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1.

We, the Local Government Boundary Commission for England, having carried

out our initial review of the electoral arrangements for the Metropolitan
Borough of Wigan 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(1) and (2) of

the 1972 Act, notice was given on 28 August 1975.that we were to undertake this
review.

This was incorporated in a consultation letter addressed to Wigan '

Metropolitan Borough Council, copies of which were circulated to the Greater
Manchester County Council, the Members of Parliament for the constituencies
concerned and the headquarters of the main political parties.

Copies were also

sent to the editors of the 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
interested bodies,
3.

Wigan Metropolitan Borough Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme

of representation for our consideration.

In doing so, they were asked to observe

the rules laid down in Schedule 11 to the Local Government Act 1972 and the
guidelines which we set out in our Report Wo 6 about the proposed size of the
council and the proposed number of councillors for each ward.. They were also asked
to take into account views expressed to them following their consultation with
local interests. We therefore asked that they should publish details of their
provisional proposals about a month before they submitted their draft scheme
to us, thus allowing an opportunity for local comment.

4-.

Section 7(3) of the Local Government Act 1972 requires that in metropolitan

districts there shall be elections by thirds.

Section 6(2)(b) of the Act

requires that every metropolitan district shall be divided into wards each
returning a number of councillors divisible by three.

5.

The Borough Council presented their draft scheme of representation on

29 April 1976.

It allowed for the establishment of 24. wards each returning

3 members to give a total of 72 members.
6.

We also received from a local political party an alternative scheme which

provided for the division of the borough into 24 wards each returning 3 members.
A local political association and some councillors submitted two'alternative schemes
the one based on 22 and the other on 24. three member wards. The only other comment
was from a former councillor.
7.

V/e found the general standard of equality of representation shown by the

draft scheme to be unsatisfactory.

We found also that the alternative schemes

contained a number of wards which were unequally represented. .
8.

In order to provide for better standards of representation we prepared a

scheme of electoral arrangements, based on 24. wards, from all the material made
available to us.
9.

Me decided that these arrangements should be issued as our 'draft

" •

proposals which were formulated accordingly.

10.

On 4. March 1977 we issued our draft proposals and these were sent to all

who had received our consultation letter. The Borough Council were asked to
make these 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 the public and interested bodies. We asked for comments
to reach us by 6 May 1977.
11. Representations against our draft proposals were received from the Borough
Council which put forward a revised scheme.

Other responses from individuals,

organisations and local political parties and associations showed that there was
local dissatisfaction about the wards in certain areas and that there was local
support for each of the schemes which had been submitted*
12. In view of these comments we decided that we needed further information
to enable us to reach a conclusion. Therefore in accordance with section 65(2)
of the 1972 Act and at our request, Mr W Byron was appointed an Assistant
Commissioner to hold a local meeting and to report to us.
13. The Assistant Commissioner held the meeting at Wigan on 7 December 1977
and toured the areas which were the subject of comment. A copy of his report
to us of the meeting is attached at Schedule 1 to this report.
14. The Assistant Commissioner recommended that our draft proposals should be
confirmed subject to a minor boundary adjustment between the proposed Hindsford
and Atherton wards and to a change of some of the proposed ward names to meet
local wishes.
15. We reviewed our draft proposals in the light of the Assistant Commissioner's
report.

We noted that after examining all the alternative arrangements which

had been put before the meeting he had reached the conclusion that the draft
proposals would form the basis for sound representation for the district'and
recommended that they should be accepted and approved. We decided on balance that
the alterations recommended by the Assistant Coimissioaer should be adopted and
that, subject to these amendments, we should confirm our draft proposals as our
final proposals.
36. Details of these final proposals are set out in Schedules 2 and 3 to this
report and on the attached map. Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and the

number of councillors to be returned by each. A detailed description of the
boundaries of the proposed wards, as defined on the map, is set out in Schedule 3*
PUBLICATION
17. 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 the Wigan Metropolitan
Borough Council and will be available for inspection at the Borough Council's main
offices. Copies of this report (without the map) are also being sent to those who
received the consultation letter and to those who made comments.
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SCHEDULE 1

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION
FOR ENGLAND

REVIEW OF ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF WIGAN

LOCAL MEETING HELD AT THE TOWN HALL,
WIGAN, ON 7?H DECEMBER 1977*

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF ASSISTANT
COMMISSIONER - MR. W. BYRON.

i-*d UC •
Date-

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION
FOR ENGLAND
,
REVIEW OF ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE
METROPOLITAN B.ORQEH OF WIG AN
LOCAL MEETING HELD AT THE TOWN HALL, WIGAN,
ON ?TH DECEMBER 1977*
,
REPORT ANJ RECOMMENDATIONS OF ASSISTANT
COMMISSIONER, MR, W. BY RON.

INTRODUCTION

1.

The local meeting was held at the Town Hall, Wigan,

commencing at 10.30 a.m. and concluded at 1.10 p.m.
The Assistant Commissioner toured areas of Orre11, Billinge,
and Winstanley, Standish with Langtree, Aspull, Hindley,
Atherton, Tyldesley, Astley, Leigh, Ince and Golborne.
2.

A list showing the names and addresses of those attending

the meeting is attached to this report.
3.

The Assistant Commissioner had, prior to the meeting,

perused the written representations and maps, previously submitted
to the Council and the Commission by interested organisations
and individuals, which will be referred to in this report.
4.

At the commencement of the meeting the Assistant Commissioner

stated that the review of the Metropolitan Borough had proceeded
over a long period with consultations and correspondence between
the Council and the Commission,
been consulted.

The Ordnance Suvey had also

The Commission's draft proposals had been

submitted to the Council, and while agreement had^een reached
on the composition of Council membership and number of wards,
the Commission's draft scheme was not acceptable to the Council,
nor to a number of organisations and individuals.

The Council

submitted counter-proposals in the form of their own scheme.
The Commission therefore accepted that a local meeting was

desirable at which representations on the Council1s and the
Commission's scheme could be made.
The Assistant Commissioner outlined to the meeting the provisions
of the Local Government Act 1972, Section 78, and Schedule 11
of the Act relating to the rules to be observed in the review of
electoral arrangements.
The necessary statutory notices had been published in accordance
with the provisions of the Act.
WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS
5.

The written representations submitted to the Council and/or

the Commission are summarised below :Newton Constituency Labour Party submitted proposals, supported
by a map for 24 three-*ember wards, based on the 1975 electorate
(the figures were projected into 1980).

The wards were numbered

but not named.
Wigan Conservative Councillors Group» having previously submitted
a 22 ward scheme, subsequently re-submitted/scheme, supported
by map, based on 24 wards.

At a later date they wrote to the

Commission accepting the Commission's draft scheme.
Leigh Labour Association wrote objecting to the Commission's
scheme on the grounds that the boundary changes disregarded
natural boundaries and would be detrimental to the sense of
community existing in the Leigh area. They considered the
/_
Commission had ignored the nucleate entity of the township
of Leigh - instancing Wigan Road, Leigh, which served as a local
thoroughfare where people from surrounding areas meet whilst
•';- • \

about their local business.
Leigh Parliamentary Constituency Conservative Association objected
to the Commission's schane, stating that the "boundaries shown were

unrealistic, took not the slightest notice of natural

boundaries,

nor the identification of people with their own areas".

They

suggested a change in respect of the TyIdesley - Hindsford wards
in the Shakerley Brook area.

The Commission's scheme meant

Tyldesley district lost their Town Hall and Hinds-brd would have
two.
Leigh Borough Constituency Conservative Association objected
"in principle" to the proposed ward boundary revisions for the
Metropolitan Borough, and indicated at a later date alternative
proposals would be put forward for consideration.

(No alternative

written proposals were received by the Commiaaon).
Mr. N. Somers« 14 Redwood Avenue, Orrell, fully supported the
Commission's proposals, making particular mention of the natural
physical boundary formed by the M.6 motorway in respect of
Orrell and Winstanley.
Mr. F. Somersi 12 Ashgrove, Orrell, supported the Commission's
scheme, stating that although some members of his family would
be in Winstanley ward - he in the Orrell ward, nevertheless
the Commission's proposed boundary was realistic and democratic.
Wigan Metropolitan Liberal Association considered that while the
Commission's proposals were superior to other proposals, local
community ties had been ignored.

Their proposals were similar

to those originally submitted by the Council officers to the
Council for consideration.

(The Commission had not received any

map ) .

Leigh Constituency Labour Party strongly objected to the
Commission's draft scheme on the grounds ttat in order to
achieve electoral equality, the preservation of existing
communities had been ignored.

In relation to the criteria

in deciding boundaries, the Commission had violated the community

aspect in order to satisfy the electoral equality of numbers.
The objections; particularised the unsatisfactory boundaries for
the Hope Carr, Astley, Hindley Green, Hindley, Leigh, Hindsford,
Atherton and Tyldesley.

The party felt that the proposals to be

submitted by the Council and the District Labour Party would be
more practical and acceptable to the voters of the Leigh
Constituency.
Wigan Metropolitan Co-ordinating Committee while accepting
the Commissions draft scheme, in relation to the Wigan and
a
Incnae Constituencies, submitted/map illustrating alternative
proposals in respect of Leigh Constituency, Hindley Green,
Hindley and Aspull areas*
Westhoughton Division Conservative Association (Standish and
District Branch) deplored the splitting of Standish, and suggested
the proposed Standish ward be named "Shevington" and the Aspull
ward be re-named either "Standish-with-Aspull" or retain the
name "Standish".

They approved the Commission's proposal attaching

Standish Lower Ground to Beech Hill and part of Aspull to Whelley.
Mr* G« Meadows» 6 Brcornfield Road, Standish, on behalf of residents
in the Standish area objected to the Commission's proposals
and outlined the history of the Standish area and the amenities
existing in that area.

Standish should revert to the original

boundary prior to local government re-organisation; the new
proposals would involve further splitting of the District to the
detriment of Community Relations, and adequate representation
on the Metropolitan Borough Council.
Old Road Labour Cluba Ashton-in-Makerfield, objected to the
Commission's new ward boundaries affecting Ashton and Golborne.
They wished the existing ward numbered 14 to be preserved.

Mrs. M. Williams, 41 Leigh Road, Atherton, objected to the
Commission^ scheme, and set out in detail with map, her own
proposals for the 8 wards in the eastern part of the Borough,
viz., Atherton North, Atherton, Tyldesley, Astley, Hope Carr,
Golborne, Westleigh, and Leigh.

She considered that the

Commission proposals showed an unreasonable political bias
to the Socialists in the north and the Conservatives in the
south.

Mrs. Williams further maintained that the population

increase projections were sometimes in error.

In submitting

her population projections she suggested they would form
a "compact and viable parliamentary constituency" and four
County divisional wards.
Mr. P.M. Robinson* Wigan Metropolitan District Labour Party,
(Wingates Labour Club) wrote indicating that the party Chairman,
Mr. Oenis Allen, and himself would make submissions to the
local meeting.
The Greater Manchester Council submitted letter through the
County Secretary to the Commission noting the Commission's proposals.
The Metropolitan Borough Chrcil of Wigan» through the Chief
Executive, wrote to the Commission to the effect that:(a) After giving careful consideration to the Commission's
proposals, the Council found them unacceptable to the
vast ma-jority of the electorate;
(b)

The Council had prepared their revised proposals which
allowed a more even distribution of electors than their
original scheme, but which avoided the splitting of
existing communities;

(c)

While appreciating the extension of time given by the
Commission to enable the Council to prepare revised
proposals, the Commission would appreciate the difficulties

involved in an area such as Wigan which comprised so many
/at
separate communities and which/local government
reorganisation comprised the amalgamation of 14 constituent
authorities;
(d)

The Council's revised proposals as set out in plan
constituted reasonable represcitation and retention of
existing communities, and that only in three or four cases
do wards have electorates which seem a little too high
or a little too low.

It would be possible to effect

changes to provide a more equal representation but it
was more important that communities be kept together.
In this connexion the Council's proposed Bryn ward had
an electorate of over 10,700 whilst its neighbour, the
Council's Billinge and Winstanley ward, had an electorate
of only just over 9,000.

The figures could be more

evenly balanced by transfer of the North Ashton area
from Bryn to Billinge and Winstanley, but this would
split a very definite community and would transfer a
small part of it to an area with which it had no connection
at all.

LOCAL MEETING.

