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INTRODUCTION
1.

On 1 September 1987, we wrote to Manchester City Council

announcing our intention to undertake a review of Manchester, 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 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 publicising 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 such as the police
and administration of justice, in respect of which they have a
statutory function.
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 for any person or body interested in
the review, to send us their views on whether changes to the City
of Manchester's boundaries 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.
4. This report concerns Manchester's boundaries with Salford,
Tameside and Stockport
in Greater Manchester
and with
Macclesfield in Cheshire. Manchester's boundaries with Rochdale
and Trafford were considered in the context of our reviews of
those metropolitan districts, on which we have already reported
to you (Report Numbers 584 and 605 respectively).

Its remaining

boundaries, with Bury and Oldham, are being considered in the
context of our reviews of those authorities, on which we shall
be reporting separately.
THE SUBMISSIONS MADE TO US
5.

In response to our letter of 1 September 1987, we received

representations
Tameside
and

from Manchester and Salford City
Stockport
Metropolitan
Borough

Councils,
Councils,

Macclesfield Borough Council and Cheshire County Council.
We
also received representations from other interested bodies and
from residents of the local authorities concerned.
6. We consider that, taken as a whole, the present area of
Manchester is apt for securing effective and convenient local
government, and we have decided to make no proposals for major
change. Our proposals relate only to the minor realignments to
the boundaries described in this report.

SUGGESTIONS FOR CHANGE AND OUR INITIAL CONCLUSIONS

THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND SALFORD

(a)

Bury Old Road

7. Manchester had suggested the realignment of its boundary with
Salford to unite properties fronting Bury Old Road in its area.
Salford submitted an identical suggestion.
8. We noted that the existing boundary splits properties on the
north side of Bury Old Road, and concluded that it would be in
the interests of effective and convenient local government to
unite these properties in Manchester.

We therefore decided to

adopt Manchester's suggestion as our draft proposal, subject to
a north side of road alignment to facilitate road maintenance.
(b)

From St Marks Lane to Marsland Street South

9.
Manchester had suggested a realignment so as to unite
properties along St Marks Lane, Dorothy Street and Marsland
Street South, in either Salford or Manchester. Salford submitted
similar suggestions.
10.

We noted that the current boundary arbitrarily divides

properties and open spaces, and is generally unsatisfactory.

We

therefore decided to adopt Manchester's suggestions as our draft
proposal, subject to side of road alignments. This would unite
properties to the west of St. Mark's Lane in Salford, properties
to the east of Great Cheetham Street East and north of Orient
Street in Manchester, and properties to the west of Dorothy
Street and south of Marsland Street South in Salford.

(c) Winterford Road, High Clere Avenue, Maryborough Road, North
Clifden Lane and Ivy Leaf Square
11. Manchester had suggested realigning its boundary to unite
a small area of open space in the vicinity of Winterford Road in
Salford, and to unite in its authority properties and open spaces
fronting High Clere Avenue, Marlborough Road and Hacking Street.
Salford submitted an alternative suggestion, to realign the
boundary to the centre of Hacking Street, thereby avoiding the
division of properties.
12. We considered the suggestions from the two authorities, but
felt that North Clifden Lane might provide a less divisive
boundary, and asked both Manchester and Salford to comment on
this suggestion.
13.
In response, each authority maintained its position,
requesting us to adopt its respective suggestion. However, we
still felt that North Clifden Lane would provide a better
boundary, and decided to adopt a draft proposal to that effect.
(d) Fairy Lane Tip, Bury New Road, Rugby Street and Overbridge
Road

14. Manchester had suggested a realignment in this area to unite
properties and a development site in either Salford or
Manchester. Salford submitted a similar suggestion but proposed
realigning the boundary along Bury New Road and Willerby Road,
to unite the properties to the west of Bury New Road in its
authority.
15. We noted that the existing boundary is defaced, splits
property and does not facilitate service provision to the area.
We felt that Salford's alternative suggestion, to use Bury New
Road and Willerby Road, would provide the better boundary. We
therefore decided to adopt Salford's suggestion as our draft

side of road alignment along Ramsgate Street.
This would
transfer properties to the west of Bury New Road, to the west of
Rugby Street and to the south west of Ramsgate Street to Salford,
and properties to the east of Rugby Street and to the north and
northeast of Overbridge Road to Manchester.
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND TAMESIDE
(a) Medlock Valley - Edge Lane
16. Manchester had suggested the realignment of its boundary
with Tameside so as to transfer to that authority an area of land
west of Edge Lane, and properties at Repton Avenue and Astan
Avenue. Tameside submitted a similar suggestion, but proposed
the transfer of more properties and land to its authority.
17. We noted that the two authorities were in agreement over a
number of the suggested boundary changes, particularly that in
respect of Edge Lane, where the intention was to facilitate
service provision and road maintenance. However, we noted that
there was some disagreement over the scale of change necessary
in the Repton Avenue/Astan Avenue area. Tameside had contended
that the existing boundary splits Astan Avenue at its southern
end in such a way that properties in a cul-de-sac between
Bristowe Street and Astan Avenue, although sited in Manchester,
could be reached only from Tameside, and that the local community
in the area had more affinity with its authority than with
Manchester.
Manchester had commented that its suggestion, to
realign the boundary to the rear of properties on Repton Avenue,
would provide better servicing arrangements for the residential
properties in the area.

