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

out our Initial review of the electoral arrangements for the borough of Derby,
in accordance with the requirements of section 63 o_f, 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 19 August 1974 that we were to undertake this
review* This was incorporated in a consultation letter addressed to the
Derby Borough Council, copies of which were circulated to Derbyshire 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° Derby Borough Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme of representation
for our consideration.

When doing ao, they were asked to observe the rules laid

down in Schedule 11 to the 1972 Act 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 any
views expressed to them following their consultation with local interests*
We therefore asked that they should publish details of their provisional proposals

about a month before they submitted their draft scheme to us, thus allowing
an opportunity for local comment.
A. The Borough Council have passed a resolution under section 7&)(b) of the
Local Government Act 1972 requesting a system of elections by thirds*
5. On 7 January 1975, Derby Borough Council submitted their draft scheme of
representation.

The Council proposed to divide the area of the borough into

13 wards, each returning 3 councillors

to give a council of 39 members.

6. We considered the draft scheme together with the comments which had been
made upon it and an alternative scheme which had been submitted by the minority ,
group on the Council. We noted that "both schemes complied with Schedule 11 to the
1972 Act and our own guidelines but conoidered that the alternative scheme .
. »u..-

had the advantage of providing for the area of the borough to be

divided into 20 wards, which might be compatible with the probable allocation
of county councillors to represent the borough, but we were reluctant to
increase the size of the council from its present 54- to 60. We
decided to adopt the alternative scheme as our draft proposals, but to reduce
the representation of each ward from 3 to 2 members to give a council of 40
members. We also decided to adopt a number of minor boundary realignments
suggested to us by Ordnance Survey.
7. On 5 May 1975* we issued our draft proposals and these were sent to all
who had received our consultation letter or had commented on the Council's
draft scheme. The Council were asked to make these draft proposals and the
accompanying map, which illustrated the proposed ward boundaries, available
for inspection at their main offices. Representations on our draft proposals
were Invited from those to whom they were circulated and, by public notices,
from members of the public and interested bodies. We asked for comments to
reach us by 30 June 1975.

8. The Commission *n draft proposals proved unacceptable to the Borough Council,
the minority group on tho Council pressed for a 60 member scheme baned on 3
member wards, one comment was received regarding the naming of one of our wards
and two new alternative schemes were submitted. One letter was received in
support of our proposals.
9«

In view of the comments received, we felt we needed more information to

enable us to reach a conclusion.

Therefore, in accordance with section 65(2)

of the Local Government Act 1972, and at our request, Mr L J Slocombe was
appointed as an Assistant Commissioner to hold a local meeting and report to us.
11. Notice of the meeting was sent to all who had received our draft proposals
or had commented on them, and was published locally*
12. The Assistant Commissioner held the meeting at the Council House, Derby
on 1 March 1977 and visited the areas which were the subject of comment. A
copy of his report to us is attached at Schedule 1 to this report.
13. .In the light of the discussion at the meeting and his inspection of the
area^ the Assistant Commissioner recommended that our draft proposals should
be amended to produce a council of kk members by increasing the Abbey, Darley,
Spondon and Babington wards from 2 to 3 members each* with some minor realignments to ward boundaries.

14. We reviewed our draft proposals in the light of the comments which we had
received and of the Assistant Commissioner's report* We concluded that the
recommendations of the Assistant Commissioner should be accepted, and formulated
our final proposals accordingly.
15. Details of these proposals are set out in Schedule 2 to this report and
on the attached map. Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and number of
councillors to be returned by each* Schedule 3 shows the order of retirement

of councillors.

The boundaries of the new wards are defined on the attached

map.
PUBLICATION
16. 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 Derby Borough
Council and will be available for public inspection at the Council's main
offices.

Copies of this report (without map) are being sent to those who

received the consultation letter and to those who made comments. A detailed
description of the proposed wards as shown on the map is set out in Schedule 4to this report.

L.S.
Signed!
EDMUND COMPTON

(CHAIRMAN)
i

JOHN M RANKIN

PHYLLIS BOWDEN

J T BROCKBANK

MICHAEL CHISHOLM

R R THORNTON

ANDREW WHEATLEY

N DIGNEY (Secretary)
19 May 1977

(DEPUTY CHAIiiMAN)

SCHEDULE 1
The .'JecretHry
l.ocnl Uoveriiroent Boun.mry Commimiion
for England,
Room \'f.$t

20, Albert Kmbankment,
Tx>ndon HE! 7TJ

Sir

Review of Electoral Arrangements
Borough of Derby
In accordance with my appointment by the Secretary of State
as an Assistant Commissioner and pursuant to the instructions contained in
your letter of the 21st January 1977, I have the honour to submit the following
report.
Date of meeting

A local meeting was held at the Council House, Derby on Tuesday 1st March
1977, commencing at 10.00 a.m. and concluding at 15.10 hours. On that same
afternoon and on the following morning - Wednesday 2nd March 1977 I made
inspections of certain boundaries and areas. Full details of the inspections
are contained in paragraph 12 of this report.
Attendance
The signed attendance list has been forwarded to the Commission. All those
who spoke or participated in the proceedings are listed below.
Mr Ernest Preston. Borough Secretary, assisted by Mr George Lamb. Principal
Planning Assistant, spoke for the Derby Borough Council.
Mr John Beadle. Secretary and Agent spoke for the Derby District Labour
Party.
Councillor Michael Walker. Leader of the Labour Group on the Borough Council
spoke for the Labour members of the Council.
Councillor R Longdon spoke for the Derby Conservative Association and was
supported by Councillor Jeffrey Tillett a conservative member of the Borough
Council. Each speaker hod the opportunity of commenting on what had been said
by others, in addition to making their own views known. Only Mr Preston and
Mr Beadle availed themselves of the right of reply.
The Commission'B draft proposals
I cannot commence describing the draft proposals without going back a little
into the history of the various schemes. The Borough Council's draft scheme
was submitted to the Commission on 7th January 1975 and provided for 1? wards
each returning 3 councillors making a council of 39. This was 15 less than
the existing council of 54. However the majority group (then Labour Party)
considered 39 members sufficient to man all the committees. When the draft
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(a)

(b)

(c)
(d)

