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 1  Introduction 
 

 1.1  The County Council was notified that the Local Government Boundary Commission for 
England (LGBCE) intended to conduct a further electoral review of the county in July 
2010.  The preliminary consultation on council size ran from 14 September 2010 to 25 
October 2010 and the Council submitted a proposal that provided detailed evidence 
that the current council size of 62 would continue to provide effective and convenient 
local government for Staffordshire that reflects the distinct identities and interests of 
our communities. 

 
 1.2  During the process of drawing up the response to the preliminary consultation, it 

became clear that there was evidence that the current pattern of divisions, which is 
made up of 56 single Member divisions and 3 two Member divisions had some 
considerable disadvantages.  In particular, it was felt that having such a small number 
of dual Member divisions had resulted in them becoming an anomaly with the potential 
to create artificial distinctions between Members.  The Members representing those 
divisions also commented on the difficulties presented by such a large electorate.  
Consequently, the County Council agreed that any new pattern of divisions should be 
based solely on single Member divisions and, since the preliminary consultation 
closed, has been developing a new proposal for a pattern of 62 single Member 
divisions. 

 
 1.3  The previous review of Staffordshire was only completed in 2004 and Members of the 

County Council have expressed some concern that the County Council has been 
selected for a further electoral review after so little time.  These concerns have been 
addressed to the Communities Secretary, particularly in respect of the cost 
implications of undertaking the review in the current financial climate.  The County 
Council is going through a review at this time in order to improve electoral 
representation because of the high number of electoral divisions (25) where the ratio 
of electors to County Councillors is more than 10% greater or less than the average 
across the Council1 (Currently 10,652 electors per County Councillor). 

 
 1.4  It must be noted that the final recommendations from the review completed in 2004 by 

the Local Government Boundary Committee for England, which the current divisions 
are based upon, included 21 divisions which were expected to be more than 10% in 
variance by 2006.  This reflected the Committee's priority to ensure a high degree of 
co-terminosity between the new divisions and District and Borough Council wards 
(which had recently been reviewed at the time of the previous review).  However, given 
that the further review has been triggered by high levels of electoral inequality, the 
County Council's proposed pattern of divisions has been drawn up to ensure that the 
number of electors in the majority of the proposed new divisions does not vary by 
more or less than 10% from the projected average of 10,947 by 2016.  By using this as 
the key criterion, the County Council hopes to ensure that there will not be a need for 
any additional further reviews for a more appropriate length of time. 

 

                                                 
1
 Throughout this submission variances are expressed as x% representing variances above the County 

average and –x% variances below the County average. 
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 2  Approach to Developing Proposals 
 
 2.1  As part of the review process, the County Council has been asked by the LGBCE to 

estimate the electorate of Staffordshire in 2016.  The County Council has submitted a 
detailed account of the methodology it has used to make projections of the future 
electorate that has been based on past trends, estimated changes in household 
composition and identifying locations and amounts of future house building.  Using 
these projections, the total electorate for Staffordshire is expected to increase by 2.8% 
from 660,398 to 678,713 and the electorate of each of the eight District and Boroughs 
is also expected to increase in range from 1.8% (Tamworth) to 4.6% (Newcastle-
under-Lyme). 

 
 2.2  Using these projections, the distribution of the electorate across the eight Districts and 

Boroughs has been analysed to determine if there is any justification for changing the 
number of divisions in any areas.  This analysis has demonstrated that, with a council 
size of 62, the current number of divisions in each area remains an appropriate fit with 
the distribution of the electorate.  This does mean that there is some over-
representation in the Tamworth Borough Council and Lichfield District Council areas 
and  under-representation in the Stafford and Newcastle-under-Lyme Borough Council 
areas, however any changes in the distribution of divisions would reduce the level of 
electoral equality overall. 

 
 2.3  The County Council has therefore developed a pattern of 62 Divisions, 7 in the 

Cannock Chase District Council area, 8 in the East Staffordshire Borough Council 
area, 8 in the Lichfield District Council area, 9 in the Newcastle-under-Lyme Borough 
Council area, 8 in the South Staffordshire District Council area, 9 in the Stafford 
Borough Council area, 7 in the Staffordshire Moorlands District Council area and 6 in 
the Tamworth Borough Council area.  A summary of the proposed divisions can be 
found in Table 1 along with more details of the divisions in each area below. 

 
 2.4  The pattern of divisions has been developed following extensive consultation with 

elected Members in each of the eight areas.  The proposals have aimed to meet the 
criteria laid down by the LGBCE, in particular to ensure that they do not vary by more 
than 10% from the average elector-member ratio across the County.  Where proposed 
divisions do vary by more than 10%, this is principally to reflect community identities 
across the County.  These proposals have also been subject to consultation with the 
public and the County Council's partners, including District and Borough Councils. 

 
 2.5  On the current electorate figures, 11 of the 62 proposed new divisions vary by more 

than 10% from the average elector-Member ratio.  Electoral equality is projected to 
improve both in the majority of individual divisions and overall by 2016, when only 9 of 
the divisions are expected to be in variance.  No divisions vary by more than 20% with 
the highest level of variance currently -14.6% (Lichfield Rural North) and projected to 
be just 12.6% (Burntwood South and Audley and Chesterton) by 2016.  In addition, the 
other six divisions in variance by 2016 are only just outside the guideline variance 
figures only varying between 10.2% and 10.7%.  This represents a considerable 
improvement in electoral equality, meeting the LGBCE’s stated aim in conducting the 
Further Electoral Review. 

 

 2.6  Whilst electoral equality has been the primary driver for the development of the 
proposals, the County Council has had regard to the boundaries of District and 
Borough Council wards.  The new proposals ensure that 139 of the 174 wards in the 



 

3 

County (79.89%) are completely contained within a single electoral division and the 
boundaries of 19 Divisions are completely coterminous with those of wards.  The 
County Council consider that this is an acceptable level of coterminosity given the 
need to address issues of electoral equality in the current arrangements. 

 
 3  Summary of Proposals 
 
 3.1  Table 1 gives a summary of all 62 of proposed new divisions, including their current 

electorate and projected electorate at 2016 and the level of variance from the average 
elector-Member ratio across the County. 

 
Table 1: Division Summaries 
 

2010 2016 Division Electorate Variance Electorate Variance 
Etchinghill and Western Springs 11,158 4.8% 11,145 1.8% 
Brereton Wood 11,452 7.5% 11,839 8.1% 
Hednesford Chase 9,628 -9.6% 9,901 -9.6% 
Chadsmoor 10,941 2.7% 11,021 0.7% 
Hednesford South and Hawks Green 9,879 -7.3% 10,249 -6.4% 
Cannock Town Centre 11,223 5.4% 11,801 7.8% 
Cannock Villages 10,805 1.4% 10,828 -1.1% 
Uttoxeter Rural 10,075 -5.4% 10,498 -4.1% 
Uttoxeter Town 10,223 -3.9% 10,362 -5.3% 
Dove 9,658 -9.3% 9,760 -10.8% 
Rolleston and Stretton 11,827 11% 11,804 7.8% 
Burton Town 11,538 8.3% 12,029 9.9% 
Burton Tower 10,656 0% 10,943 0% 
Burton Trent 10,654 0% 10950 0% 
Needwood Forest 11,429 7.3% 11,944 9.1% 
Lichfield Rural West 9,852 -7.5% 10,575 -3.4% 
Lichfield Rural North 9,092 -14.6% 10,190 -6.9% 
Lichfield City North 10,678 0.2% 10,731 -2% 
Lichfield City South 9,470 -11.1% 10,216 -6.7% 
Lichfield Rural East 10,181 -4.4% 10,260 -6.3% 
Lichfield Rural South 10,091 -5.3% 10,170 -7.1% 
Burntwood South 9,585 -10% 9,570 -12.6% 
Burntwood North 10,087 -5.3% 9,998 -8.7% 
Kidsgrove 11,502 8% 11,583 5.8% 
Talke and Red Street 11,664 9.5% 12,066 10.2% 
Audley and Chesterton 11,779 10.6% 12,326 12.6% 
Bradwell, Porthill and Wolstanton 11,006 3.3% 11,416 4.3% 
May Bank and Cross Heath 11,000 3.3% 11,472 4.8% 
Keele, Knutton and Silverdale 9,521 -10.6% 10,346 -5.5% 
Westlands and Thistleberry 10,710 0.5% 11,207 2.4% 
Newcastle South 10,508 -1.4% 11,137 1.7% 
Newcastle Rural 10,175 -4.5% 10,830 -1.1% 
Penkridge 11,263 5.7% 12,026 9.9% 
Brewood 9,608 -9.8% 9,595 -12.4% 
Cheslyn Hay and Featherstone 11,433 7.3% 11,415 4.3% 
Essington and Great Wyrley 11,580 8.7% 12,915 11.4% 
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2010 2016 Division Electorate Variance Electorate Variance 
Codsall 10,056 -5.6% 10,341 -5.5% 
Perton 10,312 -3.2% 10,442 -4.6% 
Kinver 11,801 10.8% 11,989 9.5% 
Wombourne 9,705 -8.9% 9,817 -10.3% 
Stone Rural 11,534 8.3% 11,852 8.3% 
Stone Urban 10,780 1.2% 10,713 -2.1% 
Eccleshall 10,275 -3.5% 10,718 -2.1% 
Stafford Trent Valley 10,702 0.5% 10,747 -1.8% 
Gnosall and Doxey 11,719 10% 12,077 10.3% 
Stafford North 11,582 8.7% 11,826 8% 
Stafford Central 10,899 2.3% 12,073 10.3% 
Stafford South West 11,177 4.9% 11,043 0.9% 
Stafford South East 10,950 2.8% 10,961 0.1% 
Leek Rural 11,495 7.9% 11,642 6.3% 
Leek South 11,406 7.1% 11,784 7.6% 
Biddulph North 10,047 -5.7% 10,394 -5.1% 
Biddulph and Endon 11,431 7.3% 11,478 4.8% 
Churnet Valley 11,656 9.4% 11,519 5.2% 
Caverswall 11,024 3.5% 10,812 -1.2% 
Cheadle and Checkley 11,441 7.4% 11,803 7.8% 
Perrycrofts 9,525 -10.6% 9,803 -10.5% 
Bolebridge 9,665 -9.3% 9,867 -9.9% 
Amington 9,760 -8.4% 9,861 -9.9% 
Stonydelph 9,765 -8.3% 9,994 -8.7% 
Watling North 9,585 -10% 10,056 -8.1% 
Watling South 10,164 -4.6% 10,705 -2.2% 

 
 3.2  The following sections outline in greater detail the County Council's proposals in each 

of the District and Borough Council areas.  Maps showing the proposed boundaries 
and tables giving the projected electorates for each division are also appended to this 
submission. 

 
 4  Cannock Chase District Council Area 
 
 4.1  The current electorate for Cannock Chase is 75,086 which gives an average number 

of electors for the seven divisions of 10,727 at an average variance of 0.7%.  By 
2016 this is projected to increase to 76,783 with an average number of electors per 
division of 10,969, 0.2% higher than the County average.  The district is extremely 
physically diverse.  It is characterised by urban areas in the south-west and north-
east, the sparsely populated area of Cannock Chase County Park in between and 
rural villages in the south-west. 

 
 4.2  As the area is close to 0% variance, the proposed divisions vary in size from a -9.6% 

variance from the county average (Hednesford Chase) to a 8.1% variance from the 
county average (Brereton Wood).  Accordingly, none of the seven proposed divisions 
have a variance outside of the 10% guideline figure.  The existing divisions are within 
10% variance with the exception of Brereton and Ravenhill (-10.9% currently) and 
Etchinghill and Heath (-14.4% projected in 2016) and the proposals seek to address 
these excess variances.  The area covered by these two existing divisions is only 



 

5 

entitled to 1.7 Councillors and therefore in order to achieve a reasonable degree of 
electoral equality, a part of Hednesford town has to be included with the rural area. 

 
 4.3  The proposals take into account the impact of housing led population growth in the 

District wards of Brereton and Ravenhill, Cannock South, Hednesford North and 
Western Springs.  Other issues that have been considered include the relatively 
geographically vast yet largely uninhabited area of Cannock Chase County Park and 
the geographically small nature of the Cannock Chase District Council area 
altogether. 

 
 4.4  During the initial consultation on Council size the County Council clearly expressed 

the view that there should be a uniform pattern of single Member wards across the 
whole County.  This means that the proposals that have been developed include two 
single Member divisions for the Hednesford and Rawnsley area currently served by a 
dual Member division.  This factor in particular, along with the other issues described 
above, results in proposals that do deviate significantly from the current boundaries in 
the north of Cannock Chase.  The details of the seven proposed divisions are 
outlined below. 

 
 4.5  Etchinghill and Western Springs (2016 Electorate: 11,145, Variance 1.8%) 
 

This division is geographically different to the existing Etchinghill and Heath division, 
whilst retaining most of its electorate. The division contains the District ward of 
Western Springs, all but one polling district in the District ward of Etching Hill and The 
Heath and one polling district from the Hagley District ward. The northern boundaries 
of the division are the District Council boundaries with Lichfield District and Stafford 
Borough. The new division follows the railway line in the south-east thus extending 
the existing division to include polling districts WS1 and AG1. The new division’s 
major geographical alteration is in the south-west where the new boundary is drawn 
to exclude the large, yet sparsely populated, polling district EH5. Accordingly the new 
boundaries run along the railway line, around Slitting Mill, along Shooting Butts Road 
and Etchinghill Road and up to the District Council boundary with Stafford Borough. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,158 (a variance from the 
County average of 4.8%) and is projected to fall to 11,145 by 2016 (a variance of 
1.8%). The alterations proposed have a significant positive impact on electoral 
representation in the area. The proposed division is well within the 10% guideline 
figure whereas the existing Etchinghill and Heath division has a projected variance of 
-14.4%. The alterations achieve this positive impact by compromising coterminosity 
with the Etching Hill and The Heath and Hagley District wards and creating 
coterminosity with the Western Springs District ward. Although geographically large 
the EH5 polling district transferred from the Etching Hill and The Heath is part of the 
sparsely populated Cannock Chase Country Park area and shares little community 
identity with the urban area of Etchinghill. Conversely the WS1 polling district is 
physically distinct from its current division and undoubtedly shares more community 
identity with the rest of Western Springs District ward in the north of Rugeley town. As 
a result of the electoral and community-based arguments highlighted, it is the view of 
the County Council that the proposals outlined represent the most appropriate and 
efficient arrangements for this area of Cannock Chase. 
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 4.6  Brereton Wood (2016 Electorate: 11,839, Variance 8.1%) 
 
This division, in part, mirrors the existing Brereton and Ravenhill division with a 
number of notable exceptions including at the boundary with Etchinghill and Western 
Springs outlined above and a major alteration in the south of the division. The division 
therefore contains the entirety of the Brereton and Ravenhill and Rawnsley District 
wards, part of the Etching Hill and The Heath, Hednesford North and Hagley District 
wards. The division’s eastern and northern boundaries form the District Council 
boundaries with Lichfield District and Stafford Borough. The existing division’s 
southern boundary is effectively removed and extended along the railway line though 
Cannock Chase Country Park to create a new western boundary with the new 
Hednesford Chase division. The new boundary then follows the Rawnsley District 
ward boundary around the unpopulated Hednesford Hills and Hednesford Raceway 
area and down to the division’s southern boundary with Cannock Villages. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,452 (a variance from the 
County average of 7.5%) and is projected to rise to 11,839 by 2016 (a variance of 
8.1%). The electoral inability of the town of Rugeley to support two Members 
necessitates the extension of the southern boundary across Cannock Chase Country 
Park and the subsequent inclusion of the Rawnsley District ward. Following the 
strong physical feature of a railway line necessitates splitting polling districts EH5 and 
HN5 and Etching Hill and The Heath and Hednesford North District wards 
respectively. However, it is important to note that this compromised coterminosity 
occurs in such a sparsely populated area that the number of electors affected is 9 
and 8 respectively. As the division falls within variance and does so using strong 
physical features and, in parts, existing ward boundaries the County Council believe 
the proposals represent the most efficient arrangement for this area of Cannock 
Chase. 
 

