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1.

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

out our initial review of the electoral arrangements for the Metropolitan
Borough of St Helens in accordance with the requirements of section 6j.of, and
Schedule 9 to, the Local Government Act 1972, present our proposals for the
future electoral arrangements for that borough.

2.

In accordance with the procedure laid down in section 60(1) and (2) of

the 1972 Act, notice was given on 28 August 1975 that we were to undertake this
review.

This was incorporated in a consultation letter addressed to St Helens

Metropolitan Borough Council, copies of which were circulated to the Merseyside
County Council, the Members of Parliament for the constituencies concerned and
the headquarters of the main political parties.

Copies were also sent to the

editors of the local newspapers circulating in the area and of the local
government press.

Notices inserted in the local press announced the start of

the review and invited comments from members of the public and from interested
bodies.

3.

St Helens Metropolitan Borough Council were invited to prepare a draft

scheme of representation for our consideration.

In doing so, they were asked

to observe the rules laid down in Schedule 11 to the Local Government Act 1972
ami the guidelines which we set out in our Report No 6 about the proposed size
of the council and the proposed number of councillors for each ward.

They were

also asked to take into account views expressed to them following their
consultation with local interests.

We therefore asked that they should publish

details of their provisional proposals about a month before they submitted
their draft scheme to us, thus allowing opportunity for local comment.

**.

Section 7(3) of the Local Government Act 1972 requires that in metropolitan

districts there shall be elections by thirds.

Section 6(2)(b) of the Act

requires that every metropolitan district shall be divided into wards each
returning a number of councillors divisible by three.

5.

The Borough Council presented their draft scheme of representation on

25 June 1976.

It allowed for the establishment of 18 wards each returning J>

members to give a total of 5^ members.

6.

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

schemes

for a 5^-member council submitted by a parish council and some

borough councillors, and alternative arrangements for certain areas suggested
in other comments.

We decided to adopt the Borough Council's draft scheme as

the basis for our proposals but to make some modifications.

7.

We decided that some re-alignment of boundaries in the proposed Windle,

Moss Bank, Blackbrook, Westfield, Marshalls Cross and East Sutton wards would
make for more compact wards and improve the standard of representations.

We

also decided to modify the boundary between the Newton East and Newton West
wards in order to contain the whole of a development site in one ward, and
to rename the proposed Chapel End and Seneley Green ward Blackley Hurst.

8.

Subject to the changes referred to above, and to a number of minor

adjustments to ward boundaries recommended by Ordnance Survey, we decided that
the Borough Council's draft scheme provided a reasonable basis for the future
electoral arrangements for the Borough in compliance with the rules in
Schedule 11 to the 1972 Act and our guidelines, and we formulated our draft
proposals accordingly.

9.

-On 7 December 1976 we issued our draft proposals and these were sent to

all who had received our consultation letter.

The Borough Council were asked

to make these draft proposals, and the accompanying 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 the public and interested bodies,
We asked for comments to reach us by 17 February

10.

1977.

St Helens Borough Council suggested that alterations should be made to

some boundaries and that three of the proposed ward names should be changed.
A private person also suggested redrawing the boundary between two of our
proposed wards.

A fresh alternative scheme was received from a group of

borough councillors.

A parish council in the proposed East Button ward and

another in the proposed Blackley Hurst ward thought that the names were
inappropriate and offered alternatives.

A parish council wrote to support the

draft proposals in the proposed Windle ward.

11.

In view of these comments we decided that we needed further information

to enable us to reach a conclusion.

Therefore in accordance with section

65(2)

of the 1972 Act and at our request, Mr J P Aspden, OBE was appointed an
Assistant Commissioner.

He was asked to hold a local meeting and to report to

us.

12.

The Assistant Commissioner held the meeting at St Helens on 1? December 1977-

He made tours of inspection of the Borough both before and after the meeting.

A copy of his report to us of the meeting is attached at Schedule 1.
13.

In the light of the evidence submitted at the meeting and of his inspection

of the area, the Assistant Commissioner recommended that our draft proposals
should be implemented subject to certain amendments between the following
proposed wards: Westfield and Grange Park; Windle and Moss Bank; and Newton
West and Newton East,

He also recommended changing the names of the proposed

Westfield, East Sutton, and Blackley Hurst wards to Queen's Park, Sutton and
Bold, and

Billinge and Seneley Green

wards respectively; and making a correction to the description in our draft
proposals of the boundary between the Westfield and Moss Bank wards.
1*4-.

We have reviewed our draft proposals in the light of the Assistant

Commissioner's report.

We concluded that the alterations recommended by the

Assistant Commissioner should be adopted and, subject to these amendments,
we decided to confirm our.draft proposals as our final proposals.

15»

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

i
number of councillors to be returned by each. A detailed description of.the
boundaries of the proposed wards, as defined on the maps, is set out in
Schedule ?.

PUBLICATION
16.

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 the St Helens
Metropolitan Borough Council and will be available for inspection at the Borough
Council's main offices.

Copies of this report (without the maps) are also being

sent to those who received the consultation letter and to those who made comments.

L.S.
Signed:
NICHOLAS MORRISON (CHAIRMAN)
JOHN M RANKIN

(DEPUTY CHAIRMAN)

PHYLLIS BOWDEN
TYRRELL BROCKBANK
D P HARRISON
R R THORNTON
LESLIE GRIMSHAW (Secretary)
February 1979
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SCHEDULE 1

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR ENGLAND
REPORT OF ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER TO THE COMMISSION
REVIEW OF ELECTORAL ARRANGEMENTS - METROPOLITAN
BOROUGH OF ST HELENS.

1

On 7 December 197& the Commission sent notice of their

draft proposals for the future electoral arrangements for
the Metropolitan Borough of St Helens to the St Helens
Metropolitan Borough Council and others.

2

The Council had submitted a draft scheme for 18 three-

member wards to the Commission, who considered it together
with the suggestions and comments made in respect of it to
the Council or the Commission. After considering those
suggestions and comments the Commission decided to adopt
the Council's draft scheme as the basis of their draft
proposals, subject to modifications involving the replacement
of six rather odd-shaped wards by a more compact pattern and
the alteration of the proposed Newton West/ Newton East ward
boundary in order to put the whole of a development site
into one ward, and also subject to minor boundary adjustments
suggested by Ordnance Survey.

The Commission also decided to

rename the proposed Chapel End and Seneley Green ward Blackley
Hurst.

