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INTRODUCTION
1.

On

1 September 1987 we wrote to Trafford

Borough

Council

announcing our intention to undertake a review of Trafford, as part
of our review of the Metropolitan County of Greater Manchester and
its Metropolitan Districts under section 48(1) of the Local
Government Act 1972. Copies of our letter were sent to the adjoining
Metropolitan District Councils; to the County and District Councils
bordering the Metropolitan County; to Parish Councils in the
adjoining districts; to the Local Authority Associations; to Members
of Parliament with constituency interests; and to the headquarters
of the main political parties.
In addition, copies were sent to
those government departments, regional health authorities and
statutory undertakers which might have an interest, as well as to the
English Tourist Board, the local press and the local television and
radio stations serving the area.
2.

The Metropolitan

District

Councils

were

requested,

in co-

operation as necessary with the other principal authorities, to
assist us in publishing the start of the review by inserting a notice
for two successive weeks in local newspapers so as to give a wide
coverage in the areas concerned. The Councils were also asked to
ensure that our consultation letter was drawn to the attention of
those involved with services
administration of justice.

such

as

the

police

and

the

3. A period of seven months from the date of our letter was allowed
for all local authorities, including those in the surrounding
districts, and any person or body interested in the review, to send
us their views on whether changes to the borough boundary were
desirable and, if so, what those changes should be and how they would
serve the interests of effective and convenient local government, the
criterion laid down in the Act.
THE SUBMISSIONS HADE TO US
4.
In response to our letter of T September 198*7, we received
representations from Trafford Borough Council, Manchester City
Council, Salford City Council, Macclesfield Borough Council,
Warrington Borough Council and Cheshire County Council.
We also
received representations from other interested bodies, and residents
of the local authorities concerned.
5. We consider that, taken as a whole, the present area of Trafford
is apt for securing effective and convenient local government, and
we have decided not to make any proposals for major change. Our
proposals, with the exception of the one affecting Brooklands Road,
relate only to minor realignments to the boundaries described in this
report.
SUGGESTIONS FOR CHANGE AMD OUR INITIAL CONCLUSIONS
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN TRAFFORD AND MANCHESTER
(a)

Pomona Docks

6.
Trafford had suggested the realignment of its boundary with
Manchester so as to unite Dock Number 1 and its warehouse in
Manchester. The Trafford Park Development Corporation had suggested
an alternative alignment, the effect of which would be to place all
the Docks in Trafford.

7.
We agreed that the Trafford Park Development Corporation's
alternative suggestion would resolve the current division of the
Docks' area, and decided to adopt it as our draft proposal.
(b) Cornbrook
8. Trafford had suggested realigning its boundary with Manchester
along Chester Road and Virgil Street to unite a commercial area in
Manchester, and to simplify servicing arrangements. The Trafford
Park Development Corporation
had suggested an alternative
realignment, with the object of uniting the commercial area in
Trafford. The Development Corporation argued that the commercial
area had obvious links with the industrial area at Hatfield Road, to
the east of Chester Road, and could be described as an overspill
from that area. Trafford's suggestion was opposed by Aslop Wilkinson
(Solicitor), acting for A M Andrew and Son Ltd, who wanted their
premises to remain in Trafford.
9. We considered the submissions and concluded that the case put
forward by the Development Corporation was sound and, in the
interests of effective and convenient local government, we decided
to adopt it as our draft proposal.
(c) City Road - Stretford Road
10. Trafford had suggested that its boundary with Manchester be
realigned along the rear of properties between Lucy Street/Browning
Street, Shawheath Close and Erksine Street, to unite properties and
streets in Trafford, thereby rectifying their division between two
local authorities.
11. We concluded that it would be in the interests of effective and
convenient local government to unite these properties and streets in
Trafford. We therefore decided to adopt Traf ford's suggestion as our
draft proposal.