 4.7  Hednesford Chase (2016 Electorate: 11,839, Variance 8.1%) 
 

This division, in the north-west of the District area, incorporates part of the current 
dual Member Hednesford and Rawnsley division including the northern part of 
Hednesford town and part of the sparsely populated Cannock Chase Country Park 
area. The District ward of Hednesford Green Heath is contained in its entirety in the 
division with the western border comprising the District boundary with South 
Staffordshire. The Hednesford North and Etching Hill and The Heath District wards 
are split to position part of polling districts HN5 and EH5 with Brereton Wood division. 
However, as highlighted above the affected area only contains 17 electors in total. 
This split forms the division’s eastern boundary along the railway line in the mirror of 
Brereton Wood’s western boundary. The division’s northern boundary with Etchinghill 
and Western Springs follows around Slitting Mill, along Shooting Butts and Etchinghill 
Roads up to the northern boundary with Stafford Borough. Geographically the 
division includes part of the Hednesford South District ward. However, the part of the 
ward contained in the division is the Hednesford Hills area which contains no 
households and therefore no electorate. Therefore although coterminosity is 
compromised on a geographical level, electorally both Hednesford Chase and 
Hednesford South and Hawks Green divisions retain coterminosity. In the south the 
division extends to Belt Road in Hednesford Green Heath ward, across ward 
boundaries to the geographical split of Hednesford South ward which follows the 
edge of polling district HN1. 
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The current electorate for the proposed division is 9,628 (a variance from the County 
average of -9.6%) and is projected to rise to 9,901 by 2016 (also a variance of -
9.6%). The geographical location of the division and the electoral pressure placed on 
the town of Hednesford to address issues of over-representation limit the options 
available in this area of the District. Accordingly, the boundaries proposed are largely 
driven by these practical limitations. The compromised coterminosity of the 
Hednesford South District ward should not be considered an issue as the affected 
area contains no polling district(s) and therefore no electorate and this is highly 
unlikely to change as the Hednesford Hills area is not suitable for housing 
development. All things considered, the County Council believes that this proposal, 
which follows well defined physical features, ward boundaries and alterations to 
improve electoral equality, presents the most appropriate and efficient arrangements 
in this area. 

 
 4.8  Chadsmoor (2016 Electorate: 11,021, Variance 0.7%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Chadsmoor division exactly, retaining its name, and 
in so doing contains the entirety of two District wards, Cannock East and Cannock 
North.  The western boundary of the division marks the District council boundary with 
South Staffordshire.  The northern boundary of the division follows the ward 
boundaries along Belt Road with Hednesford Green Heath ward in Hednesford 
Chase.  In the east the division extends to the railway line then down the A460 and 
out to the southern 4-way border with Hednesford South and Hawks Green, Cannock 
Town Centre and Cannock Villages.  The southern divisional boundary follows the 
A5190 Lichfield Road, up the B5013 to a point where it follows south-west along Old 
Fallow Road and out along the back of the houses on the A34 to the western District 
Council boundary with South Staffordshire as described above. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,941 (a variance from the 
County average of 2.7%) and is projected to rise to 11,021 by 2016 (a variance of 
0.7%).  As a primarily urban division, which falls close to 0% variance using existing 
ward-based boundaries, it is not considered appropriate to alter the boundaries for 
any purpose, which could have adverse affects on the community in Chadsmoor.  
Accordingly, it is the view of the County Council that the most suitable arrangements 
for this area of Cannock Chase are for the existing boundaries to be retained. 

 
 4.9  Hednesford South and Hawks Green (2016 Electorate: 10,249, Variance -6.4%) 

 
This largely urban division includes the remainder of the current Hednesford and 
Rawnsley dual Member division including the entire electorate of Hawks Green and 
Hednesford South District wards.  Although the Hednesford South ward is split 
geographically, the area affected by the deviation from the ward boundary is 
uninhabited and likely to remain so for the foreseeable future.  The division’s 
boundaries largely follow those of District wards on all sides with the only exception 
being the aforementioned splitting of Hednesford South.  In the north and west of the 
division the boundaries are as described above for Hednesford Chase and 
Chadsmoor respectively and the division shares an extremely small boundary with 
Brereton Wood division and Rawnsley District ward. In the south and east the 
division is defined by the A5190, Goorsemoor Road, the B4154 and the edge of 
Wimblebury where the division borders Cannock Villages.  The name of this division 
also reflects how the distinct communities from the current dual member division are 
represented. 
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The current electorate for the proposed division is 9,879 (a variance from the County 
average of -7.3%) and is projected to rise to 10,249 by 2016 (a variance of -6.4%).  
The division largely uses existing divisional and ward boundaries and represents the 
urban area included in the existing Hednesford and Rawnsley dual Member division.  
The County Council’s clearly expressed commitment to single Member divisions and 
the geographical location of the division leave few options for the division’s northern 
boundary.  In light of these considerations and the acceptable level of variance 
achieved, the County Council consider that the proposals represent the most 
appropriate and efficient arrangements for this area of Cannock Chase 

 
 4.10  Cannock Town Centre (2016 Electorate: 11,801, Variance 7.8%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Cannock Town Centre division exactly, retaining the 
name, and as a result contains the District wards of Cannock South and Cannock 
West.  The division shares its western and southern borders with the District Council 
boundary with South Staffordshire.  In the north the boundary follows along the back 
of the houses on the A34, up Old Fallow Road, down the B5013 and across the 
A5190 Lichfield Road in the mirror image of Chadsmoor’s southern boundary 
described above.  The eastern boundary simply follows the A460 south from the 4-
way border with Chadsmoor, Hednesford South and Hawks Green and Cannock 
Villages to the District Council boundary with South Staffordshire. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,223 (a variance from the 
County average of 5.4%) and is projected to rise to 11,801 by 2016 (a variance of 
7.8%).  This rise is due in part to the projected housing led population growth in 
polling districts CS4 and CS5 of Cannock South.  As the division represents a largely 
urban area and is defined by District ward boundaries as well as strong physical and 
social features it is not considered appropriate to alter the boundaries of this division 
as it is not necessitated by excess variance.  It is the view of the County Council that 
the proposed arrangements represent the most suitable for this area of Cannock 
Chase. 

 
 4.11  Cannock Villages (2016 Electorate: 10,828, Variance -1.1%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Cannock Villages division exactly, retaining its 
name, and in so doing represents the District wards of Norton Canes and Heath 
Hayes and Wimblebury, which can be said to be well-defined communities in their 
own right.  The division is largely rural and extends south to the County Council 
boundary with Walsall Council, east and west to the District Council boundaries with 
Lichfield District and South Staffordshire respectively.  Internal to Cannock Chase 
District the division shares a western boundary with Cannock Town Centre along the 
A460 and northern boundaries with Hednesford South and Hawks Green and 
Hednesford Chase along the respective boundaries described above.  All the 
boundaries ensure coterminosity with the two District wards and the more rural-
minded communities of Heath Hayes and Wimblebury are well-defined and socially 
separated from the neighbouring urban-minded communities of Hawks Green and 
Hednesford. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,805 (a variance from the 
County average of 1.4%) and is projected to rise to 10,828 by 2016 (a variance of -
1.1%).  As the level of variance is well within the 10% guideline figure and the 
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division’s borders follow County Council, District Council and District ward boundaries 
which themselves follow strong physical and social boundaries, the County Council 
consider the existing arrangements for Cannock Villages to be appropriate for the 
proposed Cannock Villages division. 

 
 4.12  During the consultation process undertaken by the County Council on its proposed 

boundaries, a response was received from Cannock Chase District Council opposing 
the County Council’s initial preferred option for the northern area of Cannock Chase 
District. Upon consideration of the District Council’s objections and proposed 
alternatives, a re-examination of one of the County Council’s original options of for 
area was considered by officers and the existing Cannock Chase Members. It was 
agreed that, in line with the view of the District authority, the County Council should 
propose a broadly east-west split along the railway line for the Cannock Chase 
Country Park area as opposed to the initial preferred option of an north-south split 
following District ward boundaries in the east between Rawnsley and Etching Hill and 
the Heath and split wards in the west. 

 
 5  East Staffordshire Borough Council area 
 
 5.1  The electorate in East Staffordshire is currently 86,070 giving an average electorate 

per Member of 10,759.  This is projected to increase by 2,221 to 88,291 by 2016 
increasing the ratio of electors to Members to 11,036, 0.8% higher than the County 
average.  This means that the proposed divisions in East Staffordshire are within the 
same range of variance as across the County as a whole whilst reflecting the 
character of the area, which includes large rural areas surrounding the towns of 
Uttoxeter and Burton upon Trent. 

 
 5.2  Of the eight new divisions, the electorate in seven currently varies by less than the 

10% guideline figure and by 2016 seven are projected to be within the 10% figure.  
The variance ranges from -10.8% (Dove) to 9.1% (Needwood Forest) with two 
divisions (Burton Tower and Burton Trent) with electorates than are within four and 
three electors of the County average. 

 
 5.3  The County Council’s proposals for East Staffordshire have taken into account 

projected house building in the Borough Council wards of Shobnall, Horninglow, 
Anglesey, Eton Park and Town.  They also address the variance in some of the 
current divisions, particularly in Uttoxeter Rural (-21%) and Horninglow and Stretton 
(18%).  These issues have resulted in proposals that represent some significant 
alterations to the current boundaries. 

 
 5.4  Uttoxeter Rural (2016 Electorate: 10,498, Variance -4.1%) 

 
This division comprises 15 rural parishes surrounding Uttoxeter, including the 
communities of Abbots Bromley, Mayfield, Rocester and Marchington.  The Borough 
Council wards of Abbey, Bagots, Churnet and Weaver, which make up the current 
Uttoxeter Rural division, are included in their entirety with the northern, western and 
southern boundaries forming the Borough Council boundaries with Staffordshire 
Moorlands District Council, Stafford Borough Council and Lichfield District Council 
respectively.  The north eastern boundary follows the County boundary with 
Derbyshire, with the Abbey ward boundary used as the boundary with the Uttoxeter 
Town division.  To the south east, three polling districts from the Crown Ward (AV, AX 
and AY), comprising the parishes of Marchington and Draycott-in-the-clay which are 
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currently part of the Dove division are included with the Draycott-in-the clay parish 
boundary used as the boundary with the Dove division.  The southern Crown ward 
boundary and the eastern Abbots ward boundaries (which follow parish boundaries) 
are used as the boundaries with the Needwood Forest division.  The current name of 
Uttoxeter Rural continues to reflect the characteristics of the division and is therefore 
retained. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,075 (a variance from the county average 
of -5.4%) which is projected to rise to 10,498 by 2016 with variance improving to -
4.1%.  This represents a significant improvement in electoral quality for this area 
given the current level of variance (-23%) in the Uttoxeter Rural Division.  The 
division brings together a large number of rural communities across a large 
geographical area and, whilst the proposals do increase the size of the area, they 
draw together further communities with similar and distinct linkages.  The majority of 
the boundaries follow ward boundaries with the proposal to use the Draycott-in-the-
clay parish boundary following the consultation process with Elected Members.  This 
is still a defined representative boundary and using it allows a balance between 
improving the level of variance in the current Uttoxeter Rural area and maintaining 
coherent proposals in the context of efficient and convenient arrangements in East 
Staffordshire as a whole. 

 
 5.5  Uttoxeter Town (2016 Electorate: 10,362, Variance -5.3%) 

 
This division comprises the urban area of Uttoxeter Town Council, mirroring the 
current Uttoxeter Town division and retaining its name.  The division includes the 
Borough Council wards of Town and Heath in their entirety, with their boundaries with 
the Abbey ward forming the division’s boundary with Uttoxeter Rural and the County 
boundary with Derbyshire forming the eastern boundary.   
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,233 (a variance from the County average 
of -3.9% which is projected to rise to 10,362 by 2013, -5.3% in variance.  This is well 
within the guideline figure and maintains the town of Uttoxeter as a single coherent 
geographical whole using the Town Council boundary.  This directly reflects the 
community identity of the town and remains the most appropriate arrangement for 
this area, particularly in the context of the other proposals for East Staffordshire.  
Alternative arrangements for this area would involve the unnecessary combination of 
urban and rural areas and diminish the quality of community representation. 

 
 5.6  Dove (2016 Electorate: 9,760, Variance -10.8%) 

 
This division to the west of Burton upon Trent includes the rural communities of 
Hanbury, Tutbury, Outwoods and Anslow on the outskirts of Burton upon Trent and 
the part of the more urban parish of Horninglow and Eton.  In the north of the division, 
the Borough council ward of Tutbury and Outwoods is included in its entirety along 
with the remaining polling district (AW) from the Crown ward, comprising the parish of 
Hanbury (all of which are currently part of the Dove division) with the northern 
boundary following the County boundary with Derbyshire.  The western boundary 
with the Uttoxeter Rural division follows the Hanbury parish boundary to join the 
Crown ward boundary with the Needwood Forest division (following the A515).  To 
the south, the boundary with Needwood Forest follows the Crown and Tutbury and 
Outwoods ward boundaries (along the B5017) before taking in two polling districts 
(AN and AO) from the Branston ward, currently part of the Needwood Forest division 
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following the ward boundary.  To the east, the boundary with Needwood Forest 
follows the Trent and Mersey canal, joining the Branston ward boundary following the 
Tutbury and Outwoods boundary with the Burton Town division before taking in the 
whole of the BF polling district and part of the BD and BE polling districts from the 
Horninglow ward (currently part of the Horninglow and Stretton division).  The 
boundary with Burton Town continues to follow the Horninglow ward boundary 
broadly along the A38 and the new boundary with Rolleston and Stretton follows 
Horninglow Road North and Field Lane.  The remainder of the eastern boundary with 
the Rolleston and Stretton divisions follows the outskirts of the town along the Tutbury 
and Outwoods ward boundary.  The division is named after the river which forms the 
County boundary with Derbyshire. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 9,658 (a variance from the County average 
of -9.3%) which is projected to rise slightly by 2016 to 9,760, resulting in variance 
falling to -10.8%.  Whilst this is outside the guideline variance figures, the division 
does combine rural and urban communities to reflect the geographical spread of the 
overall population in the Burton area and could only increase population by 
inappropriately taking in further urban areas.  The urban area involved, Horninglow, is 
on the town's outskirts, acting as a gateway for the surrounding rural communities 
creating community linkages within this area of the division.  The Queens Hospital is 
located in this area, which consequently means there are well established public 
transport links with the rural communities across the division, all of which share 
common features.  The use of strong ward boundaries throughout this division 
ensures that geographically it comprises a coherent whole, particularly where those 
boundaries follow physical features, including main roads and the railway line.  
Where ward boundaries have not been used in the Branston and Horninglow area, 
the canal and a major road are used to provide a defined physical boundary between 
the different parts of the ward. 
 
The County Council actually proposed an alternative arrangement that did not 
include the Horninglow area, incorporating the ward of Shobnall.  During the 
consultation process, the Members for the existing Dove and Burton Town divisions 
suggested these arrangements as an alternative, arguing that retaining the current 
boundaries of the Burton Town division (as outlined below) better reflected 
community identities.  These views were also expressed in general terms by a 
resident who responded to the consultation.  The proposal for this division must be 
seen within the context of the overall proposals for East Staffordshire, balancing the 
need to address levels of variance in other parts of the Borough and it is the County 
Council’s view that it will provide convenient and effective representative 
arrangements. 