3

Publication of the draft proposals resulted in the following

comments being received by the Commission:
(a)

The Council suggested a number of alterations to the
draft proposals, including the retention of the
Marshalls Cross and East Sutton wards in the Council's
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draft scheme (subject only to two minor amendments),
the retention of the present electoral boundary
between the Newton West and Newton East wards and
the modification of the Westfield/ Grange Park and
Moss Bank/ Windle ward boundaries. The Council also
drew attention to two sites for possible future
housing development affecting the Newton West and
Newton East wards. The Council further suggested
that the proposed Westfield, Marshalls Cross, East
Button and Blackley Hurst wards be renamed Queen's
Park, Sutton Oak, Sutton and Bold, and Chapel End
and Seneley Green respectively;
(b)

The Conservative Group of Borough Councillors
submitted an alternative scheme also providing
18 three-member wards;

(c)

Mr R D Collins suggested redrawing the boundary
between Newton West and Newton East wards in order
to aahieve a better standard of representation and
to simplify the line of the boundary

(d)

geographically;

The Bold Parish Council suggested that the East
Sutton ward should be renamed Bold and Sutton or
Sutton and Bold;

(e)

The Billinge Chapel End Parish Council suggested
that the Blackley Hurst ward should be renamed .
Chapel End and Seneley Green; and

(f)

The Windle Parish Council supported the Windle
ward proposal in the draft proposals.

Having been appointed an Assistant Commissioner by the
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.

Secretary of State for the Home Department at the request
of the Commission for the purpose,. I held a local meeting
at the St Helens Town Hall on 1} December 1977 at 10. JO a.'m.
to hear representations1about the proposed arrangements. _•
Attached is a list of names and addresses of those attending
and the interests they represented.

5

..

Mr B S Lace, Town Clerk of St Helens, before offering the

Council's comments on the draft proposals, dealt firstly with
the background which led ultimately to their publication in
December 1976.

The warding arrangements for the new

metropolitan authorities following local government
reorganisation were a temporary expedient derived from the '
grouping together of former wards or of single wards being .
left as they were to form very roughly comparable electorates
in eacn ward.

That meant that in St Helens 1^ wards were

created, one of which (the former Parr and Hardshaw wards) •
returned six members, thus giving a council of 45.

The

Council, when originally discussing the question of future
electoral arrangements, were 01' opinion that a membership
of ^5 was about right for St Helens, and in view of Section •
ots'Hb) of the i,ocal Government Act 1y?2 and the Commission's
Keport No 6 sought a means of drawing up boundaries for 15
wards each returning ^ members and forming an electoral
division for county purposes, regard Deing naa to the .Rules
laid down in Section yo(,2; of the Act and schedule 11 thereto,
Following a meeting in Liverpool oetween meraoers and officers
of the Merseyside Authorities and the Chairman and ofiicers
of tne uommission it was made clear tnat, wnilst a review of
county electoral arrangements was not part of the exercise-.

compatibility amongst tne district authorities for county
purposes was of paramount importance,

x'rom discussions

between the district authorities it appeared that, n ^t
Helens were to have 15 wards and 15 electoral divisions, it
would not be compatible with arrangements in the other
districts, because it would lead to a county council of more
than 120, which it had been indicated was too large.

It

appeared that to achieve compatibility St Helens should
have 11 or 12 electoral divisions which, if the same basis
were applied in other districts, would give a county council
of appropriate size.

12 wards, each to be an electoral

division, were not considered by the Borough Council to be
adequate and 2k wards, with a grouping of two wards to form
an electoral division, were considered to be too many.

The

expedient was, therefore, reluctantly arrived at of seeking
18 wards, from which would be derived 12 electoral divisions.
Subsequent events had made the Council wonder whether they
should have been so ready to conform with the compatibility
requirement.

In that connection he referred to the apparent

acceptance by the Commission of the proposals of the Sefton
Metropolitan Borough Council, which did not appear to offer
the possibility of compatibility between district wards and
county divisions.
In seeking to arrive at 18 wards the Council's primary
concern, apart from the compatibility aspect referred to, was
to cause the least pcfesible disturbance of previous
arrangements so as to accord with the requirement in Schedule
11 to the Act that regard should be had to (a) the
desirability of fixing boundaries which were and would remain
easily identifiable and (b) any local ties which would be

broken by the fixing of any particular boundary.

Coupled with

the other rules relating to the ratio of local government
electors being the same in every ward, and every ward of a
parish or every unwarded parish being wholly contained in a
single ward, it made the task very difficult, so much so that
it was sometimes felt by members and officers that the 'Rules
of the game almost made the game unplayable! What he was
trying to say was that the Council did what they considered
was the best they could do, given the constraints under which
they were working.
Mr Lace then submitted the Council's comments on the following
wards in the draft proposals in the light of the draft scheme
put forward by the Council and other representations which the
Commission had received:
Westfleld
(a)

There appeared to be an error in the textual

description of the boundary where it referred in the 15th
line to the access way to the west of 10 Cowley Street, it
being felt that the property intended to be referred to
should be 18 Cowley Street.
(b)

The Council were of opinion that the southeasterly

boundary of this ward should be altered so as to follow
Baldwin,Street to its junction with Westfield Street,
thence along Westfield Street to its junction with
Eccleston Street.- The area which would thereby be included
in this ward was part of a site which had been cleared of
slum clearance property and the effect on present electoral
numbers was negligible.

Redevelopment of the site was

intended to be completed within the period to 1981, but it
was not anticipated that the area affected would be used

- 5 -

for residential development.
(c) The Council now preferred the name Queen's Park.
Moss Bank
The Council accepted the draft proposals, subject to a
slight amendment to include properties on the westerly side
of Moss Bank Road in this ward rather than in Windle. The
amendment would facilitate the continued provision of
reasonable polling facilities for residents in that
location, which would not be possible under the draft
proposals. The number of electors concerned on present
electoral figures was 108.
Blackbrook

Haydock

Broad Oak

Parr and Hardshaw

The Council accepted the draft proposals for these wards.
Newton West

newton East

The Council's latest decision was that the present electoral
boundary between existing wards 9 and 10 should be adhered
to as the boundary between Newton West and Newton East wards,
because it had been a long established, ward boundary and
would cause the least confusion in the minds of electors
following the recent major upheaval of local government
reorganisation.
Grange Park
Westfield comment (b) had a reciprocal effect on this ward.
Thatto Heath

West Sutton

The draft proposals were coincident with the Council's.
Harshalls Cross

East Sutton

(a) There was a major difference of opinion between the
Council and the Commission as to the boundary between these
two wards. The draft proposals involved the inclusion in
Marshalls Cross of the properties which formed the old
district of Sutton, an area always known by that name,
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Gutton being in i'act one of the original townships which
were amalgamated in 10^5 to form St Helens.

The Council

preferred their original submission with the amendment of
the southerly boundary to give a better shape to the ward
The additional area now proposed to oe included in
Marshalls Cross was mostly moss-land and did not contain
any dwellinghouses, nor was it considered suitaole tor
such development in the luture.