Mr, Alan E« Hart, Chief Executive « on behalf of the
Metropolitan Borough Council made the following statement
(copies of which he also circulated to persons present at
SUBMISSIONS OF THE BOROUGH COUNCIL TO MR. V. BYRON, D.P.A. ,
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER, AT THE LOCAL MEETING ON 7th DECEMBER 1077

GENERAL COMMENTS
The Metropolitan Borough of Wigan is not an easy area for which to
devise electoral arrangements. It consists of a large number of
separate communities all of which have an intense local feeling and
are proud of their separate traditions. Before local government
reorganisation there were 14 separate local authorities in this area
and their representatives still feel strong local loyalties. Moreover
although Wigan is a Metropolitan District, it is not a continuous
built-up area; the separate communities are divided by substantial
areas of open land and there are greater problems than in a
continuously built-up area in devising satisfactory electoral
arrangements with in the rigid framework of three-Member Wards. It
would have been very much easier to match local feeling with
equality of representation had the greater flexibility given by the
absence of a requirement to have the same number of Members in each
Ward been available. In these circumstances it is not surprising that
so far as I am aware there have been at least five comprehensive
schemes for the re-Warding of the area prepared and submitted to the
Commission. Three of them, the original officers* scheme (adopted in
the objection of Mr. Fitzpatrick), the draft proposals of the Commission
and the Council's revised scheme, are before you today. I think we
have .learnt wisdom and learnt more about the area as we have proceeded
with this exercise over the last two years. There have, of course,
been numerous other proposals dealing with different parts of the
area. Most of them have the weakness that whilst they provide a
solution to a particular problem, they have not taken into account
the repercussions on other arenas of the Borough.

.^

The statutory requirements which the Commission has to consider are,
of course, set out in paragraph 3 of the llth Schedule to the Local
Government Act 1972 and place the main emphasis on equality in the
ratio of the number of local government electors to the number of
Councillors. The Commission has also to consider the desirability of
fixing identifiable boundaries and any local ties which would be
broken by the fixing of any particular boundary. My submission
is that the Commission's duty to consider numbers, whilst of primary
importance, is not absolute and that in each case the latter two
considerations must also be borne in mind.
the comprehensive schemes have been evaluated in numerical
terms against the number of electors on the 1975 Electoral Register
supplemented by figures supplied by the Planning Sector of the
authority of the expected population change in the various parts
of the Borough over a five year period to give a 1980 electorate.
The total 1980 figure is 233,519. an average of 3»243 electors per
Member or 9»729 per three-Miember Ward.

I should mention briefly at this stage the comment of the Greater
Manchester Council regarding the compatibility with a possible
County Council of 100 seats. All I need say is that neither the
Commission's draft proposals nor any of the other schemes before
you is prepared on the basis of anything other than 24 Wards.
The existing Council consists of 72 Members and the Council are
pleased that the Commission feel that it should remain the same
size. County electoral arrangements are not part of this inquiry
but I am confident that suitable arrangements will be able to be
devised.
I now turn to the individual Wards and will deal with them in
groups moving generally from West to Bast across the Borough.
I am submitting a copy of the list of Wards proposed by the
Council together with a copy of a schedule of the draft proposals
of the Boundary Commission on which the Wards have been numbered
to assist in ease of reference.
BOUNDARY COMMISSION

(1)
(2)

Ward

Electorate

Orrell
Winstanley

9629
9878

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME
Ward
(9)
(4)

Orrell
Billinge &
Winstanley

My first comment here is to enter a plea that you take account of
community feeling and identity in one small area whatever effect
it has on "the numbers. The area in question is North Ash ton, a
community with 5^5 electors, west of the Motorway in Ash ton. It is
at the extreme south end of the Commission's proposed Orrell Ward.
You will appreciate from the map the close links this community
has with Ashton-in-Makerfield - as indeed had other communities
across the St. Helens boundary though that is another matter. It
has no links at all and no historical connection with the remainder
of the Orrell and Winstanley area and its inclusion with them would
cause severe problems both for the residents and for Electe.d Members
for such a Ward. The Council ask, therefore, that irrespective
of the solution adopted for the rest of these two Wards, that area
be included with the Bryn Ward of Ashton-in-Makerfield.
' "
\9l

The adoption of the Motorway as the boundary between these two
Wards with a north/south split rather than the east/west split of
the Council's revised scheme appears to reflect a preference for
easily ascertained boundaries over local community feeling. The
effect of the north/south boundary line is to split the community
in the Orrell area and to link areas east of the Motorway in Orrell
with the unrelated suburb of Winstanley. The boundary between the
two Wards is some seven miles long and this appears totally
unreasonable.
You had two comments from the Messrs. Somers in the Orrell area
which supported the Commission's draft proposals. I think, in fact,
if they are examined closely they are supporting the creation of
two Wards in this area rather than the one which exists at present it is, in fact, the Ward with the largest electorate in the whole
area - rather than arguing for a north/south instead of an east/west
boundary.

I

/111
V.

There are two further detailed points on the boundary to which I
should refer. The^ boundary between the two Wards in the Council's
revised proposal adopts a line which is a clearly ascertainable
modern equivalent of the boundary between the former Orrell and
Billinge Councils and thus represents local feeling far better than
does the boundary running straight along the railway line which would
cut through the middle of a community in the vicinity of Orrell Railway
Station. The other point is that the Council are proposing a minor
straightening of the boundary with the Norley Ward in the vicinity
of the Heinz Factory. It does not affect any electors. BOUNDARY COMMISSION
Ward

COUNCILS REVISED SCHEME

Electorate

Ward

, Electorate

(3)

Norley

9211

(14)

Norley

(4)

Newtown

9647

(15)

Newtown

(9)

Worsley Mesnes

10300

(16)

Worsley Mesnes

(5)

Beech Hill

9306

(12)

Beech Hill

(6)

Whitley

9319

(H)

Swinley

These Wards together cover the major part of the area of the former
County Borough of Wig an. In the case of Beech Hill, Swinley and
Norley (apart from the minor variation of the western boundary
previously mentioned), the proposals of the Council are identical
with those of the Commission, though you will note that the Council
prefer the name Swinley to Whitley.
The Newtown and Worsley Mesnes Wards are also very nearly the same
except that the Council wish to recognize local community feeling

by including a small area centred on the Parish Church of St. James
at Poolstock in the Worsley Mesnes Ward with which it has traditionally
been associated.
BOUNDARY COMMISSION

(is)

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME

Ward

Electorate

Ward

(23)

Standish

9934

(13)

(24)

Aspull

10083

(7)

Electorate

Langtree
Aspull and
Standish

You will be aware that these two Wards contain the three Parishes of
Shevington, Worthington and Haigh and although Shevington has now
been divided into Wards, these place a constraint on the possible
permutations in this area. The Parish of Haigh in particular is
large and thinly populated which substantially increases the
geographical size of whichever Ward it is included in.
The Council *s proposals for the Langtree Ward and for much of the
Aspull and Standish Ward are identical with the Commission's but some
of the comments that have been made to the Commission suggest that
the identity of the old area of Standish should be retained. The
Council accept that the boundary passing through Standish is one of
the less satisfactory features of the scheme in that it does split
a well established community. The possibilities for change in this
area are fairly limited because of the Parishes and its proximity
to the Borough Boundary and the Council's submission is that none
of the alternatives have shown a satisfactory method of resolving

the problems which would be created in adjoining areas. For example
the Conservative suggestion of a Ward containing the Parish of
Shevington and that part of Orrell north of Orrell. Post, i.e. the
A577 road, takes no account of the fact that there, are over 4,700
electors in that part of Orrell which would both make the proposed
Ward too large and cause considerable problems of readjusting other
boundaries. Nor is the suggestion in Mr. Meadow's objections that
Standish Lower Ground, geographically separate from the rest of
Standish, should remain part of Standish acceptable. Its links are
with Shevington and Beech Hill.
So far as the names of Wards are concerned, you will note the feeling
both of the Council and some of the objectors that the name Standish
should be associated with the historical centre in the Aspull and
Standish Ward and the Council have suggested the name Langtree for
the remainder rather than Shevington to avoid confusion as the Ward
is not exactly the same as the Parish.
The other major issue in connection with the Aspull and Standish
Ward concerns the south eastern boundary. The Commission had
included the old community of New Springs in the Whelley Ward.
The Whelley Ward consists of part of the old County Borough and
includes some new^, suburban development. New Springs has always
been separate and linked with Aspull and it is strongly felt that
these links should be retained. Further along the boundary with
Hindley there are two small estates at Pennington Green which were
included in the Aspull Ward by the Commission. It is, however,
considered that.they are.better regarded as an extension of the
sporadic development up Ladies Lane from Hindley and should be
included with that Ward. This also enables a clearer boundary to
be adopted following the line of some footpaths.
BOUNDARY COMMISSION

(7)
(10)
(13)

Ward

Electorate

Whelley

10186

Ince
Hindley

9635
9399

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME
Ward
(6), Whelley
(10) Ince
(8) Hindley

Electorate
10114 "

9767 *<-*>

9508'

(3$

Detailed examination of the Scholes area has unfortunately shown
that due to some confusion over polling district boundaries, some
of the multi-storey blocks have been incorrectly allocated in the
total electorates previously submitted. I am satisfied 'that the
present figures are correct.

(22^

I have just dealt with the New Springs area. The boundary at the
other end of Whelley Ward where it joins Ince was even less
satisfactory. The Scholes area has been comprehensively redeveloped
by the Council.
Many of the former residents have remained in the
area and it has a strong community feeling.^ The proposed
boundary cuts through this area separating many traditional local
loyalties. The Council's proposal is to adopt a straight line along
the main road leading east from Wig an town centre, Darlington Street
and Darlington Street Bast which it is considered forms a much more
appropriate boundary between the communities.

63)

I should next mention the Ince Ward which again has a recognizable
community feeling. There are substantial links between Higher Ince
situated along Manchester Road and Lower Ince along Warrington
Road and I shall have more to say'about the latter in dealing
with Abram Ward.
This area belongs together.
The Council

are proposing one change to the boundary between Ince and Hindley
to include the Engineering Works of Dobson Park Industries within
Ince of which they have traditionally formed part. It has no
electoral effect.
The Hindley Ward is basically the same in both proposals based
on the core of the old town with additional population under the
Council's scheme on the north balanced by a small reduction on
the south.
BOUNDARY COMMISSION
Ward
(12)

Abram

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME

Electorate
9835

Ward
(5)

Electorate

Abram

Both the Commission and the Council's revised proposals base this
Ward on the two communities of Platt Bridge and Abram. Platt Bridge
is an area of the authority which shows very strong local community
feeling and has a recognizable identity but was completely
fragmented by the pre 1974 organisation when parts of it fell within
the three Urban Districts of Hindley, Ince and Abram. Both
proposals, therefore, mark a considerable advance in recognizing
community feeling over the situation which exists at present and
the treatment of this area has been one of the grave weaknesses
of some other proposals, notably that put forward to the Commission
by Mr. Fitzpatrick.
The Council's proposals show two differences from the Commission's.
First, the boundary with Hindley has been placed a little nearer
to Hindley as it is felt that the properties transferred have more
affinity with Platt Bridge than with Hindley. Secondly, -to take
account of local feeling the Spring View area of Lower Ince
which was included by the Commission has been relocated to the
Ince Ward. I have referred earlier to the community feeling which
exists in Ince and the residents identify strongly with Ince rather
than with Platt Bridge. It is appreciated that this leaves the
Abram Ward on the small side, but the Council nevertheless feel
that recognition should be given to this local feeling, particularly
as it enables the boundary to be drawn through the largest open
break on the road between Wigan and Abram.
BOUNDARY COMMISSION

Ward
(8)
(11)

Bryn
Ashton

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME

Electorate
9550
9969

Ward
(3)
(2)

Bryn
Makerfield

Electorate
10739
10546

I have already referred to the desirability of associating North
Ashton with the Bryn Ward in dealing with the Orrell and Winstanley
Wards.
The remaining problems affecting these two Wards arise from the
difficulties of deciding what is the most appropriate boundary in
an urban area. In Ashton, both the Commission's boundary and the
Council's where the two differ use a main road, the one following
the A58 westwards, the other the A49 southwards. The Council feel
that their proposal better reflects the community of interest and
also has the advantage of equalizing the number of electors in the
two Wards. On the other hand the submission from the Old Road Labour
Club adopting a more northerly boundary would create an undue

The Council and the Commission also differ on the south-eastern
boundary of the proposed Makerfield Ward where the Council feel
that the appropriate boundary through Golbprne is provided by the
main railway line rather than by splitting the community to the
west of the railway and north of the East Lancashire Road. The
Commission's proposed boundary creates an artificial division.
It should also be noted that the Council prefer the name Makerfield
in recognition of the fact that this Ward includes parts of both
Ashton and Golborne.
BOUNDARY COMMISSION

(14)
(15)

(25)

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME

Ward

Electorate

Ward

Electorate

Golborne
Hope Carr

9300

Lightshaw

9458

Hope Carr

9284
9861

Golborne and Lowton are two communities which value their separate
identity strongly and the name Lightshaw is preferred locally to
the use of either. The western boundary of this Ward is the same
as the eastern boundary of the Makerfield Ward and on the other side
the Council feel strongly that the Commission's boundary using the
main road from Lowton for a long distance creates an unnecessary
division of this well established community. It also creates an
unnecessarily long and diverse Hope Carr Ward. The effect of the
Council's boundary is to transfer to the Hope Carr Ward only
those parts of Lowton which are already closely associated with
adjacent areas in the former Borough of Leigh
/
The eastern boundary of the Hope Carr Ward in the Commission's
proposals also splits a well established community as the estates
on either side of War ring ton Road and the development in the village
of Glaze bury are linked rather than separated by the main road. The
communities east of the main road would, under the Commission's
proposals, be attached to the Astley area to the east with which
they hmre no connection. The Council's proposals include these
communities together and have a clearly defined boundary in Bedford
and Glaze Brooks.
COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME

BOUNDARY COMMISSION

Ward

Ward

Electorate

(16)

Bickershaw

9815

(18)

Leigh

9325

(17)

Hindley Green

9984

(17)
(20)
(24)

Electorate

Westleigh
9256
Leigh Central 9632
Hindley Green
& Bickershaw 8650

No aspect of the Commission's proposals has attracted more criticism
than the treatment of this area which is considered to have created
artificial groupings paying no regard to the historical realities
and traditions of the Borough of Leigh. The inclusion of the Leigh
Town Hall within a Ward named Bickcrshaw is felt to be totally
inappropriate and the historical designations of Westleigh and
Bedford would be more appropriate to the Commission's proposals.
The criticism, however, is far more fundamental than one relating
to names and is best related to the two long tongues which bring
the Hindley Green Ward down to Parsonage Colliery and the Bickershaw
Ward into the Leigh town centre. There are strong community .feelings
both in the areas around the centre and along Wig an Road which have
been split by the Commission. The Council's crooosals would link

these two areas together; the one Ward of Leigh Central covering
the centre group and the Westleigh Ward heing based around the
Wig an Road community. This leaves the scattered communities of
Hindley Green, Bickershaw and Dangerous Corner to form a Ward which
Is quite widespread geographically despite its smaller population.
There are, however, links by the main road between these areas and
it is considered that this should form an acceptable part of an overall
solution to the difficult proposals of designing Wards for the Leigh
area*
Although the detailed boundaries differ, both the alternative
schemes for this area submitted by Mr. Fitzpatrick and Mrs. Williams
agree with the principle of a Ward for the centre of Leigh and
another in the Westleigh area and thus provide general support for
the Council's approach rather than that adopted by the Commission.
There is one minor change to the boundary between the Leigh Central
and Atherton Wards. The Council have included a small area of land
to the north of Orchard Lane where housing development is taking
place in the Leigh Central Ward as it forms a natural part of Leigh
rather than Atherton.
BOUNDARY COMMISSION

Ward
(22)

(42)

Astley

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME .

Electorate
9972

Ward
(22)

Electorate

Bedford & I
Astley
/'

996?

*
The desirability of unifying the areas on both sides of Warrington
Road has been mentioned in connection with the Hope Carr Ward. The
Council also feel that the Bedford area north of Chapel Street and
on both sides of Manchester Road should be kept together. They have
therefore placed the boundary between the Leigh Central and Bedford
Wards further to the west than did the Commission. This also has
the effect of equalizing the number of electors in the two Wards,
*
I should also at this stage comment on the Higher Folds Council Estate.
This community is somewhat isolated physically but its road links
and all its community ties are with Leigh and the area to the south.
There is no direct road access to Tyldesley and Mrs. Williams'
solution of linking this area with Tyldesley should be strongly
resisted.

<j£.

BOUNDARY COMMISSION

COUNCIL'S REVISED SCHEME

Ward

Electorate

Ward

Electorate

(19)
(20)

Atherton
Hindsford

9638
10262

(18)
(19)

Atherton
Hindsford

9764
10170

(21)

Tyldesley

9853

(2l)

Tyldesley
East

9853

The Tyldesley East Ward, apart from the change of name which reflects
the fact that it does not include the historical centre of Tyldesley,
is identical in the Council's proposals and the Commission's. The
only change in the other two Wards, apart from the minor adjustment
of the Atherton/Leigh Central boundary mentioned above, is a small
change in the centre of Atherton under which some 100 electors
in the Market Place area are transferred from the Hindsford to the
Atherton Ward. The Council's intention is to keep the centre of the
town of Atherton together in one Ward.

The objections from Mrs. Williams and the Conservative Association
seem directed primarily to retaining thejformer boundary between
the Atherton and Tyldesley Urban Districts. The consequences of
doing so would be to produce unacceptable effects elsewhere. For
example Mrs. Williams1 solution for Higher Folds,
SCMMAflY

/4?)

The Council have not put forward their revised proposals without
a great deal of thought and have not rejected the Commission's
draft scheme lightly. Indeed, they have adopted the Commission's
boundaries wherever these are compatible with local feeling. They
do urge that the Commission reconsider their draft proposals and
adopt the Council's revised scheme as the basis for the re-Warding
of this Metropolitan Borough.

Mr, William Higgins (Vice-President on behalf of Wigan
Conservative and Unionist Association) supported the Commission's
draft proposals.

He maintained that wards within the Wigan

Parliamentary Constituency satisfied the electoral equality
ratio, and the boundaries were easily identifiable, and could
lead to satisfactory County Electoral Divisions.
Speaking in an individual capacity, he agreed with the Commission's
Orrell - Winstanley boundary (M.6 motorway), and in relation
V

1

to Orrell,referred to the adequacy of shopping facilities
and rai1 and "bus services.
Councillor Harold Dowling J«F.» agreed with Mr. Higgins.
In reference to the Commission's ward named "Whitley", he
stated that this area bore the name "Swinley" from its origins
in "pre-Norman times".
Mr. J.M. Fitzpatrick (on behalf of the Metropolitan Liberal
Association) submitted that the issues should be considered
on their effect on "local communities", accountability of
elected representatives, and area size of wards.

He did not

entirely agree with the Council's draft scheme, but preferred
it to the Commission's.

He believed the original proposals

(presumably those first prepared by the Council's Officers for

:
submitting to the Council), were better, but accepted that
the "second best" was the Council's draft scheme.
Mrs. Marie Jones. (Secretary, Wigan Metropolitan District
Co-ordinating Committee) affirmed the written comments sent
on the Commission's draft proposals - indicating that these
representations had been made by the various Group representatives
in their own areas.
Councillor Mrs. M. Williams^ 41 Leigh Road, Atherton, produced a

copy of the Map forwarded to the Commission.

In support

of her written representations, she referred to mistakes
in the past arising from the Local Gownment Re-organisation
boundaries; that an effort could be made to "put it right".
The criteria used in determining ward boundaries resulted
in a disregard of waterways and railway lines, resulting in
destruction of whole communities.

Mrs. Williams contended

that the projected electorates were wrong.

Her objective

had been to use waterways, footpaths, even dis-used railway
lines, producing wards which would be more electorally and
politically stable, and would not isolate town centres.
Dealing particularly with the "Higher Folds Estate" (Astley
ward in Commission's draft), there was a problem here
arising from inadequate road communications in relation to
the town of Leigh.

Also, Mrs. Williams mentioned a proposed

Land Reclamation Area affecting the Higher Folds Estate in
the future.

It would be better if Higher Folds was included

in Tyldesley ward.

Mrs. Williams1 criticisms of the Commission's

proposals included references to the Leigh - Westleigh
boundaries, and also those related to Atherton - Tyldesley,
Hindley and Hindley Green.

She considered that Tyldesley
area
should remain as a unit with its central /surrounded by
sparsely populated area which provided a boundary between

built—up areas.

In concentrating her own proposals on the

Eastern part of the Metropolitan area, she had taken account
of future possible County Electoral Divisions, the populations,
and geographical factors.

Mrs. Williams repeated her written

representations that the Commission's proposals showed an
unreasonable political bias - to Socialists in the north
and to Conservatives in the south.

Mr, Denis Allen (Chairman, Wigan Metropolitan District Labour
Party) stated that the Party's views represented the
overwhelming consensus of opinion of 5 Constituency Labour
parties, Wigan, Leigh, Westhoughton, Ince and Newton-le-Willows,
The party recognising the difficulties of preparing a plan
for the Metropolitan area which had many communities separated
by large** fingers of agricultural land or 19th century
industrial spoliation

had carried out a first exercise

which resulted in the scheme submitted to the Commission
by the Newton Constituency Labour Party.

,

A second exercise

had been carried out, producing a revised plan which approximated
to the Council's proposals, and it was decided to accept the
Council's draft scheme.

Each division amalgamated their own

ideas and consolidated them for the whole district.

Although

hopeful that the Commission, as an impartial outsider, would
produce a satisfactory solution, the party found that the
Commission's draft scheme was "good in parts" — the western
part based on Wigan was good, but the eastern part based
on Leigh was "horrid".

Mr. Allen considered that the Commission

was obsessed with the one criteria of reasonably equal wards,
but had abandoned the other criteria, namely, the following
of natural boundaries, and preservation of community ties.
He referred to the formation of the new "Wigan" and the hostility
which had followed between the various parts of the whole
tfold
community, particularly between the/Wigan" and the eastern
townships.

The Commission's scheme had been regarded by

ordinary people as a conspiracy between Council Officers and
the "Government".

He instanced cases of residents outside

the former Wigan County Borough displaying car stickers "I am
not a Wiganer".

Having come north 30 years ago, he contrasted

the low polls in the London Boroughs with the high municipal
polls in the North, but concluded that a recent Council bye-electior

poll had reached only 25 to 30 per cent, and that this
"conurbation disease" would spread further if the Commission's
proposals were adopted.
Mr. Allen submitted that while some of the Commission's
wards were good, many others could be improved with minor
transfers of 250 - 500 voters.

Referring to the proposed Orrell

ward, while the motorway boundary would be attractive to a
planner sitting in London, particularly if the electorate
west of the line produced a "magic" figure of 9,500, nevertheless
the effect had been to slice in half two historic communities,
separating the Ashton North which had all its ties with Ashton,
but which was separated from the new Orrell by 3i miles of
farmland.

The proposed Winstanley ward contained four distinct

housing districts - none of which had any relationship to the
others, with inter-communication difficult.
In reference to Leigh, Mr. Allen traced the history of the
former borough - the amalgamation of three Townships, West Leigh,
Pennington and Bedford.

He considered the dismemberment of

that Borough was outrageous^ and community of interest ignored.
The Pennington township was roughly the Commission's Hope Carr ward.
While it was a good ward, the eastern and western boundaries
were wrong, and he maintained that the Conservative and Labour
Party agreed on this point.

At the Eastern end the boundary

had been put down Warrington Road, the atfcery of that part of
the community.

Hooten Gardens and Timperley Lane estates feed

towards Warrington Road and to the east is a perfect natural
boundary the Bedford Brook.

The eastern end made the ward

some 7 miles long as the crow flies, longer by car to the remote
village of Kenyon.

This boundary splits the communities of Land

Head and Lowton St. Mary's who had long ties with Golborne.
Dealing with Bickershaw Ward, he considered this an "enforced

marriaget! between the village of Bickershaw which had a frequent
bus service to Wigan town, Wigan postal address, and aphone
numbers.

The town centre of Leigh stuck on the Bickershaw

ward like a sore thumb - unworkable by political parties trying
V

to hold monthly ward meetings, and impossible for any Councillor
to represent.

It would be better that Bickershaw be combined

with Hindley Green, with improvements to HirriLey Green and
West Leigh,
Mr. Allen referred to Councillor Mrs. Williams1 Scheme.
The figures she had submitted were open to doubt.

While

her proposals for West Leigh, Leigh, Hope Carr, and Atherton
were not vastly different from the Council, the western
boundaries would not tie in with the rest of the Metropolitan
district without causing considerable changes to other boundaries.
He considered that Mrs. Williams proposed Atherton North
would not be easy for a Councillor to represent, and believed
that her Tyldesley ward proposal impcEsible.

The Higher Folds

district which she had referred to was connected to Tyldesley
town by two muddy bridle paths through industrial dereliction
and involved 3 unconnected bus routes.
Mr. P.M. Robinson (Wigan Metropolitan District Labour Party)
supported Mr. Allenfs submissions.
Councillor Stephen Fairbairn (representing Ince Conservative
Association) (Councillor for Orrell ward) maintained that all
parties agreed that the district of North Ashton should be
taken out of Orrell.

He agreed with Mr. Higgins that the M.6

motorway was a logical boundary, and did not accept the
Council's proposed division of Orrell, but preferred the
Commission's

proposals.

Councillor A. Rowlandson (ince Constituency Labour Party - Ince
Ward) stated that the Commission's proposed boundary for Ince
would split communities - if the Commission's proposals were
adopted the Church of St. Mary would remain in their Ince Ward,
but the associated School would be in Abram ward.

He referred

to the desirability of association of Churches and Schools;
and wished to keep the old Ince boundary.

He agreed with the

Council's proppsed boundary.
Mr. T, Barnes^ 252 Wigan Road, Standish, speaking as an ex-councillor
submitted letter (2/12/77) stating his opposition to re-warding
of Standish area.

He felt that there had been lack of information

given to the general public on matters of a ward or district
bondary.

His proposals were for Standish to revert to the original

boundary prior to re-organisation, with the exception of Standish
Lower Ground, but to include the Parishes of Shevington Moor,
Haigh and Worthington, closely linked with Standish, and forming
an electorate of 8,846 electors.

With the development of land

having outline planning permission (21 acres) and other development,
the electorate would reach 10,000 within the next few years.
Mr. Barnes submitted that Standish was a united community built
round its Churches and Schools, with 4 new schools and a High
School in course of erection.

He outlined the history and

development projects of the former Urban District, and the good
community amenities.