 
 5.7  Rolleston and Stretton (2016 Electorate: 11,804, Variance 7.8%) 

 
This division to the north of Burton upon Trent includes the large villages of Rolleston 
on Dove and Stretton along with part of the suburban area of Horninglow.  The 
division includes the wards of Rolleston on Dove, currently part of the Dove division 
and Stretton, currently part of the Horninglow and Stretton division, in their entirety, 
with the northern boundary following the County boundary with Derbyshire.  To the 
east, the boundary with the Burton Town division follows the Stretton ward boundary 
along the railway line, James Brindley Way and Hillfield Lane before following the 
A38.  Two polling districts (BD and BE) from the Horninglow ward have been split to 
form the southern boundary with the Dove division and the remainder of the 
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boundary with the Dove division in the west boundary follows the Horninglow and 
Rolleston on Dove ward boundaries around the outskirts of the town centre on to the 
A511.  The name of this division reflects the identities of the communities 
represented.   
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,827 (a variance from the County average 
of 11%) which is projected to reduce to 11,804 by 2016, improving variance to 7.8%.  
These proposed boundaries do bring together areas not currently democratically 
linked; however there are strong similarities between the communities that make it 
up.  These arrangements address the high level of variance in the current 
arrangements by creating a new boundary in the urban area of Horninglow to keep 
the communities that link together, including distinct village identities.  Whilst the 
current electorate is outside the guideline variance figure, the fact it remains static 
within the context of the general increase in population means that this improves 
significantly by 2016, ensuring the division remains viable into the future.  Again, 
strong ward boundaries following physical features are used for the majority of 
boundaries, with the new boundary in Horninglow following a main road to ensure the 
division comprises a coherent geographical whole that provides efficient and 
convenient arrangements. 

 
 5.8  Burton Town (2016 Electorate: 10,390, Variance -5.1%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Burton Town division, retaining its name, and 
includes the urban area of Burton upon Trent to the west of the river Trent.  The 
Borough Council wards of Burton, Eton Park and Shobnall are included in their 
entirety.  To the north east of the division, the boundary follows the County boundary 
with Derbyshire along the River Trent, which continues as the Burton ward boundary 
with the Burton Tower division.  To the south, the boundary follows the Burton ward 
boundary with the Burton Trent division along the A5189 Evershed Way and the 
Shobnall ward boundary with the Needwood Forest division.  In the south west of the 
division, the boundary also follows the Shobnall ward and Burton ward boundaries, 
broadly along the A38, with the Dove division.  The remainder of the western 
boundary with the Rolleston and Stretton division follows the Eton Park and Burton 
ward boundaries along the A38 and railway line, also described above.   
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,538 (a variance from the County average 
of 8.3%) which is projected to rise to 12,029 with variance changing to 9.9% by 2016.  
This is within the guideline figure and the division maintains an appropriate 
arrangement to maintain the strong linkages between the urban communities within 
Burton upon Trent.  As outlined above, this proposal differs from that put forward by 
the County Council for consultation and has been altered following the comments of 
elected Members and a member of the public who responded to the consultation.  In 
common with the other divisions in East Staffordshire, the majority of the boundaries 
follow existing ward boundaries along distinct physical features, in this case the river, 
the railway and the A38 to provide a coherent geographical whole representing 
convenient and efficient arrangements for the urban area of Burton. 

 
 5.9  Burton Tower (2016 Electorate: 10,943, Variance 0%) 

 
This division to the east of the River Trent in Burton upon Trent includes the parishes 
of Brizlincote and Winshill and mirrors the current Burton Tower division, retaining the 
name.  The two parishes make up the Borough council wards of Winshill and 
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Brizlincote, which are included in their entirety with the northern and eastern 
boundaries comprising the County boundary with Derbyshire.  The southern 
boundary with the Burton Trent division follows the Brizlincote ward boundary along 
the A444 and Violet Way to the County Boundary and the western boundary follows 
the ward boundaries with Burton Town along the River Trent. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,656 (the County average is 10,652) 
which is projected to rise to 10,943 by 2016, only 4 electors away from the projected 
County average.  Given how closely the electorate matches the County average, 
changing the boundaries is neither necessary nor appropriate, particularly as ward 
boundaries following distinct physical features are used throughout the division, 
maintaining it as a coherent geographical whole.  Retaining the existing boundaries 
keeps linked communities together and continues to provide efficient and appropriate 
arrangements. 

 
 5.10  Burton Trent (2016 Electorate: 10,950, Variance 0%) 

 
This division in the south east of Burton upon Trent includes the parishes of Anglesey 
and Stapenhill and mirrors the current Burton Trent division, retaining its name.  The 
parish boundaries match the Borough Council wards of Anglesey and Stapenhill with 
the northern boundary with the Burton Town and Burton Tower divisions following the 
Anglesey and Stapenhill ward boundaries as described above and the eastern 
boundary comprising the County boundary with Derbyshire.  The southern boundary 
follows the ward boundaries along the railway way comprising the County boundary 
in the south west and the boundary with the Needwood Forest division in the north 
west.  The western boundary with the Dove division also follows the railway line 
along the Anglesey ward boundary. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,654 (only 2 electors from the County 
average) which is projected to rise to 10,950 by 2016, only 3 electors from the 
County average.  As with the Burton Tower division, the closeness to the County 
average, combined with the use of strong physical ward boundaries makes changing 
the boundaries unnecessary.  The division remains a coherent geographical mix of 
communities providing appropriate and convenient arrangements. 

 
 5.11  Needwood Forest (2016 Electorate: 11,944, Variance 9.1%) 

 
This division in the south of the Borough is made up of the seven rural parishes of 
Newborough, Tatenhill, Hoar Cross, Yoxall, Wychnor, Barton-under-Needwood and 
Dunston along with the suburban area of the parish of Branston, all of which are part 
of the current Needwood Forest division.  The Borough council wards of Yoxall and 
Needwood are included in their entirety, with the Yoxall ward boundary forming the 
western boundary with the Uttoxeter Rural division, the southern boundary following 
the Borough Council boundary with Lichfield District Council and the eastern 
boundary following the County Boundary with Derbyshire.  One polling district (AM) 
from the Borough Council Branston ward is included, with the northern boundary with 
the Burton Trent division following the Branston ward boundary along the railway line.  
The boundary with the Burton Town division follows the Branston ward boundary to 
the new boundary with the Dove division along the Trent and Mersey canal before 
following the northern Needwood and Yoxall ward boundaries. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,429 (a variance from the County average 
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of 7.3%) which is projected to rise to 11,944, 9.1% in variance by 2016.  This 
proposal broadly mirrors the current Needwood Forest division, retaining its name 
which brings together rural parishes with commonalities in the south of the Borough.  
The current division includes Branston parish in its entirety and it has become 
overpopulated, 17% in variance, so the County Council’s proposals have addressed 
this.  By creating a new boundary along the Trent and Mersey canal through 
Branston parish, the issue of variance is dealt with and a clear demarcation between 
the suburban and rural areas is maintained.  This ensures that this division is a 
coherent geographical whole that represents efficient arrangements as part of the 
overall proposals for East Staffordshire. 

 
 6  Lichfield District Council Area 
 
 6.1  The current electorate for Lichfield is 79,036 which gives an average number of 

electors for the eight divisions of 9,880 at an average variance of -7.2%.  By 2016 
this is projected to increase to 81,709 with an average number of electors per 
division of 10,214, 8.2% lower than the County average.  This means that, to ensure 
electoral quality across the whole of the Lichfield area, the proposed new divisions 
are all smaller than the average figure across the County as a whole. 

 
 6.2  Given this electoral over-representation in Lichfield, particularly in the urban areas of 

Lichfield and Burntwood, the number of electors per Councillor is relatively small.  
This factor limits the potential options for electoral boundaries in the area especially 
when community identities are taken into consideration. 

 
 6.3  Of the eight new proposed divisions, seven are projected to have an electorate that 

varies by less than 10% of the County average by 2016.  The remaining division 
varies by -12.6%, which represents an improvement from 21.5% and the reasons for 
the continued excess variance are explained below.  The variances at 2016 range 
from -2.0%% (Lichfield City North) to -12.6% (Burntwood South) lower than the 
County average. 

 
 6.4  The County Council's proposals for Lichfield take into account projected housing-led 

population growth in the District Council wards of Alrewas and Fradley, Leomansley 
and Armitage with Handsacre and aim to address the significant levels of variance in 
the current Burntwood North, Burntwood South and Lichfield Rural South divisions.  
Burntwood South, in particular, requires major attention since the existing division is 
projected to be 21.5% under variance.  The Lichfield area is a mixture of urban and 
rural with large areas of rural land interspersed by the city of Lichfield and smaller 
built-up areas such as Burntwood, Fradley, Alrewas and Armitage.  Where possible, 
new boundaries have been proposed using either existing ward boundaries or strong 
physical dividing features.  Details of the proposed new divisions and their 
boundaries are outlined below. 

 
 6.5  Lichfield Rural West (2016 Electorate: 10,575, Variance -3.4%) 

 
This division represents a geographically large area in the west of the Lichfield area.  
It includes the District wards of King’s Bromley, Armitage with Handsacre, Colton and 
Mavesyn Ridware, Longdon and part of Highfield.  The division extends to the District 
Council boundaries with Cannock Chase and East Staffordshire in the north.  In the 
south of the division the Highfield District ward is split up with part of the CR polling 
district being transferred to Burntwood South and part of the CQ polling district being 
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transferred to Burntwood North.  The new boundaries between Lichfield Rural West 
and Burntwood North and South provide a better distinction between urban and rural 
in the area by including the area bounded by Church Road, Farewell Lane, Rugeley 
Road and Lichfield Road in Burntwood South and the area bounded by Rake Hill, 
Rugeley Road, Ogley Hay Road and Highfield Road in Burntwood North.  The 
boundary between the King’s Bromley ward and the Alrewas & Fradley and 
Whittington wards forms the new division boundary between Lichfield Rural West and 
Lichfield Rural North.  In the south east the division retains the existing District ward-
based boundaries in Highfield and Longdon wards, thus maintaining the urban/rural 
distinction with the City of Lichfield.  As the division retains broadly the similar 
characteristics of the current division, the Lichfield Rural West name continues to be 
appropriate. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 9,852 (a variance from the County 
average of -7.5%) and is projected to rise to 10,575 by 2016, -3.4% in variance.  
Although the alterations in the south of the division compromise coterminosity with a 
District ward and split two polling districts, it is the view of the County Council that this 
is necessary to address the significant variance in the existing Burntwood South and 
Burntwood North divisions and in so doing better reflect the urban/rural community 
distinctions in the area.  The changes in the south-west of the division necessitate the 
inclusion of the King’s Bromley ward in the east in order to keep the new division 
within 10% variance.  The variance is also helped by projected housing-led 
population growth in the District ward of Armitage with Handsacre.  Accordingly, the 
County Council feel that the proposed arrangements for this area of Lichfield are the 
most appropriate and efficient when considering both the wider Lichfield picture and 
the detailed divisional boundaries. 

 
 6.6  Lichfield Rural North (2016 Electorate: 10,190, Variance -6.9%) 

 
The proposals for this division mirror the existing Lichfield Rural North division 
(retaining its name) with the exception of the changes with the boundary with the 
Lichfield Rural West division outlined above.  The new division contains the entire of 
the District wards of Alrewas & Fradley and Boley Park; and the polling district AD 
from the Whittington ward.  The boundary of the Alrewas & Fradley District ward 
marks the division boundary with Lichfield Rural West along Curborough Brook and 
across farmland.  The boundary of the Boley Park District ward forms the urban 
boundary with Lichfield City North & Lichfield City South along Broad Lane and Trent 
Valley Road in the south.  The boundary with Lichfield Rural East follows the existing 
boundary of a series of canals and brooks to include the Whittington ward polling 
district AD in Lichfield Rural North and extends up along the Alrewas and Fradley 
District ward boundary with Mease and Tame.  Alrewas and Fradley ward also forms 
part of the District Council boundary with East Staffordshire Borough in the north. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 9,092 (a variance from the County 
average of -14.6%) and is projected to rise to 10,190 by 2016 (a variance of -6.9%).  
Large-scale housing-led population growth in the Alrewas and Fradley ward is the 
main factor behind this large population rise.  This enables the division to absorb the 
electoral impact of losing the King’s Bromley ward to Lichfield Rural West whilst 
remaining well within 10% variance.  It is not considered appropriate to alter the 
existing boundaries in the east and south of the division as this would risk causing 
unnecessary democratic instability.  The proposals for the division represent the 
County Council’s view of the most appropriate and efficient arrangements for this 
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area of Lichfield. 
 
 6.7  Lichfield City North (2016 Electorate: 10,731, Variance -2.0%) 

 
This division represents the northern part of the City of Lichfield and in so doing 
mirrors the existing Lichfield City North division exactly by comprising the entire of 
three District wards; Chadsmead, Curborough and Stowe, retaining its current name.  
The northern edge of the division follows the distinction between urban and rural 
communities in line with the boundaries of the three District wards with King’s 
Bromley ward in Lichfield Rural West and Whittington in Lichfield Rural North.  The 
southern edge of the division also follows the District ward boundaries with Lichfield 
Rural North along Trent Valley Road and with Lichfield City South along the railway 
line and Beacon Street. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,678 (a variance from the 
County average of 0.2%) and is projected to rise to 10,731 by 2016 (-2.0% in 
variance).  The fact that the division is the closest to 0% variance in the Lichfield area 
and is accordingly well within the 10% guideline indicates that it is not appropriate to 
alter the boundaries of this division unless necessary.  The alterations made 
elsewhere in the Lichfield District area do not require any change to the existing 
Lichfield City North division and therefore the County Council feel the proposal for an 
unaltered division to be the best arrangement for this area of Lichfield. 

 
 6.8  Lichfield City South (2016 Electorate: 10,216, Variance -6.7%) 

 
The proposals for this division mirror the existing Lichfield City South division, 
retaining its name, with the exception of the southern boundary with Lichfield Rural 
South.  The division retains the entire Leomansley District ward and a large part of 
the St.  John’s District ward.  The alterations proposed require Lichfield City South to 
help Lichfield Rural South overcome its own electoral variance by ending 
coterminosity with the St.  John’s District ward.  The majority part of the RQ polling 
district is transferred to Burntwood South creating a new southern boundary that 
follows the strong physical boundary of the two railway lines which come to a point in 
the south of Lichfield City thus transferring the Sandfields area to Lichfield Rural 
South.  The other boundaries in the division follow District ward boundaries along the 
lines described above for Lichfield Rural North and Lichfield City North, along the A38 
and Knowle Lane with Lichfield Rural East in the east and along Fosseway Lane, 
Grange Lane and an unnamed brook in the west with Lichfield Rural West and 
Lichfield Rural South. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 9,470 (a variance from the County 
average of -11.1%) and is projected to rise to 10,216 by 2016 (a variance of -6.7%).  
Projected housing-led population growth in the Leomansley ward enables the division 
to cope electorally with the transfer of part of St.  John’s ward to Lichfield Rural South 
in much the same way as Lichfield Rural West and Lichfield Rural North above.  
When considering the wider Lichfield area, especially the significant variance 
projected in the existing Lichfield Rural South, it is the view of the County Council 
that the proposed new boundaries for Lichfield City South, which follow strong 
physical features, represent the most appropriate and efficient arrangement for this 
area of Lichfield. 
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 6.9  Lichfield Rural East (2016 Electorate: 10,260, Variance -6.3%) 
 
This division mirrors the existing Lichfield Rural East division exactly, retaining its 
name, and includes the entire of three District wards; Mease and Tame, Fazeley and 
Bourne Vale and the majority of the Whittington ward.  The division shares a small 
northern boundary with East Staffordshire Borough in the Mease and Tame ward, 
which also shares a District Council boundary with Tamworth Borough in the south-
east and two County Council boundaries with Derbyshire in the north and 
Warwickshire in the east.  Within Lichfield District, the boundary between the District 
wards of Bourne Vale and Shenstone along Littlehay Brook mark the boundary 
between Lichfield Rural East and Lichfield Rural South in the south.  As outlined 
above Whittington ward is split in two with polling district AD included in Lichfield 
Rural North in line with existing boundaries and further north the boundary between 
Alrewas and Fradley and Mease and Tame District wards along the River Tame 
represents the boundary between Lichfield Rural North and Lichfield Rural East. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,181 (a variance from the 
County average of -4.4%) and is projected to rise to 10,260 by 2016 (-6.3% in 
variance).  As the variance is well within the 10% guideline figure and the existing 
boundaries follow both strong physical features and large District/County boundaries, 
the County Council does not consider it appropriate to alter the arrangements for the 
existing Lichfield Rural East division during the current review. 