(d)

Bold Street and Moss Lane West

12.
Trafford had suggested that its boundary with Manchester be
realigned along Bold Street, Augustus Close, Tamworth Street and Moss
Lane West, in order to follow the road pattern and unite the site of
a proposed Probation Office in Manchester.
13.
We noted the obvious anomalies in the existing boundary and
decided to adopt Trafford's suggestion as our draft proposal, subject
to a modification to use sides of roads in preference to kerbs, and
to remove a section of defaced boundary.
(e)

Upper Chorlton Road

14. Trafford had suggested realigning its boundary with Manchester
along Upper Chorlton Road to unite properties in Manchester. We also
received a representation from a member of the public who did not
want his shop to be transferred to Manchester.
15.
We noted that the existing boundary splits a number of
properties between the two authorities.
We therefore decided to
adopt Trafford's suggestion as our draft proposal.

(f) Longford Park
16. Trafford had suggested realigning its boundary with Manchester
in the vicinity of Longford Park, to unite the whole of the Park and
Stadium in Trafford by following the rear of properties fronting
Ryebank Road.
17. We considered that the suggested boundary realignment would be
well-defined, and would resolve the division of property in the area.
We therefore decided to adopt Trafford's suggestion as our draft
proposal, subject to a modification to remove a stretch of defaced
boundary.

(g)

Turn Moss

18. Trafford had suggested realigning its boundary with Manchester
in the vicinity of Turn Moss, and along the edges of Turn Moss
playing fields, to unite the sports ground and public open space in
its area.
19. We noted that Trafford is responsible for the maintenance and
servicing of the whole area, and that the present boundary follows
an arbitrary route through the playing fields and adjoining sports
ground, dividing them between the two authorities. We therefore
decided to adopt Trafford's suggestion as our draft proposal.
(h) River Mersey
20. Trafford had suggested that its boundary with Manchester be
realigned along the mid-course of the River Mersey, in the vicinity
of the Jacksons Boat Public House.
21 . We noted that the Public House could be directly serviced only
from Trafford, and agreed it would be in the interests of effective
and convenient local government for it to be transferred to that
authority. We therefore decided to adopt Trafford's suggestion as
our draft proposal.
(i)

Electricity Sub-Station

22. Trafford had suggested that its boundary with Manchester be
realigned along the mid-course of the River Mersey in the vicinity
of the South Manchester Electricity Sub-station, in order to unite
the Sub-station in Trafford.
The Central Electricity Generating
Board (CEGB) had suggested that the realignment should also include
the operational area of the sub-station, which had been scheduled for
future development.

23. We concluded that it would be in the interests of effective and
convenient local government to unite the Sub-station and its
operational area in one authority. We therefore decided to adopt the
CEGB's suggestion as our draft proposal, subject to a modification
to remove a stretch of defaced boundary.
(j) Oak Farm and Sale Road
24. Trafford had suggested realigning its boundary with Manchester
in the vicinity of Oak Farm and Sale Road to unite Oak Farm in
Manchester, transfer a small stretch of the M63 to Manchester and
unite a housing development site in Trafford.
Manchester had
submitted identical suggestions.
Both the owner, Manchester
University, and the occupier of Oak Farm had objected to the
suggestions.
25. The justification given for these suggestions was that access
to Oak Farm is eastwards from Manchester, and that the housing
development site is currently split between the two authorities.
26. We considered the submissions but, in view of the opposition of
the owner and occupier of Oak Farm, we decided to adopt only that
part of the suggestion uniting the housing development site in
Trafford as our draft proposal.
(k)

Baguley Brook

27. Trafford had suggested that its boundary with Manchester be
realigned to the course of Baguley Brook.
28. We noted that the existing boundary criss-crosses the brook at
a number of points.
We therefore decided to adopt Trafford's
suggestion as our draft proposal, subject to an amendment to remove
a section of defaced boundary.

