency for 10 years.
He supported the Council's scheme and agreed that probably the
population of Southall had "been under-counted, although he felt
liie unwillingness ainong ihe immigrants to register as electors
was slowly fading* In irost parts of Soutiiall there was a mix of
generations; more than one family occupied a house; and the
predominance of the reproductive age-groups led to a higher
growtii rate of the population than usual. The conoentrationef
Asians in Southall operated as a magnet to draw others to it end
ttie surrounding areas, and they were spreading to other parts
of the Borough. The third generation was ccming along* These
effects operated mainly in the Glebe, Mount Pleasant and
Bbrthoote wards.
Mr

° v»y*Bond agreed with Mr. Crairford that the wards should not
be reviewed now* In any event, in his opinion, no change was
required in the existing wards in the Baling Acton constituency
and they oould retain the existing mmber of Councillors.
Braft Bbraa Hay thorn of 11 Idnster Court, Hillorest Road said
Hanger tens should be used as a ward boundary.
Councillor Elliott in reply said nobod(y wanted change for the sake
of change* Kobody had a reacty explanation for the present
population decline in flalpole. He did not agree that the Bent Act 1974

had been a major cause. Bed-sitter land included also Baling
Common and Northfield. Account had to be taken of the
proportion of, people of non-voting age in the population, the
under-registration in sane areas end the mobility of the
occupants of bed-«itters who did not always register. Nobody
really knew whether the decline in Wai pole would continue or
stop. The difference between him and Councillor Hetherington
was 1000 electors In 1981o
Conclusions
After listening to the argument and studying
the detailed paper submitted by Mr.Rowbotham (from tfiich it
is clear that much careful work has been done in collecting,
collating and analysing statistics of the trends of the
population and 1he electorate), I have reached the conclusion
that the forecast of the 1981 electorate and its revised division
among the wards resulting from the interpretation of those
statistics by the Council may be accepted in considering a scheme
for wards for the Borough; and that on the basis of the wards
proposed by the Council, the numbers of councillors In the three
parliamentary constituencies should be 27 for Ealing North,
2/f for Ealing Southall and 19 for Ealing Acton. I defer to the
more detailed part of this report my conclusions on the other
general matters discussed (the sanctity of constituency boundaries,
the number of wards 'and 1he representation for each, boundaries
and local ties).

m

[i THE EASTERN WARDS

15o

Councillor Hefeering ton said that he agreed with tfce proposed
Sbuthfield ward but disagreed with others. The hub . was Springfield
ward, which seemed to have been left in the middle and was
unsatisfactory. The G.ff.railway should have been used as the
northern boundary. The Council's scheme isolated the area
around Inglis Roadjdivided Creffield Head and T.wyford Avenue;
and straddled Horn Lane, which would become a much more
important traffic route in the future. The boundaries of
Cfeffield ward should be the G.W.railway, Gunnersbury Avenue,
Gunnersbury Lane and Horn Lane. He then described the Bark
Royal, Creffield, St. Dunstans, Woodlands and Southfield ward
proposed by the Conservatives, providing ft>r a total of 13
members.
t
Mra<, C«H. Gardiner of 19 Twyford Crescent said she had lived in
the Borough for Jo years and for the last 25 years in what was
the existing Springfield ward* She saw no reason to change this
ward, There was an active non-political residents association
which met in various places in the ward to discuss matters
of concern and for social events. It would be wrong to fragment this
associaiLono The natural boundaries were the G.W.railway (people
north of it went to different places from those south of it),

Hanger lane (which was to "become a motor-way), Uxbridge
Road and Church fie Id Road, and the railway on the east.
She agreed there should "be 19 Councillors for the Baling
Acton constituency and proposed wards as follows :Ward
East
Grange
Hanger Hill
Mount Park
South Aoton
Southfield
Springfield

Bo. of Councillors

Electors per
Councillor in 1981

2

2651
2638
2556
2679

2

2885

3
3

2793
296*.

3
3
3

(Hotel During the lunch adjournment Mr. Dodd, Chairman of
Creffield Residents1 Association (who was unable to attend
in -fee afternoon) told me he fully supported what Mrs.
Gardiner had said. When the meeting resumed, I informed
those present of what Mr. Dofld told me).
16*

Councillor Elliott reminded the meeting that the present
Springfield ward had existed only ftor 12 years. The boundary
of the farmer Acton Borough had cut throu^i Creffield Road.
For Inglis Road, Baling Common was the focal point. The
properly on both sides of ttie North Circular Road was similar

in age and occupation, and had a ccnnunal affinity.
The Conservatives1 proposed Park Royal ward was vast in area.
The inclusion in Perivale ward of the area north of Hanger
.lane Station was wrong.
Mr0 M. Row land (labour Parly agent)
(1) thought that the Piccadilly line (North/3outh) and the
Central line (by West Acton Station) were better boundaries
for Springfield ward than 1hose proposed "by Mrs.
Gardiner.' There was an affinity between those living north
and south of the Uxbridge Road. Those living east of
Hanger Lane were divided from those in the Noel Road/3axon
Drive area by the railway and an industrial area. The
character of the houses west of the railway was quite
different. The houses in Noel Road and Saxon Drive were
owned by a Great Western railway co-operative. The area
south of the G*Y.railway could go anywhere. The aaall number
of shops at West Acton Station drew people from both sides
of the railway. School traffic flowed along Twyford Road.

(2) said there was no affinity between the western and
eastern parts of 1he present Springfield ward as
the sports ground divided them« Both sides of Horn
Lane and Churohfield Road should be in the same ward.
He did not favour a boundary across the sports ground
ft-om Btucton Gardens. There were no Labour party
menbers of the Creffield Residents1 Association* It
was difficult in this area to achieve reasonable parity
among the wards without compromise,

17Q

t?)

supported Councillor Elliott's criticism of the
Conservatives' Park Royal ward, running from Corringway
to Wlllesden Junction and the inclusion in their . Perlvale
ward of the area north of Hanger lane station* Any ward
for Park Royal area would be a conglomeration of isolated
communities* The Council's proposed Hanger lane and
Victoria wards were best.

(4.)

criticised tte Conservatives' proposed St.Dunstans
ward because it crossed the North London line and
objected to a "boundary along Horn lane (which drew the
community together). He preferred the High Street as a
boundary ins tead of Churchfield Road (which also drew
people together); and this applied also to their Woodlands
ward. The improvement of Horn Lane would not happen
until well after 1981.

Councillor. Hethe ring ton dealt with the Hanger Lane; area by saying:
(1) a problem arose from the unsatisfactory Borough boundary
north of Western Avenue ty Hanger lane Station. The
Twyford area there was isolated; its links were more
with Peri vale than elsewhere. The Conservatives' proposal
to attach it to Perivale was less illogical than its
inclusion under the Council's scheme iji Hanger lane ward.
(2) Hanger Lane was a major division and it would be wrong to
put both sides of it into the same ward. The boundary
along Hlllcrest Road and Montpelier Road had been hopeless
even in 196.5 when it had been fixed.
(3) it was wrong for the proposed Hanger Lane ward to include
an area ( Mons Road, Link's Drive etc) east of the branch
railway.
(4) there were few natural divisions in the area and the
Conservatives had divided it along the traffic routes - Hanger
Lane, G.W.railway, the River Brent and the branch railway
on the west* This area then had to be divided into two
by the south-east/^iortii^west traffic route from Baling
Broadway to the Brent and onto Western Avenue.
Councillor Elliott replied that it was a mistake to
ignore the parliamentary constituency boundary. He
agreed that the boundary between Argyle and Brentham wards
waa not too goocU Argyle Road, Scotch Conmon and Kent Avenue

might be considered aa an alternative. West of the
branch line the Greater London Council were building
a large number of dwellings which, south of Castlebar
Halt, bridged the railway. If this new development
were to be included in Hoi-bayne ward, the parity
between the wards would be destroyed. He was aware of
the objections from Hanwell but Hanwell was mostly in
Elthorne ward.
l&o

Mrs0 Edith Harris strongly objected to the name "Brenthsm1*
being used for the Council's
proposed ward. This title was a
misnomer as it was "born11 to describe a purpose-built hamlet
on the Hiver Brent comprising 650 unique cottage style houses
designed by famous architects and held by the first co-partnership
tenant society. Brentham proper occupied 60 acres whereas the
proposed ward covered 600 acres,
Councillor Elliott commented that the Council had no special
attachment to "Brentham" and suggested "Pitshanger!' instead.
This suggestion seemed to commend itself to the meeting,

19«

Mrs, H.M.Harries of 21 Mulgrave Road agreed with Mrs,
Edith Harris, She lived in the existing Perivale ward.
Her main objection to the Brentiiem ward boundary was that
tte Pitshanger Lane shopping centre was linked with the area
between Castlebar Hill and the G.W.railway. The boundary should
run east/Vest not north/south. She supported the boundary
proposed by the Conservatives*
Mr0 J.L.Lean of 75* Studley Grange Road, ff. 7. thought that
although Hanger lane was divisive, ttie railway was even more divisive,
Miss D .M.Taylor who lived in West Road said she had friends on
both sides of HiUcrest Road but Hanger Lane was the great
divide which separated Idling from Acton,
Mrs. H.M«Harries. added that people with cars from east and
north-east of Hanger Lane used the Pitshanger Lane Shopping
Centre and 1he Abbey Catholic Church, loth to the west of
Hanger lane,
Councillor Mrs. I.A.Hall (Conservative and former ward secretary)
confirmed from her own experience what Miss Taylor had said.
The Twyford area could not be joined with the Corringway area,
Councillor Elliott said Mrs.Harries had a point but she could
not have it both ways. The population of Acton was declining
and to get parity the boundary had to be moved westwards. It
was not practicable to have four members for a ward. This was
not the rigjht time to alter the parliamentary constituency boundary
but if it had to be changed this was the least objectionable place.