scheme was ndvertioed a number of adverse comments had been received and
alternative schemes had been submitted by both Liberals and Conservatives.
In particular the Conservative group on the Borough Council had proposed a
scheme of 20 wards each returning 3 councillors, making a council of 60. The
scheme had been proposed largely to secure (if possible) compatibility with
future county electoral divisions, the avoidance of crossing parliamentary
constituency boundaries, to preserve local ties, to give adequate
representation and to secure annual elections. I should here record that
the Borough Council had passed on the 30th January 1974 a resolution under
Section 7(4) (b) of the Local Government Act 1972 requesting a system of
elections by thirds.
The Commission considered the Council's draft scheme, the alternatives, and
the comments they had received. They thought that perhaps a council of 39
members was on the small side, but since the Council considered they could
manage with that number, the Commission were reluctant to adopt the 60 member
alternative. Although neither scheme offered a perfeet standard of equality
of representation there was little to choose between them on that score.
What the Commission did was to adopt the 20 ward scheme proposed by the
Conservatives but to reduce the councillors to 2 per ward, making a council
of 40, which was close to the size proposed in the Borough Council's draft
scheme. In view of the option for elections by thirds it was necessary to
draw up an order of retirement table and this was done.
Comments on the draft proposals.
The Commission's draft proposals were issued on the 5th May 1975 and were
advertised locally. A number of comments were received. I mention them here
are
in summary form but deal fully with those that/still live issues in that
part of my report dealing with the cases advanced at the meeting. Those
which were not pursued at the hearing I dispose of in the next paragraph
below.
Derby Borough Council (20.6.75). Maintain support, for a number of reasons,
for their draft scheme of 13 wards with 3 councillors each making a council
of 39. Oppose Commission's draft scheme.
Derby District Labour Party (25-6.75). Oppose the Commission's draft proposals
for a number of reasons and ask for the original 13 ward 3 member scheme to
be adopted or something very similar to it.
Conservative Group of Councillors (26.6.75). Welcome the 20 ward proposal
but press for 3 members per ward making a council of 60.
Mrs D Spooner and 31 other signatories (-6.75). Submitted an alternative
proposal and different boundaries for 20 wards with an unspecified number
of councillors, some wards with 3 and some with 2 councillors.
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(e) Mr G A larder (29.6.75). - then a Liberal member of the Borough Council submitted a further plan for 20 wards with different boundaries, criticised
some boundaries in the draft proposals and made a number of general comments.
(f) Mr G T Andrews (28.6.75) on behalf of the Chaddesden and Breadsall Joint
Branch Conservative Association suggested a change of name of Breadsall
ward to St Phillips and a possible transfer of some electors from Breadsall
ward to Chaddesden ward.
(g) Mr D J L Horsfall (7.7.75) supported the draft proposals of the Commission.
5
Comments not pursued at hearing.
These are the matters covered in items (d) to (g) inclusive in the
foregoing paragraph.
(d) Mrs D Spooner and others. The plan submitted did not contain any figures
of electorate either at 1974 or 1979- I could not consider it without such
details which are required by the 1972 Act and reject it.
(e) Mr Ci A Larder The same applies as in the scheme above and I reject it.
(f) Mr G T Andrews The points in his letter were not advanced at the hearing.
I see no point in altering the name of Breadsall ward. Of all the wards in
the draft proposals this ward is almost identical with the existing ward of
the same name. Neither was I able to consider the general suggestion of
transfers between Breadsall and Chaddesden wards. These two wards are
reasonably balanced in electorate and little movement in numbers is
expected.
(g)Hr I) J L Horsfall I noted that he supported the Commission's draft proposals.
5
Cases advanced at meeting.
The following paragraphs 7 to 11 deal with the cases advanced at the meeting
in support of, or against, the Commission's draft proposals. The report •
is not in any way a verbatim note of every word that was said but is, I hope,
a fair summary of the principal points made by the Speakers, both initially
and in reply. Additionally there were a number of plans and documents handed
in, the gist of whose contents I include either in the following paragraphs
or in my consideration of the cases. My assessment of the weight of arguments
advanced at the meeting is contained in paragraphs 13 to 19 below.
It would probably be helpful here if I mentioned a matter of some
importance which will throw light on what follows. It is that, at the May
1976 borough council elections the Conservatives took control of the
council with 28 seats against the Labour Party's 26. Prior to the elections
the composition of the council was Labour 34, Conservative 14, Liberal 6.
This occurence will explain
why the Borough Council's approach at the
'("'••-1
X
hearing was different $0" that shown in their formal comments on the draft
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proposals. Another point to which I make preliminary reference is the
matter of figures of electorate. Much of the earlier calculations were
made on the 1974 figures with forecasts on that basis until 1979- Since the
matter has taken so long to come to a hearing the 1977 register figures are
now available and some of the forecasts have been amended. I will deal fully
with this matter later in the report.
The Borough Council.
Mr Ernest Preston, Borough Secretary, presented the case for the Council.
He did this by handing in a number of documents and plans, explaining these,
then made a statement, and replied to points made by other speakers. Mr
George Lamb's role here was mainly answering my questions and indicating
sites and boundaries on the maps. The information I received and the
conclusions I drew are contained in paragraph 14 below. Mr Preston's
factual information included details of the 1977 and 1979 electorate - ward
by ward -, the development and re-development proposals and their effect on
the distribution of electorate, some minor textual amendments to descriptions
of wards, 3 small amendments to the plans to conform to Parliamentary
Conatlluency boundaries (see later for details), copies of Council resolutions
and Home Office and Commission documents, percentage figures of poll at May
1976 elections, number of Committee meetings and appointments on outside
bodies and averages of electors per councillor for 13, 18 and 20 wards.
Mr Preston then outlined the history of the review procedure leading to the
original submission of the 13 ward scheme, which provided for annual elections,
When the draft proposals were issued they indicated a form of "staggered"
elections which the Council did not like and pressed for the 13 ward scheme.
He indicated that throughout the proceedings the decisions had been taken
by a Committee acting under delegated powers. The Council were uncertain as
to whether there were likely to be 18 or 20 county electoral divisions but
opinion had hardened to trying for compatability if at all possible. This was
the prime reason for the delay in the hearing but the County Council had now
indicated that they were preparing their scheme on the basis of 20 seats for
Derby Borough. Coupled with the change in political control in May 1976 the
Borough Council now favoured the 20 ward draft proposals but with 60 members.
The original draft scheme of 13 wards each with 3 members was withdrawn and
his Council no longer wanted this scheme. The Borough Council wished to press
hard for 3 members for each of the 20 wards. In this connection he drew my
attention to three documents which he argued supported the request and
flowed from the Council resolution of the 30th January 1974 asking for
elections by thirds, (a) para. 8 in a note enclosed with Home Office letter
of 23rd May 1973 (b) para. 31 of the Commission's Report No.6 (c) para. 14
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of the Commission's letter of the 19th August 1974 inviting the Council to
prepare a draft scheme. Prom these documents Mr Preston drew the plain
inference that where a Council ask for elections by thirds and 3 member
wards the request will be acceded to. The electors in Derby had long been
used to annual elections and a system of "fallow years" would cause
confusion and lead to apathy. In May 1976 the turnout was only 36.9# and
the proposed new system was likely to make things worse. His Council
considered 40 members too email for a large district like Derby. The Borough
was eighth in size and rateable value of the non-metropolitan districts, had
extensive agency arrangements with the County Council and should be at the
top end of the scale in size of Council. To reduce the numbers to 40 would
create too much of a burden on individual councillors and be detrimental
to the public. Mr Preston here gave me a list of committees, sub-committees
and meetings which indicated overall an average of 2 meetings, perhaps 3t
mostly in the evenings, per week. There was also the requirements of outside
bodies to which a total of 148 councillors had been appointed. On top of
this was the work of dealing with constituents' problems. This was heavy in
certain wards where re-development was taking place and there was still some
confusion about the 2 tier system. He thought an average elector/councillor
ratio of 4020 in the Commission's draft scheme was far too high and considered
the figure of 2681 (60 councillors) much more acceptable and manageable.
Mr Preston then replied to some of the views expressed by Mr Beadle and
Councillor Walker. He disagreed with the opinion that it was an advantage
i
to have a deliberate nbn-oompatability with county electoral divisions and
thought such a system would be confusing both at election times and in the
work of councillors. The figures given by Mr Beadle related only to
Committees and not Sub-Committees - there are 9 of the latter and some have
delegated powers. So far as agency matters were concerned the role of the
Councillors was still a large one and agency had a direct effect on size of
staff and personnel problems. He accepted that Councillor Walker had coped
admirably with his many tasks but he (Mr Walker) was perhaps exceptional
and not all Councillors could carry that load. He did not wish to venture
too deeply into Councillor/officer relationships but too much work for
councillors could be off-putting for new councillors.
Mr Preston concluded by making a formal submission for a 20 ward 60 member
Council and asked for 3 minor changes in boundary to conform to Parliamentary
constituency boundaries. I deal with this latter point in detail in
8

paragraph 19 below.
The Derby District Labour Party.
Mr John Beadle, Secretary and Agent explained that the above Party consisted
of representatives of the two Parliamentary Constituencies of Derby North
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and Derby South and their primary point waa that they strongly supported
the original scheme submitted by the Borough Council in January 1975 - ie
a 13 ward 3 member scheme for a Council of 39- He thought the Commission
had favoured the 20 ward scheme because of compatability with county
electoral divisions. Whilst his party favoured the 20 county electoral
divisions it was by no means certain that this would be the final result the figure of 18 had been discussed earlier. So the adoption of a 20 ward
borough system was no guarantee of compatability and it would be harder to
make proper changes from smaller wards than larger ones. It was the firm
view of his Party that it was a definite advantage to have different
boundaries for different electoral areas - each councillor having different
functions for different authorities. There would be no confusion aa electors
would go to the same polling stations for all types of election. Polling
districts can more easily be transferred in his 1? ward scheme than in a
20 ward scheme. He was satisfied the 13 ward scheme met all the criteria
of the 1972 Act and the Commission's guide lines, both on numbers and
»*•>
boundaries, and had the advantage of putting right the jxibalance of
representation as between Derby North and Derby South. He strongly denied
that the 13 ward scheme had been devised for political advantage to the
Labour Party and illustrated this with some details of their proposals.
Their aim then and now was to get a fair and workable system. He knew, as
an experienced political agent, that it was impossible to draw ward
boundaries so as to guarantee a political advantage to a party and they
had not tried to do this. Mr Beadle then turned to a criticism of the
boundaries in the Commission's draft scheme and said that local ties had
been broken to a large degree. Not only had many of the areas added to
Derby in 1966 been broken up between 2 or 3 wards but the same had been
done in the inner town area. He mentioned in particular the St Luke's area
where there was a lot of clearance and re-development. In their 13 ward
scheme this was contained in one ward - Abbey - but under the Commission's
draft proposals it was split up into 3 wards and lumped in with disparate
areas lying a long way away.
So far as the size of the Council was concerned, Mr Beadle considered the
figure of 60 was far too high. The guide lines said the number should be
no more than is necessary to carry out the functions effectively and
efficiently and said nothing about councillors*pastoral (ie constituency)
duties. In his Party's view 39 councillors met the requirements. Whilst they
favoured a 3 ward system they were totally opposed to having 60 members to
achieve this - all those councillors would have little to do. He pointed out
that the present Committee structure was 7 committees with a total membership
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of 110 places. With a Council of 39 each councillor would have an average
of 2.83 places; with 40 - 2.75, with 60 - 1.83. With the present 54 the
average was 2.03. As the Council worked an eight week cycle, this meant
for his members only 3 per cycle. At the present time 4 councillors were
only on 1 committee, 16 on 2, and 9 on 3, - thus 29 councillors out of a
total of 54 were on 3 or less committees. He would be asking Councillor
Walker to explain how he managed (fairly comfortably) with the very heavy
work load of Abbey ward. He agreed that the 13 ward scheme crossed Parliamentary
boundaries in a few cases but there was nothing in the rules which precluded
this. However if the point was considered fundamental it could easily be
altered.
Turning now to the question of the 20 ward scheme -Mr Beadle said that if
it was decided to adopt this he had a number of changes to suggest. He was
appalled at the way boundaries had been drawn and local ties broken. He

