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1 Introduction

Cheshire East Council is keen to ensure that the Local Government Boundary
Commission’s current Electoral Review produces electoral arrangements that:

e enable the Council to deliver public services effectively and efficiently;

e allow an even division of councillors’ workloads, taking into factors such as
rurality and deprivation, as well as the numbers of electors;

o reflect the interests and identities of the Borough’s communities;

e give electors a fair (broadly equal) say in the Council’s decision-making and
resource allocation.

The Council therefore welcomes the opportunity to submit proposals for future
warding arrangements, as part of the Commission’s consultation on warding.

This report sets out in detail the Council’s warding proposals, along with the
approach taken in developing those proposals. As such, this report will form the
basis of the Council’s intended response to the warding consultation.

The rest of this report is structured as follows:
e Section 2 outlines the Council’s approach to developing its warding proposals.

e Section 3 provides a table of electoral statistics for each ward: the proposed
number of councillors or ‘seats’; elector numbers; electors per councillor ratios
(referred to subsequently as ‘electors per seat’ ratios); and the variances of these
ratios from the Borough average. As can be seen in this section, it is proposed
that there should be a mixture of single-, two- and three-Member wards, and a
total of 82 seats (no change from the current total), as recommended by the
Commission. The Council proposes a total of 48 wards, which would be four
fewer than at present.

e Section 4 provides detailed information on the geographical area that each ward
would cover, how these differ from existing ward boundaries, and the rationale for
the proposed boundaries and ward names.

e Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), which is a separate document
accompanying this main report, includes detailed maps for each of the proposed
wards and an overview map of the proposed ward boundaries for the Borough as
a whole. Apart from the overview map, the Appendix A maps are displayed in
alphabetical order (by proposed Borough ward name).
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2 Approach

Under the Council’s Constitution, Full Council is responsible for “approving the
Council's response to any issues or proposals in relation to local government
boundaries including Electoral Wards, the conduct of elections and community
governance functions”.

The Council’s Corporate Policy Committee appointed the Electoral Review Sub-
Committee to make recommendations upon all matters relating to the Boundary
Commission’s Review. These recommendations will be considered by the Corporate
Policy Committee, prior to the Committee making recommendations to Council.

Officers have provided advice to Members throughout the Review process.

In developing these warding proposals, the Sub-Committee has focused on the
criteria laid out in the Commission’s guidance?!, namely:

e Delivering electoral equality for local voters, which means ensuring that each
local councillor represents roughly the same number of people.

e Reflecting the interests and identities of local communities, which means
establishing electoral arrangements which, as far as possible, maintain local ties
and where boundaries are easily identifiable.

e Promoting effective and convenient local government, which means ensuring
that the new wards can be represented effectively by their elected
representative(s) and that the new electoral arrangements as a whole allow the
local authority to conduct its business effectively.

In assessing potential warding arrangements against the first of the Commission’s
criteria, electoral equality, the Council has taken account of:

e The electoral forecasts for 2023-30 that it (the Council) produced to inform this
Review, and which the Commission has accepted as being fit for purpose.?

e The fact that the Commission tries to ensure that, for all wards, the electors per
councillor ratio at the end of the Review’s forecast period (2030 in this case) is no
more than 10% different from the Borough average. (In the interests of concise
wording, this submission subsequently refers to the number of councillors as the
number of ‘seats’ and to the electors per councillor ratio as the ’electors per seat’
ratio.)

1 ‘How to propose a pattern of wards’, LGBCE: https://www.lgbce.org.uk/sites/default/files/2023-
03/how_to propose a pattern of wards 2018.pdf

2 The base date for the forecasts is 1 July 2023, as (at the time the forecasts were produced) this was
the date of the most recently available Electoral Register data. The Commission’s guidance on
electorate forecasts highlights a requirement for an electoral review to consider changes in the
electorate that are likely to occur within five years of the release of the review’s final
recommendations. The Commission intends to publish its final recommendations for the current
review in January 2025. Hence forecasts are required up to January 2030. The resulting forecasts are
therefore for the period from mid-2023 (1 July 2023) to the start of 2030 (January 2030).



https://www.lgbce.org.uk/sites/default/files/2023-03/how_to_propose_a_pattern_of_wards_2018.pdf
https://www.lgbce.org.uk/sites/default/files/2023-03/how_to_propose_a_pattern_of_wards_2018.pdf
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e The Commission’s recommendation, announced on 23 January 2024 at the start
of the first public consultation stage of this Review, that the future (post-Review)
number of councillors should be 82, the same as now. This is the number
proposed in the ‘council size’ submission that Cheshire East sent to the
Commission in December 2023.

In email correspondence about the range of ratios that would meet the electoral
equality criterion, the Commission has confirmed to Cheshire East that its usual cut-
off point is 10% variance from the Borough average after rounding: so a variance of
10.499%, for example, is acceptable, but 10.5% is (generally) seen as too high.

The Council’s forecast is that the number of electors will be 337,339 by 2030.
Assuming, as indicated above, a total of 82 Members, this implies an average of
4,113.89 electors per seat (337,339 divided by 82) as of 2030.

Therefore, for all proposed wards to have ratios within the +/-10% range usually

sought by the Commission, the number of electors per seat for each ward has to be:

e a minimum of 3,682 (4,113.89 x 0.895, rounded up to the nearest whole number);
and

e a maximum of 4,545 (4,113.89 x 1.105, rounded down to the nearest whole
number).

Besides the Commission’s criteria outlined above, the Council’s warding proposals
are based on the following broad principles, though with the understanding that
exceptions to this general approach are appropriate in some circumstances:

e Ward boundaries should, in general, follow parish boundaries, as the Council has
only recently undertaken a Community Governance Review of the whole Borough
(with final recommendations approved in April 2022 and implemented in April
2023). Therefore the current parish boundaries are a good reflection of local
communities’ interests and identities. In other words:

o Warding in areas with smaller, more rural parishes, should in general use
individual parishes as building blocks.

o Warding in larger towns should, in general, aim to create wards that are
subdivisions of the town council area, rather than wards that consist of part
of the town council area and part of another (adjacent) town or parish
council. However, the level and nature of neighbouring areas’ ties to town
council areas should also be considered, as well as the fact that Cheshire
East Council and its Borough ward councillors have different functions and
responsibilities to town and parish councils and their councillors. In
addition, it may not always be possible to meet the Commission’s electoral
equality criterion by ‘constraining’ Borough ward boundaries to town
council boundaries. These factors may mean in some instances that
making Borough ward boundaries coterminous with town council
boundaries is not necessarily the best warding arrangement.
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In those cases where parish boundaries are unsuitable building blocks for wards,
parish wards or else polling districts are likely to be the most suitable alternative
building blocks to use.

Whilst existing electoral geographies should be used as building blocks where
practical, splitting individual existing polling districts may be necessary in some
cases, in order to best meet all the Commission’s warding criteria.

A mixture of single-, two- and three-Members (as Cheshire East currently has)
works well and better meets the Commission’s criteria than would a more rigid
arrangement under which all wards had the same number of Members. In the
more rural parts of the Borough, where settlements are often very small and
dispersed and where travel can be challenging because of factors such as more
limited road networks and settlements at higher elevations, single-Member wards
are the only practical option: two-Member wards in these locations would cover
too large a geographical area to enable effective and convenient local
government and manageable workloads for Members. Even in more densely
populated parts of the Borough, single- or two-Member wards often better reflect
community identity and allow Members to focus more on specific local issues.

In developing its warding proposals, the Council has drawn on a wide range of
evidence, including the following:

The Council’s electorate forecasts for 2023-30, as noted above. These forecasts
were produced for various electoral tiers: polling districts, parish wards, parishes,
town/ parish councils, current Borough wards and the local authority as a whole.3

The Council’s corporate mapping software system (QGIS).

A wide array of map data, including Ordnance Survey data, existing (and possible
future) ward boundaries and boundaries for other electoral tiers.

Data on the locations and extents (boundaries) of sites where housing
development has occurred in recent years (2010 onwards), or where housing
development is currently ongoing or expected to begin before 2030 — and on the
(net) number of homes being developed on each of these sites. This housing
completions data formed a key input into the electorate forecasts.

Data relating to different settlements’ and communities’ services and amenities
(for example, the locations of schools, GP practices, convenience stores and
community centres/ village halls). Much of this comes from a recent review
undertaken by the Council of Cheshire East’s settlement hierarchy.

3 In cases where a proposed ward included a subdivision (rather than the whole) of a particular polling
district, additional calculations were necessary, given that the electorate forecasts were not produced
below polling district level. In such cases, the number of electors in that subdivision of the polling
district was estimated by counting the number of existing residential properties in that subdivision
(using Ordnance Survey data), then adding on expected net housing completions in that subdivision
up to 2030, and then multiplying the resulting 2030 housing stock estimate by a modelled estimate of
the average number of electors per residential property (as of 2030) for the (current) local Borough
ward.
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e The Community Governance Review (CGR) Final Recommendations
Assessment Report (2022)#, which has detailed evidence — submitted as part of
the autumn 2021 consultation on the CGR Draft Recommendations - on
community ties within the Borough.

¢ Relevant evidence gathered (during summer and autumn 2023) from town/ parish
council websites. These websites often include information on services and
amenities available within the town or parish council area and sometimes on
community ties (or other links) to neighbouring town and parish councils.

e Recent (2023) information, taken from the Borough Council and operators’
websites, on current bus and train service routes.

e Members’ and officers’ local knowledge.

4 Cheshire East Council Community Governance Review Final Recommendations Assessment
Report, March 2022:
https://moderngov.cheshireeast.gov.uk/ecminutes/documents/s94017/Appendix%203%20-
%20CEC%20CGR%20Final%20Recommendations%20Assessment%20Report%20-%20FINAL.pdf



https://moderngov.cheshireeast.gov.uk/ecminutes/documents/s94017/Appendix%203%20-%20CEC%20CGR%20Final%20Recommendations%20Assessment%20Report%20-%20FINAL.pdf
https://moderngov.cheshireeast.gov.uk/ecminutes/documents/s94017/Appendix%203%20-%20CEC%20CGR%20Final%20Recommendations%20Assessment%20Report%20-%20FINAL.pdf
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3 Summary of the proposals
Table 3.1 below lists the elector numbers, ratios (electors per seat) and variances (percentage variation of the ward’s ratio from

the Borough average) for each of the proposed wards, for both 2023 and 2030. As can be seen, the proposed warding ensures
that all but one of these wards will (by 2030) have variances that are no more than 10% from the Borough average.

Table 3.1: electoral statistics for the proposed wards

Ratio's % Rati_o's %
. Electors per | Electors per | variance (from vanance
Council | Electors, Jul Electors, ; . (from
Ward name seats 2023 Jan 2030 seat ratio, seat ratio, Borough Borough
Jul 2023 Jan 2030 average), Jul
2023 average), Jan
2030

Alderley Edge 1 4,055 4,091 4,055 4,091 +6% -1%
Alsager 3 11,567 12,503 3,856 4,168 0% +1%
Audlem 1 4,306 4,428 4,306 4,428 +12% +8%
Bollington & Rainow 2 7,437 7,585 3,719 3,793 -3% -8%
Brereton 1 3,361 4,121 3,361 4,121 -12% 0%
Bunbury 1 3,840 4,021 3,840 4,021 0% -2%
Chelford 1 3,827 3,977 3,827 3,977 0% -3%
Congleton East 3 11,910 12,171 3,970 4,057 +3% -1%
Congleton West 3 11,631 12,386 3,877 4,129 +1% 0%
Crewe East 2 8,845 8,824 4,423 4,412 +15% +7%
Crewe Maw Green 1 2,802 3,855 2,802 3,855 -27% -6%
Crewe North 2 8,457 8,564 4,229 4,282 +10% +4%
Crewe South 2 7,284 7,653 3,642 3,827 -5% -7%
Crewe St Barnabas 1 3,546 4,038 3,546 4,038 -8% -2%
Crewe West 2 8,000 8,061 4,000 4,031 +4% -2%
Dane Valley 2 8,714 8,905 4,357 4,453 +14% +8%
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Ratio's % Rati'o's %
. Electors per | Electors per | variance (from variance
Ward name Council | Electors, Jul Electors, seat ratio, seat ratio, Borough (from

seats 2023 Jan 2030 Jul 2023 Jan 2030 average), Jul Borough

2023 average), Jan
2030

Disley 1 4,245 4,253 4,245 4,253 +11% +3%
Gawsworth 1 3,197 4,324 3,197 4,324 -17% +5%
Handforth 2 5,881 7,241 2,941 3,621 -23% -12%
Haslington 1 4,258 4,387 4,258 4,387 +11% +7%
High Legh 1 3,647 3,704 3,647 3,704 -5% -10%
Knutsford 3 10,413 11,639 3,471 3,880 -10% -6%
Leighton 2 5,463 7,707 2,732 3,854 -29% -6%
Macclesfield Central 2 7,380 7,640 3,690 3,820 -4% -7%
Macclesfield East 1 3,620 4,106 3,620 4,106 -6% 0%
Macclesfield Hurdsfield 1 4,042 4,024 4,042 4,024 +5% -2%
Macclesfield South 2 6,686 8,055 3,343 4,028 -13% -2%
Macclesfield Tytherington 2 7,672 8,093 3,836 4,047 0% -2%
Macclesfield West 3 12,909 13,488 4,303 4,496 +12% +9%
Middlewich 3 11,301 12,626 3,767 4,209 -2% +2%
Mobberley 1 3,948 3,980 3,948 3,980 +3% -3%
Nantwich North & West 2 7,723 8,400 3,862 4,200 +1% +2%
Nantwich South & Stapeley 2 8,549 8,833 4,275 4,417 +11% +7%
Odd Rode 2 8,137 8,237 4,069 4,119 +6% 0%
Poynton 3 11,765 12,097 3,922 4,032 +2% -2%
Prestbury 1 4,206 4,239 4,206 4,239 +10% +3%
Sandbach East & Central 2 8,300 8,660 4,150 4,330 +8% +5%
Sandbach Eiworth & Ettley 2 7,695 7,966 3,848 3,083 0% 3%
Shavington 2 8,549 8,784 4,275 4,392 +11% +7%
Sutton 1 3,059 3,982 3,059 3,982 -20% -3%
Weston 1 2,117 4,286 2,117 4,286 -45% +4%
Wheelock & Winterley 1 3,756 3,852 3,756 3,852 -2% -6%
Wilmslow East & Dean Row 2 8,255 8,484 4,128 4,242 +8% +3%
Wilmslow Lacey Green 1 3,684 3,758 3,684 3,758 -4% -9%
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Ratio's % Ratio's %
. Electors per | Electors per | variance (from variance
Ward name Council | Electors, Jul Electors, seat ratio seat ratio Borough (from
seats 2023 Jan 2030 Jul 2023 Jan 2030 average), Jul Borough
2023 average), Jan
2030
Wilmslow West 2 8,362 8,450 4,181 4,225 +9% +3%
Wistaston 2 8,520 8,553 4,260 4,277 +11% +4%
Wrenbury 1 3,865 4,026 3,865 4,026 +1% -2%
Wybunbury 1 3,895 4,282 3,895 4,282 +1% +4%
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4 Details of the proposals for individual wards

4.1 Alderley Edge

Proposed ward name

Alderley Edge

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
4,091 4,091 -1%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of the parish of Chorley (polling district 3DD1)

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Alderley Edge and Chorley

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3DD1, 3DF1, 3DG1, 3DH1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

This proposal improves the electoral equality of the ward by adding the parish of Chorley
(forecast to have 380 electors by 2030), giving the ward an electors per seat ratio very close to
the Borough average (without Chorley, the ratio’s variance would be 10% below average).

The proposal would also reflect interests and identities of local communities, as Chorley does not
identify with or have significant ties to Wilmslow (with part of which it is currently warded). As
detailed in the Council’s Community Governance Review (CGR) Final Recommendations
Assessment Report (2022), the CGR consultation stage generated substantial evidence to
demonstrate the limited nature of Chorley’s ties to Wilmslow.

Chorley is geographically very close to Alderley Edge (the two were previously warded together)
and is well connected to it by road, making its larger neighbour an important centre for many key
services and amenities (Alderley Edge has a supermarket, GP practice, pharmacy, library and a
large number of retail outlets).
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The proposal also promotes effective and convenient government by enabling the elected
Member to work with two geographically close and linked communities, rather than a more
dispersed and less cohesive group of settlements.

Adding any of the other adjacent rural parishes to the ward (instead of Chorley) would not meet
the Commission’s warding criteria as well as the proposed arrangement. In particular, Alderley
Edge shares only a very narrow border with the parish of Mottram St Andrew (525 electors by
2030) and the settlements in the parishes of Over Alderley (406 electors) and Nether Alderley
(818) are dispersed and very different in character to Alderley Edge. Adding any of these
parishes to the ward would greatly enlarge its geographical extent and disproportionately
increase the time required to travel between the ward’s communities. It should also be noted that
Alderley Edge is a relatively self-contained community and it has a distinct character that
separates it from most of the neighbouring areas.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as
Alderley Edge is the main settlement within the area.

10
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4.2 Alsager
Proposed ward name Alsager
Proposed number of seats 3
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
12,503 4,168 +1%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of polling districts 2GDT (from the current Haslington Borough ward) and LAWT (from
the current Odd Rode Borough ward)

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Alsager Town Council

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 2GDT, ALEA, ALEB, ALEC, ALED, ALEE, ALEF, ALEG, LAWT

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

This proposal would align the Alsager Borough ward boundary with the post-Community
Governance Review (CGR) boundaries between Alsager Town Council and Haslington Parish
Council, and bring the new housing development on the western edge of Alsager within the
Borough ward that contains the town. Similarly, it would align the Alsager Borough ward
boundary with the post-CGR boundaries between the Town Council and Church Lawton Parish
Council, and bring the whole of the housing development on Local Plan site LPS 21 (the estate
including Richard Woodcock Way and roads accessed from it) within Alsager Borough ward.

These boundary changes would better reflect local communities’ interests and identities, as these
new housing developments are intended to support Alsager’s outward expansion. The new
western boundary, following the M6, would offer a clearer boundary line than the existing one.
The proposal also promotes effective and convenient government by enabling the elected
Members to work with a single parish council and one community. In addition, the proposed ward
would have good electoral equality, with an electors per seat ratio very close to the Borough
average.

It is essential that the Alsager Borough ward boundary does not extend into the triangular area
between LPS 21 and the B5077/ A5011 crossroads, as this includes part of the Church Lawton

11
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Barrows: an ancient burial of archaeological importance and which is a key part of Church
Lawton’s heritage and identity. This triangular area of land falls within Church Lawton Parish

Council.

Rationale for the proposed The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as the
name ward would consist solely of the Alsager Town Council area.

12
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4.3 Audlem
Proposed ward name Audlem
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,428 4,428 +8%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

No changes proposed

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Borough ward area

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1FH1, 1FH6, 1GK1, 3EA1, 3EL1, 3EU6, 3EV6, 3EW6, 3FH3, 3FH4, 3FH7

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Although the proposed (and current) Borough ward is forecast to have an above-average electors
per seat ratio (8% above the Borough average by 2030), this ratio is within the range usually
sought by the Commission and is expected to decline between 2023 and 2030. This ratio could in
theory be brought closer to the Borough average by transferring part of the current Borough ward
to another ward. However, keeping the existing combination of parishes in this Borough ward
would best reflect the interests and identities of the local communities and is therefore proposed.
In particular:

+ The village of Audlem is relatively well endowed with services and amenities. Unlike the other
parishes in the Borough ward, it has a supermarket, convenience store, GP surgery, nursery/
creche and pharmacy and is the nearest location for these services for Hankelow, Buerton
and parts of Dodcott cum Wilkesley and Sound & District.