The difference in

forecast electorates for 1yb"l for the two war as between
tne draft proposals and the Council's was minimal,
tb) The council now considered that a more appropriate
name i'or trie amended ward would oe button uaK, wnich
would retain tne old name of an area within the ward,
t, c) xne council now preferred the name outton and bold
for East Sutton oecause irom an area point of view a
major part of tne waru would consist of tne area 01 tne
cola ransh and the suggested new name would take account
of representations made by the Bold Parish Council.
Windle
Moss Bank comment had a reciprocal effect on this ward.
Blackley Hurst
The ward boundary draft proposals coincided with the
Council's but the name Chapel End and Seneley Green was
preferred by the Council. The name Blackley Hurst had no
overall relationship with the ward and the name Chapel
End and Seneley Green would continue the historical
connection of the two areas which form the ward.
Eccleston

Rainford

Rainhill

The draft proposals were coincident with the Council's.

- 7-

6

Mr J R Dyson, Leader of the Conservative Group of Councillors

on the Borough Council, submitted the comments of the Group on
the draft proposals.

Until recently as Deputy Leader he had had

an especial interest in the proposals to change the district
ward boundaries and he explained that, having had bitter personal
experience of the anomalies and difficulties caused by local
government reorganisation, not least the problem created by the
new boundaries laid down under the Act, the Group were
determined that never again, at least in their area, would they
meekly agree to anomalous new boundaries devised by those not
conversant with the local situation.

So since September 1975

they had set to work to do the best they possibly could for
all the people of St Helens so as to ensure that in the future
they had fair and meaningful representation.

They recognised

that they must avoid adopting a biased political party
viewpoint and had tried to be scrupulously fair in the
criteria they adopted.

Their main source of reference had been

the Act itself, especially Schedule 11, setting out the Rules
to be observed in considering electoral arrangements, embodying
mandatory and desirable requirements both as regards counties
and districts. He suggested that quite clearly county division
and district ward schemes needed to be viewed together in order
to be compatible.

It would have seemed logical to commence

with a county division scheme first, but that had not been
done. From the Commission's letter initiating the review a
Merseyside County Council of between 58 and 78 members seemed
appropriate and on that basis it was calculated that between 7
and 9 county councillors might be allocated to St Helens.

To

secure compatibility the number of district wards could be
expected to be 71 8 or 9 or a multiple of those. The Commission's

letter had, however, suggested that the number of district ward
councillors should lie within the range 50 to 80, although a
council of less than 50 could be acceptable.

As St Helens was

a small metropolitan borough it could be expected to be'at the
lower end of the range with say 42 to 5^ members representing
14 to 18 wards.

It would seem appropriate to devise county

divisions twice the size of district wards, and since
Merseyside was slightly below the average electoral size
metropolitan county, an 8 county division and 16 district ward
scheme would appear to meet the Commission's requirements.
Such a scheme would give 17*500 electors per county division
and 8,750 electors per district ward for St Helens and the
Group believed that the district scheme should have been
devised on that basis.
In the event the Group began work on a 15 ward district scheme
and only at a late stage learned of the Liverpool meeting at
which it was decided to allocate 12 county councillors to
St Helens.

Clearly a 15 ward scheme was not compatible with

a 12 division county scheme and the Group had to stop work
immediately on the 15 ward scheme.
Some time later they were shown a copy of their own Officers'
proposals based on an 1b ward scheme prepared and personally
supervised by their former Chief Executive, Mr T Taylor.
They recognised immediately that this scheme followed most
assiduously the mandatory requirements of Schedule 11 to the
Act, as well as its suggested requirements.

In only one

respect did they find it undesirable: an 18 ward district
scheme meant, if 12 county councillors were to be returned,
3 district wards being combined to return 2 county
councillors.

Any other proposal (such as 1-J district wards
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returning 1 county councillor) was administratively cumbersome
and electorally undesirable.

They still found an 10 ward

district scheme difficult to accept if 12 county councillors •
were to be insisted upon.

Furthermore they could not

understand why 12 county councillors had been agreed for
St Helens, since that suggested that the Merseyside bounty
Council was to return 100 members.

That was the maximum

number the Commission agreed for the largest county council,
ana Merseyside was certainly not one of the largest.

They

were prepared to accept Mr Taylor's scneme, however, because
it appeared to have oeen carefully prepared ana well
researched, as well as, of course, being far removed from
anything smacking of political bias.

Unfortunately the

majority uroup on the Council saw it in a different light.
Some members objected to various boundaries and these were
then araenaea on a piece-meal basis witn little regard to the
overall balance, iucn amendments were not carefully researched
anu often ignored Mr Taylor's painstaking ground researches.
It Decame a notcn-potch of political bias, but even so, such
an uncoordinated scheme, quite clearly contrary to the Act and
Commission s letter in so many respects was ouli-aozea through
Council on a three-line whip. It then became the Council's
official proposal ana was submitted to the uommiscion
accordingly.

'i'ne uz-oup intenaea to demonstrate the ausurdity

of the scheme, but it snoula oe notea that the Commission
tnemselves naa uasea their own amendments on the Council's
submission.

Consequently, the Commission fell into the same

trap of devising boundaries on old maps with, if the draft
proposals were implemented, farcical consequences. Disappointed
that rational argument did not win the day in Council, the
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Group decided to submit their own scheme to the Commission. It
was felt that any departure from Mr Taylor's scheme would be
viewed with the usual suspicion, so they submitted his original
scheme unaraended in any respect apart from one or two name
changes.

It was ironic that those boundaries had not been

accepted to date by the Commission, and indeed the only
recommendation accepted was one of the Group's name changes Blackley Hurst.

Of all things that seemed to have created the

most strident controversy - not the actual boundary

changes,

it should be noted, but a mere name change.
Mr Dyson then turned to the Council's draft scheme, although
many of the points he wanted to make applied equally to the
draft proposals, since those seemed to have been based largely
on the Council's draft scheme. He agreed that the mandatory
requirements of the Act had been adhered to, but pointed out
that under a revised proposal of the Council a small part of
the North ward of the Parish of Bold had been included in a
different district ward from that in which the major part of
that parish ward had been placed, contrary to the mandatory
requirement that parish wards should lie wholly within a
single ward of the district. Dealing with the suggestive
requirements of the Act, Mr Dyson made the following detailed
objections to the draft proposals for the wards indicated:
Newton West

Newton East

The proposed boundary betv/een these wards (a) used a
culverted stream (b) used an old boundary (c) broke up a
housing estate and (d) was not now a defined boundary.
Blackbrook

Broad Oak

Haydock

The proposed boundaries between these wards (a) used an
old mineral railway line (b) a housing estate had been
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built upon them and (c) part of the estate would fall into
Broad Oak, which would then be cut off from the rest of the
ward.
Westfield
(a) The proposed northern boundary with Windle cut off the
community in the Marsden Avenue area and (b) the proposed
southern boundary with Grange Park followed the old street
pattern of a cleared area and there was no guarantee that
new development would follow the old street pattern.
Grange Park

Thatto Heath

The proposed boundary between these wards on the Grange
Park estate had been devised to equate electoral numbers
and consequently was not an obvious one and cut community
ties.
Haydock
The proposed boundary with Newton West and Newton East
followed, of all things, field numbers and raised the
question who could understand it now, never mind if a
housing estate should be built upon the fields.
Marshalls Cross

East Sutton

The proposed boundary between these wards (a) used old
boundaries which were unclear and (b) broke community ties.
The Group concluded that the Council, along with the
Commission, had taken scant regard to the community at large,
and in doing so, had created wards (.albeit of equal electoral
numbers) involving fractured communities.