18.
We concluded that, in terms of facilitating service
provision to the area, Tameside's suggestion provided the better
boundary.
We therefore decided to adopt it as our draft
proposal.

(b) Trenchard Court, Northolt Court and Nos 146-152 North Road
19.

Manchester

Tameside

so as

had suggested realigning
to unite

its boundary

in its authority Trenchard

with

Court,

Northolt Court and land and properties at the eastern end of
North Road, fronting the southern part of Edge Lane. Tameside
submitted identical suggestions, but also suggested uniting Nos
146-152 North Road, together with properties fronting Edge Lane,
in its authority.
20.
We noted that the existing boundary divides a housing
association development, and that this would be likely to inhibit
effective service provision. As Manchester's suggestion appeared
to resolve the problem of the divided development, we decided to
adopt it as our draft proposal.
(c) Ashton New Road - Ashton Canal
21 . Manchester had suggested a realignment to unite residential
properties and land south west of Edge Lane in the vicinity of
Arbroath Street in Tameside, and land and buildings north of
Ashton Canal in Manchester.
Tameside submitted similar
suggestions, but
suggested transferring more land to its
authority in the vicinity of a property occupied by "Elcometer
Ltd", north of the Ashton Canal.
The Droylsden Liberal
Association

submitted a suggestion to unite several roads in

Tameside; this suggestion was largely subsumed by the suggestions
from the two authorities.
22. When considering the various suggestions for change, we felt
that the west side of Howgill Street might provide a better
boundary than the curtilages of properties, which Manchester had
suggested, and sought the views of both authorities.
did not comment.

Tameside

However, Manchester considered that, from the

point of view of service provision, it would be more sensible for
its authority to retain the houses along Howgill Street. The
Council also commented that, if we were considering more major

change in this area, we might wish to consider realigning the
boundary along Edge Lane and Ashton New Road, thereby
transferring the whole of Bailey Street and Arbroath Street to
Manchester.
23.

We agreed with Manchester that the houses along Howgill

Street should remain within its area.

So far as the Council's

alternative suggestion was concerned, we felt that the properties
concerned probably looked more to the residential area to the
east, in Tameside. We therefore decided to adopt Manchester's
original suggestion as our draft proposal.
(d) Ashton Canal - Wheeler Street - Fairfield Road
Street
24.

- Peel

Manchester had suggested uniting allotments west of Edge

Lane, St. Gregory's R. C. High School south of Fairf ield Road and
a number of properties at the northern end of Cheeryble Street
in its area, and

a telephone exchange on the south western side

of Peel Street in Tameside.
Tameside submitted similar
suggestions in respect of Edge Lane, St. Gregory's R. C. High
School and the telephone exchange. However, it also suggested
transferring Mersey Street to its area.
25.

We considered the suggestions submitted by the two Councils.

However, we concluded that a better boundary could be provided
in the vicinity of St. Gregory's R. C. High School and Cheeryble
Street, by using the south side of Fairfield Road from Edge Lane
to the rear of properties fronting Peel Street, and then adopting
both Councils' suggestions for the telephone exchange.
This
would unite the allotments to the west of Edge Lane and
properties south of Fairfield Road in Manchester,
and the
telephone exchange and other properties in Peel Street in
Tameside. We therefore decided to adopt Manchester's suggestion
as our draft proposal, subject to this modification.

(e) Manshaw Road - Ackroyd Avenue
26. Manchester had suggested a minor realignment of the boundary
along the centre of Manshaw Road and the transfer to its
authority of an area of land situated between two railway lines.
Tameside submitted an alternative suggestion to transfer to its
authority properties fronting Manshaw Road.
27. We considered that Tameside's suggestion for Manshaw Road
seemed unnecessary given the minor scale of the boundary
defacement in that area; it would have the effect of splitting
the houses fronting Manshaw Road from the adjoining residential
area, in Manchester.
28.

We noted that the existing boundary followed open ground

between the railway lines to the south of Manshaw Road and was
defaced. However, we considered that adoption of Manchester's
suggestion in this area was unlikely to result in any significant
benefit in terms of effective and convenient local government.
We therefore decided to adopt only that part of Manchester's
suggestion which related to Manshaw Road, subject to a side of
road realignment.
(f)
29.

Kingsdale Road
Manchester had suggested a realignment to unite divided

properties fronting Kingsdale Road in its authority.
Tameside
submitted an alternative suggestion, to unite the Kingsdale Road
properties, and open land northeast of Elford Grove, in Tameside,
30. We noted that the present boundary divides properties on
Kingsdale Road. However, we felt that a better boundary could
be achieved in this area by combining both suggestions, using
Manchester1s suggested realignment for Kingsdale Road, and
uniting

it

in

Manchester;

and

Tameside's

suggestion

from

Kingsdale Road to Debdale Lane, which would transfer an area of
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allotments northeast of Elford Grove to Tameside.
decided to adopt a draft proposal to that effect.