* Buerton, Hankelow and the main settlements in the parish of Dodcott cum Wilkesley are in the
catchment for Audlem St James’ Church of England Primary School.

* The catchment area for Sound & District Primary School includes the five Sound & District
Parish Council parishes that are already in Audlem Borough ward (Austerson, Baddington,

13
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Broomhall, Coole Pilate and Sound) and the main settlements in the parish of Newhall
(Newhall and Aston).

* Sound, Buerton, Audlem and Hankelow are on the same bus route.

Besides its above-average electors per seat ratio, there are other good reasons for not expanding

the Audlem Borough ward area to include other parishes, as these other parishes’ community ties

lie mainly elsewhere:

* Though also in Sound & District, Baddiley is on the opposite side of the railway line and its
properties are outside the catchment area for Sound & District Primary School.

* The village of Wrenbury has a number of key services and amenities, so is not dependent on
Audlem.

* The settlements of Bridgemere and Hunsterson (in Doddington & District parish) are in the
Bridgemere Church of England Primary School catchment.

* Hatherton and Walgherton are geographically closer to Stapeley and Wybunbury (than to
Audlem) and are in the catchment areas for Wybunbury/ Stapeley primary schools. For
Hatherton and Walgherton, the nearest convenience store is in Wybunbury.

* The settlements in Marbury & District are geographically much closer to Wrenbury and its
services (and in its primary school catchment).

The proposed ward would also promote effective and convenient government by enabling the
elected Member to serve an entirely rural area that (apart from excluding Baddiley parish, for the
reasons explained earlier) consists of whole parish councils and settlements that have community
links with each other.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as the
village of Audlem is the main settlement in the proposed ward and the one where key services
and amenities are concentrated, making it a focal point for the ward.

14




Cheshire East Electoral Review 2023-24: Warding Proposal Report (V4, 18 Feb 2024)

4.4 Bollington & Rainow

Proposed ward name

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

Bollington & Rainow
2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
7,585 3,793 -8%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of:

e The parish of Higher Hurdsfield (polling district 4FC1) to the proposed Macclesfield Hurdsfield
Borough ward.

e Part of 4EE1 (a polling district within Bollington Town Council’s West ward) to the proposed
Macclesfield Tytherington Borough ward (see below for further details).

Addition of:
e The parish of Pott Shrigley (4FEZ2), from Poynton East & Pott Shrigley Borough ward.
e The parish of Sutton (4FF1), from Sutton Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Pott Shrigley and Rainow and all of the Bollington Town Council area except for
the part south of the Silk Road.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4EAL, 4EB1, 4EC1, 4ED1, 4EDT, 4EE1 (part only), 4FE2, 4FF1.

The part of 4EE1 to be included in the proposed Bollington & Rainow Borough ward would be the
part north of the Silk Road (A523).

The part of 4EE1 south of the Silk Road (including the properties on Dumbah Lane, Tytherington
Lane, Ball Lane, Springwood Way, Webbs Close, Woodward Close, Goodwin Close, Livesley
Road, Patterson Close, Monk Close, Hetherington Square, Edgell Close and Wesley Close)
would be part of the proposed Macclesfield Tytherington Borough ward.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of 4EE1 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
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this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Macclesfield Tytherington: close-up of Springwood
Way area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current Poynton East & Pott Shrigley Borough ward has too few electors to meet the
Commission’s electoral equality criterion. As of 2023, its electors per seat ratio was 19% below
the Borough average and is forecast to be 23% below that average by 2030.

In addition, Pott Shrigley, along with the other rural parish in the current Poynton East & Pott
Shrigley Borough ward (Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley), covers a wide geographical area. Travel
times will account for a significant proportion of Members’ working hours and accessibility to parts
of the Peak Park area (which spans much of Pott Shrigley and Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley) is
more difficult in winter weather. The Park’s different planning policy regime can potentially also
add to the complexity of the workload for Members serving this area.

For these reasons (and others), as noted in the subsection on Poynton, it is proposed that there
should be a single ‘Poynton’ Borough ward, with three Members, covering only the area within
the Town Council boundary.

Consequently, Pott Shrigley has to be included in another ward. The parish’s main settlement,
the village of Pott Shrigley itself, is geographically close to Bollington and well connected to the
town by road. Bollington and Pott Shrigley are also on the same bus route. For Pott Shrigley
residents, Bollington is therefore the most convenient location for key services such as food
shopping, a library, GP surgery and pharmacy. Given their ties and proximity, it is therefore
proposed that Bollington and Pott Shrigley be warded together.

As noted in the subsection of this report that covers Sutton:

e The current Sutton Borough ward’s electors per seat ratio is forecast to increase to 11%
above the Borough average by 2030.

e Given the rural nature of that ward, with many of its communities living in remote, dispersed
locations, often at high elevations, the workload for the Sutton Member would be relatively
high, even if the ratio were close to the Borough average.
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e Changes to the Sutton ward boundary are therefore required, to reduce it to a more
manageable size that meets the Commission’s criteria. As the subsection on Sutton explains
in detail, removing the parish of Rainow from Sutton Borough ward is considered to be the
only practical solution to this.

Therefore Rainow also has to be included in another ward — and warding it with Bollington (and
Pott Shrigley) is what the Borough Council proposes. There are a number of reasons for warding
Bollington and Rainow together. Although they have a number of differences, there are common
issues affecting Bollington and Rainow, such as balancing housing development pressures
against the need to protect the natural environment. One residential street, Ingersley Vale, has a
number of properties on both sides of the parish boundary. For Rainow residents, Bollington is
the nearest location (other than central Macclesfield) with key services such as a leisure centre,
library, post office, food stores (Bollington’s retail provision includes a supermarket), a GP
surgery and pharmacy. Therefore it is considered that having both parishes represented by the
same Member would reflect their local communities’ interests and ties.

Warding Bollington with Rainow and Pott Shrigley would also address the fact that the current
Bollington Borough ward has too few electors to meet the Commission’s electoral equality
criterion. The current Borough ward’s electors per seat ratio is forecast to decline to 15% below
the Borough average by 2030, whereas the proposed Bollington & Rainow Borough ward would
have a ratio (as of 2030) that was much closer to (8% below) the Borough average. Although this
ratio would still be relatively low compared to most of the other proposed wards, Rainow and Pott
Shrigley cover a large, very rural area, much of it in the Peak Park and with some isolated
communities on high ground. Hence these factors will add significantly to the elected Members’
workloads and so a below-average ratio is justified.

The parish of Higher Hurdsfield is currently warded with Bollington and the two communities have
some ties and a good working relationship. However, Higher Hurdsfield’'s population is largely
concentrated in the Roewood Lane estate, which is adjacent to the current Macclesfield
Hurdsfield Borough ward and that ward’s residential areas. Higher Hurdsfield is on the opposite
side of the canal to Macclesfield Hurdsfield, but there is a road link over the canal in this location.
Hence residents on both sides of the parish boundary are within a very short walking distance of
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each other and people in Higher Hurdsfield can easily access services in the Hursfield and more
central parts of Macclesfield. Even now, Higher Hurdsfield residents frequently approach the
Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough ward Member about local issues. In addition, the current
Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough ward has too few electors, with its electors per seat ratio
forecast to be 17% below the Borough average by 2030. It is therefore proposed that Higher
Hurdsfield should in future be warded with Macclesfield Hurdsfield, not Bollington. This would
give the expanded Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough ward an electors per seat ratio very close to
(2% below) the Borough average, as well as ensuring that Higher Hurdsfield’s interests and
identity are still reflected. This change would also help to promote effective and convenient local
government, given the relative proximity of (and the road link between) Higher Hurdsfield and
Macclesfield Hurdsfield.

The current Borough ward boundary between Bollington and Macclesfield Tytherington is the
same as the current boundary between Bollington and Macclesfield town councils. This boundary
divides the Springwood Way estate, with residents on some of the estate’s streets being in a
different Borough ward to those on adjacent streets and properties on some roads (such as
Hetherington Square) being divided between the two wards. However, the responses to the
Community Governance Review’s (CGR) draft recommendations consultation stage revealed
evidence of ties between Springwood Way estate residents and the part of Bollington north of the
Silk Road. Therefore the CGR final recommendations left the town council boundary unchanged,
rather than aligning it with the Silk Road.

Nevertheless, a Borough ward boundary that divides the estate and individual streets (and in
some cases runs through individual properties) does not reflect the local community’s identity and
interests, nor does it promote effective and convenient local government. Springwood Way
residents are part of the same community and it is more practical for them all to be included in the
same Borough ward, so that residents are clear about whom to approach about local matters and
So issues related to the estate do not require liaison between Members from different wards. The
Silk Road represents a natural boundary and there is also a sizeable green gap between that
road and the town of Bollington itself. In contrast, the residential streets south of Tytherington
Business Park (such as Cotton Crescent and Tytherington Drive) are relatively close to the
Springwood Way estate, with footpaths connecting the southern end of the estate to Tewkesbury
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Drive and Tytherington Drive. Many of the estate’s properties (those within the current
Macclesfield Tytherington Borough ward boundary) are in the catchment for the Marlborough
Primary School on Tytherington Drive. The B5090 and A538 also provide easy access from the
estate to the areas of Tytherington further south.

Given the advantages of placing the entire Springwood Way estate in a single ward, the estate’s
ties to the parts of Tytherington further south, and the merits of the Silk Road as a natural
boundary, it is therefore proposed that the whole estate be warded with Macclesfield
Tytherington.

Rationale for the proposed
name

Bollington is the largest settlement in the proposed ward and is its main centre for key services
and amenities. However, the proposed ward would cover a large rural area with its own identity,
with the parish of Rainow containing most of this rural area’s land and population, as well as its
largest village, Rainow itself. It is appropriate that the ward’s name reflects both its urban and
rural communities and the key settlements within each. The name would also provide clarity for
local residents on the geographical extent of the ward.
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4.5 Brereton
Proposed ward name Brereton
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,121 4,121 0%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(Brereton Rural) (pre-
Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of the following (from the current ‘Brereton Rural’ Borough ward):

e polling district BRET to the proposed Middlewich Borough ward.

e BRET?2 to the proposed Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley Heath Borough ward.

¢ the Bluebell Green estate area (part of BRE1) to the proposed Dane Valley Borough ward.

¢ all of Somerford Booths parish ward (AST5) and all of the parish of Swettenham (DAN4) of to
the proposed Gawsworth Borough ward.

e the part of Hulme Walfield parish ward (AST4) that lies south of Congleton Link Road and
east of Giantswod Lane, to the proposed Congleton West Borough ward.

e the rest of Hulme Walfield parish ward (AST4) to the proposed Gawsworth Borough ward.

e the parishes of Betchton (LAW3), Hassall (LAW4) and Smallwood (AST6) to the proposed

Odd Rode Borough ward.

Addition of COWT from the current Congleton West Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Most of the parish of Brereton (all except the Bluebell Green estate area) and the parishes of
Arclid, Bradwall, Moston, Somerford and Warmingham.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3FK6, AST3, BRE1 (part only), BRE2, BRE3, BRE4, COWT.

The part of BRE1 to be included would be all of this polling district, except for: the Bluebell Green
housing estate (Bluebell Road and the roads accessed from it); Field View Close; Paddock
Close; numbers 130 & 132 on the west (even) side of London Road; the properties on the

Dunkirk Farm site.
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A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of BRE1 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Dane Valley: close-up of boundary in Bluebell Green
area’.

Rationale for the proposed Due to major housing development, the population of the current Brereton Rural Borough ward
boundary and for any has grown rapidly and the area is forecast to see a further large increase in population up to
changes to current warding | 2030. As a result, its electors per seat ratio was 63% above the Borough average by 2023 and
forecast to be 127% above average by 2030. The proposed new warding would address this
major imbalance in electoral equality and involve a new ‘Brereton’ ward with an electors per seat
ratio very close to the Borough average.

There are good reasons for warding these parishes together, as Somerford and Arclid have links
and common interests with Brereton (and shared challenges). Bradwall is also rural and
geographically close (with direct road links) to Brereton. Moston and Warmingham are, like
Bradwall, rural areas with small populations and are more connected to the rural parishes to their
east than to those further west. In particular:

e The settlements of Brereton Heath and Somerford are adjacent. Whilst most of their
residential properties are in the parish of Brereton, those on the east side of Holmes Chapel
Road (the A54) are in the parish of Somerford, as is Somerford Park Farm (which adjoins the
village of Brereton Heath).

e Arclid is in the catchment for Brereton Church of England Primary School and is a relatively
short distance by road (the A50) to the village of Brereton Green (in Brereton parish).

e Although the parish of Arclid extends some way to the south of the rest of the proposed ward,
the village and most residential properties are at the northern edge of the parish.

e Arclid is the only settlement in the area with a convenience store, which is a conveniently
close location for residents in the adjacent (Brereton Green) part of Brereton.

e Brereton Green is the nearest village with any amenities to the village of Bradwall.
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e The consultation on the Community Governance Review (CGR) draft recommendations
generated extensive evidence that the residents of the new housing developments in the
southeast of Somerford parish have a strong rural/ semi-rural identity and do not see
themselves as part of Congleton. (This includes residents of the COWT polling district that
was part of Congleton up until the implementation of the CGR final recommendations.) There
are also good road links from this part of Somerford parish to Brereton’s main settlements and
to Arclid.

e Warmingham is relatively well endowed with amenities for its small size (having a school, pub,
village hall and church) and there is no direct road access between it and the parish of
Minshull Vernon to its west. Including it in the same ward as Moston (which has no amenities
and so is dependent on Warmingham or nearby towns) is therefore more appropriate.

The parishes of Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths and Swettenham, though part of the current
Brereton Rural Borough ward, are on the opposite side of the River Dane to the rest of that ward.
There is only one road crossing along this long stretch of the river, meaning that there are no
community ties or other significant links between Somerford and its eastern neighbours. In
addition, the new housing development in the southeastern part of Hulme Walfield & Somerford
Booths is intended to meet Congleton’s housing need and is adjacent to the Town Council’s
residential areas and their key services and amenities. Hence the proposal that this southeastern
part of Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths be warded with Congleton West, but that the rest of
Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths, along with the parish of Swettenham, be warded with
Gawsworth. (The subsections on Congleton West and Gawsworth provide further details on the
rationale for this.)

Similarly, the parishes of Betchton, Hassall and Smallwood have links to parts of the current Odd
Rode Borough ward, rather than to Brereton or Somerford (see the proposals for the new Odd
Rode Borough ward for further details).

Although the CGR draft recommendations consultation revealed substantial evidence of Bluebell
Green having ties to the rest of Brereton, it lies immediately outside the village of Holmes Chapel
and is dependent on Holmes Chapel for the many key services unavailable in Brereton.
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Similarly, BRET and BRET2 were developed to meet the housing needs of Middlewich and
Sandbach and lie on the outskirts of those towns. The CGR resulted in the Middlewich and
Sandbach Town Council boundaries being extended to include these new housing areas.
Including these areas in, respectively, the proposed Middlewich and Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley
Heath Borough wards would therefore align Borough ward and Town Council boundaries and
best reflect local community identity and interests.

The proposal also promotes effective and convenient government by enabling the elected
Member to work with a group of largely rural communities with similar characters and identities,
but covering a somewhat smaller geographical area than the current Brereton Rural ward.

Rationale for the proposed
name

Brereton is one of the two larger parishes (in population terms) in the proposed Borough ward
and ‘Brereton’ features in the names of some of its main settlements (Brereton Green and
Brereton Heath). Use of ‘Brereton’ in the ward name for this area is also well-established.

Although Somerford parish also has a sizeable population, the vast majority of its residents live in
the southeastern part of the parish, rather than in the settlement of Somerford itself.
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4.6 Bunbury
Proposed ward name Bunbury
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,021 4,021 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of:

e polling district 3FBT, which is the Kinsgley Fields housing development, to the proposed
Nantwich North & West Borough ward.

e Burland & Acton Parish Council’s Acton & Henhull parish ward (polling districts 3FA5 and
3FAT7), to the proposed Wrenbury Borough ward.

e The parish of Minshull Vernon (3FJ7) to the proposed Leighton Borough ward.

Addition of the parishes of Haughton (3EP6) and Spurstow (3EP7) from the current Wrenbury
Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The following parishes: Alpraham & Calveley; Aston juxta Mondrum; Bunbury; Cholmondeston;
Church Minshull; Haughton; Poole; Spurstow; Stoke & Hurleston; Wardle; Wettenhall; Worleston.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3EB1, 3ED1, 3EF1, 3EH6, 3EJ6, 3EJ7, 3ENG6, 3EN7, 3EP6, 3EP7, 3ES1, 3FB7,
3FB8, 3FB9

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Major housing development in part of the current Borough ward (the Kingsley Fields development
just outside the current Nantwich North & West Borough ward) has resulted in substantial
population growth in Bunbury Borough ward, with this forecast to continue. For the current ward
area, the electors per seat ratio was 30% above the Borough average as of 2023 and predicted
to be 41% above average by 2030. The proposed new warding would however bring this ratio
close to the Borough average and also meet the Commission’s other warding criteria.

The proposal would reflect local communities’ identities and interests by:
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Aligning the Borough ward boundary between Bunbury and the Nantwich Borough wards with
the post-Community Governance Review (CGR) boundaries between Nantwich Town
Council, Burland & Acton Parish Council and Worleston & District Parish Council, and bring
the Kingsley Fields housing development (on Local Plan site LPS 46) within the Borough ward
that contains the adjacent part of the town of Nantwich.

Reflecting Haughton’s and Spurstow’s ties to Bunbury. The two settlements are
geographically close to Bunbury, with a direct road link. A small part of Bunbury village is
actually on the Spurstow side of the parish boundary. Both Haughton and Spurstow are in the
catchment for Bunbury Aldersey Church of England Primary School. Bunbury is also the
nearest settlement to Haughton and Spurstow for key services and amenities such as a GP
surgery, convenience store and community centre.

There are also good reasons — again related to community identity and interests - for keeping
Alpraham & Calveley, Cholmondeston & Wettenhall, Stoke & Hurleston and Wardle in the same
Borough ward (as they are currently):

Alpraham and Calveley are affected by issues relating to traffic going on the A51 to and from
Wardle Industrial Estate.

The A51 runs through Alpraham, Calveley, Wardle and the settlement of Barbirdge (which is
in the parish of Stoke), so they are well connected by road.

Wardle and Barbridge are within walking distance of each other.

Cholmondeston and Wettenhall are in the catchment for Calveley Primary Academy.
Consultation responses to the CGR highlighted the links (related to the importance locally of
agriculture and the canal) between Wardle, Stoke and Cholmondeston.