(a)
(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

(g)

described some of the north-west area as being "a jungle" and no minor
revisions were worthwhile. But he thought some substantial improvements
could be made elsewhere to give better boundaries. These were illustrated
on a plan and can be summarized as follows :
From Babington to Litchurch - 715 electors. This brings the line down the
Normanton Road rather than along Osma3ton Road.
Prom Littleover to Babington - 386 electors. This brings the boundary down
the full length of Stonehill Road rather than twisting between Stonehill>
Road, St Chad's Road and Northumberland street
From Babington to Nonnanton - 1110 electors. This brings the line along
Crewe Street rather than taking it via small parts of Portland Street and
Valbrook Road.
From Litchurch to Sinfin - 1180 electors. This brings the line down
Cambridge Street rather than via Richmond Road, Portland Street, Holcombe
Street and Coronation Street.
Prom Litchurch to Osmaston - 1659 electors. This brings the boundary of
Osmaston to the eastern side of the railway line rather than weaving down
small streets, some of which are cleared of housing.
From Osmaston to Alvaston - 1600 electors. This brings the boundary between
the wards down the disused Derby Canal and Harvey Road rather than through
London Road, Hall Street, Baker Street and Radford Street.
Prom Qsmaston to Boulton - 390 electors. This continues the boundary along
Harvey Road rather than through Matthew Street and a part of Brackens Lane.
(Note - I deal with all these suggestions and their effect on electorates
in detail in paragraph 17 below)
Mr Beadle concluded his opening statement by saying that notwithstanding
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the acceptance by the Borough Council and the Conservatives of the draft
proposals (other than numbers), his Party were firmly convinced that the
proposed 13 ward 3 member scheme was the best for local government and not
for any party in particular, as it provided for good boundaries, equality
of electorates and sufficient councillors. Mr Beadle then commented on what
had been said by others. He said that Councillors Longdon and Tillett had
made too much of the work which they did, both inside and outside the Council,
had given too much emphasis on some of their work which he thought was really
a voluntary exercise and was not essential to the duties of a councillor.
As he had already indicated, 39 councillors could easily cope with the work
load, with 60 there would be little for many of them to do. The Borough
Council had a management team of officers (although no Chief Executive) and
could, and should, leave more work to the officers. The references to
possible additional problems arising from the Layfield Report referred to
by Councillor Longdon was not relevant and much of the work on outside
bodies was really of a non-executive nature. Mr Preston had properly made
the case in accordance with his instructions from the Borough Council and
Mr Beadle had no real comment to make here.
Councillor Michael Walker.
Mr Walker spoke as the present leader of the Labour minority party on the
Council and as the former leader of the Council from 1974 - 76. He was well
aware of the activities of councillors, was himself an ordinary councillor
with a normal job of work to do, and he had also been Chairman of the
Housing Committee. He had found no difficulty in" carrying out his duties
and he had represented a ward - Abbey - which had many more problems than
others because of major compulsory purchase orders and clearances and this
produced many queries on housing and environmental matters. For part of the
time only 2 out of the 3 councillors were available but he had managed
alright. In his view 39 Councillors were sufficient for the Borough Council,
that view was shared by many of his colleagues and 60 would be far too many
as the work load in a number of wards was quite light. So far as the Committee
structure was concerned he would favour smaller committees so that members
could get a wider knowledge and 60 members would make it difficult to reduce
the siBS of committees. The reference to agency work had not made it clear
that some of the agency arrangements were coming to an end and this had
diminished the involvement of members. Similarly he thought that membership
of outside bodies did not really involve much work.
He concluded by saying the 20 ward system would break up local ties and
connexions and specially instanced, as Mr Beadle had done, the split up
of the present Abbey ward with its particular problems.
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Derby Conservative Association.
Councillor H Longdon apoke for this Association, aa a serving member of the
Borough Council and as the former leader of the Conservative Group of
councillors in 1974-76. The Association were very keen on a 3 member ward
scheme and this was the single merit of the original scheme. He was completely
against a 39 member Council and considered it wrong to have "fallow years"
when there were no elections as would happen under the Commission's draft
proposals. The Conservatives had spent a good deal of time and energy in
preparing their alternative scheme which was designed to cause as little
disturbance as possible to the electorate, combat apathy by having annual
elections and improve the involvement of councillors and electors. He knew
that some of the councillors spent up to 40 hours per month on council work.
It was difficult to get people to become involved in council work as
councillors if they had a full time job with promotion prospects and
expectations. Thus a council of only 40 would create a heavy strain on
existing and potential councillors. His group had to find 26 Chairmen and
Vice-Chairmen for the 13 committees and Sub-Committees. This would be
difficult with a council of 40 but practicable from one of 60 members.
Mr Longdon considered that there would be increasing work as the future of
local government developed. He instanced possibilities of problems arising
from the LayfieId Report, the dominance of financial matters and ideas he
had about better systems of project appraisement and management by objectives,
all of which would mean additional work for councillors. Thus he and his
Association supported the 20 ward 3 member scheme for a Council of 60 and
rejected the 13 ward 3 member scheme supported by the Derby District Labour
Party.
Councillor Jeffrey Tillett.
Mr Tillett spoke as a Conservative member of the Borough Council. He
explained that the Conservatives Scheme was the result of a detailed piece
of field work by 3 serving councillors of long service - Bussell - 26 years
Tillett - 20 years and Thorpe - 11 years. Each of them had served in a
number of different wards in the town and hence had a good knowledge, of
the area and its constituents. They had started, and continued, with the
aim of causing as little disturbance as possible and the result was that 4
of the wards were almost the same as now existing and in the other wards
"cores" had been retained wherever possible. They had foreseen that a
review like this would be necessary after the Borough had been extended
in 1968. He, like Mr Longdon, was very much in favour of 3 - member wards.
He considered that a Council of 40 would cause difficulties in having to
find 13 Chairmen, 13 Vice-Chairmen and the same number of "shadows" from
the minority party. Mr Tillett was himself a member of 4 Committees, spent
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a fair amount of time in the reading of papers, visits and discussions