 
 6.10  Lichfield Rural South (2016 Electorate: 10,170, Variance -7.1%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Lichfield Rural South division with the exception of 
the alterations to its northern boundary with Lichfield City South, retaining the 
division's name.  As outlined above, Lichfield Rural South acquires part of the RQ 
polling district in the St.  John’s ward and the new boundary follows two railways lines 
down to the existing boundary.  The division also contains the District wards of 
Hammerwich, Little Aston, Shenstone and Stonnall, all of which make up part of the 
southern County Council boundary with Birmingham and Walsall.  As highlighted 
above Shenstone District ward forms the boundary with the Lichfield Rural East 
division along Littlehay Brook.  The other divisional boundaries are in the 
Hammerwich ward and follow the Lichfield Road with Lichfield Rural West and Norton 
Lane/ Highfields Road with Burntwood South. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,091 (a variance from the 
County average of -5.3%) and is projected to rise to 10,170 by 2016 (-7.1% in 
variance).  The existing Lichfield Rural South division was projected a -14.9% 
variance by 2016 and the alterations enable the division to take on sufficient electors 
to bring that variance down to -7.1%, which is within the 10% guideline.  Although the 
alteration combines part of the urban area of Lichfield City with a predominantly rural 
division and splits a polling district and District ward, the Sandfields area Lichfield is 
clearly divided from the rest of the city by two railway tracks and contains a large 
number of newly-built houses.  With the division now well within the variance 
guidelines and community identity issues satisfied, the County Council consider the 
proposals for this area of Lichfield to be the most appropriate and efficient. 
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 6.11  Burntwood South (2016 Electorate: 9,570, Variance -12.6%) 
 
This division represents the southern part of the urban area of Burntwood (which is 
reflected in its name) in the west of Lichfield District area.  The division mirrors the 
existing Burntwood South division with one exception and consequently includes the 
entirety of the three District wards of All Saints, Chase Town and Summerfield; and 
part of the Highfield District ward, formerly in Lichfield Rural West.  The division 
shares a southern County Council border with Walsall, a western District Council 
border with Cannock Chase District and three boundaries internal to the Lichfield 
area.  All four wards form part of the division’s boundary with Burntwood North, which 
proceeds through the centre of Burntwood along the A5190 Cannock Road, which 
serves as a strong physical barrier.  The boundary with Lichfield Rural South follows 
District ward boundaries along Norton Lane and Highfields Road, as outlined above.  
The division has a small boundary with Lichfield Rural West, and it is along this 
boundary that the division sees its only change.  As highlighted above, Burntwood 
South gains the area bounded by Church Road, Farewell Lane, Rugeley Road and 
Lichfield Road which forms part of the District ward of Highfield and the CR polling 
district. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 9,585 (a variance from the County 
average of -10.0%) and is projected to rise to 9,570 by 2016 (-12.6% in variance).  
While this is outside the 10% guideline figure, the geographical location of the 
division makes it difficult to create alternative boundaries without dividing 
communities.  The proposed move to include part of Highfield ward helps bring 
variance from a projected 21.5% down to 12.6%; however there are no options to 
further lower variance which do not adversely affect communities.  This is particularly 
the case at the boundary with Lichfield Rural South, where it has been indicated by 
the current Member for Lichfield Rural South that, to alter the County divisional 
boundary across the Hammerwich Parish boundary is likely to exacerbate existing 
democratic confusion in the area and split a community.  Also to move the boundary 
with Lichfield Rural South would have the knock-on effect of necessitating further 
change elsewhere in that division.  Accordingly, the County Council feel that the 
proposal represents the most appropriate and efficient arrangement for this area of 
Lichfield. 

 
 6.12  Burntwood North (2016 Electorate: 9,998, Variance -8.7%) 

 
Alongside Burntwood South, this division represents the town of Burntwood and the 
issues of over-representation outlined above therefore apply to Burntwood North as 
well.  Similar to Burntwood South, the division mirrors the existing Burntwood North 
division, retaining its name, with one exception.  The division contains the whole of 
three District wards; Boney Hay, Burntwood Central and Chase Terrace; and part of 
the already divided Highfield ward.  Chase Terrace forms the western District Council 
boundary with Cannock Chase and alongside Burntwood Central ward forms the 
divisional boundary with Burntwood South along the A5190 as discussed above.  
Boney Hay ward forms part of the boundary with Burntwood South along Ogley Hay 
road and across farmland to the District Council boundary with Cannock Chase.  As 
highlighted above, The CQ polling district of Highfield District ward is split to include 
the ‘Rake Hill’ area with the urban area of Burntwood.  This change was suggested 
by the two Members who currently represent the affected divisions of Lichfield Rural 
West and Burntwood North. 
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The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,087 (a variance from the 
County average of -5.3%) and is projected to fall to 9,998 by 2016 (-8.7% in 
variance).  Although, the boundary alterations compromise District ward coterminosity 
in the area, the proposals bring the division within the 10% variance guideline from a 
2016 projected variance of -18.1%.  The alteration to bring ‘Rake Hill’ into the division 
also provides a better distinction between the more rural Lichfield Rural West and the 
more urban Burntwood North.  Accordingly, since the proposals bring the electoral 
variance in Burntwood North into the 10% guidelines and do so by better 
representing community identity, the County Council believe that this represents the 
best option for this area of Lichfield. 

 
 6.13  During the consultation process undertaken by the Council on its proposed 

boundaries, a response was received from Lichfield City Council which opposed the 
proposals for Lichfield City South and Lichfield Rural South.  The City Council 
concluded that the current boundaries around the urban area of the City of Lichfield 
should be retained, arguing that this better reflects the community identities in this 
area.  To address the electoral variance this would create in Lichfield Rural South, the 
City Council proposes adding the Parishes of Weeford and Hints and Canwell from 
Lichfield Rural East.  Whilst this proposal does result in a better level of electoral 
equality than the County Council’s proposals in Lichfield City South it would create 
substantial inequality in Lichfield Rural South and Lichfield Rural East with variances 
of -9.99% and -11.16% respectively.  Furthermore, the removal of the parishes of 
Weeford and Hints and Canwell from Lichfield Rural East makes the communities in 
Fazeley and Drayton Bassett geographically isolated from the rest of the division as 
their main transport linkages are along the A5.  As a result, the County Council 
remains of the opinion that the proposals above represent the most appropriate 
arrangements for Lichfield as a whole and that incorporating the urban area outlined 
above, with the distinct physical boundaries described, provides the best solution to 
the electoral inequality in Lichfield Rural South without disturbing well established 
representative linkages in Lichfield Rural East. 

 
 7  Newcastle-under-Lyme Borough Council Area 
 
 7.1  The current electorate for Newcastle-under-Lyme is 97,865 giving an average 

number of electors per Member of 10,874.  By 2016 this is projected to increase to 
102,382 with an average of 11,376 which is 3.9% higher than the average across the 
County as a whole.  This means that to ensure electoral equality most of the divisions 
in Newcastle will have more electors than the County average. 

 
 7.2  Currently, there are eight electoral divisions returning nine elected Members with a 

dual Member division in Kidsgrove and Talke.  The County Council’s new proposals 
have nine divisions, of which seven vary by no more than 10% from the County 
average by 2016.  Seven divisions have more electors than the County average and 
the level of variance across all nine divisions ranges from -5.5% (Keele, Knutton and 
Silverdale) to 12.6% (Audley and Chesterton). 

 
 7.3  The proposals take into account the impact of housing led regeneration in the Cross 

Heath area and further house building in the Borough Council wards of Cross Heath, 
Silverdale and Parksite, Thistleberry, Town and Wolstanton.  Other issues that have 
been considered include the impact of Keele University on the electorate and the 
high levels of variance in five of the current divisions, particularly the Keele and 
Westlands division which currently has 23% more electors than the current County 
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average. 
 
 7.4  During the initial consultation on Council size the County Council clearly expressed 

the view that there should be a uniform pattern of single Member wards across the 
whole County.  This means that the proposals that have been developed include two 
single Member divisions for the Kidsgrove and Talke area currently served by a dual 
Member division, a fact complicated by the high level of variance in the current 
division.  This factor in particular, along with the other issues described above, results 
in proposals that do deviate significantly from the current boundaries in Newcastle-
under-Lyme.  The details of the nine proposed divisions are outlined below. 

 
 7.5  Kidsgrove (2016 Electorate: 11,583, Variance 5.8%) 

 
This division in the north of the Borough incorporates part of the current dual Member 
Kidsgrove and Talke division including Kidsgrove town centre (which the division is 
named after) and the more rural communities of Newchapel, Harriseahead and Mow 
Cop.  The Borough Council wards of Kidsgrove, Newchapel and Ravenscliffe are 
contained in their entirety in the division with the northern and southern borders 
comprising the County boundary with Cheshire East and Stoke-on-Trent respectively.  
The eastern boundary is the Borough Council boundary with Staffordshire Moorlands 
District Council and the western boundary with the Talke and Red Street division 
follows the Kidsgrove and Ravenscliffe ward boundaries along the railway line. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,502 (a variance from the current average 
of 8%) which is projected to rise to 11,583, improving electoral equality to 5.8% by 
2016.  The geographical location of this division with Borough and County boundaries 
on three sides means that options for developing proposals in this area are limited.  
The County Council believes that this proposal, using ward boundaries which follow a 
defined physical feature presents the most appropriate and efficient arrangements in 
this area. 

 
 7.6  Talke and Red Street (2016 Electorate: 12,066, Variance 10.2%) 

 
This division includes the remainder of the current Kidsgrove and Talke division, 
including the communities of Butt Lane, Talke and part of the current Audley and 
Chesterton division including the community of Red Street.  The whole of the 
Borough Council wards of Butt Lane and Talke, both of which are part of the current 
Kidsgrove and Talke division, are contained within the division, with their eastern 
boundaries used as the boundary with the Kidsgrove division and the northern 
boundary the County boundary with Cheshire East.  The southern Talke ward 
boundary (which follows Peacock Hay Road) has also been used in the south east as 
the boundary with the Bradwell, Porthill and Wolstanton Division.  In the far south of 
the ward, part of the Borough Council Chesterton ward (Polling District E0001 and 
part of polling district E0002, currently part of the Audley and Chesterton Division) 
have been included taking in the community of Red Street and part of Crackley.  The 
Chesterton ward boundary (following the A34) has been used in the east as the 
boundary with the Bradwell, Porthill and Wolstanton division, with the southern 
boundary with the new Audley and Chesterton division following Parkhouse Road 
West on to Crackley Bank before cutting behind Pear Tree Lane onto Audley Road 
before joining the western boundary of the Chesterton ward.  This boundary is then 
used, along with the western Talke ward boundary, as the boundary with the Audley 
and Chesterton division.  The name of this division not only reflects the communities 
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represented but also acknowledges the change from the current arrangements. 
 
The majority of the boundaries of this division follow existing ward boundaries, 
mirroring strong physical features including a railway line and the A34 and other main 
roads.  The Talke/Chesterton ward boundary does not follow any strong physical 
features and, in order to create a coherent proposal within the context of the overall 
arrangements for Newcastle-under-Lyme, the County Council believes it is 
appropriate for this to be crossed.  Not using this boundary does join communities 
that do not currently share democratic arrangements; however there are legitimate 
linkages between them.  In particular there are road links through Jamage Road and 
Talke Road and through the bus route which runs through these communities 
between Newcastle and Kidsgrove. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,664 (a variance from the county average 
of 9.5%) which is projected to rise to 12,066 by 2016, giving a variance of 10.2%.  
Whilst this is just outside the guideline 10% figure the geographical location of this 
division and the need to address high levels of variance in other areas of the 
Borough mean that there is limited scope for proposals with a lower electorate 
without artificially compromising the efficiency of arrangements in this area.  As 
outlined above, the majority of the boundaries for this division follow defined physical 
features and the proposals reflect the context of the Newcastle-under-Lyme area as a 
whole. 

 
 7.7  Audley and Chesterton (2016 Electorate: 12,326, Variance 12.6%) 

 
This division is in the north of the Borough, largely following the boundaries of the 
current Audley and Chesterton division and retaining its name, comprising the rural 
communities of Audley, Bignall End, Alsagers Bank and Scot Hay along with the 
remainder of Chesterton and its linked community of Holditch.  The northern 
boundary of division is the County boundary with Cheshire East and includes the 
entirety of the Borough Council ward of Audley and Bignall End.  The north eastern 
boundary with the Talke and Red Street division is described above and the division 
takes in the remainder of the Chesterton ward and the whole of the Holditch ward 
(currently part of the Bradwell and Porthill division) with the Holditch boundary 
forming the remainder of the eastern boundary with Bradwell, Porthill and Wolstanton 
(following the A34).  The southern boundary of the division follows the Holditch ward 
boundary before taking in three polling districts from the Halmerend ward (R0001, 
R0002 and R0003) with the western boundary with the Newcastle Rural division 
following the Audley Rural Parish boundary. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,779 (a variance from the county average 
of 10.6%) which is projected to rise to 12,326 with variance rising to 12.6% by 2016.  
Whilst this is outside of the 10% guideline figure, the County Council consider that 
this proposal represents efficient and convenient arrangements for this area by 
keeping the whole of Audley Rural parish together.  In process of developing the 
proposals, the County Council created a number of draft options for discussion with 
local Members, one of which did not include the village of Scot Hay in this division.  
During this process the Member for the current Audley and Chesterton division 
highlighted the strong links between Scot Hay (which is part of the Audley Rural 
parish) and Audley itself in terms of amenities and community identity.  As a result of 
this feedback, including the fact that not including Scot Hay would split the 
Halmerend ward between three divisions, the County Council refined the proposals.  
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Consequently the electorate does rise above the guideline figure but by an amount 
that is considered to be acceptable as it retains coherent community identities. 

 
 7.8  Bradwell, Porthill and Wolstanton (2016 Electorate: 11,416, Variance 4.3%) 

 
This division in the east of the Borough includes the communities of Bradwell, Porthill 
(currently part of the Bradwell and Porthill Division) and Wolstanton (part of the 
Wolstanton division) with their names reflected in the division name.  The north of the 
division is made up of the entirety of the Borough Council Bradwell ward, with its 
northern boundary with the Talke and Red Street division and the western boundary 
(the A34) with the Talke and Red Street and Audley and Chesterton divisions as 
described above.  The eastern boundary follows the County Boundary with Stoke-on-
Trent, taking in the entirety of the Porthill ward and three polling districts (C0001, 
C0004 and C0005) from the Wolstanton ward.  Including these three polling districts 
brings the centre of Wolstanton into this division, with the southern boundary 
following the Wolstanton ward boundary from the east until Sparch Hollow, when the 
boundary follows the polling district boundary along the main Alexandria Road to join 
Dimsdale Parade East, where it rejoins the ward boundary behind Garnett Road 
East. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,006 (a variance from the County average 
of 3.3%) which is projected to rise to 11,416 with a slight change in variance to 4.3%, 
by 2016 still well within the 10% guideline figure.  For the most part, these proposed 
boundaries do follow ward boundaries, often along a physical boundary, in particular 
the A34.  The alteration from the ward boundaries in the proposals also runs along a 
main road, ensuring that the division brings together linked communities to form a 
coherent geographical whole that provides convenient and effective arrangements. 