Similarly, there is logic in keeping Worleston & District’s parishes (Aston juxta Mondrum, Poole
and Worleston) and Church Minshull in the same Borough ward. Church Minshull is in the
catchment for St Oswald’s (Worleston) Church of England Primary School and Worleston is
relatively well endowed with other amenities, including a store, village hall and Post Office,
making it a convenient destination for Church Minshull residents requiring some of these
services.
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However, Minshull Vernon is relatively distant from most of the other parishes in the current (and
proposed) Bunbury ward and has significant ties to Leighton and Woolstanwood, with all three
parishes forming parts of the same parish council. Hence the proposal (detailed later) that
Minshull Vernon be warded with these parishes instead.

The parish of Burland & Acton is currently divided between Bunbury and Wrenbury Borough
wards, despite the evidence of ties between its two main settlements: Burland (currently in
Wrenbury) and Acton (currently in Bunbury). At the time of the CGR draft recommendations
consultation, the then Burland Parish Council noted that many Burland residents identified
strongly with Acton. The proposed new warding would better reflect community identity by placing
the whole parish within Wrenbury Borough ward.

The proposal also promotes effective and convenient government by enabling the elected
Member to work with an entirely rural area that involves groups of parishes with shared issues
and ties.

Rationale for the proposed
name

Bunbury is the largest settlement in the proposed ward and — because of its size and large
number of services and amenities - a key focal point for many of the other parishes in the
proposed ward. The use of Bunbury as the local ward name is also well established.
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4.7 Chelford

Proposed ward name Chelford
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
3,977 3,977 -3%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer of the parish of Ollerton with Marthall to the proposed Mobberley Borough ward.

Addition of the parish of Over Alderley, from the current Prestbury Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The following parishes and parish ward:

e The parishes of Chelford, Nether Alderley Over Alderley, Peover Superior & Snelson and

Plumley with Toft & Bexton.

e Peover Inferior parish ward, which is the part of Lower Peover Parish Council that falls within
Cheshire East. (The other parish ward, Nether Peover, is in Cheshire West & Chester and

therefore outside the scope of this Review.)

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3CD1, 3CN1, 3CR1, 3CS1, 3DA1, 3DA2, 3DB1, 3DC1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Plumley with Toft and Bexton, Peover Inferior and Peover Superior & Snelson have very strong
ties to each other and to Chelford, involving shared services, common school catchments and
other longstanding links, so it is important they remain warded together.

Nether Alderley and Over Alderley have a number of shared interests. In particular, Alderley
Park, one of the main development sites in Cheshire East, is split between the two parishes.
Hence, under current ward boundaries, issues relating to the site require the involvement of both
the Chelford and Prestbury councillors. The proposed warding would allow these issues to be
addressed more efficiently, by bringing the whole site within Chelford Borough ward.

Whilst Ollerton with Marthall is currently part of Chelford Borough ward, it has no significant ties
to Chelford or any shared services. The issues Ollerton with Marthall faces are more similar to
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those for Great Warford, which is in Mobberley Borough ward and would remain so under the
Council’s warding proposals.

The proposals would therefore better reflect the identities of the affected communities. They
would also enable more effective and convenient local government, for example regarding
Alderley Park issues - and the net impact of the changes would mean the electors per seat ratio
remains close to the Borough average.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as
Chelford is the main settlement within the proposed Borough ward and an important local centre
for key services and amenities.
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4.8 Congleton East

Proposed ward name

Congleton East

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Proposed number of seats 3

Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average

12,171 4,057 -1%
Summary of any changes Addition of:

e Polling district 4CGT2 (the part of Buglawton that moved into Congleton Town Council as part
of the Community Governance Review changes), from the current Gawsworth Borough ward.

e Part of COCL1 (see below for further details).

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The Town Council’s North East and South East wards (which collectively cover the current
Congleton East Borough ward area plus 4GCT2), and the part of the Kestrel Close estate not
currently in the Congleton East Borough ward.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4GCT2, COB1, COB2, COC1 (part only), CON1, CON2, CON3, COS1, COS2,
COS3, COS4.

The part of COC1 to be included would be the part to the south of the line (using the middle of the
road in each case) running (from west to east) along Vale Walk, Priesty Fields/ The Vale, Moody
Street, Chapel Street, Albert Place, High Street and Lawton Street.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of COC1 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Congleton East: close-up of Canal Street/ Kestrel
Close area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current Congleton East Borough ward is a little too small when judged against the
Commission’s electoral equality criterion. Its electors per seat ratio is forecast to change from 6%
below the Borough average (in 2023) to 11% below average by 2030.
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Boundary changes are therefore necessary to bring the ward’s ratio within the usually-required
range (plus/ minus 10% variance from the Borough average).

The Borough Council therefore proposes the addition of 4CGT2 and part of COC1, as detailed

above. This would give the resulting ward an electors per seat very close to (1% below) the

Borough average as of 2030. These changes would also reflect local communities’ identities and

interests and promote effective and convenient local government, as they would:

¢ Place the whole of the Kestrel Close estate area (Local Plan site LPS 32) within the same
(East) ward and avoid a need for Members from two wards to liaise over issues relating to the
estate.

¢ Place the whole of Buglawton within the same (Congleton East) Borough ward and align the
Congleton East Borough ward boundary in this location with the Town Council boundary.

The proposed warding also uses the River Dane as a natural boundary (like now) between the
parts of the East and West wards that lie north of town centre.

This proposed warding, in tandem with the proposed arrangements for Congleton West, would
also ensure that both Congleton wards had very similar numbers of electors. As such, the
proposals help balance Member workloads within the town.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and indicates the geographical area of
the town that the ward would cover.
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4.9 Congleton West

Proposed ward name

Congleton West

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Proposed number of seats 3

Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average

12,386 4,129 0%
Summary of any changes Addition of:

e AGCT (the parts of Local Plan sites LPS 29 and LPS 30 that moved into Congleton Town
Council as part of the Community Governance Review [CGR] changes), from Gawsworth
Borough ward.

e The part of AST4 (Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths Parish Council’s Hulme Walfield
parish ward) that lies to the east of Giantswood Lane and south of the Congleton Link Road.

Removal (transfer) of COWT (the Turnstone Grange estate that transferred from Congleton Town
Council to Somerford Parish Council under the CGR).

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

All of the area covered by the Congleton Town Council’'s Central, North and West wards (which
includes 4GCT), plus the part of AST4 (Hulme Walfield parish ward) that lies to the east of
Giantswood Lane and south of the Congleton Link Road.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4GCT, AST4 (part only), CNW2, CNW3, COCL1 (part only), COC2, COC3, COCT,
cowl, CcCowz, COW3, COW4.

The part of AST4 to be included would be the area that lies to the east of Giantswood Lane and
south of the Congleton Link Road (namely Local Plan site LPS 28, the part of site LPS 29 that
falls within this polling district, and the properties on the east side of Giantswood Lane that lie
immediately southwest of the LPS 28 development).
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The part of COC1 to be included would be the part to the north of the line (using the middle of the
road in each case) running (from west to east) along Vale Walk, Priesty Fields/ The Vale, Moody
Street, Chapel Street, Albert Place, High Street and Lawton Street.

Maps showing a close-up of the proposed divisions of AST4 and COC1 and the resulting
boundary lines can be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate
document accompanying this main report. These maps are the ones titled ‘Congleton East: close-
up of Canal Street/ Kestrel Close area’ (which shows the division of COC1) and ‘Congleton West:
close-up of Link Road area’ (which shows the division of AST4).

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

As noted in the subsection on Congleton East, the proposed warding for the two Congleton

Borough wards:

e ensures both wards have electors per seat ratios close to the Borough average (each of them
less than 2% different from the Borough average as of 2030).

e Dbetter reflects community identity and promotes effective and convenient local government, by
bringing the Kestrel Close estate within a single (East) Borough ward.

e uses the River Dane as a natural boundary (like now) between the parts of the East and West
wards that lie north of town centre.

The housing on 4GCT (parts of Local Plan sites LPS 29 and LPS 30) was developed to meet
Congleton’s housing needs and residents there are adjacent to other residential areas of
Congleton and dependent on the town for key services. (This area was transferred from Eaton
Parish Council to Congleton Town Council as part of the CGR changes in 2023.) Therefore it is
proposed that 4GCT be included in the Congleton West Borough ward.

The reasons for including the part of AST4 described above (and excluding other new housing
development areas outside the Town Council boundary) in the Congleton West Borough ward are
as follows (and are also set out in this report’s subsection on Gawsworth):
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e LPS 28 (where construction is now complete) and LPS 29 are adjacent to residential areas
that are already part of the Town Council. There are no physical barriers in this area that
prevent residents of the LPS 28 and LPS 29 developments from engaging in the same
community activities and using the same local services in the adjacent part of the Town
Council. Residents on these new housing sites will be relatively dependent on Congleton for
key services, as the village of Hulme Walfield to the north has no such provision.

e The situation is different in some respects for the LPS 27 site (the part of AST4 that is south of
the Link Road but west of Giantswood Lane). At the time of writing, construction in this
location has not yet started, but the areas of LPS 27 set aside for housing development are
separated from the nearest Town Council residential areas because Congleton Business Park
and other non-residential development and the River Dane (and Westlow Mere, which will
remain as a protected green space) are in between.

e The number of electors in the LPS 28 and LPS 29 and established (east side) Giantswood
Lane properties is forecast to be 790 by 2030, whilst the number on the west (LPS 27) side is
forecast to reach 1,113 by then. Including the properties on the west (LPS 27) side in the
Gawsworth Borough ward ensures that Gawsworth’s electors per seat ratio is high enough to
be within the range usually sought by the Commission. However, if the properties on the west
side were included in the proposed Congleton West ward, Gawsworth would have to cover a
much wider rural area in order for its ratio to be within the required range — but this would
mean including parishes in the Gawsworth ward that are relatively distant and have no
community links to the rest of that ward.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and indicates the geographical area of
the town that the ward would cover.

33




Cheshire East Electoral Review 2023-24: Warding Proposal Report (V4, 18 Feb 2024)

4.10 Crewe East

Proposed ward name Crewe East
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,824 4,412 +7%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Division of the current three-Member Crewe East ward into two smaller wards, with the boundary
between the two wards running (from west to east) along Broad Street, Remer Street, Sydney
Road and finally the southern boundary of the new housing development on Local Plan site LPS
7. Along the section of Sydney Road west of the railway line, the proposed ward boundary follows
rear property boundaries (on the west side of Sydney Road), in order to align with the boundary
between polling districts 1CE1 and 1CF1.

The proposed new Crewe East ward would be the one lying to the south of this dividing line, with
the proposed new Crewe Maw Green Borough ward being the one covering the rest (the northern
part) of the current Crewe East Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

See description above.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

1AC1, 1AD1, 1CD1 (part only), 1CE1, 1CF1 (part only), 1DF1, 1DF2 (part only), 1DF3, 1DG1.

The part of 1CD1 to be included would be the part south of Broad Street: the properties on the
south (odd numbers) side of Broad Street and those on Lime Street, Britannia Close, Crossway,
Greenway, Middlewich Street, Russet Close and The Haven.

The part of 1CF1 to be included would be the part south of Remer Street: the properties on the
south (odd numbers) side of Remer Street and those on Acer Avenue, Prunus Road, Cherry Tree
Road, Almond Avenue, Ash Road, Hawthorn Grove and Maple Grove.
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The part of 1DF2 to be included would be all of this polling district, except for: the part of Local
Plan site LPS 7 that falls within 1DF2 and the other new development that falls between LPS 7,
Sydney Road and the railway line (including numbers 116 to 140 Sydney Road).

Maps showing close-ups of the proposed division of 1CD1, 1CF1 and 1DF2 and the resulting
boundary line can be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate
document accompanying this main report. These are the maps titled ‘Crewe Maw Green: close-
up of southeastern boundary' and ‘Crewe Maw Green: close-up of southwestern boundary’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current Crewe East is large and unwieldy, spanning a geographically wide and diverse area
covering various communities and the large business park/ industrial estate areas and the Higher
Education site (the Apollo Buckingham Health Science Campus) in the southeast of the town.

As such, it does not enable convenient and effective local government and needs to be divided
into two smaller, more manageable areas.

The Maw Green area to the north and east of Sydney Road and Remer Street has housing of a
different character to that further south. The development on Local Plan site LPS 7 is more
similar to the Maw Green properties than to the established residential areas to its south.
Consequently the proposed placement of the Maw Green and LPS 7 areas in a separate Crewe
Maw Green ward would better reflect local communities’ identities and interests whilst reducing
councillors’ overall workloads. The proposed division would also ensure electoral equality, with
both the new wards having electors per seat ratios within 10% of the Borough average.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name reflects the geographical area of Crewe covered by the ward and it is a well-
established and accepted ward name locally.
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4.11 Crewe Maw Green

Proposed ward name

Crewe Maw Green

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
3,855 3,855 -6%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Division of the current Crewe East ward into two smaller wards, with the boundary between the
two wards running (from west to east) along Broad Street, Remer Street, Sydney Road (as far as
the railway line) and finally the southern boundary of the new housing development on Local Plan
site LPS 7. Along the section of Sydney Road west of the railway line, the proposed ward
boundary follows rear property boundaries (on the west side of Sydney Road), in order to align
with the boundary between polling districts 1CE1 and 1CF1.

The proposed new Crewe Maw Green ward would be the one lying to the north of this dividing
line, with the proposed new Crewe East Borough ward being the one covering the rest (the
southern part) of the current Crewe East Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

See description above.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

1CD1 (part only), 1CF1 (part only), 1DF2 (part only).

The part of 1CD1 to be included would be the part north of Broad Street, including properties on
the north (even numbers) side of Broad Street (humbers 280 to 334).

The part of 1CF1 to be included would be the part north of Remer Street, including properties on
the north (even numbers) side of Remer Street (numbers 4 to 180a).

The part of 1DF2 to be included would be the part of Local Plan site LPS 7 that falls within 1DF2
and the other new development that falls between LPS 7, Sydney Road and the railway line
(including numbers 116 to 140 Sydney Road).
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Maps showing close-ups of the proposed division of 1CD1, 1CF1 and 1DF2 and the resulting
boundary line can be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate
document accompanying this main report. These are the maps titled ‘Crewe Maw Green: close-
up of southeastern boundary' and ‘Crewe Maw Green: close-up of southwestern boundary’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

See the Crewe East section of this report, as that sets out the rationale for both that proposed
Borough ward and the new Crewe Maw Green ward.

Rationale for the proposed
name

Maw Green is the name of the area of Crewe that much of the new ward would cover and it is a
well-established and widely recognised name.
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412 Crewe North

Proposed ward name

Crewe North

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
8,564 4,282 +4%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Merger of the current Crewe Central and Crewe North Borough wards into a new, enlarged ward
called Crewe North

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Crewe Central and Crewe North Borough wards

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1AB1, 1AE1, 1AF1, 1CB1, 1CB2, 1CC2

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current Crewe Central ward has an electors per seat ratio that is more than 20% above the
Borough average and which is expected to still be more than 20% above by 2030. In contrast, the
current Crewe North’s ratio (already 6% below average) is forecast to be 13% below average by
2030.

Merging the two into a new, two-Member ward would result in the new ward having an electors
per seat ratio close to the Borough average.

It would also mean that warding in this part of Crewe continued to reflect local communities’
identities and interests. The current Central ward is a very diverse community, including a wide
range of migrant workers, as well as older residents who have lived in the area a long time. The
current North has growing communities of varying nationalities, so it now has some similarities to
the current Central ward.

The proposal would therefore promote effective and convenient government by enabling the
elected Members to serve areas of the town with increasingly similar demographics and facing
similar issues.
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Rationale for the proposed
name

The name broadly reflects the geographical area of Crewe covered by the ward and it is a well-
established and accepted ward name locally. Whilst the new ward would include the central area

of the town, it would be less accurate to call the ward ‘Central’, given that it would extend to the
northern outskirts of Crewe.
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4.13 Crewe South

Proposed ward name

Crewe South

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
7,653 3,827 -7%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer of:

e Polling district 1BD2 to the proposed Crewe West Borough ward.

e Shavington Parish Council’'s Gresty Brook parish ward (1GM2) to the proposed Shavington
Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

All of the current Crewe South Borough ward, except for Gresty Brook and 1BD2. This equates to
all of the current South ward on Crewe Town Council, except for 1BD2.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1BD3, 1DA1, 1DB1, 1DC1, 1DE1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Given the positions of the railway lines running through Crewe, and the relatively few crossings
over these, the Borough Council considers that any changes to the current Crewe South ward
boundary should be limited to the Crewe West area (which is bounded by the same pair of
railway lines) and the parish of Shavington to the south. The railway forms a natural boundary
between the South ward and the East and Central wards and alternative boundary lines in those
locations would split local communities or merge residential areas that have few ties to each
other.

Like other current Crewe wards, the current South ward has areas of significant deprivation.
However, as noted in Cheshire East Council’s proposed council size submission for this Review,
the South has an electoral registration rate (registered electors per adult) that is unusually low
(under 0.8, against 0.87 or more in all but one of the Borough’s other wards). Hence the 2030
electorate forecast numbers alone probably significantly understate the South ward Members’
future workloads.
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Despite this, the current South ward is forecast to have an electors per seat ratio 5% above the
Borough average by 2030.

The proposed transfer of Gresty Brook would bring this ratio down to 2% below the Borough
average, but the current West ward (where the registration rate is not unusually low), if left with its
current boundary, would have a ratio 7% below average. Therefore the proposal also involves
moving 1BD2 from the South ward to the West, as the variances in the two wards’ ratios would
then be reversed (to South 7% below, West 2% below). This would be a better reflection of the
South’s low registration rate, as well as providing a clearer ward boundary line in this area
(Nantwich Road).

As explained in the subsection of this report on Shavington, Gresty Brook’s ties and interests lie
with the rest of the Shavington cum Gresty Parish Council area and with the urban area of Rope
to the south (which is part of the same housing estate as Gresty Brook), not with Crewe.
Therefore the proposal to move Gresty Brook from Crewe South to the proposed Shavington
Borough ward also reflects local communities’ identities and interests.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name broadly reflects the geographical area of Crewe covered by the ward and it is a well-
established and accepted ward name locally.
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4.14

Crewe St Barnabas

Proposed ward name

Crewe St Barnabas

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
4,038 4,038 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

No changes proposed

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Crewe St Barnabas Borough ward

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1BE1, 1BER, 1CAl

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Merging St Barnabas with the adjacent North or Central wards (or changing the boundaries
between St Barnabas and these wards) is not considered appropriate. The current Central ward
is a very diverse community (a mixture of migrant workers and older, more established local
residents) and diversity is growing in the North. St Barnabas is very different to these areas. It
has its own distinct identity, with St Barnabas church on West Street being a key element of that
and the Bentley Motors site being an important feature. Local residents see themselves as West
Enders and have a different allegiance to people in the current North ward.

Furthermore, St Barnabas’ electors per seat ratio is currently within 10% of the Borough average
and is expected to converge with the average up to 2030, so the existing boundary ensures
electoral equality.