They submitted that

only a fundamental redraft of the whole district could create a
a district ward scheme which would justify the upheaval caused
by replacing the present boundaries, and that must be taken
in conjunction with a county division scheme.
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In addition,

the Council's draft scheme, as amended by the Commission,
would create additional, almost insurmountable difficulties
when a county division scheme was formulated.

If there had

to be boundary changes, the Group asked that they should
ensure that they resulted in a system demonstratively better
than the present one.

Anything less, they believed, would

help to undermine further the credibility of local
government. And that, they were sure, no one wanted.

7

Mr K Lowe, a member of the Conservative Group, speaking in

support of the representations made by Mr Dyson, made the
following comments on the draft proposals for the wards
indicated:
Marshalls Cross
A criticism of the separation of the Percy Street area
from the adjoining part of Button.
Blackbrook

Broad Oak

A criticism of the separation of the Ledger Road and
Littler Road area from Hlackbrook by the use of the
unsatisfactory

disused mineral railway boundary and the

consequent inclusion of that area in aroad Oak along with
housing areas from which it was physically, quite separate.
i-iayd_o_c_k

i\ewton jJajst^

A submission that the part of Haydock lying to tne east
of the roads A49 ana Mb would oe more suitably included
in wewton Eas.t, thus providing a greater degree of
harmonisation with the county ooundaries.

o

i;.r J Bond expressed the support or tne at helens

Constituency .baoour farty arid the Labour Group on the Council
- 1.? -

lor the representations made oy the Town Clerk on behalf of
the Council ana stressed that the proposals which ue haa put
forward would cause the leaat confusion to the electorate
following the major changes Drought about oy the recent local
government

9

reorganisation.

Mr 15 bmith, uierk to the Billinge Uhapei Ena parish council,

asked for the reconsideration of the name to be given to the
ward containing the Parishes 01 mllinge uuapel Ena ana Seneley
ureen and sou^nt the substitution 01 onapel Jind ana oeneley
ureen for clacKley iiurst.

me

use of the name Blackley Hurst

in the opinion of his Council would mean a loss of identity for
the villages and at such times as declaration of election
results add confusion to the situation as the proposed name was
not related to the locality at the present day. The omission of
the word Billinge also meant a loss of identity. In asking for
the ward to be renamed Billinge Chapel End and Seneley Green
Mr Smith suggested Billinge and Seneley Green if the first
suggestion should be considered too wordy. He pointed out that
a similar description was being used for Parr and Hardshaw and
added that the present name of the Parish Council

(Billinge

Chapel End), which was a successor parish, was accepted by the
Commission because it related to the present ward with the hope,
he was sure, of retaining local identity. The Parish Council,
being a successor parish, were continually striving to maintain
local identity and they felt that the proposed name of Blackley
Hurst would detract from their purpose.

10

A general discussion was initiated by the Assistant

Commissioner in order to ascertain whether there were any issues

upon which some measure of agreement existed between the
representatives present concerning points of detail arising
upon the draft proposals, assuming the Commission remained
satisfied with the general basis of such proposals, after
considering the representations which had been submitted.
Arising out of the discussion it appeared that
(a) in Westfield, further to the error in the textual
description of the boundary which Mr Lace suggested
would require correction if the draft proposals were
adhered to, Mr Lace added that, while the Council were
not objecting to the draft proposals, subject to that
correction, alternatively the Cowley Hill works wall
boundary referred to in their draft scheme could be used
as the northeast boundary of this ward between City Road
and College Street; there was no dissent from the
Council's suggestion that the southeast boundary of this
ward should be altered so as to follow Baldwin Street to
its junction with Westfield Street, and thence along
Westfield Street to its junction with Eccleston Street,
Mr Lace also indicating that the Council would not
object to the inclusion in the ward of the triangular
area bounded by College Street, Baldwin Street, Gotham
Street and Corporation Street, that being a suggestion
put forward by the Conservative Group representatives;
and there was no dissent from the Council's proposal to
rename this ward Queen's Park;
(b) in Moss Bank there was no dissent from the Council's
proposal to include the properties on the westerly side
of Moss Bank Road in this ward rather than in Windle;
(c) in Kast Sutton, whether as indicated in the draft
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proposals or as amended in accordance with the Council's
objection, there was no dissent from the suggestion of .
both the Council and the Bold Parish Council that the
ward be renamed Button and Bold; and
(d) in Blackley Hurst there was agreement between the
Council and the Billinge Chapel End Parish Council that
the name of the ward should be changed, but Mr Lowe on
behalf of the Conservative Group contended that Blackley
Hurst was the name of a well known local hall and would
be fully understood and accepted by the residents of the
ward as very suitable; the Clerk of the Billinge Chapel
End Parish Council maintained the opposition of his
Council to the name Blackley Hurst, and notwithstanding
the fact that part of the former Billinge and
Winstanley Urban District was outside the St Helens
Metropolitan Borough expressed his Council's view that
the ward name should incorporate the name billinge within
it, and if Billinge Chapel End and oeneley Green was too
long he asked that Billinge and Seneley Green should be
accepted; and Mr Lace said that the Borough Council
would not object to that name.

11 I made private inspections of the Metropolitan Borough
before and after the meeting, and, having considered the
representations made and information given my views and
recommendations follow.

12 Both the Council and the Conservative Group were critical
of the circumstances under which they had each produced draft
schemes for a ^

member 18 ward council and their
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representations on LUIS issue have aireuuy ueen set out
in this report for the information of the Commission. In
securing electoral arrangements which are appropriate for
the Borough I am, however, satisfied that an 18 ward 5^
member council is reasonable and adequate and that, as was
accepted at the meeting, the draft proposals in general
comply with the mandatory rules set out in Schedule 11 to
the Act and in particular the requirement that the councillor/
electorate ratio in every ward shall be, as nearly as may be,
the same.

I see no reason to recommend the rejection of

those proposals as a basis for the future electoral
arrangements of the Borough, notwithstanding the criticisms
which were made by the Council and the Conservative Group
and accompanied by their respective alternative

13

suggestions.