 
 7.9  May Bank and Cross Heath (2016 Electorate: 11,472, Variance 4.8%) 

 
This division is also in the east of the Borough, comprising the communities of 
Dimsdale, May Bank and Cross Heath to the north of Newcastle town centre.  The 
division includes the polling districts C0002 and C0003 from the Borough Council 
Wolstanton ward and the entirety of the Borough Council ward of May Bank, which 
are currently part of the Wolstanton division, and the entirety of the Borough Council 
Cross Heath ward, currently part of the Cross Heath and Silverdale division.  The 
northern boundary of the division broadly follows the May Bank ward boundary with 
the Wolstanton ward, taking in the Dimsdale area by following the polling district 
boundary described above.  The eastern boundary follows the County boundary with 
Stoke-on-Trent, the southern boundary follows the May Bank and Cross Heath ward 
boundaries with the new Westlands and Thistleberry and Newcastle South divisions 
and the western boundary follows the Cross Heath ward boundary with the Keele, 
Knutton and Silverdale and Audley and Chesterton divisions.  The name of this 
division reflects the communities it serves without being unwieldy. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,000 (a variance from the County average 
of 3.3%) which is projected to rise to 11,472, 4.8% in variance by 2016.  Whilst this 
proposal does provide different representative linkages than the current 
arrangements, the boundaries broadly follow distinct ward boundaries to bring 
together communities that are geographically linked together.  Particularly when this 
is incorporated within the context of the overall proposals for Newcastle-under-Lyme 
these arrangements are considered to be the most appropriate and convenient for 



 

23 

this area of Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
 
 7.10  Keele, Knutton and Silverdale (2016 Electorate: 10,346, Variance -5.5%) 

 
This division includes the villages of Knutton, Silverdale and Keele, which its name 
reflects, along with the campus of Keele University to the west of Newcastle town 
centre taking in the entirety of the Borough Council wards of Knutton and Silverdale, 
Silverdale and Parksite (currently part of the Cross Heath and Silverdale division) and 
Keele (currently part of the Keele and Westlands division).  The northern boundary of 
the division with the Audley and Chesterton division follows the Knutton and 
Silverdale, Silverdale and Parksite and Keele ward boundaries and includes the 
northern Silverdale and Keele parish boundaries.  The eastern boundary follows the 
Knutton and Silverdale and Keele ward boundaries with the Westlands and 
Thistleberry division and the southern and western boundaries with the Newcastle 
Rural division following the Keele ward and parish boundary, broadly following the M6 
to the south. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 9,521 (a variance from the County average 
of -10.6%) which is projected to rise to 10,346 by 2016, with variance improving 
significantly to -5.5%.  This division brings together linked communities on the 
outskirts of Newcastle, including Knutton and Silverdale which share a Borough 
Council ward and Keele, where the university not only provides employment 
opportunities for the local population but also looks to communities such as 
Silverdale and Parksite for temporary student accommodation.  The university 
population has a large impact on the electorate in the Borough; which under the 
current arrangements has led to the Keele and Westlands division being significantly 
over-populated.  In addition to the advantages of the community links outlined above, 
this proposed division directly addresses this significant level of variance to provide 
convenient and appropriate arrangements. 

 
 7.11  Westlands and Thistleberry (2016 Electorate: 11,207, Variance 2.4%) 

 
This division includes Newcastle town centre along with the communities on its 
southern outskirts of Westlands and Thistleberry, from which the division derives its 
name.  It includes the entirety of the Borough Council wards of Thistleberry and 
Westlands (currently part of the Keele and Westlands division) and two polling 
districts (H0001 and H0002) from the Town ward (currently part of the Newcastle 
South division).  The northern boundary, as described above follows the Town ward 
boundary with the May Bank and Cross Heath division and the eastern boundary with 
the Newcastle South division follows King Street on to the A527 Barracks Road and 
Brook Lane to join the Westlands ward boundary, which forms the remainder of the 
boundary.  The southern boundary follows the Thistleberry and Westlands 
boundaries along the M6 and the eastern boundary, as described above, also follows 
the Thistleberry boundary with the Keele, Knutton and Silverdale division. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,710 (a variance from the County average 
of 0.5%), which is projected to rise to 11,207 by 2016 (2.4% in variance).  Along with 
the proposal for Keele, Knutton and Silverdale above, this division directly addresses 
the significant level of variance in the current arrangements for this area of 
Newcastle-under-Lyme.  There are significant community linkages between the 
suburban wards of Thistleberry and Westlands and Newcastle town itself, including 
schooling, employment and transport links.  The majority of the boundaries follow 
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ward boundaries with the new boundary in the town itself following the ring road and 
other main roads to include the town centre area.  This provides a strong physical 
boundary that ensures the division is geographically coherent, bringing together 
distinct communities. 

 
 7.12  Newcastle South (2016 Electorate: 11,137, Variance 1.7%) 

 
This division to the South east of Newcastle town centre borders the City of Stoke of 
Trent and Stafford Borough and includes the remainder of Newcastle town centre and 
the communities of Seabridge and Clayton, all of which are currently part of the 
Newcastle South division.  The eastern and south eastern boundaries of the division 
follow the County Boundary with Stoke-on-Trent and the Borough boundary with 
Stafford Borough Council respectively.  This includes the remainder of the Town ward 
(polling districts H0003, H0004 and H0005); with the northern boundary following the 
Town ward boundary with the May Bank and Cross Heath division and the boundary 
with the Westlands and Thistleberry division as described above.  The division also 
includes the entirety of the Clayton and Seabridge wards, with their western 
boundaries used as the boundary with the Keele, Knutton and Silverdale division and 
the south eastern boundary of the Seabridge ward (following the M6) the boundary 
with the Newcastle Rural division. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,508 (a variance from the County average 
of -1.4%) which is projected to rise to 11,137 by 2016, 1.7% in variance.  The 
proposals mirror the current Newcastle South division very closely, therefore retaining 
its name, with a new boundary in the Town centre reflecting the changes required in 
other areas to address variance whilst providing a strong physical boundary along 
main roads.  This ensures that community identities are preserved and that electoral 
equality is improved across Newcastle-under-Lyme as a whole. 

 
 7.13  Newcastle Rural (2016 Electorate: 10,830, Variance -1.1%) 

 
This division covering the large rural area in the west of the Borough mirrors the 
current Newcastle Rural division (also retaining its name), comprising the seven 
parishes of Balterley, Betley, Madeley, Maer, Chapel and Hill Chorlton, Whitmore and 
Loggerheads.  This also comprises the entirety of the Borough Council wards of 
Loggerheads and Whitmore and Madeley and three polling districts (S0001, T0001 
and U0001) from the Halmerend ward which makes up Balterley and Betley parishes.  
The southern and western boundary of the division is the Borough boundary with 
Stafford Borough Council and the western boundary is the County boundary with 
Cheshire East and Shropshire.  The northern boundaries with the Audley and 
Chesterton, Keele, Knutton and Silverdale, Westlands and Thistleberry and 
Newcastle South divisions are described above, following the Madeley and 
Loggerheads and Whitmore ward boundaries in the north east (broadly following the 
M6 to the boundary of the Madeley ward) and following the Balterley and Betley 
parish boundaries in the North West. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,175 (a variance from the County average 
of -4.5%), which is projected to rise to 10,830 by 2016, improving variance to -1.1%.  
By bringing together a number of rural parishes, this division ensures that similar 
communities with similar issues are equitably represented.  By continuing to use 
these boundaries, which follow existing ward and parish boundaries, this proposal 
continues to provide efficient and convenient representation for these communities. 
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 8  South Staffordshire District Council Area 
 
 8.1  The current electorate in South Staffordshire is 85,758, which gives an average 

electorate per Member of 10,720.  This is projected to rise by 2,061 by 2016 to 
87,819, giving an average electorate of 10,977, only 0.3% higher than the average 
across the whole County.  The proposed new divisions are therefore within the range 
of variance used across the whole County. 

 
 8.2  Currently there are seven divisions in South Staffordshire returning eight Members, 

with a dual Member division in Cheslyn Hay, Essington and Great Wyrley.  The 
County Council’s new proposals are for eight divisions, of which five are within the 
guideline 10% variance figure with variance ranging from -10.7% (Brewood) to 11.4% 
(Essington and Great Wyrley). 

 
 8.3  The proposals take into account the impact of housing led population growth in the 

area including in Penkridge, Huntington, Great Wyrley, Essington, Codsall and 
Bilbrook and Wombourne.  They also address significant levels of variance in the 
current divisions, including Brewood (-17%), Kinver (-11%), Penkridge (13%) and 
Wombourne (13%).  There are some geographical factors that influence the 
development of proposals in the South Staffordshire area, including the factor that it 
contains a number of centres of population that are relatively isolated from each 
other.  This means that the proposals in these different areas have taken these 
issues into account. 

 
 8.4  The County Council agreed during the initial consultation on council size that it would 

be more appropriate to have a uniform pattern of single member divisions across the 
County.  This means that two single Member divisions have been proposed for the 
area currently served by the dual Member Cheslyn Hay, Essington and Great Wyrley 
division.  The County Council is aware that there is some strong local feeling in this 
area supporting the retention of the existing arrangements, a view expressed during 
extensive consultation with the two Members representing this division.  Whilst 
recognising this view, the County Council considers that its proposals for South 
Staffordshire, including its proposals in this area, whilst including a number of 
significant changes from the current divisions do provide convenient and efficient 
arrangements that reflect community identities. 

 
 8.5  Penkridge (2016 Electorate: 12,026, Variance 9.9%) 

 
This division to the north of the area includes the villages of Acton Trussell, Bednall, 
Copenhall, Dunston and Huntington along with the larger village of Penkridge, from 
which the name of the division is derived.  The north of the division includes the 
whole of the District Council ward of Penkridge North East and Acton Trussell, with 
the northern boundary comprising the District Council boundary with Stafford 
Borough Council.  The eastern boundary comprises the District Council boundary 
with Cannock Chase District Council, also taking in two complete polling districts 
(BNA and BPA) and part of polling district BJA from the Huntington and Hatherton 
ward.  The southern boundary with the Brewood division follows the A5 to where it 
crosses the railway line near the Gailey island roundabout.  Two complete polling 
districts (CAA and CDA) and part of polling district CBA from the Penkridge South 
East ward are included with the new western boundary with the Brewood division 
following the railway line, incorporating part of a polling district (CEA) from the 
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Penkridge West ward, to the Penkridge North East and Acton Trussell ward boundary 
which forms the remainder of the boundary. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,263 (a variance from the County average 
of 5.7%), which is projected to rise to 12,026 by 2016, 9.9% in variance.  The 
proposals for this area do not follow ward boundaries as consistently as in other 
areas but do strengthen the boundaries around the urban area of Penkridge, using 
physical features to create a coherent geographical whole.  It addresses the 
significant level of over-population in the current Penkridge division whilst maintaining 
its linkages with the smaller rural communities in the north of the division.  The 
electorate in this division is projected to grow significantly by 2016, largely as a result 
of growth in the urban area, which increases the need to focus the southern and 
eastern boundaries in this area to ensure the division remains viable and appropriate 
into the future. 
 
The original proposals which were subject to consultation followed different 
boundaries in the South of the division, incorporating the parish of Hatherton in its 
entirety in the Brewood division.  During the consultation process, the Member for the 
current Penkridge division suggested the alteration to follow the major road in the 
area.  Adopting this proposal does involve a division of the parish of Hatherton; 
however, this reflects the existing spread of the community in this area as the roads 
provide a natural division and the proposed boundaries therefore reflect community 
identities and represent appropriate and convenient arrangements. 

 
 8.6  Brewood (2016 Electorate: 9,595, Variance -12.4%) 

 
This large rural division includes the parishes of Blymhill and Weston-under-Lizard, 
Lapley, Stretton and Wheaton Aston, Brewood and Coven and the majority of the 
parish of Hatherton.  The District council wards of Wheaton Aston, Bishopswood and 
Lapley and Brewood and Coven (currently part of the Brewood division) are 
comprised in their entirety, with the western and northern boundaries following the 
County boundary with Shropshire and the District Council boundary with Stafford 
Borough respectively.  The north eastern boundary with the Penkridge division is as 
described above, taking in the remaining rural part of the Penkridge West ward (the 
remainder of polling district CEA) and the remainder of the divided polling districts 
from each of the Penkridge South East and Huntington and Hatherton wards (CBA 
and BJA), all of which are currently part of the Penkridge Division.  To the south east 
the boundary with the Cheslyn Hay and Featherstone division follows the Huntingdon 
and Hatherton ward boundary along Saredon brook and the Staffordshire and 
Worcestershire Canal, joining the Brewood and Coven ward boundary, also along the 
brook then following New Road to the railway line until the County boundary with 
Wolverhampton.  In the south west, the boundary with the Codsall division follows the 
Brewood and Coven ward boundary along Whitehouse Lane, Moat brook and the 
River Penk to the County boundary.  Whilst there are changes in this area, the 
division remains centred around the community of Brewood, which is retained as the 
name. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 9,608 (a variance from the County average 
of -9.8%), which is projected to fall slightly to 9,595 by 2016, -12.4% in variance.  
This is outside the guideline 10% figure, but represents a significant improvement in 
electoral quality from the current Brewood division, which has one of the highest 
levels of variance in the County.  The division covers a large area comprising a 
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number of small rural communities and it would be inappropriate and geographically 
difficult to include any additional population without compromising the quality of 
arrangements in other areas of the district.  The rural areas of the current Penkridge 
division that have been included in this division share common features with other 
communities in the division, including transport links.  The majority of the proposed 
boundaries follow ward boundaries, with the changed boundaries following physical 
features including major roads and the railway line.  This ensures that the division 
provides an acceptable balance of electoral equality and geographical coherence that 
represents convenient and efficient arrangements. 

 
 8.7  Cheslyn Hay and Featherstone (2016 Electorate: 11,415, Variance 4.3%) 

 
This division incorporates part of the area currently served by the dual Member 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington and Great Wyrley division, including the parishes of Cheslyn 
Hay, Featherstone, Hilton, Shareshill and Saredon with its proposed name reflecting 
the major communities represented.  The District Council wards of Cheslyn Hay 
North and Saredon, Cheslyn Hay South and Featherstone and Shareshill are all 
included in their entirety with the western and northern boundaries with the Penkridge 
and Brewood divisions following the Featherstone and Shareshill and Cheslyn Hay 
North and Saredon ward boundaries as described above.  The north east and south 
west boundaries follow the District Council boundary with Cannock Chase and the 
County boundary with Wolverhampton respectively.  The boundary with the new 
Essington and Great Wyrley division to the east follows the Cheslyn Hay North and 
Saredon and Cheslyn Hay South ward boundaries along the railway line, which 
continues to be used as the boundary to include parts of two polling districts in the 
Great Wyrley Landywood ward (BDA and BEA).  To the south, the boundary follows 
the Great Wyrley Landywood, Chesyln Hay North and Saredon and Featherstone 
and Shareshill ward boundaries. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,433 (a variance from the County average 
of 7.3%) which is projected to fall slightly to 11,415 by 2016, improving variance to 
4.3%.  This proposal maintains the external boundary of the dual Member Cheslyn 
Hay, Essington and Great Wyrley division, drawing a new boundary through the 
division, broadly using ward boundaries.  In particular, the boundary used in this 
option between the two closely linked communities of Cheslyn Hay and Great Wyrley 
follows a defined physical feature (the railway line) mirroring a ward boundary for 
much of its length.  The size of the population in Cheslyn and Great Wyrley combined 
is too large to sustain a single Member division so there is a need for a boundary 
between them and following this proposal keeps the whole of Cheslyn Hay parish 
together and maintains its existing linkages with the more rural communities to the 
west. 
 