Therefore the Commission’s criteria are best achieved by leaving the current ward boundary
unchanged.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name is well-established and accepted and St Barnabas is an area with a distinct identity.
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4.15 Crewe West
Proposed ward name Crewe West
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,061 4,031 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of polling district 1BD2, from the current Crewe South Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Crewe West Borough ward, plus 1BD2

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1BA1, 1BAR, 1BB2, 1BC1, 1BD1, 1BD2, 1BF1, 1DD1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

See the Crewe South section of this report, as that sets out the rationale for both that proposed

Borough ward and the new Crewe West ward.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name broadly reflects the geographical area of Crewe covered by the ward and it is a well-

established and accepted ward name locally.
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4.16 Dane Valley
Proposed ward name Dane Valley
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,905 4,453 +8%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer, from the current Brereton Rural Borough ward, of the part of the parish of Brereton
(polling district BRE1) containing the Bluebell Green estate.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Borough ward area (the parishes of Cranage, Goostrey, Holmes Chapel and
Twemlow) and the Bluebell Green estate area.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts BRE1 (part only), DAN1, DAN2, DAN3, DAN5, HCE1, HCE2, HCE3, HCEA4.

The part of BRE1 to be included would be: the Bluebell Green housing estate (Bluebell Road and
the roads accessed from it); Field View Close; Paddock Close; numbers 130 & 132 on the west
(even) side of London Road; the properties on the Dunkirk Farm site.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of BRE1 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Dane Valley: close-up of boundary in Bluebell Green
area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

There are significant links between Holmes Chapel and the parishes of Cranage, Goostrey and
Twemlow, which mean that warding them together will reflect local communities’ identities and
interests:

e They are geographically close and well connected by road. The Final Recommendations
report (2010) from the Commission’s previous Review cited the proximity of Twemlow to
Holmes Chapel and the strong transport links between the two provided by the A535 — and
this remains the case today.
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e There are other transport links connecting these parishes. All four parishes are on the same
bus route and Holmes Chapel and Goostrey are adjacent stops on the Crewe-Manchester
railway line.

e For Cranage and Twemlow (which have no convenience store) and for Goostrey, Holmes
Chapel is the closest location within Cheshire East with services and amenities such as a
supermarket and GP practice.

e Cranage is in the catchment for one of Holmes Chapel’s primary schools and Twemlow is in
the catchment for Goostrey Community Primary School.

Although the Borough Council’s consultation (2021) on its Community Governance Review draft
recommendations revealed substantial evidence of Bluebell Green having ties to the rest of
Brereton, it lies immediately outside the village of Holmes Chapel and is dependent on Holmes
Chapel for the many key services unavailable in Brereton.

The proposed warding would achieve electoral equality by having an electors per seat ratio that
(as of 2030) would be within 10% of the Borough average.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects one of the key
geographical features that form part of this area’s identity, namely the River Dane.
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4.17 Disley
Proposed ward name Disley
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,253 4,253 +3%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of the parish of Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley (polling districts 4FB6, 4FD1, 4FD7), from
the current Poynton East & Pott Shrigley Borough ward

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Disley and Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4FA1, 4FB1, 4FB2, 4FB6, 4FD1, 4FD7

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

If the boundary were limited (as now) to the parish of Disley, its electors per seat ratio by 2030
would be 6% below the Borough average, which would be on the low side for a relatively compact
settlement that covers a small geographical area and has no deprivation issues. Adding
Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley to the ward achieves better electoral equality for Disley and the
other proposed Borough wards in this area.

The current Poynton East & Pott Shrigley Borough ward spans an area running from the eastern
half of the town of Poynton to the rural parishes of Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley and Pott
Shrigley. The latter two parishes collectively cover an extensive geographical area that includes a
significant part of the Peak Park. This warding arrangement combines some very different
communities with varying interests. It also adds to the local Members’ workload due to the
additional time involved in travelling around the ward and issues arising from the Peak Park’s
specific needs and its separate planning policy regime.

The proposed new arrangements for Disley and for Poynton would better reflect local
communities’ identities and interests and enable more convenient and effective local government
by warding Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley (and also Pott Shrigley) with smaller settlements, and
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by creating a single ward for Poynton that would cover only the Town Council area. (See the
separate section on Poynton for further details.)

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and Disley is the main settlement
within this area.
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4.18 Gawsworth

Proposed ward name Gawsworth
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,324 4,324 +5%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of the following (all from the current Brereton Rural Borough ward):

The parish of Swettenham (polling district DAN4).

AST5 (Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths Parish Council’s Somerford Booths parish ward).
All of AST4 (Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths Parish Council’s Hulme Walfield parish
ward), except the part that lies south of Congleton Link Road and east of Giantswood Lane.

Transfer (removal) of:

The parishes of North Rode (4GH6) and Bosley (4GA1l), to the proposed Sutton Borough
ward.

4GDT (Local Plan site LPS 15) to the proposed Macclesfield South Borough ward.

4GET (the part of Local Plan site LPS 18 that moved into Macclesfield Town Council as part
of the Community Governance Review [CGR] changes), to the proposed Macclesfield West
Borough ward.

AGCT (the parts of Local Plan sites LPS 29 and LPS 30 that moved into Congleton Town
Council as part of the CGR changes), to the proposed Congleton West Borough ward.
4GCT2 (the part of Buglawton that moved into Congleton Town Council as part of the CGR
changes), to the proposed Congleton East Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The following areas:

Gawsworth Parish Council’s Gawsworth Village parish ward.

The parishes of Eaton, Henbury, Lower Withington, Marton, Siddington and Swettenham.
All of the parish of Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths, except the part that lies south of
Congleton Link Road and east of Giantswood Lane.
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Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4GC1, 4GD1, 4GE1, 4GF6, 4GJ6, 4GN1, AST4 (part only), AST5, DANA4.

The part of AST4 to be included would be all of this polling district, except for the area that lies to
the east of Giantswood Lane and south of the Congleton Link Road (namely Local Plan site LPS
28, the part of site LPS 29 that falls within this polling district, and the properties on the east side
of Giantswood Lane that lie immediately southwest of the LPS 28 development).

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of AST4 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Congleton West: close-up of Link Road area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

As noted in the section covering the warding proposals for Sutton, the current Sutton ward is
expected to have an electors per seat ratio that will be too high by 2030 to fall within the range
that the Commission usually requires. As the same section notes, the only parish that could
practically be removed from Sutton in order to bring this ratio close enough to the Borough
average is Rainow. However, a knock-on consequence is that one or more parishes have to be
transferred from Gawsworth Borough ward to Sutton, to avoid Sutton’s electors per seat ratio
then being too low to satisfy the Commission’s electoral equality criterion. Therefore the Borough
Council also proposes that the parishes of Bosley and North Rode be included in the redrawn
Sutton ward. These two parishes have a rural character that fits with the rest of the proposed
Sutton Borough ward and the road network provides a convenient connection between them and
Sutton’s other settlements. Moving only Bosley from Gawsworth to Sutton would, in tandem with
the other proposed warding arrangements for Gawsworth, leave Gawsworth with a ratio 10%
above average, while Sutton’s would be 8% below. Moving both Bosley and North Rode
produces a more even balance between these two very large, rural wards’ ratios (plus 5% and
minus 3% respectively).

4GET is a Local Plan site that is intended to cater for Macclesfield’s housing needs and the area
covered by this polling district was therefore transferred from Henbury parish to Macclesfield
Town Council under the recent CGR changes. Residents on this site will look to Macclesfield for
key services and it is appropriate for it to be included in a Macclesfield ward.
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4GDT is another Local Plan site (LPS 15) intended to meet Macclesfield's housing needs. Along
with the established properties in 4BFR, it forms part of Gawsworth Parish Council’s Gawsworth
Moss parish ward. The CGR generated extensive evidence that the residents of the established
properties in 4BFR identify closely with Gawsworth and participate in many communal activities in
the other (Gawsworth village) part of the parish. However, 4BFR is part of the same urban
conurbation and is dependent on Macclesfield for a number of key services; it is in fact already
warded with Macclesfield South. Given this, together with the intended purpose of LPS 15, the
Borough Council proposes that Gawsworth Moss parish ward should be warded with Macclesfield
South. This warding arrangement for Gawsworth Moss, together with the other boundary
changes proposed above and the proposals (detailed below) for the Congleton-Gawsworth
boundary, also achieves good electoral equality, with the would-be Gawsworth ward having an
electors per seat ratio fairly close to (5% above) the Borough average.

The housing on 4GCT (parts of Local Plan sites LPS 29 and LPS 30) was developed to meet
Congleton’s housing needs and residents there are adjacent to other residential areas of
Congleton and dependent on the town for key services. (This area was transferred from Eaton
Parish Council to Congleton Town Council as part of the CGR changes in 2023.) Therefore It is
proposed that 4GCT be included in the Congleton West Borough ward.

The current boundary between Gawsworth and Congleton East Borough wards divides two
streets in Buglawton: Crompton Close and Malhamdale Road, with 4CGT2 containing the
properties on those streets that are currently in Gawsworth Borough ward. The parish boundary
divided these streets in the same way up until the recent CGR changes in 2023, which brought
the northern (4GCT2) part within the Congleton Town Council boundary. It would better reflect
local communities’ identities and interests for 4CGT2 to be warded with Congleton East, to reflect
the fact that all the properties on Crompton Close and Malhamdale Road are part of the same
Buglawton community and all now fall within Congleton Town Council.

The reasons for including the part of AST4 described above (and excluding other new housing
development areas outside the Town Council boundary) in the Gawsworth Borough ward are as
follows (and are also set out in the subsection on Congleton West):
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e LPS 28 (where construction is now complete) and LPS 29 are adjacent to residential areas
that are already part of the Town Council. There are no physical barriers in this area that
prevent residents of the LPS 28 and LPS 29 developments from engaging in the same
community activities and using the same local services in the adjacent part of the Town
Council. Residents on these new housing sites will be relatively dependent on Congleton for
key services, as the village of Hulme Walfield to the north has no such provision.

e The situation is different in some respects for the LPS 27 site (the part of AST4 that is south of
the Link Road but west of Giantswood Lane). At the time of writing, construction in this
location has not yet started, but the areas of LPS 27 set aside for housing development are
separated from the nearest Town Council residential areas because Congleton Business Park
and other non-residential development and the River Dane (and Westlow Mere, which will
remain as a protected green space) are in between.

e The number of electors in the LPS 28 and LPS 29 and established (east side) Giantswood
Lane properties is forecast to be 790 by 2030, whilst the number on the west (LPS 27) side is
forecast to reach 1,113 by then. Including the properties on the west (LPS 27) side in the
Gawsworth Borough ward ensures that Gawsworth’s electors per seat ratio is high enough to
be within the range usually sought by the Commission. However, if the properties on the west
side were included in a Congleton ward, Gawsworth would have to cover a much wider rural
area in order for its ratio to be within the required range — but this would mean including
parishes in the Gawsworth ward that are relatively distant and have no community links to the
rest of that ward.

Looking at the area of the proposed Gawsworth ward more broadly, it reflects local community

identity and interests by warding together a group of rural areas that are generally of similar

character, well connected by road and that have links with each other. In particular:

e Lower Withington, Siddington, Swettenham, Eaton and the part of Hulme Walfield &
Somerford Booths proposed for inclusion in Gawsworth are all in the catchment for Marton’s
primary school.
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e Eaton and Gawsworth are both on the A536 and on the same bus route, while Marton,

Siddington and Lower Withington are connected via the A34 and B5392 and Hulme Walfield is
relatively accessible, being close to the Congleton Link Road.

e Swettenham is linked to the other parishes in the proposed ward by more minor roads.
However, the natural barrier of the River Dane (with no road crossings in that location) limits
community links between Swettenham and Hulme Walfield & Somerford Booths on the east
side of the river and Somerford on the west. The responses to the CGR draft
recommendations consultation provided persuasive evidence that Hulme Walfield &
Somerford Booths has no significant links to Somerford, so warding it (minus the LPS 28 and
LPS 29 area) with Gawsworth is considered to be a better reflection of community identity and
interests than its current inclusion in Brereton Rural.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established. Gawsworth is one of the main
settlements within this area.
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4.19 Handforth
Proposed ward name Handforth
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
7,241 3,621 -12%
Summary of any changes Addition of:

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

e the Fairways estate (polling district 8FKT), which is Local Plan site LPS 34, from the current
Wilmslow Lacey Green Borough ward.
e the parish of Styal (8FK1).

Transfer (removal) of:

e 8EAI1 (part of the Finney Green area of Wilmslow) to the proposed Wilmslow Lacey Green
Borough ward.

e 8EE1 (which consists of the Colshaw Farm estate and the Summerfields estate) to the
proposed Wilmslow East & Dean Row Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Handforth Town Council and the parish of Styal

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 8EF1, 8EG1, 8EH1, 8EJ1, 8FK1, 8FKT

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed changes would reflect community identity and interests much better than the

current warding, as the changes would:

e Extend Handforth Borough westwards, to include the new Fairways development. This new
estate was developed to meet Handforth’s housing needs and Fairways is very close to and
well connected by road to the many shops and other services in the centre of Handforth.

e Bring the Colshaw Farm estate into a Wilmslow Borough ward. There is no road access from
this estate into Handforth and Colshaw Farm residents identify as being part of Wilmslow.

53




Cheshire East Electoral Review 2023-24: Warding Proposal Report (V4, 18 Feb 2024)

e Place 8EA1 in the same Wilmslow ward as the rest of Finney Green. The adjacent part of
Handforth Town Council consists of Deanway Business Park and this, together with the
railway line to the east of 8EA1 and the natural boundary of the River Dean, mean that
residents of 8EAL have limited connections to the nearest residential areas of Handforth.

Although there is no direct road link from Styal into Handforth through the Fairways estate, there
is pedestrian access, and road travel between the two parishes (which have previously been
warded together) is relatively quick via the B5166 and A555. The services and amenities in
Wilmslow town centre are not particularly close to Styal and the road network and large retail
outlets in Handforth (most obviously Handforth Dean Retail Park) make Handforth a convenient
location for many of the service needs of Styal residents.

The proposed warding would result in an electors per seat ratio that (as of 2030) would be 12%
below the Borough average. However, the Borough Council considers that this is justifiable, given
that:

e There would be a very positive impact on community identity and interests, as set out above.

e The proposed ward contains the Handforth Garden Village site (Local Plan site LPS 33),
which is one of the largest housing developments provided for in the Council’s Local Plan.
According to the Council’s housing forecasts that were used to inform the electorate forecasts
for this Review, the number of net housing completions on LPS 33 is predicted to reach
around 600 by the start of 2030, but a total of 1,500 homes are provided for (and expected) on
the site eventually. Therefore it is anticipated that the number of electors in the proposed ward
will grow significantly not just up to 2030, but well beyond that date, meaning that the electors
per seat ratio is likely to converge with the Borough average over the longer term.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established. Handforth is the main settlement
within this area, as well as a key centre for services and amenities.
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4.20 Haslington
Proposed ward name Haslington
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,387 4,387 +7%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of:

e Polling district 2GDT (areas of new housing development on the western edge of Alsager
Town Council), to the proposed Alsager Borough ward.

e The parish of Barthomley (2GA6) and Weston & Crewe Green Parish Council’s Weston and
Crewe Green parish wards (polling districts 1GF1, 1GF1T, 1GG1) to the proposed Weston
Borough ward.

e The Winterley village and the Wheelock Heath part of the current Borough ward (2GE1) to the
proposed Wheelock & Winterley Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Haslington village (polling districts 2GC1, 2GC2 & 2GC3) and the settlement of Oakhanger
(2GD1)

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 2GC1, 2GC2, 2GC3, 2GD1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

By removing 2GDT, this proposal would align the Alsager Borough ward boundary with the post-
Community Governance Review (CGR) boundaries between Alsager Town Council and
Haslington Parish Council, and bring the new housing development on the western edge of
Alsager within the Borough ward that contains the town.

The population of the current Haslington Borough ward has grown substantially in recent years as
a result of significant new housing development and this trend is expected to continue up to 2030.
As a result, the existing ward will (by 2030) be too large for a two-Member ward but too small to
justify three Members. In addition, it covers an extensive geographical area and this adds
considerably to Members’ workloads. The proposed new warding would address these
constraints on effective and convenient local government and would better reflect community
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identity and interests, by allocating parts of the current ward to new wards and leaving the
remaining settlements of Haslington and Oakhanger as a single-Member ward.

Haslington village is a distinct community, with a number of key services and amenities
contributing to its self-containment and sense of identity. Oakhanger residents have a natural tie
to Haslington, given that it is the most convenient centre for key services (Alsager is closer as the
crow flies, but road access and the scope for community ties to the town are constrained by the
physical barrier of the M6).

Winterley and Wheelock Heath residents, in contrast, tend to rely primarily on Sandbach for key
services, as do people living in the Wheelock part of Sandbach, so warding these communities
together, in the proposed Wheelock & Winterley ward, would better reflect local interests and
identities.

The proposed warding would also result in an electors per seat ratio that (as of 2030) would be
within 10% the Borough average, meeting the Commission’s requirement for electoral equality.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established. Haslington is the main settlement
within this area, as well as being the proposed ward'’s key (and only) centre for services and
amenities.
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4.21 High Legh
Proposed ward name High Legh
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
3,704 3,704 -10%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of polling district 3CVT (which contains the western part of Local Plan site
LPS 36A), to the proposed Knutsford Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

e The parishes of Aston by Budworth, High Legh, Little Bollington with Agden, Mere, Pickmere
and Tabley
¢ Millington & Rostherne Parish Council’s Millington parish ward

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3CA1, 3CA2, 3CC6, 3CG1, 3CK1, 3CL1, 3CLT, 3CT1, 3CV1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed warding would reflect local communities’ interests and identities and enable

effective and convenient local government, given that:

e By removing 3CVT, this proposal would align the Knutsford Borough ward boundary with the
post-Community Governance Review boundaries between Knutsford Town Council and
Tabley Parish Council, and bring the new housing development on the western edge of
Knutsford within the Borough ward that contains the rest of the town.

e The parishes of Aston by Budworth, High Legh, Mere, Pickmere and Tabley have similarly
rural characters and largely lie on the same side of the A556/ M56 road network.

¢ Millington & Rostherne Parish Council’s Millington parish ward is in the catchment area for
High Legh’s primary school. Millington is also geographically close to High Legh and is on the
same side of the A556, M56 and M6.
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Although Little Bollington with Agden is on the opposite side the M56 to the rest of the
proposed Borough, it is on the western side of the A556 (like most of the proposed ward) and
is well connected to High Legh via the A56 and B5159. The village of Mobberley, which forms
the main settlement and main location for key services and amenities in the proposed
Mobberley Borough ward to east, is much more distant from Little Bollington and there is no
direct, quick road link between the two. Therefore warding Little Bollington with Agden with

Mobberley would not reflect community identity or promote effective and convenient local
government as well.

The proposed ward'’s electors per seat ratio (10% below the Borough average as of 2030) would
be at the lower end of the range usually sought by the Commission. However, other things being
equal, Member workloads are higher in large rural areas such as the proposed ward and its
geographical position, the location of major road networks and the community ties of

neighbouring parishes mean that alternative warding arrangements would be less appropriate. In
particular:

Adding Plumley with Toft and Bexton (and potentially Peover Inferior too) to the High Legh
ward would not reflect community identity and interests, as they have very strong ties to

Peover Superior & Snelson, involving shared services, common school catchments and other
longstanding links.