His fears were the danger of having no

local Councillors to represent the district owing to the strength
of other districi^committees. Mr«. Barnes submitted a letter
from the Reverend Canon C.E. Bramley of The Rectory, Standish,
who supported the claim for Standish to become a single ward in
its own right, on the grounds that :(a)

Standish was a closely knit community with a long history
dating back to Anglo-Saxon times;

(b)

Standish had little connection with Shevington, none with

Aspull (although Shevington ecclesiastically was formerly
in the Standish parish);
(c) the population of Standish was rising rapidly and
justified being a ward on its own;
(d)

as Rector of Standish for over 20 years he was aware
that local feeling doubted the adequacy of representation
of the proposed new boundary system.

Mrs. Marie Jones (representing Wigah Association for Physically ,
Handicapped (Whelley area) considered that the public would
prefer that the proposed Whelley ward be named "Scholes and Whelley"
Councillor A, Singer (Aspull and Standish) disagreed with Mr. T.
Barnes's contention regarding lack of representation for Standish.
He maintained that under the Council's and the Commission's
proposals, the people of Standish would have 6 elected members
representing their interests (Aspull and Standish wards).
representation would be spread over a wide area.

The

He did not

accept the Commission's proposals in relation to the New
area •
Springs area - but considered that this/was centred on Aspull
rather than Whelley.

He suflowted the Council on behalf of

the Aspull Labour Party.
Councillor W.S. Simmons (representing Westhoughton Constituency ,
Labour Party and Hindley and Hindley Green Labour Party) supported
the Council's proposals in respect of the proposed Hindley
and Hindley Green wards - the Commission's proposals he thought
were ludicrous.

Councillor Simmons stressed the desirability

of ensuring the affinity of communities, and in this connection
their religious community attachments should be maintained.
He gave full support to the Council's proposals.

Councillor Robert Matthew Lyons (Bryn ward) (President of In'ce
Constituency Labour Party) expressed his pleasure that there
appeared to be unity between the parties in relation to the
North Ashton District - that it should remain with Bryn ward,
he supported the Council's proposals.
Mr. Albert Southernj 4 Cherry Tree Grove, Atherton, quoted
from thenLeigh Weekly News" in reference to the system of
local government.

He referred to the "destruction" brought

about by local government reorganisation, and the loss :bf
identity.

He further mentioned the frustration resulting

from their remoteness of officials and the "faceless men
of Whitehall".

There were no district signs for Leigh; 1he

14 constituent authorities forming the Metropolitan Borough
were without a "name".

So far as Atherton was concerned,

Mr. Southern said "we belong to Manchester".
Councillor A.B. Coyle (Whelley) stated that the name "Whelley"
ward should be changed to^Scholesl1 He agreed with Councillors
Singer and Rowlandson in relation to Aspull and Ince.
Mr. Jack Harrison (Chairman of Wigan Metropolitan Co-ordinating
Committee) supported Mr. Williams regarding Leigh and south
east area.

He suggested the Council's maps were drawn with

political motives.
Mr. Alan E. Hart» Chief Executive, in his concluding remarks,
referred to the large number of representations made supporting
the Council's scheme - many from individuals with long standing
connections with the area.
He referred to the difficulties involved in the Orrell and Winstanley
areas, and the Council's efforts to deal with same in their
proposals.

Regarding the claim for Standish remaining a single

ward, there had been no comprehensive proposals put forward to

achieve this which did not create problems elsewhere.
The discussions on the Ince-Wheliy boundary in the "Scholes"
area and the suggestion for the ward name "Scholes and Whelley"
had been consitfeped.

While the Council would raise no objection

to the name, this could not be considered on the basis of the
Commission's draft Map.

The Scholes area had been split

through the mictHe.
Mr. Hart referred to Mrs. Williams»s scheme for 8 wards shewn
on her map submitted to the meeting, and to the electorate
statistics applicable to the proposals.

We dad not accept

her projections after careful checking.
In reference toMr. Fitzpatrickfs comments on the original
proposals submitted by the officers to the Council for their
consideration, this exercise was in the nature of a "first
attempt11 - it had not been possible to go into great detail
and following the consultations with Ordnance Survey officials,
the Council*s officers had realised this first scheme had certain
weaknesses*
Finally the Chief Executive Officer in pointing out the problems
of reconciling local interests in a large urban (and in places
semi-rural area) emphasized that the Council's scheme was
the best that could be devised, and urged that the Commission
give approval.

REPORT ANO RECOMMENDATIONS OF ASSISTANT
COMMISSIONED

-(l)

The Metropolitan Borough Council submitted a draft scheme of
representation on 29th April 1976, which provided for 24 wards
(3 members per ward).

The wards were numbered but not named.

The name of wards is a requirement of the Local Government
Act 1972, Section 78 (l) (a).
(2)

In terms of electoral equality of represmtation under the
Rules to be observed in accordance with Section 78 (2) and
Schedule 11 of the Act, fifteen of the Council's wards were
outside the Commission's usual tolerances, as under:Ward

Entitlement 1980

No. 3.
11

(3)

3- 57

5.

3.59

" 6.

2. 70

" 7.

2.68

" 8.

2. 65

11

9.

2. 63

" 10.

2. 58

" 13.

2. 39

11

15.

3. 83

11

17.

2. 56

" 18.

2. 44

" 19.

2. 33

" 21.

3. 60

» 22.

4, 23

" 23.

2. 61

Following correspondence and consultation with the Commission,
the Council, and Ordnance Survey, the Commission submitted a
draft scheme of representation in March 1977 for 24 named wards

u
(3 members per ward),.with Map and textual ward descriptions.
(4)

On 1st June 1977 the Council submitted to the Commission a
rejection of the Commission1s proposals, and forwarded a
revised etaft scheme with Map, and at the same time named the
wards, the names differing from those suggested by the Commission
in respect of certain wards,

(5)

The draft schemes referred to above were placed on deposit
for public inspection, as required by the Act, and the necessary
statutory notices and advertisements were published.

(6)

The Council's revised scheme shewed a degree of disparity
of entitlement - at one end of the scale - Abram (2.66) and
at the other - Aspull and Standish (3*43)»

The Commissions

draft scheme, on the other hand, shewed an improved "electoral
balance'1 over the area as a whole, the degree .of disparity
being shewn at Ince - (2,82) and Whelley (3.29).
(7)

Comparison of the respective Maps submitted by the Council
and the Commission indicated close approximation of ward bouriaries
in a number of wards.(This similarity was referred to in the
Chief Executive's submissions at the local meeting).

As

regards the ward boundaries, the Chief Executive assured the
Assistant Commissioner that both the Council's and the
Commission's were clearly defined.
(8)

From the Assistant Commissioner's own knowledge of the
Metropolitan Area, and as is apparent from the maps, the main
feature is the high concentration of population in certain
areas, with considerable areas of open land.

Inevitably therefore

the electoral equality fadnr must result in relatively small
ward areas in the conurbations, and wards of much larger size
in the rural or semi-rural parts.

There is no provision in the

Act for "weighting11 of representation in relation to the "social
stress" aspect of the urbanisations, nor the problems of
councillors representing the larger sparsely populated areas.
The Chief Executive, Mr. Hart, in his submissions argued that
electoral equality was not an absolute requirement, but one of
primary importance.

This argument is accepted to the extent

that absolute equality of numbers in each ward is unattainable;
nevertheless the Commission are required

to obsexvd;he rules

about equality of representation and "to have regard to" the rules
relating to identifiability of boundaries, and community ties.
(9)

In the case of the Orrell-Winstanley

(or .Billinge and Winstanley) Bryn

wards, the M»6 motorway appears to be the most natural boundary
between the Commission1s Orrell and Winstanley wards, and is
satisfactory on equality of representation.

To achieve this

equality the area of North Ashton should be included in the proposed
Orrell Ward.

If, and this is accepted, >&hat the motorway did

not sever community ties between North Ashton and Bryn, then a
ward boundary would be less likely to do so.

As regards the long

boundary between the Commission's Orrell and Winstanley wards,
there is a similar example^ in relation to both the Commission's
and the Council's Aspull (Aspull and Standish) wards.

There

was support for the Orrell ward as proposed by the Commission
from residents of the area (see Written Representations).

To

effect the Council's split of the Orrell - Billinge and Winstanley
wards on the northerly boundary of Billinge ari Winstanley, it
has been necessary to make an incursion southwards to take in
housing estate (Far Moor) separating this estate from the adjoining
estate (Great Moss).

Whilst this drawing of the boundary was

presumably for "electorate" purposes, it does not appear to be
as good a boundary as that obtained by the Commission's more regular

"straight" split, nor does it bring about the same degree of
equality of representation, as the respective figures shew.
The Assistant Commissioner considers the Commissions proposals
are better.

A large part of the former Billinge and Winstanley

urban district is now in the St. Helens Metropolitan Borough
and the retention of the name "Billinge & Winstanley" has no
significance.
(10)

The Commission's name "Winstanley" is preferred,

So far as the proposed Standish (Langtree) ward is•concerned^
the issue seems to be on the question of the ward name, as
the Council's and the Commission's boundaries and.electorate
are alike.

However the submissions from the Council, Mr. T.

Barnes, and the Reverend Canon C.E. Bramley, involve consideration
of the proposals for Aspull (Aspull & Standish). The
Assistant Commissioner agrees with the Chief Executive's
comments regardhg the limited alternatives to accomplishing
a completely satisfactory boundary solution.

What the

Council suggest however would result in an electorate of their
Aspull & Standish ward of 11,127 (3.43).

This it is considered

is unacceptable as being well outside the guide-lines and the
Commission's usual tolerances in respect of electoral equality.
It would result in under-representation of a large area.

Looking

at the Commission's and Borough Council's maps, the place name
"Standish-with-Langtree" appears firmly within the ward designated
as Aspull (Aspull & Standish).

The retention of the name "Standish"

is an understandable desire which has been accepted by the
Commission and the Council, as indicated by the name being
included in both sets of proposals.

The Commission's "Standish"

however appears more to relate to the former parish of Shevington.
The Council's proposed names £SK "Langtree" for "Standish", and
"Aspull-with-Stand.ish" for "Aspull" would in the circumstances
be more satisfactory.

The name "Aspull" cannot be left out in

view no doubt of the equally understandable wishes of the
residents of that former urban district. Double-barrelled
for
names are not usually satisfactory/wards, but because of the
admissible geographical problems and the representations made
by the Standish representatives, this solution is recommended.
In coining to this suggestion, the Assistant Commissioner can
see no reason why the community ties or adequacy of representation
should be impaired.
(11)

Dealing with the 5 wards, Norley, Newtown, Worsley Mesnes,
Beech Hill, and Whitley (Swinley) wards containing the major
part of the former Wigan Borough area, there is virtually
nothing at issue bettveen the Council and the Commission.
The Council suggested minor changes affecting the ward boundaries
with little effect on electorates.

Haing regard to the .concentrations

of population it is difficult to discern any breaking of
community ties'in the Commission's proposed boundaries, substantiated
as they are, by Ordnance Survey.

In view of this, the Commission's

draft is recommended, subject to the Council's suggestion for
the change of name "Whitley" to "Swinley11.

The name "Swinley"

appears prominently on the Council and Commission's maps,
and the origin of the name was explained at the local meeting.
(12)

The Chief Executive detailed the Council's alternative proposals
for the Whelley, Ince, and Hindley wards - which in turn affected
the Aspull and Standish and Abram wards.

The Assistant

Commissioner has already referred to Aspull and Standish wards,
which in relation to boundaries and electorate are considered
satisfactory on the basis of the Commission's draft scheme.
Changes proposed by the Council for "Whelley", "Ince", and "Hindley"
affect the Abram ward to the extent of reducing the electorate
in that ward to 8,622 (2.65).

As was stated previously in

the case of the Council's Aspull-with-Standish electorate, the

figure is unacceptable from the representation aspect.

Although

therefore the Council's estimate of electorate for their
suggested Whelley, Ince, Hindley, would be within the guide-lines,
the "ripple" effect on the other wards named above lead the
Assistant Commissioner to accept the Commission's proposals
as being better electorally with clearly defined boundaries.
(13)

The Council's alternative proposals for the Bryn and Ashton
(Makerfield wards) are based largely on community ties.
They do suggest that their electorate figures has advantages
over the Commission's.

The latter statement is not accepted by

the Assistant Commissioner.

It is true that the Council's

figures are approximate in both wards, but shew a degree of
under-representation as against those of the Commission.
The Dryn ward has been referred to earlier in this report and
the acceptance of the motorway as an ideal natural boundary
between the Orrell-Bryn and Winstanley wards precludes the
amalgamation of North Ashton with Bryn, and therefore
Council's electorate figures are unacceptable.

As regards

Ashton (Makerfield) ward tie choice of two main roads^ppears
to be the issue on the southern boundary, and both differ
on the south-eastern boundary.

These are identifiable boundaries,

but the Commission's ward provides an electorate which is
better represented.

The Council name the ward "Makerfield" -

the Commission "Ashton11.

Having looked closely at the area,

there is a location "Ashton Heath", whereas the sole name
"Makerfield" is not apparent.

For this reason only, the

Commission's name "Ashton" is recommended.