The development of proposals for this area of South Staffordshire required careful 
consideration, particularly following consultation with the Members representing the 
current dual Member division.  They highlighted how successfully they are able to 
work within the current arrangements and expressed the view that they would like to 
see this maintained.  However they recognise and generally support the view 
expressed by the County Council during the preliminary Council size, that a uniform 
pattern of single Member divisions would be preferable and more consistent.  The 
County Council still believes that this uniform pattern would be appropriate and that 
this proposal provides the most efficient and convenient way of achieving this in this 
area of South Staffordshire. 
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 8.8  Essington and Great Wyrley (2016 Electorate: 12,195, Variance 11.4%) 

 
This division is made up of the remainder of area currently served by the dual 
Member Cheslyn Hay, Essington and Great Wyrley division, including the 
communities of Essington and Great Wyrley for which the division is named.  The 
district council ward of Great Wyrley Town is included in its entirety, along with the 
remainder of the Essington ward (polling districts AWA, AXA, AYA and AZA) and the 
remainder of the polling districts from the Great Wyrley Landywood ward (BDA and 
BEA).  The northern, western and southern boundaries of the division follow the 
District boundary with Cannock Chase District Council and the County boundary with 
Wolverhampton.  The boundary with the Cheslyn Hay and Featherstone division, as 
described above, follows the Great Wyrley Town ward boundary along the railway 
line, continuing along the railway line to the west before following the Essington ward 
boundary in the south. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,186 (a variance from the County average 
of 5%) which is projected to rise to 12,195, 11.4% in variance by 2016.  Although 
outside the guideline variance figure, the County Council believes that this is justified 
as the proposed boundary represents the most appropriate way of efficiently 
establishing single Member arrangements in the current dual member division, 
maintaining the linkage between the communities of Great Wyrley and Essington in 
the south.  The geographical location of the division makes it difficult within the 
context of the other proposals for South Staffordshire for any alternative proposals 
without compromising the efficiency of arrangements in other areas.  Whilst 
recognising the issues associated with establishing the proposals, the County 
Council believe that this provides the most appropriate and efficient arrangements for 
this area.   

 
 8.9  Codsall (2016 Electorate: 10,341, Variance -5.5%) 

 
This division in the west of the district includes the communities of Codsall and 
Bilbrook and mirrors the current Codsall division, retaining its name.  The District 
Council wards of Bilbrook, Codsall North and Codsall South are contained in their 
entirety, with the northern boundary with the Brewood division following the Bilbrook 
and Codsall North ward boundaries as described above.  The western and eastern 
boundaries follow the County boundaries with Shropshire and Wolverhampton 
respectively and the Southern boundary with the Perton division follows the Codsall 
South ward boundary along the A41. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,056 (a variance from the County average 
of -5.6%) which is projected to rise to 10,341, improving variance to -5.5%, by 2016.  
This is well within the guideline figure of variance and, as the current boundaries 
follow distinct ward boundaries using physical features, there is no justification to 
alter the current arrangements.  This also reflects the particular geographical position 
of this division, which makes alterations to its boundaries difficult.  For these reasons, 
maintaining these current boundaries will continue to provide convenient and efficient 
representative arrangements. 
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 8.10  Perton (2016 Electorate: 10,442, Variance -4.6%) 
 
This division includes the town of Perton, the more rural parish of Pattingham and 
Patshull in the west of the District and mirrors the current Perton division, retaining its 
name.  The District Council wards of Pattingham and Patshull, Perton Lakeside, 
Perton Dippons and Perton East are included in their entirety, with the western and 
eastern boundaries comprising the County boundaries with Shropshire and 
Wolverhampton respectively.  The northern boundary with the Codsall division follows 
the Perton Dippons ward boundary along the A41, as described above and the 
southern boundary with the Kinver and Wombourne divisions following the 
Pattingham and Patshull and Perton Dippons ward boundaries along the Black Brook 
and Smestow Brook. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,312 (a variance from the County average 
of -3.2%) which is projected to rise slightly to 10,442 by 2016, -4.6% in variance.  
This is well within the guideline figure and, as with the Codsall Division, does not 
necessitate any change in the boundaries.  The current boundaries follow physical 
ward boundaries that sensibly enclose linked communities to provide efficient and 
convenient arrangements for this area of the district.  This division also shares the 
geographical constraints affecting the Codsall division that make changing 
boundaries difficult, which means retaining the current boundaries remains the most 
effective solution for this area. 

 
 8.11  Wombourne (2016 Electorate: 11,989, Variance 9.5%) 

 
This division comprises the town of Wombourne and the parish of Lower Penn, which 
are part of the current Wombourne division, the name of which is retained.  The 
District Council wards of Wombourne South East and Wombourne South West are 
both included in their entirety along with two polling districts (CRA and BXA) from the 
Wombourne North and Lower Penn ward.  The northern boundary with the Perton 
division follows the Wombourne North and Lower Penn ward boundary along 
Smestow Brook as described above.  The western boundary with the Kinver division 
also follows the Wombourne North and Lower Penn ward boundary which uses the 
Staffordshire and Worcestershire Canal for part of boundary before following the 
Wombourne South East ward boundary around the edge of the urban area of 
Wombourne.  In the east, the boundary follows the Wombourne South West 
boundary before joining a polling district boundary along Lyde Brook through the 
Wombourne North and Lower Penn ward.  The remainder of the eastern boundary 
follows the County boundary with Wolverhampton. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 11,801 (a variance from the County average 
of 10.8%) which is projected to rise to 11,989 by 2016, improving variance to 9.5%.  
The proposals for this division balance the need to address the high level of variance 
(13%) in the current Wombourne division without losing the defined community links 
the current boundaries provide.  The variance level, whilst high, is within the guideline 
figure and is appropriate.  Ward boundaries are followed for the majority of the 
boundaries, with the new boundary following a polling district and physical boundary 
in the north east of the division to maintain geographical coherence.  During the 
process of developing the proposals in this area, the County Council produced 
options for discussion that further focussed the boundaries in this division on 
Wombourne itself, excluding the community of Lower Penn.  The Member for the 
current Wombourne division raised some concerns about this, highlighting the strong 
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links between these communities.  By incorporating Lower Penn, the electorate of 
this division does increase (currently above the guideline figure) but better reflects 
the community identity in the area, providing the most appropriate arrangements for 
this area. 

 
 8.12  Kinver (2016 Electorate: 9,817, variance -10.3%) 

 
This division in the south of the district covers a large rural area including the 
parishes of Kinver (for which the division is named), Enville, Bobbington, Swindon, 
Himley and Trysull and Seisdon.  The District Council wards of Himley and Swindon, 
Kinver and Trysull and Seisdon (all part of the current Kinver division) are included in 
their entirety along with one polling district (CSA) from the Wombourne North and 
Lower Penn ward which is currently part of the Wombourne division.  The western, 
southern and eastern boundaries follow the County boundary with Shropshire, 
Worcestershire and Dudley and the boundary with the Wombourne division is 
described above, following ward boundaries with the exception of the new boundary 
in Wombourne North that incorporates Penn Common into the division.  The northern 
boundary with the Perton division, as described above, follows the Trysull and 
Seisdon ward boundary. 
 
The current electorate in this division is 9,705 (a variance from the County average of 
-8.9%) which is projected to rise to 9,817, -10.3% in variance by 2016.  This is slightly 
outside the guideline variance figure but does represent an improvement from the 
current arrangements which are -11% in variance.  This division is somewhat 
geographically isolated from other parts of the District giving limited scope for 
significant changes to the current boundaries without compromising community links 
in other areas.  The new boundary to the east of Wombourne incorporates an area 
that shares rural characteristics with the other parts of the division and improves the 
level of variance to a broadly acceptable level.  As outlined above, during the 
development of these proposals the County Council did consider including Lower 
Penn within the Kinver division but this did not adequately reflect the community links 
between Lower Penn and Wombourne.  This means that it would be impossible to 
balance the level of variance without compromising the integrity of the boundaries 
and community linkages of other areas.  It is the County Council's view therefore that 
these boundaries provide the most appropriate and efficient arrangements in this part 
of South Staffordshire. 

 
 9  Stafford Borough Council Area 
 
 9.1  The current electorate for Stafford is 99,618 which gives an average number of 

electors for the nine divisions of 11,069 at an average variance of 3.9%.  By 2016 this 
is projected to increase to 102,010 with an average number of electors per division of 
11,334, 3.5% higher than the County average.  This slight under-representation in the 
area means that, in order to ensure electoral equality across the whole of the Stafford 
area, all but two of the proposed divisions are projected to be larger than the average 
figure across the County as a whole in 2016.  Physically, the Stafford area is a 
mixture of urban and rural with large areas of rural land interspersed by the towns of 
Stafford, Eccleshall and Stone and large villages such as Gnosall.  Currently Stafford 
has the largest electorate of any of Staffordshire’s District areas and with the 
population projected to top 100,000 by 2016 it will continue to be one of the largest 
areas in the county falling slightly below the projections for Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
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 9.2  Of the nine proposed divisions, seven are projected to have an electorate that varies 
by less than 10% of the County average by 2016.  Both the two remaining divisions 
vary by only 10.3%.  The continued excess variance in these two divisions is, in part, 
explained by under-representation in the town of Stafford and the risks of arbitrarily 
splitting communities in the name of creating electoral equality.  Stafford town is 
entitled to 4.5 councillors and therefore in order to achieve a reasonable degree of 
electoral equality, a part of the town has to be included with the rural area.  The 
variances at 2016 range from -2.1% (Eccleshall) to +10.3% (Gnosall and Doxey and 
Stafford Central) from the County average. 

 
 9.3  The County Council's proposals for Stafford take into account projected housing-led 

population growth in the Borough Council wards of Forebridge, Littleworth, Seighford, 
Stonefield and Christchurch and Eccleshall and aim to address the significant levels 
of variance in all of the existing County Electoral Divisions with the exception of 
Stafford Trent Valley.  Of the nine existing divisions, six are projected to be more than 
10% variance and of the remaining three, Stone Rural approaches -9% and Stafford 
West approaches 8%.  Other factors which have had to be considered in the 
development of proposals include the impact of MoD Stafford, the likely increase in 
the number of armed forces personnel at Beacon Barracks and the impact of 
Staffordshire University on the size of the electorate. 

 
 9.4  Where possible, new boundaries have been proposed using either existing ward 

boundaries or strong physical or social dividing features.  Details of the proposed 
new divisions and their boundaries are outlined below. 

 
 9.5  Stone Rural (2016 Electorate: 11,852, Variance 8.3%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Stone Rural division, retaining its name, with one 
exception, which includes part of the Stonefield and Christchurch Borough ward from 
the existing Stone Urban division in Stone Rural.  The division includes the entirety of 
Barlaston and Oulton, Fulford and Milwich Borough wards and, as indicated, the 
alteration includes the SCA and SCB polling district from the Stonefield and 
Christchurch Borough ward in the new division.  Barlaston and Oulton ward shares 
the division’s only County boundary with Stoke-on-Trent City in the north.  Fulford 
ward shares a Borough Council boundary with Checkley and Forsbrook wards in 
Staffordshire Moorlands District and Milwich ward extends to the Borough Council 
boundaries with Staffordshire Moorlands District and East Staffordshire Borough.  
Internal to Stafford Borough area, the division entirely encloses the Stone Urban 
division, predominantly along ward boundaries which represent the distinction 
between urban and rural communities.  By including the SCA and ACB polling 
districts in the new Stone Rural division, the Borough ward of Stonefield and 
Christchurch is split to form a new divisional boundary along the railway line to where 
it crosses Scotch Brooke, which is used as it runs north west boundary across 
farmland to rejoin the existing boundary with the remainder of Stonefield and 
Christchurch (part of Stone Urban). 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,534 (a variance from the 
County average of 8.3%) and is projected to rise to 11,852 by 2016 (a variance of 
8.3%).  This is well within the 10% variance guideline and the inclusion of polling 
district SCA and SCB facilitates an improvement in variance for both Stone Rural and 
Stone Urban without adversely affecting communities in the area.  Although the only 
alteration in the division compromises coterminosity with the Stonefield and 
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Christchurch ward the population affected is naturally divided from the rest of Stone 
by the physical boundary of the railway line.  The community involved sits on the 
outskirts of the more rural area and shares many common features with the other 
communities in this division.  Given that the division is within the variance guideline 
figure and achieves this by appropriately representing communities the County 
Council believe the proposal is the most appropriate and efficient arrangement for 
this area of Stafford. 

 
 9.6  Stone Urban (2016 Electorate: 10,713, Variance -2.1%) 

 
Stone Urban represents the majority of the town of Stone, which as an urban area is 
slightly too large to support one Member.  The division mirrors the existing Stone 
Urban division and retains its name, with the exception of the transfer of the polling 
district to Stone Rural as outlined above.  The Borough wards of St Michaels and 
Walton are entirely included in the division and the Stonefield and Christchurch ward 
is split with SCC the polling district remaining in Stone Urban.  The boundary with 
Stone Rural follows the general distinction between built-up land and rural land, with 
the exception of the railway line providing the boundary in the south-east as 
described above. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,780 (a variance from the 
County average of 1.2%) and is projected to fall slightly to 10,713 by 2016 (a 
variance of -2.1%).  The existing Stone Urban division is projected to have a variance 
from the County average of 14.8%, which indicates the under-representation of Stone 
town, and whilst it is not anywhere near mathematically appropriate to provide the 
town with an additional Member, the proposal to move the physically distinct SCA 
and SCB polling district to Stone Rural positively impacts on the variance of Stone 
Rural and Stone Urban, whilst suitably representing communities.  Accordingly, it is 
the view of the County Council that the proposed changes are the best option for 
electoral arrangements in this area of Stafford. 

 
 9.7  Eccleshall (2016 Electorate: 10,718, Variance -2.1%) 

 
This geographically large division in the north-west of Stafford Borough represents, 
along with Gnosall and Doxey, the majority of the rural area to the west of Stafford 
and Stone extending out towards the County Council boundary with Shropshire.  The 
division shares a significant Borough Council boundary with Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Borough along the Eccleshall and Swynnerton ward boundaries in the north.  
Swynnerton ward also forms part of the Stafford Borough area County Council 
boundary with Stoke-on-Trent City.  The division mirrors the existing Eccleshall 
division and retains its name but includes polling districts SFG, SFI, SFA and SFD 
from the Seighford ward, which is currently entirely within the existing Gnosall and 
Doxey division.  The boundary with Gnosall and Doxey follows the southern ward 
boundary across open countryside until the alteration which splits Seighford ward 
following around the edge of the SFG polling district and along the railway line into 
Stafford town.  The new boundaries with Stone Rural, Stafford Trent Valley and 
Stafford North are delineated by the Seighford Borough ward boundaries and in the 
case of Stafford North mark the distinction between the urban area of Stafford and 
the rural surrounding area along the A513. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,275 (a variance from the 
County average of -3.5%) and is projected to rise to 10,718 by 2016 (a variance of -
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2.1%).  The existing Eccleshall division which Eccleshall broadly copies is projected 
to be -14.6% in variance.  This unacceptable level of variance drives the need for the 
alterations in the Seighford area which bring Eccleshall to a variance of -2.1% without 
arbitrarily splitting communities.  It is also worth noting the electoral assistance the 
alteration provides in Gnosall and Doxey.  The largely rural nature of the affected 
area means that the proposed boundaries run across countryside and there is no 
evidence that the area identifies with the existing Gnosall and Doxey division 
anymore than the existing Eccleshall division.  Although the alterations compromise 
coterminosity in Seighford ward, the electoral benefits and lack of any community 
barriers lead the County Council to the view that these arrangements are the most 
appropriate and efficient for this area of Stafford. 