(1)

M56

29.
Both Trafford and Manchester had suggested realigning the
boundary to the M56 motorway. Manchester suggested realigning the
boundary along the western perimeter of the M56 motorway; Trafford
suggested using the centre of the carriageway.
30. We noted that the current boundary does not follow any clear
features and felt that the use of the motorway as a boundary in this
area would be in the interests of effective and convenient local
government. We decided to adopt Manchester's suggestion as our draft
proposal.
This would also have the effect of simplifying highway
maintenance.
(m)

Brooklands

31. Trafford had suggested realigning its boundary with Manchester
in the vicinity of Brooklands Road and Fairywell Brook, to unite
split properties (including Derbyshire House) in its area.
The
Collingwood Housing Association had also suggested two minor
amendments to the boundary, to unite Oakleigh Court and Eversley
Court in one authority.
32. We noted that the area concerned formed part of a Manchester
salient protruding into Trafford, and decided that a clearer and more
long lasting boundary could be found by transferring part of the
salient to Trafford. We therefore issued a draft proposal to realign
the boundary down the eastern side of Brooklands Road and then across
the A560, to rejoin the existing boundary at Red Brook Nursery.

THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN TRAFFORD AND MACCLESFIELD AND HARRINGTON
River Bollin
33. Trafford had suggested the realignment of its boundary with
Macclesfield and Warrington along the River Bollin. Warrington had
broadly supported Trafford's suggestion, but had requested a slight
modification, which would have the effect of uniting the Warburton
Mill in Warrington.
34.

We acknowledged that the use of the River Bollin would provide

a more readily identifiable boundary, and noted that Warrington's
suggestion would avoid dividing the mill.

We therefore decided to

adopt Warrington's suggestion as our draft proposal.
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN TRAFFORD AND SALFORD
35.

We received no submissions in respect of this boundary, which

currently follows the Manchester Ship Canal throughout its length and
appears to be satisfactory. We therefore took an interim decision
to make no proposal in respect of this boundary.
ANNOUNCEMENT OF OUR DRAFT PROPOSALS /INTERIM DECISION
36.

The letter announcing our draft proposals and interim decision

was published on 17 August 1989.
Copies were sent to the local
authorities concerned and to all those who had made representations
to us.
The Borough of Trafford, the Cities of Manchester and
Salford, the Boroughs of Macclesfield and Warrington and Cheshire
County Council were asked to publish a notice giving details of our
decisions and to post copies of it at places where public notices are
customarily displayed.

They were also asked to place copies of our

letter on deposit for inspection at their main offices for a period
of eight weeks.

Comments were invited by 9 October 1989.
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RESPONSE TO OUR DRAFT PROPOSALS/INTERIM DECISION
OUR FINAL PROPOSALS AND DECISIONS
37. In response to our draft proposals we received comments from the
Metropolitan Borough of Trafford, the City of Manchester, the Borough
of Macclesfield and Cheshire County Council; from the Trafford Park
Development Corporation; the Central Electricity Generating Board,
Manchester Airport pic; the Conservative Group on Manchester City
Council; and from two hundred and fifty one members of the public.
We also received a petition containing one hundred and ninety nine
signatures.
38. As required by section 60(2) of the Local Government Act 1972,
we have carefully considered all the representations made to us and
set out below our final proposals.
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN TRAFFORD AND MANCHESTER
(a)

Pomona Docks

39.
Trafford, Manchester and the Trafford Park Development
Corporation all supported our draft proposal to unite the Pomona
Docks in Trafford.

We have therefore decided to confirm our draft

proposal as final.
(b)
40.

Cornbrook
Trafford,

Manchester

and

the

Trafford

Park

Development

Corporation all supported our draft proposal to unite a commercial
area in the vicinity of Cornbrook Road in Trafford.
We have
therefore decided to confirm our draft proposal as final.