The reason given

by the Council for the choice of "Makerfield11 because the ward
would include parts of both Ashton and Golborne is difficult
to understand.

(14)

In the case of: the Golborne (Lightshaw) and Hope Carr wards
there is contention in respect of boundaries.

Both the

Council's and the .Commission's bouniiries follow identifiable
routes, but the electorate figures submitted by the Commission
provide for better equality as between the two wards*

It is

stated that as the Golborne and Lowton communities are two
communities which value their separate identity strongly,
the name "Lightshaw" is preferred locally.

Whilst the logic

of this is difficult to understand, there is a "Lightshaw
Hall" located in the ward, and the local preference for the name
"Lightshaw" is accepted.
(15)

The Council's proposals for the three wards liickershaw
(Westleifth), Lei^h (Lei^h Central), and Hindley Green (Hindley
Green A Dickershaw) have been studied very carefully} the
Commission's proposals being the most:"v part criticisedi\ of thoir

draft scheme. The Assistant Commissioner attempted a number
of exercises for the purpose of suggesting alteratives to
improve the irregular shape of the Commission's Hindley Green
ward and to increase the electorate for the proposed Leigh
ward.

However, the difficulties became obvious particularly

in regard to Lei^h and those same difficulties have been
apparent in respect of both the Commission's and the Council's
schemes.

Both sets of proposals involve splitting the Leififh

central area in order to achieve electoral balance In rotation
to the adjoining wards*
and Bickershaw wards.

The same applies to tho Hindley Green
The Council's proposals for th©

establishment of their Westlei^h ward do, in the opinion of
the Assistant Commissioner, produce unsatisfactory boundaries,
and whilst a genuine effort has been made to facilitate
their proposed three wards, it does seem that their Westleiffh
ward has been to some extent "artificially" created to fit

their suggestions for Leigh and Hindley Green & Bickershaw.
The result of the Council's proposals does not prevent a
of'
splitting/the Leigh central area any more than the Commission
could avoid the same end, but the electorate for the Council's
Hindley Green & Bickershaw ward gives a figure of 8,650
(2,66), and this is not acceptable.

The Assistant Commissioner

considers that despite the unusual shape of the Commission's
Hindley Green ward, nevertheless the boundaries are clearly
identifiable, and as previously stated, the Council's
Westleigh ward is not clearly identifiable as far as the
Assistant Commissioner can see.

In the circumstances the

Assistant Commissioner is bound to prefer the Commission's
solution For this difficult area in view of the weakness
in the Council's scheme.

In regard to the naming of the wards,

as the Assistant Commissioner is unable to accept the Council's
proposals for Westleigh; that area.locally known as Westleigh
will be included in the Hindley Green ward, and the name
Westleigh is therefore superfluous.

As regard^ Leigh Central, -

in the ordinary way the addition of "Central" implies there
are adjoining wards, e*g. "Leigh West", "Leigh East", etc.
However the Chief Executive stated that "Central" had been
added to emphasise that the central area was the basis of the
ward.

For this reason, the Council's proposed name is accepted,

and recommended.

"Bickershaw" is quite clearly a local name,

and the Commission's proposed name is appropriate.
(l6)

A change of the westerly boundary of the Astley (Bedford and
Astley) is proposed by the Council, but the proposal is dependent
on their previously suggested Leigh Central ward boundary.
The Cou-ncil's Leigh Central proposals have not been accepted,
and therefore no change can be recommended in respect of the
A e-4- 1 *air
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proposals involve the splitting of an urbanised area.
The suggestion that the ward be named Bedford and Astley
is accepted as part of the "Bedford11 area lies within the
Astley (Bedford & Astley) ward.
(l?)

Consideration has been given to the Council's submissions
on three wards, Atherton, Hindsford and Tyldesley (East).
There appears to be no point at issue between the Commission's
and the Council's proposals for Tyldesley.

The name

"Tyldesley East" has been put forward to emphasise that it
does not include "the historical centre of Tyldesley".
The Council's suggested name is accepted.
With regard to the Council's proposed slight alteration of the
boundary' between Atherton and Hindsford, this is a minor
alteration to the Commission's boundary involving the
transfer of 100 electors in the Market Place area from
Hindsford to Atherton.

There would be no consequential effect

on any other ward, and the Council's suggested boundary at
this point is clearly defined.

The Assistant Commissioner

would recommend this amendment to the Commission's draft scheme.
(l8)

Having dealt with the Council's official draft scheme, it
is necessary for the Assistant Commissioner to deal with the
matters raised by the other organisations and individuals,
although those representations made in support of the Council's
draft scheme, have already been covered in this report.
Mr. William Higgins (Conservative Association) in his
representative and individual capacity supported the Commission's
draft scheme, as did Councillor Dowling and Mr. F« Somers and
Mr. N. Somers - they opposed the Council's draft scheme.

The Wigan Metropolitan Liberal Association (Mr, Fitzpatrick)
having first indicated some support for the Commission's
proposals, subsequently re-considered and gave support to
the Council1s draft scheme.

Mr. Fitzpatrick1s comments in

regard to community representation and accountability of
elected representatives will be dealt with in the A&stant
Commissioner's Summary.
(19)

The Newton Constituency Labour Party's scheme when first
submitted, objected to the Council's original draft scheme,
and the Party put forward their own proposals, which in terms
of equality of electorate were reasonable.

When these figures

(based on 1975 electorate) were projected into 1980, the
result was not as good.

The map which accompanied their

scheme appeared to delineate extreme irregularity and would
have been unacceptable in respect of equal representation and
identifiable boundaries.

The Party were represented at the

meeting by Mr. Dennis Allen and his submissions were taken
to represent the Newton Party's views.
(20)

The Leirrh Parliamentary Constituency Conservative Association
objected to the Commission's scheme as previously stated.
Their suggestion relating to Tyldesley boundary re-alignment
was difficult to follow without sufficient detail.

Their

objections presumably related to both the Council's and
Commission' s schemes*
(21)

Leigh Labour Association's objections were also taken up by
Mr. D. Allen representing the Association at the meeting.
The maintenance of the Leigh area as a "nucleate entity" is not
possible electorally as both the Council's and the Commission's
draft schemes make clear.

(22)

Old Koad Labour Club's objections were directed to the
proposals affecting Ashton and Golborne,

Their plea

for

retention of existing Ward 14 was not viable in view of the
ill-effect on other wards.

The Council also did not accept

the Club's suggestions.
(23)

Leigh Constituency Labour Party's submissions regarding
the lack of attention given to the geography and history
of the area and the Commission's obsession with electoral
equality, while understandable, nevertheless, as with other
objections, failed to appreciate the necessity to deal with
the whole of the Metropolitan Borough and to secure the
prime objective of electoral equality and identifiable
boundaries.

(24)

Mr. Allen also represented them at the meeting.

Wigan Metropolitan District Co-ordinating Committee submitted
a Leigh Constituency map with their proposals which were
identical to those of Mrs. M. Williams in regard to the
constituency.

Even though a map was supplied, their remarks

were difficult to follow for the purpose of detailed
examination.
Wigan and Ince
(25)

They accepted the Commission's proposals for
Constituencies.

Westhoughton Division Conservative Association (Standish & District)
were clear in relation to alternative ward names, but the
other points they made were not clear at all in the absence
of a map or electoral figures to elucidate their suggestions.

(26)

Mr. G_« Meadows's suggestions on behalf of the Standish area
residents could not be accepted in any review of electoral
ward boundaries - he appeared to wish for the

re-constitution

of the wards boundaries prior to local government
i.e.

Standish-with-Langtree.

re-organisation

(27)

Councillor Mrs. M. Williams re-affirmed at the meeting her
written proposals described in plan, which were in opposition
to the Council's and the Commission's draft scheme, particularly
in relation to the "eastern" wards.

Her projections of

electorate for the wards she referred to are doubtful indeed.
Moreover, the "ripple" effect on other wards if such proposals
were accepted would be considerable.

Based on alternative

projections of electorate in relation to the wards delineated
on her map, the "ripple" effect would be to reduce the Hindley
Green ward to something under 7,000 and the Bickershaw ward
to a figure of 2,000 plus.

The main objective as it appeared

from Mrs. Williamsfs argument was to secure suitable County
Electoral Divisions and Parliamentary Constituencies, which
is not of course a matter for consideration by this
Commission at this time.
(28)

Leigh Borough Constituency Conservative Association * while
indicating in their written representations objections "in
principle" did not put forward any alternative proposals.

(29)

Mr. Stephen Fairbairn (Ince Conservative Association) supported
the "North Ashton area" transfer to Bryn - agreeing with the
Labour Party in this idea.

The Assistant Commissioner's

comments on this suggestion previously reported apply equally
to Mr, Fairbairn1s suggestion.
(30)

Councillor A. Rowlandson's suggestions for the retention of
the Old Ince Boundary overlooked the electoral effect in
adjoining wards.

The Commission's Ince ward is reasonably

compact as regards the built-up area, and the boundaries are
identifiable.
(31)

Mrs. M. Jones (as representative for the Wigan Association for
Physically Handicapped) was supported by the Council in her
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suggestion for "Scholes and Whelley" in place of "Whelley".
Although the Council's boundary differed from the Commission's,
"Whelley'1 was the name suggested by both, and it would not
serve any useful purpose to alter the name as suggested.
(32)

Councillor A, Singer's comments in relation to the New Springs,
area being centred on Aspull rather than Whelley are not obvious
from inspection; also the proposal would create further
imbalance in respect of both the Whelley and Aspull wards,

(33)

Councillor W.S. Simmons in referring to the Commission's
scheme for Hindley and Hindley Green as being lacking on
"affinity" grounds follow- similar arguments made over the area
as a whole.

It is not accepted that the drawing of local

government ward boundaries thereby in some way destroys
existing relationships between communities,
(34)

Councillor Robert Matthew Lyons (Bryn) also advocated the
transfer of North Ashton to the Bryn ward, and the Assistant
Commissioner has previously dealt with this matter in the report

(35)

Mr, Albert Southern's criticism of the whole review did not
specify particular, but only general objections.

His point

concerning Atherton being associated with Manchester is not
one that this Commission can deal with,
(36)

Councillor A.B« Coyle's suggestion for change of name Whelley - Scholes has been dealt with earlier.„Generally in
relation to the Council's draft scheme, he maintained the
political objectivity of the Council1s scheme.

His point was

noted by the Assistant Commissioner.
(37)

Mr..Jack Harrison in supporting Councillor Mrs. Williams on
the Leigh and South East Area suggested that the Councillors
Hr^w the Council's district man had "oolitical views".

Councillor Mrs. Williams's draft scheme has been dealt with
in the report,
(38) Mr, Denis Allen spoke at some length at the local meeting
on behalf of the various Labour Party groups.

His case was

basically that the Commission should accept the Council's
draft scheme, although he admitted that the scheme was not
flawless.

In the formulation of the Labour Groups1 overall

proposals, each division or group had produced their own ideas,
which were then consolidated.

This was a democratic method

to adopt, but it seemed to the Assistant Commissioner that
in order to achieve an acceptable comromise, the Party's
proposals, like those of the Council resulted in unacceptable
under-representation and over-representation in certain wards.
Mr, Allen approved the Commission's "Wigan" solution, but
condemned the one for the "Leigh" conurbation and the
eastern wards.

His criticism of the Commission's alleged

"obsession" with electoral equality can be countered by his
Party's emphasis on the preservation of boundaries at the
.expense of electoral equality.

The Council admitted that the

Commission's boundaries were clearly identifiable, and the
Assistant Commissioner is satisfied that the Commission paid
careful attention to this factor in the "criteria".

Mr.

Allen, to give an example, criticised the Commission's Hope Carr
Astley boundary along Warrington Road.

Having looked at this

area, the Assistant Commissioner considers Warrington Road to
be a natural and logical boundary.

He also referred to the

"outrageous dismemberment" of the former Borough of Leigh.
This is an exaggeration.

The former Borough like the former

County Borough, with their heavily concentrated area inevitably
involved splitting of the districts, as both the Commission's
and the Council's schemes recognise.

As a politician. Mr. Allen

is understandably concerned that the revision of ward boundaries
may make "difficulties" for councillors getting round to their
constituents.

But, looking at the Council's existing wards,

and the Council's revised scheme, and the proposals of Mr.
Allen himself, the so-called difficulties would still be there.
It is not, however, accepted that in the Metropolitan area as
avhole, the difficulties are as great as he maintains.

The

system of communications by road and transport are Aove
average.

What Mr. Allen alleges to be other boundary defects

in the Commission's draft scheme have been examined, but
the Assistat Commissioner cannot really find any glaring
boundary defects.

Generally, in view of Mr. Allen's representation

of the several Labour groups, the Assistant Commissioner carried
out alternative statistical exercises in dealing with his
comments.

His/letailed representations were useful to the

Assistant Commissioner, affording an opportunity for proper
examination, but after consideration, the Assistant

Commissioner

is satisfied with the Commission's proposals as being objective
and electorally sound.