I will now deal with the detailed draft proposals for

the respective wards upon which representations were made.
Westfield
(a) I recommend that the northeast boundary separating
this ward from Moss Bank be established in accordance
with the draft proposals, subject to the correction of
the textual description suggested by Mr Lace
substituting a reference to No 18 Cowley Street for
that to No 10 Cowley Street, and do not recommend the
use of the Cowley Hill works wall for the purpose of
such boundary.
(b) I appreciate that the use of Marsden Avenue for
boundary purposes separates some electorate in that
area from this ward, but do not consider this objection
of sufficient moment to make it desirable to amend the
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draft proposals to deal with the point.
(c) I agree that some amendment of the southeastern
boundary of this ward with Grange Park is advisable
for the reasons advanced at the meeting and I
recommend the transfer to Westfield from Grange Park
of the area enclosed by making the boundary follow
Baldwin Street to its junction with Westfield Street,
thence along Westfield Street to its junction with
Eccleston Street.

Although the respective ward shapes

might be improved by the transfer to Westfield from
Parr and Hardshaw of the triangular area bounded by
College Street, Baldwin Street, Gotham Street and
Corporation Street, the anticipated 1981 electorates
of the two wards are very similar and on balance I
do not recommend such transfer.
(d) I am not satisfied that there is a need to extend
this ward to the south of Eccleston Street and
Knowsley Road to meet the criticism by the Conservative
Group of its southern boundary and do not recommend
such extension.
(e) In the absence of any dissent I recommend that
the Council's request that this ward be renamed Queen's
Park be implemented.
Moss Bank

Windle

It was generally agreed at the meeting that the
boundary between these wards should be amended to
to include properties on the westerly side of Moss
Bank Road in Moss Bank rather than Windle and I so
recommend.
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Blackbrook

Broad Oak

Ilaydock

The Conservative Group criticism that the proposed
boundary between Blackbrook and Broad Oak has the
effect of including in Broad Oak a housing area
(Ledger Road and Littler Road) separated from the
other housing areas in that ward is not without
some justification, but the Broad Oak boundaries
suggested by the Group and which also sought to
transfer the Clipsley Lane/ V/agon Lane area to
Broad 0,-,k from Haydock do not in my opinion
constitute a better alternative.

The Blackbrook/

Broad Oak boundary provided for in the draft
proposals was also criticised by the Group in that
it was based on a disused mineral railway line.
The textual description of the boundary in question
makes use of a somewhat involved succession of
property boundaries but I am satisfied that it is
easily identifiable and may properly be implemented.
Newton West

Newton Kast

It is.true that the use of the old ward boundary

sought

by the Council would provide reasonably comparable
electorates, but that boundary is not very satisfactory
notwithstanding the claim that it is long

established

and would cause the least confusion in the minds of
electors.

In placing the field now being partially

developed to the south of Horridge Avenue and east of
Queens Drive in one ward the draft proposals of the
Commission would effect some improvement in the
boundary, but the question still remains whether a
solution should not be sought which would eliminate
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the tortuous length of the proposed boundary which
follows a line close to the culverted stream from
Belvedere Road to Mullins Avenue.

The proposals of

both the Conservative Group and Mr Collins appear to
seek such a solution and also in so doing approach
more nearly an equality of electorate.

The proposal

of the Conservative Group that the part of the
proposed Haydock ward lying to the east of the roads
A^9 and H6 should be transferred to Newton East is
one for which, although it is not without some merit,
I do not see sufficient justification, but in other
respects I prefer the Conservative Group's Newton
West and Newton East solution as producing a better
physical boundary than that of Mr Collins. I accordingly
recommend that the draft proposals for Newton West and
i
Newton East be amended to provide a boundary from Ashton
Road at the point w.here the southern boundary of ilaydock
crosses that road, thence southeastwards along that road
to Crow Lane East, thence southwestwards along that lane
to the unnamed road, leading to Newton-le-V/illows County
Infants and Juniors School and thence southeastwards
along that road and subsequently as described in the
draft proposals. The relative electorates of the proposed
amended wards are reasonably balanced and the existing
ana probable future housing development by 1y6"l does not
seem likely to disturb that balance to any substantial
degree.

Such future development comprises (a) housing

at Horridge Avenue and Queens Drive likely to produce
approximately '/O Council units of accommodation in the
proposed Newton West ward for people on the general needs

list or subject to slum clearance in the Newton area
ana tbj housing in the Bradlegh Road area likely to
produce 1UO Council houses ana approximately 1uO
private houses ior sale in trie proposed Newton East
wara, the lormer lor the same requirements as at
Homage Avenue and Queens Drive ana the latter ior
people at present living in uewlon or elsewhere.
Thatto neatn
As was contenaea oy tne Conservative Group, the Grange
farK is somewhat peculiarly dividea oy the proposed
oounaary oetwe^n 'L'hatto Heath arid urange Park, out I
see no special merit and do not recommend the
implementation of their variant using urange farK Road
anu opringnela Koad as the uoundary ana also
transiemng to Tnatto Heath irom Urange rarK the
uavenneacL area lying to the southeast 01 rrescot Road.
uross

J^ast Button

(a) While i nave lully taKen into account the general
anu iiisi.urica.J- backgrounu 01 trie Council's
representations for the implementation of their draft
scheme proposals, as subsequently amended by them, for
these wards, I regard the boundaries and ward shapes
provided for them under the draft proposals of the
Commission as more suitable and recommend their
implementation.

I have kept in mind Mr Lowe's

criticism of the separation of the small Percy Street
area to the east of Junction Lane and Cecil Street
from the adjoining Sutton area in Marshalls Cross,
but do not consider this to be a serious defect in
the draft proposals.
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(b) The Council requested that Marshalls Cross, as
amended by them, should be renamed Sutton Oak but if,
as I recommend Marshalls Cross is not amended, I feel
that there is less justification for altering the
name and I therefore recommend that the name of the
ward remain Marshalls Cross.
(c) I recommend that the East Sutton ward be renamed
Sutton and Bold ward, a name sought by the Bold
Parish Council and one which appeared generally
acceptable at the meeting.
Blackley Hurst
I do not consider the choice of Blackley Hurst as the
name of this ward as unsuitable, but, although it was
supported by Mr Lowe on behalf of the Conservative
Group, it was clearly unacceptable to the Borough
Council or to the Billinge Chapel End Parish Council,
on whose behalf the retention of Billinge in the name
of their ward was urged.