-

13

with officers and emphasized the importance, and work involved, in local
organizations both where the Council made formal appointments and where
there were informal links. He asked therefore for a Council of 60 members.
Inspections.
I carried out a number of inspections of various areas and boundaries. The
first of these was on the afternoon of Tuesday 1st March when I inspected
an area near Silk Lane, the Old Silk Mill, the Police car park and the
River Derwent. I was then accompanied by Mr Preston and Mr Lamb of the
Borough Council. On the morning of Wednesday 2nd March I made a more
extended series of visits and was accompanied by Mr Preston and Mr Lamb
(Borough Council) Mr Beadle (Labour Party) and Councillor J Tillett
(Conservatives). Starting from the Council House I went via the Uttoxeter
Road to a group of 29 houses at the corner of Manor Koad, near to the
City Hospital. Then along the by-pass road to see the area bounded by Hell
Brook and Bunkers Wood and from there to an area in Silverhill, Mickleover
where a substantial building development was in progress along and
adjoining Ladybank Road and looking through a number of mainly completed
development areas and via Station Road and Western Road back to the
Uttoxeter Road, From there I turned down Manor Road, along Burton Road and
down Normanton Road and Pear Tree Road and a number of smaller streets in
that area where demolition is about to start or has started, around the
'back of the Derby County Football Ground. Then to and down Osmaston Road
and into and around a number of roads between the main railway line and
the Rolls Royce works. Rejoining the Osmaston Koad I then went south to
Harvey Road, along that road to Goleman Street and the site of the disused
Derby Canal, and then a circuit via Benson Street. Booth Street and Baker
Street back to the Harvey Road/London Road junction and thence along the
London Road to the town centre. Weather conditions made it inadvisable for
i
me to visit one or two building sites in Slnfin and Cheliaston areas.
The recital of this itinerary will perhaps be a little unclear. The visit
included inspections of the 3 areas where I am recommending minor changes,
some development areas, some clearance areas and a number of the places
where Mr Beadle had suggested boundary changes.
Assessment of weight of arguments.
Having heard all the arguments and expressions of view, carefully considered
all that had been said and written and finished my inspections I am now
ready to consider the various problems and to reach some conclusions.
I am in no doubt that the most crucial issue is the size of the Council
and it is the one on which there is a great divergence of opinion. There
are schemes before me for a Council of 39, 40 and 60 members. 1 believe that
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if I can come to some provisional conclusions as to size of Council then
I will better be enabled to fit all the other matters into a logical
perspective. These other matters concern the number of wards, county
compatibility or not, the boundaries of wards, and the desirability or
otherwise of sticking to Parliamentary constituency boundaries and any
consequent minor amendments. It is not possible to keep all these items
in water tight compartments as they re-act upon one another.
Numbers and distribution of electorate.
Before I can get down to considering the size of Council it is essential
to know what is the number and distribution of electors. The Commission
had considered the matter on the basis of figures supplied by the Borough
Council and these were based on 1974 electorates with projections to 1979
on the then known development plans. A good deal of time has passed since
then and things have changed. I had asked Mr Preston in advance of the
hearing to prepare revised figures based on theeltactoral register
published in February 1977 and to relate the development and re-development
proposals and the projections to 1979 on this revised basis. This had been
done and I spent a good deal of time at the hearing questioning Mr Lamb
on the statistical method of the calculations and the results shown in
respect of certain wards and the effect of the development and redevelopment
proposals. The information for the whole Borough and the 2 Parliamentary
constituencies is as follows :
Revised Figures
Original Figures to LGBC
1977

1979

1974

1979

Borough
159011
160900
157769
157990
Derby S
75500
76334
74650
75490
Derby N
83511
. 84566
83119
82500
It will be noted that the revised figures now show a growth of 1889 from
1977 until 1979 whilst the original figures only showed a growth of 221
between 1974 and 1979.
The method of calculation of these figures is by taking the 1977 register
actuals, working out the changes in the number of dwellings (either plus or
minus) and then multiplying the number of dwellings by the occupancy factor
established in the 1971 census - 2.8 per dwelling. Next the number of electors
is calculated by applying the factor of 0.72 to the total of persons - again
the 1971 Census figure. By means of a computer program>allowing for net
outward migration and then the use of a correction factor of 0.9787.
Subject only to a slight (and unquantified) reservation by me of the 0.72
factor (electorate/population) I was satisfied that a sound and reliable
method had been used in the preparation of the forecasts. I had previously
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re-calculated all the entitlements on the new figures and selected a
number of wards where there were large changes expected between 1977
and 1979.
Large gains : Allestree + 407- 285 houses
Mickleover + 822. 474 houses
Alvaston + 905- 52? houses
Blagreaves + 422. 292 houses
Uhellaston -v 857. 506 houses
Sinfin + 1174, 663 houses
Large losses : Litchurch - I960. 884 houses
Babington - 416. 107 houses
Mr Lamb had provided at my request a lengthy schedule (illustrated by a map)
which showed the state of expected development, clearance and building
programmes for each ward. I went through this with him at the hearing in
respect of the above wards. Subject only to major changes in Government
policy and/or major economic problems, I am satisfied that the forecasts
of electorate are realistic and should be achieved. Thus I can safely deal
with the size of the Council on the basis of the above figures.
Size of Council.
This is the key factor. The views expressed at the hearing are completely
opposed. The Borough Council and the Conservatives say 40 is inadequate and
60 is the right number. They link their arguments to the 3 member per ward
system. The Labour Party say 39 is perfectly adequate although they too
would like a 3 member per ward system but are completely, against a council
size of 60. Each produced councillor spokesmen to support the respective
view points. Mr Preston went a little further by-seeking to convince me
that a decision to have elections by thirds carried with it an expectation
(to put it no higher) that 3-member wards would be agreed. I dispose of that
point straightaway by saying 1 do not agree with him and that the Commission
are not bound to provide 3 member wards following the passing of a
resolution under Section 7(4). of the Local Government Act 1972.
I next examined the list of meetings of Committees and the various
appointments on outside bodies. It is always difficult for an outsider
to assess the amount of work a councillor can do as so much depends on the
individuality and energy of the member concerned. However there does seem
to be rather a lot of Sub-Committees. Mr Walker wanted smaller membership
of Committees and Mr Longdon hinted at some further management approach
which perhaps would have the effect of streamlining the committee structure.
This is a matter for the Borough Council when the final decision on size
of Council is known. I then had a look at the list of appointments on
outside bodies. Many of these appeared to deal with school managers,
charities, and advisory and recreational matters, all these are no doubt
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important but I would not have thought they were very time consuming.
My provisional conclusion by now was that a Council of 39 or 40 was on
the small side but a Council of 60 was far too large. The next question
was what to do about it. All the parties were keen to have annual elections
but this could only be achieved by having 13 wards each with 3 members or
20 wards each with 3 members. It is a classic Catch 22 situation - if I
increase the size of the Council slightly it means no possibility of annual
elections - if I do not then the Council la too large or too small. I do not
accept that elections in certain years only will be confusing to the
electorate as there is a "fallow year" in the year of county council
elections and the political parties as well as the Returning Officer will
tell people when they have to vote. My task would have been easier if there
had been schemes before me of, say, 16 wards each with jS councillors but
this would have negated the arguments about compatibility of County electoral
divisions. Mr Preston had said that Derby was the eighth largest nono
metropolitan district and should be at the top end of the recommended 30 60 scale. As I have said I think the Council should be a little larger than
40 but certainly not 60. Let me take two examples for comparison. Southampton
is of a size about the same as Derby. The Commission's final proposals are
for a Council of 45 giving a Councillor/electorate average of about 4000.
Nottingham which is a good deal larger will have a Council of 55 giving
an average of 4040. Talcing all things into account I am going to recommend
a Council of 44 elected from 20 wards. This will give an average of 3614
in 1977 and 3657 in 1979. I explain my proposals in detail in the next
paragraph.
Proposed changes in representation.
Having settled in my mind that a Council of 44 members would be adequate
I must now explain the arithmetic and reasoning. When the Commission
were looking at the various schemes they had the 1974 figures. These
disclosed some quite serious inequalities in representation which it was
thought would be smoothed out by 1979 by reason of developments - both new
building and slum clearance. Not all these inequalities would disappear
but they would be within acceptable limits. The production of revised
figures meant I could look at the position afresh. By adding 4 members I
would also correct an imbalance between Derby North and Derby South as the
following figures will show. On the original figures Derby North was
under-represented both in 1974 (21.07) and in 1979. (20.89) and Derby
South was over-represented both in 1974 (18.83) and in 1979 (l9.ll).
By adding 3 Councillors to Derby North and 1 Councillor to Derby South
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the new figures will show Derby North 25.1 for both 1977 and 1979 and
Derby South 20.89 in 1977 and 20.85 in 1979.
-The addition of 4 Councillors will of course bring down the general
average of Councillor/elector to 3614 (1977) and '3657 (1979). The figures
for a Council of 40 members are 3975 (1977) and 4020 (1979). This action
also improves the entitlements of some of the wards which are over-represented
and gives me the scope to add Councillors where appropriate. The four wards
where I am proposing changes are Abbey, Parley and Spondon (North) and
Babington (south). In each case I am recommending that each ward should
return 3 Councillors instead of 2. Details of entitlements if this is
agreed are :Ward
1977 Entitlement
1979 Entitlement
Abbey
2.75
2.69
Darley
2.58
2.62
Spondon
2.59
2.59
flabington
2.65
2.50
I am not permitted to add any weighting factor for areas of social stress
but a side effect of the above proposal is that Abbey ward (albeit not the
original ward) does get 3 Councillors. It inevitably flows from what I have
been saying that I reject the 13 ward 3 member scheme originally submitted
by the Borough Council and now supported by the Derby District Labour Party.
I shall therefore be making a formal recommendation for a Council of 44
members elected from 20 wards,
t17

Local Ties. Communities and Boundaries.