The community ties aspect of Mr. Allen's

case is also dealt with in the summary below.
SUMMARY
In an area as large as the Metropolitan Borough, which was formed
by the combination of a County Borough, a non-County Borough,
and a number of urban districts with varying populations, it
was to be expected that the question of "community ties" would
be a problem in the revision of ward boundaries.

To achieve

equality of representation as far as possible, obviously communities
in the urbanised areas have to be divided solely for the purpose
of establishing satisfactory electoral wards - this is so whether
or not the revision is undertaken by a Commission or the Council.

The existing wards, drawn up at short notice owing to the
pressure of local government reorganisa-tion> are totally
unrepresentative and illogical.

This fact must be accepted

as the starting point before any examination or discussion
of revised boundaries can begin.

Whilst it is accepted

that the representative organisations conscientiously believe
that they are speaking for their constituents, there was not
a great deal of evidence to indicate itet individual
independent communities or individuals looked upon the
revision as a means of breaking up of communities or
associations.

Alteration of these ward boundaries does not,

in the opinion of the Assistant Commissioner, affect in any
way existing relationships and community life of the citizens.
Postal addresses and township descriptions are not altered by
the revision, and one cannot accept that ward boundaries defined
on a map automatically erect barriers between communities.
There is no doubt that the review has resurrected old debates
and arguments, which were relevant at the time of local
government reorganisation.
The Assistant Commissioner believes that the Commission's
draft proposals form the basis for sound representation, and
can only improve the existing good local government system
which operates in the Metropolitan Borough of Wigan.
The Assistant Commissioner is indebted to all the organisations
and individuals mentioned in this report for their participation
and co-operation.
The Assistant Commissioner feels bound to record appreciation
of the assistance given to him by the Chief Executive and his
Electoral Registration officers in providing statistical and
other information for the purpose of examining the weight of
objections, and alternative proposals.

XECOMMENPATIONS
I recommend that :-

•1 . '-. l
; ' • ; i(a) the Atherton-Hindsford boundary 4>e amended (easterly
boundary of Atherton, westerly boundary of Hindsford,)
involving the transfer of 100 electors from Hindsford
to Atherton be accepted and approved;
(b) the wards be named as under - the electorates, and
number of councillors per ward being stated;
Wards

;

Electorate - 1980

No. of Councillors
per ward

LANGTfiEE

9934

3

0;<iiELL

9629

3

WINSTANLEY

9878

N011LEY

9461

BEECH HILL

9306

3

10083

3

3WINLEY

9319

3

NEWTOWN

9377

3

10320

3

BiOfN

9550

3

ASHTON

9969

3

ABUAM

9835

3

INCE

9150

3

WHELLEY

10671

3

HINDLEY

9399

3

BICKEKSHAW

98l5

3.

LIGHT5HAW

9331

3

HOl'E CAiW

9458

3

LEIGH CENTiiAL

9325

3

HINDLEY GJU3EN

9984

3

ATIIEKTON

9738

3

BEi3FO*i>-ASTLEY

9972

3

ASPULL-STANDISH

WOKSLEY-MBSNES

'

'

3
3
.

Continued
HINDSFOllD

10162

3

9853

3

233519

24

TYLUESLEY EAST

Total:

(c) subject to the above, the Commission's draft scheme
be accepted and approved.

/

( Signed )•

y >

~

•••••••*•••••

(W. By/on).
Assistant Commissioner.
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Self

Self
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-doSelf
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Self
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Wigan M.B.C.

SCHEDULE 2
METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF WIG AN s NAMES Oj? PROPOSED WARDS AND NUMBER OF COUNCILLORS
NAME OF WARD
:

"

NO OF COUNCILLORS

Abram

3

Ashton

3

Aspull-Standish

3

Atherton

3

Bedford-Astley

3

Beech HiU

3

Bickershaw

3

Bryn

3

Hindley

3

Hind ley Green

3

Hind s ford

3

Hope Carr

3

Ince

3

Lang-tree

3

Leigh Central

3

Lightshaw

3

Kewtovm

3

Norley

3

Qrrell

3

'Swinley

3

Tyldealey East

3

Whelley

3

Winstanley
Worsley Mesnes

.3
3.

SCHEDULE 3

METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF WIGAN

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.

ORRELL WARD

Commencing at a point where the western boundary of the Borough meets the
southern boundary of Shevington CP, thence southeastwards along said CP
boundary to the M6 Motorway, the'nce generally southwards and southeast*
wards along said motorway to Low Bank Road, thence southwestwards along
said road to the southern boundary of the Borough,.thence generally westwards and northwestwards along said borough boundary to and generally
northeastwards along the western boundary of the Borough to the point of
commencement.

WINSTANLET WARD
r*

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Orrell Ward meets the
southern boundary of Shevington CP, thence eastwards along said CP
boundary to the footbridge over the River Douglas, west of Crooke Bridge
over the Leeds and Liverpool Canal, thence southeastwards along the track
from said bridge to, and southwards, southwestwards and southeastwards
along the footpath, west of Cuthbert Scotts, to and crossing Walthew
House Lane in a straight line to the northern boundary of the Playing Helds,
thence eastwards along said northern boundary and southeastwards and
southwestwards along the eastern and southern boundaries of said playing
fields to the access way between No 169 Kitt Green Road and No 2 Eccles
Road, thence southwards along said access way to Kitt Green Road, thence
southwestwards along said road to City Road, thence southwards and
southwestwards along said road and Loch Street to Orrell Road, thence
southeastwards along said road to Park Road, thence southwestwards and
northwestwards along said road to Baldwin Street, thence southwestwards
along said street to the junction of said street with Redwood Avenue
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and Brook Lane, thence southeastwards along said junction to Brook Lane,
thence southwestwards along said lane to Smithy Brook, thence southeastwards along said brook to the Upholland - Wigan Wallgate railway line,
thence eastwards and northeastwards along said railway to Little Lane,
thence southeastwards along said lane to a point opposite the western
boundary of No 27 Little Lane, thence eouthwestwards to and along said
western boundary to the northeastern boundary of parcel No 0001 on OS
1:2500 plan SD 5&03 Edition of 1959, thence southeastwards along said
boundary to Lady Lane, thence southwestwards and southeastwards along
said lane to Clap Gate Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to
Warrington Road, thence southeastwards and southwards along said road
to the northern carriageway of the roundabout, being the intersection of
said road with the M6.Motorway, thence southwestwards along said
carriageway to the western carriageway of said motorway, thence southwestwards along said carriageway to the eastern boundary of Orrell Ward,
thence northwestwards and northwards along said ward boundary to the
point of commencement.

NORLEY WARD

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Winstanley
Ward meets the southern boundary of Shevington CP, thence southeastwards
and northeastwards along said CP boundary and continuing northeastwards
and southeastwards along the River Douglas to Close Brook, thence
generally southwestwards along said brook to Scot Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to Matheson Drive, thence westwards and southwestwards along said drive to Montrose Avenue, thence southwestwards along
said avenue to the southwesterly end of Sherwood Crescent (Sherwood
Drive end), thence southeastwards along said crescent to Sherwood Drive,
thence southwestwards and southwards along said drive to a point opposite
the northern boundary of No 160 Sherwood Drive, thence westwards to
and along said northern boundary to the rear boundary of said property,
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thence southwestwards along said rear boundary and the rear boundaries
of Nos 158-66 Sherwood Drive to the southern boundary of No 66 Sherwood
Drive, thence southeastwards along said southern boundary to Sherwood Drive,
thence southwestwards and southeastwards along said drive to Ormekirk Road,
thence westwards along said road to Enfield Street, thence southeastwards
along said street to Billinge Road, thence southwestwards along said road
to the northeastern boundary of Winstanley Ward, thence westwards and
northeastwards along said ward boundary to the point of commencement.

NEWTOWN WARD

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Winstanley Ward
meets the eastern boundary of Norley Ward, thence generally northwestwards,
northeastwards and northwestwards along said eastern boundary to the
Gathurst.- Wigan Wallgate railway line, thence southeastwards along said
railway to the Preston - Golborne Junction railway line, thence southeastwards along said railway line to the Leeds and Liverpool Canal, thence
southwestwards along said canal and the Leigh Branch of said canal to a
point being the prolongation southeastwards of the northeastern boundary
of No 106 Poolstock, thence northwestwards along said prolongation and
said boundary to the road known as Poolstock, thence northeastwards along
said road to Tipping Street, thence northwestwards along said street to
the access way to the rear of Nos 109-1^5 Poolstock, thence southwestwards
along said access way to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of
the Cricket Ground, thence northwestwards to and along said boundary to
the southern boundary of the Cotton Mill, thence eastwards along said
southern boundary to the eastern boundary of said mill, thence northwestwards along said boundary to the northern boundary of No 29 Tipping Street,
thence eastwards along said northern boundary to said street, thence
northwestwards along said street to the access way

from

said street

to the rear of the properties in Baker Street, thence westwards along
said access way to a point opposite the rear boundary of No 77 Baker Street,
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thence northwards along said rear boundary and generally northwards and
northwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 79-115 Baker Street to
the westernmost point of No 115 Baker Street, thence due northwestwards
from said point to Poolstock Brook, thence northwestwards along said brook
to the River Douglas, thence northwestwards along said river to the Wigan
Wallgate - Upholland railway line, thence southwestwards along said railway
line and the northeastern boundary of Winstanley Ward to the point of
commencement.

BEECH HILL WARD

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Newtown Ward
meets the northern boundary of Norley Ward, thence northwestwards along
said northern boundary to the eastern boundary :of Shevington CP,'thence
northwestwards along said CP boundary to the northern boundary of parcel
No 0537 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 54-5508 Edition of 1969, thence northeastwards along said northern boundary and the northern boundary of parcel
No 1200 to the northeastern corner of the last mentioned parcel being at
Grid Reference SD 5517008454, thence southeastwards from said point in a
straight line to the western most point of parcel No 5735 being at National
Grid Reference SD 5544708429, thence southeastwards along the southwestern
boundary of said parcel and the southwestern boundary of parcel No 6231 to
the western boundary of parcel No 7314, thence southwards along said boundary
to the footpath that leads from the Reservoir to Upper Wood Farm, thence
southeastwards and northeastwards along said footpath and continuing
northeastwards and southeastwards along the unnamed "road to Standish Wood
Lane, thence southeastwards and southwestwards along said lane to a point
opposite the northeastern boundary of parcel No 6500 on OS 1:2500 plan
SD 56-5708 Edition of 1960, thence southeastwards to and along said
boundary to the unnamed road that leads from Standish Wood Lane to Wigan
Road, via the property known as Brockhurst, thence northeastwards along
said road to the unnamed road that runs to the east of the properties
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known as Gidlow New Houses, thence southeast wards along said unnamed
road to the unnamed road that leads from Brimelow Harm to Gidlow Cemetery,
thence northeastwards along said unnamed road to the footpath adjacent
to the southern boundary of said cemetery, thence southeastwards to,
southeastwards and eastwards along said footpath and in prolongation
thereof to the Preston - Wigan North Western railway line, thence southwards along said railway to Buckley Street, thence westwards along said
street to Gidlow Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to Park Road,
thence southwestwards along said road to Woodhouse Lane, thence southeast^
wards along said lane to Gorman Street, thence southwestwards along said
street and in prolongation thereof to the northeastern boundary of Newtown
Ward, thence northwestwards along said ward boundary to the point of
commencement*

SWINLEY WARD

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Newtown Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Beech Hill Ward, thence generally northeastwards
and northwards along said eastern boundary and continuing northwards along
the Wigan North Western - Preston railway line to Wigan Road, thence southeastwards along said road to a point opposite the western boundary of
parcel No 8570 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 56-5708 Edition of 1960, thence northwards to and northeastwards along said western boundary, the northern
boundary of parcel No 0085, and 0085 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 58-5908 Edition
of 1959 to and southeastwards along the southwestern boundary of parcel
No 0590 to the western boundary of Haigh CP, thence generally southeastwards along said CP boundary and continuing generally southwards along
the River Douglas to the road known as Millgate, thence southwestwards
along said road to Harrogate Street, thence southwards along said street
to Darlington Street, thence northwestwards along said street to Chapel
Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to the northeastern boundary
of Newtown Ward, thence northwestwards along said ward boundary to the

point of commencement.

