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CORPORATE POLICY COMMITTEE - 13™ FEBRUARY 2024
CHESHIRE EAST ELECTORAL REVIEW - WARDING PROPOSALS
RECOMMENDATION

That the Corporate Policy Committee

1. approve the proposals for the future warding of Cheshire East as
recommended by the Electoral Review Sub-Committee and set out in
Appendix 1 for recommendation to full Council on 27" February 2024 as the
Council’s submission to the Boundary Commission,;

2. delegate authority to the Electoral Review Sub-Committee to make any further
required changes to the proposals, and to approve any outstanding proposals
and to deal with any matters which arise, following the Corporate Policy
Committee’s meeting and prior to the consideration of the proposals by full
Council, and also in respect of any outstanding proposals which have not
been finalised in time for consideration by Council; and

3. recommend to Council that the Electoral Review Sub-Committee be granted
delegated authority

(a) to make any further changes to the proposals arising from the Council
meeting on 27" February, or which become necessary after that meeting;
and

(b) to respond on the Council’s behalf to any further informal or formal
consultation by the Boundary Commission which relates to the second
period of consultation.

Extract from the Minutes of the Electoral Review Sub-Committee meeting on 31
January 2024

CHESHIRE EAST ELECTORAL REVIEW - WARDING PROPOSALS

The Sub-Committee considered a report on proposed future warding arrangements for
Cheshire East Council, which was in response to an electoral review of Cheshire East
by the Local Government Boundary Commission for England.

In presenting the report, Mr Reed reminded the Sub-Committee that the review was
being conducted by the Boundary Commission, and that the Council was being
consulted with a view to submitting its own proposals to the Commission. The Sub-
Committee was being asked to consider the draft Council proposals and to make
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recommendations to the Corporate Policy Committee on 13" February 2024. The final
approval of the Council’s submission would be by full Council on 27" February 2024,

The report set out the Boundary’s Commission’s timetable for conducting the electoral
review. It also set out the criteria that the Commission would apply to its consideration
of the future warding arrangements for Cheshire East: electoral equality, community
identity, and effective and convenient local government. Any proposals by the Council
would need to conform to those criteria.

The Sub-Committee had met informally on a number of occasions between late
November and mid-January to consider in detail proposals for future warding. In
addition, individual members of the Sub-Committee had consulted informally with local
ward members and within their political groups. Local ward members had attended the
meetings and had been afforded the opportunity to speak in relation to the warding
proposals for their areas.

Appendix 1 to the report included the vast majority of warding proposals upon which
informal agreement had been reached. A number of warding proposals remained
unresolved, and the options relating to those proposals were set out in Appendix 2.
Detailed maps of the proposals were set out in the appendices and large scale printed
versions were available at the meeting.

The officers advised that once the Sub-Committee had approved proposals from among
the options in Appendix 2, those proposals would be incorporated into the main set of
proposals at Appendix 1 for the Corporate Policy Committee meeting. The officers
would also take the opportunity to correct a number of typographical errors that had
become apparent in the warding proposals report.

The Sub-Committee was also recommended, for the reasons set out in the report, to
seek delegated authority from the Corporate Policy Committee, and then from Council,
for the Sub-Committee to make any further changes to the warding proposals following
the Corporate Policy Committee and Council meetings, and to respond to any further
consultation by the Boundary Commission before or during the second round of
consultation between July and October.

The Chair acknowledged the huge amount of work that had been undertaken over the

last few weeks and placed on record his thanks to the officers, and in particular to Nick
Billington. He also congratulated the Sub-Committee on having secured agreement on
the vast majority of warding proposals, with only three areas remaining to be resolved

by the day of the meeting.

The Sub-Committee proceeded to consider the proposals set out in the report, including

the options for the as yet unresolved areas set out in Appendix 2 relating to Macclesfield
and Bollington, Shavington and Rope, and Congleton.
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With regard to Knutsford, which was raised under public speaking, the Chair suggested
that Mr Godden, who was still present, might wish to work with Mr Billington to see if an
appropriate arrangement could be brought forward in time for consideration by the
Corporate Policy Committee.

With regard to the optional proposals for Macclesfield, Councillors S Bennett-Wake, L
Braithwaite, M Brooks, B Puddicombe and J Snowball spoke as visiting members in
support of Option 1 in Appendix 2. Councillor D Edwardes spoke as a visiting member
in support of Option 2. Councillors K Edwards and J Place spoke as visiting members in
support of the proposed boundary for the Bollington ward under the Macclesfield Option
1 proposal where the ward boundary with Tytherington remained south of the Silk Road.

With regard to the optional proposals for Shavington and Rope, Councillor L Buchanan
spoke as a visiting member in support of a single, two-member ward.

Councillor Clowes read out the comments of Councillor M Simon regarding the
boundary between the proposed Wistaston and Rope wards. The Chair asked Mr
Billington to take away Councillor Simon’s comments to ascertain what exactly was
being proposed and what the implications might be, and to circulate the results of his
analysis to members of the Sub-Committee and the Corporate Policy Committee before
the Committee’s meeting.

Before the Sub-Committee considered the proposals for Congleton, the Chair reported
that Councillor L Smetham had submitted comments, expressing concern about what
she referred to as the piecemeal attacks on the edges of her ward, with illogical
boundaries not aligning with parishes.

With regard to Congleton, Councillor S Holland spoke as a visiting member against the
proposal for three two-member wards. Councillor Clowes reported the comments of
Councillor L Wardlaw that she and other Congleton members supported the alternative
proposal for two three-member wards.

The Sub-Committee gave detailed consideration to the merits of the various options in
Appendix 2 and, following a number of indicative votes and proposed amendments,
arrived at a final set of recommendations to the Corporate Policy Committee.
RESOLVED
That the Sub-Committee
1. approves the following proposals on warding for recommendation to the Corporate
Policy Committee on 13™ February 2024, with a view to these being recommended

to Council on 27" February 2024:

(a) the proposals set out in Appendix 1 in full, and the proposals relating to
Gawsworth and Sutton set out in Appendix 2;

OFFICIAL



(b) the following proposals set out in Appendix 2:

Macclesfield and Bollington — Option 2 as detailed in the Appendix, subject to
the following amendments:

= The whole of the area comprising Polling District 4CBR to be included in
the Macclesfield South ward; and

= The whole of the area comprising Polling District 4AF2 to be included in
the Macclesfield West ward.

Shavington and Rope — that there be a single, two-member ward as detailed in
Appendix 2.

Congleton — that there be two three-member wards as detailed in Appendix 2.
2. agrees to seek delegated authority for the Sub-Committee:

(c) to make any further required changes to these proposals, and to approve any
outstanding proposals and to deal with any matters which arise, following the
Corporate Policy Committee’s meeting and prior to the consideration of the
proposals by full Council, and also in respect of any outstanding proposals
which have not been finalised in time for consideration by Council;

(d) to make any further changes to the proposals arising from the Council meeting
on 27™ February, or which become necessary after that meeting; and

(e) to respond on the Council’s behalf to any further informal or formal consultation
by the Boundary Commission which relates to the second period of consultation.

Note: The warding proposals agreed by the Electoral Review Sub-Committee
for recommendation to this Committee as set out in Resolutions 1 (a) and (b)
above have been incorporated into a single set of proposals in the Warding
Proposals Report and supporting maps attached at Appendix 1.
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