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

sour initial-review of the electoral arrangements for Allerdale District 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 district.
'2.

In accordance with the procedure laid down in Section. 60 (l) and (2) of

the 1972 Act, notice was .given on 19 August 197-4 that we were to undertake this
review. This was incorporated in a consultation letter addressed to the Allerdale
.District Council, copies of which were circulated to Cumbria County Council, parish
councils aid parish meetings in the district, the Member a of ftrliament for the constituencies
;concerned and .the headquarters of the.main political parties.

Copies were also

.sent to'the editors of 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 interested
:bodies.
,3.

Allerdale. District Council were invited to prepare a draft scheme of

-representation for our consideration. When doing so, they were asked to
: observe the rules laid down in Schedule 11 to the Local Government Act 1972 and
-.the guidelines 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.

4*

The Council have not exercir.ed an option under Section 7(/,) of thy Local

Government Act 1972 and the provisions of Section 7(6) will therefore apply.
5.

On 25 February 1975 Allerdale District Council presented their draft scheme

of representation. They proposed to divide the area into 35 wards each returning
1, 2 or 3 councillors to form a council of $6 members,
6.

When forwarding thoir draft scheme (scheme A) the Council explained that,

while this was the scheme preferred by the majority of the council, there was
almost equal support for an alternative scheme (scheme B) which they enclosed
for the Commission's consideration* This provided for 31 wards each returning
1, 2 or 3 councillors to form a council of 54 members.
7.

We considered the draft scheme submitted by the Council,

(scheme A), the alternative scheme (scheme B) and the comments which had been
made upon both schemes. We considered that scheme B provided a better standard
of representation but that it could be improved numerically by the substitution
of the proposals in scheme A for the warding of C0ckermouth: we also considered
that the overall representation of Workington should be reduced by 1 councillor
and that this could most readily be achieved by allocating 2 councillors instead
of 3 to the proposed Westfleld ward,

finally we decided to adopt a few minor

boundary alterations suggested by Ordnance Survey.
8*

On 26 November 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 the draft proposals and the
accompanying maps, which defined the proposed ward boundaries*available for
inspection at their main offices. Representations on our draft proposals were
invited from those to whom they were circulated and, by public notices, from
members of the public and interested bodies. We asked for comments to reach
us not later than 28 January 1976.

:9.

Comments received in response to our draft proposals asked for the adoption

of the Council's scheme A for the whole of the district. The District Council
also suggested that two of the wards should be rumircecl.

Other

•comments raised objections to our proposals for the Cockermouth and the Workington
areas of the district*
10. We considered 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 Sydney Astin MBE was appointed as Assistant Commissioner
,to hold a local meeting and to report to us.
11. Notice of the local meeting was sent to all who had received our draft
proposals or had commented upon them, and was published locally.
12. The Assistant Commissioner held a meeting at the Council Chamber, Holraewood,
Cockennouth on 31 August 1976.

He also visited the areas which were the subject

of comment. A copy of his report is attached at Schedule 1 to this report.
13* In the light of the discussion which took place at the meeting and his
inspection of the area the Assistant Coramiosioner recommended a number
of modifications to our proposals which are summarized in Section 5 of his
report and analysed in Section 7.
1/V»

We reviewed our draft proposals in the light of the comments which we

had received and of the Assistant Commissioner's report. We were prepared to
accept the Assistant Commissioner's recommendations but we noted that his
proposals for the successor parishes of Cockermouth and Maryport could not be
implemented unless the District Council were prepared to create corresponding
parish wards in those parishes. VJe.-invited the District Coiancil
to review the parish warding arrangements for Cockermouth and Maryport in the
light of the Assistant Commissioner's recommendations.
15*

The District Council reviewed the parish warding arrangements. They decided

to follow the Assistant Commissionerfs recommendations for creating new
parish wards in Cockermouth but preferred different arrangements in Maryport.
They agreed that the existing North and South parish wards should be combined to
create a new wetherhall district ward, but decided not to realign the boundary
between that ward and the Ewanrigg ward as the Assistant Commissioner had
recommended.
16. The District Council considered that the new Netherhall district ward which
they proposed would justify 2 councillors instead of the 1 councillor the Assistant
Commissioner had recommended for the smaller ward which he had proposed.

They

also provided new evidence to show that they had previously under-estimated the
future electorate of Maryport as a whole and that a total representation of 7
councillors for the town would be more appropriate than the 6 recommended by the
Assistant Commissioner.
17. In the light of this further information we again reviewed our draft proposals.
We noted that the District Council's revised proposals would involve an
increase in the representation of Maryport from 6 councillors to 7 and
a corresponding increase in the size of the District Council from 54 councillors
to 55. We also noted that, on the basis of revised 1980 forecast electorates
and a larger council, the allocation of 7 councillors to Maryport wuldbe justified.
We concluded that the existing parish wards in Maryport provided a suitable
basis for district wards returning 7 councillors and we concluded that we should
adopt the Netberhall and Ewanrigg wards proposed by the District Council in
place of those recommended by the Assistant Commissioner and that the new Netherhall
ward should return 2 councillors. In all other respects we adopted the
Assistant Commissioner's recommendations and modified our draft proposals
accordingly to formulate our final proposals.
18. Details of these final proposals are set out in Schedule 2 to this report
and on the attached maps* Schedule 2 gives the names of the wards and the number
of councillors to be returned by each. The boundaries of the new wards are
defined on the maps.' A detailed description of the boundaries of the proposed wards
as defined on the maps is set out in Schedule 3 to this report.

PUBLICATION

19.

In accordance with Section 60(5)(b) of the Local Government Act 1972 a

copy of this report and copies of the maps are being sent to Allerdale District
Council and will be made available for public inspection at the.Council's main
offices.

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

comments*
L.3*

Signed
EDMtM) COMPTON

(CHAIRMAN)

JOHN M RANKIN

(DEPUTY CHAIRMAN)

PHYLLIS BOWDEN

J T BRDCKBANK

MICHAEL CHISHOLM

R R THORNTON
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SCHEDULE 1
LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION

1.

Review of Electoral Arrangements - District of A-llerdale

In accordance with the instructions contained in the
Commission's letter of 31st August 1976, I conducted a local
meeting as Assistant Commissioner at the Council Chamber,
Holmewood,. Cockermouth on Thursday, 14th October 1976 to
hear and discuss representations with regard to the future
electoral arrangements for the District of Allerdale.
1.

ATTENDANCES
I attach at Appendix 'A1 a list showing the names and
addresses of the persons who attended the meeting and the
interests they represented.

2.

COMMISSION'S PROPOSALS
The Commission's draft proposals for the Allerdale District
set out in the Commission's letter to the District Council of
26th November 1975 proposed 31 wards returning 53 Councillors
(8 wards each returning 3 Councillors, 6 wards each returning
2 Councillors and 17 wards each returning 1 Councillor).
In formulating the draft proposals the Commission had before
it two schemes received from the District Council - Scheme A,
the majority scheme, the formal submission of the Council and
Scheme B, the minority scheme, also sent to the Commission
because Scheme A'had been approved by the Council by a very narrow
majority. Scheme A provided for 35 wards returning 56 Councillors
and it closely resembled the arrangements already existing but
made a few changes in order to meet the Commission's requirement
that there should be no more than 3 Councillors in any ward.
Scheme B provided for 31 wards returning 5^ Councillors - and
it differed from Scheme A in that it combined some of the proposed
Workington and Maryport Wards, regrouped some of the Rural Parishes
and proposed a different boundary between the two wards in the
successor Parish of Cockermouth. The Commission also took into
account proposals submitted by the Workington Constituency
Conservative Association and comments and proposals from other
interested bodies anc^ersons.
The Commission concluded that the District Council's
Scheme B provided the better arrangement but felt that it could
be improved numerically by the adoption of the proposal in
Scheme A for the warding of Cockermouth and the Commission also
felt that the overall representation of Workington could be
reduced by one Councillor and that this could more readily be
achieved by allocating two Councillors, instead of three, to
the 1'i'estfield Ward.
Subject to these two modifications the Commission decided
to adopt Scheme B as.their draft proposals.
Tables 1, 2 and 3 set out below give details of the
Commission's draft proposals, the District Council's Scheme A
and the District Council's Scheme B, and shows a breakdown of
entitlements for each constituent .urban area and for the rural
area.

Table 1
Commission's Draft Proposals
C.7.

Wo

Members
Council
Workington
Maryport
Cockermouth
Keswick
Rural Area

of'
Cllr;

7
3
2
1
18

wards 16
wards
6
wards
4
ward
3
wards 24

31

53

197?. 7^
1980
Electorate Entitlement Electorate Entitlement

15- 83
6.33
3- 67
2.76
24.39

21,,402

7,932
5.,276
3.,901
32.>533

24.28

52.98
69,,895
Average 1,319

71,,044

53.02

20,,883
8,,355
4,,842
3-,638
32,,177

15- 97

5.92
3- 94 .
2.91

Average 1,34-0

Table 2District Council's Scheme 'A1
Members
Council
Workington
Maryport
Cockermouth
Keswick
Rural Area

8
5
2
1
19

wards
wards
wards
ward
wards

35

of"
1973.74
1280
Cllrs. Electorate Entitlement Electorate Entitlement

17
7

20,883

4

4,842

3

3,638

25
56

32,177

8,355-

16.73
6.69
3-88
2.92
25-78

56.00
69,895
Average 1,248

21,402

16.87 6.25
4.16
3.07
, 25.64

7,932
5,2.76
3,901
32,533

71,044
55.99
Average 1,269

Table 3
District Council's Scheme 'B1

54
Members
Council
Workington
Maryport
Cockermouth
Keswick
Rural Area

7
3
2
1
18

31
3.

No.
of
Cllr

wards 17
wards
6
wards
4
ward
3
wards 24

rt

l73-74
10
Electorate Entitlement Electorate Entitlement
20,883
8,355
4,842
3,638
32,177

16.14
6.46
3.74
2.81
. 24.87

f+.°l
69,895
Average 1,294

21,402

7 ,932
5,276
3,901
32,533

16.26
6.03
4.01
2.96
24.72

71,044
5-3.^
Average 1,316

OBJECTIONS and REPRESENTATIONS received before Local Meeting
- From the Allerdale District Council asking that their
Scheme A comprising 35 wards returning 56 members
should be reinstated as the final proposals but
suggesting the re-naming of two wards, the ward
containing the parishesof Kirkbampton, Aikton and

Thursby to be named the Wampool Ward and the- ward
comprising the parishes of Holme St. Cuthbert,
Allonby, Hayton and Mealo, Westnewton and Brorafield,
should be named the Tarns Ward..

3.

