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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 Wirral 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 Wirral

Metropolitan Borough Council, copies of which were circulated to the Merseyside
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-

Wirral 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.No 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.

Wirral Metropolitan Borough Council presented their draft scheme of

representation on 23 June 1976. It allowed for the establishment of 22 wards

S
each returning 3 members to give a total of 66 members.

6.

We considered the draft scheme submitted by the Borough Council, alternative

schemes for a 66-member council submitted by two local political organisations
and alternative arrangements for certain areas suggested in other comments.
We decided to adopt the Council's draft scheme as the basis for our proposals
but to make some modifications.
7.

We decided that there was scope for improvement in the proposed wards of

Seacombe, Liscard, New Brighton, Wallasey, Leasowe and Moreton by some
realignment of the boundaries of those wards. We also decided to accept a
suggestion for altering part of the boundary between the proposed Bebington
and Prenton wards, and the boundary between the proposed Clatterbridge and
Heswall wards.
8.

Subject to the changes referred to in paragraph 7 above, and to a number

of minor adjustments to ward boundaries recommended by the Ordnance Survey, we
decided that the Borough Council's draft scheme provided a reasonable basis

-»

-for the future electoral arrangements for the-Borough in compliance with the
4

rules in Schedule 11 to the 1972 Act and our guidelines, and we formulated our
draft proposals accordingly.

9«

On 16 December 1976 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 n^n

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.
He asked for comments to reach us by 24 February

1977.

10. Wirral Borough Council suggested that minor adjustments should be made
to some boundaries and that two of the proposed ward names should be changed.
11. We also received comments from two local political parties, a local
amenity society and three private persons, some of which were critical of our
draft proposals.
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 N Mitchell was appointed an Assistant
Commissioner to hold a local meeting and to report to us*

13. The Assistant Commissioner held the meeting at Wallasey on 24 November 1977.
He made a tour of inspection of the Borough before the meeting and subsequently
visited the wards in the Birkenhead area.

A copy of his report to 'us of the

meeting is attached at Schedule 1 to this report.
H-

In the light of the information gained at the meeting and from his

inspections of the area the Assistant Commissioner recommended that our draft
proposals should be confirmed subject to the modifications which he specified
in his report. These modifications which were acceptable to all concerned
related to:(i) boundary adjustments between the following proposed wards:
Bebington and Clatterbridge; Hamilton and Cteton; Upton and
Prenton; and Wallasey, New Brighton and Liscard;

(ii) corrections to the descriptions in our draft proposals for
the* Bromborough, Egerton, Oxton end Frenton wards; and
(iii)

changing the names of the proposed Hamilton and Rock Ferry

wards to Birkenhead and Tranmere respectively.

15. We reviewed our draft proposals in the light of the Assistant
Commissioner's report.

We noted in particular the difficulties presented

by the situation in Birkenhead, but we felt that the Assistant Commissioner's
arguments for not making changes in this area were well founded. We concluded
that the alterations recommended by the Assistant Commissioner should be
adopted and, subject to these amendments, we decided to confirm our draft
proposals as our final proposals.

16* Details of these final proposals are set out in Schedule 2 to this report
and on the attached map. Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and the
number of councillors to £e 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 Wirral

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.

L.S.
Signed:
NICHOLAS MORRISON

(Chairman)

JOHN M RANKIN

(Deputy Chairman)

PHILUS BCWDES

T BKOCKBANK

D P HARRISON

R R THORNTON

LESLIE GRE*3HAW
7 December 1978

(Secretary)

SCHEDULE 1

LOCAL

GOVERNMENT

BOUNDARY

REVIEW OF ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS
VIRRAL IN THE COUNTY
ASSISTANT

COMMISSION

FOR

ENGLAND

- METROPOLITAN
OF MERSEYSIDE

BOROUGH

COMMISSIONERf S
REG OMMENDATIONS

REPORT

OF

AND

On 15 September( 1977> I was notified by the Commission that
the Home Secretary had appointed me as an Assistant Commissioner to
hold an informal meeting to hear local views on the Commission's draft
proposals, forwarded to the Wirral MBC on 16 December, 19?6, for *n®
future electoral arrangements for the metropolitan borough.
The meeting, over which I presided, was duly held at the Civic
Hall, Wallasey, on Thursday, 2k November, 1977> at 10.30

a.m.

A list

showing the names and addresses of those attending the meeting and
the interests they represented, is attached hereto.

There were present

15 representatives of the three political parties (including
Councillors), 4 members of the Council's sta±"f, 4 members of the
public and one representative of the local press.

The meeting lasted

approximately two hours.
The Wirral MB comprises the greater part of the Wirral peninsula
in the former County Boroughs of Birkenhead and Wallasey, the Borough
of Bebington and the Urban Districts of Hoylake and Wirral.

An

official local publication describes.'the area as "an ideal blend of
town, country and seaside".

On the River Mersey side of the peninsula

are large industrial areas and the docks.

Crossing from east to west,

however, the landscape changes from urban to suburban and then to
open countryside which includes some National Trust land and pleasant
villages.

Deeside's wide, tidal river provides a sharp contrast to

the commercial bustle of the Mersey.

The area has a good road

network, which includes a new motorway (M53) running down the spine
of the Wirral and diesel and electric rail services inter-connecting

2.

most parts of the area.
Wirral is one of five metropolitan districts within the new
Merseyside County.
Background to the meeting
In a letter dated 28 August, 1975» the Commission had invited the
VJirral MBC to prepare and subsequently publish a draft scheme of
electoral representation for the district*

Such a scheme was duly

5

prepared and approved by the Council on 20 April, 1976, and was

t
submitted to the Commission on 23 June, 1976, together with various
documents, including comments on the scheme which had been submitted
to the Council in response to public notices.
The Council's proposals and the comments made thereon both to
the Council and also direct to the Commission having been carefully
considered, the Commission , on 16 December, 1976, forwarded to the
Council their own draft proposals, with an explanatory memorandum and
map, which were to be published and made available for public
inspection within the MB.

Any comments on the Commission's draft

proposals were required to be submitted to them by 24 February, 1977*
Following consideration locally of their draft proposals, the
Commission received representations/objections from the Wirral MBC,
the Liberal Group of the tfirral MBC, the Wallasey Labour Party, a
local amenity society and three individuals resident in the district.
The purpose of the, local meeting held on 24 November was
primarily for me to hear evidence on the representations and objections
j
raised by the above-mentioned bodies and persons. In opening the
meeting, however, I made it clear to those present that, by reason
of its informal nature, anyone who desired to speak on relevant
matters, whether or not such matters had been previously considered
would be fully at liberty to do so.
Shortly after my appointment as Assistant Commissioner, I paid
a private visit to the Wirral so as to familiarise myself, as far as

3.

possible, with the area.
The Commission's draft proposals
The Commission, after having considered the various comments made
to them, decided to adopt the Council's draft scheme as the basis fortheir own draft proposals, subject to (a) the adoption of an
alternative scheme for the former Wallasey CB area, submitted to them
by Mr. H.T, Kenham Morris, FCA, a former Mayor of Wallasey, (b) the
re-alignment in part of two ward boundaries to follow the line of the
railway instead of the Parliamentary

constituency boundaries, provided

that only a minimal number of electors was involved, and (c) minor
boundary adjustments suggested by the Ordnance Survey in the interests
of technically better boundaries.

(in regard to (b) above, the

Council's officers had later confirmed to the Commission that only
three electors in one area and seventeen in another were involved).
The Commission's draft proposals accorded with those of the
Council in providing for the division of the MB into 22 wards, each
electing 3 members, to give a total Council of 66 members.

The 1976

electorate of 256,79^ gave an average per ward of 11,672 and an
average per councillor of 3891-

The predicted electorate for 1981

of 258,878 gave an average per ward of 11,767 and an average per
councillor of 3922.

The proposed numbers of wards and councillors

were.the same as at present.

None of the proposed wards was co-

terminous with any existing ward.

The Commission had expressed the

opinion, based on declining population and electorate figures over the
period of 1971/76 and notwithstanding a slight increase (84) in the
electorate in 1976, that the Council's projection of the total
electorate in 1981 was perhaps somewhat too high, although there were
only two wards (Moreton and Hoyden) which depended for correct
representation on growth in the electorate, resulting from anticipated
private housing development.

There were two other wards (Seacombe

and Hamilton) which were expected to show a considerable decrease in

electorate by 1981, primarily due to anticipated clearance of unfit
houses.

Figures prepared by the Council's officers and handed to me

at the local meeting showed that the 1977 electorate had increased by
882 over the 1976 figure (1976 - 256,79**;

1977 - 257,676).

Concerning equality of representation between the 22 wards, the
Commission's draft proposals showed that, whilst this had been largely
achieved, four wards would fall outside the usual tolerances on the
1976 figures.
by

»

All wards were expected to be within these tolerances

1981.

The Council1s draft scheme
At the local meeting on 2k November, it was confirmed in an
opening statement by Mr. P.J. Mills, the Council's Director of
Administration and Legal Services, that in preparing their draft
scheme (on which, as stated above, the Commission1s draft proposals
were largely based), the Council had been very mindful of the rules
required to be observed by s. 78 (2) and Schedule 11 to the Local
Government Act, 1972, calling for the ratio of the number of local
government electors to the number of councillors to be elected being,
as nearly as may be, the same in every ward and had been careful to
ensure that each of the 22 wards fell within the population tolerances
indicated by the Commission.

As called for by the Act, they had also

tried to have regard to (a) the desirability of fixing ward boundaries
which were and would remain easily identifiable, and (b) to any local
ties which would be broken by the fixing of any particular boundary as the rules also required.

Mr. Mills made the point, however, that ' .

although one might have regard to local ties, it was impossible to
meet those criteria;

in fact, the criteria (a) and (b) above were

often in conflict, particularly if one used as ward boundaries the
most easily identifiable fixed boundaries on the ground, e.g. main
roads, railway lines, rivers, etc.

If 22 wards of equal size were to

be created in the borough, there were many ways of drawing the boundaries

and wherever one drew boundary lines on a map of Wirral to obtain
equal-sized wards, local ties would be broken.

It was a matter of

opinion where boundaries should be drawn and which local communities
should be split as a result.
further evidence as to the criteria followed by the Council
in preparing their draft scheme was given at the local meeting by
Councillor Michael J. Moore, Deputy Chairman of the Council's General
Purposes Committee, a councillor of some ten years standing and the
senior member of the majority party (Conservative) on the Council.
He informed me that because of his experience, he had been appointed
in 1976 by the Conservative Group on the Council to take overall
charge of the Council's review of local electoral arrangements.
Councillor Moore also stated that he was authorised to represent at
the meeting the Conservative Associations of Birkenhead, Bebington
and Ellesmere Port, Wallasey and Wirral.
It appeared from Councillor Moore's evidence that the Council,
in preparing their draft scheme had determined to comply with two
other self-imposed constraints , additional to the statutory
requirements and rules.