The Parish Council's primary

suggestion of Billinge Chapel End and Seneley Green
unquestionably seems too long, but unless the use of
Billinge in the name is regarded as undesirable by
reason of the fact that part of the former Billinge
and Winstanley Urban District is outside the Borough
I see no objection to and recommend acceptance of the
Parish Council's second choice of Billinge and Seneley
Green as the ward name. If that name is not acceptable
I recommend Chapel End and Seneley Green as the ward
name.
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To sum up I recommend that the Commission's draft

proposals for the St Helens Metropolitan Borough be
implemented, subject only to the following amendments:
(a)

the substitution of a reference to No 18 Cowley

Street for that to No 10 Cowley Street in line 15 of
the textual description of the proposed Westfield ward;
(b)

the amendment of the proposed Westfield and Grange

Park wards to give effect to my recommendation
concerning those wards in paragraph 13 of this report
by the deletion from lines 29 and 30 of the textual
description of the proposed Westfield ward of the words
:f

thence northwestwards along said street to King Street,

thence southwestwards along said street and Clyde Street
to Peter Street1';
(c)

the renaming of the proposed Westfield ward as

Queen's Park ward;
(d)

the amendment of the proposed Moss Bank and Windle

wards to give effect to my recommendation concerning
those wards in paragraph 13 of this report by the
substitution in lines 6 and ? of the textual description
of the proposed Moss Bank ward of the words "to the point
where it meets the Rainford Brook, thence generally
northwestwards along said brook to Sandy Lane, thence
westwards along said lane" for ", northwards along Moss
Bank Road, and northwestwards, southwestwards along
Sandy Lane";
(e)

the amendment of the proposed Newton West and Newton

East wards to give effect to my recommendation concerning
those wards in paragraph 13 of this report by the
substitution for lines 1 to *t1 inclusive of the textual
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description of the proposed Newton West ward of
the words "Commencing at a point where the
southeastern boundary of the Borough meets the
southern boundary of Haydock ward, thence
northeastwards, southeastwards,

northeastwards

and eastwards, along said southern boundary to
Ashton Road,.thence southeastwards along said
road"; and
(f)

the renaming of the proposed Blackley Kurst

ward as Billinge and Seneley Green ward, or, if
that name is unacceptable to the Commission, as
Chapel End and Seneley Green ward.
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SCHEDULE 2
METROPOLITAN BOROUGH OF ST HELENS : NAMES OF PROPOSED WARDS AND
NUMBER OF COUNCILLORS
NAME OF WARD

NO OF COUNCILLORS

Billinge and Seneley Green

3

Blackbrook

3

Broad Oak

3

Eccleston

3

Grange Park

3

Haydock

3

Marshalls Cross

3

Moss Bank

3

Newton East

3

Newton West

3

Parr and Hardshaw

3

Queen's Park

3

Rainford

3

Rainhill

3

Sutton and Bold

3

Thatto Heath

3

West Sutton

3

Windle

3

SCHEDULE 3
BOROUGH OF ST HELENS
Note:

DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED WARD BOUNDARIES

Where the boundary is described as following a road, railway, river,
canal or similar feature it should be deemed to follow the centre
line of the feature unless otherwise stated.

QUEEN'S PARK WARD
Commencing at a point where Knowsley Road meets the eastern boundary of
Eccleston CP, thence northeastwards.along said CP boundary to Windle Brook,
thence southeastwards along said brook to Mill Brook, thence southwestwards
along said brook to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of Millbrook
Recreation Ground, thence southeastwards to and along said boundary to the
northern end of Marsden Avenue, thence northeastwards along the end of said
avenue to its centre, thence southeastwards along said avenue to Rivington
Road, thence northeastwards along said road to Dentons Green Lane, thence
southeastwards, northeastwards and southeastwards along said lane to
Cowley Hill Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to Rutland Street,
thence northeastwards along said street to City Road, thence northwards
along said road to Oldfield Street, thence southeastwards along said
street to a point opposite the southern boundary of the Works, to the west
of No 92 Oldfield Street, thence northeastwards to and northeastwards and
southeastwards along said boundary to the access way to the southeast of
No 60 Cowley Street, thence southwestwards along said access way to Cowley
Street, thence southeastwards along said street to the access way to the
west of No 18 Cowley Street, thence northeastwards along said access way to
Hill Street, thence southeastwards along said street to a point opposite
the northwestern boundary of No 2 Hill Street, thence northeastwards to
and along said boundary and southeastwards along the northeastern boundary
of said property and No 161 College Street to College Street, thence northeastwards along said street to a point opposite the western boundary of the
Recreation Ground, thence southeastwards to and southeastwards and southwestwards along said boundary and the eastern boundary of the buildings
in the access road between Swift Street and Standish Street, to said access
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road, thence southwestwards along said access road to Standish Street,
thence southeastwards along said street to Birchley Street, thence southwestwards along said street to Corporation Street, thence northwestwards
along said street to College Street, thence southwestwards along said
street to Baldwin Street, thence southeastwards along said street to
Westfield Street, thence southwestwards along said street to Eccleston
Street, thence northwestwards along said street and westwards and northwestwards along Knowsley Road to the point of commencement.

MOSS BANK WARD
Commencing at a point where the road known as Islands Brow meets the
St Helens Canal (Disused), thence southwestwards along said canal and westwards and northwestwards along Rainford Brook to College Street, thence
southwestwards along said street to and southwestwards and northwestwards
along the northern boundary of Queen's Park Ward to City Road, thence
northwestwards and northeastwards along said road to Rainford Brook,
thence northwestwards along said brook to the footpath known as Sandy Lane,
thence northeastwards along said footpath to the road known as Sandy Lane,
thence northwestwards along said road to the Cart Track that leads to
Crank Road east of Grey House Farm, thence northwestwards along said track
to the southern boundary of Rainford CP, thence northeastwards along said
CP boundary, southeastwards along the southwestern boundary of Billinge
Chapel End CP and southwestwards and southeastwards along the southwestern
boundary of Seneley Green CP to a point being the prolongation northeastwards of the rear boundaries of Nos 70-82 Redruth Avenue, thence southwestwards along said prolongation and rear boundaries of said properties
to and continuing southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 68-3^
Redruth Avenue to and southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos
128-136 Paisley Avenue to Chain Lane, thence northwestwards along said
lane to Hinckley Road, thence southwestwards along said road to a point
being the prolongation southeastwards of the rear boundaries of Nos 181-20?
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Hinckley Road, thence northwestwards along said prolongation and said rear
boundaries to the northwestern boundary of No 181 Hinckley Road, thence
southwestwards along said boundary to the rear boundary of No 179 Hinckley
Road, thence northwestwards along said rear boundary and northwestwards,
southwestwards and northwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 177-3
Hinckley Road to the western boundary of No 3 Hinckley Road, thence southeastwards along said western boundary to the rear boundary of No 1 Hinckley
Road, thence southwestwards along said rear boundary and in prolongation
thereof to the road known as Islands Brow, thence southeastwards along
said road to the point of commencement.