3Y

THE MOHCKSm WARES
200

Costons . Mandeville. Perivale and Wood Bhd wards.
Councillor He the ring ton said the main objection was to the
entirely divisive effect of Hbrsenden Hill and the canal,
In this instance he saw no alternative to Western Avenue
being crossed "by a ward* His revised proposition was 1hat
the area east of Greenford Road and north of 1he canal, would
justify one councillor*
Mra PgJ.OiSullivanj a Conservative parly worker in the existing
Hbrsenden ward, regretted the disappearance of that ward*
The Council were putting back the clock to before 1963* He
had discussed the matter with electors who objected to being
brought into the new Perivale ward* Politically they preferred
to be on their own*
Mr, A.J. Crawford said the boundary of ^od End Ward ougjit to
be Wood End Gardens, Wood End Lane and Mandeville Road as
far as the railway then along the railway. The Council's
scheme transferred Ribblesdale Avenue and Briar Crescent to
Mandeyillft.1 ward, althou^i the people there used the Wood End
community centre*
Mrs* H.M. Harries, drew attention to the part of Perivale lane
in the Costons Ward.electors in which would have to crocs
Western Avenue in order to vote* She asked for it to be
transferred to Perivale ward,
Councillor Elliott commented on what had been said. The
property north of Horsenden Hill was of the same kind as that south
of it. The hill was used for -.recreation ty both groups. It was
no division but a ccmmon feature. Although Hbrsenden lane was
narrow, it was a #>od road. He objected to a one member ward*
He then described the development in Wood End which included a
large Council estate. The Wood End estate would be divided by
the Conservatives1 proposal. The area in the Council's Wood
End estate north-west of Wood End Lane would have about 1600
electors by 1581, which were many more than in the area South-east
of Mandcville? Road in the Council's Mandeville ward; and thus
the Conservatives1 proposal -would produce inbalance. He agreed with
Mrs. Harries about Perivale Lane,
Mr0 A.J.Crawford replied that the boundary of the existing Horsenden
and Mandeville wards followed the line he supported.
Councillor Elliott said that this point was not overwhelmingly
important0
<
Council Hetherington said it was undesirable to cross Western
Avenue west of the branch railway and he drew attention to the
effect of the new flyover for Western Avenue across Greenford Road

and its underpassing of Kensington Road. These would
destroy any community of interest itiich ml^it have existed
between north and south of Western Avenue. Consequently
the area "between the Central Line and Western Avenue and
west of the branch line ou^it not to be in Co?tons ward,
He proposed the following wards :1981 Electorate
Ward
Per Councillor
Total
No. of Councillors
Oldfield
(north of Western
Avenue)

3UO

3U.O

Havener

7600

2533

3000

(south of Western
Avenue )
West End

2

6000

Rectory

2

6700

Hbrsenden

1

3500

3500

7300

2600

Wood End
12

35,010
Average 291/

Mr. A«C.Ebswor1h of 250 Oldfield Lane was concerned with
Mod way which was £Ji area on its own. He supported the
Conservatives' proposals.
Councillor Slliott objected to the Conservatives' proposals
for 4 and 1 member wards. Western Avenue was a natural boundary
but unless one had 4 or 1 member wards, it had to "he crossed
After all, it was built-up on both sides* Costons ward was
identical with the Central G-reenford ward of the old Sal ing
Borough. The flyover would allow much freer access from one
side of Western Avenue to the other.

Y

HANWELL
21,

Councillor Hetherington said the Council's proposed KUhorne Ward
included part of West Ealing. The Conservatives ' proposed
a division of Hanwell into Hanwell South and Hanwell North.
Councillor Elliott replied that Elthome ward had "been settled
in 1963« Hbbbayne ward adhered to the parliamentary constituency
boundary which the wards proposed ty the Conservatives did not do«

22.

Councillor Hetfterington pointed out that the Council had altered
the boundary of the Wal'-pole and Northfield wards by putting the
whole of the lower part of Northfield Avenue into Walpole and the
area between Windermere Road and the railway into Northfield.
Alderman C.B. Johnson (Labour) said this had "been done for
community reasons,
Councillor Elliott remarked that the Council's scheme was logical
in terms of parity of electors. The Conservatives' proposals totally
disregarded existing boundaries0 He resisted them.

VI
BAUNG CCIOOH

23»

Councillor He the ring ton described the Conservatives' St.Mary's
and lemmas wards for Ealing Common and the neighbouring area.
Alderman C.B.Johnson said that St.Vary's Koad was a better
boundary than Culmington Road for the boundary between these
war da o
Councillor Elliott objected to these proposals particularly
for the Lammas ward which was narrow.
VTI

SOW-ALL
24.

Councillor Hettierington said the boundary between the Council's
proposed Mount Pleasant end Northcote wards ran through back
streets. The Conservatives had taken account of the suspected
under-counting in this area and he submitted proposals by the
Conservatives for improving the situation. Dormers Wells ward as
proposed by the Council was too large and should be split into two.
Councillor Elliott admitted that Dormers Wells presented a problem.
It was the same problem as had occurred in 1563* He preferred the
Council's solution. The Conservatives1 Northoo te ward was long and
narrowo He hoped that 1he 1581 electorate of Mount Pleasant ward
would be higher than forecast*

Councillor D.JJfarris (Labour) explained in detail hew
"boundaries and local ties had been taken into account "by
the Council in settling the pattern of wards for Southall,

Till
EEPAIISD CONSIDERATION

25*

The Commission's proposals attracted considerable criticism both
at the meeting and in the previous written representations. In
my view the main complaints are about:
(1)

the inclusion in one ward (perivale) of the areas north and
south of Horsenden Hill;

(2)

the re-casting of the Springfield ward and the failure to
use the north Circular Jtoad as a ward boundary; and

(3)

the Inclusion in Argyle ward of the area west of the branch
railway which contains the te*eater London Council's
present housing developnento

After the meeting I received a letter dated 29th January 1977
from Mr« J.L.Lean who had sent a oopy of it to both Councillor
Elliott and Councillor Hetherlngton. I wrote to both these
Councillors inviting their comments on it» Councillor Hetherington
replied on 4th February. Mr. Lean's letter and Councillor Hetherington's
reply accompany this report. The correspondence rehearsed several
of the matters discussed at the meeting. I have taken these two
letters into account in arriving at my conclusion.
Perivale Ward
26.

In toy opinion, Ho rs end en Hill does divide the areas north
and south of it into separate communities0 The inclusion of two
communities in one ward is not nearly so open to objection as
the division of one community between two wards. It Is difficult
to divide the Commission's Perivale ward because it would leave
the area north of the canal (which would be the natural boundary)
with between 3500 and 4000 electors, which are too many for one
councillor aid too few for two0 If the Conservatives' revised
proposal were adopted, the Connission's proposed Costons and
Havener wards would have to be re-cast. The desirability of
doing this was discussed at the meeting. In my opinion,
insufficient Justification was shown for altering these latter
wards*
Springfield and other Wards
In Acton

27«

The Commission's proposals for the Baling Acton parliamentary
constituency attracted the largest volume of criticism, most of
it from the Oreffield Residents' Association and their supporters

urged Ihe retention of Hie existing Springfield ward.
As Councillor Hetherington said Springfield ward Is the hub*
The 1976 electorate of this ward was 10,264, which witti
70 councillors for ttie whole Borough would give an
entitlement of 3<>57« ty 1981 the electorate may well have
declined- to bring it within the limit of acceptability.
However, -the effect of -the declining electorate in the other
existing wards in this constituency would make than
unacceptable. Thus, it is Impracticable to retain the
•existing Springfield ward. Even the Conservatives1 scheme
does' not' do so,
2So

A-more-goieral part of the criticism was the failure of
tiie*9 Council and the Conmission to use tiie North Circular
Boad.as a ward boundary throughout its lengtti in the Borough,
^•-itself, this criticism has some force. To use this
road as* a boundary would, however, necessarily mean 1hat
the • constituency boundary would have to be crossed by one or
more wards in order to secure acceptable parity of representation,
among the new wards,

29«

I "am not obliged to adhere to constituency boundaries in
my recommendations but I believe I should not lightly ignore
than. The Borough contains three constituencies :Constituency

Bleotorate

Difference

1976

Baling Acton
Ealing'North
Baling Southall

Average

.