- From the Cumbria County Council stating a preference for
the District Council's Scheme A subject to
modifications and commenting that the proposed
arrangements for Workington would not be compatible
with the formation of five County electoral divisions.
Also asking that a local meeting should be held.
- From Mr. R.B. Spedding of High Harrington, Workington,
objecting to the proposal for the Harrington -Ward
returning ^ Councillors and suggesting that^there
be a Harrington Ward comprising the existing
Harrington Ward returning 2 Councillors or that the
smaller area of Harrington .should be formed as a
separate ward returning 1 Councillor.
- From Mr. H. Thomas of High Harrington, Workington
making similar objections and proposals as
Mr. Spedding.
- From the Cockermouth Town Council favouring the parish
warding-proposed in the District Council's Scheme B,
namely that the dividing line between the two wards,
should be the line of the River Cocker and the River
Derwent.
- From the Maryport Town Council objecting to the proposed
Netherhall Ward which merged the existing North, South
and Sllenborough Wards into one ward.
— Fr.om the Parish Council of Borrowdale, Above Derwent and
St. John's Castlerigg1and Wythburn, the three
component parishes of an existing ward, objecting to
the draft proposals which would separate Above Derwent
from this group and add it to another group.
- From the .Embleton and District Parish Council objecting
to the draft proposals which would separate the
parishes of Embleton, Wythop and Setmurthy from their
present group and combine them with Above Derwent to
form a new ward.
- From the Holme Abbey Parish Council objecting to the draft
proposalsvhich included the parishes of Holme Abbey
and" Holme Low with the parish of Silloth in a two
members ward, the Solway Ward.
— From the Silloth Parish Council objecting to being joined
with Holme Abbey and Holme Low to form the new Solway
Ward.
SUBMISSIONS made at the Local Meeting '
(1)

Introduction

After preliminary introductions I invited Mr. A.C. Crane,
Chief Executive of the Allerdale District Council and
representing that Council, to make a short general statement
as to the relevant action taken by the Council in the procedure •
for the review of electoral arrangements under the Local
Government Act 1972.
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Mr. Crane pointed out that the Allerdale District under
the Local Government Act 1972 had been made up of the areas of
six authorities, namely, Workington Borough; Cockermouth.,
Maryport and Keswick Urban Districts; and Cockermouth and Wigton
Rural Districts. Following consideration of warding arrangements
by the joint committee set up by the six previous authorities,
provision was made in a 1973 Order for there to be JO wards
returning 56 members, and the 1973 and, indeed, the.recent 1976
District Council elections had been held on this basis, which
basis hod proved satisfactory.
Invitation had been received from the .Boundary Commission
in August 1974 for the Council to submit a draft scheme for
future ward arrangements and appropriate notices had been
placed in newspapers and on noticeboards, and interested parties
had been contacted, with a view to receiving comments andrepresentations prior to'the formulation of proposals.
Subsequently, provisional" proposals were formulated and publicised
so that comments could be received from local parishes and other
interested parties, including political parties. Finally, the
final draft scheme had been made in December 1974- and this was
submitted to the Boundary Commission. This scheme should now
be referred to as Scheme A and this was the majority scheme,
although there was also submitted Scheme B, an alternative scheme,
the minority scheme.
He then went on to refer to the criteria set out in
Schedule 11 of the Local Government Act 1972 which had to be
followed in making the necessary warding arrangements, making
special mention of the requirement that the ratio of the number
of local government electors to the number of Councillors to be
elected shall be as nearly as may be the same in .every ward of
the District. He also referred to the requirement that regard
had to be had to the desirability of fixing boundaries which
were and would remain easily identifiable and any local ties which
would be broken by the fixing of any particular boundary. These
were mandatory requirements laid down in the 1972 Act and in
his view differed somewhat from the guidelines issued by the
Boundary Commission, including the suggestion that no ward
should return more than three Councillors.
(2)

Visrdins arrangements generally

Having regard to the submissions already made to the
Boundary Commission against the Commission's draft proposals,
1 felt it would-be, helpful, before any further representations
were made and discussion commenced, if I placed before the
meeting the figures comprised in tables 1, 2 and 3 set out
earlier in this report which gave a numerical analysis of the
Commission's draft proposals and the District Council's draft
Schemes A and B, including a breakdown of entitlements in each
constituent urban area and for the rural area.
I pointed out that the Commission's draft proposals gave an
even distribution of entitlement based on the 1980 projected
electorate figures, the rural area, however, having an entitlement
of 24.28 and having 24 Councillors. In the District Council's
Scheme A however, again .using the 1980 projected electorate
figures, Haryport had an entitlement of only 6.25 and yet had
been given 7 Councillors and the rural area with an entitlement
of 25.64- had been given only 25 Councillors. In the District
Council's Scheme B, again using 1980 figures, Viorkington had
an entitlement of only 16.26 and yet had been given 17
Councillors and the rural areas had an entitlement of 24.72
and had been given only 24 Councillors.
It seemed, therefore, that these differing figures would
have to be discussed durinp: the meeting.

Mr. Crane, the Allerdale District Chief. Executive , then
made the formal submission of his Council that the Boundary
Commission should not go forward with their proposals as now
published but should now instead approve proposals based
entirely on the District Council's Scheme A. Although the
Council in submitting Scheme A had also submitted an alternative
Scheme B, he wanted to emphasise that the Council were new fully
in favourof their Scheme A. lie said that at the present time
tho ward arrangf.'incnts , as hncj/hoen used for the 1(J7^ -''rid 1970
elections, were L'or JO words returning 56 members (Ifi words
returned 1 Councillor, 5 wards returned 2 Councillors, 5 wards
returned ?^CQunc^lors.^ 2 wards returned 4- Councillor^ aaeL 1 ward
returned 5 ^^AcjPTlo^&T^'^alerdaLLe' District was a large district
of an area of some 484 square4iles and the 1976 electorate was
71,000. With 56 members this gave a ratio of one Councillor to
1,268 electors. Various^arts of the district varied
geographically, with wide rural areas in the Lake District
and also industrial towns on the coast, and at the present time
the electorate ratio of ;.-ards also varied. One ward provided
a Councillor for an electorate of 1,680 whereas another ward
returning one Councillor had only 970 electors. There was,
however , at the present time a workable set-up and Scheme A
had been designed to keep, as far as possible, the 'status quo 1
of ward arrangements, for Scheme A gave 35 wards returning 56
members.
lie claimed particularly that Scheme A provided a much
preferred rural area pattern of wards^fchan did Scheme B. ocheiae A
followed many of the accepted patterns of joining parishes
together and hod more regard to the varied terrain of parts of
the district and took into account the road communications
between parishes, whereas Scheme 3, he thought, could be said to
break certain "known ties between parishes and did not have the
same regard to tho terrain of the district. This would be
illustrated in more detail no doubt' as the meeting progressed.
lie then referred to the electorates, both existing and
projected in 1980, of the working-ton, Maryport and Cockermouth
areas and ;;aid that 1 would no doubt wish to look in more detail
at the entitlements for the wards in these particular areas.
The Council hod noted the Boundary Commission's suggestion
that the i.'orkington area should have 16 Councillors, not 17,
and its proposal that nary port should have 6 Councillors and
not 7- As the meeting progressed it would be necessary to look
in some detail at the various wards , particularly the Tioorclose
.•-ard (in Working-ton), the proposed representation of which had
been suggested at 3 Councillors on the basis of a high increase
of electorate before 1930 on account of dwellings now being built
in that Ward and also projected in thofoear future.
Finally, he said that it was important that 'the most
appropriate pattern of ::ards was approved for the rural area.
He hoped that the Council's -^cheme A would be followed but the
Council now made suggestions for changes of names of two of the
wards. The ward which they had named Thaikside Ward (comprising
the parishes of Aikton, Woodside and Thursby) was now suggested
tc be named -Jampool ;,'ard and the ward which they had named
Solway Ward (comprising the ...arishes of Holme St. Cuthbert ,
Allonby, Hay ton amd Healo, uestnewton and Bromi'ield) was now
suggested to be named Tarns <Vard.
O)

'Wards in Rural Area of District

Although submissions were made at different times throughout
the public meeting as to the warding arrangements for the
various parts of the rural area , it is perhaps preferable to
record now tho whole ciiocurj-sion and consideration of the problem
of the rural wards .

Mr. Crane, the Chief .Executive, in his general statement
6
as set out above hyd stated that the Allerdale Council very
much preferred Scheme A which divided the rural area into 19
wards returning 2$ Councillors, for this Scheme more nearly
followed the existing pattern of ward arrangements which he said
had been accepted and worked satisfactorily. This pattern of
wards fitted much more satisfactorily the geographical
considerations, e.g. the lie of the land and road communications,
and retained local ties and affiliations and working arrangements
between parishes.
On the other hand Scheme B and the Commission's draft
proposals for the rural area, which werefor 18 wards returning
24- Councillors, set up an almost entirely new pattern and these
proposals had brought forward a large number of adverse comments
and representations. Parishes which heretofore had worked
together in rural arrangements were now severed by the new
proposals and placed into separate wards. He stated, therefore,
that ties would be broken by these new proposals and furthermore
some very large wards hacVbeen proposed, forming in some cases
wards where the road communication between the constituent
parishes were difficult and, in other cases, forming wards of
parishes with different outlooks an^roblems.
Mr. Crane then referred in some detail to some of these
proposed wards as set out in the Commission's proposals. He first
referred to the Derwent Valley Ward as set out in the Council's
Scheme A comprising the parishes of Above Derwent, Borrowdale
and St. John's Castlerigg and Wythburn. In the Commission's
proposals, however, the parish** of Above Derwent had been
severed from the other two parishes and placed in a new ward
(proposed to be called the Valley Ward) with Setmurthy, Embleton
and Wythop. There was no doubt that Above Derwent, Borrowdale
and St. John's Castlerigg and Wythburn had similar problems and
outlooks, and representations from these three parishes showed
that they did not wish to be severed but wished to remain
together as one ward. The parish of Above Derwent did not seem
to have the same affiliation with the parishes of Setmurthy,
Einbleton and Wythop and these three latter parishes had already
made representations that they wished to remain in a similar ward
to the existing ward and not to be joined with Above Derwent
Parish.
In the Boundary Commission's proposals there had been set
up a Lakes 'Ward of Borrowdale, and St. John's Castlerigg and
Wythburn Joined with Underskiddaw and Bassenthwaite and, here
again, there would be particular difficulty in this merger of
these four parishes. Bassenthwaite and Underskiddaw had previously
been linked in the Binsey Ward with four parishes to the north
west and road communications pointed to a continuation of this
ward arrangement being more satisfactory.
There was a particular problem also in thoCommission1s
proposed Warnell Ward, for in this ward the Commission had
brought together the parishes of Boltons, Ireby, Caldbeck
and Sebergham and it was considered most unsatisfactory to join
these four parishes together. Caldbeck and Sebergham were
separated from the parish of Ireby by fells and moorland. This
had the effect that Ireby and Boltons looked to the west and
Sebergham and Caldbeck looked to the north to the parish of
Westward and to Wigton. It seemed clear that the ward
arrangements set out in Scheme A' for this part of the rural area
were much more preferable than the ward arrangements in the
Boundary Commission's proposals (and in Scheme B),
Mr. T. R. Taylor, a member of the Embleton Parish Council,
said that his Council with Setmurthy and V.'ythop did not favour-
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the Boundary Commission's proposals for these three parishes to
7.
be'linked to form the Valley Ward with the parish of Above Derwent.
They were very satisfied with the existing arrangements which
linked them forming a ward with the parishes of Blindbothel,
Lorton, Loweswater and Buttermere.
As otner persons had also suggested that Above Derwent
should be linked with Borrowdale and St. John's Gastlerigg and
Wythburn, 1 questioned Mr. Taylor as to whether or not it would
be satisfactory to link Embleton, Setmurthy and Wythop with
parishes on the east side of the Bassenthwaite lake, namely,
the Bassenthwaite parish and Underskiddaw parish (perhaps also
linking with them the parish of Ireby which seemed to be
unsatisfactorily linked in the Boundary Commission's proposals
in the Warnell Ward), /ir. Taylor, however, replied that he did
not think there was any tangible link with Bassenthwaite and
Underskiddaw and said that it would be much more preferable for
Embleton, Setmurthy and Wythop to be linked with parishes to the,
south in the proposed Crumraock Ward as set out in Scheme A.
Councillor L. Jefferson, the Chairman of the Allerdale
District Council and also Clerk of the Sebergham Parish Council,
said that it was important that, in forming wards in the rural
area, parishes should be linked where the rural folk got on
together. There were existing links and these should not be
broken. Ke referred particularly to the Warnell Ward as
formulated in the Boundary Commission's proposals, linking Sebergham, Ireby, Caldbeck and Boltons. Fells separated the eastern
part of this ward from the western part and he said that Caldbeck
and Sebergham had existing links with the Westward parish, having
joint local organisations, womens institutes etc. At the present
time these three parishes of Caldbeck, Sebergham and Westward
made a very satisfactory ward. He believed that the proposals
as set out in the District Council's Scheme A much more
satisfactorily fitted the geographical and other circumstances
in the rural area.
Mr. J, J. Cowan, a member of the Silloth Parish Council,
said that his Council objected to the proposals of the Boundary
Commission which linked the Silloth Parish with the^arishes of
Holme Low and Holme Abbey to form a new ward called the Solway
Ward. The Parish Council wished .the Parish to form a' Ward on
its own, as it was at the present time and as it was set out in
Scheme A submitted by the District Council, this ward to return
2 Councillors as at present. At this point I noted that the
Silloth Parish Council had submitted official representations
on the lines of Mr. Cowan's submission and that the Holme Abbey
Parish Council had objected in the strongest terms to the
proposed inclusion of Holme Abbey within the Solway Ward. They
wished to remain as they were at present, namely,' in a ward
with the parishes of Dundraw, Holme East Waver, Holme Low and
Waverton. All these parishes comprised the Waver Ward in the
District Council's Scheme A.
Mr. G. 0. White, the Assistant Director of Legal and
Administrative Seryices at the Cumbria County Council, said
that the County Council were concerned to see that the ward
arrangements were, if possible, such asto enable the County
Council to produce balanced and compatible County Divisions
when subsequently the County Council's electoral division
arrangements were being formulated. He said that the County
Council very much preferred the ward arrangements in the rural
area as set out in Scheme A to those arrangements set out in
the Commission's proposals (and in Scheme B).. Without doubt, in
his view, the Commission's proposals reduced the compatibility
of likely County divisions.