These were (a) that, in fixing the new

ward boundaries, they would try and avoid crossing the boundaries
of the former local authorities, viz:

Birkenhead and Wallasey CBs,

Bebingtpn B. and Hoylake and Wirral UDCs, and (b) that they would also
try and avoid any wholesale carve-up of existing polling districts.
In the event, the scheme provided for the crossing of only one old
local authority boundary, involving only 18 electors who would be
able to vote in a polling station more convenient to their homes
than was the case at present.

As for the polling districts, of which

there were 120 throughout Wirral, the scheme showed that only 13
had been split, of which 2 were in ^irkenhead, 3 in Bebington, 2 in
Deeside (Hoylake and Wirral) and 6 in Wallasey.
Councillor Moore submitted to the meeting some interesting

6.

information concerning previous local reviews of electoral
arrangements in the areas of the former tfirral local authorities.
There had been a local boundary revision in Bebington in 1969i Oeeside
had had a minor review in I960 and Wallasey had created an additional
ward in the early 1950*s.

In Birkenhead, additional wards had been

created in 1928 and 1933 but the remaining wards - the 1^ central
wards of Birkenhead CB - had the same boundaries prior to 1973 as OT\ •
the date of the first elections for the new ^irkenhead County Borough
held on 14 November, 1S77» exactly 100 years and 10 days ago. AS
recently as 1972, one ward in flirkenhead had an electorate of only
1300 compared with 20,000 electors in another ward.

More recently,

the rough-and-ready ward amalgamations carried out prior to the 1973
elections had created four wards with 9>000 or less electors and two
wards with 15»500 and 21,000 electors.

The Council, therefore, had

had to carry out a major review of the Birkenhead area and even in
this area, their draft scheme, as adopted by the Commission, had
avoided a wholesale carve-up of polling districts.

This had been

done by using as the main boundaries the M53 motorway, the Moreton
spur road, the docks, the River Mersey, the Hooton/Chester railway
line and the main A552 arterial road from the west of Birkenhead.
A map showing the Commission's draft proposals was displayed at the
meeting.
Compatibility with Merseyside County' Scheme
Mr. Mills (director of Administration & Legal Services) stated,
-f

in this connection, that the proposal for 22 wards in Wirral MB was
-entirely compatible with the present intentions of Merseyside CC,
where "irral would be entitled to 22 one-member electoral divisions
in a county council of 99 members.

Mr. Mills also stated that the

Council did not support the CC's request that the current review by
the Commission should be stopped.
Number of Wards and size of Council

No alternative to the Commission1s proposal that Wirral MB
should be divided into 22 three-member wards, giving a Council of
66 members, was put Toward at the meeting.

The matter was only

briefly touched upon by Mr, W.L. i^aston, Secretary/Agent of the
Wirral District Labour Party, in his evidence to me at the meeting
and although I got the impression that there might now be some
underlying dissatisfaction concerning the proposed size of the
Wirral Council, in comparison with the council of one other
metropolitan district in the County of Merseyside, this matter was
not pursued by Mr. Easton and his remarks did not promote any
discussion at the meeting.
Response to the Commission1s draft proposals Written objections and representations
The written objections/representations

received by the Commission

in response to their draft proposals may be summarised as follows:Wirral MBC

- had indicated their acceptance of the draft
proposals (including those for the former Wallasey
area) but had qualified their acceptance by
suggesting some minor boundary adjustments and
two changes of ward names.

The Liberal Group of Wirral MBC

-

had objected to the

proposed warding of the former oirkenhead CB
. area and had asked for their earlier proposals
for the area to be reconsidered.
:

The Wallasey Labour Party

-

had put forward alternative

proposals for the warding of the former Wallasey
CB area, except for the Leasowe and Moreton
Wards (as described in the draft proposals) which
they accepted.
Mr. H.T. Kenham Morris, FCA

-

had written in support of the

draft proposals.
The Irby, Thurstaston and Pensby Amenity Society

-

had

8.

objected to the extension of Thurstaston Ward
to include part of Vest Kirby, on the grounds
that the ward would be too large in area to be
properly represented and would be lacking in unity.
Mrs• J.M. Western of 19 Cornelius ^rive, Pensby

-

had made an

objection similar to that of the Amenity Society
in relation to the Thurstaston "ard and had added
that the inclusion in the ward of Thingwall, rather
-• t
than Caldy and part of west Kirby, would be more
appropriate from both the geographical and social
aspect.
Mrs. F.J. 'Aimer of 7 fleryl Road, Noctorum, Birkenhead

- had

commented favourably on the proposed alteration of
the boundaries of the existing Upton Ward but had
remarked that an anomaly whereby some flats were
split between Prenton and Upton Wards, was
perpetuated in the draft proposals.
Additional representations
Mr. P.J. Mills (Director of Administration & Legal Services), on
behalf of the Council, also requested at the meeting that consideration
be given to a number of other matters about which the Council had
had second thoughts.

These concerned further minor boundary

adjustments and corrections which, in the Council's opinion, would
improve on their original scheme and on the Commission's draft
proposals.
Councillor- G. Lindsay, Leader of the Council's Liberal Group,
drew attention at the meeting to an apparent error in the text
describing the boundary between the proposed Oxton, Egerton and
Prenton Wards.

Aiis should have followed the constituency boundary,

as it was at present, but it had been wrongly described.
electors would be affected.

About 60

9.

Proceedings at the Local Meeting
The Council and the two political organisations mentioned above
were represented at the meeting.
Turner were also present.

Mr. H.T. Kenham Morris and Mrs. F.J.

The Irby, Thurstaston and Pensby Amenity

Society was not represented and &rs. J.M. Western did not attend the
meeting,.
Apart from the minor boundary adjustments and corrections and
the suggested changes of two ward names, virtually the whole of the
discussion at the meeting was concentrated on the Commission's draft
proposals for the areas of the former Wallasey and Birkenhead CBs.
The spokesmen for all three political parties were united in
objecting to the draft proposals as they affected all but the Leasowe
and Moreton Wards and in putting forward alternative proposals for the
other four wards of Wallasey.

The Labour Party spokesman expressed

agreement in principle with the Liberal Croup's objections to
certain aspects of the proposed re-warding of the former Birkenhead
CB area.
It will be convenient to deal first with the Council's
submissions relating to minor boundary changes and ward names»
Minor boundary _ changes, and new ward n_ame_s
. The Councii were very concerned about the boundaries between
Prenton and Heswall wards and between aebington and Clatterbridge
Wards which, in the Commission's draft proposals, followed the
railway line from the point where it passed under the M53 motorway,
southwards to the point where it met the borough boundary.

The

Councilf s draft scheme had provided for the boundary to follow the
existing constituency boundary between the Parliamentary Constituency
of Wirral and the Parliamentary Constituency of tiebington and
£liesmere Port.
Mr. P.J. Mills (Director of Administration & Legal Services)
conceded on behalf of the Council that the railway line was and

10.

would remain clear and obvious and easily identifiable whereas the
parliamentary constituency boundary could not be so described*
Nevertheless, the ^ouncil asked that the latter should still be used
for the ward boundaries, partly because the Commission's proposal,
if confirmed, would cause inconvenience to the affected electors a factor which seemed to have been omitted from the criteria required
to be considered

-

and also because of the administrative

»

inconvenience which would be involved in the preparation of the
«

separate registers of electors that would be required for those
electors, who numbered 3 and 1? respectively.

The railway line was

not an inconvenient physical barrier and the electors in question
formed part of the local community on the opposite side of the
railway,

Mr. Mills submitted that any change of ward boundaries

in this particular area should be deferred until the Parliamentary
Boundary Commission had carried out their own review.
Councillor M.J* Moore endorsed Mr. Mills' remarks and added
for my information that the group of 17 electors referred to would,
if the railway became the ward boundary, need to travel a return
journey of three miles to and from the polling station and the other
three electors would also have increased distances to travel to vote
at local elections.
Having considered the arguments advanced in favour of retaining
the parliamentary constituency boundaries in this vicinity, I am of.
opinion that the Commission1s use of the clear and unambiguous line
of the railway as the boundary between the wards mentioned is wellfounded and in accordance with modern practice for boundary making.
The change will admittedly create some inconvenience for 'a very
small number of electors and also some slight administrative
awkwardness but these factors in my opinion, do not justify my
recommending any departure from the Commission's draft proposal.
The other minor boundary adjustments asked for by the

11.
Council,(most of which had been described in detail in Mr. Hills'
letter to the Commission dated 18 February, 197?) were summarised
by him for the benefit of the meeting,
was also on display at the meeting.

A map showing the alterations

Mr. Mills' observations, were as
*

follows:(i)

The proposed boundary between the Bebington and
Clatterbridge Wards would create great inconvenience to
electors, in that it would cut off 120 electors, many
of them elderly, from their present polling station on •
the edge of Mayer Park, ^ebington, and would mean that
they would have to vote nearly a mile away. In the
proposals the boundary was drawn towards the south of
the park, along a hedge, a path and a fence and was not
easy to determine. The Council therefore proposed a
more permanent boundary line in this vicinity from the
Birkenhead/Chester railway, south eastwards along the
railway to a point opposite the footpath north of
Parkside ^lose, thence north westwards along the
footpath to the junction of Bebington Hoad and the road
known as the Village to Acres Road, thence continuing
north westwards along that road to Higher Bebington Road.

(ii)

There was a similar situation at Pulford **oad, where the
boundary line between the Bebington and Clatterbridge Wards
had been drawn down the middle of two roads, thus cutting
off about 100 electors from the rest of the community
and transferring them from an adjacent polling station
to one some distance away. Some of the affected
electors were in new houses unmarked on the Commission's
map and it was considered that they should be included
in the -^ebington rtard rather than the Clatterbridge
tfard. It was, therefore, proposed that the boundary
from Higher ~Jebington *<Oad should proceed south
eastwards along Pulford Road to a point opposite the
back of 2 Ascot Drive, thence north eastwards to the
perimeter of the grounds of 3t. Edmund's Orphanage and
thence southwards along the said perimeter to the centre
of Heath Road, continuing north westwards along Heath
Road to a point opposite the western boundary of Wirral
County Grammar School playing fields.

(iii)

A correction was necessary in the text of the description
of Bromborough '»'ard in the draft proposals. The
description was incorrect although the Commission1s
map showing the boundary was accurate. The description
did not correspond with the present polling district
boundary between polling districts 9A and 9B which had
beon fairly recently adopted. The Council asked,
therefore, that in the description of the boundary,
the words "along said lane to Acre Lane, then south
westwards along said lane" should be deleted and the
following words substituted therefor, viz: "along said
lane to a point immediately south of Acre Lane, thence
in a south westerly direction to include Acre Lane".