57,956
72,006
72,678

55,700
76,700
68,500

202,6^2

200,900

67,5^-7

66,967

+
-

2256
4692
U78

I believe the Parliamentary Boundary Comnission will begin
their review of constituencies before 1981,althou£h I doubt
whether their recommendations will be in foroe by then*
It is probable that the Ealirg constituencies will be
altered by the Parliamentary Boundary Conmissiono Therefore
.1 do not feel bound by the existing boundaries, if ly
ignoring than a better pattern of wards than that proposed
try the Commission can be foundo
30,

I found the Conservatives1 scheme for -the "Acton" wards and
for the Montpelier and St, Stephens wards attractive and
in some ways more logical than the Commission's proposals.

If they stood by themselves, I would have been inclined
to recommend their adoption* But they cb not stand in
Isolation* They have a domino effect on the wards to
the north and west; and this leads on to the consideration
of the other main criticism of the Commission's proposals,
Argyle and Hobbayne[...Wards
3l«

People from both sides of the branch railway criticised
ttie inclusion in Argyle ward of the area (including the
Greater London Council's new housing development) west
of the railway. It was urged that this area is rart of
Hanwell; is unconnected with the Argyle area; and shou?.d
be in the wards for Hanwell. There is much force in this
criticism,. This disputed area will contain 1918 electors
in 1981. If -the branch railway were to be the ward
boundary the result would be:
Ward

Argyle
Hbbbayne

1931
Electorate

'

Entitlement for
membership of

70

69

68

6282
10,208

2.19
3.63

2.1$
3*58

2.13
3.53

16,700

5.82

5*74

5.66

Argyle ward would become acceptable for two members, but
Hbbbayne ward would be too much under-represented by
three members; end the total number of councillors would be
reduced from 70 to 69, if this were the only change*
32«

M*
•^

I therefore examined the possibility of re-casting the
Ifcbbayrr ward. It would be wrong to alter the north and
west boundarUes formed by the River Brent, while 1he object
of change is to use the branch railway as -the eastern
boundary. Thus a satisfactory ward could be produced only
by altering the southern boundary and by accepting a line
less satisfactory than the main railway. The Conservatives
do this by their North and South Hanwell wards, which it
scans accord more with local feeling than do the Conmission's
proposals. However, this must lead to a re-casting of the
Commission's Elthorne, TSfelpole and Northfleld wards. The
Town Clerk arranged to adapt the Council's forecast for 1981
to the Conservatives' proposed wards which enabled me to
make the following comparisons :-

Conservatives1 Schgne

1281

No. of
Councillors

Ward

Entitlement for membershi p

"Electorate

70
Hanwell If
Harwell S
Leighton
Lammas
*

*

St.Mary 's

2.72

2.39

3.57

2.93
3.52

15»75

15.52

15.30

2.80

S7S3
8567

3.41
3.00

8543

2.97

10,257

15

45,211

68

2.76
3.36
2.94

8*5

3
3
3
3
3

of
69

3.31
2.90

3.47

This ward includes part of Acton constituency.
Commission's Proposals
Ward

No. of
Councillor s

Hbbbayno
Elthorne
Northfield
Walpole
Baling Common

3
3
3
3
3
15

1981
£l&cto rate

70

69

68

2.92
2.99
3* IS
3.09

2.88

9000

2.96
3.03
3.24
3.14

8200

2.86

2,82

3.15
3.05
2.76

43,700

15.23

15.01

14.79

8500
•

-

Entit lement for membership
of

8700
9300

2.95

Included to make tiie nearest practicable comparison.
These tables show that the Commission's proposals provide greater
parity of representation for this group of wards. The Conservatives1
scheme for than would be acceptable only if -the total membership of
the Council were 68 or less.
The North West and Y/estern Wards
33»

Parts IV and VII of this report set out the criticism of these
wards, in particular of the western boundary of the Commission's
Wood aid ward, and the Council's reply to it.
After carefully
considering rtiat was said at the meeting find written in the
representation made to the Commission, I do not feel I would be
justified in recommending any change in Mandeville, Wood End,
West End> Ravsnor, ^axlow, Mount Pleasant, Northcote, Glebe and
Dormers Wells wards proposed by the Commission, Also I see no reason to

suggest any change in Cos tons ward (unless Perivale ward
has to be altered) except that, as generally accepted
at -the meeting the part of Perivale Lane in Cos tons
ward should "be transferred to Argyle ward, even though
this means crossing the natural boundary formed ty the
Hlver Brent.

GENERAL CONSIDERATION
Clearly, those who prepared the Council's scheme took
great trouble to secure the closest practicable parity
of representation anoiTg the wards, althou^i perhaps "they
did not give quite as much attention in sane instances to
local ties and natural boundaries as ora might have wished.
Bit it has to be recognised that tiie Local Government . ,ct 1972
places more importance on parity than on si.ther of the two
other factors. The Conservatives' scheme also demonstrates
that much work and thou^it were put into it.
It does not,
achieve as close a parity as the Council's scheme but it
tloes pay more attention to local ties and natural boundaries.
35»

36,

The Commission's proposals, based on the Council's scheme,
provide for 24 wards with 70 Councillors for a 1981 electorate
of 200,900? The Conservatives' revised scheme provides for
25 wards with 65 Councillors for a 1981 electorate stated
by them to be 198,600 or 2300 less than the Council's
forecast. The Council's forecast for 1981 is based on a
detailed analysis of ihe result of their 1976 sample census;
end I prefer it to the Conservatives' forecast.
The
differences between the two schemes make a precise comparison
between them difficult.
Generally speaking, at first
Bight one is inclined to choose the best parts of both
schemes to provide a composite pattern for ttie whole Borough.
A closer eaanination shows "this to bs impossible because it
produces more problems than it solves*. I therefore felt it
necessary to consider whether any other pattern of wards could
be devised ifaich would be better than either of these schemes
and which would meet seme if not all of the representations
against ihe Comnission's proposals.
In examining possible alternatives, I was flexible about
the total rumber of Councillors. The range adopted by the
Commission for the 32 LondonEoroughs is 50-700 According
to the Registrar General's estimate for mid-1976 Ihe
populations of 1he largest London Boroughs are s

Oroydon
Barnet

330,600
305,200

Bromley
Baling
Lambeth
ffandswDrtfc

299,100
293,800
290,300
248,400

It seems
"by 1981*
at least
patterns
37o

unlikely that this order will be changed
It seemed to me that Baling should have
6? members but in my examination I considered
for 68 to 700

I spent a long time testing,-with the information at my
disposal, a variety of combinations (including some
based on the enumeration districts used by the Council
in their 1976 census)* In the end, I had reluctantly to
accept that, althoufji the combinations I tried removed
what I consider to be 1he two blemishes on the Commission's
proposals (the failure to use the North Circular Road
as a boundary and tile western part of Argylo ward), every
one of them produced more serious defects and a lesser
degree of parity than the Council's scheme. In these
circumstances I have been led to my recommendation in the
next paragraph*

Reoommen da ti on
360

APT*. 5o

I recommend that the Commission's proposals be adopted,
except that :
(1) tiie part of Perivale lane in Cos tons ward be
transferred to Argyle ward wito a revised ward
boundary shown in Appendix 5;
(2)

39.

as suggested at ihe meeting, Brentham ward be
re-named Pitshanger ward.

Finally* I would like first to pay tribute to the
careful way in which the written representations were
prepared and the helpful manner in rtiioh the various
speakers put their points at the meeting; and second to
record my gratitude to Mr0 Co amber (the Town Clerk) and
MToBowbotham (the Assistant Town Clerk) for so readily
and promptly making available all the additional
detailed information and statistics flor jhioh I asked them,

March, 1977

•••*•••••••*

APPENDIX 1
The CommiaBJon's Draft Proposals.