(c) City Road - Stretford Road
41. Trafford supported our draft proposal to realign its boundary
with Manchester along the rear of properties between Lucy
Street/Browning Street, Shawheath Close and Erskine Street, thereby
uniting properties and streets within its area. However, the Council
requested that our draft proposal be modified to transfer the whole
of Erskine Street south of Stretford Road to its area, on the grounds
that this part of Erskine Street only serves properties located in
Trafford.
42. We agree with Trafford that our draft proposal for this part of
Erskine Street was anomalous, in that it would result in properties
in Trafford being serviced via Manchester. We have therefore decided
to confirm our draft proposal as final, subject to a centre of
highway alignment of the boundary in that part of Erskine Street
south of Stretford Road.
(d) Bold Street and Moss Lane West
43. Trafford supported our draft proposal to realign the boundary
to follow the road pattern in the area and to unite the site of a
proposed Probation Office in Manchester.
However, Manchester
suggested that a council housing estate at Chorlton Road, Hulme, be
transferred from Trafford to Manchester on the grounds that the
estate has a closer affinity with Hulme in Manchester than with
Trafford.
44. We do not consider that Manchester has produced
evidence to support its claim that the area concerned
affinity with Manchester, or to justify the transfer of
1,000 residents. We have therefore decided to confirm
proposal as final.
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(e)

Upper Chorlton Road

45. Both Trafford and Manchester supported our draft proposal to
realign the boundary along Upper Chorlton Road, to unite divided
properties in Manchester. We have therefore decided to confirm it
as final.
(f)

Longford Park

46. Both Trafford and Manchester supported our draft proposal to
unite the park and the stadium in Trafford.
We have therefore
decided to confirm it as final.
(g) Turn Moss
47. Both Trafford and Manchester supported our draft proposal to
unite a sports field and open space in Trafford. We have therefore
decided to confirm it as final.
(h) River Mersey
48. Both Trafford and Manchester supported our draft proposal to
realign the boundary along the River Mersey, and to transfer a public
house to Trafford. We have therefore decided to confirm it as final.
(i)

Electricity Sub-station

49.
Trafford, Manchester and the Central Electricity Generating
Board all supported our draft proposal to realign the boundary along
the River Mersey and to unite an Electricity Sub-station in Trafford.
We have therefore decided to confirm it as final.
(j)

Oak Farm and Sale Road

50.
Trafford supported our draft proposal to unite a housing
development in Trafford. However, Manchester pointed out that the
draft proposal encompassed a 13 metre wide sewer easement alongside

Ossington Walk, on land owned by that authority which was required
for a planned landscaped walkway and cycleway,
Manchester also
stated that it was not acceptable for us to have rejected its
suggestion in respect of Oak Farm Bungalow solely on the basis of
opposition from the owner and occupier of the property, and that we
had failed to comment on its suggested rationalization of a short
stretch of boundary which currently meanders alongside and across the
motorway.
51 . We consider that the case for transferring Oak Farm Bungalow to
Manchester cannot be justified on grounds of effective and convenient
local government against the objections of the owner and occupier.
Our draft proposal affecting the housing development site was based
on Manchester's original suggestion, which had made no reference to
the sewer easement along side Ossington Walk. We agree, however,
that it would be sensible to exclude this area from the proposed
transfer. We have therefore decided to confirm our draft proposal
as final, subject to an amendment to exclude the area of the sewer
easement from transfer to Trafford.
(k)

Baguley Brook

52. Both Trafford and Manchester supported our draft proposal to
realign the boundary to the Baguley Brook, we have therefore decided
to confirm it as final.
(1)

M56

53. Trafford, Manchester and Manchester Airport pic all supported
our draft proposal to realign the boundary to the western perimeter
of the M56 motorway. We have therefore decided to confirm it as
final.

12

(m)

Brooklands

54.