We therefore

THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND STOCKPORT
(a) Reddish Lane - Gorton Cemetery
31..

Manchester had suggested the realignment of its boundary so

as to unite Aspinal County Primary School, Gorton Cemetery and
two other schools in its area. Stockport submitted an identical
suggestion, but favoured the use of a stretch of the existing
boundary in the vicinity of Cranbrook Road and using the centre
of the railway line.
32.
We noted that the current boundary divides land and
properties, and agreed that the cemetery and schools, which are
owned by Manchester, should be united in that authority.
We
therefore decided to adopt Manchester's suggestion as our draft
proposal.
(b) Sandfold Lane - Nelstrop Road
33. Manchester had suggested a realignment to unite a large area
of scrubland, a disused British Rail depot, and that part of
Nelstrop Road between Sandfold Lane and Longford Road West, in
its area, and to unite the remainder of Nelstrop Road in
Stockport.
Stockport submitted a similar suggestion, but
proposed using the northern side of Sandfold Lane.
34. We noted that the existing boundary divides two Manchester
schools, and that the main access to the land to the east of the
schools was from Manchester.
We therefore decided to adopt
Manchester's suggestion as our draft proposal, subject to
realigning the boundary to the northern side of Sandfold Lane,
as Stockport had suggested.

(c) Cringle Road - Simon Freeman Close and Cringle Fields Park
35. Manchester had suggested realigning its boundary to unite
Cringle Fields Park in its area, and to transfer Simon Freeman
Close to Stockport.
36.

We

noted

Stockport submitted an identical suggestion.

that

the Park

was owned

and maintained

by

Manchester and that the properties in Simon Freeman Close were
serviced

by Stockport.

In the interests of effective

and

convenient local government we decided to adopt both Councils'
suggestions as our draft proposal.
(d) Brassington Road - Whitehurst Road (Burnage Lane End Road
to Burnage Lane)
37.

Manchester had suggested a realignment to unite properties

in Mauldeth Road and factory premises in the vicinity of Denshaw
Close in its area, and properties fronting Whitehurst Road and
Brassington Road, and an area of open space east of Burnage Lane,
in Stockport.
Stockport submitted a similar suggestion, but
proposed retaining a factory, which Manchester had suggested
uniting in its area. A representation was also received from two
residents of • Mauldeth Road who claimed an affinity with
Stockport.
38.

We noted Stockport's suggestion that it should. retain a

factory in the vicinity of Denshaw Close in its area, but
considered that it related more to the adjoining factory
premises, which are in Manchester, and took the view that this
small industrial estate should be administered by a single
authority. We therefore decided to adopt Manchester's suggestion
as our draft proposal, subject to uniting two houses on Mauldeth
Road with the adjoining dwellings on Whitehouse Road in
Stockport.
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(e) Didsbury Road - River Mersey
39. Manchester had suggested realigning its boundary to unite
properties on Green Pastures Estate, a large area of open land
and

a garden

centre

to the east

of

the River Mersey,

in

Stockport, and Parrs Wood High School and playing fields and a
small area of land adjacent to the Galleon Swimming Pool, in
Manchester.
Stockport submitted an identical suggestion.
A
resident

of

suggestions,

Green

Pastures

on the grounds

Estate

had

objected

to

the

that he wished his children to

continue to attend a Manchester school.
40. We considered the suggestions submitted by both Councils and
the opposition of the local resident. We did not consider that
the suggested transfer would affect the choice of schools open
to the objector's children.
Accordingly, as the Councils'
suggestions appeared to provide a clear boundary and, in our
opinion, would be conducive to effective and convenient local
government, we decided to adopt them as our draft proposal.
(f) Brookside Road - Northenden Road - Styal Road: The Village
of Gatley
41.

Manchester

had

suggested

uniting

a

small

group

of

residential properties on West End Avenue and Northenden Road,
and a stretch of open land and properties adjoining Styal Road,
in Stockport.
Stockport submitted a similar suggestion. We
also received 232 representations from residents of the village
of Gatley, suggesting that the village be united in Stockport.
42.
The residents claimed that Gatley's links were with
Stockport, and that that part of the village currently in
Manchester received little in the way of services, partly because
of an alleged difficulty in persuading Manchester that the area
came within its boundaries.

The suggestion that Gatley be united

in Stockport was supported by the Chief Constable of Greater

11

Manchester, who felt that the area
Stockport than with Manchester.

had more

43.

and the

We considered

the suggestions

affinity with

representations

received and noted that neither Manchester's nor
suggestions resolved

Stockport's

the claimed difficulties caused

by the

present division of Gatley. We therefore decided to adopt as our
draft proposal the residents' suggestion to unite Gatley in
Stockport.
(g) Finney Lane - Heald Green Station
44.

Manchester had suggested realigning the boundary to Finney

Lane and to the western side of British Rail land adjoining the
Manchester- Wilmslow railway, thereby transferring an area of
land south of Finney Lane, including the Heald Green Hotel, to
its authority, and land to the east of the railway to Stockport.
Stockport submitted a similar suggestion for the boundary
southwards,

following

the railway.