Electorate
Ward

So. of

Councillor*
•

Argylo
Brentham
Cos tons
Dormers Wells
Ealing Common
Elthozne
Glebe
Hanger Lane
Heathfield
Hbbbayne
Mandeville
Mount Pleasant

Springfield

3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3

Vale

2

Victoria

2

Walpole
Wax low

3

Northoote
Borthfield

Perivale
Havener
Southfield

West End
Wood End

197$ _

_

Total
•j

Per
Councillor

• »

2610

7832
9226
7616
8822

3075
2539
2941
3082

9246
8794
8762
9773
9014
7977
7829
8601
8953

'
,
!

9655
WWWM

7431 .-'
9475
'
8986
5578
5884

3
3
3

10033
9058
8841
6650

70

202,642

Average per
Councillor 2895

;

2931
2921
3258
3005
2659
2610
2867
2984
3218
2869
2477
3158
2995
2789
2942
3344
3019
^2947
2217

Entitlement
1981
Total Per
in 1981
Councillor

8200
9200
7900
8300
8800
8700
8600
9400
8700
8500
8300
7900
8300
9300
8800
8600
8900
8800
5500
5600
9000
8400
8800
8400

2.86
3.20
2.75
2.89
3-07
3.03
3.00
3.27
3.03
2.96

2733
3067
2633
2767
2933
2900
2867

3133
2900
2833
2767
2633
2767
3100
2933.
2867
2966
2933
2750
2800
3000
2800
2933
2800

'00,900
Average per
Councillor 2870

2.89
2.75

'

2,89
3.24
3.07
3.00
3.10
3.07
1.92
1.95
3.13
2o93
3.07
2.93

APPENDIX 2.
Conservative Party'a Proposals.

Ward

Creffield
Dormers
Hsmborough
Harwell Bo
Harwell S.
Hbrsenden
Jwanas
Leigh ton
Mandeville
Manor House
ISontpelier
Morning-ton

Hoc of
Councillors

2
3
2

3
3
4
3
3
3
3
3
2

Northcote
Norwood
Park Royal
Perivale
Bavenor
Rectory

2

St.Dunstans
StoMary 'a
St* Stepiyns
aouthfield
West End
Woodlands

2

Electorate
Entitlement
1975
1981
Total Per
in 1981
*"'" Total
Per
Councillor
Councillor
76lfl
9408
6380

•. 7429
9166
10200
11040
10039
9034
8013
11013
7611
5378
5079
10641

3
3
3

9599
11122

2

5045

3
3
3
3

101^21

2
2

3809
3136
3190
2476

9641

9696
9558
6024
6367

205,547

.

3055
2550
3680
3346
3011
2671
3683
3805
2689
2539
3547
3200

3707
2522
3474
3214
3232
31B6
3012
31S3

6900
9200
6000
8500
8600
11300
9000
9600
9200
8300
9700
6500
5800

3450
2067
3000

5500

2750

8800
9300
11000
6700
9300
9000
9200
9000
6000
6200

2933
3100
3666
3350
3100
3000
3067
3000
3000
3100

198,600

2833
2867
2825
3000
3200
2067
2767
3233
3250
2900

2.26
3*01
1.96
2.78
2.82
3.70
2.95

3.14
3.01
2.72

3.18

2.13
1.90
1.80
2088
3. 04
3.60
2.19
3.04
2.95
3.04
2.95
1.96
2.03

APPENDIX 3
Representations received by the Commission
Part 1
List of Persons and Bodies making
ft. em •
So.

Name

10

39 ejectors In the existing Hanger Hill ward.

2.

B. Plashman

3.

The Creffield Area Residents1 Association.

4^

T.G.I. James,

5.

C.H.K.Fisher.

^

Miss P.M.Young.

7.

W.R .Moule.

8.

J.H. and L.W.Strohalm.

9.

R.P.Glover.

10.

CJI^E.Betts.

11.

I. PielecfcL.

12.

M/& Catherine Graham.

13.

R. Pipes.

14.

Urs. D.N.Smooker.

15.

T.L .Martin.

16.

H. and M. Gasecki.

17.

J. and A.E.J. Szumowski.

18.

W.A.S.Gelder.

19.

H. Papior.

20.

Geo. HaUam.

21.

Mrs. B.EJtyan.

22.

lfrs» Mary Robertson Anderson.

2j.

G.R.Lanfear.

24.

Mrs. G. Ityan.

25.

Mrs. E.D.Jonee.

26.

Marc. C.G.C.J^an.

27.

Mrs. H.M.Harrieso

28.

Mrs. Dorothy A.Taylor.

29.

Harold Wilson.

30.

Mrs. J.W.Martonfalvy.

continued

No*

Name

31«
32.
33.

V. Galliroore.
,
2k Electoca in the existing Walpole,Central,Springfield and Southfield
E.B.R.Benson.
wards.

34.
35*
36.
38.
35.
40.

A. J .Many
' '
J.GJUauman.
J.L.Lean.
',
E frStrzemboaz..
JS/B Peggie Gilliland.
Patrick M.a^rth.. ' .
J.F.Gardner.

41*
42.
43*

Mrs. G.H.Gardiner.
Councillor M.I.M.Gardiner,
J.L.Marshall.

44*
4546.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.

Mrs* Norma Haythorn,
C.L.Kerr.
Mrs. Winifred H. Young.
i
A.C.Ebsworth.
Mrs. D.E.Staib.
Miss D.K.Coleman.
K.J.Crawford.
H.S.O.Hill.

52.
53. •
54.
55.
56.
57.
53.
5960.
61.
62.
63.
64.
65.

C.D.Knight. W,C. and P.J.lynch
Kenneth Eeeves.
Mrs, M.Green*
A.W.Skelton.
Cllr. Mrs, B.Howard.
Mrs. Agnes Raw.
Miss M.B.Graham.
Ian M.Potts
Colin S.Coxhill.
Kobert Hetherington.
North Greenford Residents1 Association.
Mrs. D.E.Blanchfield.
Mrs. Barbara MdPeake.

37«

continued

Ho.

Name*

66.
6?.

Miss J. Pent on.
Baling Borough Conservatives local Governnent Advisory
Committee (see Part 3)
Acton Labour Party.

68.

APPENDIX 3
Part 2
Summary of Representations
Representation and No.
WARD.
ARGYIEj

New -ward composed of 2 areas which have nothing in
common, and are unjoined ihysically. Itoes not see reason
for eastern ward boundary, suggest that area banded to the
north Tqy the River Brent, and the Western Avenue, the
east by the North Circular Road, -the south by the Uxbridge
Boad, and west by the Greenford Branch Line be treated as
one area split into J wards, based on local shopping
areas*
± 0 e. western ward - Argyle - based on the Avenue Shopping
area

southern ward - Central - ditto Haven Green
ditto
northern ward - Brentha^i- ditto Pitshanger
ditto
Suggest western boundary of Argyle be Dray ton Bridge. Road,
The Avenue, North Road and Kent Gardens and that boundary
between Central/Brentham be Hillcrest Hoad, Mount Aveuue
Cactleber Hill. If new wards do not warrant jj members, hav? a
2 councillor ward
No. 60*
Proposals divide existing communities and little association
between Harwell North and e.g. Kent Avenue, Castlebar Park,
The Avenue and St. Stephens Road
Nos. 56, 55 (incorrect
description)
ARGYLK/BRENTHAM: Boundaries divide existing communities in
present Cleveland/^rent . Existing boundary of Ereyton Green
Halt/3outh Greenford Halt should remain in as it is a
natural boundary
No. 59*
Bbundary follows mainly secondary roads breaking up
areas in The Avenue and pitshanger Lane. No relevance to
natural boundaries
No» 56.

Does not agree with scheme
EKEHTHAM

No.

SB.

BRSNTHAM/ARGYIE; Ward boundary drawn along minor roads,
splitting well defined communities. Instead of splitting area
soxtfh of river Brent vertically, it should be divided horizontally
into 2 wards, northern one bounded ty river Brent and
Western Avenue in the North, Hanger lane in the East, present
constituency boundary to the south as far as Castlebar Road,
then up Castlebar Hill, Kent Gardens, Scotch Cornnon and Argyle
Road. Also suggest portion of new Argyle ward west of the
railway line to be put back into Hbbbayne - Nos. 27, 18.

YARD
Boundary line is drawn between 2 properties in
Castlebar Park - not "well defined" as a
result
No, 57 •
OOSTONS

Natural "boundary of the Western Avenue only tried
for a short while, after which an artificial
"boundary is used. Probable that the construction
of Western Avenue /Greenf or d Road flyover will
divide the ward within itself. The area shown as
Medway will be isolated - and will have no
communication with centre of the ward
Nos» 66,46 and 47»
LAME/VICTORIA;

DORMER WELLS;

All afplit ly the Western Avenue -

WOE 52 and (49)

Split ty Rorsenden Hill

Ho.