BLACKBROOK WARD
Commencing at a point where the St Helens Canal (Disused) meets the southeastern boundary of Moss Bank Ward, thence northwestwards and northeastwards along said ward boundary to the southwestern boundary of Seneley
Green CP, thence southeastwards along said CP boundary and northeastwards
along the southeastern boundary of said CP to Vicarage Road, thence southeastwards along said road and Clipsley Lane to Park Street, thence southwestwards along said street to a point opposite the northeastern boundary
of No 179 Park Street, thence southeastwards to and along said boundary and
the northeastern boundary of the Allotment Gardens and southwestwards and
southeastwards along the western boundary of the Cemetery to the western
boundary of No 1 Ulverston Close, thence southeastwards along said western
boundary and the western boundary of No 6? Legh Road, crossing said road
and continuing southeastwards along the western boundary of No 90 Legh
Road to the rear boundary of No J>2 Edward Street, thence southwestwards
along said rear boundary and the rear boundaries of Nos JO-1^ Edward
Street to the western boundary of No 1*f Edward Street, thence due south
from said point to the northern boundary of No 29 Old Whint Road, thence
southwestwards along said northern boundary crossing Old Whint Road and
continuing southwestwards along the southern boundary of No 50 Old Whint
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Road, and the rear boundaries of Nos 20-48 Holly Road, Nos 48-10 William
Road and the northern boundary of No 11 Folds Road, crossing said road and
continuing southwestwards along the rear boundaries of Nos 2-58 Laurel Road
and in prolongation thereof .to the disused St Helens Canal, Blackbrook
Branch, thence southwards along said disused canal to a point due north of
where the northwestern and northern boundaries of the works, situated south
of Black Brook meet, thence due south to said point, thence southwestwards
along said northwestern boundary and southeastwards along the western
boundary of said works to Sankey Brook, thence westwards along said brook
to Rainford Brook, thence northwestwards along said brook to St Helens
Canal (disused), thence northwestwards, westwards and northwestwards along
said canal to the point of commencement.

HAYDOCK WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Blackbrook Ward meets
the southeastern boundary of Seneley Green CP, thence eastwards, northeastwards and eastwards along said CP boundary and eastwards and southwards
along the northeastern boundary of the Borough to Ellam's Brook, thence
northwestwards and westwards along said brook to the field boundary,
adjacent to the southern boundary of parcel no ?800 on OS 1:2500 plan
SJ 56-5796 Edition of 1972) thence westwards along said boundary and westwards, southeastwards and southwestwards along the field boundary adjacent
to the southeastern boundary of parcel no 4500 and continuing to the footpath leading from Vista Road to Billington Avenue, thence southeastwards
along said footpath to a point opposite the field boundary adjacent to the
northwestern boundary of parcel no 5151i thence southwestwards to and along
said boundary to Vista Road, thence southeastwards and southwestwards along
said road to a point opposite the track that leads to the area of land west
of the Scrap Metal Yard in Vista Road, thence westwards to and along said
track to the track and footpath that leads to North Street, thence southwestwards along said track and footpath to and continuing southwestwards

along North Street and the footpath that runs southeast of the Allotment
Gardens to the footpath that runs between Brunswick Road and the unnamed
road being a continuation northwestwards of Lyme Street, thence westwards
along said footpath to the unnamed road, thence northwestwards along said
road to a point opposite the footpath that runs between said unnamed road
and the road known as Grange Valley, thence northwestwards along said
footpath to a point opposite the southeastern boundary of the wooded area
known as Fox Covert, thence southeastwards to and following said boundary
to Swan Road, thence southeastwards along said road to a point opposite
the northern boundary of parcel no 7982 on OS 1:2500 plan SJ 5^-5595
Edition of 1972, thence southwestwards to and southwestwards and northwestwards along said boundary, southwestwards and southeastwards along
the northwestern boundary of said parcel, northwestwards and southwestwards along the northeastern and northwestern boundaries of parcel no 7168,
southwestwards along the northwestern boundary of parcel no 6^8

and in

prolongation thereof to the northwestern boundary of parcel no ^7^8,
thence southwestwards along said boundary and southeastwards along the
southwestern boundary of said parcel to a point where it meets the southwestern boundary of parcel no 5^3,

thence due southwest from said point

to the southeastern boundary of the Borough, thence southwestwards and
northwestwards along said boundary to the point where said boundary recrosses Sankey Brook, on the eastern boundary of parcel no 1132, thence
northwestwards along said brook to a point opposite the northeastern
corner of Southport Cottage, thence northwards in a straight line to the
point where the unnamed path adjacent to and north of St Helens Canal
(disused) meets Wagon Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to a
point opposite the southern boundary of Legh Vale County Primary School,
thence southwestwards to and along said southern boundary and the rear
boundaries of Nos 48-90 Legh Road, to the eastern boundary of Blackbrook
Ward, thence northwestwards and following said ward boundary to the point
of commencement.

NEWTON WEST WARD
Commencing at a point where the southeastern boundary of the Borough meets
the southern boundary of Haydock Ward, thence northeastwards, southeastwards and northeastwards along said southern boundary to Ashton Road, thence •
southeastwards along said road to Crow Lane East, thence southwestwards
along said lane to a point opposite the eastern boundary of the property
known as Norwood, thence southeastwards to and along said boundary to the

southern boundary of said property, thence southwestwards and northwest-
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wards along the northern boundary of/Newton-le-Willows Grammar School to
Crow Lane East, thence southwestwards along said lane to the unnamed road
leading to Newton-le-Willows County Junior School, thence southeastwards
along said road to a point opposite the western boundary of the aforementioned school, thence southeastwards to and along said western boundary
and eastwards along the southern boundary of said school to the eastern
boundary of the Allotment Gardens, thence southeastwards along said eastern
boundary to the Liverpool-Manchester railway line, thence southwestwards
along said railway and southeastwards along the Manchester-Chester Railway
line that passes through Warrington Junction to a point opposite the
northern boundary of the properties on the northern side of Catherine Way,
thence northwestwards to and along said northern boundary and the.northern
boundary of Red Brow Wood and southwestwards,' southeastwards, southwestwards and southeastwards along the western and southwestern boundaries of
said wood to the southern most point of said wood, thence due southwest
from said point to the southeastern boundary of the Borough, thence
generally northwestwards along said borough boundary to the point of
commencement.

NEWTON EAST WARD
Commencing at a point where the southeastern boundary of the Borough meets
the eastern boundary of Newton West Ward, thence northeastwards, northwestwards and northeastwards along said ward boundary and northwestwards
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along the northeastern boundary of said ward to the southern boundary of
Haydock Wurd, thence eastwards along said southern boundary to the eastern
boundary of the Borough, thence southeastwards along said borough boundary
, and southwestwards along the southeastern boundary of the Borough to the
'point of commencement.