However, north of the

Manchester/Macclesfield boundary, it proposed an eastwards
realignment, to follow a path to Wood Farm, then rejoining the
existing Manchester/Stockport boundary. Stockport also suggested
an alternative realignment at Finney Lane, to retain the Heald
Green Hotel in Stockport but transfer the adjoining land to
Manchester.
45. We noted that the present boundary was largely defaced,
dividing areas of land, including the Heald Green Hotel, and
following no definite ground features.
We considered both
Councils' suggestions and concluded that Manchester's suggestion
would provide the clearer and more durable boundary.
We
therefore decided to adopt Manchester's suggestion as our draft
proposal, subject to a modification to realign the boundary to
the south side of Finney Lane.
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THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND MACCLESFIELD, IN CHESHIRE
(a) Airport Operational Area
46.
Manchester had suggested a realignment to unite the
operational area of the airport in its authority, and the site
of an old brickworks and some glass houses at Boundary Farm in
Macclesfield.

Macclesfield submitted an identical suggestion in

respect of the glass houses, but opposed uniting the operational
area of the airport in Manchester, on the grounds that it wished
to retain planning control.
47. We noted Macclesfield's concern that it should maintain a
planning interest in the airport site, but felt that this could
be achieved through normal consultation arrangements.
We
considered that it would be an advantage, both operationally and
in terms of the provision of services, if the airport were united
within one authority. We therefore decided to adopt Manchester's
suggestion

for

both

the

airport

and

the

brickworks

and

glasshouses at Boundary Farm as our draft proposal, subject to
a modification to unite an area of land round the south western
end of a newly developed runway with the remainder of the
airport, in Manchester.
(b)

River Bollin

48. Manchester had suggested a realignment to follow the current
line of the River Bollin, which had been diverted for the
development of the airport runway. Macclesfield submitted a
similar, but more limited, suggestion.
49. We recognised that the present boundary
the River Bollin, and agreed with Manchester
tied to the present course of the river. We
to adopt Manchester's suggestion as our draft

13

now criss-crosses
that it should be
therefore decided
proposal.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF OUR DRAFT PROPOSALS
50.

Letters announcing our draft proposals were published on 31

July 1990 and 1 .October 1990. Copies were sent to the local
authorities
concerned
and to all
those who
had made
representations to us. The Cities of Manchester and Salford, and
the Metropolitan Boroughs of Tameside and Stockport, Macclesfield
Borough Council 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 letters

on deposit for inspection at their main offices for a period of
eight weeks. Comments were invited by 26 September 1990 and 2
November 1990 respectively.
RESPONSE TO OUR DRAFT PROPOSALS
OUR FINAL PROPOSALS
51 . In response to our draft proposals we received comments from
the Cities of Manchester and Salford; the Metropolitan Boroughs
of .Tameside and Stockport; Macclesfield Borough Council; and
Cheshire County Council; from the Greater Manchester Police;
Bristowe Street Residents' Association; the Sharston Branch
Labour Party; Stockport Family Practitioner Committee; and from
Mr Andrew Bennett MP, Mr Tony Flavell MP, two local councillors,
over 380 members of the public and other interested parties, and
251 pro-forma letters. We also received two petitions, bearing
a total of 114 signatures.
52. 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.
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THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND SALFORD
(a)

Bury Old Road

53. Both Manchester and Salford supported our draft proposal to
unite properties fronting Bury Old Road in Manchester.. In the
absence of objections, we have decided to confirm our draft
proposal as final.
(b)

From St Marks Lane to Marsiand Street South

54. Both Manchester and Salford supported our draft proposal to
unite properties along St Marks Lane, Dorothy Street and Marsland
Street South in either Salford or Manchester. In the absence of
objections, we have decided to confirm our draft proposal as
final.
(c) Winterford Road, High Clere Avenue, Marlborough Road, North
Clifden Lane and Ivy Leaf Square.
55. Our draft proposal for a realignment along North Clifden
Lane was opposed by Salford, which urged that we give further
consideration to its original suggestion for Hacking Street.
Although preferring its own original suggestion for this area,
Manchester accepted our draft proposal.
56.
We noted that we had consulted both Councils about our
suggested realignment for North Clifden Lane before publication
of our draft proposal, and that neither then, nor in response to
our draft proposal, had Salford given any justification for its
own suggestion, save that it would straighten the boundary.
Accordingly, as no new evidence had been provided to support
Salford*s preferred alignment, we have decided to confirm our
draft proposal as final.
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(d)

Fairy Lane Tip/Bury New Road

57. Salford supported our draft proposal to unite properties and
a development site in either Salford or Manchester by using a
realignment along Bury New Road and Willerby Road.
However,
Manchester reaffirmed its preference for its original suggestion,
but provided no new justification in support of it.
We
reaffirmed our view that our draft proposal appeared to provide
the better boundary in this area, and have therefore decided to
confirm our draft proposal as final.
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND TAMESIDE
(a)