When different schemes are submitted by different parties at hearings such
as this all say the schemes are devised strictly in accordance with the
Commission's guide lines, that good boundaries have been selected and that
local ties have been preserved wherever possible. Each then says the other
schemes are defective in one or more respect. This was exactly what
happened here. In general these arguments tend to cancel each other out.
In Derby there is a great deal of re-development which of itself will break
ties and remove whole communities and I do not think any of the schemes is
markedly better than others in this respect. However Mr Beadle, made a
detailed series of proposals for changes in boundaries of 8 out of 10
wards in Derby South and I have given most careful attention to these, and
indeed visited some of the suggested boundaries. Broad details of his
proposals are set out in paragraph 8 above, and I must examine the effect
on electorate. Before doing so I should observe that the requirements of
Schedule 11 para. 3(2)(a) as to equality of electorate override those of
Schedule 11 para. 3(3)(b) as to local ties etc. I deal now with the effect
of the various changes suggested by Mr Beadle. I have had some slight
difficulty in reconciling the figures because Mr Beadles figures were
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based on 1974 and the 1977 revised figures obviously take account of some
population movements which have takenplace between 1974 and 1977.
(a) Alvaston - addition of 1680 electors.
This proposal would bring the western boundary down the old Derby Canal
and along Harvey Road - a main road. Adding in the 905 proposed growth and
the 1680 proposed transfer I reach a figure for the ward in 1979 of 8522
which gives an entitlement (44 member Council) of 2.33. I think this is
too high for acceptance and with some reluctance I feel bound to reject the
proposed change. I say this with reluctance because I think the boundary
down the Canal and Harvey Road is a good one. Maybe I can meet the
situation in part by the comment on the next ward.
(b) Boulton - addition of 390 electors.
This proposal would transfer 390 electors from Osmaston to Boulton by
continuing the northern boundary of Boulton down the centre of Harvey Road
instead of down Matthew Street and Bracken Lane. The effect on electoral
quotas for both wards is minimal. I shall make a formal recommendation for
change.
(c) Babington There is a net loss proposed to this ward of 1^39 electors
(-1110 + 386- 715)by the cumulative alterations proposed which impinge
on 3 other wards. The effect on Normanton would be to add 1110 electors and
make no compensating losses. This would bring Normanton in 1979 to 8661 an
entitlement of 3.36 which is unacceptable and I must reject that proposal.
Another change for Babington is to transfer 386 electors from Littieover
to Babington by bringing the boundary down the full length of Stonehill
Road rather than St Chad's Road and Northumberland Street. The effect on the
electorate of Littleover is negligible and the addition to Babington is
a help towards my proposals for 3 members. The change will be a better
boundary and I will make a formal recommendation accordingly. The other
proposal affecting Babington is to transfer 715 electors to Litchurch by
drawing the line down the Normanton Road instead of the Osmaston Road. This
would overload Litchurch and reduce Babington* Other proposals also affect
Lit church which I deal with next. In the meantime I reject this change as
it would weaken Babington.
(d) Litchurch There is a net loss proposed for this ward of 2124 electors
(+715 - 1180 - 1659) by various boundary changes. One of these moves 1180
electors from Litchurch to Sinfin. Apart from the figures involved I do
To
not like this change which adds a piece of the top of an already extensive
ward - Sinfin-and I reject the change. The other major proposal is to move
1659 electors from Litchurch to Osmaston. This brings the eastern boundary
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of Osmaston down the railway line and provides a firmer boundary. This I
have examined carefully in relation to electorate figures, bearing in mind
I have already rejected the transfer of 1680 from Osmaston to Alvaston
(para (a) above). Thus at 1979 figures Osmaston would have 9214 electors,
an entitlement of 2-52 which is much too high. Just for the record I go
through the arithmetic for Litchurch, who would lose 1659 electors thus
giving an electorate at 1979 of 6521 - an entitlement of 1.7 which is too
low. I therefore reject this group of proposals.
18
Compatibility - .District. County and Parliament.
I say a few words about this as the question of county electoral divisions
has involved a good deal of correspondence. The Act does not require district
wards and county electoral divisions to be compatible but it is generally
convenient to registration officers, returning officers and the political
parties if they bear some relationship. The position is that the Derbyshire
County Council scheme has not yet been submitted to the Commission but the
County Council have indicated recently that the number of divisions for
Derby Borough could well be 20. The Borough Council and the Conservatives
attach importance to compatibility but Mr Beadle takes an opposite view and
says, in effect, it is better if they are different. I need not pursue
this matter in any detail as I am supporting a 20 ward scheme. I do
however, as Mr Beadle did, sound a note of warning that there is no
finality yet as to the number of county electoral divisions and the 20
ward scheme may not ultimately secure uniformity. I do not wish to venture
on the academic exercise of deciding whether 13 can be spread'over 20 more
easily than 20 over 18 or any other combination of figures.
So far as Parliamentary boundaries are concerned here again I am not bound
to observe them but in most cases it is convenient to do so. The present
scheme preserves the boundaries intact except for 3 minor places where I
am recommending, in the next paragraph, changes to preserve the boundaries.
19
Amendments to conform to Parliamentary Boundaries.
There are 3 amendments which I will recommend - for changes in the Commission's
draft proposals. Only the first affects electorate and there are 66 involved,
(a) The boundary between Kingsway and Littleover wards near the City Hospital
is shown as running down the centre of Uttoxeter Road, whilst the
Parliamentary boundary runs behind 29 houses fronting that road, the
occupants of which should be in Kingsway ward. The amendment is shown on
a plan which I have sent to the Commission and the textual description of
Kingsway ward needs to be amended by adding the following words between
Manor Road and
thence Southeastwards "Thence northeastwards along
said road to a point opposite the rear boundary of number 437 Uttoxeter
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(b)

(c)

20

21

(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)

Road, thence Southwestwarda along the rear boundaries of numbers 437 to 513
Uttoxeter Road to the eastern boundary of the Derby City Hospital",
The boundary between Darley and Litchurch wards diverges from the Parliamentary
boundary in a tiny degree in the area of the Old Silk Mill. The Commission
have used the northern boundary of a temporary car park which is not the
Parliamentary boundary. In any event it ia an unsatisfactory boundary which
consists of a low mound of soil and some scrub, and could be moved in either
direction if the car park is extended or restricted. For the sake of regularity
the boundary should be pushed a little further north where it conforms to the
Parliamentary boundary and is also a firm roadway boundary. A plan has been
supplied and the textual description of Darley ward needs to be amended by
adding the following words between
the River Derwent and
thence
northwards "Thence southwards and following the said river to a point being
the prolongation northeastwards of the southern boundary of the Old Silk Mill,
thence westwards along said boundary to Full Street",
The boundary between Mickleover and Littleover wards is shown wrongly on the
map but is correct in the textual description. The Parliamentary boundary runs
almost straight south where it crosses the by-pass road and follows the Hell
Brook, which ia immediately adjoining the by-pass road. The plan shows the
boundary going along a small ditch near Bunkers Wood. It should follow the
Brook all the way.
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Recommendations.
I recommend that the Commission's draft proposals for the Borough of Derby
be approved and adopted subject to the modifications set out below :The Borough Council to comprise 44 members elected from 20 wards
The wards to return 2 councillors except that the Abbey, Darley, Spondon
and Babington wards return 3 councillors
The northern boundary of Boulton ward be amended to continue along Harvey
Road to a point opposite the disused Derby Canal instead of via Matthew
Street and Bracken Lane, (see paragraph 17 (b) of report)
The western boundary of Babington ward be extended westwards so as to run
the full length of Stonehill Road from its junction with St Chad's Road and
Lower Dale Road instead of via St Chad's Road and Northumberland Street (see
paragraph 17 (c) of report)
Minor changes to conform to Parliamentary constituency boundaries be made
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to the wards described in paragraph 19 (a) (b) and (c) of report,