48

Present ward divided by a number of natural
barriers, including Uxbridge Road clual carriageway,
Western Region Railway, Iron Bridge, Grand Union
Canal and A, E.G. factory site. These tend to
divide the ward into a number of estates and
communities cut off from one another. New proposals
tend to out out the middle of ward and leaves
remainder intact, hence making worse the existing
arrangements
- No* 64,
DOBflSR WELLS (North); Tsice from Mount Pleasant
the part south of Uxbridge Road, divide at railway
line and reduce to 1 member
- No. 36.
DORMER WBLIS (Sou-th); Area south of main railway
line, adding ftxan Glebe from Norwood Green salient.
Two members with new ward name No» 36.
IQRMBR WEUS/teDUNT FIEASAMT; Suggest Golf Links
Estate be put into Mount Pleasant Ward, and leave
Donner Wells Lane in the ward to which they have
given the name
No* 65*

EALTNG- CC&OCW
EETBORNEj

Reduce to 2 members
Ko» 36.
Add from Northflelds, the part west of the
postal border, and north of the Piccadilly
Line
- No0 36,
BTHHELD : Current and estimated
figures of population and council buildings suggest
that the proportion of the Borough population living

WARD
In these 3 wards entitles them to 10, instead of 9
councillors. Enclosed scheme with 4 wards, of well
defined "boundaries. Scheme intended to unite Soutti
Harwell in one ward, and divide West Baling area
as closely as possible to the old Municipal
"boundaries.
See no need to change wards if it is thought that
percentage of the population will fall. Proposals
leave alone Elthorne Bard, and scarcely alter the
electorate of the others, making Wai pole even larger.
Also boundaries which were well defined are replaced
by hard to define boundaries.
Boundaries along back gardens of Windermere and Lothair
Koads splits appropriately 250 of the electorate from
their voting neighbours, and joins them with voters
with whom they have less affinity. Similarly, with
Cranmer and Belsize Avenues.
Description and figures attached

-

No. 62.

Splitting Hanwell community,
particularly in N.E.Hanwell, which goes to Argyle,
Socles ton Roads and roads to the east should gp to
West Ealing.
Two 3 councillor wards

No. 54.

GLEBE:

Reduce to 2 members

No. 36.

HEATHKEELD:

Decrease to 2 members

No. 36«

Suggest splitting into 2 parts divided by a boundary.
along the full length of Gunners bury lane. The new
ward east of Gunnersbury Lane to be called Acton
Central Ward.and having 2 members.
HANGER IANE;

Suggest transferring from Victoria, the remaining portion
between the 2 parts of the Central Line
Bo. 36, 1,2,1*3,

44,45.
Maintain present Hanger Hill Ward*
North Circular/western Avenue/^iorn lane and B.R*Main Idne.
Hanger Lane Boundary, not Hillcrest Road and Montpelier
Bead (Parliamentary Boundary).

Suggest adding from Ar^le tiiat part west of the
Greenford branch line
- Ho. 36.
MANDEVIIIE:

Split by Mandeville Road

- No. 52.

MANDEVILIB/HDOD END; suggest use of Mandeville
fioad, and perhaps flhitton Avenue, as boundaries to
avoid splitting Castle Road and Carr Road
- Ho* 52.
1CTNT PLEASANT i

Add from Northcote, the part north of Uxbridge Road
and add from Waxlow.the part west of Lady Margaret
Road - 4 members. (Prefer two wards, each of 2
members, by division along Lafy Margaret
Road)
- No« 36*

NOETHaOTE:

Reduce to 2 members

NORTHFTEID:

Suggest amending ward to the entire area south of
the Piccadilly Line and reduce to 2 members.
He-designate Northfields
- Ho. 36.

FETOTALE:

Add from Costons tiie part
branch railway line, plus
dividing the revised area
soutii of the canal having
of the can el 2 members.
Re-designate as Horsenden

- Ho. 36.

east of the teeenford
nature reserve* Suggest
with the canal; the area
3 members, the area north
- Ho.

36.

Combines 2 entirely separate communities (Bilton
Road and Greenford Road shopping area). Only
Horsenden lane South connects them. The two
communities are also separated lay high land.
Suggest Perlvale Ward should be bounded by River
Brent in the south, railway line to the west, Grand
Union Canal to north and present borough boundary
to ttie east. Also, suggests that borough boundary
be along A.2|.OQ5 without including any of its
residential property.
- No. 27END; Nos. 51, 51 53. Not Horsenden Hill/
Sudlury Golf Course Boundary - Mandeville Road should be
Tfood End boundary. Leave Horsenden with 4 councillors.
RAVMOR:

Reduce to 2 members*

-

SOfflDHFIEID:

To remain exactly as how.

- No. 32.

No. 36.

WARD

GENERAL;

TOOD 2KD/PERIVAIE; Partially split
Avenue

Vihitton
No. 52

General disagreement

No. 37

Suggest the use of natural boundaries e«g, for Baling,
Acton, Hanwell and Southall the Uxbridge Road and/or
PaddingtQn - Bristol main line and for North Baling
the Greenford branch of the Central Line or Western
Avenue and the Greenford Road
Noo 60
Saling Conservatives! Proposed own scheme with
one amendment (4 counillors to Havener)
No. 6?•
Specific
Goirments
Relating
to Present
"ffarda.

HBEWT:

Numbers permitting, the present ward could be- allowed
V councillors, or be divided into two 2 councillor
wards, or Hanwell be re-established by crossing the
railway at Harwell and Eltiiorne Station and hence,
form two 3 councillors werds
No« 56*
BRBWrybEBVEIAND ; Railway line should remain a ward
boundary. Only road within the new Argyle V/ard,
connecting each side of the railway line is Buislip
Road East, and the footbridge at Castlebar Park Halt
provides access between Argyle and Hobbayne.
No. 56.

CENTRAL;

Divide into two by a new boundary running the length
of -the Grove,New Ward north of the Grove to be named
Mount Park ??ard with 2
Remainder of existing Central, south of the Grove to bo
joined with part of the present Heathfield that lies
west of Gunnersbury lane, to be called Grange Ward
represented by 3 councillors.

EAST: -

To remain exactly as now.

ACTON
CONSTITUENCY:

Acton Labour Parly agree with proposals
No. 68.

WARD
SKUNGETELDj

Maintain existing Springfield boundaries. Not along
Greffield and RosemountRoada. Use Railway/danger lane/
Ui&ridge Road split communities - Inglis Road area
Isolated.

liaison with one set of councillors impossible,
Creff itfld Road area falls into 3 wards. Add from
Efeathfield all the area north of Uxbricfee Road.
Nos. 3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10 (incorrect) 11, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28,
29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 29, 40, 41, 4^.
VALEj

Suggest adding that part of Victoria, north of
Western Avenue and south of the two railway lines*
Increase to 3 councillors
Ho, 36.

D3RMERSTOJSyMDUNTPISASAITryNORCHOOTEs
"by Uxbrifee Road*
-

All split
Ho* 52,

VICTORIA:

More members per head of population than other
Acton Wards
- No. 6.

WAHOI2:

Add from Northfield that part north of the Piccadilly
Line and east of the W?/tyl3 postal boundaries - also
suggest adding from Elthome the part between the
W7/W13 postal boundary, Uxbridge Road and railway line.
Increase to 4 members (would prefer two 2 member
wards)
- No. 36.
WAlPQI£/troRTHEEELDS ; New boundaries run entirely
•ttirough side roads, dividing six residential side roads,
on this side of Northfield Avenue. Proposed scheme
leaves Elthorne Ward intact, althougi tiie area around
St. John's School has little to do with South Hanwell,
which comprises the bulk of this ward - No, 61,

WEST SNDj

Split by Ghurch Road and Teading lane - No, 52.
Suggest adding from Ravenor that part west of ttie
Canal and increase to 4 members (jrefer 2 two member
wards either by division E/ff along Ruialip Road or
along Yeading lane)
- No, 36

7700D ISDj

Suggest east of Greenford Road become part of Perivale
Ward and the area west of Greenford Road goes into
Wood End Ward,
Believe that Horsenden Hill and surroundings remain as
a natural boundary between North Greenford and Perivale,
and the new scheme will split the close knit community
of North Greenford
- No, 63

APPENDIX 3
Part 3
Coiy of Report "by Baling Borough Conservatives - Local Government
Advisory Committee,
Objections to the draft proposals of the Local Government Boundary
Commission for the London Borou^i of Baling*

Introduction,
The fundamental objections which Baling Borough Conservatives
have to tiie draft proposals submitted by the Local Government
Boundary Commission for the London Borough of Baling revolve round
the Commission's blatant neglect of their own criteria as laid down
in their letter of the 10th June 1975*
The boundaries which have been proposed for certain wards fail
to observe the basic criteria as pointed out in Paragraph 20 of the
Commission's letter of the 10th June, 1975* in that :
"It is important that Ward boundaries should be easily identifiable
on the ground".
Further, in the Oommission's "Notes on Boundaiy Making" (dated
January 1574) Part 1, section 1, sub-section (b) states that "boundaries
should not sever local communities except where this is essential to
achieve broad equality of representation11.
local communities have been severed by the draft proposals and
linked with areas where there is little in common and little
connection* We believe that alternative arrangements can and should
be made*
Objections
Taking the northern part of -the Borough first, one fails to
see what connection the two communities linked ty EERIVAIE have in
common with each other. They are linked by the highest piece of land
between Uxbridge and the Urals, Horsenden Hill, and linked by a
meandering road which develops into a track, furthermore, Horsenden
Hill is a large open space with no future prospect for developnent.
It is therefore unlikely that any connection between the conmunities
concerned will be forged in the foreseeable future*
When one looks at ihe boundary between FERBTAIE and WOOD END
one sees a clear case of a local community being severed* There are
many social links between the communities on either side of Greenford Road.
Residents groups, horticultural societies, etc. have all flourishing
groups in this area. There is a great deal of community strength across
Greenford Road with great commercial and social connections.