(iv)

In the Birkenhead area, the boundary between the proposed

12.

Hamilton Ward and Oxton Ward ran along the centre line of
two main roads, Oxton Road and Balls Hoad, except at the
junction of those two roads where properties in Euston Grove,
Alfred Hoad, Ridley Street and Westbourne Road formed a
dog-leg projection out of Oxton Ward into Hamilton «ard.
This was an unnatural boundary, broke up the community and
perpetuated the former tfirkenhead CB Ward boundaries.
The Council desired the anomaly to be corrected by
straightening the boundary in the southwest corner of
Hamilton Ward by continuing the line from Oxton Road along
Balls Road to its junction with Euston Grove, The effect
of the proposed amendment would be to transfer 181 electors
from Oxton »ard to Hamilton "ard.

•

(v)

A correction was required to the description of Egerton
ward so that No. 1004 Borough ^oad was included in this . ,
ward. .This property had been earlier described as No. 1000
Borough ^-oad but the premises had recently, been re-numbered
following redevelopment.

(vi)

The point raised at the meeting by Councillor G. Lindsay
concerning an apparent error in the description of the
boundary between the proposed Oxton, Egerton and Prenton
Wards, could conveniently be included with the foregoing
minor boundary adjustments submitted by the Councii after
checking. If the point were substantiated it would be
necessary to re-describe that part of the boundary affected.

The foregoing proposals (i) to (v) (inclusive) submitted to the
meeting on behalf of the Council were not dissented from by anyone
present and accordingly I recommend that they be accepted as amendments
to the Commission's draft proposals.
I have been informed since the meeting by the Council's Director
of Administration & Legal Services (Mr. Mills) that Councillor Lindsay's
point at item (vi) above has been found to be a valid one and, the
procedure for dealing with it having been agreed by all concerned
present at the meeting, I recommend that the necessary correction be
made in the descriptions of the proposed boundaries of the Oxton and
Egerton Wards as an amendment to the Cominissionis draft proposals.
I am advised by Mr. Mills that the description for the Prenton ward
is not affected.

Revised detailed descriptions of the two ward

boundaries affected have been prepared by the Council's offices.
The Council's final submissions related to the proposed changes
in the names of two wards, viz: Hamilton Ward, which it was proposed
should be re-named Birkenhead n'ard and Rock ^'erry * ard, which it was
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proposed should be re-named Tranmere Ward,

Mr. Mills, on behalf of

the Council, stated that the choice of the name Hamilton had derived
from the name of the well-known square in Birkenhead but on reflection,
the Council had felt it better to perpetuate the name of ^irkenhead
and this ward contained most of the old township of Birkenhead.
The proposal affecting the proposed Hamilton »ard change of name
created some discussion at the meeting.

Two spokesmen for the

Council's Liberal ^roup expressed themselves as having reservations
about the change and being happy with the name Hamilton.

They

believed that people living in Oxton and Claughton might perhaps
object to the change0

Councillor M.J. Moore (Conservative) pointed

out that the names of all the former local authorities, except
Birkenhead, had been preserved in the new ward names and he believed
that it would be appropriate to use the Birkenhead name instead of
Hamilton.

Mr. Baston (Labour Party) agreed that the old names should

be perpetuated if possible although he had mixed views about re-naming
Hamilton Ward.

On the whole, he would support the change.

I recommend that for the reason stated, the Council's

suggestion

for the change of name of Hamilton *ard to Birkenhead Ward be accepted
as an amendment to the Commission's draft proposals.
Mr. Mills stated that the decision to propose a different name
for the Rock ^erry '"'ard had been a difficult one for the COuncii to
make.

This was because -;ock Ferry and ^ranmere were both old

townships but it was apparent from a close examination of the new
ward boundaries that the ward would contain more of the old township
of Tranmere than it did of

;i

ock r^erry and so the name of Tranmere

was now proposed.
There appeared to be no objection to the proposed change on the
part of anyone present at the meeting and I therefore recommend that,
for the reason stated, the Council's suggestion for the change of name
of Rock i^erry "ard to Tranmere Ward be accepted as an amendment to

the Commission1a draft proposals.
Finally, Mr. Mills indicated that if the Commission were
disposed to agree to the request of Mrs. F.J. Turner to adjust the
boundary between the Prenton and Upton Wards at Houghton Road, the
simplest way to do this would be to transfer the block of flats
containing Nos« 25 to 36 Houghton court to prenton Ward,

This would

involve a transfer to that ward of 22 electors,

'

I recommend that the boundary between the two wards named be
B

adjusted as proposed on behalf of the Council, to meet Mrs. Turner's
request and that the alteration be accepted as an amendment of the
Commission's draft proposals.

Other submissions made at the meeting

are dealt with in the following paragraphs0
The former Wallasey CB area
The Wallasey Labour Party, in their written representations to
the Commission, had put forward alternative proposals for the warding
of part of the former Wallasey CB area.

They agreed with the

Commission*s draft boundary proposals for the Leasowe and Moreton
wards but recommended that the boundaries of the other four wards be
revised, in accordance with the detailed descriptions set out in their
representations.

In the party's opinion, the alternatives proposed

were the natural boundaries in relation to the environmental and
community needs of the four wards (Wallasey, New Brighton, Liscard
.and Seacombe) and would ensure the retention of the present cohesion of the respective communities.
At the local meeting, Mr. W.L, Easton (Secretary/Agent for the
party) enlarged on the written representations, particularly in
relation to the proposed boundaries of the Wallasey and New Brighton
Wards which he declared paid no regard to community links or to the
environment.

He had no serious complaint to make about the ^eacombe

Ward proposed boundary but suggested that consideration might possibly
be given to using Mill Lane as part of the northern boundary of the
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ward in place of the proposed line skirting Central Park.
Councillor Neil Thomas of *allasey (a member of the Council's
Liberal Group) expressed himself as pleased with the Commission's
proposals as they stood, except for the Wallasey and New Brighton
Wards.

His group would prefer the Labour Party's alternative

suggestions to the Commission1s draft proposals*
Councillor M.J. Moore, on behalf of the Conservative majority
party on the Council, indicated his acceptance of the alternative
boundary proposals put forward by the "'allasey Labour Party and now
supported by the Council's Liberal Group.
In response to an enquiry from me, Mr. K.T. Kenham Morris stated
that he could see no objection to the alternative boundaries as
accepted at the meeting by the representatives of the Council's
three political groups.

It will be recalled that Mr. Kenham Morris

had himself submitted to the Commission boundary proposals for the
former "'allasey area, which had been adopted as part of their draft
proposals in preference to the Council's original scheme of April,

1976.
The alternative boundary proposals outlined at the meeting
by Mr. £aston on behalf of the Wallasey Labour Party, had been
submitted to the Commission in a letter from the party dated 21
February, 1977 and affected four wards in the former Wallasey area,
viz:

Liscard, New Brighton, "allasey and Seacombe Wards.

They had

been roughly marked on a street map accompanying the letter but the
proposals did not appear to have been fully worked out and they had
not been accompanied by the necessary detailed figures showing the
ward electorates for 1976 and the projected electorates for 19&1*
The proposals also differed from the wirral Labour Party1s original
proposals for the Wallasey area submitted to the Commission
June,

on

2k

1976.
Nevertheless, in view of the complete unanimity manifested at
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the meeting in connection with the "allasey Labour Party's proposals,
I asked the Council's officers to be good enough to check their
detailed descriptions of the suggested boundaries and also to prepare
for me a map showing the boundary lines and how they differed from
the Commissionis draft proposals,

This was speedily done and the

detailed boundaries confirmed with the parties' representatives
present at the local meeting.

The requisite figures of electorates *
in each of the wards of which the boundaries would be changed are as

follows:Electorate
1216

Electorate
1981

New Brighton

12,065

12 , 004

Wallasey

12,751

12,240

Liscard

12,480

12,434

In terms of the entitlements of the proposed wards, all three
would be within the Commission1s usual tolerances both on the 1976
and 1981 figures.

The electorate figures for the Seacombe ward show

no change from those appearing in the numerical analysis of the
Commission1s draft proposals, as no change is proposed in the
boundaries of this ward*
It is unnecessary for very detailed descriptions of the ward
boundaries now jointly proposed on behalf of the three political
parties on the Council to be set down in full in this report and
the following brief account of the way in which the boundaries of

"-

Wallasey, New Brighton and Liscard Wards differ from those in the
Commission1s draft proposals will no doubt suffice.
The wallasey "ard's boundary with Leasowe Ward would remain
unchanged from that proposed by the Commission but the easterly
boundary with New Brighton Ward would be moved some distance eastwards,
running from a point on the northerly boundary of the Borough
southwards down Mount Koad, along Mount Pleasant Road and Seaview
Road to Edinburgh ^oad.

The southern boundary of "allasey Ward with
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Liscard Ward would extend from Seaview Road westwards along
Leander Road, tfallasey i^oad and Wallacre ^oad to a point near
Wallacre Recreation Ground, where it would join the Commission1s
proposed southern boundary for the Wallasey/Liscard Wards.
The boundary between New Brighton Ward and Liscard Ward would
be moved from Magazine Lane some distance southwards to Manor Lane
(junction with Egremont Promenade), whence it would proceed eastwards
along Manor Lane, up Withins Lane and then generally in an irregular
line eastwards to the junction of ^eaview Road and Edinburgh J^oad,
at which point it would join the proposed Wallasey Ward/Liscard Ward
boundary described above.
The proposed boundary for Seacombe "ard would remain in all
respects co-terminous with the Commission"s proposed boundary for
that ward0
As a result of the discussion at the local meeting, it became
apparent that no significant differences of local political opinion
now exist as to the best arrangements for the six wards in the former
Wallasey CB area*

It also became clear that there is now united

political opposition locally to the Commission's draft proposals as
they affect three of the wards, i.e. the Wallasey, New Brighton and
Liscard Wards.

The jointly agreed alternative proposals resulting

from the meeting, in my opinion, are satisfactory, in that they meet
the statutory criteria and the Commission's general guidelines and
I recommend that they be accepted as amendments to the Commission1s
draft proposals«
Thurstaston nard
Although no representative of the Irby, Thurstaston & Pensby
Amenity Society attended the meeting, I informed those present of
the nature of the society's written objection to the Commission1s
draft proposals for Thurstaston «ard, viz:

that the ward would

extend from Pensby in the south-east to West Kirby in the north-west,
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that it would combine areas of completely diverse character and
that it would be too large to be effectively governable.