I am Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

L J SLOCCMBE
Assistant Commissioner

10th March 1977
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SCHEDULE 2

DERBI BOROUGH : NAMES OF PROPOSED WAi'fDS AND WUKBERS OF COUNCILLORS
NAME OF WARD

MO OF COUNCILLORS

ABBEY

3

AU£STREE

2

ALVASTON
BABINGTON
BLAGREAVES
BOTJLTON
BHEADSALL
CHADDESDEN
CHELLAS TON
DAKLEY

2

DEKWENT

3
2
2
2
2
2
3
2
2

LITCHUliCH

2

LITTLEOVER

2

MACKWORTH

2

MICKLEOVlia

2

NORMAl^TON

2

OSMASTOK

2

SINFIN

2

SPONDON

3

SCHEDULE 3
DERBY BOHOUGH
rtt OF I&TIRSMiOT OF COUNCILLORS- ELECTION BI THIRDS

NO. OF COUNCILLORS
HSPRESUNTIKG WARD

ABBEY

3

ALIESTREE

2

ALVASTON
• BABINGTON

1ST YEAR
1980

2ND YEAR
1082

1

1

1

1

2

1

1

3

' 1 '

1

BLAGHEAVES

2

1

1

BOULTUN

2

1

.1

BREADSALL
CHADDESDEH .
CHELUSTON.
BARLEY

2
?
2

1
1

1

DERWENT

2

KIBGSWAY

2

LITCHURCH

2

LITTLEOVKR

2

MACKWORTH

2'

KECKLEOVER

•v

NORMANTON

2

OSMASTON

2

SINFIN

2

SPONDON

3

3

•'

i
i
i
i
i

-

i

i
" i
i
i
i
i
i
i

u

15

-

3RD YT;AH

1
-•
1
—

l
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
' 1 •
15

SCHILTO.E 4
DERBY BOROUGH

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.
Description of Proposed Wards.

MACKWORTH WARD

Commencing at the point where the access road to the property known as
Mackworth Fields meets the northwestern boundary of the Borough, thence
northeastwards and following said boundary to NG reference SK 32283 37328,
being a point on the northwestern side of Markeaton Lane thence due" ~~ '
eastwards to Markeaton Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to
Ashbourne Road, thence southeastwarda along said road to the road known
as Kingsway, thence southwestwards along said road to Radbourne Street,
thence southeastwards along said street to a point opposite the rear
boundary of number 157 in said street, thence eastwards to and along said
boundary and the rear boundaries of numbers 155 to 133 in said street to
the eastern boundary of number 133 in said street, thence southwards along
said boundary to said street, thence eastwards along said street to a point
opposite the eastern boundary of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latterday
Saints, thence generally southwards along said boundary to Mackenzie Street,
thence southeastwards aloog said street to Cheviot Street, thence eastwards
along said street to Slack Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to
the disused railway, thence westwards and following said railway to a point
opposite the western boundary of the Parkfields Cedars School, thence northwards to and along said boundary and in prolongation thereof to the path
to the rear of the properties of the south side of Muswell Road, thence
westwards and following said path, to Radbourne Lane thence southwestwards
along said lane to and northwestwards along the access road to the
property known as Mackworth Fields to the point of commencement.

2
DARLEY WARD

Commencing at the point where the northern boundary of Mackworth Ward meets
the northwestern boundary of the Borough, thence northeastwards and following
said Borough boundary to NG reference SK 332^238130 being a point on the
northwestern side of Markeaton Lane thence due eastwards to Markeaton
Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to Kedleston Road* thence
northwards along said road to Birchover Way, thence eastwards along said
way to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of number 35^ Kedleston
Road, thence northeastwards to and along said boundary to the rear boundary
of said property, thence northwards and following the rear boundaries of
numbers ~&t to 4^0 Kedleston Road, crossing Lilac Way and continuing northwestwards along the western boundary of number 2 Lilac Way to the rear
boundary of said property thence northeastwards along said boundary and
the rear boundaries of number *f Lilac Way and the Markeaton Hotel to the
northeastern boundary of said hotel, thence northwestwards along said
boundary and the southwestern boundary of number 209 Aliestree Lane to
said lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to a point opposite the
southwestern boundary of number 197 Allestree Lane, thence southeastwards
to and along said boundary to the rear boundary of said property, thence
northeastwards and northwards following the rear boundaries of numbers
197 to 137 Allestree Lane to Oakover Drive, thence southeastwards along said
drive to Clifton Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Birchover .
Way, thence southwestwards along said way to a point opposite the northern
boundary of number 128 in said way, thence northeastwards to and along
said boundary and the northern boundary of number 55 Portneath Drive to
said drive, thence southwards along said drive to Cadgwith Drive, thence
eastwards and southwards along said drive to Ferrers Way, thence eastwards
along said way to Duffield Road, thence southwards along said road to a
point opposite the northern boundary of No 396 Duffield Road thence eastwards to and along said boundary the northern boundary of the enclosure
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to *the rear of said property the southern boundaries of Nos 32 and 30
Church Lane and northern boundary of No 3^ Church Lane thence crossing said
lane to the southern boundary of number 21 Church Lane, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the eastern boundary of said property, thence
continuing due eastwards to the River Derwent, thence southeastwards and
following said river to a point being the prolongation northwestwards of
the eastern boundary of the disused sewage works, thence southeastwards
along said prolongation and boundary to the southern boundary of the
wate-rmeadow, thence northeastwards land eastwards along said boundary to
the stream to the" west of the industrial estate, thence southwards and
following said stream to the River Derwent, thence southwards and following
said river to a point due east of the southeastern corner of the warehouse
being National Grid reference SK 3535136597 thence due westwards to said
corner and southwestwards along the southern boundary of said warehouse
and continuing in a straight line to and along the southern boundary of
the un-naraed property on the eastern side of Sowter Street to Full Street
thence northwestwards and westwards along said street to Queen Street,
thence northwestwards and following said street and King Street to Lodge
Lane, thence southwestwards along .said lane and Bririgo Street to Parker
Street, thence northwestwards along said street to Whitecross Street,
thence northeastwards along said street to Leyland Street, thence northwestwards along said street to Cowley Street, thence southwestwards along
said street and Mackworth Road to Markeaton Street, thence northwestwards
along said street and northeastwards along the access road to Sturgess
School to the western boundary of said school thence northeastwards and
northwestwards along said boundary to the road known as Queensway, thence
southwestwards along said road to the northern boundary of Mackworth Ward,
thence northwestwards along said boundary to the point of commencement,

ALLESTREE WARD

Commencing at the point where the northern boundary of Darley Ward meets
the western boundary of the Borough, thence northwestwards and following

if
said Borough boundary to the northern boundary of the Borough, thence
eastwards and following said boundary and the River Derwent to the northern
boundary of Darley Ward, thence due westward and following said boundary
to the point of commencement.

BREADSALL WARD

Commencing at the point where Haslams Lane meets the eastern boundary of
Darley Ward, thence northwards and following said boundary and the eastern
boundary of Allestree Ward to the northern boundary of the Borough, thence
eastwards and following said boundary and southwestwards and following the
eastern boundary of the Borough to Lees Brook, thence southwestwards and
following said brook to Chaddesden Brook, thence northwards along said
•t
brook to Morley Road, thence southwestwards along said road and Chaddesden .
Lane to Wilsthorpe Road, thence northwestwards along said road to
Chaddesden Park Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Madison
Avenue, thence northwestwards along said avenue to Renfrew Street, thence
northeastwards along said street to Max Road, thence westwards along said
road to Worcester Crescent, thence northwards along said crescent and
northwards and westwards along Canterbury Street to the road known as
St Andrew's View, thence southwards along said road to NG reference
SK 37276 3809^1 thence due westwards to and along the southern boundaries
of numbers 21 to 25 Camborne Close to Camborne Close, thence continuing
westwards along said close to Perth Street, thence southweetwards along
said street to Filey Walk, thence northwestwards along said walk to Hornsea
Road, thence southwestwards and westwards along said road and the southern
boundary of number 40 Hornsea Road to the eastern boundary of Derwent
Hospital, thence northwards along said boundary t'o the northern boundary
of said hospital, thence westwards, southwards and westwards following said
boundary and the southern boundaries of numbers 1&-10 Pickering Rise and
number 9 Halifax Close to the rear boundary of No 11 Halifax Close thence
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southwards to the access road to Derwent Hospital, thence continuing westwards
along said road to Mansfield Road, thence due westwards to the disused
railway, thence southwestwards along said disused railway to the Derby to
Chesterfield railway,.thence northeastwards along said railway to a point
opposite the northern boundary of the property known as Pendinas in
Alfreton Road, thence northwestwards to and along said boundary to said road,
thence northeastwards along said road to Haslams Lane, thence northwestwards
along said lane to the point of commencement.