Moving to the boundary of WOOD ®JD and MANDSVILIE wards,
the lijiks between North Greenford and Northolt have been severed
by the division at Carr Road and Castle Road whilst the natural
boundary at Mandeville Road has been ignored. In itself this is
a natural division.
At OOJyrONS ward the crossing of 'Western Avenue is a mistake,
Major road works in the area will completely divide 1he area when
completed. JNorther, the inclusion of the "Medway" estate in
Cos tons ward to the east of the Greenford branch railway seems
nonsense as tiie area is completely isolated from ihe rest of Hie
ward. It .has a greater connection with Perivale where it is
presently combinedo
Moving to the centre of the Borough, -the boundary which has
been drawn between EK5HTHAM and ARGYU2 wards is totally indefinable
on the ground, following as it does a circuitous route which includes
parcels of land, the line between two properties in Castlebar Park etc*
Clearly this will lead to total confusion on all counts and fails to
meet the Commission's criteria for clearly defined boundaries.
Again, the current revision of boundaries is a good opportunity
to update the boundaries at Hillcrest Road dividing BRSNTHAM and
HANGER IANE wards by drawing a line along the North Circular Road at
Hanger Lane which is clearly a natural dividing line.
The boundary drawn between ARGYU3 and HOBBAYNE wards is another
clear case of a linking between two communities where there is no
possible connection at all.
This boundary cuts across two postal
districts, cuts off the north east part of Hanwell from the rest,
and links the two areas in question by a railway footbridge across a
branch railway line. There is no social, commercial or communication
link whatsoever,
Hanwell in itself is, perhaps, the closest knit of all communities
in the Borough. It seems ludicrous to tack the north east corner of
the area onto a totally separate community in Argy-le Ward and yet at the
sane time retain that part of 1he area north of the Uxbridge Boad
currently in ELthome Ward as part of the proposed Elthorne Ward.
The community of Hanwell should be identified as such.
Turning to the proposals for WAIfOIE and NORTHJTELDS wards the
boundaries as proposed have no clear definition. To ignore a
major boundary as presented by Nortiifield Avenue seems senseless,
The change will do little to equalise ihe electorate and clearly the
boundary will confuse many people residing in the area.
The boundaries proposed for the DORMERS WELIS area make 1hls ward
exceedingly large in area. There are many separate communities of
interest in this area with many natural boundaries. The proposals do
not appear to tackle the problem of the size of 1he ward and tend to
take the heart of ttie area out by the use of minor roads when natural
boundaries abound.

Finally, in the east of the Borough, in Acton, the Commission's
jroposals for SPRINGFIELD ward divide existing strong communities in
tiie Creffield Road area which is wholly undes irable. Clearly a
radical review of the proposals for this area is called for in view
of the ignorance of the Commission of the Great Western railways as,
perhaps, a nafeiral boundary which would not divide the area as
totally as tiie proposals do on conmunity levels*
Further, the proposals for two-Councillor wards at the
eastern point of the Borough appear to be suspect with regard to
tile projected electorate and should be re-examined,

We trust that re-examination of the proposals will draw
attention to tiie anomalies we have found.

SCHEDULE 2

LONDON BOROUGH OF BALING: NAMES OF TBOPOSED WARDS AMD NUMBERS OF COUNCILLORS

NAME OF WARD

NO OF COUNCILLORS

ARGYLE

3

COSTONS

3

DORMERS WELLS

•

3

E&LING COMMON

3

ELTHORNE

3

GLEBE

3

HANGER LANE

3

HEATHFIEB)

3

HOBBAYNE

3

MANDEVILLE

-

3

MOUNT PLEASANT
NORTHCOT3

3
.

3

NORTHFIELD

3

PERIVALE

3

PITSHANGSR

.

3

RAVENOR

3

SOUTHFIELD

3

SHIINGFIELD

"

3

VALE

2

VICTORIA

2

W&LPOLE

3

WAXLOW

3

WEST END

3

WOOD END

3

SCHEDULE 3

LONDON BOROUGH OF BALING
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.
WEST END WARD

:

Commencing at the point where Wayfarer Road meets the western boundary of
the Borough, thence generally northwestwards and generally northeastwards
along the western and northern boundaries of the borough to Western Avenue,
thence southeastwards along said avenue to Kensington Road, thence generally
southwards along said road to a point opposite the southern boundary of the
Kensington Playing Fields, thence westwards to and generally northwestwards,
southwards and westwards along the said boundary to the eastern boundary of
Rectory Park, thence southwestwards along said eastern boundary to Ruisllp Road,
thence westwards along said road to Wayfarer Road, thence generally southwestwards along said road to the point of commencement.

RATOJOR WARD

Commencing at the point where the western boundary of the Borough meets the
eastern boundary of West End Ward, thence generally northeastwards along said
ward boundary to Western Avenue, thence southeastwards along said avenue to
Greenford Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Ruislip Road thence
generally northwestwards along said road to the Grand Union Canal (Paddington
Branch), thence generally southwards along said canal to the western boundary
of the Borough, thence generally westwards along said borough boundary to
the point of commencement.

MANDEVILLE WARD

Commencing at the point where the northeastern boundary of West End Ward meets
the northern boundary of the Borough, thence generally northeastwards along
said borough boundary to the intersection between Northolt Road and the road
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known as Pettfs Hill, thence southeastwards and southwards along Pett's
Hill to Mandeville Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Ribblesdale Avenue, thence southeastwards along said avenue to a point opposite
the access road running along the western boundary of No 1 Ribblesdale
Avenue, thence northeastwards to and along said access road to the access
road running at the rear of said property, thence southeastwards along
said access road running at the rear of Nos 1 to 23 Ribblesdale Avenue
and Nos 1 to 6 Siverst Close and continuing along the rear boundary of the
properties Nos 7 .to 9 Siverst Close, to the southern boundary of No 9
Siverst Close, thence westwards along said southern boundary to the access
road at the rear of the properties Nos 61 to 23 Gonville Crescent, thence
generally westwards and southwestwards along said access road to the
access road running at the rear of the properties Nos 23 to 1 Gonville
Crescent, thence southeastwards along said access road to Oriel Way,
thence southwestwards along said road to Carr Road, thence eastwards along
said road to the point opposite the western boundary of the Oriel Youth
Centre, thence southwards to and along said western boundary and
continuing in prolongation thereof to the London Transport Central Line
Railway, thence southeastwards along said railway to the Grand Union
Canal (Paddington Branch), thence generally southwestwards along said
canal to the northern boundary of Ravenor Ward, thence northwestwards
along said ward boundary and continuing northwestwards along the northeastern boundary of West Old Ward to the point of commencement.

WOOD EKD WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of Mandeville Ward
meets the northern boundary of the Borough, thence northeastwards and
generally southeastwards along said borough boundary to Greenford Road,
thence southwestwards along said road to the Grand Union Canal (Paddington
Branch) thence northwestwards, westwards and southwestwards along said
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canal to the eastern boundary of Mandeville Ward, thence generally northwestwards along said ward boundary to the point of commencement.

COSTOWS

Commencing at the point where the northern boundary of Havener Ward meets
the southeastern boundary of Mandeville Ward, thence northeastwards along
said ward boundary to the southern boundary of Wood End Ward, thence north*
eastwards, eastwards and southeastwards along said ward boundary and
continuing generally southeastward along the Grand Union Canal (Paddington
Branch) to a point opposite the eastern boundary of Perivale Wood, thence
southeastwards to and southeastwards and westwards along the eastern and
southern boundary of said wood to the southwestern corner of Perivale
Wood, thence due southwards to the London Transport Central Line Railway,
thence southeastwards along said railway to Horsenden Lane South, thence
southwards along said lane to Western Avenue, thence westwards along said
avenue to a point opposite the eastern boundary of the Playing Fields, thence
southwards to and along said eastern boundary to Perivale Lane, thence
southwards along said lane to the River Brent, thence generally westwards
and southwestwards along said river to Ruislip Road East, thence westwards
along said road to eastern boundary of Ravenor Ward, thence northeastwards
and northwestwards along the eastern and northern boundary of said ward to
the point of commencement.