Finally, I informed the meeting that the Boundary Commission
had received representations from the Borrowdale Parish Council
objecting to the proposal that Borrowdale Parish and St. John's
Castlerigg and Wythburn Parish should be Joined with the Parishes
of Bassenthwaite and Underskiddaw to form a Lakes Ward, for this
would mean that the Borrowdale Parish's close relationship with
the Parish of Above Derwent would then be broken and they would
lose the valuable services of their present District Councillor.
The Parish Council asked that the present partnership of
Borrowdale, Above Derwent and St. John's Castlerigg and Wythburn
should continue, so forming the Derwent Valley Ward as proposedin Scheme A. Representations had also been received from the
Above Derwent Parish Council objecting most strongly to the
proposals which placed the Above Derwent Parish in a ward to be
called the Valley Ward and for that Parish to be joined with the
Parishes of Embleton, Setmurthy and Wythop. The Parish wished
to remain in a District Council Ward made up as at present of
Above Derwent, Borrowdale and St. John's Castlerigg and Wythburn
Parishes, for those Parishes naturally converged on Keswick as
the urban centre whereas the Parishes of Embleton, Setmurthy and
Wythop did not naturally associate themselves with the Keswick
area but regarded Cockermouth as their urban centre. The
Boundary Commission had also received representations from the
Parish Council of St. John's Castlerigg and Wythburn expressing
a wish that the district ward relationship with Borrowdale
and Above Derwent Parish Councils should remain as at present
and form the Derwent Valley Ward.
At the conclusion of the discussion as to the warding
arrangements in the rural area, I said that I would wish to
visit many of the areas which had been referred to, particularly
those areas where it was felt that the geography of the district
formed natural affinities in the joining together of parishes to
form a ward or formed difficult .barriers or road communications'
between parishes, making the joining together of those parishes
to form a ward unsatisfactory.
Whilst I was in the Allerdale District I visited areas in
the Boundary Commission' s proposed Cruramock Ward, Clifton Ward,
Seaton Moor Ward, Dearham Ward. Binsey Ward, Valley Ward,
Warnell Ward and Lakes Ward; (These are areas ih the District
Council's Scheme A Wards of Dalton Ward, Clifton Ward, Seaton
Moor Ward, St. Bridget's Ward, ' Crummock Ward, Binsey Ward,
Warnell Ward, Boltons Ward and Derwent Valley Ward.)
ASSESSMENT OF ARGUMENTS
As will be seen, all the many representations
as to the wards in the rural area were, opposed to the
Boundary Commission's proposals (and Scheme B) and
were in favour of ward arrangements as set out in
Scheme A and it has to be noted that at the meeting
there was no supporting voice for the Boundary
Commission's proposals.
There is no doubt that parishes naturally
themselves together if they have natural objectives
or affiliations. Rurai parishes whose inhabitants
move to the same urban area or market town for
shopping and services, or jointly set up local
associations, form ties which make it appropriate
that they should be joined to form a district ward.
In a negative sense too, where two parishes are
separated by hills, ridges, fells or moorland and
road communications are not easy, there, tends to be
no natural affinity.

In the Boundary Commission's proposals the
proposed Valley uard includes one parish, Above
Derwent, which has a natural affinity to the Keswick
and surrounding area, whereas the other parishes,
Ernbleton, Setmurthy and Wythop, look to Cockermouth.
There are no obvious ties linking the two areas hut,
on the other hand, such a ward would break ties which
Above 'Derwent Parish now has with Borrowdale and
ot. John's Castlerigg and Wythburn and which Embleton,
Setraurthy and wiythop have in their existing ward with
Blindbothel, Lor ton-, Loweswaber and Buttermere.
In the Warnell area the Boundary Commission's
proposed Warnell Ward links Boltons Parish, Ireby
Parish, Caldbeck Parish and Sebergham 'Parish. This
ward area, however, is divided by fells and moorland
and therefore there is no close natural affinity
between Caldbeck and Sebergham in the east and Ireby
and Boltons in the west - Sebergham and Caldbeck
look north towards the Westward parish and Wigton
(the three parishes of Sebergham, Caldbeck and
Westward have joint local activities and 'Westward and
Sebergham are in the same Ecclesiastical Parish) and
the parishes of Boltons and Ireby look towards
Aspatria.
The Scheme A Warnell Ward, however, links
the parishes of westward, Sebergham and Caldbeck to
form this Ward and this seems much more satisfactory.
'J?he Lakes Ward (as proposed in the Boundary
Commission's 'proposals) comprising the Parishes of
Bassenthwaite, Underskiddaw, Borrowdale and St. John's
Gastlerigg and Wythburn has not found support. It
would be a long straggling ward with perhaps some
natural affinity around the Keswick area, bub the
formation of this ward would break some existing ties
which seem to be regarded locally as iraporbant.
There seems to be a strong desire not to break the
ties between Above Derwent, Borrowdale and St. John's
Castlerigg and Wythburn; and Bassenthwaite and Underskiddaw seem to be more satisfactorily joined (as in
the existing ward and in the Scheme A proposed Binsey
Ward) with the Parishes of Plumbland, Bothel and
Threapland, Bewaldeth and Snittlegarth, and Blindcrake,
It has also to be noted that the Boundary
Commission's proposed Solway VJard has been objected
to - first by the Silloth Parish which at the present
time makes up an existing ward and is continued as
the Silloth Ward in Scheme A, and also by the
Holme Abbey Parish Council which objects to being
included in a ward with Silloth and has stated a
preference to continue existing arrangements and
form a Waver Ward (as in Scheme A) with the parishes
of Holme Low, Holme East Waver, Dundraw and Waverton.
The Solway V/ard was proposed to return two Councillors
and certainly it would appear that the electorate of
the parishes of Holme Low and Holme Abbey feel that
they might not be able to have much influence in the
election of the two Councillors as they are likely
to be overwhelmed by the 2,170 electors in the
Silloth Parish.
Almost inevitably, therefore, I am brought to
the conclusion that the Scheme A proposals for wards
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in the rural area should now be recommended. This
would mean that there would then be 19 ruralwards
returning 25 Councillors (instead of 18 wards
returning 24 Councillors as in the Commission's
draft proposals) and this would then probably mean
that the number of Councillors to comprise the
Allerdale Council'would be increased from 53 "to 5^»
assuming that there arono changes in overall
representation in the urban areas of the district.
I also support the recommendations for changes
of names of wards, the Scheme 'A' proposed
Thaikside ward to be renamed Wampool Ward and the
Scheme 'A* proposed Solway Ward to be renamed Tarns
Ward.
Warding; arrangements in Maryport
Mr. Crane, the Council's Chief Executive, reiterated that
for the liaryport urban area the Council had recommended in Scheme
A five wards, Maryport North, Maryport South, Ellenborough,
Ewanrigg and Flimby, returning 7 Councillors on the basis of a
Council of 56 members, as shown in the following table:Council of 56 members

Ward
Maryport South
Maryport North
Ellehborough
Ewanrigg
Flimby

No.
of
Gllrs.

1973/741980
.Electorate Entitlement Electorate .Entitlement

997

1
1
2
2
1

104?
2369
2562
1380

944

0.90
0.84

992

1.90

2251

2. .05

2434
1311

1.11

0.74
0.78
1.77
1.92
1.03

The Boundary Commission, however, in their draft proposals
had considered that it was preferable for the Haryport area to
be split into only three wards returning 6 Councillors not 7.
The Boundary Commission had proposed a Plimby Ward and a Ewanrigg
Ward- (as in the Council's proposals) but had suggested a
Netherhall Ward which comprised the three Council Wards, Maryport
South, Maryport North and Ellenborough, This was as shown in
the following table:Council of 53 Members