Medlock Valley - Edge Lane

58. Manchester claimed that any small scale boundary changes in
this area would be arbitrary, and that there was little evidence
to suggest that the community felt any greater affinity with one
authority than the other. It claimed that a secure and clear
long term boundary could be provided by extending our draft
proposal along Edge Lane from Medlock Valley to Bristowe Street,
thereby transferring a larger area to Manchester. However, it
commented that if our draft proposal were to be confirmed,then
land to the rear of No 14 Bristowe Street, which was owned by the
Council and earmarked for future residential development with
access to Astan Avenue, should be united in Tameside.
59.
Tameside supported our draft proposal and Manchester's
suggested minor modification to it.
However, it opposed
Manchester's more radical further suggestion, claiming that
residents of the area affected had a strong affinity with its
Borough, and used facilities provided in Tameside. Tameside's
claim was supported by a local councillor and by 46 residents,
all of whom objected to Manchester's larger scale suggestion on
the grounds

that

the area concerned

Tameside.
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had

strong

links

with

60. We did not consider that Manchester had provided any strong
justification for its larger scale suggestion, whereas the
responses

from

Tameside

and

from

local

residents

clearly

indicated that the area concerned had strong links with Tameside.
We noted that Manchester's suggestion for a minor modification
of our draft proposal, although supported by Tameside, was on the
grounds of possible development, which it is not normally our
practice to take into account. Accordingly, in the absence of
any other justification for Manchester's suggested modification,
we have decided to confirm our draft proposal as final.
(b)

Trenchard Court-Northolt Court

61. Manchester supported our draft proposal to unite Trenchard
Court, Northolt Court and land and properties south of North
Road, in its authority. However, Tameside opposed it, on the
grounds that the residents affected wished to remain in Tameside.
The Council submitted an alternative suggestion which would leave
properties in Trenchard Court, together with Nos 1-17 Bristowe
Street, No 495 Edge Lane and No 154 North Road in Tameside, and
transfer Nos 146 to 152 North Road from Manchester to Tameside.
Tameside's opposition was supported by two local councillors and
four members of the public. The objectors claimed to have more
affinity with Tameside than with Manchester.
This view was
supported by the Warden of Trenchard Court, a sheltered housing
unit for senior citizens, who claimed that the unit's residents
were opposed to the transfer.
62.

We accepted that the residents of Trenchard Court probably

looked to Tameside for the bulk of their services, and concluded
that it would be undesirable for them to suffer even the short
term disruption of existing specialist services which might
result from a .transfer to Manchester.
However, we felt that
there was much less of a case for the other properties sought by
Tameside.
While accepting that a number of residents did not
wish to transfer to Manchester, or wished to transfer from
Manchester

to Tameside, we concluded overall that, subject to
17

retaining Trenchard Court in Tameside, our draft proposal
provided the better boundary in this area. We have therefore
decided to confirm it as final, subject to retaining Trenchard
Court in Tameside.
(c) Ashton New Road - Ashton Canal

63. Both Manchester and Tameside supported our draft proposal
to unite residential properties and land south west of Edge Lane
in Tameside, and land and buildings north of the Ashton Canal in
Manchester. In the absence of objections, we have decided to
confirm our draft proposal as final.
(d) Ashton Canal - Wheeler Street - Fairfield Road - Peel Street
64. Manchester supported our draft proposal to realign the
boundary along the south side of Fairfield Road from Edge Lane
and then to the rear of properties fronting Peel Street, thereby
uniting allotments north west of Edge Lane and St Gregory's RC
High School in Manchester, and uniting a telephone exchange south
of Peel Street in Tameside. However, Tameside opposed that part
of our draft proposal relating to the transfer of properties on
Fairfield Road to Manchester, on the grounds of the number of
properties involved. The Council claimed that the provision of
services to this area from Tameside had never posed any problems,
and that access to the area could be gained from Fairfield Road.
It also claimed that the residents affected identified very
strongly with Tameside, having little or no affinity with
Manchester.
For these reasons, the Council asked that its
original suggestion be reconsidered. Our draft proposal was also
opposed by five members of the public and a petition bearing 44
signatures.
65. We noted the claimed affinity with Tameside expressed by
those who wrote to us. However, we felt that the residential
properties in question appeared to form part of the continuous
built up area to the south, in Manchester, and noted that they
18

were physically separated from the main centre of Droylsden, in
Tameside, by the Ashton Canal, although we noted that there were
a number of road bridges to the east and west. After further
consideration, it appeared to us that our draft proposal provided
the better boundary in this area.
to confirm it as final.

Accordingly, we have decided

(e) Manshaw Road - Ackroyd Avenue
66. Tameside supported our draft proposal for a side of road
alignment along Manshaw Road while retaining the existing
boundary to the south, where it crosses two railway lines.
However, Manchester opposed the retention of the boundary between
the railway lines, on the grounds that the anomalies had not been
addressed, and requested that its original suggestion be adopted.
67.
We gave further consideration to Manchester's original
suggestion that the land between the railway tracks be
transferred to its area. However, we reaffirmed our view that
adoption of the suggestion was unlikely to result in any
significant benefit in terms of effective and convenient local
government.
We have therefore decided to make no further
proposal for this area, but instead to confirm our draft proposal
as final.
(f) Kingsdale Road
68. Both Manchester and Tameside sought modifications to our
draft proposal, which was to unite properties in Kingsdale Road
in Manchester, and allotments in Tameside.
69. Manchester, whilst not opposing the principle of our draft
proposal suggested that the allotments should be consolidated in
its authority, on the grounds that any future development of the
site would require access from Kingsdale Road.
It therefore
requested that the existing boundary along the ancient line of
Nico Ditch be retained. Tameside only supported that part of our
19

draft proposal relating to the allotment gardens; it opposed the
transfer of the properties in Kingsdale Road on the grounds that
local residents affected by the proposal wished to remain in
Tameside.