PERIVALE WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of Wood End Ward meets
the northern boundary of the Borough, thence generally southeastwards
along said borough boundary to the River Brent, thence generally southwestwards and northwestwards along said river to the footpath leading from
said river, west of the Parish Church of St Mary the Virgin (AngloCatholic) to Perivale Lane, thence northwards along said footpath to

to Perivale Lane, thence westwards along said lane to Horsenden Lane South,
thence northwards along said lane to Western Avenue, thence westwards
along said avenue to the eastern boundary of Costons Ward thence
generally northwestwards along the eastern and northeastern boundaries of
said ward to the eastern boundary of Wood End Ward, thence northeastwards
along said boundary to the point of commencement.

HOBBAYTCE WARD

Commencing at thepoint on the southern boundary of Costons Ward at Greenford
Bridge, thence generally eastwards along said ward boundary to a point
being the prolongation northwestwards of Greenford Avenue, thence southeastwards along the said prolongation, crossing Ruislip Road East to
Greenford Avenue, and continuing southeastwards along said Avenue to
Bordars Road, thence northeastwards along said road and in prolongation
thereof to the Ruislip to Southall railway, thence generally southwards
and southwestwards along said railway to Church Road, thence southeastwards along said road to the Paddington to Reading railway, thence southwestwards along said railway to the River Brent, thence -generally westwards and northwards along said river to the point of commencement.

ARGYLE WARD
Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of Hobbayne Ward meets
the southern boundary of Costons Ward, thence generally northeastwards
along said southern boundary to the southwestern boundary of Perivale
Ward, thence generally southeastwards along said southwestern boundary to
a point opposite the southeastern corner of Parcel Number 5759 as shown
on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 Plan TQ 1682 Edition of 1957, thence southwards
to and southwestwards along the southeastern boundary of said parcel to
the footpath leading to Woodbury Park Road, thence southeastwards along
said footpath to Woodbury Park Road, thence continuing southeastwards
along said road to Pitshanger Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane
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to a point opposite the eastern boundary of the nursery, thence southeastwards to and along said eastern boundary to the northwestern boundary
of the property No 80 and 82 Castlebar Park, thence northeastwards along
said northwestern boundary and continuing along the northwestern boundary
of the Builders Yard to Albert Road, thence southeastwards along said
road to Castlebar Mews, thence southwestwards along said mews to the
access road leading from Castlebar Mews to the road known as Castlebar
Park, thence southwestwards along said access road to a point opposite the
rear boundary of Nos 52 to *f6 Castlebar Park, thence southeastwards to and
along said rear boundary to the northwestern boundary of No M

Castlebar

Park, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the southwestern boundary
of the property known as Castlebar Court, thence southeastwards along
said boundary to the eastern boundary of No 28 Castlebar Park, thence
generally southwards along said eastern boundary to the road known as
Castlebar Park, thence northwestwards along said road to Victoria Road,
thence southwestwards along said road to the road known, as Castlebar Hill,
thence southeastwards along said road to a point opposite the rear
boundaries of the properties on the western side of Edgehill Road, thence
southwards to and along said rear boundaries and the western boundary of
No 28 St Stephen's Road to St Stephen's Road, thence westwards along said
road and continuing southwards and westwards following the carriageway on
the eastern and southern side of St Stephen's Church to The Avenue, thence
southwards along said avenue and Drayton Green Road to the PaddingtonReading railway, thence southwestwards along said railway to the eastern
boundary of Hobbayne Ward, thence generally northeastwards, northwards,
westwards and northwestwards along said eastern boundary to the point of
commencement.

PITSHANGER WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of Argyle Ward meets
the southern boundary of Perivale Ward, thence generally northeastwards
along said southern boundary to the Central Line Railway, thence south-
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eastwards along said railway to Hanger Lane (North Circular Road), thence
southwards along said lane to Hillcrest Road, thence westwards along said
road to West Road, thence southwards along said road to Montpelier Road,
thence generally southwestwards along said road and' continuing along
Montpelier Avenue to Castlebar Road, thence generally southeastwards
along said road to the road known as Haven Green, thence .southwards along
said road to the Paddington to Reading Railway, thence westwards along said
railway to the eastern boundary of Argyle Ward, thence generally northwards along said ward boundary to the point of commencement.

HANGER LANE WARD
Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Perivale Ward meets
the northern boundary of the Borough, thence generally northeastwards,
southeastwards, southwestwards and southeastwards along said borough
boundary to Mason's Green Lane, thence generally southwards along said
lane and in .prolongation thereof to Western Avenue, thence eastwards along
said avenue to Alliance Road, thence southeastwards along said road to
the bridge crossing from Alliance Road to the junction between Saxon Drive
and Highfield Road, thence southeastwards along said bridge /to the London
Transport Central Line Railway, thence southwestwards along said railway
to Hanger Lane, thence southwards along said lane to the Paddington to
Reading Railway, thence generally westwards along said railway to the
eastern boundary of Villiers House, thence southwards and westwards along
the eastern and southern boundaries of said house, thence westwards in a
straight line to the southeastern corner of No 1 Central Chambers, thence
southwestwards along the southern boundary of said property and continuing
southwestwards along the southern boundary of the railway to Spring
Bridge Road, thence northwards along said road to the eastern boundary of
Pitshanger Ward, thence generally northwestwards, northeastwards, northwards and westwards along said ward boundary to the southern boundary of
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Perivale Ward, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the point of
commencement.

VICTORIA WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of Hanger Lane Ward
meets the northern boundary of the Borough, thence generally northeastwards along said borough boundary and generally southwards along the
eastern boundary of the Borough to Western Avenue, thence northwestwards
along said avenue to the Paddington to Reading railway, thence southwestwards along said railway to a point due south of the southernmost corner
of No 12 Lowfield Road, thence due northwards to said southern corner and
continuing northwards along the western boundaries of Nos 12 to 10 Lowfield Road to the northern boundary of No 8 Lowfield Road, thence northeastwards along the northern boundaries of Nos 8 to 6 Lowfield Road to
Lowfield Road, thence northwestwards along said road crossing Noel Road
and continuing northwestwards along Westfields Road to the railway bridge
leading to Alliance Road, thence northwestwards along said bridge to the
eastern boundary of Hanger Lane Ward, thence generally northwestwards
along said ward boundary to the point of commencement.

SPRINGFIELD WARD
Commencing at the point where the southeastern boundary of Hanger Lane Ward
meets the western boundary of Victoria Ward, thence generally southwards
along said western boundary and northeastwards and southeastwards along
the southern boundary of Victoria Ward to the Broad Street to Richmond
Railway, thence southwestwards along said railway to High Street, thence
generally westwards along said street to the road known as Market Place,
thence generally northwards along said road, and continuing along Horn
Lane to Rosemont Road, thence northwestwards along said road to Creffield
Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the District Line railway,
thence northwards along said railway to the southern boundary of Hanger
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Lane Ward, thence eastwards and northeastwards along the southern and
southeastern boundaries of said ward to the point of commencement.

VALE WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of Springfield Ward
meets the southern boundary of Victoria Ward, thence southeastwards along
said southern boundary to the eastern boundary of the Borough, thence
generally southwards, westwards and southwards along said borough boundary
to a point opposite the easternmost corner of the garage situated between
Southfield Road and the dismantled railway, thence westwards to said
corner, thence northwestwards and southwestwards along the southern
boundary of said dismantled railway to Acton Lane, thence northwestwards
along said lane to the Richmond-Broad Street Railway, thence northeastwards along said railway to the eastern boundary of Springfield Ward,
thence northeastwards along said boundary to the point of commencement.

SOUTHFIELD WARD
Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Vale Ward meets the
eastern boundary of the Borough, thence generally southwards along said
borough boundary and generally westwards and northwestwards along the
southern boundary of the borough to the Broad Street to Richmond railway,
thence northeastwards along said railway to the southern boundary of Vale
Ward, thence southeastwards, northeastwards and southeastwards along said
ward boundary to the point of commencement.