PARR AND HARDSHAW WARD
Commencing at a point where Sutton Road meets Jackson Street, thence northwestwards along said street to Hardshaw Brook, thence northwestwards along
said brook to Warrington New Road, thence northwestwards along said road,
Church Street, Ormskirk Street and Baldwin Street to and continuing northwestwards, northeastwards, southeastwards and northeastwards along the
southeastern boundary of Queen's Park Ward to the southern boundary of
Moss Bank Ward, thence northeastwards along said boundary to the southwestern boundary of Blackbrook Ward, thence southeastwards and eastwards
along said boundary to Boardmans Lane, thence southwards along said lane
to Chancery Lane, thence northeastwards along said lane to a point opposite
the western boundary of the Dismantled Railway, thence southeastwards to
and along said boundary to the southern boundary of the Allotment Gardens,
thence northwestwards along said boundary to a point being on the northern
end of Lansbury Avenue, thence southeastwards and southwestwards along
said avenue to a point opposite the northeastern boundary of No 8 Lansbury
Avenue, thence southeastwards to and along said boundary to the rear
boundary of said property, thence southwestwards along said rear boundary
and the rear boundaries of Nos 6-2 Lansbury Avenue to Fleet Lane, thence
southeastwards along said lane to Concourse Way, thence southwards and
southeastwards along said-way to Berrys Lane, thence southwestwards along
said lane to Watery Lane, thence westwards along said lane to Sutton
Brook, thence northwards, northwestwards and westwards along said brook
to Gaskell Street, thence southwestwards along said street to Sutton Road,
thence northwestwards along said road to the point of commencement.
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BROAD OAK WARD
Commencing at a point where the eastern boundary of Parr and Hardshaw Ward
meets the southern boundary of Blackbrook Ward, thence eastwards along
said southern boundary, northeastwards along the southeastern boundary of
said ward and northeastwards, southwestwards and southeastwards along the
western boundary of Haydock Ward to the southeastern boundary of the
Borough, thence southwards along said borough boundary to Fleet Lane,
thence northwestwards, southwestwards and northwestwards along said lane
c,
and continuing northwestwards and northwards/long the eastern boundary of
Parr and Hardshaw Ward to the point of commencement.

GRANGE PARK WARD
Commencing at a point where the Liverpool-Wigan railway line crosses the
eastern boundary of Eccleston CP, thence northwestwards, southwestwards
and northeastwards along said CP boundary to the southern boundary of
Queen's Park Ward, thence southeastwards, eastwards and northeastwards
along said ward boundary to the southwestern boundary of Parr and Hardshaw Ward, thence southeastwards along said ward bpundary to the LiverpoolWigan railway line, thence southwestwards along said railway to Elm Road,
thence northwestwards along said road to Crossley Road, thence southwestwards along said road to Thatto Heath Road, thence northwestwards along
said road and Lugsmore Lane to Prescot Road, thence westwards and southwestwards along said road to Freckleton Road, thence eastwards along said
road to the road known as Broadway, thence southeastwards along said road
crossing Upland Road and continuing southeastwards along St Matthews
Grove and the footpath known as St Matthews Grove to Scholes Lane, thence
eastwards along said lane to the Liverpool-Wigan railway line, thence
southwestwards along said railway to the point of commencement.
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THATTO HEATH WARD
Commencing at a point where the Liverpool-Manchester

railway line crosses

the northern boundary of Rainhill CP, thence northwestwards along said CP
boundary and northwards along the eastern boundary of Eccleston CP to the
southeastern boundary of Grange Park Ward, thence northeastwards, northwestwards, eastwards and northeastwards along said ward boundary to
Burtonhead Road, thence southeastwards along said road to Sutton Heath
Road (northern part), thence southwestwards along said road to its
southern end, thence southwestwards in a straight line to the northern
end of Sutton Heath Road (southern part) thence southwestwards and southwards along said road to Elton Head Road, thence eastwards along said
road to Lowfield Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to Lea Green
Road, thence southeastwards along said road to the Liverpool-Manchester
railway line, thence southwestwards along said railway line to the point
of commencement.

WEST SUTTON WARD
Commencing at a point where the northern boundary of Rainhill CP meets the
southern boundary of Thatto Heath Ward, thence northeastwards along said
ward boundary and northwestwards, northwards, northeastwards and northwestwards along the eastern boundary of said ward to the southeastern
boundary of Grange Park Ward, thence northeastwards along said ward
boundary to the southwestern boundary of Parr and Hardshaw Ward, thence
southeastwards along said boundary to Sutton Road, thence westwards along
said road to Marshalls Cross Road, thence southwards, southwestwards and
southwards along said road and southeastwards along Clock Face Road to
the northwestern boundary of Bold CP, thence southwestwards along said CP
boundary and westwards and northwestwards along the northern boundary of
Rainhill CP to the point of commencement.
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MARSHALL CROSS WARD
Commencing at a point where the Liverpool-Manchester railway line crosses
the eastern boundary of West Sutton Ward, thence northwards and northeastwards along said ward boundary to the southern boundary of Parr and Hardshaw Ward, thence generally eastwards along said ward boundary to and
continuing southeastwards along Watery Lane and southwestwards along Cecil
Street to Junction Lane, thence southeastwards along said lane to the
Liverpool-Manchester railway line, thence southwestwards along said railway to the point of commencement.

WINDLE WARD

The parish of Windle and that area bounded by a line commencing at a
point where the northern boundary of Queen's Park Ward meets the eastern
boundary of Windle CP, thence northeastwards along said CP boundary and
the southeastern boundary of Rainford CP to the western boundary of Moss
Bank Ward, thence southeastwards and southwards along said ward boundary
to the northern boundary of Queen's Park Ward, thence generally southwestwards and northwestwards along said ward boundary to the point of
commencement.

SUTTON AND BOLD WARD
The parish of Bold and that area bounded by a line commencing at a point
where the northwestern

boundary of Bold CP meets the eastern boundary

of West Sutton Ward, where Clock Face Road meets Tunstall's Way, thence
northwestwards along said ward boundary to the southern boundary of
Marshalls Cross Ward, thence northeastwards and northwards along said
ward boundary and northeastwards along the southeastern boundary of Parr
and Hardshaw Ward and southeastwards along the southern boundary of Broad
Oak Ward to the southeastern boundary of the Borough, thence southwestwards along said borough boundary to the northwestern boundary of Bold CP,
thence southwestwards along said CP boundary to the point of commencement.
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BILLIN3E AND SENELEY GREEN WARD
The parishes of

Billinge Chapel End
Seneley Green

ECCLE5TON WARD
The parish of

Eccleston

RAINFORD WARD

The parish of

Rainford

RAINHILL WARD
The parish of

Rainhill