Although it forms part of the same parish council as Millington, the Rostherne & Tatton parish
ward lies east of the A556 and its residents fall within the catchment areas for schools in
Mobberley and Knutsford.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and High Legh is the main settlement
within this area.
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4.22 Knutsford
Proposed ward name Knutsford
Proposed number of seats 3
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
11,639 3,880 -6%
Summary of any changes Addition of:

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

e polling district 3CVT (which contains the western part of Local Plan site LPS 36A), from the

current High Legh Borough ward.

e polling district 3CMT (the small part of the Longridge Trading Estate not currently in Knutsford

Borough ward), from the current Mobberley Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Knutsford Town Council

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3BA1, 3BAR, 3BART, 3BAT, 3BB1, 3BBR, 3BC1, 3BD1, 3BDT, 3BE1, 3BF1,

3BF2, 3CMT, 3CVT

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed warding would reflect local communities’ interests and identities and enable

effective and convenient local government, given that:

e By adding 3CVT, this proposal would align the Knutsford Borough ward boundary with the
post-Community Governance Review (CGR) boundaries between Knutsford Town Council
and Tabley Parish Council, and bring the new housing development on the western edge of
Knutsford within the Borough ward that contains the rest of the town.

e By adding 3CMT, the proposal would align the Knutsford Borough ward boundary with the
post-CGR boundaries between Knutsford Town Council and Mobberley Parish Council. This
change would also bring the whole of the Longridge Trading Estate within a single Borough
ward, avoiding the potential requirement for Members from two different Borough wards to

liaise over issues relating to the Estate.
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The proposed ward’s electors per seat ratio (6% below the Borough average as of 2030) would
be relatively low for a compact urban area. However, warding part or all of one (or more) of the
neighbouring rural parishes would not reflect community identity or promote effective and
convenient local government and including some of the more sparsely-populated ones would
have minimal impact on the ward’s ratio. The adjacent rural parishes and parish wards all cover
very large geographical areas and so would add considerably to the Knutsford Members’
workloads whilst warding together communities with very different characters and interests.

Rationale for the proposed | The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as the
name ward would consist solely of the Knutsford Town Council area.
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4.23 Leighton
Proposed ward name Leighton
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
7,707 3,854 -6%
Summary of any changes Addition of:

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

e The parish of Minshull Vernon (polling district 3FJ7) from the current Bunbury Borough ward.
e The parish of Woolstanwood (1FJ1) from the current Wistaston Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Leighton, Minshull Vernon & Woolstanwood Parish Council

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1FJ1, 1FJ4, 3FJ2, 3FJ3, 3FJ5, 3FJ6, 3FJ7

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current Borough ward has seen substantial housing development and population growth in
recent years and this is expected to continue up to 2030. As a consequence, the electors per
seat ratio was 23% above the Borough average by 2023 and is forecast to rise to 69% above
average by 2030. Taking account of the Commission’s electoral equality criterion, this means the
current ward’s electorate size has become much too high for a single-Member seat, but will not
(even by 2030) be high enough to warrant two Members.

The proposed new warding would bring the ratio within 10% of the Borough average by 2030. It
would also reflect local communities’ identities and interests, as the parishes of Leighton,
Minshull Vernon and Woolstanwood are part of the same parish council and the recent
Community Governance Review (CGR) undertaken by the Borough Council generated a lot of
evidence of the ties between these parishes. In particular, the CGR draft proposals to bring
Leighton and Woolstanwood within Crewe Town Council and merge Minshull Vernon with Church
Minshull prompted a large number of responses — the overwhelming majority opposing the
proposal and supporting the retention of the existing parish council. The Parish Council held an
official poll on the proposals and over 95% of voters in the parishes of Leighton and
Woolstanwood opposed a break-up of the council, as did two thirds of those in Minshull Vernon.
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The proposed ward’s electors per seat ratio (6% below the Borough average as of 2030) would
be relatively low for a compact urban area. However, the proposed ward covers an extensive
swathe of land and Minshull Vernon is a large rural area, so its geographical composition will add
to Members’ workloads.

The option of including other rural parishes to the proposed ward is not favoured, given that:
e Church Minshull has ties to Worleston (it is in the same primary school catchment).

¢ Worleston itself has a notable range of amenities and services for its small size, including a
shop and Aston Juxta Mondrum has ties to Worleston (both are part of the same parish
council). These parishes are in any case geographically distant from the main residential
areas of Leighton and Woolstanwood.

e A railway line divides Warmingham from Minshull Vernon and road access between these two
parishes is only possible via Crewe or settlements in Cheshire West & Chester.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and Leighton is the main settlement
within this area.
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4.24

Macclesfield Central

Proposed ward name

Macclesfield Central

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
7,640 3,820 -7%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

No changes to the current Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Borough ward

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4BA1, 4BA2, 4BB1, 4BB2, 4BBR, 4CD1, 4CE1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Although the current Borough ward is forecast to have an electors per seat ratio below the
Borough average by 2030, this ratio would still be within 10% of the average.

Adding parts of one or more of the neighbouring wards to Central could bring this ratio closer to
the Borough average. Various possible extensions to the ward have therefore been considered,
but the Borough Council feels that each of these would reflect local communities’ identities and
interests much less well than the current warding arrangement, and that the existing boundary
meets the Commission’s three main criteria better than any alternatives.

The existing Borough ward includes all of the town centre and its retail outlets and public
buildings. It is enclosed by the natural boundary of the inner road network (A537, B5088, A536
and A523 Silk Road) on three sides.

The boundary to the south — the 4CD1 boundary enclosing Macclesfield College, Macclesfield

Academy, the Ryles Park Road/ Ridge View residential area and the park and sports grounds on
either side of Ryles Park Road — also provides a natural divide between the Central ward and the
South ward, with green space separating the Central ward and South ward properties in much of
this area. There is no direct road access between the Ryles Park Road/ Ridge View area and the
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South ward properties in 4CAR (such as Primrose Avenue and Craig Road). Nor is there any
such access between the Ryles Park Road/ Ridge View area and the South ward properties
around Ash Grove Primary School.

The residential area to the east of 4CD1 (consisting of the streets around Briarwood Avenue and
Cedar Grove and broadly equating to 4CB1) is the town’s most deprived neighbourhood (ranking
in the Government’s 2019 English Indices of Deprivation’s “top” 10% for overall deprivation). To
the south of 4CD1 is the Moss estate (spanning the extent of Moss Lane and consequently much
of 4CAR and 4CA1), where deprivation is also a significant issue. It is therefore appropriate for
4CB1, 4CAR and 4CAL1 to remain in the South ward, given that these areas face different issues
and have different needs to the communities in the Central ward.

It is appropriate that the adjacent (eastern) part of 4BF1 (Haldene Road, Clowes Street/ Frances
Street, Brooklands Avenue, Cherington Crescent etc) be included in the proposed Macclesfield
West Borough ward, not Central: this area west of Oxford Road contains the secondary school
that serves the west of the town and so is part of that community.

The residential areas of 4AD2 that are closest to the Central ward (such as West Park Drive,
Field Bank Road and Fern Lea Drive) are generally of a character that fits better in the proposed
West ward. These properties are also physically separated from the closest (northwestern) part of
the Central ward by the road network and the hospital/ health sector complex that covers much of
4AD2.

The inclusion of the Coare Street area (4AC1) in the Central ward has also been considered, as
its terraced housing is of similar character and the River Bollin would provide a natural boundary.
However, 4ACL1 is not part of the town centre and the road network (Hibel Road) is a clear
physical barrier between the two. It is a separate community to the current Central ward and to
the areas of Tytherington north of the River Bollin. Moving 4AC1 to the Central ward would,
though, result in inadequate electoral equality, leaving the Tytherington ward with too few electors
to warrant two seats (but far too many for one Member to serve), whilst also increasing the
Central ward’s electors per seat ratio to more than 10% above the average. The properties in
4AC1 are connected to the rest of the current Tytherington ward via Beech Lane and fall within
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the catchment for Tytherington High School. The Borough Council therefore proposes that 4AC1
remain warded with Tytherington.

Hurdsfield ward is very different in character to the central areas of the town and faces different
issues (such as deprivation). The East ward, which is relatively affluent, is different again. The
A523 and railway line are also a natural boundary between these wards and the Central ward.
Including some of the residential parts of the current East or Hurdsfield wards in the Central ward
would not therefore reflect local communities’ identities and interests.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects the geographical area of
Macclesfield that the ward would cover.
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4.25

Macclesfield East

Proposed ward name

Macclesfield East

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
4,106 4,106 0%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

No changes to the current Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Borough ward

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4CF1, 4CG1, 4CHL1.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Macclesfield East and Macclesfield Hurdsfield are currently the only two single-Member
Macclesfield wards. Macclesfield Hurdsfield's electors per seat ratio is already more than 10%
below the Borough average and forecast to be 17% below average by 2030. However, whilst a
merger of the East and Hurdsfield wards would result in better electoral equality overall, it would
fail to satisfy the Commission’s other criteria.

The current Macclesfield East Borough ward is a relatively affluent area, which is largely urban
but includes a sparsely-populated rural area that extends to the edge of the Peak Park. As such,
is has a very different character to the Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough ward to its north.
Macclesfield Hurdsfield’s housing stock is largely former council housing and the ward includes
some areas that are relatively deprived, falling within England’s “top” 30% for overall deprivation,
according to the Government’s 2019 English Indices of Deprivation.

The East and Hurdsfield have no notable connections: they are in different primary school

catchments, on different bus routes and residents shop in different locations. Green space and
industrial premises lie between the residential properties at the southern end of Hurdsfield and
the East ward'’s residential areas, so the two communities are largely geographically separate.
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The Borough Council had considered the option of adding a small part of the South ward to the
East, to adjust for the South ward’s deprived communities and the associated higher workload
levels that entails for the South ward Members. However, the existing ward boundary line in this
area is more natural and the properties in the northern part of 4CBR (Black Road and other
streets between Windmill Street and Gunco Lane) are more similar to those in the South ward
than those in the East.

The current East ward’s electors per seat ratio is already within 10% of the Borough average and
is forecast to converge with that average by 2030.

Taking all these factors into account, the Borough Council proposes that the East ward’s
boundary should stay as it is now.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects the geographical area of
Macclesfield that the ward would cover.
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4.26

Macclesfield Hurdsfield

Proposed ward name

Macclesfield Hurdsfield

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
4,024 4,024 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of the parish of Higher Hurdsfield (polling district 4FC1) from the current Bollington
Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough ward and the parish of Higher Hurdsfield

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4AB1, 4AB2, 4AB3, 4FC1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The parish of Higher Hurdsfield is currently warded with Bollington and the two communities have
some ties and a good working relationship. However, Higher Hurdsfield’s population is largely
concentrated in the Roewood Lane estate, which is adjacent to the current Macclesfield Borough
ward and that ward’s residential areas. Higher Hurdsfield is on the opposite side of the canal to
Macclesfield Hurdsfield, but there is a road link over the canal in this opposite, so residents on
both sides of the parish boundary are within a very short walking distance of each other and
people in Higher Hurdsfield can easily access services in the Hurdsfield and more central parts of
Macclesfield. Higher Hurdsfield village and the Roewood Lane estate have no amenities or
services except a pub and play area and so the parish is relatively dependent on Macclesfield in
that respect. Consequently, the existing Borough ward area and Higher Hurdsfield have
significant ties and a number of common interests. In addition, the Macclesfield Hurdsfield
Member is already frequently approached by Higher Hurdsfield parish residents about local
issues, so including the parish in the Hurdsfield ward would reflect that situation and help to
enable more effective and convenient local government.

The current Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough ward has too few electors, with its electors per seat
ratio forecast to be 17% below the Borough average by 2030. Warding Higher Hurdsfield with
Macclesfield Hurdsfield would, however, give the expanded Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough
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ward an electors per seat ratio very close to (2% below) the Borough average, as well as
ensuring that Higher Hurdsfield’s interests and identity are still reflected. This change would also
help to promote effective and convenient local government, given the relative proximity of (and
the road link between) Higher Hurdsfield and Macclesfield Hurdsfield.

The current Macclesfield Hurdsfield Borough ward includes some areas that are relatively
deprived, falling within England’s “top” 30% for overall deprivation, according to the Government’s
2019 English Indices of Deprivation. The area’s character and its residents’ needs and identity
are very different to those of the adjacent Tytherington and East wards, which are in contrast
relatively affluent areas and which, in the East’s case, includes a sparsely-populated rural area
that extends to the edge of the Peak Park. It is therefore important that Macclesfield Hurdsfield
remains as a single-Member ward and is not merged with its neighbours, as this would not reflect
local communities’ identities and interests. (This report’s subsection on Macclesfield East
provides further information on the differences between the East and Hurdsfield wards.)

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects the name of the area of
Macclesfield that would be included, which also features in the name of the parish that would be
added to the existing Borough ward.
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4.27

Macclesfield South

Proposed ward name

Macclesfield South

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
8,055 4,028 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of 4GDT (Local Plan site LPS 15) from Gawsworth Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Borough ward plus site LPS 15.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4BF2, 4BFR, 4CAl, 4CAR, 4CB1, 4CBR, 4GDT.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

As noted in the subsection on Macclesfield Central, there are good reasons for keeping the
boundary between the Central and South wards as it is:

The boundary around 4CD1 - enclosing Macclesfield College, Macclesfield Academy, the
Ryles Park Road/ Ridge View residential area and the park and sports grounds on either side
of Ryles Park Road — provides a natural divide between the Central ward and the South ward,
with green space separating the Central ward and South ward properties in much of this area.
There is no direct road access between the Central ward’s Ryles Park Road/ Ridge View area
and the South ward properties in 4CAR (such as Primrose Avenue and Craig Road). Nor is
there any such access between the Ryles Park Road/ Ridge View area and the South ward
properties around Ash Grove Primary School.

Part of the South ward — specifically the area consisting of the streets around Briarwood
Avenue and Cedar Grove and broadly equating to 4CB1 - is the town’s most deprived
neighbourhood. This area is one of only four in Cheshire East that ranks in the Government’s
2019 English Indices of Deprivation’s “top” 10% for overall deprivation.

To the southwest of 4CB1 is the Moss estate, which spans the extent of Moss Lane and much
of 4CAR and 4CA1). Deprivation is a predominant issue here too.
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e Itis therefore appropriate for 4CB1, 4CAR and 4CALl to remain in the South ward. Boundaries
that divided 4CB1 or the Moss between two wards would make it very difficult to coordinate
efforts to address their deprivation and would not result in effective or convenient local
government.

4BF2 (the residential area of the South ward around vy Bank Primary School) has ties to the
adjacent parts of the current West & vy Borough ward. Including all these areas in the same
Borough ward would better reflect local communities’ identities and interests in this part of the
town. However, the Borough Council does not propose this change, as it would result in poor
electoral equality, leaving the South ward with an electors per seat ratio much more than 10%
below the Borough average and giving the proposed West ward (which also has deprived
communities and consequently higher workloads) a ratio far more than 10% above the Borough
average. Therefore the Borough Council believes the Commission’s collective criteria are better
achieved by keeping 4BF2 warded with the South, as this report proposes.

As noted in the subsection on Macclesfield East, the Borough Council had considered the option
of moving a small part of 4CBR from the South ward to the East, to adjust for the South ward’s
deprived communities and the associated higher workload levels that entails for the South ward
Members. However, the existing ward boundary line in this area is more natural and the
properties in the northern part of 4CBR (Black Road and other streets between Windmill Street
and Gunco Lane) are more similar to those in the South ward than those in the East.

4GDT is a Local Plan site (LPS 15) intended to meet Macclesfield’s housing needs. Along with
the established properties in 4BFR, it forms part of Gawsworth Parish Council’'s Gawsworth Moss
parish ward. The Community Governance Review generated extensive evidence that the
residents of the established properties in 4BFR identify closely with Gawsworth and participate in
many communal activities in the other (Gawsworth village) part of the parish. However, 4BFR is
part of the same urban conurbation and is dependent on Macclesfield for a number of key
services; it is in fact already warded with Macclesfield South. Given this, together with the
intended purpose of LPS 15, there is a good case for warding the Gawsworth Moss parish ward
with Macclesfield. This warding arrangement for Gawsworth Moss, together with the other
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boundary changes proposed above and the proposals for the Congleton-Gawsworth boundary
(see the subsection on Gawsworth), also achieves good electoral equality, with the would-be
Gawsworth ward having an electors per seat ratio fairly close to (5% above) the Borough
average.

The proposed South ward would have an electors per seat ratio slightly below the Borough
average, which suitably reflects the high workload associated with its deprived areas. However,
as explained above, changing its boundaries with the adjacent Macclesfield wards (in order to
lower its ratio a little further) would not reflect local communities’ identities and interests.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects the geographical area of
Macclesfield that the ward would cover.
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4.28

Macclesfield Tytherington

Proposed ward name

Macclesfield Tytherington

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
8,093 4,047 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of part of 4EE1 (which forms part of Bollington Town Council’s West ward), from the
current Bollington Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Borough, plus the part of 4EE1 south of the Silk Road.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4AAL, 4AA2, 4AA3, 4AA4, 4AAR, 4AC1, 4AEL, 4EE1 (part only).

The part of 4EE1 to be included would be the part south of the Silk Road (Dumbah Lane,
Tytherington Lane, Ball Lane, Springwood Way, Webbs Close, Woodward Close, Goodwin
Close, Livesley Road, Patterson Close, Monk Close, Hetherington Square, Edgell Close and
Wesley Close).

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of 4EE1 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Macclesfield Tytherington: close-up of Springwood
Way area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current Tytherington ward’s population is largely concentrated in the residential areas
spanning 4AA1l, 4AA2, 4AA3, 4AA4 and 4AAR, including Tytherington Drive, Marlborough Drive,
Rugby Drive, Badger Road and the streets off Dorchester Way. This area has a supermarket and
many other amenities and a good community spirit, with many social activities.

As noted in the subsection on Macclesfield Central, the inclusion of the Coare Street area (4AC1)
in the Central ward has also been considered, as its terraced housing is of similar character and
the River Bollin would provide a natural boundary. However, 4AC1 is not part of the town centre
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and the road network (Hibel Road) is a clear physical barrier between the two. It is a separate
community to the current Central ward and to the areas of Tytherington north of the River Bollin.
Moving 4AC1 to the Central ward would, though, result in inadequate electoral equality, leaving
the Tytherington ward with too few electors to warrant two seats but far too many for one Member
to serve. (This is true even allowing for the impact of the Borough Council’s proposed extension
of Tytherington’s northern boundary up to the Silk Road, as detailed below.) The properties in
4AC1 are connected to the rest of the current Tytherington ward via Beech Lane and fall within
the catchment for Tytherington High School. The Borough Council therefore proposes that 4AC1
remain warded with Tytherington.

The Bollinbrook area (4AE1) has been warded with Tytherington since 2011, but was part of the
Broken Cross & Upton Borough ward prior to that. As with 4AC1, it is a distinct community in its
own right and has its own primary school and social media groups. The Borough Council has
considered including this area once again in the same ward as Broken Cross & Upton: there is
direct road access from Bollinbrook into the residential area between Prestbury Road and Victoria
Road, whereas the railway line and River Bollin mean that access by car or bus into most of
Tytherington (4AA1, 4AA2, 4AA3, 4AA4 and 4AAR) involves a longer journey, via the inner road
network along Cumberland Street or Hibel Road and the Silk Road. However, moving 4AE1 out
of Tytherington would (as with 4AC1) result in poor electoral equality, leaving Tytherington with
far too few electors for a two-Member ward but far too many for a single seat. It would also result
in the proposed Macclesfield West ward having an electors per seat ratio much more than 10%
above the Borough average. As the would-be Macclesfield West ward contains some of the
town’s more deprived communities (in the Weston and lvy areas and in part of Upton), this would
result in an unduly heavy workload for the West ward Members. Hence keeping 4AE1 warded
with Tytherington is necessary in order to meet the Commission’s criteria relating to electoral
equality and effective and convenient local government (as well as reflecting local communities’
identities and interests).