Tameside's

objection

was supported

by Mr Andrew

Bennett MP and seven residents. The residents said they had an
affinity with Tameside, listing facilities in that Borough which
they regularly used.
70. We noted the affinity which residents felt they had with
Tameside. However, we considered that the houses on Lhe eastern
side

of

Kingsdale Road

clearly

formed

part of

the

larger

residential area to the west, in Manchester, and should be united
in that authority.
We also considered the points made by
Manchester about the allotments and their possible development,
but took the view that this was purely speculative at this time.
As we did not feel that either authority had produced any new
evidence to support its alternative suggestion, we have decided
to confirm our draft proposal as final.
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND STOCKPORT
(a) Reddish Lane - Gorton Cemetery
71.

Both Manchester and Stockport supported our draft proposal

to realign the present boundary to unite land and properties in
Manchester, including a cemetery and schools owned and maintained
by that Council. In the absence of objections, we have decided
to confirm our draft proposal as final.
(b) Sandfold Lane - Nelstrop Road
72. Manchester supported our draft proposal to unite a large
area of scrubland, a disused British Rail depot and that part of
Nelstrop Road between Sandfold Lane and Longford Road West, in
its authority, and to unite the remainder of Nelstrop Road in
Stockport. However, it suggested a south side of road alignment
along Sandfold Lane, to bring the Lane entirely within its
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authority, on the grounds that it was more closely related to the
adjacent open land in Manchester than to the reservoir and
allotment gardens in Stockport.

Stockport did not comment on

Manchester's suggestion.
73.
We agreed that Manchester's suggestion would be in the
interests of effective and convenient local government. We have
therefore decided to confirm our draft proposal as final, subject
to the adoption of Manchester's suggestion.
(c) Cringle Road - Simon Freeman Close and Cringle Fields Park
74.

Manchester had commented that our draft proposal in the

vicinity of Simon Freeman Close failed to follow the new course
of the Black Brook. The Council also suggested that the proposed
realignment to Crossley Road, to the south of Cringle Fields
Park, should be extended eastwards along Crossley Road to its
junction with the Stockport Road (A6) . This would have the
effect of transferring from Stockport to Manchester 38
residential properties and four small shops, which the Council
claimed could be serviced more effectively from Manchester.

It

also claimed that Crossley Road would form a better long term
boundary.
75. Stockport did not comment on our draft proposal, but opposed
Manchester's further suggestion. The Council was supported in
its objection by Mr Tony Flavell MP, by 22 residents of the area
and in a petition bearing 70 signatures.
Those opposed to
Manchester's further suggestion claimed that the area had no
affinity with Manchester and that the residents had no wish to
transfer

to that authority.

As Manchester had produced

no

evidence to support its claim that the area could be more
effectively serviced by its authority, and in view of the
opposition from residents, we have decided to confirm our draft
proposal as final.
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(d)

Brassington Road - Whitehurst Road
(Burnage Lane End Road to Burnage Lane)

76. Stockport did not oppose our draft proposal to realign the
boundary to unite factory premises in the vicinity of Denshaw
Close in Manchester, and properties in Mauldeth Road in
Stockport. However, Manchester opposed that part of our draft
proposal relating to Mauldeth Road and requested that further
consideration be given to its original suggestion.
It also
submitted a further suggestion in respect of an area of new
housing south of Lavister Avenue, involving the transfer of some
450 properties from Stockport to Manchester.

The Council claimed

that the main access to this area was from Manchester.
77. Manchester's further suggestion was opposed by Stockport,
by Mr Tony Flavell MP, who forwarded 79 letters opposing the
suggestion, by a local councillor, who enclosed 251 pro-forma
letters opposing the transfer, and by eighteen individual members
of the public.

Those opposing Manchester's suggestion claimed

to have no affinity with that authority.
78. We noted the affinity with Stockport claimed by those who
would be affected by Manchester's suggestion, and did not
consider that Manchester had provided any convincing evidence to
support its radical proposal, which was clearly unpopular with
local residents. In view of this, and the strong opposition from
local residents, we have decided to confirm our draft proposal
as final.
(e) Didsbury Road - River Mersey
79. Both Manchester and Stockport supported our draft proposal
to unite the Green Pastures Estate, and an area of open land and
garden centre to the east of the River Mersey, in Stockport, and
to unite Parrs Wood High School and playing fields, and a small
area of land adjacent to the Galleon Swimming Pool, in
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Manchester.

However, it was opposed by a member of the public

and the Golden Days Garden Centre.
80. The Garden Centre explained that they were the sole occupier
of the land to the east of the Mersey and that they had no wish
to be transferred from Manchester, largely on the grounds that
it would be necessary for them to change their advertising logo.
The other objection was from a resident of the Green Pastures
Estate, who considered the services provided by Stockport to be
inferior to those provided by Manchester.
81.