Ward
Netherhall
Ewanrigg
Flimby

1973/74
"
1980
Electorate Entitlement Electorate Entitlement
441J
2562
1380

3-35
1.941.05

4187
24J4
1311

3.12
1.82
' 0.98

The Council now asked for reconsideration of this matter and
hoped that the Boundary Commission would follow Scheme A for the
Maryport area.
- 10 -
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Mr. J. G. Renney, member of the Allerdale District Council 11
and of the Maryport Town Council and Deputy Mayor of Maryport,
said that the Mar;* port Town Council were in favour of the warding
arrangements as outlined in Scheme A. He appreciated what had
been said at this meeting as to the overriding requirement that
the ratio of the number of electors to the number of Councillors
to be elected shall be as nearly as may be the same in every
ward of the district. He also appreciated the figures which
had been given of comparison between the representation of the
urban areas and the rural areas. In the figures set out for
the District Council's Scheme A it was shown, from the 1980
electorate as projected, that their entitlement seemed to be
only 6.25, but he wanted to show that these-projected figures were
by no means an accurate estimate of what the 1980 figure was
likely to be. He went on to say that the 1973/7^ actual
electorate figure forMaryport was 8,555 electors and that
the projected figure submitted to the Commission for 1980 was
.. .
only 7,932, whereas the -actual figure of the 1976 electorate,
instead of going down, had gone up to 8,661. He believed that
this figure was still rising, and not diminishing as projected.
He hoped, therefore, that the 1980 projected figure would
be examined closely for it was his submission that Maryport was
entitled;to 7 Councillors and he believed that the wards should
be formed as in Scheme A. He went on to suggest that it was by
no means satisfactory to combine the North, South and Ellebborough
Wards to form one ward, the Netherhall Ward, for the North and
South Wards were separated from the Ellenboraugh Ward by a
natural break formed by a railway"line and also by a green belt
of land. He felt that there was very little liaison between
these two areas.
Mr. T. J. Hooper, the Town Clerk of Maryport, also referred
to the population figures and said that population was now
coming into Maryport rather than leaving the town. He referred
to the housing policy of the Allerdale Council, for before the
Allerdale District was formed Maryport in its housing policy,
tended to house its own people but under the Allerdale Council
there was a policy to move tenants from, and to, all parts of
the new District. This seemed to have had the effect of more
people coming into Maryport. Whilst'it might be true that from
census figures a 5% reduction overall in the Allerdale District
might be prophesied, and even prophesied for Maryport, this
decline of population was not happening at the present time.
He then referred to Council housing development now being
carried out in.the Ellenborough part of Maryport and he said
that this called for a new appraisal of the projected figures.
Reference was then.made to the housing schemes Hillside (1)
and (2) in the Ellenborough Ward, schemes which, when completed,
would provide some 331 units and a total of 660 electors. As
was pointed out, the 1976 register of electors figure for the
Ellenborough ward was 2,731 and it was possible that in the
next year or so this.figure would rise to 2,831, and this was
some 600 higher than'the projected figure for the Ellenborough
Ward for 1980. It seemed however that, whilst the figures for
the South Ward were slightly higher than that projected, in the
other three wards, (viz. the North Ward, Ewanrigg Ward and Flimby
Ward) the electorate figures were diminishing and it may be that
the 1980 projected figures for these other wards would not be
very Far wrong.
I informed the meeting that I would have a careful look at
these figures for consideration of my recommendation as to the
appropriate representation for the Maryport Wards and, on the
following day, I was able to meet the Chief Executive, the Chief
Planning Officer and the Housing and Technical Services Officer
of the Council to discuss housing schemes and population trends
in the Maryport area. Looking at Maryport as a whole.',it had
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an electorate in 1973 of 8,555; the 1976 electorate register
figure was 8,655; and it seemed possible that in 1977 the
electorate figure on the register would rise to 8,755. The
Officers felt, however, that the electorate figure would not
rise after that date and, in fact, they felt that after 1977
the reduction which had been forecast when thofratter was studied
in 1974/75 would start to operate and they felt that the maximum
electorate for Naryport in 1980 would be 8,655, Dut "that it was
more likely to have dropped to some 8,4-55- There was no doubt
that viewed in the longer term the^opulation and therefore the
electorate was likely to decrease.

12,

ASSESSMENT OF ARGUMENTS as to the Wards in Maryport

-•

As will be'seen, the representations, made to me
at the meeting were all for Scheme A, with no
supporting voice for the Boundary Commission's
proposals for only three wards.
First, to deal with the division of the Town into
wards, I must say that I was impressed by the argument
against a large three members ward (the Wetherhall
Ward) for I visited Maryport on two occasions (once
before the meeting and again the day after) and noted
the division of the area of the Worth and South Wards
from the KLlenborough area. I was not impressed by
• the submission for a separate South Ward and a
separate North ;lard (eacl)ln my view would be too
small and the boundary between the two would be
somewhat arbitrary and artificial drawn through a
built up area) but I felt that with advantage there
could be a Nefcherhall Ward comprising only the North
• and South Wards of Scheme A (less a small area with
an electorate of approximately 190 in the South Ward
which in my view could be transferred to the Ewanrigg
vJard - see later paragraph) and also an Ellenborough
Ward.
This Netherhall Ward would show a 1976 electorate
figure of 1,834- snd a 1980 projected figure of 1,746.
These figures give entitlements (on a 54 members
Council) of 1.39 and 1.33 which are reasonably
satisfactory. The ward would return 1 Councillor.
The Ellenborough Ward is the area^ of Maryport
where the major housing development is taking place
and shows a 1976 electorate figuras of 2,731 rising
to a possible 2.831 by 1977 but probably settling at,
say, 2,800 by 1980. These figures give entitlements
(again on a 54 members Council) of 2.08, 2.15 and,
say, 2.13 - satisfactory entitlement figures for a
ward returning two Councillors.
Subsequently in reviewing this matter I looked
at the western boundary of the Ewanrigg Ward and was
puzzled as to why this boundary did not follow the
railway line instead of along Jubilee Terrace and
Main Road. In this way, some properties on the western
side of Main Road were somewhat isolated. This affects
some 190 electors who, I believe, should be in the
Ewanrigg Ward. This amendment would require' a new
Warding Order for Maryport.
I recommend therefore that note be taken of the
housing development in Maryport; that accordingly
the 1980 projected figures be amended accordingly at

the same time acknowledging the longer term overall
trend for a decrease in population generally; and
that there be four wards in Maryport returning 6
Councillors as set out below:Council of 54 Members
of*
1973/74
• 1976
1980
Cllrs. Electorate Entitlement Electorate Entitlement Electorate Entitlement

Ward
Netherhall
Ellenborough
Ewanrigg
Flimby

(5)

1

1854

1.43

1834

2
2
1

2369

1.83
2.13
1.0?

2731

2752

1380

2723.
1373

1746
2800
. 2624

1.39
2.08
f

2.07
1.04

1311

1.33

2.13
2.0
1.0

Warding arrangements in Cockermouth

As had been shown earlier in the meeting, Cockermouth had a
1973/74- electorate of 4,842 with a 1980 projected electorate of
5,276 and the Boundary Commission (and indeed the District
Council in both Jchemes A and B) had allocated four Council
member seats to Cockermouth.
There were, however, alternative proposals for warding
Cockermouth for consideration at'this meeting and these were:Boundary Commission's Proposals and Council Scheme 'A'
I960
Projected
Members. Electorate
Castle Ward

2

2883

Entitlement
(53")
CFH
(56)
2.15
2.19 2.27

All Saints Ward

2

2393

1.79 1.82 i.89

(the dividing boundary of the Wards being the line ofRiver Cocker from South and the Bitter Beck)
Scheme 'B' Proposals

Members

1980
Projected*
Electorate

Entitlement

(53)
Cockermouth West Ward
Cockermouth East Ward

2
2

2067
3209

(54) (56)

1-54- 1.57 1.63
2.40 2.44 2.53

(the dividing boundary of the Wards being south to north
the line of the Rivers Cocker and Derwent)
The Cockermouth Town Council had made representations
expressing the opinion that Cockermouth should be divided into
two Wards by the line of the River Cocker and the River Derwent
for they said that there was likely to be future housing
development in the western part of the town so making more
equal the electorate in the two proposed wards.
The Allerdale District Council had also in their later
representations of 5th February 1976 expressed a preference for
a dividing line between the two wards to be the line of the Rivers
Cocker and perwent. They had said that they felt the Bitter
Beck was£n insufficient physical and visible barrier to be an

established division between areas of the town for near to the
junction of the Bitter Beck with the River Cocker"the stream
was culverted and entirely covered over by a car park.
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At the meeting Mr. 1?. Stewardson, a member of the Cockermouth
Town Council and Mayor of Cockermouth, said that his Council would
have preferred that Cockermouth be not warded, that the whole
town be regarded asone ward and return some four or five
Councillors. He knew that the Boundary Commission had suggested
in their report that they would not approve, except in very
exceptional cases, any ward returning more than three Councillors.
I then assured Mr. Stewardson that I understood the Boundary
Commission to be quite firm in their view that no ward should
have more than three Councillors and 1 did not see any really
exceptional case, apart from a local desire, for Cockerraouth to
befaade one ward.
He then went on to say that if the town had to be warded
then his Council would wish the boundary line between the two
wards to be the Rivers Cocker and Derwent. He had noted the
figures given at the meeting but felt that the 1980 projected
figure should be very much called in question for already new
housing development was taking place in Cockermouth and was
likely to continue well into 1977- He said that the 1973/74
electorate figure was 4,842, the 1976 electorate figure was
5»063 but it was noted that the 1980 projected figure was no
more than 5,276. He then went on to list a number of new
developments being carried out in both the Castle Ward and the
All Saints Ward, there being some- 190 units in each ward either
just completed or likely to be completed in the next year or two.
If these approximately 380 units were to provide at least two
electors per unit there was an addition of some 760 electors,
either already on the register or coming on in 1977/78 and this
surely would throw out the figure of' 5,276 as being the 1980
projected figure.
At this stage I called on Mr. Wallbank, the Deputy Clerk
of the Allerdale Council, and he said that the 1980 projected
figure had been calculated on the basis of a 10# increase from
the actual 1973/74 figure. The 1976 electorate, figure was
5,063 which he felt was right on line on the 10$ increase and he
could not agree that ono'should add a figure of some 600 to the
1976 figure to get the 1980 figure.
I then questioned whether or not the occupiers of the new
property were likely to come from other addresses in Cockermouth
and that therefore the new properties were not likely to give a
net gain of electorate in the town.
Mr. A. D. Bertram, the acting Town Clerk of the Cockermouth
Town Council, said that he could not agree at all with the
1980 figure as given, for the 1976 electorate figure being 5,056
(Mr. Wallbank had said 5,063) he estimated that the 1977
electorate figure would be 5,484 and it would rise still further
before 1980.
I then interposed and said that on the .basis of one
Councillor per 1,340 electors (in a Council of 53 members) or
one Councillor per 1,316 electors, (in a Council of 54 members)
it seemed to me that the appropriate number of members to be
allocated to the Cockermouth Town would be four members, whether
the 1980 electorate figure were agreed at 5,276 or even 5,700,
which to me seemed to be a high speculative figure, and I hoped
that the meeting would now agree that Cockermouth should be
represented by four members and we;should then proceed to settle
the most appropriate boundary between the two wards. Furthermore,
as Mr, Stewardson had pointed, out that there seemed to be housing