WHELLET WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Swinley Ward meets
the southern boundary of Haigh CP, thence" generally eastwards along said
CP boundary to the Leeds and Liverpool Canal, thence southeastwards and
south'westwards along said canal to the unnamed road at Peel Hall Bridge,
thence westwards along said road to the access way that leads to the rear
of No 85 Holt Street, thence northeastwards along said access way to a
point opposite the southern boundary of No 85 Holt Street, thence westwards to the southeastern corner of said property, thence northwards
along the rear boundary of said property and northwestwards and southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 83-55 Holt Street to the
northern boundary of Rosebridge County Secondary School, thence southwestwards along said northern boundary to the northwestern corner of said
school, thence southwestwards in a straight line to the southernmost
point of the Tennis Courts at the northern end of Kirkless Street, thence
southwestwards to and along said street to the road known as Birkett
Bank, thence southwestwards along said road and southwestwards and northwestwards along the road known as Hardybutts to Vauxhall Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point opposite the southern boundary of
Nos 3^ and 36 Vauxhall Road, thence southwestwards to and along said
southern boundary to the rear boundary of said properties, thence northwestwards along said rear boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos 32-6
Vauxhall Road and in prolongation thereof to the road known as Bradshawgate,
thence southwestwards along said road to Wellington Street, thence southeastwards along said street to the westerly section of the road known as
Hardybutts, thence southwestwards along said road to Warrington Lane,
thence northwestwards along said lane to the road known as Scholes, thence
southwestwards along said road to the eastern boundary of Swinley Ward,
thence generally northwards along said ward boundary to the point of

commencement.
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BRYN WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Orrell Ward meets the
southeastern boundary of Winstanley Ward, thence northeastwards along said
southeastern boundary and northwards along the eastern boundary of said
ward to Willow Street, thence eastwards along said street to the western
boundary of parcel No 9529 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 56-5702 Edition of 1960,
thence southwards along said western boundary to the southern boundary of
said parcel, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the southern
boundary of parcel No 1^36, thence eastwards along said boundary and the
southern boundary of parcel No 102? to the eastern boundary of parcel no
2900, thence southeastwards along said boundary and~ the eastern boundary
of parcel No 2900 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 56-5701 Edition of 1960 to the
southern boundary of parcel No 3700, thence northeastwards along said
boundary and the southern boundary of parcel No 3700 on OS 1:2500 plan
SD 56-5702 Edition of 1960 to the western boundary of parcel No 6224,
thence southeastwards along said boundary to the southern boundary of
parcel No 6224, thence northeastwards along said boundary and the southeastern boundary of parcel No 0048, and the southeastern boundary of
parcel No 00*f7 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 58-5902 Edition of 1976 to National
Grid Reference SD 5800802404, thence due southeastwards to the Wigan
North Western - Bryn railway line, thence southwestwards along said railway to the bridge that carries Bryn Gates Lane, thence southeastwards in
a straight line from said point to National Grid Reference SD 5838500109
being a point at the gate between Woods Lane and the track leading to
Potter's Farm, thence, northwestwards and southwestwards along said track
to the northeastern boundary of said farm, thence generally southeastwards
along said boundary and generally southwestwards along the southeastern
boundary of said farm to Bryn Road, thence northwestwards along said road
to Bryn Road South, thence southeastwards along said road to Alexandra
Road, thence southwestwards and westwards along said road to Wigan Road,
thence southeastwards along said road to Bryn Street, thence southwest-
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wards and southwards along said street to Liverpool Road, thence southwestwards and northwestwards along said road to the southern boundary of
the Borough, thence northwestwards along said borough boundary to the
southern boundary of Orrell Ward, thence northeastwards along said
boundary to and northwestwards along the eastern boundary of said ward to
the point of commencement.
WORSLEY. - MESNES WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Winstanley Ward meets
the southern boundary of Newtown Ward, thence northeastwards and southeastwards along said southern boundary to the Leeds and Liverpool Canal
(Leigh Branch), thence southwestwards and southeastwards along said canal
to the Wigan North Western - Bryn railway line, thence southwestwards
along said railway to the northern boundary of Bryn Ward, thence northwestwards, southwestwards and again northwestwards and southwestwards along
said ward boundary to the eastern boundary of Winstanley Ward, thence
generally northwestwards along said boundary to the point of commencement.
INGE WARD
Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Newtown Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Swinley Ward, thence generally northeastwards along
said eastern boundary to the southern boundary of Whelley Ward, thence
generally eastwards along said southern boundary to and northeastwards
along the southeastern boundary of said ward to Withington Lane, thence
southeastwards along said lane to a point due north of the northernmost
corner of parcel No 1^39 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 6106,-Edition of 19?8, thence
due southwards to said corner and southwestwards and southeastwards along
the western boundary of parcel No 1^39 to the southernmost corner of said
parcel, thence southeastwards in a straight line to the southwestern
corner of parcel No 2200 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 6105, Edition of 1959,
thence southwards and southeastwards along the western and southwestern
boundaries of parcel No 2700 and continuing southwestwards along the southwestern boundary of parcel No *l088 to the track leading southwestwards .from
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Hindley Hall Farm to the Works, thence southwestwards along said track to
the southern boundary of said Works, thence southeastwards along said
boundary to the southernmost corner of said Works, thence southeastwards
in a straight line to a point in Highfield Road at National Grid
Reference SD 6158905257 being a point opposite the footpath leading from
said road to the Hindley-Wigan Wallgate Railway Line, thence southwards to
and along said footpath to said railway, thence southwestwards and northwestwards along said railway to the railway siding from Springs Branch
Junction that serves Central Wagon Works, thence southwestwards along said
railway to said junction, thence southeastwards along the Wigan North
Western - Golborne Junction railway line to Liverpool Junction, thence
southwards and southwestwards along the Wigan North Western - Bryn railway
line to the eastern boundary of Worsley - Mesnes Ward, thence generally
northwestwards along said ward boundary to and northeastwards and northwestwards along the southeastern and northeastern boundaries of Newtown
Ward to the point of commencement.
ASHTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets the
southern boundary of Bryn Ward, thence southeastwards and northeastwards
along said ward boundary to the eastern boundary of said ward, thence
generally northwards, eastwards and northwards along said ward boundary
to Bryn Gates Lane, thence eastwards along said lane to Park Brook, .
thence southwestwards along said brook to and continuing southwestwards
and southeastwards along the western boundary of parcel No 6655 on OS
1:2500 plan SD 58-5901 Edition of 1975, to and southeastwards along the
northeastern boundary of parcel No 5633 to and continuing southeastwards
along the northern boundary of parcel No 5500 to the western boundary of
parcel No 0938, thence southwards along said boundary to and southeastwards along the southern boundary of said parcel to the western boundary
of parcel No 0313) thence southwestwards along said western boundary to
the northern boundary of parcel No 0006, thence eastwards and southeast-
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wards along said boundary to the eastern boundary of said parcel, thence

southwestwards along said eastern boundary and the eastern boundary of
parcel No 1200 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 58-5900 Edition of 1960, to and
crossing Coffin Lane to the southern side of said lane, thence generally
eastwards along said side of lane and the southern boundary of the
property known as Baldwins to Bolton Road, thence southwestwards along
said road to National Grid Reference SD 59355007H5* thence due eastwards
to the Wigan North Western - Golborne Junction Railway Line, thence southeastwards and southwards along said railway to Church Street, thence
southwestwards along said street and High Street to Heath Street, thence
northwestwards along said street and Harvey Lane and in prolongation thereof to the southern boundary of the Borough, thence northwards, westwards
and northwestwards along said borough boundary to the point of commencement.

ABRAM WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Ashton Ward meets the
eastern boundary of Bryn Ward, thence northeastwards along said eastern
boundary, the southeastern boundary of Worsley-Mesnes Ward and the southeastern boundary of Ince Ward to the dismantled Central Station (Wigan) Culcheth railway line, thence southeastwards along said dismantled railway
to a point opposite the southern boundary of parcel No 0064 on CS 1:2500
plan SD 6200 Edition of 1960, thence northwestwards to and along said
boundary and the southern boundary of parcel No 0064 on CS 1:2500 plan
SD 60-6100 Edition of 1960 and continuing northwestwards along the southern
boundaries of parcels Nos 0069, 8?75, 8278, 7683, and 6883 and the southwestern boundary of parcel No 6189 to Park Lane, thence northwestwards
along said lane to a point opposite the footpath that leads from Park
Lane to Crankwood Road, thence southwestwards to and along said footpath
to Crankwood Road, thence westwards along said road to a point opposite
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the northwestern boundary of parcel No 17^0, thence southwestwards to and
along said boundary to the Leeds and Liverpool Canal, (Leigh Branch),
thence southeastwards along said canal to a point due north of the northernmost corner of parcel No 4600, thence due southwards to said corner, thence
generally southwestwards along the northwestern boundary of said parcel and
the northwestern boundary of parcel No 4600 on OS 1:2500 plan SJ 60-6199
Edition of 19&0 and' continuing southwestwards along the northwestern
boundary of parcel No 21?6 and the northern boundary of parcel No 8966 to
Wigan Road, thence northwards along said road to a point opposite the
footpath that leads'from said road to the Foot Bridge over the Wigan North
Western - Golborne.Junction railway line, thence southwestwards to and along
said footpath and northwestwards and southwestwards across said footbridge
to the eastern boundary of Ashton Ward, thence northwestwards along said
eastern boundary and the northern boundary of said ward to the point of
commencement.

'

'

HINDLEY WARD
Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Abram Ward meets
the southeastern boundary of Ince Ward, thence generally northeastwards
along said southeastern boundary and northwestwards and northeastwards
along the northeastern boundary of said ward and continuing northeastwards and southeastwards along the track and unnamed road passing to the
north of Hindley Hall Farm and Hindley Hall (Club House) to Hall Lane,
thence northwards along said lane to a point opposite the
northern boundary of parcel No 0088, thence southeastwards to and along
said northern boundary and the northern boundary of parcel No 0088 on
OS 1:2500 plan SD 62-6305 Edition of 1959 to the eastern boundary of said
parcel, thence southwestwards along said eastern boundary to and continuing
southeastwards and eastwards along the southern boundary of parcel No ^500
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,

:

to Borsdane Brook, thence generally northeastwards along said brook to the
northeastern boundary of the Borough, thence generally southeastwards along
said borough boundary to a point opposite the eastern boundary of parcel
no 41^5 on OS 1:2500 plan SD 62-630^ Edition of 1972, thence southwestwards
to and along said eastern boundary to Alder Lane, thence northwestwards
along said lane to Long Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to
Rollins Road, thence westwards along said road to the road known as Broadway
thence southwestwards along said road to Mornington Road, thence northwestwards along said road to Borsdane Avenue, thence southwestwards along said
avenue to Atherton Road, thence southeastwards along said road to a point
opposite the footpath that leads from said road to the access road to Close
House Farm, thence southwestwards to and southwestwards and southwards along
said footpath to said access road, thence southwards along said road to and
through Close House Farm-to the track that leads from said farm to the unnamed road between Maple Avenue and Close lane, thence southeastwards along
said track to said unnamed road, thence westwards along said road to and
continuing westwards along Close Lane to the unnamed road that leads from
Close Lane to Bickershaw Lane via Barlow's Farm, thence southwards and southwestwards along said unnamed road to the Dismantled Railway Line, thence
northwestwards along said dismantled railway and the Mineral Railway Line
to the northeastern boundary of Abram Ward, thence northwestwards along
said boundary to the point of commencement.
LIGHTSHAW WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Ashton Ward meets the
southeastern boundary of Abram Ward, thence northeastwards along said southeastern boundary to the Leeds and Liverpool Canal (Leigh Branch) thence southeastwards along said canal to a point opposite the western boundary of parcel
no 6055 on OS 1:2500 plan SJ 62-6399 Edition of 1960, thence southeastwards
to and along said boundary crossing Slag Lane in a straight line to and continuing southeastwards along the western boundaries of parcels Nos 792^, 7812,
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0006 & 0006 on. OS 1:2500 plan SJ 62-6398 Edition of 1960, crossing Byrom Lane in
a straight line to and southeastwards along the western boundary of parcel
no 86?8, thence southeastwards in a straight line to and along the western
boundaries of parcel nos 9565i 0*f59 and 9552, thence southeastwards in a
straight line to and along the western boundaries of-parcel nos 9843 and
0136, thence southwards in a straight line to and along the southwestern
boundaries of parcels nos 1030 and 1618 and the western boundaries of
parcels nos 1800 and 1800 on OS 1:2500 plan SJ 62-6397 Edition of 1970,
thence southeastwards in a straight line to and along the southwestern
boundary of parcel no 19&3 to the southwestern boundary of No l86a Newton
Road, thence southeastwards along said boundary and the southwestern
boundary of the access road to the south of No 186 Newton Road and in prolongation thereof to Newton Road, thence southwestwards along said road to
Winwick Lane, thence southeastwards and southwestwards along said lane to
the southern boundary of the Borough, thence northwestwards along said
borough boundary to the southern boundary of Ashton Ward, thence southeastwards along said southern boundary to and northeastwards .and northwards
along the eastern boundary of said ward to the point of commencement.

HOPE CARR WARD

Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets the
eastern boundary of LightshawWard, thence generally northeastwards and
northwestwards along said eastern boundary to the Leeds and Liverpool Canal,
(Leigh Branch) thence generally eastwards along said canal and the Bridgewater
Canal to Warrington Road, thence southwards, southwestwards, southwards and
southeastwards along said road to the southern boundary of the Borough, thence
generally southwestwards along said borough boundary to the point of commencement.