I also drew

the meeting1s attention to the somewhat similar representations made
in the letter from Mrs. J.M. Western, who was not present.
The wards on the north-westerly side of the ^«irral are of
necessity much larger in size than, say, some of the more densely
populated wards in the Birkenhead and "allasey areas»

The points

of view expressed in the foregoing representations are in effect akin
»
to arguments for "rural weighting", a concept that was provided for
in the Local Government Act, 1933t but which was repealed by the
Local Government Act, 1972, and replaced by the rule requiring
equality of representation.
The Meeting accepted this and there was in fact no further
discussion on the point.
Mrs. Western's observation that it would be appropriate to
include the Thing-wall district in Thurstaston Ward is dealt with
later in this report in the paragraphs relating to the former
Birkenheadarea.
Q

ther parts of the Wirral area
The Commission had. taken into account, when considering the

Council1s draft scheme, the following suggestions and objections
made either to the Council or to the Commission, after publication
of the scheme*

The wirral District Labour Party had forwarded their

own alternative scheme of electoral representation for the waliasey,
Birkenhead and Bebington areas of the borough.

The Uebington and

Ellesmer© Port Constituency Labour ?arty had also forwarded an
alternative scheme which was confined to the debington part of the
district and which had appeared to be identical with that submitted
by the District Party.

The Liberal Group of the tfirral MB Council

had also forwarded an alternative scheme of electoral representation
which mainly concerned the former Birkenhead and wallasey areas and
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also included some minor proposed boundary adjustments relating to
the Bebington and Deeside wards,
The Bebington and Ellesmere Port Constituency Labour Party were
not separately represented at the local meeting and their proposals
for the Bebington area were not raised at: the meeting by the
representative of the District Labour Party (Mr. J.L. Easton) who
confined his submissions to matters affecting the Wallasey and
Birkenhead areas,
The Spokesmen for the Council's Liberal Group at the meeting
also confined their remarks to the proposals for the fcallasey and
Birkenhead areas.
Councillor M.J. Moore had objected to the Commission on behalf
of the residents of Birkenhead and other parts of wirral, that no
mention was made in the ward names (in the Council's draft scheme)
of the old township of Birkenhead and he had submitted that the ward
name Hamilton be deleted in favour of Birkenhead.

(This suggestion

was later adopted by the Council and the matter is dealt with in
earlier paragraphs of this report).
The former Birkenhead CB area
As part of their alternative scheme for the borough, the Liberal
Group on the Council had submitted to the Commission in June, 19?6,
proposals for the re-warding of the former Birkenhead area which
differed considerably from the Council's draft scheme.

Following

publication of the Commission's draft proposals in December, 1976,
the group in February, 1977> had written formally objecting to them
and had requested that their own proposals for Birkenhead might again
be considered at a local meeting.
In June, 19?6, the Wirral District ^abour Party had also
submitted to the Commission alternative proposals for the revision,
inter alia, of the Birkenhead ward boundaries.

The Labour Party,

following the publication of the Commission1s draft proposals, however,
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had not pursued their own proposals to the point of making a formal
request for renewed consideration of them but their spokesman at the
local meeting (Mr. J.L. Easton) informed me that the party still
wished to oppose the Commission1s draft proposals covering the
fiirkenhead area, as these w©re, of course, identical with the Council1s
draft scheme«
Councillor G. Lindsay, on behalf of the Council's Liberal Group,•
at the outset reiterated the views expressed earlier in their
written representations to the Commission, questionning

the need for

boundary reviews to be undertaken at the present time, when the public
were still "reeling and bewildered from the effects of local
government reorganisation"*

However, accepting that, in accordance

with the statutory requirements and the numerical restraiiis involved
therein, ward boundaries had to be re-drawn, he enlarged on his
group1s proposals which, he submitted, identified better with the
local communities, both existing and potential, than did those of
the Commission.
The criticisms and detailed re-warding proposals of the
Council's Liberal Group, submitted to the Commission in June, 19?6,
with accompanying plans, had amounted to an alternative scheme for
the former Birkenhead area*

They had proposed eight wards with

1976 electorates ranging from 9919 (Oxton) - the lowest - to 13266
(Hamilton) - the highest - and the electorates of four of the wards
had been outside the Commission1s usual tolerances*

The predicted

1981 electorates for the eight wards, however, had all been within
those tolerances.

These figures had all been re-calculated at the

Commission's request by the Councii's officers to enable them to give
proper consideration to the Liberal group's proposals.

In the event,

the Commission had preferred to adopt the Councii's draft scheme,
subject to the minor amendments referred to elsewhere in this report*
The Liberal Group1s criticisms of the Commission's draft scheme,
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as set out in their letter or 1^ February, 1977i

to

*ne Commission,

and as enlarged upon at the local meeting by Councillor Lindsay, can
be summarised as follows:(i)

The splitting of the "north end" of Birkenhead partly
into the Bidston Ward was divisive of that community.
This was evidenced particularly by the inclusion in the
ward of the Upper Brassey Street area which had nothing
in common with the Ford Estate. The group also disagreed
with the division of Eleanor Road, pointing out that it
had no vehicular access to Bidston Village*

(ii)

The proposed Hamilton Ward was completely lacking in
any community identity, as evidenced by the combining
of Lincoln Street in the north with Elmswood Road by the
Technical College in the south.

The omission from the

ward of Oak ^ank and the inclusion therein of Euston
Grove also bore out the point,
(iii)

The combining of the areas of Claughton and Noctorum
was unnatural because, as in the case of Bidston ward,
it ignored the natural boundary of Bidston Hill *

(iv)

The Woodchurch Estate should not be split between two
wards (Upton and Prenton).

The motorway M53» which was

a natural ward boundary and was now straddled by Prenton .
Ward, would be better crossed in the Upton area which had
Upton ^tation and its neighbouring shops as a focal
point, as opposed to the ^renton area which had a larger
natural

boundary.

The Liberal Group accepted in princ'iple that it was generally
desirable to preserve and use as ward boundaries, the boundaries of
the former local authorities.
On behalf of the. Wirral District Labour Party, Wr. J.L. Easton
supported the criticisms made by.the Council's Liberal Group of the
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Commission's draft proposals, particularly so far as they related to
the Claughton and Noctorum areas being in the same ward, and to the
splitting of the Council's Woodchurch Estate between two wards.

Mr.

Baston expressed the view that councillors representing a ward
consisting wholly or mainly of a Council housing estate not only had
a very heavy work-load but also required specialised knowledge to
enable them to deal with the many personal problems brought to them
by their constituents, most of which were to do with the social
services and housing.

This was particularly true of the Woodchurch

and Ford housing estates in Birkenhead and it was important, in his
party's opinion, that such estates should not be split between
different wards and different sets of councillors.
Councillor M.J. Moore, on behalf of the majority Conservative
Party on the Council, defended the Council!s draft scheme and dealt
with various matters of detail raised earlier by the Liberal Group and
Labour i'arty spokesmen.

These concerned such matters as the distances

between various points and the availability of bus services, which
affected the convenience of electors.

In reply to my enquiry,

Councillor Moore estimated that Council housing in the Commission's
proposed Boston Ward made up about two-thirds of the properties in the
Ward.
Apart from one other contribution from *'*rs. F.J. Turner, who
expressed the opinion as a resident in the district since 1938,
that the Commission1s proposed new boundaries were fair as drawn,
no other persons wished to speak on the subject of the Birkenhead area
at the local meeting.
As it was the wish of the political party spokesmen that I
should visit the wards in the Birkenhead area to which they had drawn
particular attention this visit was duly arranged and took place on
Friday,9 December, 1977.

1 was accompanied on this visit by

Councillor M.J. Moore (Conservative majority party), Councillor
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J.E. Avails (Liberal ^roup), Mr, J.L. Easton (Labour Party Secretary/
Agent) and officers of the Council's Department of Administration &
Legal Services.

The visit lasted approximately two hours.

The Commission1s draft proposals, as they affect the former
Birkenhead CB area, are based on the Council's draft scheme and provide
for eight wards which, in terms of equality of representation, with
one exception, meet the statutory requirements on the 1976 figures of
electorate.

The exception is Hamilton Ward (recommended to be re-named

Birkenhead Ward) where the 19?6 electorate exceeded the Commission's
usual tolerances but this deviation should be corrected by 1981, by
which time the ward electorate is expected to have been reduced as a
result primarily of the clearance of unfit old houses.
An account has been given in the preceding paragraphs of the very
few changes made in the electoral arrangements for Birkenhead over a
very long period of years and of the way in which the Council approached
the difficult task of re-warding.

The Council, as they were bound to

do, complied with the statutory provisions and they also followed the
guidelines recommended by the Commission.

They also, it will be

remembered, disciplined themselves further by their decision, wherever
possible, not to cross the old local authority boundaries and also to
retain existing whole polling districts in forming the new wards.
The Council also, as called for by the Act, utilised as ward
boundaries to a considerable extent easily identifiable local features
of a permanent nature such as, in particular, the ubiquitous M53
motorway and other major roads, railways etc. As to the other
statutory requirement - that regard should be had to any local ties
which would be broken by the fixing of any particular boundary - the
Council's Director of Administration made the very frank observation
in his opening statement at the local meeting "that wherever one draws
lines on a map of Wirral in order to obtain equal-sized wards, local
ties will be .broken".

This is probably especially true of the well-

2k.

populated areas and old-established communities of the former
Birkenhead CB.
Although at the local meeting there appeared to be some agreement
between the Council's Liberal Group and Labour Party spokesmen as to
the principles which governed their suggested alternative boundary
proposals, the re-warding schemes for the Birkenhead area originally
submitted to the Commission by these bodies had shown considerable
differences of view.

For example, whilst both parties were agreed

•
that the M53 motorway would be better crossed in the Upton area (in
preference to the Prenton area), the Labour Party proposals would have
taken into Upton Vard (out of the Commission's proposed Bidston Ward)
the northern part of the Council's Ford housing estate, as far south
as Upton Roado

On the other hand, the Liberal Group's proposals would

have retained part of the northern half of the estate in Bidston Ward
whilst putting the remainder into Upton Ward, together with the area
south of Upton i<oad which included Noctorum Estate (out of the
Commission's Claughton Ward)*

The Liberal Group's suggested Upton

Ward easterly boundary would also take in a good deal of Claughton
Ward as far east as Bidston Hill Hidge and this was not proposed in
the Labour Party's scheme.

Under the latter, the southern part of

the Ford estate and the Noctorum Estate, south of Upton Road, would
be included with the Council's Woodchurch estate, in a newly-named
Fender Ward consisting almost entirely of Council housing.

Both the .