development, either in progress or projected, of similar size
in both the western side of the town and_the eastern side of
the town, one could proceed by using the 1980 projected figure
as originally proposed.
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At this point it was convenient to adjourn for a luncheon
break and on resumption Hr. otewardson said that historically .
the best boundary was the line of the River Cocker and the River
D,erwent. This line also coincided'with ecclesiastical parish
boundaries. Whilst it was agreed that this line did not give
wards of equal size, the 1976 electorate figures also showed
some disparity in the Castle Ward and the All Saints Ward if the
division were to be the River Cocker and the Bitter Beck. He
said, that these figures showed the Castle Ward to'have 2,801
electors and the All Saints 'Ward to have 2,255»
At this stage it appeared to me that the meeting seemed
Uoathe to accept a boundary line along the River Cocker and
the Bitter BecK. Both the Allerdale Council and the Cockermouth
T.own Council, seemed to be against this, and yet the wards which
w,ould be formed by using the boundary line of the River Cocker
and the River Derwent showed electorate figures and entitlements
which were unacceptable (namely the West Ward having 1980
projected electorate of 2,067 and entitlement 1.57 and the .East
Ward an electorate of 3,209 with an entitlement of 2.44,
calculated on a Council of 54 members). I therefore asked the
meeting if there, was some other line which would be acceptable as
a satisfactory compromise solution, for example, could the line
be from the southern boundary of the town along the line of the
River Cocker to the Cocker Bridge at Main Street, thence in a
north easterly direction along Castlegate and eastwards along
Castlegate Drive and the A.66 road to the boundary of the Town?
Councillor T. Smith, a member of the Allerdale Council and
also a member of the Cockermouth Town Council (and representing
the majority party on that Council), said that he was of the
opinion that if the Cockermouth Town Council had had before them
the electorate figures of the West and East Wards which would be
formed by using the line of the River Cocker and l;he River Derwent,
the proposal for wards on this basis would not have been.agreed.
Mr. Stewardson then said that whilst, they had followed the
line of the Cocker and Derwent, he felt that a line along
Castlegate Drive would probably be preferred to a line along
the River
Cocker and the Bitter Beck.
i
I then asked for some electorate figures in the 1976
register for two wards on the basis of my suggestion.and I was
informed that the Castle Ward (and the Castle would still be
included in the Ward on the west side of the Town) would have
had an electorate of 2,476 and the All Saints ward,' the remaining
part of the Town on the east, would have had an electorate of
2-,580. It was clear therefore that this new boundary line would
give fairly even electorate to the two wards.
Mr. J. L. C.leeland, a Councillor on the Cockermouth Town
Council, said that-he would agree with this compromise suggestion
and he thought that'the Town Council would also be happy with
this line.
Councillor G. Smith also said that he felt that the
Castlegate line would be acceptable.
'

-

Mr. G. 0. White -of the Cumbria County Council said that
the suggested revised ward boundary would hot affect the
consideration of County divisions.

•

ASSESSMENT OF ARGUMENTS as to Ward arrangements in
Cockermouth
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Although the Allerdale Council at first in
ocheme A suggested the warding of Cockermouth by
using the line of the River Cocker and the Bitter
Beck, they subsequently made representations that a
natural and visible boundary should be used, namely
the line of the River Cocker and the River Derwent,
and it seems clear that the Cockermouth Parish
Council have always held the view that the line
should be the Rivers Cocker and Derweht.
Unfortunately, the electorate, figures for a West
Ward and an East Ward are somewhat unacceptable and,
although 1 expected to hear that existing and
proposed housing developments in the west would tend
soon to balance the electorate figures, I took note
at the meeting that there seemed to be housing
development of equal proportions likely to take
place on both sides of the town.
It was also clear to me that no-one wished to
have the line of the River Cocker and Bitter Beck and,
as will be seen from my report, 1 then suggested a
compromise line of the main road from Cocker Bridge,
then along. Castlegate and then along Castlegate Drive
and the continuing A66 road. It seemed from
electorate figures given to me that that would make
almost equal electorates^on each side of the boundary
line and, furthermore, there was fairly ready
acceptance of that compromise, Castlegate and
Castlegate Drive form a main road out of the town and
would itself be a good boundary line.
I therefore recommend that the boundary line
between the two wards be the River Cocker up to
Cocker Bridge and thence northeastwards along
Castlegate and eastwards along Castlegate Drive and
the continuing A66 road to the boundary of the town.
On the basis of the figures given previously
as to the 1980 projected electorate I was informed
on the day following the public meeting by the Chief
Executive who had with him the Chief Planning Officer
and the Housing and Technical Services Officer, that
the 1980 electorate for the suggested Castle Ward
would, be 2,4-87 and for All Saints Ward, 2,789With regard to the naming of the Wards, it
seemed at the public meeting, the compromise line
having been agreed, that the name Castle Ward would
be appropriate for the Ward: to the west and north and
All Saints Ward would be appropriate for the other
Ward to the&ast. I expected that someone might
suggest an alternative name of the Christchurch Ward
for the ward on the west and north for this had been
mentioned in correspondence, but the question was not
raised at the public meeting and, as the Castle is
still situated in the west and north Ward, I am sure
that the name of Castle Ward will be accepted by the
people of Cockermouth.
(6)

Warding arrangements in Workington Town

The 1973/7^- electorate for Workinj;ton totalled 20,883 and
the projected 1980 electorate figure was 21,402.

In the-District Council's Scheme A provision was made for
eight -wards-in Workington returning 17 Councillors and, on the
basis of a 56 members Council, the 1980 projected electorate
figure gave an entitlement of 16.87.
In the .District Council's Scheme. B the town was divided into
seven wards returning 17 Councillors (the Harrington and
3alterbeck Wards of Scheme A were merged to form a Harrington
Ward returning three Councillors) and, in a proposed 54 members
Council, the-1980 electorate figure gave an entitlement of only
16.26.
The Boundary Commission's draft proposals divided the town
into seven wards (following Scheme B) and in thofcroposed 53
members Council the 1980 electorate figure gave an entitlement of
15-97- The Boundary Commission proposed that the town should
return only 16 Councillors, not 17 as in Schemes A and B.
Mr. Crane, the Chief Executive of the Allerdale District
Council, said that his Council still favoured a Scheme of
warding arrangements for Workington on the lines of Scheme A,
namely eight wards. Whether those wards should return 17
Councillors or 16 Councillors might depend on the size, of Council
finally.decided and later in the meeting consideration would
have to.be given to the projected electorate figure for the
1'loorclose 'ward, where considerable housing development was being
carried out and was projected for the .near future, and also in
Westfield Ward (where the Boundary Commission had reduced the
number of Councillors to be returned from three, as proposed
.in Scheme A, to two in the Boundary Commission's.: proposals).
He emphasised, however, that the District Council felt
there should not be one4arge Harrington
Ward returning three
Councillors, but that that area should1'be split into two wards a Salterbeck- Ward returning two Councillors and a Harrington
u'ard (comprising the area of the old Harrington Urban District)
returning one Councillor. The proposed Salterbeck Ward had a
1973/74 electorate figure of 2,652 and a projected electorate
figure of 2,544-, this latter figure giving an entitlement of 2.0
for a 56 members Council, 1.93 for 54 members and 1-9 for 53
members. The proposed smaller Harrington Ward had an electorate
of 1,663 in 1973/74 with a projected 1980 electorate figure of
1»595» this latter figure giving an entitlement of 1.26 for a
56 .members Council,. 1.21 for a 54 members Council and 1.19 for a
53 members Council.
Councillor R. B. Spedding, an independent Councillor for
Harrington, had submitted representations against the Boundary
Commission's proposals that there should be a large Harrington
Ward (including the area of Salterbeck) returning three
Councillors. He had suggested that Harrington had always been
a self-contained community and before being absorbed into the
v/orkington Borough in 1934 had had its own urban district council.
High end Low Harrington had always had an affinity entirely of
their own, common interests, parish church, etc., and the Eller
Beck had always been recognised as a boundary. He thought that
to be merged with Salterbeck would destroy many of these interests
and he proposed that Harrington should retain its own separate
identity and -have one4hember for its existing electorate of some
1,663- There should then be an entirely separate Salterbeck
Ward to
the west of the River Eller.
•
Similar .representationshad been submitted by County
Councillor H. Thomas who lived in High Harrington. He claimed
that most of the people of Harrington were very disturbed indeed
at the thought of the old Harrington community being absorbed
into Salterbeck. Councillor Thomas was present at the meeting
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and emphasised the points which hoftad made in his written
submission. He suggested that there ought to be a separate
Harrington Ward comprising the area of the old urban district.
This had been suggested in the District Council's Scheme A.
Councillor Firs. A. Findley, a member of the Allerdale
Council representing the existing Workington South Ward, referred
to the existing ward arrangements whereby the South Ward included
the northern half of Salterbeck and Harrington Ward included the
southern half of Salterbeck. She said that the existing boundary
between the two Wards was quite ridiculous a somewhat wavy line
through the housing estate. She said that the railway line
provided an effective boundary between the Westfield area, which
was the main part of South Wardf and the Salterbeck area and she
favoured the area of Salterbeck being wholly within one ward.
Mr. G. 0. White, of the Cumbria County Council, said that
the County Council were very much concerned as to the pattern
of wards in the southern half of Workington.
He first explained that, in the preliminary consideration of
arrangements for County divisions, for the make up of the
County Council the Boundary Commission had suggested a limit
of 82 County Councillors to make up the County Council and, whist
as yet the final figure for the number of County Councillors had
not yet been decided, a preliminary decision had been taken that
there would be five County electoral divisions within the former
workington Borough boundary. Furthermore, it appeared to the
County Council that the proposed ward boundaries within
Workington (i.e. the Boundary Commission's proposals and also
the alternative proposals of the District Council) appeared
unlikely to produce balanced and compatible County divisions and
the County Council now suggested some alterations to wards and
ward boundaries to achieve common boundaries and more equitable
balance.
The County Council suggested'some slight alteration of.
the boundary between the Westfield and Moorclose Wards (and this
will be dealt with leter in the report). He explained that the
existing Workington South Ward comprised virtually the whole of
the proposed Westfield Ward, a large portion of the proposed
Moorclose Ward and also the northern part of Salterbeck and that
the existing Harrington Ward comprised the area of the old urban
district of Harrington plus the southern part of Salterbeck. He
then suggested that the County Council would like to see the
Westfield Ward as proposed by both the Boundary Commission and
the District Council,' also the Moorclose Ward as suggested by the
Boundary Commission and the District Council but with some slight
.amendment of the boundary between the two; a Salterbeck Ward
.comprising some 1600 electors, the southern boundary of this ward
to be the boundary as now existing between the South Ward and the
Harrington Ward; and then a Harrington Ward as now existing. He
said on this basis the Salterbeck Ward, returning one Councillor
would have an electorate of 1,694- (on 1976 electorate figures) and
the Harrington Ward which would return two Councillors, some
2,697 electors (on 1976 figures).
This called into question the 'suitability of the existing
boundary line between the existing South Ward and Harrington
Ward as a boundary for the new Scheme of wards. It was apparent
to me that this line, a very wavy line on the street map, went
along various streets within the Salterbeck housing estate and I
felt that this line was far from satisfactory. I said that it
was obvious that the Boundary Commission should, if possible,
make the County Council's task of forming County divisions as
easy as practicable, but nevertheless at this stage I felt that
the Boundary Commission's primary duty was to settle wards and
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ward boundaries which were satisfactory on geographical/Lines,
19,
and readily accepted by the Council and the electorate.
Furthermore, these lines, as I understood the situation, divided
the Salterbeck housing estate and as such was not very
satisfactory. I posed the question to the meeting as to whether
or not it would be better to have a separate Salterbeck Ward
comprising the whole of this newly built up area of the housing
estate and give that ward an electorate entitling the ward to two
Councillors anc&ave a separate ward for the old Harrington area
with an electorate sufficient to entitle the ward to return one
Councillor.
On questioning Mr. White, I was informed that he would
be looking for an electorate of some 4,4-00 for each County
division. I agreed with him that the ward pattern was likely
to give the County Council a difficult task but I failed to see.
that the division of wards as he had proposed would really
make his task any easier. For example, a ready County division
would be formed by bringing together the Salterbeck Ward and
the Harrington Ward, which I had suggested to the meeting as
a possibility.
I then invited the meeting to discuss the proposed Westfield
Ward .and the proposed Moorclose Ward with the slight amendment
of boundary between the two wards as suggested by Mr. White on
behalf of the County Council.
Mr. White said that the County Council suggested that the
triangle of land from Harrington Junction to the north point of
Moorclose School down to the south w'est corner point of
Salterbeck School, then eastwards to Harrington Junction, now
proposed in the Westfield Ward, should be transferred to the
Moorclose Ward (both schools and playing fields in the area of
this triangle of land to be within the parcel of land transferred).
He said that not more than two or three electors were^ffected
by this proposed transfer, namely persons living in school houses.
Thus by making this tranfer there would be a new common boundary
between a part of the Salterbeck Ward and the. Moorclose Ward
and this might facilitate the formation of County divisions.
It seemed to me that there might be some sense in this
suggestion if there were to be a small Salterbeck Ward returning
one Councillor (on the lines suggested by the County Council) so
making a possibility of the Salterbeck Ward being joined with
the Moorclose Ward to form a County division. If, however,
it is finally decided to have a Harrington Ward returning one
Councillor and cpmprising only the area of the old urban district,
it might be a suggestion that that ward should be joined with the
Moorclose Ward to form a County Division and the larger
Salterbeck Ward, whose southern boundary would be the old
Harrington urban district boundary; might then be joined with
the Westfield Ward to form a County division.
Certainly it appeared to me that the transfer of this
triangle of land to the Moorclose Ward would not provide a better
boundary purely for the purposes of forming a District Council
ward and did not appear a worthwhile proposition.
1 then invited the meeting to discuss the likely electorates
by 1980 of the Westfield and Moorclose Wards, for in the numerical
analysis^ compiled by the Boundary Commission and the Council, the
Westfiel'd Ward seemed to have a 1973 electorate of 3»386 projected
to being reduced by 1980 to 3,250,.whereas the Moorclose Ward
showed an electorate of 2,320 in 1973/74 with a very much larger
projected electorate of 3,728 in 1§80.
These figures showed that for 1973/74 the Westfield Ward
had an entitlement of 2.71 for a 56 members Council, 2.62 for a