We considered the two objections received but concluded

that, as the existing boundary was defaced, split properties and
crossed open ground, our draft proposal would provide the most
satisfactory realignment, uniting split properties and tying the
boundary to clearly defined ground features. We have therefore
decided to confirm our draft proposal as final.
(f) Brookside Road - Northenden Road - Styal Road
The Village of Gatley
82.

Stockport supported our draft proposal to unite the village

of Gatley in its authority.
It was also supported by 200
residents of the area. However, Manchester opposed it, disputing
residents' claims that the area is not well served by its
Council, and stating that our draft proposal was inconsistent
with other minor changes proposed

in this area.

Manchester

suggested that, if we were minded to confirm our draft proposal,
it should be amended to exclude an area of land to the rear of
Highcrest Avenue which is owned by the Council, and which forms
part of Hollyhedge Park.
83. Our draft proposal was also opposed by the Sharston Branch
Labour Party and by two residents; the latter claimed that the
area had an affinity with Manchester and that the facilities
provided by Manchester, which they use regularly, are superior
23

to

those

provided

by

Stockport.

The

Stockport

Family

Practitioner Committee supported the draft proposal but suggested
an amendment to the boundary in the Styal Road area.
84. The Styal Road area was originally the subject of a joint
suggestion from both authorities, and involved the realignment
of the boundary from Gatley Brook, which runs through gardens,
to the side of Styal Road. This suggestion was inadvertently
overlooked when we decided to unite Gatley in Stockport.
However, we felt that this oversight could be remedied by
proposing

that the boundary be realigned to Styal Road, and

consulted the residents affected by means of individual letters.
85.

We wrote to all 12 residents on Styal Road, with copies to

both authorities, drawing attention to the fact that the existing
boundary was unsatisfactory as it split properties, including
their own, and indicating our wish to realign the boundary from
Gatley Brook to the eastern side of Styal Road, where it would
link up with our wider proposal for Gatley. We enclosed a map
illustrating the proposed change and invited comments, to reach
us within a period of four weeks.
86.

We received a total of four replies.

However, none of the

respondents addressed the issue of our proposed
boundary
realignment in the area. Rather, the residents enquired about
the practical effect of a realignment. We responded to each of
the enquiries.
87.

We noted

suggestion

that no objections

had been received to the

by Manchester, Stockport and the Stockport Family

Practitioner Committee, for a realignment along Styal Road.
Being satisfied that all interested parties had been consulted
and given the opportunity to comment on the suggestion, we have
decided to recommend such a realignment as being in the interests
of effective and convenient local government.

24

88.

We concluded that Manchester had produced no new evidence

to suggest that effective and convenient local government would
be served by leaving Gatley divided between two authorities.
Accordingly, in the light of the support for our draft proposal
from Stockport and the residents of Gatley, we have decided to
confirm it as final, subject to the modification suggested by
Manchester, that a part of Hollyhedge Park be excluded from the
area to be transferred, and to a realignment along Styal Road.
(g) Finney Lane - Heald Green Station
89.

Both Manchester and Stockport supported our draft proposal

to unite an area of land, including the Heald Green Hotel, in the
vicinity of Finney Lane and Heald Green Station, in Manchester,
and to realign the boundary along the west side of the railway.
In the absence of objections, we have decided to confirm our
draft proposal as final.
THE BOUNDARY BETWEEN MANCHESTER AND MACCLESFIELD, IN CHESHIRE
(a)

Airport Operational Area

90.

Manchester

supported

our

draft

proposal

to

unite

the

operational area of the airport, including an area of land around
the south western end of the runway, in its authority, and the
site of an old brickworks and some glass houses at Boundary Farm
in Macclesfield.
Macclesfield accepted our draft proposal,
recognising the rationale for uniting the operational area with
the remainder of the airport, but expressed regret over its loss
of

planning

control.

Cheshire County Council.

Similar comments were

received

from

The County Council also commented that

the airport's management was currently reviewing its development
strategy to the year 2005, which would include an examination of
the extent of the operational area. The Council was concerned
that confirmation of our draft proposal would encourage a further
extension in the future.
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91 . Both Macclesfield and Cheshire supported that part of our
draft proposal relating to the old brick works and the
glasshouses.
92. We noted Cheshire County Council's comments on possible
future development of the airport's operational area but took the
view that this could only be regarded as speculative at this
time. Accordingly, in view of the general support for our draft
proposal, we have decided to confirm it as final.
(b)

River Bollin

93.

Manchester, Macclesfield Borough Council and Cheshire County

Council, all supported our draft proposal to realign the boundary
to follow the present line of the River Bollin. In the absence
of objections, we have decided to confirm it as final.
CONCLUSIONS
94. We believe that our final proposals, which are summarised
in Annex C to this report, are in the interests of effective and
convenient local government, and we commend them to you.
PUBLICATION
95. A separate letter is being sent to the Cities of Manchester
and Salford, the Metropolitan Boroughs of Tameside and Stockport,
and Macclesfield Borough Council 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 the 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
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you.