Liberal Group and the Labour Party disagreed with the Commission's
proposed Prenton Ward extending west of the M53 motorway and the two
parties were agreed that the whole of the Council's Woodchurch Estate
should be in one ward, called either Fender Ward or Woodchurch ward.
The parties did not see eye-to-eye on where the boundary between
this new ward and Upton Ward to the north should be drawn and there
were also differences in their respective proposals for the ward* s
southerly boundary, which in the case of the Labour Party would be
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along w'oodchurch Koad, Arrowe Park Road and Thingwall Road East,
thus effectively transferring the Landican and Thingwall districts
over into Thurstaston Ward.

In the Liberal Group's scheme, in

contrast to the Labour Party1s proposals, the Fender (or Woodchurch)
Ward would not include any district east of the M53 motorway but
would include the Landican area and ihingwall and also a small part
of Thurstaston Ward between the old borough boundary and Harrock wood.
There were consequential differences between the partiesf respective
proposals for the boundaries of all the wards east of the M53 motorway
but these proposals were not referred to in any detail at the meeting,
the discussion being mainly concentrated on those areas closest to
the motorway.
I have given very careful consideration to the representations
made at the local meeting concerning the former Birkenhead area
because the differences between the local political parties towards
the Commission's draft proposals were most marked in relation to that
area.

Indeed, the Birkenhead and tfallasey areas apart, the absence

of opposition to the Wirral proposals at the meeting was noteworthy
and even as regards the ..allasey area, it soon became clear at the
meeting that, although none of the parties was happy with the
Commission's draft proposals, they shared a common view as to how
the ward boundaries could best be adjusted to meet local community
requirements and I have been able to make my recommendations
accordingly.

As regards the warding of the i3irkenhead area, however,

differences between the parties seemed unlikely to be resolved by
agreement.
In these circumstances, I have had the difficult task of trying
to assess the merits of the proposals put forward as alternatives to
the Commission1s draft proposals.

On the basis of the statutory

criteria (L.G. Act, 1972 s. 78 (2) and Schedule ll), the Commission's
scheme can hardly be faulted and this is so particularly in relation
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to the high degree of equality of representation between wards for
which it provides and which will be the most important outcome of the
boundary review«

'.Hie alternative schemes do not pass the "equality of

representation" test as well as do the Commission1s proposals,
particularly on the 1976" electorate figures which show some wide
variations between wards and some ward electorates outside the
Commission's usual tolerances.
Although the alternative schemes submitted by the Liberal Group
and the Labour Party to the Commission in June, 1976, affected all the
wards in the iHrkenhead area, my impression at the local meeting on
listening to their spokesmen, was that their objections to the
Commission* s proposals mainly concerned the five wards closest to and
on both sides of the motorway, although the proposals which they put
forward to meet those objections would have consequential effects on
the other three Birkenhead wards.

The wards adjoining the M53

motorway are, to the west Upton Ward and Prenton »'ard (part) and to
the east, Bidston, Claughton and Oxton wards and Prenton Ward (part).
The adoption of the M53 for most of its length as a boundary
between the wards was obviously sensible and appears to be so
regarded by all parties.

The electorate on the west side of the

motorway (within the old ^irkenhead CB boundary) is unfortunately
insufficient to provide two wards based on an average electorate per
ward throughout the MB of between 11/12,000.

The Commission's draft

proposals meet this difficulty by extending Trenton Ward (12,6OO
electorate - 1976) across the motorway, leaving the rest of the area
to the west of the road in Upton »'ard (11,966 electorate - 1976).

The

alternative proposals of the Liberal Group and the Labour Party for
dealing with the difficulty by crossing the motorway in the Upton area,
have been described in detail earlier in this report.
The Liberal G-roup/Labour ^'arty proposals coincided in two
particular respects - each wishing to see Prenton ward confined to
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the east of the motorvay and each wishing to see the Council's
Woodchurch housing estate wholly contained within one ward.

On the

latter point, as an exercise since the local meeting, I asked the
Council's officers to calculate the electorate of the Commission1s
recommended Prenton Ward were it to be enlarged to include the whole
of the woodchurch Estate and, by way of compensation numerically, to
exclude the Thingwall area (to be placed in Thurstaston ward).

The

figures produced to me would give an increased Prenton w'ard electorate
of l6,299i

an

increased Thurstaston »ard electorate of 13,4^7 and a

much reduced Upton ward electorate of 6,020, all of which are
clearly unacceptable, being well outside,the Commission's usual
tolerances *
The main issue upon which I am required to make a recommendation
to the Commission,therefore, is whether improved ward boundaries would
result if Prenton Ward were wholly confined to the east of the M53
and the motorway were instead straddled to the north in such a way that
an area including the CounCii's Ford Estate and the Noctorum Estate
would be taken out of Bidston and Claughton Wards and placed in either
Upton Ward or in a freshly-named Woodchurch (or Fender) Ward.

These

proposals were made to the Commission by the Council's Liberal Group
and the Wirral District Labour Party after the Council had first
submitted their draft scheme in June, 1976, and did not find favour
with the Commission, who preferred to adopt the Council's scheme
as the basis of their own draft proposals,

Although the principle

of a ward or wards straddling the motorway in the Upton area in
preference to the Prenton area was advocated by both those political
groups, their proposals showed considerable variations in detail,
Also, the Liberal Group had continued to advance their own proposals
after the Commission had published their draft proposals by making
further written representations but the Labour Party had not taken
this step and it only became clear at the local meeting that they
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continued to support in principle the Liberal Ciroup1s proposal.

No

evidence was given at the local meeting by persons opposing the
Commission's draft proposals which had not already been submitted in
earlier written representations and not accepted by them.

Neither was

any indication given at the meeting or during my subsequent visit of
inspection of any possible basis of agreement for any different warding
of the Birkenhead area between the majority Conservative group (who
were the authors of the Council's draft scheme) and the other two
parties, who each held different views on the practical implementation
of the proposal for combining areas west and east of the motorway.
The position, therefore, is that the Commission1 s draft proposals
are supported by the Council (including the majority Conservative
party) and opposed by the two minority parties on the Council, who are
themselves not wholly in agreement as to the alternatives.
In these circumstances, I have felt bound to come to the
conclusion that the draft scheme originally prepared by the Council
and subsequently endorsed by the Commission as part of their draft
proposals, as it affects the old Birkenhead area, should not be varied
except for the minor boundary adjustments,etc. and changes of ward
names already mentioned, and I so recommend.

The grounds for the

recommendation are that the Commission's proposals satisfy the
statutory requirements and guidelines and are supported by a majority
of local political opinion,
I would like to add the general comment that, in my opinion, the
constraints which the Council imposed on themselves in the preparation '
of their scheme, i.e. the decisions not to cross the old local
authority boundaries and not to break up existing polling districts,
when taken together with the other constraints as to equality of
representation, etc. imposed by Schedule 11 of the 1972 Act, made it
inevitable that some local ties would be broken and that areas perhaps
not possessing much in common, would be combined together in the same
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wards.

Hie self-imposed constraints referred to nevertheless appear

to have been accepted by all parties and certainly the retention
in the new wards of whole polling districts from existing wards will
ensure that the great majority of electors in the borough will
continue to vote at their usual polling places, albeit in larger and
different wards.

It appears also that a revision of ward boundaries

in the old Birkenhead area was very much overdue and the effects of
the new ward boundaries now proposed are likely to be all the greater
for that reason.

It may well be that the passage of time will render

it unnecessary to attach such importance to the retention of old
local authority boundaries} as electors come to recognise and accept
that they are part of a larger area and, if that should be the case,
the next review of »irral MB ward boundaries should be a much easier
task to carry out.
Summary of recommendations
I recommend that the Commission1s draft proposals for the
Metropolitan Borough of Wirral be implemented subject to the following
amendments, which are set out in the order in which they are mentioned
earlier in this report, wherein, for ease of reference, they are
indicated by a double vertical line drawn in the left-hand margin
of the relevant pages, viz:(1)

That the boundary between the Bebington and Clatterbridge
Wards, described as the south-eastern boundary of Mayer
Park, be amended in accordance with the wishes of the Wirral
MB Council, to avoid causing inconvenience to a number of
electors.

(2)

That the Bebington Ward/Clatterbridge Ward boundary be
also amended, as desired by the Council, in the vicinity
of Pulford J*oad, again to avoid causing inconvenience to
a number of electors.

(3)

That the text describing the Bromborough Ward be corrected
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to correspond with the Commission's map and to take account
of the present polling district boundary between polling
districts 9A and 9B.
(k)

That the boundary between Hamilton Ward and Oxton w'ard near
the junction of Oxton Road and flails Road, be straightened,
as desired by the Council, in the south-west corner of
Hamilton Ward to remove the "dog-leg" projection out of
Oxton Ward into Hamilton Ward and to avoid breaking up the
»

community,
(5)

That No. 1O04 Borough Road (earlier described as No. 1OOO
Borough Road and since re-numbered) be included in the
description of Egerton Ward,

(6)

That the text describing the boundaries of* the Oxton and
Kgerton «ards, which in fact are correctly shovn on the
Commission's map as following the parliamentary constituency
boundary, be amended to correct the error brought to the
attention of the local meeting by Councillor G. Lindsay.

(7)

That Hamilton Ward be re-named Birkenhead Ward, to meet
the wishes of the Council and others.

(8)

That Rock Ferry Ward be re-named Tranmere Ward, to meet
the wishes of the Council.

(9)

That the Upton ivard/Prenton 'ward boundary at Houghton
Hoad be amended, as necessary, to ensure that Nos, 25 to
36 Houghton Court are included in Prenton ward, in order
to remove the anomaly complained of by Mrs. F.J. Turner.

(10)

That the boundaries of the Wallasey, New Brighton and
Liscard wards be amended in the manner jointly proposed at
the local meeting on behalf of the three political parties
on the Council.

(N. Mitchell)
Assistant Commissioner.
/ J- .TanurjT-v.
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SCHEDULE 2
METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF WIRRAL : NA1-1ES OF FKOFOSED WAHDS AND DUMBER OF COUNCILLORS
NAME OF WARD

NO OF COUNCILLORS

Bebington

3

Bidston

3

Birkenhead

3

Bromborough

3

Clatterbridge

3

Claughton

3

Eas tham

3

Egerton

3

Heswan

-3

Hoylake

3

Leasowe

3

Liscard

3

Ifcreton

3

New Brighton

.

3

Qxton

3

Prenton

3

Royden

3

Seacombe

3

Thurstaston

3

Tranmere

3

Upton

3

Wallas ey

3

SCHEDULE 3
BOROUGH OF WIRRAL

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.