DERWENT WARD

Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of Darley Ward meets
the eastern boundary of said ward, thence northwards and following said eastern boundary to the southern boundary of Breadsall Ward, thence southeastwards and following said boundary to Chaddesden Park Road, thence
southwestwards along said road to Nottingham Road, thence southeastwards
along said road to Highfield Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane
to a point opposite the'northern boundary of the allotment gardens, thence
northwestwards to and along said boundary and southwestwards along the
western boundary of said allotment gardens to the southwestern boundary
of said allotment gardens, thence due southwards to the River Derwent
thence westwards and northwestwards following said river to the point of
commencement.

CHADEESDEN WARD

Commencing at the point where the Loughborough to Derby railway meets the
eastern boundary of Derwent Ward, thence northwards and following said
boundary to the southern boundary of Breadsall Ward, thence northeastwards
and following said boundary and the eastern boundary of the Borough to
the eastern boundary of parcel number 2?17 as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500
plan number SK 38/3937 edition of-1964» thence southwards and following said
boundary and the eastern boundaries of parcels numbers 2100, 2388, 2^80,
2669, 2757, 32*f2 to the northern boundary of parcel number 3332 thence west-
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wards and southwards along said boundary and the western boundary of said
parcel and the western boundary of parcel number 3322 to the southern
boundary of parcel number 223&» thence westwards along said boundary to
the eastern boundary of parcel number 0313 (all as shown on OS plan
SK 38/3936 edition of 196?) thence southwestwards along said boundary
and the eastern boundary of parcel number 0500 (as shown on OS 1:2500 plan
SK 38/3935 edition of 1970) to the northern boundaries of numbers 1?8 to
198 Derby'Road, thence northwestwards along said boundaries and southwestwards along western boundary of number 198 in said road, crossing said
road and continuing southwards along the road known as Raynesway to the
Derby to Loughborough railway, thence northwestwards along said railway
to the point of commencement.

SPONDON WARD

Commencing at the point where the Derby to Loughborough railway meets the
eastern boundary of Chaddesden Ward, thence northwards and following said
boundary to the eastern boundary, of the Borough, thence eastwards and
following said boundary to the Derby to Loughborough railway, thence
.northwestwards along said railway to the point of commencement.

MICKLEOVER WARD

Commencing at the point where Hell Brook meets the western boundary of the
Borough, thence generally southwestwards and northwards following said
boundary to Station Road, thence southwards along said road to Western Road,
thence eastwards along said road to Cavendish Way, thence generally southeastwards along said way to Uttoxeter Road, thence northeastwards along said
road to Hell Brook, thence southeastwards and following eaid brook to
the point of commencement.

KINGSWAY WARD
Commencing at the point where Uttoxeter Road meets the eastern boundary of
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..

Mickleover Ward, thence generally southwestwards and northwards following
said boundary to. the western boundary of the Borough, thence eastwards
along said boundary and aoutheastwardo and following the couthern boundary
. of Mackworth Ward to and continuing eastwards along the disused railway to
a point opposite the eastern boundary of the Scrap Metal Works, thence
southwards to and along said boundary to Great Northern Hoad, thence southwestwards along said road to a point opposite the western boundary of
the Diocesan Training College, thence southeastwards and following said
boundary and the western boundary of the Derby College School to the
. northern boundaries of numbers 166 and l6k Uttoxeter New Road, thence northeastwards along said boundaries to the access road to said school, thence
southwards along said access road to Uttoxeter New Road, thence southwest' wards along said road to Boundary Road, thence southwards along said road
to Caraden Street, thence northeastwards along said street to Upper Boundary
Road, thence southwards along said road and Amy Street, continuing southeastwards along Dean Street to Bramfield Avenue, thence southwestwards
along said avenue to the eastern boundary of Bramfield Farm, thence south.jj'
wards and westwards along said boundary and the southern boundary of said
farm to the access road from Burton Road to said farm, thence generally
southwards along said access road to said road, thence southwestwards along
said road to Manor Road, thence northwestwards along said road to a point
opposite the rear boundaries of Nos ^37-513 Uttoxeter Road thence southwestwards along said rear boundaries to the eastern boundary of Derby City
Hospital, thence southwestwards and southeastwards following said boundary,
southwestwards following the southern boundary of said hospital and northwestwards following the western boundary of said hospital to Uttoxeter Road,
i
thence southwestwards along said road to tne point of commencement.

ABBEY WARD

Commencing at the point where Burton Road meets the eastern boundary of
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Kingsway Ward, thence northwestwards and following said boundary and
westwards along tho northern boundary of naid wnrd to the eastern boundary
of Mackworth Ward, thence northeastwards and generally northwards following
said boundary and northeastwards and following the southern boundary of
Darley Ward to and continuing along Queen Street to St Mary's Gate, thence
southwestwards along said St Mary's Gate to Bold Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to the road known as Cheapside, thence southwestwards
along said road to the road known as Friar Gate, thence northwestwards
along said road to Stafford Street, thence southwestwards along said
street to Curzon Street, thence northeastwards along said street to
Kensington Street, thence southeastwards along said street and the road
known as Dunkirk and southwards along Monk Street to Alma Street, thence
eastwards along said street to Abbey Street, thence southwards along said
street to Burton Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the point
of commencement.

LITCHURCH WARD

'

>'d

Commencing at the point where Osmaston Park Road meets the Derby to Burtonupon-Trent railway, thence northeastwards along said railway to the footRoad
bridge on the path from Elton/to Prices Street, thence northwestwards,

southwestwards and northwestwards following said path and said Princes
Street to Coronation Street, thence northeastwards along said street to and
northwestwards along Holcombe Road to Dairy House Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Portland Street, thence northwestwards along said
street, crossing Pear Tree Road and continuing northeastwards along
Richmond Road to Cambridge Street, thence southeastwards along said street
to Sale Street, thence northeastwards along said street to Rose Hill Street,
thence northwestwards along said street to Normanston Road, thence northwards along said road to Harriet Street, thence eastwards along said street
to the western boundary of the Arboretum, thence northwestwards along said

boundary to the northern boundary of said Arboretum, thence northeastwards
/iJorig r.,'iid boundary and nouthcoatwardc and following the eastern boundary
of said arboretum to Motleston Street thence northeastwards along said
street to Osraaston Road, thence northwestwards along said road to
Sacheverel Street, thence southwestwards along said street to Normanton
Road, thence northwards along said road to Burton Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the eastern boundary of Abbey Ward, thence
northwards and following said boundary to the southern boundary of Darley
Ward, thence eastwards and following said boundary, the southern boundary _
of Derwent Ward and the River Derwent to a point opposite the western
boundary of Alvaston Park, thence southwestwards to and along said
boundary to London Road, thence northwestwards along said road to the path
to the east of the disused Derby Canal, thence southwestwards and following
said path to the path from Baker Street to Haydock Park Road, thence westwards along said path and continuing along Haydock Park Road to Gosforth
Road, thence northwards along.said road to Sandown'Road, thence westwards
along said road to Ascot Drive, thence northwards along said-drive to the
path from said drive to Osmaston Road, thence generally northwestwards
along said path to said road, thence northwestwards along said road to
Abingdon Street, thence southwestwards along said street to Hawthorn Street,
thence southeastwards along said street to Nightingale Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Osmaston Park Road, thence westwards along
said road to the point of commencement.

ALVASTON WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of the Borough meets the
Shardlow Road, thence northwestwards along said road and London Road to a
point being in prolongation northeastwards of the western boundary of
number 1216 London Road, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary,
the rear boundaries of numbers 29 to 59 Hall Street and the eastern boundary
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of number 170 BakerStreet to said street, thence northwestwards along said
street to' Radford Street, thence southwestwards along said street to and
along the eastern boundary of the,allotment gardens to the southern boundary
of said allotment gardens, thence northwestwards along,said boundary to the
path to the east of the disused Derby Canal, thence northwards along said
path to the eastern boundary of Litchurch Ward, thence northwards and
following said boundary and the eastern boundary of Derwent Ward to the
southern boundary of Chaddesden Ward, thence southeastwards along said
boundary and the southern boundary of Spondon Ward to the eastern boundary
of the Borough, thence southwards and following said boundary to the point
of commencement.