Trafford supported our draft proposal to transfer part of a

salient at Brooklands to its area, but suggested that the boundary
should follow the centre of Brooklands Road rather than the eastern
side.
55. Manchester City Council opposed our draft proposal, stating that
there was no justification for such a major change.
Our draft
proposal was also opposed by the Conservative Group on Manchester
City Council and two residents. The objectors claimed that the area
has an affinity with Manchester.
Letters supporting our draft
proposal were received from 247 residents, together with a petition
bearing 199 signatures.
56. We note that our draft proposal has received widespread local
support and remain of the opinion that it will produce a clear, longlasting boundary in this area. We have therefore decided to confirm
it as final, subject to aligning the boundary along the centre of
Brooklands Road.
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN TRAFFORD AND MACCLESFIELD AND HARRINGTON
River Bollin
57. Trafford, Macclesfield and Cheshire County Council all supported
our draft proposal to realign the boundary to the River Bollin.
have therefore decided to confirm it as final.

We

THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN TRAFFORD AND SALFORD
Manchester Ship Canal
58. Trafford supported our interim decision to make no proposal.
In the absence of any comments from Salford, we have decided to
confirm it as final.
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CONCLUSIONS
59.

We commend to you our final proposals and decisions as set out

in paragraphs

6-35 and 39-58 above as being in the interests of

effective and convenient local government.
PUBLICATION
60. A separate letter is being sent to the Borough of Trafford, the
Cities of Manchester and Salford, the Boroughs of Warrington and
Macclesfield, and Cheshire County Council asking them to deposit
copies of this report at their main offices for inspection for a
period of six months.

They are also being asked to put notices to

that effect on public notice boards. Arrangements have been made for
similar notices to be inserted in local press.
The text of the
notice will explain that the Commission has fulfilled its statutory
role in this matter and that it now falls to you to make an order
implementing the proposals, if you think fit, though not earlier than
a period of six weeks from the date our final proposals are submitted
to you. Copies of this report, with the attached maps illustrating
the proposed changes, are being sent to all those who received our
draft proposal letter of 17 August 1989, and to those who made
written representations to us.
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Signed

G J ELLERTON (Chairman)

K F J ENNALS

G R PRENTICE

HELEN SARKANY

C W SMITH

PROFESSOR YOUNG

R D COMPTON
Secretary

30 May 1991
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SUMMARY OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY CHANGES
Boundary between Trafford and Manchester
Pomona Docks

Minor
realignment
to unite the Docks
in Trafford

Paragraph 39
Map 1

Cornbrook

Minor
realignment
to
unite
a
commercial area in
Trafford

Paragraph 40
Map 2

City Road-Stretford

Realignment thereby
uniting properties
and
streets
in
Trafford

Paragraph 42
Map 3

Bold
Street
Moss Lane West

Minor
realignment
to unite a site of
proposed probation
o f f i c e
i n
Manchester

and

Paragraph 43

Map 4

Upper Chorlton Road

Minor
realignment
to unite divided
proper ties
in
Manchester

Paragraph 45
Map 5

Longford Park

Minor
realignment
to unite a park and
Stadium in Trafford

Paragraph 46
Map 6

Turn Moss

Minor
realignment
to unite a sports
field
and
open
space in Trafford

Paragraph 47
Map 7

River Mersey

Minor
realignment
to
transfer
a
public
house
to
Trafford

Paragraph 48
Map 8

Electricity
station

Sub-

Oak Farm
Road

Sale

and

Minor
realignment
to
un i t e
an
Electricity
Substation in Trafford
Minor
realignment
to unite a housing
development
in
Trafford

Paragraph 49

Map 9

Paragraph 50
Map 10

Baguley Brook

Minor
realignment
of boundary along
the Baguley Brook

Paragraph 52
Maps 11 & 12

M56

Realignment of the
boundary
to
the
western perimeter
of the M56 motorway

Paragraph 53
Map 14

Brooklands

Realignment of the
boundary
to
transfer part of a
salient
at
Brooklands
to
Trafford with an
alignment
along
centre of road

Paragraph 56
Map 13

Boundary between Trafford and Macclesfield
River Bollin

Minor
realignment
of
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boundary
along
the River
Bollin

Paragraph 57
Maps 15 and 16