54 members Council and 2.57 for a 53 members Council and for the 20,
1980 projected electorate figure would then have an entitlement
of 2.56 for a 56 members Council, 2.47 for a 54 members Council
and 2.4-5 for a 53 members Council.
The Moorclose Ward was shown to have an.entitlement in
1973/74 of 1.S6 for 56 members Council, 1.79 for a 54 members
Council and 1.76 for a 53 members Council. For the projected 1980
electorate of 3,728 Moorclose Ward would have an entitlement of
2*94 for a 56 members Council, 2.83 for a 54 members Council and
2.78 for a 53 members Council,
I reminded the meeting that in the District Council's
Scheme A, both Westfield Ward and Moorclose Ward had been
allocated three Councillors, the same number of Councillors three for each ward - had been allocated in Scheme B, but that
the Boundary Commission in their draft proposals had allocated
only two Councillors to Westfield Ward and three Councillors
to Moorclose Ward.
Referring first of all to the Westfield Ward, Mr. Crane,
the Council's Chief Executive, said that on the 1973 register
there were 3,386 electors in the area of the proposed Westfield
Ward, the 1976 register showed 3*355 and he felt that the figure
of 3,250 for 1980 was probably about right except there may be
some 138 to 150 electors moving out to the new development in.
the Moorclose Ward. He suggested that we might now use the
figure of 3,150 as the 1980 projected figure. This would give
the Ward an entitlement of 2.48 for" a 56 members Council, 2.40
for a 54 members Council and 2.35 for a 53 members Council.
Mr. Crane then outlined the development now being carried
out in the Moorclose Ward and other housing schemes to be carried
out in the Ward in the next few years, both new housing and also
housing'required for rehousing from slum clearance schemes. The
occupiers of the new housing were likely to come from Workington
generally although an appreciable number would come from the
St. Michael's Ward. He drew attention to the fact that in the
numerical analysis it had been anticipated-that the electorate
of ot. Michael's would be reduced by some 326 persons by 1980.
He went on to say that he felt the electorate figure of 3,728
for Moorclose Ward, given for 1980 when the projected electorate
figures were, compiled prior to the submission of the Council's
Scheme, was possibly a maximum figure. Thus, having regard to
some slowing down of schemes because of the economic situation,
this figure migtjt not be achieved by 1980,
It was now difficult
to estimate the electorate of the ward in 1980, but he and other
Council officers felt that the minimum electorate was 3,132 and
possibly now .the maximum would be about 3T572. One could take
a mean figure between these two which would be 3,352 and that
should be regarded as being the new 1980 electorate figure for
Koorclose Ward with, of course, the prospect that in the three
years to follow the electorate would increase to some 3>728.
This figure would give for the Moorclose Ward an entitlement of
2.64 for a 56 members Council, 2.55 for a 54 members Council and
2.50 for a 53 members Council.
•

ASSESSMENT OF ARGUMENTS - Wards in Workington
The problems to be solved and decisions taken
as to wards in Workington are in regard to the
southern part of the town, namely the pattern of
wards and the entitlement and representation in such
wards.
The District Council suggested (in both Schemes
A and B) £hat there should be a Westfield Ward

(3 Councillors), a Moorclose Ward (3), a
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Salterbeck Ward (2) and a Harrington Ward (1)
with representation as shown in parenthesis,
whereas the Boundary Commission proposed a
Westfield Ward (with 2 Councillors only), a
Moorclose Ward (3) and a Harrington Ward (3)Cumbria County Council suggested a Westfield Ward
(3), a Noorclose Ward (3), a smaller Salterbeck
Ward (1) and a Harrington Ward (2).
Mr. Spedding
and Mr. Thomas suggested either a Salterbeck Ward (1)
and-a-Harrington Ward (2) or a smaller Harrington
Ward (1) with a Salterbeck~ftard (2) as suggested by
the .District Council (but at the meeting Mr. Thomas
seemed to favour the latter alternative).
I was impressed by the argument for a .separate
Harrington Ward comprising virtually what was the
area of the old Harrington urban district (the
.northern boundary of -this ward would be in part
the .line of the filler Beck and in part the old
.urban district boundary-). I made a particular
point .of visiting this area and high and Low .Harrington seemed to have an entirely different
aspect and life from-the .Salterbeck area to the
.north with its "housing scheme" look. It seemed to
me that "old11 Harrington had a separate entity whilst
Salterbeck rather looked-more to central Workington.
I was not impressed -by the suggestion made by
the Cumbria County Council that the ward boundary
between the existing South Ward and Harrington Ward
should .be retained (making a Harrington Ward,
returning two Councillors, and comprising the old
Harrington and part of Salterbeck) and also then
forming a small Salterbeck Ward returning one
Councillor. This old boundary line is purely
artificial and runs through the housing estate along
ordinary estate roads (in a very wavy linel). '.It
.appeared to me that this .suggestion was made purely
to .facilitate the formation of County divisions - the
,line .itself is unsuitable as a boundary and,
furthermore, it divides the Salterbeck district which
should obviously be wholly within one/ward.
I favour, -therefore, a Harrington Ward
(approximately the old urban district)-, returning one
Councillor, and a Salterbeck Ward, returning two
Councillors, as originally proposed by the District
Council in both Schemes A and B and I so recommend.
As to the Westfield Ward, I received up-to-date
submissions as to the electorate trend-which showed
a possible 1980 projected figure of 3,150 and falling.
This was even loweirchan the 2,250 on which the
Boundary Commission had recommended only two
Councillors (instead ,of three as proposed by the
.District Council). My recommendations for the
..Allerdale.District as a whole are now pointing to a
Council of 54 members (not 53 members as proposed by
the Boundary .Commission) and this 3,150 electorate
figure for Westfield Ward would give an entitlement
of 2.40.
I concur with the Commission's proposal for
.two Councillors for Westfield Ward.
.It was my duty to enquire as to the rate of
progress of the District Council's plans for the

development of land in the proposed Moorclose Ward, 22.
and it will be seen that good progress is being made
and, whilst there may be a "stretching out" of the
timetable (due to the/t>resent economic situation), the
Council's Officers gave me a realistic figure for
1980 of an electorate of 3,352, with a probability
of some 5,728 in two or three years thereafter. An
electorate of 3,352 would give an entitlement of
2.55 for a 54 members Council and I feel confident
to be able to concur with the Boundary Commission's
proposal for three Councillors for the Noorclose
Ward.
As will be seen, I have recommended a smaller
Harrington Ward and a Salterbeck Ward and, for
reasons which I have expressed above, I cannot
recommend approval of the amended boundary line
suggested by the Cumbria County Council between the
Westfield'and Moorclose Wards, so incorporating the
triangle of land comprising the two schools and
playing fields into the Moorclose Ward.
5.

GENERAL COMMENTS

As will be seen, therefore, I now wish to recommend a
warding scheme which:(a) for the rural area follows the Council's Scheme A providing
19 wards returning 25 Councillors for a 1980 projected
electorate of 32,533;
(b) for Maryport amends both the Boundary Commission's proposals
and also the Council's Scheme A and forms four wards
returning six Councillors for a 1980 projected electorate
figure of 8,4-55 (this taking into account the likely
increase.of some 523 on the previously submitted 1980
projected electorate-figure of 7,932 for the town);
(c) for Cockermouth provides a compromise boundary line between
the two wards, these wards returning four Councillors for
a 1980 projected electorate figure of 5,276; and
(d) for Workington follows the Council's Scheme A, but reduces
the representation of Westfield Ward from three to two,
and provides, eight wards returning 16 Councillors for.a
1980 projected electorate figure of 21,402.
For the purposes of Maryport I have accepted an increase of
some 523 to the 1980 projected electorate figure but I have no
information as to whether any of the figures for other parts
of the district should be reduced accordingly. For Workington
I was given a likely reduced 1980 projected electorate figure of
3,150 (from 3,250) for Westfield Ward and a reduced 1980 projected
electorate figure for Moorclose Ward of 3,352 (from 3,728) but
I assumed that these reductions would probably'be compensated
for by eventual higher figures in other wards (e.g. particularly
perhaps in St. Michael's Ward) affected by a possible slowing
down of housing schemes, and especially slum clearance schemes.
For the purposes of the following table I have therefore
increased the Maryport figure and retained the other figures as
previously. On this basis for a Council of 54- members the average
electorate per Councillor is 1,325.
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Suggested Council of 54 Members
Area

lards

Workington
Maryport
CockBrmouth
Keswick
Rural Area

8
4
2
1

19

1973/74
Electorate Entitlement

Mo. of
Cllrs.

23

1980
Projected Entitlement
Electorate

16
6

20,883

16.14

21.402

16.15

8,355

6.46

6.38

4

4,842
3,638

3.74

8,455
5,276

2.81

3,901

3-98
2.94

32,177

24.87

32,533

24.55

3
25

69,895

71,56?

Average 1294

Average 1325

VISITS

I visited various partsof the Allerdale District both on
the day prior to themeeting and also the day following. I
visited Workington (particularly Harrington, Salterbeck
Westfield and Moorclose areas); Maryport (twice) (particularly the
northern pert .of the town); Cockermouth (where I stayed for two
nights); and most of the southern and eastern parts6f the rural
area which had been the subject of representations both before
and at the meeting.
RECOMMENDATIONS
I recommend:(1)

That the Allerdale District be divided into ?4 wards

returning 54 Councillors as set out in the following Table
giving the description of each ward, and its^ecommended
representation and the 1980 projected electorate figure
and consequent Councillor entitlement:-

Ward
1.
2.