LITTIEOVER WARD

Commencing at the point where the northwestern boundary of parcel number 19*f2
as shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan number SK 32/3333 edition of 1969
meets the eastern boundary of Mickleover Ward, thence northwestwards and
c, 1

following said ward boundary to the southern boundary of Kingsway Ward,
thence northeastwards and following said boundary and the southern boundary
of Abbey Ward to Stone Hill Road, thence southeastwards along said road to
Lower Dale Road thence southwestwards along said road to Almond Street thence
southwards along said street to Porter Road, thence westwards along said
i
road to Haddon Street, thence southwards along said street to the northern
boundary of the Allotment Gardens, thence westwards along said boundary to
the eastern boundary of Normanton Park, thence southwards along said boundary
to Warwick Avenue, thence westwards and northwestwards along said avenue
to Valley Road, thence southwestwards along said road and Normanton Lane
to Brayfield Road thence westwards along said road to a point opposite the
western boundary of number 62 Brayfield Road, thence northwestwards to and
along said boundary and the eastern boundary of the property known as Clear
View to the northern boundary of number k Beechwood Crescent, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the continuation southeastwards of the
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southwestern boundary of the Scout Hut, thence northwestwards along said
continuation, said southwestern boundary and the path from said scout hut to
Old Hnll Road, thence southwestwards along said road to a point opposite the
eastern boundary of the property known as Old Hall, thence northwards along
said boundary to Burton Road, thence southwestwards along said road to the
road known as Hillsway, thence southeastwards along said road to a point
opposite the southern boundary of the Derby High School, thence southwestwards to and along said boundary and the northern boundary of parcel number
6600 as shown on OS 1:2500 plan SK 32/333^ edition of 1970 to the western
boundary of said parcel, thence southwards along said boundary to the northern
boundary of parcel number 5**OO, thence southwestwards and southwards along
said boundary and the western boundary of said parcel to the northwestern
boundary of parcel number 5091 as shown on OS 1:2500 plan SK 32/3333 edition
of 19^9) thence southwestwards along said boundary and southeastwards along
the southwestern boundary of said parcel to the western boundary of parcel
number *f377i thence generally southwestwards along said boundary and the
western boundary of parcel number *fl6l to the northern boundary of parcel
number 3151i thence northwestwards and westwards along said boundary and
the northern boundary of parcel number 19^2 to the northwestern boundary of
said parcel, thence southwestwards along said boundary to the point of
commencement.

BABINGTON WARD

Commencing at the point where the northern boundary of the allotment gardens
meets the eastern boundary of Littleover Ward, thence northwards and
following said ward boundary to the southern boundary of Abbey Ward, thence
northeastwards and following said boundary and the western boundary of
Litchurch Ward to St Thomas Road, thence southwestwards along said road and
Walbrook Road to Upper Dale Road, thence northeastwards along said road to
Crewe Street, thence westwards along said street to Stanton Street, thence
northwards along said street to a point opposite the northern boundary of
the tennis courts, thence westwards to and along said boundary and the

.
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northern boundary of the allotment gardens to the point of commencement.

BLAQREAVES VAPU

•

Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets
the eastern boundary of Mickleover Ward, thence northwards and following
said ward boundary and northeastwards and following the southern boundary
of Littleover Ward and Brayfield Road to a point opposite the western
boundary of number j59 Brayfield Road, thence southeastwards to and along
said boundary to the northern boundary of the Sports Grounds, thence
, northeastwards and following said boundary and southeastwards and following
the eastern boundary of said sports grounds to the rear boundary of number
20 Rabown Avenue, thence eastwards and southwards along the rear boundaries
of numbers 20 to 8 in said avenue and the eastern boundary of number 72
Willson Avenue to said avenue, thence southeastwards along Littleover
Avenue, Wellesley Avenue and Sunnyhill Avenue to Stenson Avenue, thence
• northeastwards and following said avenue to Kendon Avenue, thence southwards
along said avenue to Grenfell Avenue, thence southeast wards along said
avenue to Coleridge Avenue, thence southwestwards along said avenue to
Keswick Avenue, thence southeastwards along said avenue and in prolongation
thereof to the railway thence southwestwards along said railway to the
southern boundary of the Borough, thence northwards and following said
boundary to the point of commencement.

NORMANTON WARD

Commencing at the point where the Derby to Burton-upon-Trent railway meets
the eastern boundary of Blagreaves Ward, thence northwestwards and following
said boundary to the southern boundary of Littleover Ward, thence northeastwards and following said boundary to and eastwards following the southern
boundary of Babington Ward to St Thomas' Road, thence generally southwards
along said road, Balaclava Road and Sinfin Lane to the Derby to Burton-upon-
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-Trout; rnilwny, thonco r.oul:hwoirt;wnrdB along nul<l nd'.l.wuy l;o tho point
of commencement.

SINFIK WARD

Commencing at the point where'the southern boundary of the Borough meets
the southeastern boundary of Blagreaves Ward, thence northeastwards along
said ward boundary, continuing northeastwards and northwards along the
southeastern and eastern boundaries of Normanton Ward to the southern
boundary of Babington Ward, thence northeastwards and following said
boundary, the western boundary of Litchurch Ward and the Derby to'Westonupon-Trent railway to Wilmore Road, thence southwestwards along said
road to and along the path from said road, running to and along the southeastern boundary of Moor Plantation, to and continuing along the track
adjacent to the northwestern boundary of Parcel No 0077 as shown on
Ordnance Survey 1:2500 Plans SK 36/3730 and SK 3V3530 Edt's 1969-68 to the
southern boundary of the Borough, thence southwards and generally westwards
following said boundary to the point of commencement.

OSMASTON WARD

Commencing at the point where Wilmore Road meets the eastern boundary of
Sinfin Ward, .thence northwestwards and following said boundary to the
"southern boundary of Litchurch Ward, thence eastwards and following said
boundary and the southern boundary of Alvaston Ward to Harvey Road, thenc'e
southwestwards along said road to the disused Derby Canal, thence southwards along said canal to Bracken's Lane, thence westwards along said
lane and Upper Moor Road to Chellaston Road, thence southeastwards along
said road to a point opposite the northern boundary of number 36 Chellaston
Road, thence southwestw'ards to and along said boundary, the southern
and Allenton Secondary School,
boundary of Allenton Primary School/ the northern boundary of the property
known as Sunnyview, crossing West Grove, and continuing along the northern

boundaries of the properties known as Westholme and Derrydale, crossing
Westdene Avenue, and. continuing along the northern boundary of the property
known as Moor View and in prolongation thereof to the access road to the
sports ground, thence southwards along said access road to Merrill Way,
thence southwestwards along said way to Wilmore Road, thence southwards
nr\H following said road to ;the point of commencement;

CHELLASTON WARD

Commencing at the point where the southern boundary of the Borough meets
the eastern boundary of Sinfin Ward, thence northeastwards and following
said boundary and the southern boundary of Osmaston Ward to the disused •
Derby Canal, thence southwards and southeastwards along said canal to a
point opposite the northern boundary of the playing field, being Parcel
No 8353 on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 plan SK 36/3731 Edt 1968 thence .northto and along said boundary' and
eastwards and southeast wards /, sou'thwest wards along the eastern boundary
of said Parcel to the northern boundary of Parcel No 0051i thence southeastwards along said boundary and the southern boundary of parcel number
275^ as shown on OS 1:2500 plan number SK 38/3931 edition of 1963 to the
western boundary of parcel number 3861, thence southwards and northeastwards along said boundary, and the southern boundary of said parcel and
the southeastern boundary of parcel number 495^ to the western boundary of
parcel number 7058, .thence northwestwards and northeastwards along.said
boundary and the northern boundary of said parcel to the western boundary
i
of parcel number 9*^6^, theride northwards and northeastwards along said
boundary and the northern boundary of said parcel to the eastern boundary
of the Borough, thence southwards and westwards following eaid boundary and
•the southern boundary of the Borwjh" to the point of commencement.

BOULTON WARD

Commencing at the point where the eastern boundary of the Borough aetete. the
northern boundary of CheUlaston Ward, thence westwards and following said
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ward boundary to the southern boundary of Osmaston Ward, thence northwards
and eastwards following said boundary to and southwestwards following the
southern boundary of Alvaston Ward to the eastern boundary of the Borough
thence southwards and following said boundary to the point of commencement.