BICKERSHAW WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Abrara Ward meets the
southern boundary of Hindley Ward, thence southeastwards along said southern
boundary and continuing eastwards along the dismantled railway line to National
Grid Reference SD 6444502748, thence southwards in a straight line from said
point to the northernmost point of the rear boundary of No 32 Glover Street,
thence westwards along said rear boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos 3^76 Glover Street to the eastern boundary of the unnamed property to the west
of No 76 Glover Street, thence northwestwards along said eastern boundary
and generally southwestwards along the northern and northwestern boundaries
of said property to the access way to the rear of Nos 456-44-0 Wigan Road,
thence southeastwards along said access way crossing Glover Street in a
straight line to and along the access road to the rear of Nos 438 to 422
Wigan Road to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of No 422 Wigan
Road, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary to Wigan Road, thence
at the junction with Peacock Fold,
scubheastwards along said road to the part of Wigan Road^that forms the access
road to the southern boundary of Marsh Westleigh Hall Playing Fields, thence
northwards along said access road to the southern boundary of said playing
fields, thence eastwards, southwards eastwards and southwards along said
boundary to the western boundary of the Parsonage Colliery, thence generally
eastwards, and southwards along said boundary to the southern boundary of said
property, thence eastwards along said boundary to Westleigh Brook, thence
southwards along said brook to Clifton Street, thence eastwards along said
street and continuing eastwards along the unnamed road north of the Corporation Yard, to its eastern end, thence southwestwards along the eastern end
of said road to the footpath that leads to Walmesley Road, thence eastwards
along said footpath to a point opposite the western boundary of the Central
Kitchen, thence northeastwards to and along said boundary and the western
boundaries of the playground adjacent to Leigh Central County Primary and
County Secondary Schools and the unnamed area to the north of said play-
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ground thence southeastwards along the northern boundary of said unnamed

area to its easternmost point, thence eastwards in a straight line to the
western end of Windermere Road, thence eastwards and northeastwards along
said, road to Leigh Road, thence southwards along said road and Market
Street and southwestwards along King Street to the northern boundary of
Hope Carr Ward, thence generally westwards along said ward boundary, northwestwards along the northern boundary of Light eh'aw Ward and northwestwards,
northeastwards, southeastwards and northwestwards along the southeastern
and eastern boundaries of Abram Ward to the point of commencement.
HINDLEY GREEN WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Bickerehaw Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Hindley Ward, thence generally northeastwards along
said eastern boundary to the northeastern boundary of the Borough, thence
southeastwards, eastwards and northeastwards along said borough boundary
to the footpath that leads from Old Sirs Farm to Smallbrook Lane, thence
southwards along said footpath to said lane, thence eastwards along said
lane to a point opposite the footpath that leads southwards from Smallbrook
Lane between Nos 58-60 in said lane, thence southwards to and southwards,
southwestwards and southeastwards along said footpath to the track leading
southwestwards and southeastwards to Nos 42-36 Pickley Green (Named Area),
thence southwestwards along said track to a point opposite the northern
boundary of the enclosure immediately north of said properties, thence
southeastwards to and generally southeastwards along said northern boundary
and the eastern boundary of said enclosure and continuing southeastwards
along the western boundary of the enclosure immediately west of the dismantled mineral railway line and in prolongation thereof to the eastern
boundary of said dismantled railway, thence generally southwestwards along
said eastern boundary, crossing the northern end of Kirkhall Lane in a
straight line and continuing southwestwards along the eastern boundary of
the disused mineral railway line to the northern boundary of Victoria
Mills, thence westwards along said northern boundary to. and southeastwards
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along the western boundary of said mills to and eastwards along the southern boundary of said mills and in prolongation thereof to the eastern
boundary of the Dismantled Railway, thence southwestwards along said •
eastern boundary to the eastern boundary of Bickershaw Ward, thence southwestwards, westwards and generally northwestwards along said eastern
boundary to the northern boundary of said ward, thence westwards along
said northern boundary to the point of commencement.

LEIGH CENTRAL WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Hope Carr Ward meets the
eastern boundary of Bickershaw Ward, thence northeastwards and westwards
along said eastern boundary to the eastern boundary of Hindley Green Ward,
thence generally northeastwards along said ward boundary to the junction
of the track leading northwards from Nos *f2-36 Pickley Green (named area)
and the path leading southeastward to Leigh Road, thence generally southeastwards, eastwards and southeastwards along said path to Leigh Road at
a point to the northwest of the Omnibus Depot, thence southwestwards along
said road to Old Hall Mill Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to
a point opposite the northern boundary of the access way to No 5 Old Hall
Mill Lane, thence southwestwards to and along said northern boundary and
the northern boundary of No 5 Old Hall Mill Lane, to a point opposite the
northern end of the drain west of said property, thence southwestwards
along said drain to its end, thence due westwards from said end of drain
to the drain running southwards to Orchard Lane, thence southwestwards and
southwards along said drain to Orchard Lane, thence northeastwards along
said lane to The Avenue, thence southwards along said avenue to a point
opposite the northern boundary of No 22k The Avenue,
thence southeastwards to and along said northern boundary to the northeastern
corner of said property, thence southeastwards in a straight line to and
continuing southeastwards along Lilford Park Brook to a point being the prelongation southwestwards of the .northwestern boundary of parcel No 6989 on
OS 1:2500 plan SD 66-6?00 Edition of 1970, thence northeastwards along said
prolongation to the junction of the northwestern and southwestern boundaries
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of said parcel, thence southeastwards along the southwestern boundary of said
parcel, and southeastwards and northeastwards along the southern boundary of
parcel no 8590 to the southwestern boundary of parcel no 0006 thence southeastwards along said boundary to the northwestern boundary of the Dismantled
Railway, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the track that leads
from Bedford or Hough Wood to Green lane, thence generally southeastwards
along said track to Green Lane, thence eastwards and southwards along said
lane to Pen Leach Brook, thence southwestwards along said brook, crossing
Holden Road in a straight line to and southwestwards and southeastwards along
Bedford Brook to Manchester Road, thence•southwestwards along said road and
southwestwards and northwestwards along Chapel Street to Warrington Road,
thence southwards along said road to the northern boundary of Hope Carr Ward,
thence generally northwestwards along said ward boundary to the point of
commencement.

ATHERTON WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Hindley Green Ward meets
the northeastern boundary of the Borough, thence northeastwards and southeastwards, along said borough boundary to a point opposite the western boundary of the Playing Fields, situated to the east of Coniston Avenue, thence
southwestwards to and along said western boundary and in prolongation thereof
to Central Station - Daisy Hill Railway line, thence northwestwards along
said railway to Fletcher Avenue, thence southwestwards along said avenue to
and southeastwards along Formby Avenue and Water Street to Church Street,
thence eastwards along said street and Bolton Old Road to High Street, thence
southwards along said street to Tyldesley Road, thence southwards along said
road to Hamilton Street, thence southwestwards along said street to Miller's Lane, thence generally southwards
along said lane to the unnamed road that leads from Langley Platt Bridge to
Green Lane, south of Walmsley Farm, thence southeastwards and southwards
along said unnamed road to the northern boundary of the Dismantled Railway,
thence southwestwards along said northern boundary to and southwestwards
and generally northwestwards along the northern boundary of Leigh Central Ward to
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the eastern boundary of Hindley Green Ward, thence northwards along said
eastern boundary to the point of commencement.

HINDSFORD WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Atherton Ward meets the
northeastern boundary of the Borough, thence southeastwards along said
borough boundary to Cutacre Brook, thence southwestwards along said brook
and crossing the Central Station - Walkden Railway Line in a straight line
and continuing along Old Mill Brook to Engine Lane, thence southeastward^
along said lane to Cumbermere Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane
and Common Lane to the track that leads to the Allotment Gardens situated
southeast of Common Lane thence southeastwards along said track to and
continuing eastwards along the footpath on the southern boundary of said
allotment gardens to a point opposite the eastern boundary of said gardens
thence southeastwards in a straight line from said point to the junction of
Darlington Street East and Ratcliffe Street, thence southwards along Ratcliffe
Street to Manchester Road thence eastwards along said road to a point opposite
the western boundary of No 162 Manchester Road, thence southwards to and
along said western boundary

the rear boundaries of Nos 26, 28, 31 and 29

Rixton Drive and the eastern boundary of the adjacent Allotment Gardens, to
the southeastern corner of said allotment gardens thence southwestwards in
a straight line from said corner to National Grid Reference SD 6975701901
being a point on the northern boundary of the Dismantled Railway, thence
westwards along said northern boundary to Well Street, thence northwards
along said street to the access way between Well Street and Astley Street,
thence southwestwards along said access way crossing Astley Street in a
straight line to and continuing southwestwards along the footpath that leads
to Wareing Street, thence northwards

along said street to the access

way between Wareing Street and Lemon Street, thence southwestwards to and
along said access road to Lemon Street, thence southwards along said street
to the access way from said street to Allan Street, thence southwest-
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wards along said access way and in prolongation thereof to the eastern
boundary of the Iron Works, thence southwards along said boundary to the
southeastern corner of said works, thence southwestwards in a straight
line from said corner to the southeastern corner of parcel no V?81 on
OS 1:2500 plan SD 68-6901 Edition of 1965, being a point on the northern
boundary of the Dismantled Railway, thence southwestwards along said
northern boundary to the eastern boundary of Atherton Ward, thence
generally northwards along said eastern boundary to the point of commencement.

TYLDESLEY EAST WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Hindsford Ward meets
the northeastern boundary of the Borough, thence southeastwards along
said borough boundary and southwards and southwestwards along the eastern
boundary of the Borough to the East Lancashire Road, thence southwestwards
along said road to Chaddock Lane, thence northwestwards and southwestwards
along said lane and continuing southwestwards along Manchester Road to a
point opposite the northern boundary of parcel no ^522 on OS 1:2500 plan
SD 68-6900 Edition of 1961, thence westwards to and along said northern
boundary to the western boundary of said parcel, thence southwards along
said boundary to National Grid Reference SD 69^300268, thence due westwards
from said point to the eastern boundary of parcel no 192? i thence northwards
along said boundary to the northern boundary of said parcel, thence westwards and northwards along said northern boundary to the northernmost point
of said parcel, thence due northwards from said point to South Lane, thence
northwestwards along said lane and northwestwards and northeastwards along
the unnamed continuation of said lane to a point due east of the eastern
end

of Maden Street, thence due westwards to and west-

wards along said street to a point opposite the eastern boundary of No 18
Maden Street, thence southwestwards in a straight line to the eastern end of

the track that leads westwards, southwards and southwestwards to the road
known as Queensway, thence westwards along said track to the footpath that
leads northwards towards Meanleys Farm, thence northwards along said footpath, crossing the footpath that leads from Meanley Road to Sandringham
Drive., and continuing northwards along the access way to the southwestern
boundary of Meanleys Farm, thence northwestwards along said boundary and
northeastwards along the northwestern boundary of said farm to Meanley
Road,"thence northwestwards along said road to Cooling Lane, thence northwards along said lane to the southern boundary of Hindsford Ward, thence
northeastwards along said ward boundary to and generally northwestwards
and northeastwards along the eastern boundary of said ward to the point of
commencement.

BEDFORD AND ASTLEY WARD

Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets the
eastern boundary of Hope Carr Ward, thence northwestwards and northwards
along said ward boundary to and generally northeastwards along the eastern
Central
boundary of Leigh/Ward, to and continuing northeastwards along the southern
boundaries of Atherton Ward and Hindsford Ward to the southwestern boundary
of Tyldesley East Ward, thence southeastwards along said ward boundary to and
northeastwards along the southern boundary of said ward to the eastern
boundary of the Borough, thence southwestwards and southwards along said
borough boundary to and southwestwards and northwestwards along the southern
boundary of the Borough to the point of commencement.

LANGTREE WARD

The parish of Shevington.
and that area bounded by a line commencing at a point where the eastern

boundary of Shevington CP meets the western boundary of the Borough, thence
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northeastwards along said borough boundary to and eastwards along the northern
boundary of the Borough to the western boundary of Worthington CP, thence
southeastwards along said CP boundary to the unnamed access road that leads
from Gorse Hall to Avondale Street, thence generally southwestwards and southwards along said access road to Avondale Street, thence southwestwards along
said street to Preston Road, thence southeastwards along said road to School
Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to the road known as Beech Walk,
thence southeastwards along said road to the unnamed access road and its path
continuation that leads to Mill Wood thence southwestwards along said track
and footpath to the eastern boundary of Shevington GP, thence generally northwestwards along said CP boundary to the point of commencement.

ASPULL -STANDISH WARD

The parishes of Worthington
Haigh
and the areas bounded by the lines shown below.

1.

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Beech Hill Ward

meets the eastern boundary of Langtree Ward, thence northwards and generally
northeastwards along said eastern boundary to the southwestern boundary of
Worthington CP, thence generally eastwards and southeastwards along said CP
boundary to and continuing southeastwards along the western boundary of
Haigh CP to the northeastern boundary of Swinley Ward, thence northwestwards
along said ward boundary to and southwestwards and southwards along the
western boundary of said ward to the northern boundary of Beech Hill Ward,
thence generally northwestwards along said ward boundary to the point of
commencement.

22

2.

Commencing at a point where the northeastern boundary of Whelley Ward

meets the eastern boundary of Haigh CP, thence generally northeastwards
along said CP boundary to the northeastern boundary of the Borough, thence
\

generally southeastwards along said borough boundary to the northern boundary
of Hindley Ward, thence generally westwards along said northern boundary to
the northeastern boundary of Ince Ward, thence generally northwestwards along
said northeastern boundary and the northeastern boundary of Whelley Ward to
the point of commencement.