Northside
(Workington)
St. Michaels

(Workington)
3. Stainburn
(Workington)
4. St. Johns
(Workington)
5. Westfield
(Workington)

No. of
Councillors

1980
Pro, lee ted .
Electorate

Entitlement

1

1150

0.87

-3

4052

3.08

1

1522

1.16

3

3561

2.?0

2

..3150
(Originally
3250)
3352
(originally
3728)
2544

2.39
(2.45)

6.

Moorclose .
(Workington)

3

?.

Salterbeck

2

8.

(Workington)
Harrington
(Workington)

1

' 1595

1.21

9.

Keswick
(Parish of Keswick)

3

3901

2.96

. d:l5
1.93

Ward
10.

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Netherhall

I960
Projected
Electorate

Entitlement

1

174-6

1.33

2

2800

2.13

2

2624-

1.99

1

1311

1.00

2

2487

1.89

2

2789

2.12

1

1527

1.16

1368

1.04

No. of
Councillors

(Maryport)
Ellenborough
(Naryport)
Ewanrigg
(Maryport)
Flimby
(Maryport)
Castle
(Gockermouth)
All Saints
(Cockerroouth)
Ellen
(Parishes of
Gilcrux
Grosscanonby
Oughterside and
Allerby) •
St. Bridgets
(Parishes of
Brighara
Papcastle
Bridekirk)
Binsey
(Parishes of
Plumbland
Bothel and
Threapland
Bewaldeth and
Snittlegarth
Blindcrake
Bassenthwaite
Underskiddaw)
Derwent Valley
(Parishes of
Above Derwent
Borrowdale
St. John's Csstlerigg
and Wythburn)
Crummock
(Parishes of
Setmurthy
Embleton
Wythop
Blindbothel
Lorton
Loweswater
Butterraefe)
Lalton
(Parishes of
Winscales
Dean
Greysouthen)
Dearham
(Parish of Dearham)

24.

1.08

1.30

989

0,75

1186

0.9O.

1509

0.99

Ward
.23.

24.

25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

1280
Projected
Electorate

Entitlement

3

5862

2.93

1

1^03

1.07

1

1235

0.9*4

2

2229

1.69

2

2172

1.65

3

3654

2.77

go. of
Councillors

Seaton Moor
'
(Parishes of
Seaton
Camerton
Broughton Moor)
Clifton
(Parishes of
Great Clifton
Little Clifton)
Broughton
(Parish of Broughton)
Aspatria
(Parish of Aspatria)
Silloth
(Parish of Silloth)
Wigton
(Parish of Wigton)
Tarns
(Parishes of
Holme St. Cuthbert
Allonby
Hayton and Mealo
Westnewton
Bromfield)

30. Waver
(Parishes of
Holme Low
Holme Abbey _
Dundraw
Waverton
.
Holme East Waver
and Lands common to
Parishes of Holme Abbey
Holme Low and Holme
St.. Cuthbert)
31. Marsh
(Parishes of
Bowness
Kirkbride
. Kirkbampton)
32. Boltons
(Parishes of
Allhallows
Boltons
Blermerhasset and
Torpenhow
Ireby)
33. Warnell
.
(Parishes of
'Westward
Sebergham
Caldbeck)
34. Wampool
'
.
(Parishes of
Aikton
Woodside
Thursby)

1

.

1294

25.

0.98

1

1391

1.06

1

1503

1

14-51

1.10

1

1259

0.96

1

1570

.1.14-'

r.19

(For Ward boundary descriptions for new recommended
Wards in Workington, Maryport and Cockermouth - see
Appendix B; and for relevant maps - see Appendix .0)
(2) That, having regard to the provisions of Schedule 11 para.
3(2)(b) and (c) and to give effect to the recommendations
as to the Netherhall; Ellenborough; Ewanrigg; and Flimby
Wards in Maryport and the Castle and All Saints Wards in
Cockermoutn, the Allerdale District Council be asked to
make appropriate Warding Orders for the Parishes of Maryport
and Cockermouth. (For Ward descriptions-see Appendix. B;
and for maps - see Appendix C)
8.

APPENDICES

The following supporting documents are appended:Appendix 'A* - List of names of persons who attended the
meeting and the interests they represented.
Appendix.1 'B' - Ward boundary descriptions for the following
recommended District Wards, viz:
Workington
Harrington Ward
Salterbeck Ward
Maryport
Netherhall Ward
Ewanrigg Ward
Ellenborough Ward
Flimby Ward
Gockermouth
Castle Ward
All Saints Ward
Appendix 'C' -

Maps

C.I.

Map (1.100,000) of Allerdale District showing '
the 34 recommended District Wards

C.2.

Map showing recommended Wards and representation
in Workington area.

C.3«

Map (1.2500) showing recommended Salterbeck
Ward and Harrington Ward

C.A-.

Map (1.2500) showing boundaries between
recommended Netherhall Ward, Ellenborough
Ward, Ewanrigg Ward and Flimby Ward in
Maryport area

C.5. .Map showing existing Parish Wards in Maryport
and new recommended Parish Wards for Warding
Order
C.6.

Map (1.2500) showing recommended Wards in
Cockermouth area.
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APPENDIX !tAA

I

LIST OF PERSONS ATTENDING
PUBLIC MEETING

Deputy Mayor

Goun. J;C. fienney

Allerdale District Council
and Maryport Town Council

T.J. Hooper
T.R, Taylor
Goun. T.W. Smith

Maryport Town Council
Town Clerk
Parish Councillor
Embleton Parish Council
Councillor A.B.C.
Allerdale District Council
and Cockermouth Town Council
Parish Councillor
Aspatria
Silloth
Councillor Silloth P.C
Silloth Parish Council
Clerk Silloth P.C.
Bowness on Solway
Parish Councillor
Cumbria County Council
County Councillor

Rev. G.G. Douglas
J.J. Cowan
J.S. Todd
'G. Stour
H. Thomas
8-0. White

J. E. Hutton

Cumbria County Council

Asst. Director of
Legal and Admin.
Services

Cumbria County Council

Brincipal Admin.
Officer
Chief Executive's Off.
Allerdale Councillor
Parish Councillor
Clerk to Council

Coun. Mrs. A, Findley Workington
Aikton Parish Council
*D. Fairbairn
Thursby Parish Council
W.P. Kellett
Blindbothel
•G.H. Cole
Goun. E. Jefferson
Allerdale Council (Chairman)
J.H. Tyson
Cockermouth Town Council
A.D. Bertram
Cockermouth Town Council
J.L. Cleeland
H.. Stewardson
Cookermouth Town Council
A.C. Crane
F.A. Wallbank

Allerdale Council
Allerdale Council

Clerk to P.C.

Clerk, Sebergham P.G.
Press
Acting Town Clerk
Parish Councillor
Parish Councillor
(Mayor)

Chief Executive
Deputy Clerk

APPENDIX

'B'

WARD BOUNDARY DESCRIPTIONS FOR NEW
RECOMMENDED DISTRICT WARDS

Commencing at a point where the western boundary of
Winscales C.P* meets the southern boundary of the District thence
northwestwards and following the said District boundary to the
western boundary of the District being Low Water mark thence
northwards along the said western boundary to a point where the
pre-1932 Harrington U.D. boundary came to Low Water mark thence
eastwards and northeastwards along the said former U»D. boundary
to the point of its joining the line of the Elle^Beck and thence
alon^ the EllejrBeck to the boundary of Winscales C.P. and thence
southeastwards and southwestwards along such boundary to the point
of commencement,
Salterbeck Ward
Commencing at Harrington Junction thence southwestwards along
the northern boundary of the Harrington Ward to Low Water mark at
the western boundary of the District thence northwards along that
boundary 'to a point due west of National Grid reference NX 988692
26531 on the old mineral railway thence due east to, and
northeastwards and following, the said railway to Harrington
Junction, the point of commencement.
NOTE: The above descriptions of recommended new
Wards require consequent amendments to the descriptions
of Westfield War.d and Moorclose Ward as set out in the
Boundary Commission's Proposals of 26th November 1975,
as followstWestfield Ward
1st line - for "Harrington" read "Salterbeck"
6th line - after "said railway to" insert the
words "Harrington Junction at"
7th line - for "Harrington" read "Salterbeck"
Moprc: 1ose Ward
1st line - to be amended to read "Commencing
at Harrington Junction where the
northern boundary of Salterbeck
Ward"
Netherhall Ward

Commencing where the northern boundary of Maryport town
meets the sea at Low Water mark thence southeastwards and
southwards along the town boundary Crosscanonby and Dear-ham C.P.'s
to the railway line in the vicinity of Hallclose Wood then
continuing southwestwards along the centre of the railway line to
the road bridge over the railway between Curzon Street and Jubilee
Terrace thence down the railway line to the Level Crossing at
Ellenborough Place thence northwestwards along the centre of
Ellenborough Place thence continuing northwestwards along the
rear of the Council Depot and thence, from the northern point of
such Depot, westwards to the sea at Low Water mark thence
northwards along Low Water mark to the point of commencement.

Ellenboromh Ward
(The existing Ellenborough Ward of the Parish of Maryport)
Commencing at a point on the centre of the road bridge over
the railway between Curzon Street and Jubilee Terrace thence
northeastwards along the boundary of the Netherhall Ward (i.e. the
railway line) to the Maryport town boundary with Dearhara C.P.
(i.e. at the footbridge where the Gill Beck joins the River Ellen)
thence southeastwards, northeastwards, southeastwards and
southwards along the said town boundary to the point where the
boundary meets a track between Moorside Farm and Hawbar Marsh
thence northwards up the track towards the farm thence
southwestwards along the centre of the first track and northwards
up a field boundary to the Eel Sike Beck thence following the said
Beck to a point where it passes under the Ewanrigg Road thence
northwestwards along the centre of Ewanrigg Road, Ewanrigg Brow and
Thirlmere Road to Grasmere Terrace thence proceeding along the
rear of the houses on the south side of Victory Terrace to an open
ditch marked drain on the map thence southwards and westwards along
this ditch to Sandy Lonning thence westtvards down Sandy Lonning to
Jubilee Terrace and to the road bridge between Curzon Street and
Jubilee Terrace, the point of commencement.
Ewanrigg Ward
Commencing at a point on the centre of the road bridge over
the railway between Curzon Street and Jubilee Terrace proceeding
southwards to Sandy Lonning thence along Sandy Lonning and then
following the southern boundary of Ellenborough Ward to the
Maryport town boundary with Dearham C.P. thence southeastwards
and westwards along the town boundary with Dearham and Broughton
Moor C.P.'s to the point where the most westerly dismantled
tramway intersects the boundary thence northwards along the
tramway to the Eel Sike Beck then northwards, southwestwards,
northwestwards, northwards and northwestwards down the centre of
the Eel Sike Beck to the mouth of the Beck at Low Water mark thence
northwards to the boundary of the Netherhall Ward at Low Water
mark thence eastwards along that boundary to the level crossing
at Ellenborough Place and thence northeastwards along the railway
line to the road bridge, the point of commencement.
Flimby Ward
(The existing Flimby Ward of the Parish of Maryport)
Commencing at the sea at Low Water mark, being the southern
boundary of the town of Maryport and the northern boundary of
Seaton C.P., proceeding northeastwards at Low Water mark to the
north of the Eel Sike Beck, the southern boundary of the Ewanrigg
Ward, thence southeastwards, southwards, southeastwards,
northeastwards and southwards along the boundary to the Maryport
town boundary with Broughton Moor C.P. then following the town
boundary westwards, southwards, westwards, southwards and then
generally westwards to the sea, the point of commencement.
Castle Ward
Commencing at the point where the River Cocker is the
boundary of Cockermouth C*P» at the northern end of Bobbinmill
Plantation, proceeding along the C.P. boundary westwards, northwards,
northeastwards and southeastwards to St. Helen*s Bridge thence
westwards along the centre of the A66 road and Castlegate Drive
and thence southwestwards along the centre of Castlegate to Cocker
Bridge thence southwards up the centre of the River Cocker to the
point of commencement*
All Saints Ward
The remainder of the area of Cockermouth C.P. namely - between
the boundary of Cockermouth C.P. (on the east and south) and the
centre line of the River Cocker from the south to Cocker Bridge and
thence along the centre of Castlegate, Castlegate Drive and the A66
road to St. Helen's Bridge.