The current Borough ward boundary between Bollington and Macclesfield Tytherington is the
same as the current boundary between Bollington and Macclesfield town councils. However, this
boundary divides the Springwood Way estate, with residents on some of the estate’s streets
being in a different Borough ward to those on adjacent streets and properties on some roads
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(such as Hetherington Square) being divided between the two wards. The responses to the
Community Governance Review’s (CGR) draft recommendations consultation stage revealed
evidence of ties between Springwood Way estate residents and the part of Bollington north of the
Silk Road. Therefore the CGR final recommendations left the town council boundary unchanged,
rather than aligning it with the Silk Road.

Nevertheless, a Borough ward boundary that divides the estate and individual streets (and in
some cases runs through individual properties) does not reflect the local community’s identity and
interests, nor does it promote effective and convenient local government. Springwood Way
residents are part of the same community and it is more practical for them all to be included in the
same Borough ward, so that residents are clear about whom to approach about local matters and
So issues related to the estate do not require liaison between Members from different wards. The
Silk Road represents a natural boundary and there is also a sizeable green gap between that
road and the town of Bollington itself. In contrast, the residential streets south of Tytherington
Business Park (such as Cotton Crescent and Tytherington Drive) are relatively close to the
Springwood Way estate, with footpaths connecting the southern end of the estate to Tewkesbury
Drive and Tytherington Drive. Many of the estate’s properties (those within the current
Macclesfield Tytherington Borough ward boundary) are in the catchment for the Marlborough
Primary School on Tytherington Drive. The B5090 and A538 also provide easy access from the
estate to the areas of Tytherington further south.

Given the advantages of placing the entire Springwood Way estate in a single ward, the estate’s
ties to the parts of Tytherington further south, and the merits of the Silk Road as a natural
boundary, it is therefore proposed that the whole estate be warded with Macclesfield
Tytherington.

The impact of extending the Tytherington ward’s boundary to the Silk Road is to bring its electors
per seat ratio closer to (2% below) the Borough average.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects the name of the area of
Macclesfield that the ward would cover.
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4.29

Macclesfield West

Proposed ward name

Macclesfield West

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

3
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
13,488 4,496 +9%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

This ward would be formed from the merger of the following areas:

The current Broken Cross & Upton Borough ward

The current Macclesfield West & lvy Borough ward

Polling district 4GET (the part of Local Plan site LPS 18 that moved into Macclesfield Town
Council as part of the Community Governance Review [CGR] changes). 4GET is currently
part of Gawsworth Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

See row above.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4AD1, 4AD2, 4AD3, 4AF1, 4AF2, 4AF3, 4BC1, 4BD1, 4BE1, 4BF1, 4GET.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

As noted in the subsections on the Central, South and Tytherington Borough wards:

It is appropriate that the whole of 4BF1 (including the areas around Haldene Road, Clowes
Street/ Frances Street, Brooklands Avenue and Cherington Crescent) be included in the
proposed Macclesfield West Borough ward, not Central: this area west of Oxford Road
contains the secondary school that serves the west of the town and so is part of that
community.

4BF2 (the residential area around Ivy Bank Primary School) has ties to the adjacent parts of
the current West & Ivy Borough ward. Including all these areas in the same Borough ward
would better reflect local communities’ identities and interests in this part of the town.
However, the Borough Council does not propose this change, as it would result in poor
electoral equality, leaving the South ward with an electors per seat ratio much more than 10%
below the Borough average and giving the proposed West ward (which also has deprived
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communities and consequently higher workloads) a ratio far more than 10% above the
Borough average.

e The Bollinbrook area (4AE1) has been warded with Tytherington since 2011, but was part of
the Broken Cross & Upton Borough ward prior to that. It is a distinct community in its own right
and has its own primary school and social media groups. The Borough Council has
considered including this area once again in the same ward as Broken Cross & Upton: there
is direct road access from Bollinbrook into the residential area between Prestbury Road and
Victoria Road, whereas the railway line and River Bollin mean that access by car or bus into
most of Tytherington (4AA1, 4AA2, 4AA3, 4AA4 and 4AAR) involves a longer journey, via the
inner road network along Cumberland Street or Hibel Road and the Silk Road. However,
moving 4AE1 out of Tytherington would (as with 4AC1) result in poor electoral equality,
leaving Tytherington with far too few electors for a two-Member ward but far too many for a
single seat. It would also result in the proposed Macclesfield West ward having an electors
per seat ratio much more than 10% above the Borough average. As the would-be
Macclesfield West ward contains some of the town’s more deprived communities (in the
Weston and Ivy areas and in part of Upton), this would result in an unduly heavy workload for
the West ward Members. Hence keeping 4AE1 warded with Tytherington is necessary in
order to meet the Commission’s criteria relating to electoral equality and effective and
convenient local government (as well as reflecting local communities’ identities and interests).

The properties in the eastern (Upton Hall) part of 4AF2 (those east of Prestbury Road) are very
few in number. The Borough Council has considered the option of including this part of 4AF2 in
Tytherington Borough ward, but does not propose that change, given that services and amenities
in Broken Cross & Upton are geographically closer and more accessible by road for these
residents than the facilities in Tytherington are.

4GET is a Local Plan site that is intended to cater for Macclesfield’s housing needs and the area
covered by this polling district was therefore transferred from Henbury parish to Macclesfield
Town Council under the recent CGR changes. Residents on this site will look to Macclesfield for
key services and it is appropriate for it to be included in a Macclesfield ward.

77



Cheshire East Electoral Review 2023-24: Warding Proposal Report (V4, 18 Feb 2024)

The proposed West ward would contain all of Broken Cross, Upton and Weston, which are
distinct communities. However, dividing this area into small wards is not considered to be feasible
without splitting one or more of these communities between wards, or without leaving one such
ward with a very high electors per seat ratio. The proposed ward includes some of the town’s
areas of social housing and some of its most deprived neighbourhoods. One of these (broadly
equating to 4BE1) ranks among England’s most deprived 20% under the Government’s 2019
English Indices of Deprivation. Deprivation is also a challenge in parts of 4BC1 and 4BD1 and in
the area around Upton Priory School. Although the proposed ward would have an above-average
electors per seat ratio and generate a substantial workload for the elected Members, the Council
believes (as set out above) that alternative warding arrangements would result in either wards
that poorly reflected local communities’ identities and interests, or warding that involved an
extremely high electors per seat ratio (well above 10%) for an area containing deprived
neighbourhoods.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The proposed ward name reflects the geographical area of Macclesfield that the ward would
cover. Whilst this ward would include Broken Cross, Upton, Weston and Ivy, which have distinct
identities and make up the ward’s main communities, a composite ward name listing all these
areas of the town would be too long for practical use, as would a composite name derived from
the existing ‘Broken Cross & Upton’ and ‘West & Ivy’ ward names.

It should also be noted that ‘Weston’ is the proposed name for one of the wards in another part of
the Borough and it is important that the names of that ward and the one covering western
Macclesfield do not get confused.
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4.30 Middlewich
Proposed ward name Middlewich
Proposed number of seats 3
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
12,626 4,209 +2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of polling district BRET, from the current Brereton Rural Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Middlewich Town Council

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts BRET, MIAA, MIAB, MIAC, MIAE, MIAF, MIAG, MIAH, MIAJ

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed ward would align the Middlewich Borough ward boundary with the post-Community
Governance Review boundaries between Middlewich Town Council and Moston Parish Council,
and bring the whole of the housing development on Local Plan sites LPS 42 and LPS 45 within
Middlewich Borough ward.

This change would reflect local communities’ interests and identities, as these new development
sites were provided in order to help meet Middlewich’s housing needs and residents there will
naturally look to Middlewich for services and amenities.

The proposal would also leave Middlewich with an electors per seat ratio close to the Borough
average.

Including one or both of the adjacent parishes of Moston and Bradwall in the ward would not be
appropriate, as they are small rural communities with dispersed populations. In addition,
Middlewich’s ties to neighbouring settlements are primarily to the Cheshire West & Chester towns
of Winsford and Northwich, rather than to the rest of Cheshire East. Winsford and Middlewich
Town Councils provided evidence of this during the recent (2021-22) consultations on
parliamentary constituency boundaries, which led to the Boundary Commission for England
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placing all three towns in the same constituency. In other words, Middlewich is very much a
separate community to the rest of Cheshire East.

Rationale for the proposed | The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as the
name ward would consist solely of the Middlewich Town Council area.
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4.31 Mobberley
Proposed ward name Mobberley
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
3,980 3,980 -3%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of the parish of Ollerton with Marthall (polling districts 3CJ1 and 3CO1), from the current
Chelford Borough ward.

Transfer (removal) of polling district 3CMT (the small part of the Longridge Trading Estate
currently in Mobberley Borough ward), to the proposed Knutsford Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The following parishes and parish wards:

e The parishes of Ashley, Great Warford, Little Warford, Mobberley and Ollerton with Marthall.

¢ Millington & Rostherne Parish Council’s Rostherne & Tatton parish ward (polling districts
3CU1 and 3CU7).

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3CB6, 3CH1, 3CJ1, 3CM1, 3CMR, 3C0O1, 3CU1, 3CU7, 3DE1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current Borough has a relatively low electors per seat ratio: the ratio was 9% below the
Borough average as of 2023 and this variance is forecast to widen, to 15% below the average, by
2030. It is therefore necessary to expand the geographical area of the ward, in order for its ratio
to fall within the range usually sought by the Commission.

The proposed addition of Ollerton with Marthall to the ward would achieve this and result in a
ratio (as of 2030) close to the Borough average. This change would also reflect local
communities’ identities and interests. Whilst Ollerton with Marthall is currently part of Chelford
Borough ward, it has no significant ties to Chelford or any shared services. The issues Ollerton
with Marthall faces are more similar to those for Great Warford, so there are benefits in warding
them together in Mobberley. Ollerton and Mobberley are also on the same bus route.
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Ashley, Great Warford and Rostherne also have links to Mobberley, meaning that there is logic in
keeping these areas warded together:
e The parishes of Great Warford and Ashley are reasonably close to Mobberley and well
connected to it by road. Mobberley and Ashley are also adjacent stops on the same
(Chester-Manchester) railway line.

e Ashley and Rostherne are in the catchment for Mobberley’s primary school.

e For Ashley and Great Warford, Mobberley is the nearest location in Cheshire East with a
supermarket or a pharmacy.

Although the proposed warding would mean that the parish of Millington & Rostherne would still
be split between Mobberley and High Legh Borough wards, the Millington parish ward has ties to
High Legh rather than High Legh. As noted in the section of this report covering the proposed
warding for High Legh, Millington is on the same side of the A556 as High Legh and is in the
same school catchment.

By transferring 3CMT to the proposed Knutsford Borough ward, the proposal would align the
Knutsford Borough ward boundary with the post-Community Governance Review boundaries
between Knutsford Town Council and Mobberley Parish Council. This change would also bring
the whole of the Longridge Trading Estate within a single Borough ward, avoiding the potential
requirement for Members from two different Borough wards to liaise over issues relating to the
Estate. As this polling district has no electors either currently or expected by (or after) 2030, its
removal from Mobberley ward would have no impact on electoral equality.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as
Mobberley is the main settlement within the proposed Borough ward and an important local
centre for key services and amenities.
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4.32

Nantwich North & West

Proposed ward name

Nantwich North & West

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,400 4,200 +2%
Summary of any changes Addition of:

e polling district 3FBT (the Kingsley Fields housing development, Local Plan site LPS 46), from
the current Bunbury Borough ward.
e 3FAT (the Malbank Waters housing development), from the current Wrenbury Borough ward.

Transfer (removal) of 1INA3 to the proposed Nantwich South & Stapeley Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Most of the current Borough ward (all except for the Mount Drive estate area covered by 1NA3),
plus the Kingsley Fields and Malbank Waters developments.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts INAO, 1NA1, 1NA2, 1NAG6, INAC, 3FAT, 3FBT

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed changes would reflect local communities’ interests and identities by aligning the
Borough ward boundary between the Bunbury and Nantwich Borough wards with the post-
Community Governance Review boundaries between Nantwich Town Council, Burland & Acton
Parish Council and Worleston & District Parish Council, and bring the Kingsley Fields and
Malbank Waters development within the Borough ward that contains the adjacent part of the town
of Nantwich. These new developments were intended to meet Nantwich’s housing needs and
residents of the new properties are dependent on the town for key services and amenities.

However, if the addition of Kingsley Fields and Malbank Waters were the only changes made to
the ward, Nantwich North & West would have an expected 9,530 electors by 2030, giving it an
electors per seat ratio 16% above the Borough average, whilst the Nantwich South & Stapeley
Borough ward, if left unchanged, would have a ratio 6% below the average. Hence the Borough
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Council proposes that polling district 1NA3 be transferred from the North & West ward to the
South & Stapeley ward, so that both have a (2030) ratio within 10% of the Borough average.

The reasons for proposing to transfer this specific part of the current North & West Borough ward

to South & Stapeley are:

e Transferring an area of Nantwich North & West that is further west (namely part or all of
1NAO) would, given the physical barrier of the River Weaver, limit direct access between the
northern and western parts of the redrawn North & West ward.

¢ It would keep all the properties in the Mount Drive area (which broadly equates to 1NA3) in
the same Borough ward.

The resulting ratios for the two proposed Borough wards would, as of 2030, both be within 10% of
the Borough average (2% above and 7% above respectively).

Rationale for the proposed | The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects the geographical parts of
name the town that the proposed ward would cover.
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4.33

Nantwich South & Stapeley

Proposed ward name

Nantwich South & Stapeley

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
8,833 4,417 +7%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of polling district 1INA3, from the current Nantwich North & West Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The current Borough ward (which includes the parish of Stapeley & District) plus 1NA3

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1FC1, 1FC2, 1FC6, 1FCR, 1NA3, 1NA4, 1NA5, 1INAR

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The previous (Nantwich North & West) subsection of this report explains the reasons for the
proposed addition of 1NAS.

Although Stapeley & District is a separate parish to Nantwich and has its own identity, the vast
majority of its residential properties (many of them on recent housing development sites) are part
of the same conurbation as Nantwich and there are good, direct road links from the more
sparsely-populated parts of Stapeley into Nantwich. Stapeley residents are dependent on
Nantwich for many key services.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects the geographical parts of
Nantwich that the proposed ward would cover. It also reflects the fact that Stapeley makes up a
large proportion of the ward’s population and (as the recent Community Governance Review
confirmed) has its own separate identity.
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4.34 Odd Rode
Proposed ward name Odd Rode
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,237 4,119 0%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of polling district LAWT (to the proposed new Alsager Borough ward).

Addition of the parishes of Smallwood (AST6), Betchton (LAW3) and Hassall (LAW4).

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Betchton, Church Lawton, Hassall, Newbold Astbury cum Moreton, Odd Rode
and Smallwood.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts AST1, AST2, AST6, LAW1, LAW2, LAW3, LAW4, ORD1, ORD2, ORD3, ORD5

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The removal of LAWT will align the Odd Rode Borough ward with the post-Community
Governance Review (CGR) boundaries between Alsager Town Council and Church Lawton
Parish Council, and bring the whole of the housing development on Local Plan site LPS 21 with
Alsager Borough ward. This site was provided to help meet Alsager’s housing needs and
residents are dependent on the town for key services and amenities. The boundary change will
therefore better reflect community identity and interests.

The existing Borough ward would be too small to meet the Commission’s electoral equality
criterion, with its electors per seat ratio forecast to be 15% below the Borough average by 2030.
The removal of LAWT, if not undertaken in tandem with other boundary changes, would
exacerbate this slightly, resulting in a ratio 16% below average.

Adding the parishes of Smallwood, Betchton and Hassall to the existing ward would address this
imbalance and give the expanded ward a ratio that matched the Borough average. Including

these parishes in the ward would also reflect local communities’ identities and interests, as there
are significant community ties between the parishes in the proposed Borough ward. In particular:
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e Some of the settlements in Church Lawton and Odd Rode parishes have convenience stores
or a supermarket and two of them (Rode Heath and Scholar Green) have key services such
as a GP surgery and post office, whereas Hassall, Smallwood and Betchton have no such
services and no retail provision. There are direct road links from Hassall Green (Betchton’s
main settlement) to Rode Heath (in Odd Rode parish) and the main settlements in Church
Lawton, making their services relatively accessible to the smaller parishes to their north.
Similarly, there are good road links between the main settlements in Smallwood/ Newbold
Astbury and Rode Heath/ Scholar Green (which are in Odd Rode parish).

e Hassall and Betchton are in the catchment area for Smallwood Church of England Primary
School and Moreton parish ward is in the catchment for Scholar Green Primary School.

¢ In the final recommendations report (2010) from the Commission’s last review of Cheshire
East, evidence (from Betchton Parish Council) was cited of Betchton’s community ties to Odd
Rode.

The proposals mean the new ward would cover a large and much expanded geographical area.
Even the existing ward’s area sometimes presents challenges arising from the hilly terrain of its
Mount Pleasant parish ward (as Odd Rode Parish Council noted in its response to the CGR draft
recommendations consultation). Therefore, it is not felt that the ward should be extended to
include more than the proposed six parishes. As noted in the proposal for Brereton, Arclid has
closer ties to Brereton than to Odd Rode and all the other rural parishes adjoining the proposed
ward are relatively large in terms of land area and population and face different issues to those in
the proposed Odd Rode ward (for example, major new housing development sites).

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and closely associated with the area
(the parish of Odd Rode) where the majority of the proposed ward’s electors live.
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4.35 Poynton
Proposed ward name Poynton
Proposed number of seats 3
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
12,097 4,032 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal), from the current Poynton East & Pott Shrigley Borough ward, of the parishes
of:

e Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley (to be added to the proposed Disley Borough ward).

e Pott Shrigley (to be added to the proposed Bollington & Rainow Borough ward).

Transfer (removal), from the current Poynton West & Adlington Borough ward, of the parish of
Adlington.

Merger of the residual areas of these two Poynton wards into a single new ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

Poynton Town Council

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4JC1, 4JC2, 4JD1, 4JDR, 4JE1, 4JF1, 4JG1, 4JG2, 4JH1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

These changes would address the fact that both existing Poynton wards have electors per seat
ratios that are well below the Borough average: without boundary changes, both of them would
be more than 10% (and one of them more than 20%) below that average by 2030.

The changes would mean a Borough ward boundary that is coterminous with the Town Council
boundary. The elected Members would consequently be able to focus on the needs and interests
of the town, rather than having to address, in addition, the rather different needs and issues of the
rural neighbouring parishes currently included in the Poynton wards.
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It is recognised that Pott Shrigley and Adlington have some ties to Poynton. For example, there
are good road connections to the town, Adlington train station is on the line to Poynton — and
Poynton Industrial Estate (located in Adlington parish) is adjacent to the town.