NEW BRIGHTON WARD

Commencing at a point on the eastern boundary of the Borough due .east of
the junction of Manor Lane and Egremont Parade, thence due westwards to
said junction and generally southwestwards along Manor Lane to Withen's
Lane, thence northwestwards along said lane to a point opposite the
southern boundary of No 83 Withen's Lane, thence westwards to and along
said boundary, the southern boundary of The Delph Recreation Ground to the
western boundary of said recreation ground, thence northwards along said
boundary to the northern boundary of No 2*f Rake Lane, thence westwards
along said boundary, crossing Rake Lane, to and southwestwards along
Edinburgh Road to Seaview Road, thence northwestwards along said road to
Mount Pleasant Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Mount Road,
thence northwestwards along said road, crossing Montpellier Crescent, to
the western boundary of No 33 Montpellier Crescent, thence northeastwards
along said boundary, crossing Warren Drive, to the western boundary of
No ?1 Warren Drive, thence northeastwards along said boundary, to the
Bidston to New Brighton railway, thence southwestwards along said railway
to the footpath leading from Sea Road to the road known as King's Parade,
thence northwestwards along said footpath to NG Reference SJ 29565938^3,
thence northwestwards from said reference to the roundabout, thence northeastwards from said roundabout and northeastwards and northwards along
King's Parade to the roundabout, thence due northwards from said roundabout to the northern boundary of the Borough, thence generally eastwards
along said northern boundary and southeastwards along the eastern boundary
of the Borough to the point of commencement.
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WALLASEY WARD

-

.

'

Commencing at a point where the western boundary of New Brighton Ward
meets the northern boundary of the Borough, thence generally southeastwards along said western boundary and continuing southeastwards along
Seaview Road to Wallasey Road, thence generally westwards along said road
to the road known as St Hilary Brow, thence.westwards along said road to
Wallacre Road, thence southwestwards along said road to a point opposite
the eastern boundary of the Playground, thence southeastwards to and along
said boundary and southwestwards along the southeastern boundary of said
playground, crossing Mosslands Drive, to the southeastern boundary of The
Wallacre (recreation ground), thence southwestwards along said boundary
and continuing southwestwards in a straight line to the road leading from
the Kingsway Road Tunnel to the M53 motorway, thence northwestwards and
southwestwards along -said road and the motorway to the eastern carriageway
of the roundabout at junction 1, thence northeastwards along the eastern
and northern carriageway- of said roundabout to the A55^ road, thence
northwards along said road to Leasowe Road, thence southwestwards along
said road to Telegraph Lane, thence northwestwards along said lane and
continuing northwestwards in a straight line to the northern boundary of
the Borough, thence generally northeastwards along said Borough boundary
to the point of commencement.

LEASOWE WARD
Commencing at a point where the centre carriageway of the Moreton Spur
Road meets the M53 Motorway at junction No 2, thence southwestwards along
Moreton

Spur Road to the road known as Manor Drive, thence northwest-

wards along said road and Sandbrook Lane to Hoylake Road, thence westwards
along said road to Pasture Road, thence northwestwards along said road
and along the unnamed road crossing Leasowe Common and continuing in
prolongation thereof northwestwards to the northern boundary of the Borough,
thence generally northeastwards along said boundary to the western boundary
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of Wallasey Ward, thence southeastwards, eastwards and southeastwards along
said boundary to the M53 Motorway, thence southwestwards along said motorway to the point of commencement.
MORETON WARD

Commencing at a point where the western boundary of Leasowe Ward meets
Moreton Spur Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Moreton Road,
thence northwestwards along said road to a point opposite the southern
boundary of Overchurch Camp (Boy Scouts Headquarters), thence southwestwards to and along said boundary, the rear boundaries of Nos 1-25 Burrell
Drive, thence in a straight line to the northern boundary of No 86 Overchurch Road, thence southwestwards along said boundary crossing said road
and continuing westwards along the southern boundary of No 85 Overchurch
Road to its end thence due westwards to and northeastwards along the
eastern.boundary of No 6 Beech Avenue to and westwards along the rear
boundaries of Nos V5-71 Burrell Drive, to and northwards along the western
boundary of No ?1 Burrell Drive to the northern boundary of No 8 Jasmine
Close, thence westwards along said boundary, the northern boundary of
No 7 in said close, the northern boundaries of Nos 1 and 2 Oak Avenue, to
a point opposite the southeast corner of No 30 Childwall Avenue thence
northwards to said corner and westwards along the rear boundary of said
property, the rear boundaries of Nos 557 and 8 Childwall Close and rear
boundaries of Nos 18 to 2 Childwall Avenue and Nos 93 and 76 Meadowbrook
Road and in prolongation thereof to Arrowe Brook, thence southwards and
southwestwards along said brook to the southwestern boundary of Parcel No
21 Vl as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 2588 Edition of 1955,
thence northwestwards along said boundary to West Kirby Road, thence
northeastwards along said road to a point opposite the southeastern
boundary of Parcel No 1262, thence northwestwards along said boundary to
the unnamed track leading to Prospect Farm, thence northeastwards along
•said track to a point opposite the southwestern boundary of Parcel No
037^, thence northwestwards to and along said boundary, the southwestern
boundaries of Parcels Nos 9683 and 9296 on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan
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SJ 2488 Edition of 1955 and the

southwestern boundary of Parcel No 8802:on

Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 2489 Edition of 1955 to the western
boundary of Parcel No 8813, thence southwestwards and northwestwards along
said boundary and the western boundary of Parcel No 8421 to the southwestern boundary of Parcel No 7232 thence northwestwards along said
boundary, crossing Birkenhead Road to the eastern boundary of Parcel No
5955, thence generally northwards along said boundary and the eastern
boundary of Parcel No 5564 to the southern boundary of Parcel No 4Q73>
thence eastwards along said boundary and the southern boundaries of
Parcel Nos 66?8 and 6880 to Carr Lane, thence northwestwards, southwestwards and northwestwards along said lane to Park Road, thence northeastwards along said road to a point opposite the southwestern boundary of
Parcel_No 8962 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 22/2390 Edition
of 1967, thence northwestwards along said boundary to its end thence in a
straight line due north to the northern boundary of the Borough, thence
generally eastwards along said boundary to the western boundary of Leasowe
Ward, thence southeastwards along said boundary to the point of commencement.

HOYLAKE WARD

••

Commencing at a point where the western boundary of Moreton Ward meets
Saughall Massie Road, at its junction with West Kirby Road thence southwestwards along Saughall Massie Road to a point opposite the northeastern
boundary of Newton Hall Cottage, thence northwestwards to and along said
boundary and southwestwards along the northwestern boundary of said property
and in prolongation of the latter boundary to the northeastern boundary of
Stone Cottage thence northwestwards and southwestwards along the northeastern
and northwestern boundaries of said cottage to Carr Lane, thence northwestwards along said lane and the footpath being a continuation northwestwards
of said lane to the stream known as The Birket, thence southwestwards
along said stream to its point of issue thence due westwards to and southwards along the eastern boundary of the Football Ground to Greenbank Road,
- thence eastwards along said road to Raeburn Avenue, thence southwestwards
along said avenue to Lang Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to
Black Horse Hill, thence southwestwards along said hill to Column Road,
thence southeastwards along said road to Village Road, thence southwards,
and westwards along said road to Rectory Road, thence northeastwards and
. northwestwards along said road to Church Road thence generally westwards

along said road to its junction with South Parade thence due west in a
straight line to the western boundary of the Borough, thence northwestwards along said boundary and southeastwards and eastwards along the
northern boundary of the Borough to the western boundary of Moreton Ward,
thence generally southeastwards along said boundary to the point of
commencement.

ROYDEN WARD

Commencing at a point where Column Road at its junction with Village
Road meets the southeastern boundary of Hoylake Ward, thence northwards,
northeastwards and eastwards along said boundary to the western boundary
of Moreton Ward, thence southeastwards along said boundary to Arrowe
Brook, thence generally southwards, eastwards and southwards along said
brook to Arrowe Brook Road, thence southwestwards along said road and
continuing southwestwards and westwards along Arrowe Brook Lane to Hill
Bark Road, thence westwards along said road to Greasby Brook, thence
southwestwards along said brook to the northern boundary of Thurstaston
Common (National Trust), thence southwestwards and westwards along said
boundary and the footpath between said common and the road known as
Montgomery Hill, crossing said road to the footpath between Montgomery
Hill and Column Road, thence continuing westwards along said path to
said road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point opposite
the southeastern boundary of the property known as Kingston, thence
southwestwards to and along said boundary, the rear boundaries of Nos
3-37 Boundary Road and the southern boundary of the property known as
Briarley to Fleck Lane, thence northwards and northwestwards along said
lane and continuing northwestwards along Column Road to the point of
commencement.

UPTON WARD

Commencing at a point where Arrowe Brook Road meets the eastern boundary
of Royden Ward, at Arrowe Bridge thence northwards and westwards along
said boundary to the southern boundary of Moreton Ward, thence northeastwards and eastwards along said boundary and the southern boundary of
Leasowe Ward to the M53 Motorway, thence southwards and southeastwards
along said motorway to Woodchurch Road, thence westwards along said
road to the eastern carriageway of Ackers Road, thence northwestwards
and northeastwards along said road to Home Farm Road, thence northwestwards
along said road to the access road to the garages at the rear of Nos
122-lVv Home, Farm Road, thence northwards along said access road to a
point opposite the southern boundary of No 120 Home Farm Road, thence
eastwards to the western boundary of No 120 Home Farm Road, thence
j*

"northeastwards along said boundary and northwestwards along the rear
boundaries of Nos 3-29 Hoole Road to the rear boundary of No 77 Ganney's
Meadow Road, thence southwestwards along said boundary, northwestwards
along the southwestern.boundary of said property, crossing Ganney's
Meadow Road, and continuing northwestwards along the southwestern boundary
of No 136 Ganney's Meadow Road, the rear boundaries of Nos 39-63 Hoole
Road and the southwestern boundary of No 83 Grass Wood Road to Grass Wood
Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Hoole Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point opposite the northwestern boundary
of No 115 Hoole Road, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary
and continuing in a straight line to and along the northwestern boundary
thence southwestwards along said boundary and the boundary of No 1*f7.

Orret's Meadow Road to the southwestern boundary of last mentioned property, .
thence northwestwards along said boundary and continuing northwestwards and
northeastwards along Orret's Meadow Road to Hoole Road, thence northwestwards
along said road to a point opposite the northern boundaries of Nos l47a-159
Hoole Road,' thence southwestwards' to arid along said boundaries, to the
^eastern* perimeter boundary of. the. block of flats known as Ho'ughton Court,
thence northwards along said boundary and westwards along the northern
perimeter boundary to Houghton Road,, thence southwards along said
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• road to Glebe Hey Road, thence westwards along said road to a
. point opposite the eastern boundary of No 9 Glebe Hey Road, thence
southwards to and along said boundary, westwards along the northern
boundary of Arrowe Hill Primary School and southwards and southwestwards
along the -northwestern boundary of said school to the northeastern
boundary of No 16 Atherton Drive, thence northwestwards along said
boundary, crossing said drive, and continuing northwestwards along the
northeastern boundary of No 13 Atherton Drive and the rear boundaries of
Nos 2-6 Merton Drive to the northwestern boundary of No 6 Merton Drive,
thence southwestwards along said'boundary, the northwestern boundary of
No 5 Merton Drive and the northwestern boundary of No 13 Woodland Road to
Woodland Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Arrowe Park Road,
thence southeastwards along said road to Arrowe Brook Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the point of commencement.