SCHEDULE 2
ALLERDALB" DISTRICT : NAMES OF PROPOSED WARDS AND NUMBERS OF COUNCILLORS
HAME OF WARD

NO. QP COUNCILLORS

ALL SAINTS

2

ASPATRIA

2

BINSEY

1

BOLTONS

1

BROUGHTON

1

CASTLE'

2

CLIFTON
CRUMMOCK

1
1

DALTON
DEARHAM

1
1

DERWENT VALLKT

-

1

' ELLEN

1

ELLENBOROUGH

2

EWANRIGG

2

FLIMSY
HA.-iHINGTON
KESWICK

•

1
1
3

MARSH

1

MOORCLOSE

3

NETHERHALL

2

NORTHSIDE

.

1

ST BRIDGET^

1

ST JOHNfe

3

ST MICHAEL'S
SALTERBECK
SEATON MOOR

3
2
3

SILLOTH

2

STAINBORK

1

TARNS

1

WAMPOOL

1

DARNELL

1

ffAVER

1

flBSTFlSLD

2

fflGTON

3

SCHEDULE 3
ALLERDALE DISTRICT - 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 thereof unless otherwise stated.

NORTHSIDE WARD
Commencing at a point where the western boundary of the District, being Mean
Low Water, meets the southern boundary of Seaton CP, thence generally southeastwards, southwards and eastwards along said CP boundary to the River
Derwent, thence generally westwards along said river to the western boundary
of the District, thence northeastwards along said district boundary to the
point of commencement*

STAINBURN WARD
Commencing at a point where the southern boundary of Northside Ward meets
the southern boundary of Seaton CP, thence generally northeastwards and
southeastwards along said CP boundary to the southwestern boundary of
Camerton CP, thence generally southeastwards along said CP boundary and the
western boundary of Great Clifton CP and continuing generally southwestwards
along the northwestern boundary of Winscales CP to the A596 road at Castle
Gardens Bridge, thence generally northwestwards along said road, High Street,
the road known as Cross Hill, Guard Street and Washington Street to a point
opposite the footpath adjacent to the south side of St 'John's Church, thence
northwestwards to and along said footpath to a point opposite the rear
boundary of No 25 Peter Street, thence southwestwards to and along the rear
boundaries of Nos 25 said 27 Peter Street to Roper Street, thence northwestwards along said street to its western end, thence northeastwards along end
of said street, the western boundary of No 26 Roper Street and continuing
northeastwards along the eastern boundary of the garage and in prolongation
thereof to Oxford Street, thence northwestwards along said street to
Vulcan's Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to Finkle Street, thence
southeastwards along said street to Speedwell Lane, thence northeastwards
along said lane to Ladies Walk, thence southeastwards along said walk to a

a
point opposite the western boundary of the Brewery, thence northeastwards to
and along said boundary to the unnamed stream running northwestwards from
said Brewery, thence northwestwards along said stream to the path which leads
northeastwards from Brow Top to the unnamed road leading southeastwards
from New Bridge Road to Hall Brow, thence northeastwards along said path to
said unnamed road, thence southeastwards along said unnamed road to Navvy's
Bridge, thence northeastwards along said bridge to the southern boundary of
Northside Ward, thence generally northeastwards along said ward boundary to
the point of commencement.'

ST JOHN'S WARD
Commencing at a point where the southwestern boundary of Stainburn Ward meets
the northwestern boundary of Winscales CP, thence southwestwards along said
CP boundary to the track which leads to Ellerbeck Lane, thence generally
northeastwards along said track to said lane, thence northeastwards along said
lane to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of parcel No 7739 as
shown on Ordnance Survey 1:2500 Plan NY 00/0127, Edition of 1968, thence
northwestwards to and along .said boundary and the northeastern boundary of
parcel No 59^6 to Ashfield Road, thence southwestwards along said road to a
point opposite the northeastern boundary of the development known as Newland
Gardens, thence northwestwards to and along said boundary to the northwestern
boundary of said development, thence southwestwards along said boundary to
the access road leading southeastwards from Newlands Lane to said development,
thence northwestwards along said access road to Newlands Lane, thence southwestwards along said lane to Honister Drive, thence northwestwards along
said drive and continuing westwards along Annie Pit Lane to Harrington Road,
thence generally northeastwards along said road and Vulcan's Lane to the
southwestern boundary of Stainburn Ward, thence generally southeastwards
along said ward boundary to the point of commencement.

MOORCLOSE WARD
Commencing at a point where the southwestern boundary of St John's Ward meets
the northwestern boundary of Winscales CP, thence southwestwards along said
CP boundary and continuing southwestwards along the stream known as Eller
Beck to a point on the dismantled railway at the former Harrington Junction,
being in prolongation southeastwards of the track leading northwestwards along
the alignment of the former railway, thence northwestwards along said
prolongation and said track and crossing the roundabout junction south of
Moorclose School, continuing-northwestwards along the unnamed road to
Westfield Drive, thence northeastwards along said drive to the western
boundary of the dismantled railway at Westfield Bridge, thence northwestwards and northeastwards along said western boundary to the southwestern
boundary of St John's Ward, thence generally southeastwards and southwestwards along said ward boundary to the point of commencement.

HARRINGTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the western boundary of Winscales CP meets the
southern boundary of the District, thence generally westwards along said
district boundary to the western boundary of the District, being Mean
Low Water, thence northwards along said district boundary to a point due
west of the southernmost corner of No 1a Salterbeck Road, thence due eastwards to said corner and northeastwards along the southeastern boundary of
said property to the road known as Eller Bank, thence southeastwards along
said road to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of the Allotment
Gardens situated at the rear of Nos 2-16 Holden Road, thence northeastwards
to and generally northeastwards along said boundary to the rear boundary of
No 3 Eller Bank, thence southeastwards along said boundary and the rear
boundaries of No 2 Eller Bank and Ellerbank House to the River Wyre, thence
northwestwards and generally northeastwards along said river to the stream
known as Eller Beck, thence continuing northeastwards along said stream and
the southeastern boundary of Moorclose Ward to the western boundary of
Winscales CP, thence southweetwards, southeastwards and southwestwards along

if
said CP boundary to the point of commencement.

SALTERBECK WARD

•./

-••.•'

•

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Harrington Ward meets
the western boundary of the District, beingMaan Low Water, thence northwards
along said district boundary to.a point due west of National Grid Reference
NX 9888126551, thence due eastwards to said reference being a point on the
southern boundary of the dismantled railway, thence northeastwards and
generally southeastwards along said southern boundary, crossing Salterbeck
Road and Moorclose Road to.-the northern boundary of Harrington Ward, thence
generally southwestwards and westwards along said ward boundary to the point
of commencement.

WESTFIELD WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Salterbeck Ward meets
the western boundary of the District, being Mean Low Water, thence
generally northwards along said district boundary to a point due west of
the junction of Annie Pit Lane and the road known as Burmah Rastah, thence
due eastwards to said junction, thence southeastwards along Annie Pit Lane
to the southwestern boundary of St John's Ward, thence generally eastwards
along said ward boundary to the western boundary of Moorclose Ward, thence
southwestwards and southeastwards along said ward boundary to the northern
boundary of Harrington Ward, thence southwestwards along said ward boundary
to the northern boundary of Salterbeck Ward, thence northwestwards and
generally westwards along said ward boundary to the point 'of commencement.

ST MICHAEL'S WARD

Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Westfield Ward meets
the western boundary of the District, being Mean Low Water, thence generally
northwards along said district boundary to the southern boundary of
Northside Ward, thence southeastwardsT'northeastwards and southeastwards
along said ward boundary to the'northwestern boundary of Stainburn Ward,
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thence generally southwestwards along said ward boundary and the northwestern boundary of St John's Ward to the northern boundary of Westfield
Ward, thence northwestwards and westwards along said ward boundary to
the point of commencement.

ALL SAINTS WARD
The All Saints Ward of the parish of Cockermouth.

ASPATRIA WARD

The parish of Aspatria

BINSEY WARD
The parishes of Bassenthwaite
Bewaldeth and SnittlegarthBlindcrake
Bothel and Threapland
Plumbland'
Underskiddaw

BOLTONS WARD

The parishes of Allhallows
Blennerhasset

and Torpenhow

Boltons
Ireby

BROUGHTON WARD
The parish of Broughton

CASTLE WARD

The Castle Ward of the parish of Cockermouth

CLIFTON WARD

The pariahs of Great Clifton
Little Clifton

CRUMMOCK WARD

The parishes of Blindbothel
Buttermere
Erableton
Lorton
Loweswater

Setmurthy
Wythop

DALTON WARD
The parishes of Dean

Greysouthen
Winscales

DEARHAM WARD
The parish of Dearham

DERWENT VALLEY WARD
The parishes of Above Derwent
Borrowdale
St John's Castlerigg and Wythburn

ELLEN WARD

The parishes of Crosscanonby
Gilcrux
Oughterside and Allerby
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ELLENBOROUGH WARD
The Ellenborough Ward of the parish of Maryport •

EWANRIGG WARD
The Ewanrigg Ward of the parish of Maryport

FLIMBY WARD
The Flimby Ward of the parish of Maryport

KESWICK WARD
The parish of Keswick

HARSH WARP
The parishes of Bowness
Kirkbampton
Kirkbride

tfSTHEHHALL WARD
The North and South Wards of the parish of Maryport

SEATON MOOR WARD
The parishes of Broughton Moor
Camerton
Seaton

SILLOTH WARD
The parish of Silloth

•

ST BRIDGET'S WARD
The parishes of Bridekirk

Brigham

TARNS WARD

.

The parishes of Allonby
Bromfield
Hayton and Mealo

Holme St Cuthbert
Westnewton

WAMPOOL WARD

The parishes of Aikton
Thursby
Woodside

WARNELL WARD

The parishes of Caldbeck
Sebergham
Westward

WAVER WARD

The parishes of Dundraw
Holme Abbey
Holme East. Waver
Holme Low
Waverton
and the Lands common to the parishes of Holme Abbey, Holme Low and Holme
St Cuthbert

WIGTON WARD
1

The parish of Wigton