However, these two parishes, along with Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley, each cover a wide
geographical area. Travel times will account for a significant proportion of Members’ working
hours and accessibility to parts of the Peak Park area (which spans much of Pott Shrigley and
Kettleshulme & Lyme Handley) is more difficult in winter weather. The Park’s different planning
policy regime can potentially also add to the complexity of the workload for Members serving this
area.

All three of the rural parishes currently included in the Poynton wards also have their own primary
schools, which again limits their dependency and links to nearby towns.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and reflects community identity, as the
ward would consist solely of the Poynton Town Council area.
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4.36 Prestbury
Proposed ward name Prestbury
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,239 4,239 +3%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of the parish of Over Alderley (polling district 3DC1) to the proposed Chelford
Borough ward.

Addition of the parish of Adlington (polling districts 4JA1 & 4JB1), from the current Poynton West
& Adlington Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Adlington, Mottram St Andrew and Prestbury

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4HE1, 4HE2, 4HF1, 4HF2, 4HF3, 4JA1, 4JB1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The three parishes in the proposed ward are of similar character, being home to fairly affluent
communities and covering large rural areas. The main villages in the three parishes are well
connected by road and have well established links to each other. Adlington is also connected to
Prestbury by rail. Prestbury is well endowed with services and amenities, including a library,
supermarket, GP surgery and pharmacy and is the nearest location for these for many Adlington
and Mottram St Andrew parish residents. Adlington has previously been warded with Prestbury
and the Commission’s final recommendations report from its last (2010) review of Cheshire
reported that Adlington Parish Council’s preferred option was to be warded with Prestbury.

Over Alderley too has some ties to Prestbury, but, as noted in the subsection on Chelford, Nether
Alderley and Over Alderley have a number of shared interests, such as the Alderley Park
development site, which is split between the two parishes.

The Council’s consultation on its Community Governance Review draft recommendations had
proposed that the parishes of Mottram St Andrew and Over Alderley be merged, but the
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responses to that proposal included a substantial amount of evidence of a relative lack of links
and common interests between the two parishes. In particular, Mottram St Andrew has a diverse
array of amenities, including a hotel, golf club and garden centres, whereas Over Alderley has
very few. The consultation responses also noted that Mottram St Andrew’s numerous social clubs
and other communal activities have no links to Over Alderley.

Therefore it is felt that Over Alderley now fits better in the proposed Chelford ward. This change
would also result in better electoral equality. The current Prestbury ward’s electors per seat ratio
is forecast to be 8% below the Borough average by 2030. However, removing Over Alderley from
the ward and ‘replacing’ it with Adlington increases the Prestbury ward’s electorate significantly,
making it much closer to the Borough average.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and Prestbury would be the ward’s
main village and centre for key services and amenities, making it a major focal point.

91




Cheshire East Electoral Review 2023-24: Warding Proposal Report (V4, 18 Feb 2024)

4.37

Sandbach East & Central

Proposed ward name

Sandbach East & Central

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
8,660 4,330 +5%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer, to the proposed Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley Heath Borough ward, of part of polling
district SAE2

Merger of the rest of Sandbach Town Borough ward and the whole of the current Sandbach
Heath & East Borough ward, to form the proposed Sandbach East & Central Borough ward

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

All of the current Sandbach Town and Sandbach Heath & East Borough wards, except for the
Middlewich Road/ Park Lane part of SAE2.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts SAE1, SAE2 (part only), SAE3, SAEC, SAN1, SAN2.

The part of SAE2 to be included would be all of this polling district, except for: the Park Lane part
(both sides of the road); Blackacres Close; Bowles Close; numbers 112-160 on south (even) side
and numbers 101-129 on north (odd) side of Middlewich Road.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of SAE2 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley Heath: close-up of Park
Lane area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposals for the East & Central ward have been informed in large part by the electoral
forecast numbers and identities of the communities in other parts of the town. This is a
consequence of recent housing and population growth leading to a situation where Sandbach’s
current allocation of four council seats is too few to reflect the size of its electorate, but five seats
is too many to divide the town into whilst meeting the Commission’s main three criteria. An added
complication is that of this demographic growth being much more concentrated in some of the

92




Cheshire East Electoral Review 2023-24: Warding Proposal Report (V4, 18 Feb 2024)

town’s current Borough wards than others. In particular, the current Elworth Borough ward has an
electors per seat that is at (and forecast to remain) over 20% above the Borough average, whilst
the ratios forecast for the other three wards range from 4% to 10% above average.

Whilst they largely form part of the same urban area and have the sort of community ties that
would justify warding them together, a merger of the current Elworth and Ettiley Heath &
Wheelock wards would create a ward with an electors per seat ratio too high to meet the
Commission’s electoral equality criterion. Including the new Albion Lock development (polling
district BRET2), which identifies as part of Elworth and which became part of the Town Council’s
Elworth ward as part of the Community Governance Review changes, would therefore make this
ratio higher still.

A merger of the Town Council’s Elworth ward (BRET2, SAN3, SAW1 and SAW2) and the Ettiley
Heath area (SAW3), to create a two-Member ward, means a somewhat lower ratio, because of
the exclusion of polling districts that contain Wheelock. Such a ward would have a ratio within
10% of the Borough average, but would be somewhat on the low side (8% below average). A
merger of the current Town and Heath & East wards would likewise have a ratio within 10% of
the Borough average, but on the high side (7% above).

The proposal addresses this disparity between the two would-be wards’ ratios — and also

provides a better reflection of community identity and interests — by doing the following:

e taking the Middlewich Road and Park Lane part of SAE2 (currently in the Sandbach Town
Borough ward) as far east as the town’s secondary schools - and including these properties in
the proposed Elworth & Ettiley Heath Borough ward;

e also including the properties on the Park Lane part of SAWR in the proposed Elworth & Ettiley
Heath Borough ward.

The housing stock in these parts of SAE2 and SAWR are generally of similar character to those
along the adjacent (SAW2/ SAN3) stretch of Middlewich Road and form part of the same
community, whereas the Middlewich Road properties east of the secondary schools are of a
different character and form part of the town’s central areas.
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The impact of including these parts of SAE2 and SAWR in the Elworth and Ettiley Heath ward is
to increase its ratio to 3,983 (3% below average) and lower the Central & East ward’s ratio to
4,330 (5% above average).

The part of the Town Council not included in these proposed wards is the Wheelock area, which
consists of SAW4 and all of SAWR except the Park Lane part. Wheelock has a few retail outlets
and amenities, but relies primarily on the central areas of Sandbach for key services. Wheelock
on its own has far too few electors to justify its own ward, but it and the Winterley and Wheelock
Heath areas of Haslington Parish Council are forecast to have a total of 3,852 electors as of
2030, which equates to a ratio 6% below the Borough average. Although they fall within a
different parish council and are a separate community to Wheelock, Winterley and Wheelock
Heath residents also tend to rely on Sandbach for key services, rather than Haslington village,
and so there is a natural link between these communities. Therefore the council’s proposes that
Wheelock, Winterley and Wheelock Heath be warded together.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name clearly indicates the geographical areas of Sandbach that the ward would cover.
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4.38 Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley Heath

Proposed ward name

Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley Heath

Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
7,966 3,983 -3%
Summary of any changes Merger of:

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

the current Elworth Borough ward.
the Albion Lock housing development (polling district BRET2), which is currently part of
Brereton Rural Borough ward.
the Ettiley Heath (SAW3) part of the current Sandbach Ettiley Heath & Wheelock Borough

ward.

the Middlewich Road/ Park Lane part of SAE2, which is currently part of Sandbach Town

Borough ward.

the Park Lane part of SAWR, which is currently part of Sandbach Ettiley Heath & Wheelock

Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

See above list of merged areas.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts BRET2, SAE2 (part only), SAN3, SAW1, SAW2, SAW3, SAWR (part only).

The part of SAE2 to be included would be: the part of Park Lane (on both sides) that is within this
polling district; Blackacres Close; Bowles Close; numbers 112-160 on south (even) side and
numbers 101-129 on north (odd) side of Middlewich Road.

The part of SAWR to be included would be: the part of Park Lane (on both sides) that is within
this polling district; Fields Drive; Drovers Way.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of SAE2 and SAWR and the resulting
boundary lines can be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate
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document accompanying this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley
Heath: close-up of Park Lane area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

See section on the warding for Sandbach Central & East, as this sets out the rationale for
warding for all those areas containing the existing Sandbach Borough wards and the other area
(BRET?) that falls within the Town Council.

Rationale for the proposed
name

Elworth and Ettiley Heath are distinct areas of Sandbach with their own sense of identity and their
inclusion in ward names is a well-established and accepted practice.
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4.39 Shavington

Proposed ward name Shavington
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,784 4,392 +7%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition (to the current Shavington Borough ward) of:

Shavington cum Gresty Parish Council’'s Gresty Brook parish ward (polling district 1GM2),
from the current Crewe South Borough ward.

1FE1 (the polling district containing the parish of Rope’s urban population), from the current
Willaston & Rope Borough ward.

1FET (part of the Chatsworth Park estate) and 1FET2, from the current Willaston & Rope
Borough ward. Both of these areas were moved from Rope Parish Council to Shavington cum
Gresty Parish Council under the Community Governance Review (CGR).

Part of 1FE2 (see below for further details), from the current Wistaston Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Rope and Shavington
Part of 1FE2, which is in the parish of Wistaston

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1FE1, 1FE2 (part only), 1FET, 1FET2, 1GM1, 1GM2, 1GMR, 1GMT.

The part of 1FE2 to be included would be all of this polling district, except for: numbers 156 to
160 Wistaston Road; numbers 314-348 on the even (east) side of Crewe Road; the properties in
Holly Place and Gerard Gardens that fall within 1FE2; and numbers 351/ 351a to 421 on the odd
(west) side of Crewe Road.
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A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of 1FE2 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Wistaston: close-up of Wistaston Road area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

As a result of major housing development, the population of Shavington has grown significantly in
recent years and consequently the current, single-Member Shavington Borough ward has too
many electors for one seat (yet too few to warrant two seats). The ward’s electors per seat ratio
was 24% above the Borough average as of 2023 and this variance from the average is forecast
to decrease only a little (to 22% above average) by 2030.

Therefore the ward needs to be either reduced or expanded significantly in size, in order to meet
the Commission’s electoral equality criterion.

A key element of the proposed solution is to include Gresty Brook in the Shavington Borough
ward, so that both of Shavington cum Gresty Parish Council’s parish wards are in the same
Borough ward. The recent CGR draft recommendations consultation stage generated over 900
responses on the draft proposals for Shavington and these clearly demonstrated that Gresty
Brook identifies strongly with the rest of Shavington. The responses also highlighted the
connections that Gresty Brook has to the adjacent urban area of Rope parish, which forms part of
the same housing estate (Laidon Avenue/ Berkeley Crescent) and which has shared services
(see below for further details). In addition, it was clear from the consultation responses that
Gresty Brook has no significant ties to Crewe, despite it currently being warded with Crewe
South. It should also be noted that the Brook itself, and the green space either of it, provides a
natural boundary between the Gresty Brook properties and the adjacent area of Crewe.

The rationale for dividing 1FE2 and including all but a small southwestern segment of it in the

proposed Shavington ward is as follows:

e 1FE2 consists largely of a housing estate (Laidon Avenue/ Berkeley Crescent and roads off
these) that spans the parishes of Wistaston, Rope and Shavington (specifically Shavington
cum Gresty Parish Council’s Gresty Brook parish ward). The entire estate falls within the
same primary school catchment (for Berkeley Primary School), as do the Rope Lane and
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Springfield Drive (Wells Green) areas of 1FE2. People on the estate also share the same
medical practice.

e As the estate is part of the same community, it is proposed that all of 1FE2 be warded with
Shavington, except for the small southern ‘loop’ of that polling district (south of the Crewe
Road/ Church Lane junction) that forms part of Willaston village.

The proposed warding would reflect local communities’ identities and interests by:

e placing the whole of the parish of Shavington cum Gresty in a single Borough ward.

¢ bringing the whole Chatsworth Park estate within a single Borough ward.

¢ placing Shavington High School within Shavington Borough ward.

¢ placing the whole of Willaston village in the same Borough ward (currently, Holly Place and
Gerard Gardens are split between two Borough wards).

The resulting ward would have an electors per seat ratio within 10% of Borough average, though
on the high side of this range (7% above average as of 2030). However, the population is
concentrated within Laidon Avenue estate, the new housing development off Jack Mills Way (the
B5071) and Shavington village - and the A500 and the rest of the road network provide easy
access around the area. Deprivation is not an issue for this part of the Borough either, so the
relatively high ratio should not imply unreasonably high workloads for the elected Members.

The Borough Council has considered the option of having two single-Member wards (collectively
covering the same geographical area as the proposed Shavington Borough ward), with the A500
forming the boundary between them. However, it is felt that that arrangement would meet the
Commission’s criteria less well, given that:

e Gresty Brook, which is north of the A500, has ties to Shavington village (which is south of the
A500).

e Shavington High School would be in a different Borough ward to Shavington village. This is
the situation currently — and it results in some parents contacting the Shavington Borough
ward Member about issues relating to the school (as they assume the school is within that
Member’s ward) and those parents having to be referred on to the Willaston & Rope Member.
Having the school in the same Borough ward as the whole of Shavington cum Gresty village
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could avoid this confusion and enable more efficient communication between parents and the
local Members.

Rationale for the proposed | The current (and proposed) ward name is well-established and Shavington would be the ward’s
name main settlement and a key centre for services and amenities, making it a major focal point.
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4.40 Sutton
Proposed ward name Sutton
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
3,982 3,982 -3%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Removal (transfer) of the parish of Rainow, to the proposed Bollington & Rainow Borough ward.

Addition of the parishes of Bosley (polling district 4GA1) and North Rode (4GH6), from the
current Gawsworth Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Bosley, Macclesfield Forest & Wildboarclough, North Rode, Sutton and Wincle.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 4CC1, 4GAl, 4GG6, 4GH6, 4GK1, 4GK6, 4GL6, 4GM6, 4GO1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Largely as a result of new housing development forecast in the area of Sutton parish that adjoins
Macclesfield (Lyme Green), the Sutton Borough ward’s number of electors is predicted to grow to
4,549 by 2030, which equates to an electors per seat ratio 11% above the Borough average. The
ward covers a very widespread geographical area that includes a large part of the Peak Park and
many of the communities in the ward live in remote, dispersed locations, often at high elevations.
This mean travel times and conditions can be particularly challenging, as can some of the issues
faced by the elected Member. Hence the workload would be relatively high, even if the ratio were
close to the Borough average.

Consequently, changes to the ward boundary are required, to reduce it to a more manageable
size that meets the Commission’s requirements for electoral equality and effective and
convenient local government, whilst ensuring that the new warding arrangement continues to
reflect local communities’ identity and interests.
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As the responses from the Council’s Community Governance Review draft recommendations
consultation stage indicated, the three main villages in Sutton parish have very strong ties to
each other, relying on each other’s facilities and amenities and engaging together in many and
varied community activities. Parts of the parish’s other parish ward (Sutton Rural) are adjacent to
the villages and so can easily access their services and amenities, such as the local shop.
Therefore an attempt to reduce the size of the ward’s electorate by moving part of Sutton parish
to another ward would not reflect community identity. Because of its small number of electors,
transferring Wincle to the adjacent Gawsworth Borough ward would make only a modest
difference to electoral equality and would again fail to reflect community identity, as the interests
and needs of the Peak Park’s communities are completely different to those of many Gawsworth
parishes.

Hence the removal of Rainow from the ward is the only practical solution. The Council proposes
that Rainow be included instead in the proposed Bollington & Rainow Borough ward. Although
they have a number of differences, there are common issues affecting Bollington and Rainow,
such as balancing housing development pressures against the need to protect the natural
environment. (One residential street, Ingersley Vale, has a number of properties on both sides of
the parish boundary.) Therefore having both parishes represented by the same Member would
reflect local communities’ interests. This warding arrangement, including Pott Shrigley too (it is
close and well connected to Bollington by road), would also address the fact that the current
Bollington Borough ward’s electorate is too small to justify two Members, with an electors per
seat ratio that is forecast to be 15% below the Borough average by 2030.

However, if Rainow is removed from Sutton, one or more parishes have to be transferred from
Gawsworth Borough ward to Sutton, to avoid Sutton’s electors per seat ratio being too low to
satisfy the Commission’s electoral equality criterion. Therefore the Borough Council also
proposes that Bosley and North Rode be included in the redrawn Sutton ward. These two wards
have a rural character that fits with the rest of the ward and the road network provides a
convenient connection between them and Sutton’s other settlements. As noted in the subsection
on Gawsworth, moving only Bosley from Gawsworth to Sutton would, in tandem with the other
proposed warding arrangements for Gawsworth, leave Gawsworth with a ratio 10% above the
Borough average, while Sutton’s ratio would be 8% below average. However, moving both
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Bosley and North Rode ensures a more even balance between the electors per seat ratios for the
two very large, rural wards of Gawsworth and Sutton (with variances of plus 5% and minus 3%

respectively).

Rationale for the proposed
name

Sutton is the parish where the large majority of the proposed ward’s population lives and the
name of one of the area’s main villages. The use of this ward name is well established and
accepted.
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4.41 Weston
Proposed ward name Weston
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,286 4,286 +4%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

This new ward would consist of the following areas:
e the parish of Barthomley, which is currently in Haslington Borough ward.
e the parish of Weston & Crewe Green. This consists of:
o Weston parish ward and Crewe Green parish wards, which are currently in Haslington
Borough ward.
o Wychwood parish ward, which is currently in Wybunbury Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The parishes of Barthomley and Weston & Crewe Green.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1GF1, 1GF1T, 1GFR, 1GG1, 2GA6, 2GB1

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

This proposed warding would reflect community identity and interests by bringing the whole of the
parish of Weston & Crewe Green into a single Borough ward. The area is largely rural, but with
two relatively large villages, Weston and Wychwood, where the population has grown in size in
recent years as the result of major housing developments. The proposed ward would have at its
heart the South Cheshire Growth Village (Local Plan site LPS 8), where additional housing
development is expected in the years to come.

Wychwood village is currently in Wybunbury Borough ward, but is a separate community to the
Wychwood Park development to its immediate south. Wychwood village has more in common
with Weston than with Wychwood Park. This is reflected in the final recommendations from the
recent Community Governance Review, which resulted in Wychwood Park (previously split
between the then Weston & Basford and Hough & Chorlton Parish Councils) being located
entirely within Hough & Chorlton Parish Council.
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Including Wychwood village in the proposed Weston Borough ward would therefore reflect local
communities’ identities and interests better than the existing Haslington-Wybunbury Borough
ward boundary. Therefore Weston & Crewe Green Parish Council’'s Wychwood parish ward
(polling district 1GFR, which contains Wychwood village) is included in the proposed Weston
Borough ward.

This change to the current Borough ward boundary with Wybunbury would also meet the
Commission’s electoral equality criterion. The proposed Weston Borough ward would have an
electors per seat ratio 4% above the Borough average by 2030. By removing 1GFR from
Wybunbury, but otherwise leaving that Borough ward unchanged, Wybunbury’s ratio would also
be 4% above the average, as opposed to 20% above otherwise.