 
 9.8  Stafford Trent Valley (2016 Electorate: 10,747, Variance -1.8%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Stafford Trent Valley division exactly, retaining its 
name, and in doing so, is the only division to remain unchanged in the County 
Council’s proposals for the Stafford Borough area.  The division includes the whole of 
three Borough wards; Chartley, in the north, Haywood and Hixon, in the south-east 
and Milford, in the south-west.  The division extends to the Borough Council 
boundaries with East Staffordshire Borough and Lichfield District in the east and 
Cannock Chase Borough in the south.  The Borough ward boundary between Milford 
and five of the Stafford town urban wards represents the western boundary of the 
division with Stafford North, Stafford Central and Stafford South East along the A513, 
which effectively forms the town’s outer ring-road and around Weeping Cross 
including Staffordshire Technology Park, Staffordshire University and MOD Stafford 
with Stafford Trent Valley.  The village of Walton-on-the-Hill in the south, although 
seemingly connected to Weeping Cross in Stafford South East, identifies, as a 
community, more with Milford and the rural area than its neighbouring urban area.  
The division also shares boundaries with Stone Rural along Chartley ward’s northern 
boundary with Milwich ward in Stone Rural and with Eccleshall in the west along the 
existing ward-based boundary with the Gnosall and Doxey division. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,702 (a variance from the 
County average of 0.5%) and is projected to rise to 10,747 by 2016 (-1.8% in 
variance).  Since the existing division of Stafford Trent Valley provides a close to 0% 
variance both now and in 2016 and follows Borough ward boundaries along physical 
and social features it is not considered appropriate to alter the arrangements in this 
area of Stafford as this would risk causing unnecessary democratic instability and 
confusion amongst the public. 

 
 9.9  Gnosall and Doxey (2016 Electorate: 12,077, Variance -10.3%) 

 
This division represents the large village of Gnosall and the large rural area to the 
west of Stafford town extending out to the County Council boundary with Shropshire.  
The division largely mirrors the existing Gnosall and Doxey division, thus retaining its 
name, with significant alterations in the east of the division.  The division’s southern 
boundary marks the Borough Council boundary with South Staffordshire in the wards 
of Gnosall and Church Eaton.  The northern boundary follows the Borough ward 
boundaries of Gnosall and Woodseaves and Seighford along to the SFG polling 
district (in Seighford ward) which is transferred, along with polling districts SFI, SFD 
and SFA to Eccleshall as outlined above.  This new boundary follows the perimeter of 
polling district SFG along to the railway line and to the edge of Stafford North.  The 
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division also shares a significant eastern boundary with Stafford town which follows 
the M6 motorway up to the crossing of the A518 Newport Road.  As noted above 
Stafford town is entitled to 4.5 Councillors and therefore part of the town has to be 
included in a more rural division.  Accordingly, the ROD polling district including the 
Castlefields estate, Stafford Castle and all of the area to the west of the railway is 
transferred to Gnosall and Doxey.  The area is physically distinct from the urban area 
of Stafford as it is bounded by the A518 and the railway line and has a distinct, 
separated rural feel to it.  The boundary extends around a small area above the 
railway line comprising of polling districts TLB and TLC in the distinct village of Doxey 
and further along the railway line to the previously described boundary with 
Eccleshall.  Doxey and Castlefields are well defined areas, bordered by the existing 
and dismantled railway lines, which have a clear road link with the outlying rural area, 
and are therefore the most suitable area to be included in a more rural division.  
Otherwise the division therefore shares rural/urban boundaries with Stafford North, 
Stafford Central and Stafford South West. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,719 (a variance from the 
County average of 10.0%) and is projected to rise to 12,077 by 2016 (a variance of 
10.3%).  Although this is outside of the 10% guideline figure, the County Council 
believes that this reflects the geographical limitations of the area, particularly in the 
east of the division.  The electoral concerns in formulating the boundaries for 
Eccleshall dictate the division’s northern boundary and to include the ROD polling 
district with the urban divisions in Stafford town would risk causing significant under-
representation in the town.  Therefore, although the division is projected to have 
10.3% variance, there are no appropriate options available which bring the division 
within 10% without causing greater problems elsewhere.  The proposals allow the 
division to retain a largely rural make-up and accordingly it is the view of the County 
Council that the proposals represent the most appropriate and efficient arrangements 
for this area of Stafford. 

 
 9.10  Stafford North (2016 Electorate: 11,826, Variance 8.0%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Stafford North division retaining its name, with the 
addition of the town centre from the existing Stafford Central division.  The division 
includes the whole of the Borough wards of Holmcroft and Common and parts of 
Tillington, Forebrige and Coton.  The division’s northern boundary follows the A513, 
separating the division from Eccleshall and Stafford Trent Valley in the Holmcroft, 
Common, Tillington and Coton wards.  Stafford town centre in the Forebridge 
Borough ward forms the southern part of the division and forms the boundary with 
Stafford Central around the A34 Queensway and the A518.  This divisional boundary 
also extends north and east along Gaol Road, Crooked Bridge Road Prospect Road 
and out to the A513.  The division’s western boundary with Gnosall and Doxey 
follows the railway line and around polling districts TLB and TLC as described above.  
All of the urban divisions in the town of Stafford cut across Borough ward boundaries 
and this indicates the complexity and difficulty in ensuring electoral equality whilst not 
adversely affecting Stafford’s communities. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,582 (a variance from the 
County average of 8.7%) and is projected to rise to 11,826 by 2016 (a variance of 
8.0%).  The existing division which most closely mirrors Stafford North is Stafford 
North, which has a projected variance of -13%.  The alterations in the town centre 
seek to address the excess variance and in so doing positively affect variance in 
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other areas of Stafford town.  Although coterminosity with the Borough wards is 
compromised in the wards of Coton, Forebridge and Tillington; the division is within 
the 10% variance guideline and represents communities in Stafford to a satisfactory 
level.  It is not considered appropriate to seek to retain coterminosity at the expense 
of either electoral equality or community cohesion.  Accordingly, the County Council 
consider these proposals for Stafford North to be the most suitable arrangements for 
this area of Stafford. 

 
 9.11  Stafford Central (2016 Electorate: 12,073, Variance 10.3%) 

 
Stafford Central broadly mirrors the existing Stafford Central division, retaining its 
name, with a number of alterations which have the effect of shifting the division south 
of the town centre.  The division includes the entirety of the Littleworth Borough ward 
and parts of the Coton, Forebridge and Rowley wards.  The boundary with Stafford 
North follows the A518, A34 and smaller roads as described above and the A518 
extends to a small boundary with Gnosall and Doxey, which places the ROD polling 
district in Rowley ward in with Gnosall and Doxey as introduced above.  The eastern 
boundary follows the A513 down to the southern boundary with Stafford South East 
which follows the railway line across to Stafford South West.  The new boundary with 
Stafford South West follows Borough ward boundaries and represents a boundary 
between the distinct communities of Rowley Park and Highfields.  Polling districts 
ROB, ROC, ROE and ROA in the Rowley ward are transferred to the division from 
the existing Stafford West division and Stafford Central loses CNB and CNC polling 
districts in Coton ward and FRF, FRB and FRG polling districts in Forebridge ward to 
Stafford North. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,899 (a variance from the 
County average of 2.3%) and is projected to rise to 12,073 by 2016 (a variance of 
10.3%).  The significant rise in electorate between now and 2016 is driven by 
housing-led population growth in the Littleworth and Forebridge wards.  Although the 
division is outside of the 10% variance guideline, the general under-representation in 
Stafford town and the location of the division determines that any move towards 
greater electoral equality presents a significant risk to community identity in Stafford 
town especially towards the division’s southern boundaries with Stafford South West 
and Stafford South East.  The railway line presents a strong physical barrier between 
Stafford Central and Stafford South East and the population in Stafford South East is 
noticeably separated from Stafford Central by this.  Therefore, although the division is 
outside the variance guideline and compromises coterminosity in a number of 
Borough wards, there are no further alterations available which positively affect 
electoral equality without arbitrarily splitting communities and risking democratic 
stability/continuity in the area.  For these reasons, it is the view of the County Council 
that the proposed arrangements represent the most democratically appropriate for 
this area of Stafford. 

 
 9.12  Stafford South West (2016 Electorate: 11,043, Variance 0.9%) 

 
This division largely follows the boundaries of the existing Stafford West division and 
contains the whole of the Borough wards of Highfields and Western Downs and 
Manor.  The division also contains polling districts PKA and PKC from the Penkside 
ward which also has polling district PKB in Stafford South East.  These polling 
districts are transferred from the existing Stafford South East division and as a result 
compensate for the loss of part of Rowley ward to Stafford Central as outlined above.  
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The divisions shares a southern Borough Council boundary with South Staffordshire 
and divisional boundaries with Gnosall and Doxey, Stafford Central and Stafford 
South East.  The boundary with Gnosall and Doxey simply follows the M6 up to the 
A518 (unjunctioned) and across to the boundary with Stafford Central which follows 
the Borough ward boundary between Rowley and Highfields and Western Downs 
wards and the railway line as described above.  The eastern boundary no longer 
follows the railway line south and out of the Borough Council area, but instead 
recognises the social divide between the Rising Brook area –  including polling 
districts PKA and PKC – and the area on the other side of the open land either side of 
Silkmore Lane – including polling districts PKB and the Queens Retail Park.  The new 
name for this division reflects the shift in the communities represented from the north 
of the previous division and ensures geographical consistency in names with the 
Stafford South East division. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,177 (a variance from the 
County average of 4.9%) and is projected to fall to 11,043 by 2016 (a variance of 
0.9%).  Given that the division is within 1% of the average electorate across the 
county and achieves this by appropriately representing the communities in this area 
of the town, it is recommended that these proposals form the electoral arrangements 
for the south-western part of Stafford town extending out towards the M6.  
Furthermore, it is not possible, as indicated above to use the division’s impressively 
low variance to help out other divisions such as Gnosall and Doxey or Stafford 
Central as this would necessitate moving boundaries away from strong physical or 
social features as described already. 

 
 9.13  Stafford South East (2016 Electorate: 10,961, Variance 0.1%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Stafford South East division, retaining its name, with 
the exception of the alterations at the western boundary with Stafford South West as 
highlighted above.  The division contains the whole of the Borough wards of Baswich 
and Weeping Cross and part of the Borough wards of Forebridge and Penkside.  The 
division shares a Borough Council boundary with South Staffordshire and divisional 
boundaries with Stafford Trent Valley, Stafford Central and Stafford South West.  
These boundaries follow the physical features described in the respective divisional 
pen pictures above namely; around Weeping Cross, along the railway line and 
through the open land either side of Silkmore Lane respectively.  The division forms 
the extent of the Stafford urban area in the south-east and the boundaries represent 
this divisional characteristic. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,950 (a variance from the 
County average of 2.8%) and is projected to rise to 10,961 by 2016 (a variance of 
0.1%).  The division is the closest to 0% variance and therefore the county average 
of all the divisions in the Stafford Borough area.  Although the division compromises 
the coterminosity with Forebridge and Penkside Borough wards, in these areas the 
boundaries follow strong physical features and in fact represent communities better 
than the ward boundaries.  Accordingly, it is the view of the County Council that the 
proposed arrangements are the most appropriate and efficient for this area of 
Stafford as they represent a well-defined south-eastern area of the town. 

 
 9.14  During the consultation process on the County Council’s proposals, four specific 

responses, two from local residents, one from the Member of Parliament for Stafford 
and Stafford Council were received in respect of the Stafford Borough area.  The MP, 
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the Borough Council and one resident made a number of general comments and the 
other resident outlined an alternative scheme of divisions.   

 
 9.15  The response received from the Borough Council highlighted the fact that the county 

Council’s proposals do not provide as high a level of coterminosity with Borough 
wards as the current arrangements and involve splitting Borough Council wards.  
Whilst the County Council recognises this, it is impossible to address the high levels 
of variance in Stafford without alteration from the current arrangements, thus 
reducing the levels of coterminosity.  The Borough Council also commented on the 
levels of military and student registration in the Borough, highlighting that often 
registration in these groups was actually maintained outside the Borough itself.  
These factors were taken into account when the County Council projected the 
electorate at 2016 and the projection is still considered to be accurate. 

 
 9.16  The submission from the MP makes a number of suggestions, including a less radical 

alteration to the boundary between Stafford North and Stafford Central by only 
including one polling district (CNB) from the Coton ward and retaining the existing 
boundaries of the Stafford West division.  He also suggests that it would be 
preferable to find minor alterations to the boundaries of Stafford South East and 
suggests that different communities could be included in the Eccleshall division.  
However, the County Council’s proposals recognise that the high level of variance in 
the current Stafford South East division cannot be addressed without making 
changes to the boundaries to the other divisions in the town.  In particular, the 
neighbouring division of Stafford West, which as the MP notes is within the guideline 
variance figure using its current boundaries, must see changes to reflect community 
linkages appropriately with consequent changes following to other areas as a result.  
The County Council also believe that the changes to the Eccleshall division do 
represent the most appropriate solution to the variance in this area, as alternatives 
would compromise representative linkages between communities in either the 
Gnosall or Stone area. 

 
 9.17  One of the residents who responded opposes the proposals in strong terms, outlining 

a number of suggested general alternatives but not any specific detail on where any 
new proposed boundaries would be.  The suggestions include alterations to the 
current Stafford West division to add the remainder of the Rowley ward an alternative 
to the County Council’s proposals to include part of Penkside, highlighting the current 
boundary using the railway line as a natural divide between communities in this area.  
It also suggests that the parish of Milford should be included in Stafford [South] East, 
Penkside ward should be included in Stafford Central, some of Coton should move 
into Stafford North and the remainder of Tillington into Gnosall and [Doxey].  As these 
proposals do not refer to fixed boundaries it is difficult to comment in detail on their 
precise effect.  It is clear however, that incorporating Milford into Stafford South East 
would require further alteration to the Stafford Trent Valley division and adversely 
impact on representative linkages in the rural area around Stafford town.  The County 
Council also remains of the view that the other proposed boundaries reflect the best 
approach to community linkages across the Stafford Borough area as a whole. 

 
 9.18  The other local resident’s submission proposes an alternative scheme for divisions 

for Stafford Borough based on a reduction in County Councillors to 60 (by the 
removal of a Member from each of Lichfield and Tamworth) and a consequent 
increase in the average elector to Member ratio.  It is still the County Council’s view 
that appropriate and convenient local government in Staffordshire is best served by a 
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council size of 62 and so when assessing the proposals, the ratio based on 62 
members has been used.  Using this ratio, the suggested alterations include three 
divisions with a variance above the 10% guideline figures with two approaching a 
variance of 15% and do not provide as strong electoral quality as the County 
Council’s proposals.  Even using the higher average figure, the alterations include 
three divisions outside the guideline figures and, as no alternative proposals are 
included for the other districts the County Council does not feel it is appropriate to 
adopt any of the proposed changes or to reassess boundaries based on a council 
size of 60. 

 
 10  Staffordshire Moorlands District Council Area 
 
 10.1  The current electorate for Staffordshire Moorlands is 78,500 which gives an average 

number of electors for the seven divisions of 11,214.  By 2016 this is projected to 
increase to 79,431 with an average number of electors per division of 11,347, 3.7% 
higher than the County average.  This means that, to ensure electoral quality across 
the whole of the Staffordshire Moorlands area, with the exception of Biddulph North 
and Caverswall the proposed new divisions are all larger than the average figure 
across the County as a whole. 