BID3TON WARD
Commencing at a point where Upton Road meets the eastern boundary of Upton
Ward, thence northwards along said boundary, northwards and northeastwards
along the southeastern boundary of Leasowe Ward, northeastwards and eastwards along the southern boundary of Wallasey Ward and continuing eastwards and southeastwards along the Kingsway Road Tunnel to the Docks Link
Road, thence southeastwards along said road to Poulton Bridge Road, thence
southwestwards'along said road and Wallasey Bridge Road to Beaufort Road,
thence southeastwards along said road to Lincoln Street, thence southwestwards along said street and Lansdowne Road to Laird Street, thence southeastwards along said street to Mallaby Street, thence southwestwards
along said street to Bidston Avenue, thence westwards along said avenue
to a point opposite the western boundary of No 120 Bidston Avenue,
thence northwards to and along said boundary and the rear boundaries of
Nos 82-5^ Sumner Road to the southern boundary of the Recreation Ground,
thence westwards along said boundary and'the southern boundary of the
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Playground to Tollemache Road, thence westwards in a straight line,
crossing Flaybrick Hill Cemetery, to National Grid reference
SJ 291^38955^, being a point in Boundary Road, thence northwestwards along
said road to its junction with Vyner Road "North at National Grid reference
SJ .2895589822, thence westwards in a straight line to and along the
southern boundary of Bidston Observatory and in prolongation thereof to
a point on the Track to the rear of properties on the eastern side of
Herondale Avenue, Feltree Close and Fairoak Mews, thence southwards along
said track and path to the northern boundary of Manor County Primary
School thence southeastwards along said boundary and the rear boundaries
.of Nos 35 and 37 Westwood Road to and southwards along the eastern
boundary of last mentioned property to Westwood Road, thence southwards
along said road to Upton Road, thence southwestwards along said road to
the point of commencement.'

LISCARD WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Wallasey Ward meets
the southern boundary of New Brighton Ward, thence generally northeastwards along said southern boundary to the eastern boundary of the Borough,
thence southeastwards along said borough boundary to a point due east of
NG Reference SJ 3201991883, thence westwards in a straight line to said
reference, thence southwestwards in a straight line to and along Tobin
Street and Church Street to Liscard Road, thence northwestwards along
said road to a point opposite the northwestern boundaries of Central Park
and the adjoining allotment gardens, thence southwestwards to and along
said boundaries to Love Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane,
•crossing Woodstock Road and continuing southwestwards along said lane to
Rostherne Avenue, thence southeastwards along said avenue to Poulton
•Road, thence westwards along said road to Poulton Bridge Road, thence
southwestwards along said road to the Docks Link Road, thence northwestwards along said road and continuing along the northern carriageway of
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said road to the road leading from the Kingsway Road Tunnel to the M53
motorway, thence northwestwards along said road to the southeastern
boundary-.of Wallaaey Ward, thence generally northeastwards along said
boundary and northwards along the eastern boundary of said ward to the
point of commencement.

SEACOMBE WAKD

Commencing at a point where West Float meets the eastern boundary of
Bidston Ward on Poulton Bridge, thence northeastwards along said boundary
and northeastwards, southeastwards, northeastwards and eastwards along
the southern boundary of Liscard Ward to the eastern boundary of the
Borough, thence southeastwards along said boundary to a point being the
prolongation eastwards of the centre line of Wallasey Dock, thence westwards along said prolongation and said dock and northwestwards along East
Float and West Float to the point of commencement.

BIRKENHEAD WARD
Commencing at a point where Elmswood Road meets Borough Road, thence
northwards along said Borough Road to a point opposite the southwestern
boundary of the garage (No 336-332 Borough Road), thence northwestwards
to and along said boundary and northeastwards along the rear boundary of
said properties to the southwestern boundary of the Brewery, thence
northwestwards along said boundary and the road known as Oak Bank to
Oxton Road, thence southwestwards along said road and Ball's Road to the
road known as Euston Grove, thence northwestwards along said road to the
road known as Grange Mount, thence westwards along said road to Osborne
.Road thence northwards along said road to Grange Road West, thence westwards along said road to Francis Avenue, thence northwards along said •
avenue-to Park Road South, thence eastwards along said road to Park
Road East, thence northeastwards along said road to Park Road North,
thence northwestwards and westwards along said road to the eastern boundary
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of Bidston Ward, thence northeastwards generally northwestwards and northeastwards along said boundary to the southern boundary of Seacombe Ward,
thence southeastwards along said boundary to the eastern boundary of the
Borough, thence southeastwards along said boundary to a point being due
east of National Grid reference SJ 3298688757i thence due westwards to
said reference and southwestwards along the service road to Church Street,
thence southwards along said street to Ivy Street, thence southwestwards
along said street to Chester Street, thence southwards along said street
to Borough Road (Viaduct), thence westwards along said road to Clifton
Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Whetstone Lane,- thence
southeastwards along said lane to Church Road, thence southwestwards
along said road to a point opposite the northern boundary of St Catherine's
Hospital, thence westwards to and along said boundary to Derby Road, thence
northwards along said road to Elmswood Road, thence westwards along said
road to the point of commencement.
CLAUGHTON WARD

Commencing at a point where Ball's Road meets the road known as_Palm Grove,
thence northwestwards along said -Palm Grove to Beresford Road, thence
southwestwards along said road to Shrewsbury Road, thence northwestwards
along said road to Howbeck Road thence southwestwards along said road,
. crossing Waterford Road, to the path across The Wirral Ladies' Golf Course
between'Waterford Road and Noctorum Lane, thence southwestwards and
northwestwards along said path to said lane, thence southeastwards and
southwestwards along said lane, crossing Townfield Lane and continuing
southwestwards to and along the northern boundary of Townfield Combined
School Playing Field and in continuation to the eastern boundary of Upton
.Ward, thence northwestwards along said boundary to the southern boundary
of Bidston Ward, thence northeastwards, northwards and generally eastwards
-along said boundary to the western boundary of Birkenhead Ward, thence
southeastwards and southwards along said boundary to Ball's Road, thence
southwestwards along said road to'the point of commencement.
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OXTON WARD

Commencing at a point where Woodchurch Road meets the eastern boundary of
Upton Ward, thence northwards along said boundary to the southern boundary
of Claughton Ward, thence northeastwards, northwards and eastwards along
said boundary to the southwestern boundary of'Birkenhead Ward, thence
generally eastwards and southwards along said boundary to and continuing
along Borough Road to Singleton Avenue, thence southwestwards along said
avenue to Moss Lane, thence south-westwards along said lane to a point
opposite the rear boundary of No 106 Woodchurch Lane, thence northwestwards to and along-said rear boundary and continuing generally westwards
along the rear boundaries of Nos 108-12^ Woodchurch Lane and the'Southern
boundary of No 12? Storeton Road, crossing Storeton Road, to the southern
boundary of Halfway House (PH), thence westwards along said boundary and
the rear boundaries of Nos V?-59 Cecil Road and the northern boundary of
No ^f1 Elm Road North to Elm Road North, thence northwestwards along said
road to Woodchurch Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the
point of commencement.

TRANMERE WARD
Commencing at a point where the Birkenhead-Chester railway meets Bedford
Road, thence -southwestwards along said road to Old Chester Road, thence
•northwards along said road to Inglemere Road, thence westwards along said
road to Grid Reference SJ 322^686731 being a point in Albany Road, thence
northwestwards in a straight line across Victoria Park to Grid Reference
SJ 3189^86957 being a point in Church Road, thence northwards along said
road to Elm Road, thence westwards along said road to Derby Road, thence
northwards along said road to the southern boundary of Birkenhead Ward,
thence eastwards along said boundary and northeastwards along the southeastern boundary of said ward to the eastern boundary of the Borough,
thence south-eastwards along said boundary to a point being due eastwards
of Grid Reference SJ•3395786020 being a point in New Ferry Terrace, thence
due westwards to said grid reference and southwestwards to and along the
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southeastern boundaries of No 12 New Ferry Terrace and No 158 New Ferry
Road to said road, thence northwards along said road to the road known
as New Ferry Pier Approach, thence northwestwards along said road to a
point opposite the northern boundary of No 2 Thorburn Road, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos ^-58
Thorburn Road, thence southwestwards in a straight line, crossing Rock
Ferry By-Pass, to and along the southeastern boundary of No 723 New Chester
Road, crossing said road to the rear boundary of No 2 Stanley Road, thence
continuing southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 2-^8 Stanley
Road to the Birkenhead-Chester railway, thence northwards along said
railway to the point of commencement.

EGERTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the southeastern boundary of Oxton Ward meets
the southern boundary of Birkenhead Ward, thence eastwards along said
southern boundary to the western boundary of Tranmere Ward, thence
generally southeastwards along said boundary and continuing along the
railway to a ppint opposite the southern boundary of No 5 Bank Dene,
thence southwestwards to and along said boundary, the rear boundaries of
Nos 79-85 Highfield South and northwestwards along the southwestern
boundary of No' 85 Highfield South to the southeastern boundary of No 17
Woodcote Bank, thence southwestwards along said boundary and the road
known as. Woodcote Bank to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of
No 14 Woodcote Bank,-thence southwestwards along said boundary and northwestwards along the rear boundary of said property to the southeastern
boundary of No 611 Old Chester Road, thence southwestwards along said
boundary -to said road, thence northwestwards along said road and Bebington
Road to a point opposite the northwestern boundary of No 214 Bebington Road,
thence southwestwards to and along said boundary and southeastwards along
the rear boundary of said property to the rear boundary of Kings Hotel
(Public House), thence southwestwards along said boundary to the north-
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eastern boundary of Nos 1-15 Galtres Court, thence northwestwards along
said boundary the rear boundaries of Nos 18-136 Princes Boulevard, and the
northern boundary of No 1 King's Road to said road, thence northwards along
said road to a point opposite the southern boundary of No 100^ Borough
Road, thence westwards to and along said boundary to the eastern boundary
of No 6 Brirastage Avenue, thence northwards along said boundary and westwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 6-12 Brimstage Avenue to the rear
boundary of No 29 Thornton Road, thence northwestwards along said boundary
and southwestwards along the northern boundary of said property to Thornton
Road, thence northeastwards along said road to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of No 2 Harley Avenue, .thence northwestwards to and along
said boundary and southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 2-28
Harley Avenue -and the northern boundary of No 1 Mount Road to Mount Road,
thence northwestwards along said road and Storeton Road to a point opposite
the southeastern boundary of No 177 Storeton Road, thence eastwards to and
along said boundary,'northwards along the rear boundary and westwards
along the northern boundary of said property to Storeton Road, thence
northwards along said road to Prenton Road West, thence northeastwards
along said road to Wharfedale Avenue, thence northwestwards along said
avenue to a point opposite the southern boundary of No *f Wharfedale Avenue,
thence eastwards along said boundary to the rear boundary of said property,
thence northwards along said boundary, the rear boundaries of Nos 6-26
Wharfedale Avenue and the eastern boundary of No 81 Woodchurch Lane,
crossing said lane to the eastern boundary of No 10*f Woodchurch Lane,
thence northwards along said boundary to the rear boundary of said
- property, thence westwards along said boundary to the southeastern boundary
of Oxton Ward, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the point of
commencement.