Copies of this report, with the maps attached at Annex A

illustrating the proposed changes, are being sent to all those
who received our draft proposal letters of 31 July 1990 and 1
October 1990 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 K YOUNG

R D COMPTON

Secretary
24 October 1991
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ANNEX C
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED BOUNDARY CHANGES BETWEEN THE CITY OF
MANCHESTER AND SALFORD, TAMESIDE, STOCKPORT AND MACCLESFIELD

Bury Old Road

Minor realignment
to unite
properties in
Manchester.

Paragraph 53
Map 27

From St Marks
Lane to Marsland
Street South

Minor realignment
to unite divided
properties in
either Salford or
Manchester.

Paragraph 54
Maps 26 and 25

Winterford Road,
High Clere
Avenue,
Malborough Road,
North Clifden
Lane and Ivy Leaf
Square

Minor realignment
along North
Clifden Lane,
Pembroke Steet,
St James's Road
and Marlborough
Road and along
Highclere Avenue.

Paragraph 56
Map 24

Fairy Lane Tip,
Bury New Road,
Rugby Street and
Overbridge Road

Minor realignment
to unite divided
properties and a
development site
in either Salford
or Manchester.

Paragraph 57
Maps 22 and 23

Medlock Valley Edge Lane Repton
Avenue/Aston
Avenue

Minor realignment
to unite land
west of Edge Lane
in Mancehster and
to unite
properties in
Repton Avenue and
Aston Avenue in
Tameside.

Paragraph 60
Map 1

Trenchard Court Northolt Court

Minor realignment
to unite Northolt
Court, and
properties south
of North Road
(west of Bristowe
Street) in
Manchester but to
retain Trenchard
Court in
Tameside.

Paragraph 62
Map 1

Ashton New Road
Ashton Canal

Minor realignment
to unite
residential
properties and
land south west
of Edge Lane in
Tameside and land
and buildings to
the north of the
Ashton Canal in
Manchester.

Paragraph 63
Map 2

Ashton Canal Wheeler Street
Fairfield Road
Peel Street

Minor realignment
to unite in
Manchester
allotments west
of Edge Lane, St
Gregory ' s RC High
School and
properties to the
south of
Fairfield Road;
also, to unite a
telephone
exchange in
Tames ide.

Paragraph 65
Maps 3 and 4

Manshaw Road Ackroyd Avenue

Side of road
realignment along
Manshaw Road
while retaining
the existing
boundary to the
south where it
crosses two
railway lines.

Paragraph 67
Map 5

Kingsdale Road

Minor realignment
to unite
properties in
Manchester and
allotments in
Tames ide.

Paragraph 70
Map 6

Reddish Lane Gorton Cemetery

Minor
realignments to
uni te land and

Paragraph 71
Map 7

Manchester
including a
cemetery and
schools.

Sandfold Lane Nelstrop Road

Minor realignment
to unite in
Manchester a
large area of
Scrubland, a
disused British
Rail depot, part
of Nelstrop Road,
the whole of
Sandfold Lane and

Paragraph 73
Maps 8 and 9

to uni tf* fhg
C- lh*

b***^-fe-•-*

^.**W

remainder of
Nelstrop Road in
Stockport.
Cringle Road Simon Freeman
Close and Cringle
Fields Park

Minor
realignments to
unite Cringle
Fields Park in
Manchester and to
transfer Simon
Freeman Close to
Stockport.

Paragraph 75
Maps 10 and 11

Brassington
Road - Whitehurst
Road
(Burnage Lane End
Road to Burnage
Lane)

Minor
realignments to
unite in
Manchester,
properties in
Moorcroft Walk
and factory
premises near
Denshaw Close and
also, to unite in
Stockport two
houses on
Mauldeth Road and
adjoining
dwellings on
Whitehurst Road,
properties in
Brassington Road
and open space
east of Burnage
Lane.

Paragraph 77
Maps 12 and 13

Didsbury Road River Mersey

Minor realignment
to unite the
Green Pastures
Estate, and an
area of open land
and a garden
centre to the
east of the River
Mersey in
Stockport and to
unite in
Manchester, Parrs
Wood High School
and playing
fields, and a
small area of
land adjacent to
the Galleon
Swimming Pool.

Paragraph 81
Maps 14 and 15

Brookside Road Northenden Road
Styal Road (The
Village of
Gatley)

Realignment to
unite the village
of Gatley in
Stockport, but
retain the whole
of Hollyhedge
Park in
Manchester and to
unite land east
of Styal Road in
Stockport.

Paragraph 88
Map 16

Finney Lane Heald Green
Station

Minor realignment
to unite an area
of land,
including the
Heald Green
Hotel, in
Manchester and to
realign the
boundary
southwards along
the west side of
the railway
transferring to
Stockport an area
of open land,
including Wood
Farm.

Paragraph 89
Map 17

Airport
Operational Area

Minor realignment
to unite in
Manchester the
operational area
of the airport
and land around
the south western
end of the runway
and to unite in
Macclesfield the
site of an old
brickworks, and
glass houses at
Boundary Farm.

Paragraph 92
Maps 18 and 19

River Bollin

Minor realignment
to follow the
present course of
the River Bollin.

Paragraph 93
Maps 20 and 21