HEATHFIELD WARD
Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Springfield Ward
meets the western boundary of Vale Ward, thence southwestwards along said
western boundary and continuing southwestwards along the western boundary
of Southfield Ward to the southern boundary of the Borough, thence northwestwards along said borough boundary to Gunnersbury Lane, thence north-
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.

eastwards along said lane to the District Railway, thence northwestwards
along said railway to a point being the prolongation westwards of the southern
boundary of No 32 Granville Gardens, thence eastwards along said prolongation
to Granville Gardens, thence northwards along said Gardens to Uxbridge
Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point opposite the eastern
boundary of the property known as No *f The Bridge, thence northwards and
northwestwards to and along said boundary and the rear boundaries of
Nos I* and 3 The Bridge to the District Railway, thence northwards along
said railway to the southern boundary of Springfield Ward, thence northeastwards and generally southeastwards along said ward boundary to the
point of commencement.

EALING COMMON.WARD

Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Hanger Lane Ward
meets the western boundary of Springfield Ward, thence generally southwards along said western boundary and continuing southwards and southeastwards along the western boundary of Heathfield Ward to the southern
boundary of the Borough, thence generally southwestwards along said
borough boundary and continuing southwestwards along Pope's Lane to
South Baling Road, thence northwards along said road to St Mary's Road,
thence continuing northwards along St Maryfs Road, Baling Green, High
Street, and Spring.Bridge Road to the southern boundary of Hanger Lane
Ward, thence eastwards along said southern boundary to the point of
commencement,

WALPOLE WARD
Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Pitshanger Ward meets
the western boundary of Hanger Lane Ward, thence southwards along said
western boundary and continuing southwards along the western boundary of
Ealing Common Ward to Lothair Road, thence westwards along said road to a
point opposite the eastern boundary of No 2 Lothair Road, thence northwards
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to and along said eastern boundary to the northern boundary of said property,
thence westwards and southwestwards along the rear of the properties Nos 2
to 28 Lothair Road to Alacross Road, thence southeastwards along said road
to Windermere Road,'thence sbuthwestwards along said road to a point
opposite the eastern boundary of No 122 Windermere Road, thence northwestwards to and along said eastern boundary to the northern boundary of said
property, thence generally southwestwards along the rear of the properties
Nos 122 to 2 Windermere Road'and continuing along the northwestern boundary
of No 185 Northfield Avenue to Northfield Avenue, thence"southwards along
said avenue to Cranmer Avenue, thence southwestwards along said avenue
to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of No 2 Cranmer Avenue, thence
northwestwards to and along said northeastern boundary to the rear of said
property, thence southwestwards along the rear of the properties Nos 2 to 5^
Cranmer Avenue to the western boundary of No 54 Cranmer Avenue, thence
southeastwards along said boundary to Cranmer Avenue, thence southwestwards
along said avenue to Northcroft Road, thence northwestwards along said
road to Hessel Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Burns Road,
thence northwestwards along said road to Leighton Road, thence southwestwards along said road to- Seward Road, thence northwestwards along said road
and Grosvenor Road to Uxbridge Road, thence northeastwards along said road,
and the road known as Broadway to Drayton Green Road, thence northwards
along said road to the southern boundary of Pitshanger Ward, thence eastwards along said southern boundary to the point of commencement.

NORTHFIELD WARD
Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Walpole Ward meets
the western boundary of Ealing Common Ward, thence southwards and northeastwards along the'western and southern boundaries of Ealing Common Ward
to the southern boundary of the Borough, thence southeastwards, southwestwards
and generally northwestwards along said borough boundary to Boston Road,
thence northwestwards along said road to Elthorne Park Road, thence
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northeastwards along said road to the southern boundary of Walpole Ward,
thence northeastwards, southeastwards and northeastwards along said southern
boundary to the point of commencement.

ELTHORNE WARD

Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Argyle Ward meets
the western boundary of Walpole Ward, thence southwards, southwestwards
and southeastwards along said western boundary to the northern boundary of
Northfield Ward, thence southwestwards and southeastwards along the
northern and western boundaries of Northfield Ward to the southern
boundary of the Borough, thence generally southwestwards and northwestwards along said southern boundary to the point where it recrosses the
Grand Union Canal (River Brent) to the northwest of the Lock Cottage
shown in Parcel Number 8MJ8 on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 Plan TQ 1 V5?8
Edition of 1969, thence generally northwestwards along said canal and
the River Brent to the southern boundary of Hobbayne Ward, thence northeastwards along said ward boundary and continuing northeastwards along
the southern boundary of Argyle Ward to the point of commencement.

DORMERS WELLS WARD

Commencing at the point where the western boundary of Elthorne Ward meets
the southern boundary of the Borough, thence generally westwards along
said borough boundary to where it meets the Grand Union Canal, west of
the property known as the White Horse, thence northeastwards along said
canal to the footbridge across the canal east of Buckingham.Terrace,
thence northwestwards along said footbridge to Havelock Road, thence westwards along said road to King Street, thence northeastwards along said
street to the road known as The Green, thence northeastwards along said
road to the Reading to Paddington railway, thence northeastwards along
said railway to the subway leading to Park Avenue, thence northwestwards
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along said subway and continuing along the path between Nos 200 and 202
Park Avenue to'Park Avenue, thence northeastwards along said avenue to
Green Drive, thence northwestwards along said drive to Uxbridge Road,
thence southeastwards along said road to Dormer's Wells Lane, thence
northwards along said lane via (in part) its eastern carriageway to
Telford Road, thence northeastwards along said road to a point opposite
the southwestern boundary of No 3 Telford Road, thence northwestwards to
and along said boundary to the southeastern boundary of the. Allotment
Gardens, thence northeastwards along said southeastern boundary and
northwestwards along the northeastern boundary of said allotment gardens
to the rear boundary of No 76 Lovell Road, thence northeastwards along
said rear boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos 77 to 108 Lovell Road
to the access road which runs to the rear of properties on the southwestern side of King's Avenue, thence northwestwards along said access road
to the access road between Nos 170 and 172 King's Avenue, thence northeastwards along said access road to King's Avenue, thence generally southeastwards along said Avenue to Greenford Road, thence northwards along
said road to a point opposite the footpath adjacent to the northern
boundary of the Brent Valley Municipal Golf Course, thence eastwards to
and along said footpath to the point at which it turns southwards, thence
due northeastwards to the western boundary of Hobbayne Ward, thence
generally eastwards, southwards and eastwards along said western boundary
and continuing generally southeastwards along the western boundary of
Elthorne Ward to the point of commencement.

GLEBE WARD
Commencing at the point where the western boundary of Dormers Wells Ward
meets the southern boundary of the Borough, thence southwestwards, northwestwards and northeastwards along the southern and western boundaries of
the Borough to the Reading to Paddington railway, thence northeastwards
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along said railway to the western boundary of Dormers Wells Ward, thence
southwestwards, eastwards and southwestwards along said ward boundary to
the point of commencement.

NORTHCOTE WARD

Commencing at the point where the northern boundary of Glebe Ward meets
the western boundary of the Borough, thence generally northeastwards along
said borough boundary to the footpath leading to Spikes Bridge Road,
thence generally southeastwards along said footpath to said road, thence
southeastwards along said road to Northcote Avenue, thence generally southwards along said avenue to the road known as The Broadway, thence
generally eastwards along said road to South Road, thence southwestwards
along said road to the northern boundary of Glebe Ward, thence southwestwards
along said Ward boundary to the point of commencement.

MOUNT PLEASANT WARD

Commencing at the, point where the western boundary of Dormers Wells Ward
meets the eastern boundary of Northcote Ward, thence northeastwards, westwards and generally northwestwards along said eastern boundary to the
western boundary of the Borough, thence northeastwards along said borough
boundary to the northern boundary of the Allotment Gardens situated at
the west of DurdansPark First and Middle Schools, thence eastwards along
said boundary and the northern boundary of said schools to the eastern
boundary of said schools, thence southwards and eastwards along said
boundary to the southwestern corner of the Public Convenience, thence southwards from said corner to the access road to Lady Margaret Road, thence
eastwards along said access road, crossing Lady Margaret Road in a
straight line to Cornwall Avenue, thence generally southeastwards along
said avenue to Allenby Road, thence northeastwards along said road to
King's Avenue, thence southeastwards along said avenue to the western

boundary of Dormers Wells Ward, thence generally southwards and southwestwards along said ward boundary to the point of commencement.

WAXLOW WARD

Commencing at the point where the western boundary of Dormers Wells Ward
meets the northern boundary of Mount Pleasant Ward, thence northwestwards,
southwestwards and generally northwestwards along said northern boundary
to the western boundary of the Borough, thence generally northwards along
said borough boundary to the southern boundary of Ravenor Ward, thence
northwards and generally eastwards along said ward boundary and continuing
eastwards along the southern boundary of Costons Ward to the western
boundary of Hobbayne Ward, thence generally southwards along said ward
boundary to the northern boundary of Dormers Wells Ward, thence generally
westwards along said northern boundary to the point of commencement.