PRENTON WARD

Commencing at a point where the road known as Heswell Mount meets Pensby
Road, thence northwards along said Pensby Road to its junction with Whaly
Lane, thence continuing northwards to and along the eastern boundary of
the property known as Threeways and continuing northwards along the eastern
boundaries of properties in Anderson Close, the rear boundaries of 57a-1
Thingwall Drive and the eastern boundary of No 77 Thingwall Road East to
said road, thence southwestwards along said road to a point opposite the
western boundary of Neilson's Plantations thence northwards to and north• westwards along said boundary and the western boundaries of Nicholson's
Plantation and Gorse Covert to the eastern boundary of Royden Ward thence
northeastwards along said boundary to the southern boundary of Upton Ward,
thence northeastwards and southeastwards along said boundary to the southern
boundary of Oxton Ward, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the
western boundary of Egerton Ward, thence southeastwards along said boundary
to a point opposite the southern boundary of No 220 Mount Road, thence
southwestwards to and along said boundary and continuing along the rear
boundaries of the properties on the northern side of Stanley Avenue and
continuing southwestwards and westwards along the southern boundary of
Prentoh Park Golf Course to the Wallasey-Neston railway, thence southwestwards
following said railway to a point on the prolongation southeastwards of
' the southwestern boundary of Parcel No 9192 as shown on Ordnance Survey
1:2500 plan SJ 2883 Edition of 1956, thence northwestwards to and along
. said boundary and the southwestern boundary of Parcel No 8703 as shown
on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 2884 Edition of 1956, to its end, thence
- in a straight line to .the rear boundaries of the properties on the northeastern side of the road known as Private Drive, thence northwestwards to and
along said boundaries and in prolongation thereof to Prenton Brook, thence
southwards and southwestwards along said brook to the stream forming the
boundary between parcels Nos 3999 and 4199 on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan
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SJ 2883 Edition of 1956, thence northwestwards along said stream to and
crossing Barnston Road and continuing westwards along the southern
boundary of Parcel No 021^ as shown on 1:2500 Ordnance Survey Plan SJ 2884
Edt 1956 and the southern boundaries of Parcel Nos 0014 and 64-09 as shown
on 1:2500 Ordnance Survey Plan SJ 26/2784 Edit 1969 and continuing along
the rear boundaries of No 55-63 and .68-58 Gwendoline Close, the rear
boundaries of Nos 29, 31, 38, 2M-, 22, 10-6 Ryland Park and the southern
boundary of Emmanuel Church to the road known as Heswall Mount, thence
southwestwards along said road to the point of commencement.

THURSTASTON WARD

Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of Royden Ward meets
the western boundary of Prentbn Ward, thence southeastwards along said
western boundary and continuing southwards along Pensby Road to Kyleraore
Drive thence northwestwards and southwestwards along said drive to Irby
Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point opposite the
northern boundary of the Cemetery, thence southwestwards to and along
said boundary to its end, and in continuation thereof, crossing the layby,
to Telegraph Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point
opposite the unnamed stream adjacent to the southern boundary of Parcel
Nos 3736 on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 2583 Edition of 1956, thence
southwestwards to and along said stream continuing through the area of
land'known as The Dungeon, crossing the Wirral Way Country Park (formerly
the railway), and continuing southwards to the northern field boundary
adjacent to Parcel No 5338 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 2482
Edition of 1956, thence southwestwards along said boundary and continuing
in a straight line to the southwestern boundary of the Borough, thence
northwestwards along said boundary to the southern boundary of Hoylake
V/ard, thence eastwards'and northwards along said boundary to the southern
boundary of Royden V/ard, thence southeastwards and eastwards along said
boundary to the point of commencement.
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HESWALL WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Thurstaston Ward meets
the southern boundary of Prenton Ward, thence eastwards, northeastwards
and southeastwards along- said southern boundary to the Wallasey-Neston
railway, thence southwards along said railway to the southern boundary of
the Borough, thence northwestwards and southwestwards along said boundary
- to the southwestern boundary of the Borough, thence northwestwards along
said boundary to the southeastern boundary of Thurstaston Ward, thence
northeastwards along said boundary and northwards along the eastern
boundary of said ward to the point of commencement.

BEBINGTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Heswall Ward meets
the southeastern boundary of Prenton Ward, thence northeastwards along
said southeastern boundary to the western boundary of Egerton Ward,
thence southwards along said boundary and .eastwards along the southern
boundary of said ward to the'Birkenhead-Chester railway, thence southeastwards along said railway to a point opposite the northern boundary of
Mayer Park, thence southwestwards along said boundary to the footpath
leading to Bebington Road, thence northwestwards along said footpath
to Bebington Road, thence southwestwards along said road and the road
known as The'Village to Acres Road, thence northwestwards along said road
to Higher Bebington Road, thence southwestwards along said road to
Pulford Road, thence southeastwards along said road to a point opposite
the rear boundary' of No 2 Ascot Drive, thence southwestwards to and
• along said boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos lf-10 Ascot Drive,
thence southwards in a straight line to the western boundary of St Edmunds,
thence southwards along said western boundary to Heath Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point opposite the western boundary of
Wirral County Grammar School Playing Fields, thence southwards to and along
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said boundary and eastwards along the southern boundary of said playing
fields to the western boundary of No 78 Langdale Road, thence southwards
along said boundary, the western boundary of Langdale Road and the rear
boundaries of Nos 2-38 Teesdale Road to Stanton'Road, thence eastwards
along said road to a point opposite the western boundary of No 95 Stanton
Road, thence southwards to' and along said boundary, the rear boundaries
of Nos 83-61 -Wirral Gardens, Nos 4-1^ Wirral Close and Nos 62-66 Brirastage
Road to said road, thence southwestwards along said road, crossing the
M53 Motorway by the southern section of the roundabout over the motorway
and continuing generally westwards along Brirastage Road to the unnamed
avenue between Storeton andThornton Hough, thence northwestwards along
said avenue to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of Parcel No
^973 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SJ 30/3183 Edition of 1975i
thence southwestwards to and along said boundary and northwestwards along
the southwestern boundary of said p'arcel to the southern boundary of
Parcel No 2^68, thence southwestwards along said boundary, the southern
boundary of Parcel No 0066, and the southern, boundaries of Parcels Nos
9866, 8l63i 5853 and 3^39 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan
SJ 2983 Edition of 1956 to the western boundary of the last mentioned
parcel, thence^northwards along said boundary and northwestwards along
the southwestern boundaries of Parcels Nos 3562 and 2278, and in
prolongation thereof to the point of commencement.

CLATTERBRIDGE WARD
Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets
the eastern boundary of Heswall Ward, thence northwards along said ward
boundary to the southern boundary of Bebington Ward, thence generally
eastwards, northwards and eastwards along said boundary to the BirkenheadGhester"railway, thence southeastwards along said railway to the southern
boundary of the Borough, thence 'southwestwards and generally northwestv/ards
along said boundary to the point of commencement.
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BROMBOROUGH WARD

Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Bebington Ward meets
the eastern boundary of Egerton Ward thence northwestwards along the
eastern boundary of Egerton Ward to and eastwards along the southern
boundary of Tranmere Ward to the eastern boundary of the Borough, thence
southeastwards along said boundary to a point being due northeastwards of
Grif reference SJ 362818217^1 thence due southwestwards through said grid
reference and continuing southwestwards along the southern boundaries of

•
the Works, Oak Wood, the northern boundary of Eastham Woods and the
southern boundary of Long Plantation to Grid reference SJ 3592281779
being a point in Green Lane, thence northwestwards in a straight line to
the easternmost point of the Oil Storage Depot, thence southwestwards
along the southeastern boundary of said depot and the southern boundary of '
the Refrigerator Factory to New Chester Road, thence northwestwards along
said road and Broraborough Village Road to the footpath between Bromborough
Village Road and Harrow Grove, thence southwestwards along said path and
said grove to the path between Harrow Grove and Allport Lane, thence westwards along said path to said lane, thence southwards along said'lane to a
point opposite the southeastern boundary of No 1 Acre Lane, thence southwestwards along said boundary and generally southwestwards and northwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 7-13 Acre Lane and northwards along
. the western.'boundary of the last mentioned property to Acre Lane, thence
southwestwards along said lane to a point opposite the eastern boundary of
•
No 15 Acre Lane, thence southwards to and along said boundary and generally
southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 15-21 Acre Lane, crossing
Mossley Avenue, "and continuing southwestwards along the rear boundaries of
Nos 23 and 25 Acre Lane and northwestwards along the western boundary of
the last mentioned property to Acre Lane, thence southwestwards along said
lane'to a point opposite the eastern boundary of No 81 Acre Lane, thence
southeastwards along said boundary, southwestwards along the rear boundaries
of Nos 81-85 Acre Lane and northwestwards along the western boundary of the
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last mentioned property to Acre Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane
to a point opposite the eastern boundary of No 8? Acre Lane, thence southeastwards along said boundary, southwestwards along the rear boundaries of
Nos 87-103 Acre Lane and northwestwards along the western boundary of the
last mentioned property to Acre Lane, thence southwestwards along said
lane to the eastern boundary of Clatterbridge Ward, thence northwestwards
along said boundary and the eastern boundary of Bebington Ward to the
point of commencement.

EASTHAM WABD

Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets
the eastern boundary of Clatterbridge Ward, thence northwestwards along
said ward boundary to the southern boundary of Bromborough Ward, thence
northeastwards along said boundary to the eastern boundary of the Borough,
thence southeastwards along said boundary to the southern boundary of the
Borough, thence southwestwards and westwards along said boundary to the
point of commencement.