Barthomley is roughly equidistant from Weston village and the town of Alsager. Itis in the
catchment area for an Alsager primary school and the Radway Green Business Park is split
between the two parishes. However, Barthomley is a very small rural community of a completely
different character to Alsager and Barthomley village is on the opposite side of the M6 and A500
to the town. Barthomley has its own community centre, church and pub, which reduce its
dependency on larger settlements for social activities and community ties. Therefore it fits better
within the proposed Weston ward, which likewise includes some very small, dispersed
communities.

Rationale for the proposed
name

Weston is the name of one of the area’s two main villages and it features in the name of the
parish that would comprise most of the proposed Borough ward. The use of this name at parish
council level is already well established and accepted.

As noted above, Wychwood village is the other main settlement in the proposed ward. However,
calling the ward ‘Wychwood’ or ‘Weston & Wychwood’ could potentially cause confusion, given
that it would not include the Wychwood Park development. Hence the Borough Council’s
proposal that the ward be named simply ‘Weston’.
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4.42 Wheelock & Winterley
Proposed ward name Wheelock & Winterley
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
3,852 3,852 -6%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

This new ward would consist of the following areas:

e Most of polling district SAWR (all except the part containing Park Lane and the roads
accessed from it) and all of polling district SAWA4. Collectively these areas cover the Wheelock
area of Sandbach Town Council.

e Polling districts SAWT and 2GE1, which make up the Winterley parish ward on Haslington
Parish Council. This area includes the settlement of Wheelock Heath, as well as Winterley
village itself.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The communities of Wheelock, Wheelock Heath and Winterley.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 2GE1, SAW4, SAWR (part only), SAWT.

The part of SAWR to be included would be all of this polling district, except for: the Park Lane
part (both sides of the road); Fields Drive; Drovers Way.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of SAWR and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Sandbach Elworth & Ettiley Heath: close-up of Park
Lane area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Wheelock is part of Sandbach Town Council and falls within the current Sandbach Ettiley Heath
& Wheelock Borough ward, whereas Winterley and Wheelock Heath are part of Haslington Parish
Council and currently within Haslington Borough ward.
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Although they fall within a different parish council and are a separate community to Wheelock,
Winterley and Wheelock Heath residents tend to rely on Sandbach for key services (as do people
in Wheelock), rather than going into Haslington village. Wheelock is of similar size (in population
terms) to Winterley/ Wheelock Heath and the characters of these areas are similar, with a limited
number of local amenities and some distinctive natural features, such as the canal network and
river around Wheelock and Winterley Pool in Winterley. As such, they share common interests
and similar identities and there is logic in warding them together. In addition, the road network
provides easy access between Wheelock to the north and Winterley/ Wheelock Heath further
south.

Looking solely at the Commission’s ‘interests and identities of local communities’ criterion,
boundaries based on Sandbach Town Council’s area would be the most appropriate solution.
However, this would not achieve good electoral equality due to the town’s ‘fair’ share of Borough
ward councillors falling roughly midway between four and five councillors. Therefore electors per
seat ratios within the usually-required range (10% of the Borough average) can be obtained only
through having a ward that spans both part of the Sandbach Town Council area and part of an
adjacent parish. The proposed Wheelock & Winterley ward is considered to be the best means of
achieving that, given the similarities and connections to Sandbach that Wheelock, Wheelock
Heath and Winterley have. All the other communities surrounding Sandbach are far more rural,
with smaller, more dispersed populations and warding any of those areas with part of Sandbach
would reflect community identity and interests far less well.

Rationale for the proposed
name

Wheelock and Winterley are the two main settlements in the proposed ward and, as noted above,
are broadly similar in terms of population size. The names ‘Wheelock’ and ‘Winterley’ also appear
in the names of some of the area’s key natural features, namely the River Wheelock and
Winterley Pool. Including both settlement names in the ward’s name therefore reflects their dual
importance and provides clarity as to the extent of the geographical area covered. This is
particularly important, given that the ward would span two parishes (Sandbach and Haslington)
and two parliamentary constituencies.
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4.43

Wilmslow East & Dean Row

Proposed ward name

Wilmslow East & Dean Row

proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,484 4,242 +3%
Summary of any changes Addition of:

e polling district 8EE1 from the current Handforth Borough ward.
e the current Wilmslow Dean Row Borough ward.
e part of 8FC1 from the current Wilmslow West & Chorley Borough ward.

Transfer (removal) of 8FA1 to the proposed Wilmslow West Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The eastern and town centre areas of Wilmslow

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 8EB1, 8EC1, 8ED1, 8EE1, 8FC1 (part only), 8FE1, 8FF1.

The part of 8FC1 to be included would be: Grove Avenue/ Grove Way; and the part of the polling
district bounded by Water Lane to the north and Hawthorn Street/ Bedells Lane to the west.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of 8FC1 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Wilmslow East & Dean Row: close-up of town centre
area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The current, single-Member Wilmslow East Borough ward is forecast to have a relatively low
electors per seat ratio by 2030 (14% below average).

The proposed changes would result in a ratio much closer to the Borough average.

They would also better reflect community identity and interests and enable more effective and
convenient local government than the current warding:
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e As noted in the section on Handforth, the proposed warding in this part of the Borough would
bring the Colshaw Farm estate into a Wilmslow Borough ward, the proposed Wilmslow East &
Dean Row. The Colshaw Farm area, which comprises most of 8EE1, is the most deprived
community in Wilmslow or Handforth, ranking (according to the Government’s 2019 English
Indices of Deprivation) among the ‘top’ 20% in England for overall deprivation. There is no
road access from this estate into Handforth and Colshaw Farm residents identify as being part
of Wilmslow.

e The proposed boundary change involving part of 8FC1 would largely concentrate the town
centre area and its commercial and retail premises within a single ward (Wilmslow East &
Dean Row).

As such, issues relating to Colshaw Farm or the town centre could be readily addressed by
councillors from a single ward, rather than having to involve those representing other wards.

The transfer of 8FA1 (the Fulshaw Park area west of Alderley Road) to the proposed Wilmslow
West Borough ward helps ensure electoral equality (similar ratios) for that ward and Wilmslow
East & Dean Row, but without an adverse impact on community identity and interests. Alderley
Road provides a clear boundary between the proposed Wilmslow East & Dean Row ward and the
proposed Wilmslow West ward in this location.

In the northern part of the proposed Wilmslow East & Dean Row ward, the railway line would
provide a clear western boundary. To the south of the River Bollin, the railway line is still a
physical barrier, but there are multiple road and pedestrian crossing points that allow access
between the southeastern (8FF1) and southwestern (8FE1) parts of the proposed ward.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name provides clarity as to the geographical area of Wilmslow covered by the proposed
ward, as well as respecting Dean Row’s distinct and well-established identity.
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4.44 Wilmslow Lacey Green

Proposed ward name

Wilmslow Lacey Green

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
3,758 3,758 -9%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of polling district BEA1 (part of the Finney Green area of Wilmslow) from the current
Handforth Borough ward.

Transfer (removal) of:

¢ the Fairways estate (polling district 8FKT), which is Local Plan site LPS 34, from the current
Wilmslow Lacey Green Borough ward.

e the parish of Styal (8FK1).

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The Lacey Green and Finney Green areas of Wilmslow

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 8EA1, 8EK1, 8EKC

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed changes would reflect community identity and interests much better than the

current warding. The changes would, as noted in the section on Handforth’s proposed warding:

e Extend Handforth Borough westwards, to include the new Fairways development. This new
estate was developed to meet Handforth’s housing needs and Fairways is very close to and
well connected by road to the many shops and other services in the centre of Handforth.
There is no direct road link from Fairways into Wilmslow, other than via Handforth.

e Place 8EA1 in the same Wilmslow ward as the rest of Finney Green. The adjacent part of
Handforth Town Council consists of Deanway Business Park and this, together with the
railway line to the east of 8EA1 and the natural boundary of the River Dean, mean that
residents of 8EAL have limited connections to the nearest residential areas of Handforth.

110




Cheshire East Electoral Review 2023-24: Warding Proposal Report (V4, 18 Feb 2024)

The section on the proposed Handforth ward also sets out the rationale for warding the parish of
Styal with Handforth, rather than with Wilmslow Lacey Green.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name reflects the geographical area of Wilmslow covered by the ward and it is a well-
established and accepted ward name locally.
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4.45 Wilmslow West

Proposed ward name

Wilmslow West

Proposed number of seats

Electoral statistics (for 2030)

2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
average
8,450 4,225 +3%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of polling district 8FA1, from the current Wilmslow East Borough ward.

Transfer (removal) of:
e the parish of Chorley (3DD1) to the proposed Alderley Edge Borough ward.
e part of 8FCL1 to the proposed Wilmslow East & Dean Row Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The western part of Wilmslow

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 8FA1, 8FB1, 8FBR, 8FC1 (part only), 8FG1, 8FH1, 8FHR, 8FJ1.

The part of 8FC1 to be included would be all of this polling district, except for: Grove Avenue/
Grove Way; and the part of the polling district bounded by Water Lane to the north and Hawthorn
Street/ Bedells Lane to the west.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of 8FC1 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Wilmslow East & Dean Row: close-up of town centre
area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed changes would better reflect local communities’ identities and interests, while
ensuring that the redrawn ward would still have an electors per seat ratio close to the Borough
average.

As noted in the sections on the warding proposals for Alderley Edge and Wilmslow East & Dean
Row:
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e Chorley does not identify with or have significant ties to Wilmslow (with part of which it is
currently warded).

e Chorley is geographically very close to Alderley Edge (the two were previously warded
together) and is well connected to it by road, making its larger neighbour an important centre
for many key services and amenities.

e The proposed boundary change involving part of 8FC1 would largely concentrate the town
centre area and its commercial and retail premises within a single ward (Wilmslow East &
Dean Row).

e The transfer of 8FA1 (the Fulshaw Park area west of Alderley Road) to the proposed
Wilmslow West Borough ward helps ensure electoral equality (similar ratios) for that ward and
Wilmslow East & Dean Row, but without an adverse impact on community identity and
interests. Alderley Road provides a clear boundary between the proposed Wilmslow East &
Dean Row ward and the proposed Wilmslow West ward in this location.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name reflects the geographical area of Wilmslow covered by the ward and it is a well-
established and accepted ward name locally.
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4.46 Wistaston
Proposed ward name Wistaston
Proposed number of seats 2
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
8,553 4,277 +4%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of polling districts 1FD1, 1FDC and 1FDR (which collectively cover almost all of
Willaston village), from the current Willaston & Rope Borough ward.

Transfer (removal) of:

e The parish of Woolstanwood (1FJ1) to the proposed Leighton Borough ward.

e Part of 1FE2 to one of the proposed wards covering the Rope and Shavington area. (The
warding arrangements for Rope and Shavington have yet to be agreed.)

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The settlements of Wistaston and Willaston

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1FD1, 1FD2, 1FDC, 1FDR, 1FE2 (part only), 1FF1, 1FFR, 1FG1, 1FG2.

The part of 1FE2 to be included would be: numbers 156 to 160 Wistaston Road; numbers 314-
348 on the even (east) side of Crewe Road; the properties in Holly Place and Gerard Gardens
that fall within 1FE2; and numbers 351/ 351a to 421 on the odd (west) side of Crewe Road.

A map showing a close-up of the proposed division of 1FE2 and the resulting boundary line can
be found in Appendix A (‘Maps of the proposed wards’), the separate document accompanying
this main report. This map is the one titled ‘Wistaston: close-up of Wistaston Road area’.

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

Although currently warded with Wistaston, there are few ties between the parish of Wistaston and
the parish of Woolstanwood. In addition, Woolstanwood is part of Leighton, Minhsull Vernon &
Woolstanwood Parish Council and (as noted in the section on warding for Leighton) the recent
Community Governance Review revealed extensive evidence that Woolstanwood residents
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identify with the other parishes in their parish council. Therefore the proposed warding includes
Woolstanwood with Leighton, not with Wistaston.

The rationale for dividing 1FE2 and including only a small southwestern segment of it in the

proposed Wistaston ward is as follows:

e 1FE2 consists largely of a housing estate (Laidon Avenue/ Berkeley Crescent and roads off
these) that spans the parishes of Wistaston, Rope and Shavington (specifically Shavington
cum Gresty Parish Council’s Gresty Brook parish ward). The entire estate falls within the
same primary school catchment (for Berkeley Primary School), as do the Rope Lane and
Springfield Drive (Wells Green) areas of 1FE2. People on the estate also share the same
medical practice.

e As the estate is part of the same community, it is proposed that all of 1IFE2 be warded with
Rope and Shavington, except for the small southern ‘loop’ of that polling district (south of the
Crewe Road/ Church Lane junction) that forms part of Willaston village.

The proposed warding would also reflect local communities’ identities and interests by:

e placing the whole of the parish of Shavington cum Gresty in a single Borough ward.

¢ placing Shavington High School within Shavington Borough ward.

e placing the whole of Willaston village in the same Borough ward (currently, Holly Place and
Gerard Gardens are split between two Borough wards).

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name reflects the main settlement covered by the ward and it is a well-established and
accepted ward name locally.
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4.47 Wrenbury
Proposed ward name Wrenbury
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,026 4,026 -2%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Addition of Burland & Acton Parish Council’s Acton & Henhull parish ward (polling districts 3FAS
& 3FA7), from the current Bunbury Borough ward.

Transfer (removal) of:

e 3FAT (the Malbank Waters housing development), to the proposed Nantwich North & West
Borough ward

e the parishes of Haughton and Spurstow, to the proposed Bunbury Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The following parishes: Baddiley; Bickerton; Brindley; Bulkeley & Ridley; Burland & Acton;
Cholmondeley; Chorley (near Wrenbury); Egerton; Faddiley; Marbury & District; Peckforton;
Wrenbury.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 3EC1, 3EC2, 3ECS, 3EE1, 3EET, 3EG1, 3EK6, 3EK7, 3EM6, 3EO6, 3EQL,
3ERG, 3ERS, 3ER9, 3ET1, 3FA5, 3FA6, 3FA7, 3FHS8, 3FHT

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

The proposed change involving 3FAT would:

o reflect local communities’ interests and identities by aligning the Borough ward boundary
between Wrenbury and the Nantwich Borough wards with the post-Community Governance
Review (CGR) boundaries between Nantwich Town Council and Burland & Acton Parish
Council, and bring the Malbank Waters development within the Borough ward that contains
the adjacent part of the town of Nantwich. This development was intended to meet Nantwich’s
housing needs and residents of the new properties are relatively dependent on the town for
key services and amenities.
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greatly reduce the ward’s electors per seat ratio. This change alone would reduce the 2030
ratio from 19% above average to 2% above.

The other proposed changes would also reflect local communities’ identities and interests by:

Reflecting Haughton’s and Spurstow’s ties to Bunbury. The two settlements are
geographically close to Bunbury, with a direct road link. A small part of Bunbury village is
actually on the Spurstow side of the parish boundary. Both Haughton and Spurstow are in the
catchment for Bunbury Aldersey Church of England Primary School. Bunbury is also the
nearest settlement to Haughton and Spurstow for key services and amenities such as a GP
surgery, convenience store and community centre.

placing the whole of Burland & Acton parish within Wrenbury Borough ward. The parish is
currently divided between Bunbury and Wrenbury Borough wards, despite the evidence from
the CGR of ties between its two main settlements: Burland (currently in Wrenbury) and Acton
(currently in Bunbury).

The net impact of all the boundary change proposals is to bring Wrenbury’s electors per seat ratio
down to slightly (2%) below the Borough average.

There are good reasons for keeping Bickerton & Egerton, Bulkeley & Ridley and Cholmondeley &
Chorley parish councils and their respective parishes warded together in Wrenbury Borough (as
they are currently):

Bulkeley & Ridley and Cholmondeley & Chorley are in the catchment for Bickerton Holy Trinity
Church of England Primary School.

The responses to the consultation on the Council’s CGR draft recommendations provided
evidence that Bulkeley & Ridley relies on Bickerton’s village hall and church for many social
and recreational activities and religious worship (and mentioned the dependence on
Bickerton’s school).

In addition, there are sounds reasons for keeping Wrenbury Borough ward'’s other existing
parishes within the ward:
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e For parishes such as Chorley, Baddiley and Marbury & District, Wrenbury is the nearest
settlement in the Borough with a Post Office, GP surgery and convenience store — and
Marbury & District is in the catchment for Wrenbury Primary School.

e Burland, Brindley and Faddiley are relatively close to each other and well connected via the
A534.

Peckforton’s ties to the rest of the proposed ward (or to Spurstow in the adjacent part of the
proposed Bunbury ward) are less strong: residents are largely concentrated in the village itself
and the CGR consultation responses highlighted the fact that it has a different character and
faces different issues to some of the adjacent parishes. Peckforton’s village hall is shared with
Beeston in Cheshire West & Cheshire and so to some extent its links are outside Cheshire East.
Warding Peckforton with Bunbury would give Bunbury a ratio above the Borough average.
Keeping Peckforton as part of the Wrenbury Borough, however, as the Borough Council
proposes, would give both Bunbury and Wrenbury ratios below the Borough average, achieving a
better balance of the workload arising from those two wards’ very large rural areas.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name reflects the main settlement covered by the ward and it is a well-established and
accepted ward name locally.
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4.48 Wybunbury
Proposed ward name Wybunbury
Proposed number of seats 1
Electors Electors per seat ratio Ratio’s variance from Borough
Electoral statistics (for 2030) average
4,282 4,282 +4%

Summary of any changes
proposed to the current
(pre-Review) ward boundary

Transfer (removal) of Weston & Crewe Green Parish Council’'s Wychwood parish ward (polling
district 1GFR) to the proposed Weston Borough ward.

Summary of area covered
by proposed ward

The following parishes: The following parishes: Doddington & District; Hatherton; Hough &
Chorlton; Walgherton; Wybunbury.

Details of area covered by
proposed ward

Polling districts 1GFT, 1GG2, 1GG3, 1GH6, 1GH7, 1GHS8, 1GJ6, 1GJ7, 1GJ8, 1GL6, 1GN1,
1GN6

Rationale for the proposed
boundary and for any
changes to current warding

As noted in the section on the proposed Weston Borough ward, Wychwood village (the
settlement that makes up Wychwood parish ward) is currently in Wybunbury Borough ward, but is
a separate community to the Wychwood Park development to its immediate south. Wychwood
village has more in common with Weston than with Wychwood Park. Including Wychwood village
in the proposed Weston Borough ward would therefore reflect local communities’ identities and
interests better.

This change would also address the problem of Wybunbury Borough having a very high electors
per seat ratio. The current Borough ward is forecast to have a ratio 20% above the average by
2030, but removing the Wychwood parish ward, as proposed, would make this ratio only 4%
above average.

This proposed change would leave Wybunbury Borough ward consisting of four parish councils:

Wybunbury, Hough & Chorlton, Hatherton & Walgherton and Doddington & District. These parish
councils have a number of community ties to each other, meaning that the proposed ward would
reflect local communities’ identities and interests:
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e The four parishes have a recent history of working together, notably on the Wybunbury
Combined Parishes Neighbourhood Plan.

e The main settlements in Hatherton and Walgherton fall within the Wybunbury Delves Church
of England Primary School catchment, as does the northern half of Doddington & District.

e For some of these settlements, such as Hatherton & Walgherton, Wybunbury is the nearest
location with a convenience store, a place of worship or a play area.

Rationale for the proposed
name

The name reflects the main settlement covered by the ward and it is a well-established and
accepted ward name locally.
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