 
 10.2  Of the seven new proposed divisions, all are projected to have an electorate that 

varies by less than 10% of the County average by 2016.  The variances at 2016 
range from -5.1% (Biddulph North) less to 7.8% (Cheadle and Checkley) more than 
the County average. 

 
 10.3  The County Council's proposals for Staffordshire Moorlands take into account 

housing-led population growth in the Borough Council wards of Biddulph North, Leek 
East and Leek South and aim to address the variance in the current Leek South 
division by altering the boundary with Churnet Valley.  As the other divisions are well 
within variance these boundaries are preserved so as not to cause unnecessary 
democratic instability.  The only change in the area seeks to follow strong physical 
boundaries whilst respecting the identity of communities.  As the area is 
predominantly rural, many of the boundaries extend across farmland and follow rivers 
as opposed to some of the more urban boundaries which use features such as major 
roads.  Details of the proposed new divisions and their boundaries are outlined 
below. 

 
 10.4  Leek Rural (2016 Electorate: 11,642, Variance: 6.3%) 

 
This division comprises a geographically large area in the north-east of the 
Moorlands area and shares significant County boundaries with Derbyshire and 
Cheshire East.  The division mirrors the existing Leek Rural division exactly, retaining 
its name, and includes the whole of the District wards of Dane, Manifold, Leek North, 
Horton, Hamps Valley and Ipstones.  Since the division is largely rural in make-up, 
the existing boundaries with Churnet Valley, Biddulph North and Leek South are 
retained in line with District ward boundaries and natural geographical boundaries 
such as the Churnet Valley Railway in the south and Top Road in the west.  The 
boundary with Leek South runs along the A523 and reflects the District ward 
boundaries between Leek North and Leek East/Leek West. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,495 (a variance from the current 
county average of 7.9%) which is projected to increase to 11,642 (a 6.3% variance).  
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This is well within the 10% guideline figure and given that the current boundaries use 
appropriate physical and community features, the County Council consider that the 
existing boundaries remain suitable and efficient. 

 
 10.5  Leek South (2016 Electorate: 11,784, Variance: 7.6%) 

 
The proposal for this division in the centre of the Moorlands area broadly follows the 
boundaries for the existing Leek South division and retains its name.  The northern, 
western and eastern boundaries represent a division almost entirely enclosed by 
Leek Rural.  The division includes the whole of the District Leek West ward, with the 
ward boundary forming the division’s western boundary with Leek Rural.  The 
northern boundary with Leek Rural follows the A523 and the eastern boundary 
broadly follows the Leek East District ward.  The southern boundary splits the polling 
districts KKK (Leek East) and JJJ (Leek South) with the boundary following the 
Caldon Canal Leek Branch and along the southern edge of Leek.  This boundary 
alteration was suggested by the current County Councillor for Leek South on the 
grounds that the affected area looks more towards Cheddleton in Churnet Valley for 
its identity than towards Leek town in Leek South. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,406 (a variance from the current 
county average of 7.1%) which is projected to increase to 11,784 (a 7.6% variance) 
partly due to housing-led population growth in Leek East and Leek South.  The 
alteration of the division’s southern boundary with Churnet Valley ensures the division 
is within the 10% variance guideline, whilst better reflecting the distinction between 
the town of Leek and the surrounding rural area.  The boundary change provides a 
greater measure of electoral equality in Leek South whilst adding to community 
identity in the affected area.  Although the new boundaries split District wards, it is the 
view of the County Council that the proposed boundaries form the most appropriate 
and efficient arrangements for this area of the Moorlands. 

 
 10.6  Biddulph North (2016 Electorate: 10,394, Variance: -5.1%) 

 
This division in the north-west of the Moorlands mirrors the existing Biddulph North 
division exactly and retains its name.  The division includes the whole of the Biddulph 
Moor, Biddulph North and Biddulph West District wards; with the latter two extending 
north-west to the County boundary with Cheshire East.  The division boundaries 
follow the District ward boundaries with Biddulph and Endon along the A527, 
Biddulph High Street and Crowborough Road/Park Lane in the south, with Leek Rural 
along Top Road as indicated above in the east and with Newcastle Borough in the 
west. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 10,047 (a variance from the 
current county average of -5.7%) which is projected to increase to 10,394 (a -5.1% 
variance).  Since the existing boundaries use strong geographical and social features 
such as Biddulph High Street and the division is well within the 10% variance 
guideline, it is not considered appropriate to make any changes to this division.  This 
is especially the case in Biddulph along the boundary with Biddulph and Endon. 
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 10.7  Biddulph and Endon (2016 Electorate: 11,478, Variance: 4.8%) 
 
Biddulph and Endon mirrors the existing Biddulph and Endon division exactly, 
retaining its name and includes the whole of four District wards; Bagnall & Stanley, 
Biddulph East, Biddulph South and Brown Edge and Endon.  The division’s western 
boundary marks the County Council’s boundary with Stoke-on-Trent.  The northern 
boundary follows Biddulph North’s southern boundary outlined above through 
Biddulph town centre and along to the boundary with Leek Rural.  The division 
follows the District ward boundaries of Biddulph South, Brown Edge and Endon, and 
Bagnall and Stanley along the physically based eastern boundaries with Leek Rural 
and Churnet Valley.  In the south, the Bagnall and Stanley District ward forms the 
division’s boundary with Caverswall along physical features such as streams and 
farm tracks. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,431 (a variance from the current 
county average of 7.3%) which is projected to increase to 11,478 (a 4.8% variance).  
This in well within the 10% variance guideline and given that the current boundaries 
use suitable physical and social lines and extend largely through extremely rural 
areas, the County Council consider that the current boundaries remain appropriate 
and efficient.  It is not considered appropriate to alter the boundary with Biddulph 
North to bring both divisions closer to 0% variance as this would require splitting the 
VV polling district which represents a well defined community. 

 
 10.8  Churnet Valley (2016 Electorate: 11,519, Variance: 5.2%) 

 
This division broadly follows the boundaries for the existing Churnet Valley division 
and retains its name, with the only difference being the mirror image of the changes 
outlined to Leek South above.  The division includes the entire of four District wards; 
Alton, Cheadle North East, Cheddleton and Churnet.  The ward-based boundaries 
with Leek Rural, Biddulph and Endon, Caverswall and Cheadle and Checkley follow 
strong physical features such as the River Churnet, Shirley Brook, Endon Brook and 
the A52/522.  In the east the District ward of Alton extends the division to the District 
Council boundary with East Staffordshire Borough.  As outlined above the division 
takes part of polling districts KKK (Leek East ward) and JJJ (Leek South ward) from 
Leek South in the north of the division.  This new boundary proceeds along the 
Caldon Canal Leek Branch and the southern edge of Leek town thus transferring the 
village of Birchall to the Churnet Valley division in fitting with the community 
identifying with Cheddleton more than Leek. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,656 (a variance from the current 
county average of 9.4%) which is projected to decrease to 11,519 improving variance 
to 5.2% by 2016.  This decrease is partly due to the effects of an aging population.  
The division falls within the 10% variance guideline and given that the boundaries 
follow strong physical features the County Council consider that the proposals 
represent the most appropriate and efficient arrangements for this area of the 
Moorlands. 

 
 10.9  Caverswall (2016 Electorate: 10,812, Variance: -1.2%) 

 
This division mirrors the existing Caverswall division exactly, retaining its name and 
includes the entirety of four District wards; Caverswall, Cellarhead, Forsbrook and 
Werrington.  The division borders; Biddulph and Endon in-line with Cellarhead ward 
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in the north, Churnet Valley in-line with Werrington and Caverswall wards in the 
north-east and Cheadle and Checkley in-line with Caverswall and Forsbrook wards in 
the south-east.  The division also forms a small part of the District Council boundary 
with Stafford Borough in the south and a length of the County Council boundary with 
Stoke-on-Trent in the west. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,024 (a variance from the current 
county average of 3.5%) which is projected to decrease to 10,812 improving variance 
to -1.2% by 2016.  The division is the closest to 0% variance across the Moorlands 
area both now and in 2016.  The acceptability of the variance and the use of existing 
physical and community-based ward boundaries lead the County Council to consider 
that the current boundaries remain appropriate. 

 
 10.10  Cheadle and Checkley (2016 Electorate: 11,803, Variance: 7.8%) 

 
The division mirrors the existing Cheadle and Checkley division exactly, retaining its 
name and includes the entirety of three District wards; Cheadle South-East, Cheadle 
West and Checkley.  Checkley ward forms the entire south of the division extending 
to the District Council boundaries with Stafford Borough and East Staffordshire 
Borough.  Cheadle South-East and Cheadle West wards form the northern part of the 
division, representing the south of Cheadle town, extending to the boundary with 
Churnet Valley, along the A52/522, including the north of Cheadle town in the 
Churnet Valley division as appropriate and the boundary with Caverswall following an 
unnamed brook. 
 
The current electorate for the proposed division is 11,441 (a variance from the current 
county average of 7.4%) which is projected to increase to 11,803 with variance 
changing to 7.8% by 2016.  The division has the highest projected variance in the 
Moorlands area, but is still well within the 10% variance guideline.  Attempts to 
reduce the variance by altering the boundary with Caverswall would risk damaging 
community identity and are considered an unnecessary risk to democratic stability in 
the area.  Accordingly the current boundaries represent the most appropriate and 
efficient arrangements for the area by following strong physical features and 
respecting communities. 

 
 11  Tamworth Borough Council Area 
 
 11.1  The current electorate for Tamworth is 58,464 which gives an average number of 

electors for the six divisions of 9,744.  By 2016 this is projected to increase to 60,288 
with an average number of electors per division of 10,048, 8.2% lower than the 
County average.  This means that, to ensure electoral quality across the whole of the 
Tamworth area, the proposed new divisions are all smaller than the average figure 
across the County as a whole. 

 
 11.2  Of the six new proposed divisions, five are projected to have an electorate that varies 

by less than 10% of the County average by 2016 and the remaining division only 
varies by 10.5%.  The variances at 2016 range from -2.2% (Watling South) to   -
10.5% (Perrycrofts) lower than the County average. 

 
 11.3  The County Council's proposals for Tamworth take into account projected house 

building in the Borough Council wards of Belgrave, Spital and Trinity and aim to 
address the significant levels of variance in the current Bolebridge, Perrycrofts and 
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Watling North divisions.  Due to the predominately urban nature of Tamworth and the 
fact that it is unparished it has been possible to draw up proposals giving greater 
electoral equality that are not significantly different geographically from the existing 
divisions without dividing communities.  Where possible, new boundaries have been 
proposed using either existing ward boundaries or strong physical dividing features.  
Details of the proposed new divisions and their boundaries are outlined below. 

 
 11.4  Perrycrofts (2016 Electorate: 9,803, Variance -10.5%) 

 
This division is in the north of Tamworth with its northern boundary the Borough 
boundary with Lichfield District Council, comprising the north of the town itself and a 
rural area to the east of the railway line.  Mirroring the existing Perrycrofts Division 
and retaining its name, it comprises the whole of the Borough Council Spital ward, 
with the boundary between the Spital ward and Amington ward forming the boundary 
with the  Amington Division in the south east of the Division.  In the south west, the 
division includes the majority of the Borough Council Mercian ward with the boundary 
with the new Bolebridge division following the existing boundary along the railway 
line towards the town centre.  In the town centre the current boundary has been 
altered in the west to include the TI polling district (part of the Mercian ward) and in 
the East to include part of the TM polling district (part of the Castle ward) using the 
main road (Aldergate) as the new border joining the existing boundary along Albert 
Road. 
 
The current electorate for the new division is 9,525 (a variance from the County 
average of -10.6%) and is projected to rise to 9,803 by 2016 (a variance of -10.5%).  
While this is outside the 10% guideline figure, the geographical location of the 
division makes it difficult to create alternative boundaries without dividing 
communities, particularly in the Castle ward area.  The County Council believe that 
these proposed boundaries, which where they vary from ward boundaries use 
defined physical features, form the most appropriate and efficient arrangements for 
this area of Tamworth. 

 
 11.5  Bolebridge (2016 Electorate: 9,867, Variance -9.9%) 

 
This division is also in the north west of Tamworth to the south of the Perrycrofts 
division with the western boundary the Borough boundary with Lichfield District 
Council; this division includes the majority of Tamworth town centre.  As with the 
current Bolebridge division (the name of which is retained), it comprises the majority 
of the Borough Council Castle ward and one polling district (TDD) from the Belgrave 
ward using the A5 as the boundary in the south with the Watling North division.  In 
the north of the division one polling district (TJ) from the Mercian ward is still included 
and the changes to the boundary with the new Perrycrofts division are described 
above.  To the north east, the division comprises the majority of the Bolehall ward; 
varying slightly from the current boundary with the Amington division to the east by 
including part of the TR polling district (part of Bolehall ward), moving the boundary 
from the Coventry Canal to follow New Street and Argyle Street (joining the ward 
boundary) to Amington Road.  The boundary with the Stonydelph division in the east 
follows the Bolehall and Belgrave ward boundaries with the Glascote ward along the 
B5440 Marlborough Way. 
 
The current electorate for the division is 9,665 (a variance from the current county 
average of -9.3%).  The population is projected to rise to 9,867 by 2016, which does 
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see electoral quality fall slightly to -9.9%, within the 10% guideline figure.  As with the 
new Perrycrofts division, the geographical distribution of population in this area of 
Tamworth makes it difficult to propose changes without artificially splitting 
communities.  The existing boundaries for this area already broadly follow sensible 
physical features and the County Council believe that the proposed changes are the 
most appropriate way to build on this to ensure appropriate and efficient 
arrangements. 

 
 11.6  Amington (2016 Electorate: 9,861, Variance -9.9%) 

 
The proposal for this area mirrors the current Amington division and retains its name, 
with the exception of the changes with the boundary with the Bolebridge division 
outlined above.  This means that the division includes the north east of the town to 
the County boundary with Warwickshire.  The division includes the whole of the 
Borough Council Amington ward, with the ward boundary forming the division’s 
northern boundary with the Perrycrofts division.  In the south, one polling district from 
the Glascote ward (TW) is included to use Glascote Road (the B5000) as a strong 
physical boundary with the Stonydelph division.  The inclusion of the TO polling 
district from the Bolehall ward maintains the Glascote Road as the southern 
boundary with the Bolebridge division up to the proposed alteration near Glascote 
Cemetery. 
 
The current electorate for the division is 9,760 (a variance from the current county 
average of -8.4%) and the population is projected to increase to 9,861 by 2016 giving 
a variance of -9.9%.  Whilst this does represent a fall in electoral quality it does 
ensure balance between the three electoral divisions in the north of Tamworth.  As 
with Bolebridge, the existing boundaries follow strong, physical features and the 
proposed alterations seek to maintain this whilst achieving balance within the 
geographical context. 

 
 11.7  Stonydelph (2016 Electorate: 9,994, Variance -8.7%) 

 
The proposal for this division in the south east of Tamworth mirrors the current 
Stonydelph division exactly and retains its name.  This means the division comprises 
the whole of the Stonydelph Borough Council ward and the majority of the Glascote 
ward.  As outlined above, the northern division boundary is the B5000 Glascote Road 
with the southern boundary following the Glascote and Stonydelph ward boundaries 
along the A5.  As outlined above, in the west the boundary with the Bolebridge 
division follows ward boundaries along the B5440 Malborough Way with the Eastern 
boundary the County Boundary with Warwickshire. 
 
The current electorate for the division is 9,765 (a variance from the current county 
average of -8.3%) which is projected to increase to 9,994 by 2016 (a -8.7% 
variance).  This is well within the 10% guideline figure and, given that the current 
boundaries use strong physical features, the County Council consider that the current 
boundaries remain appropriate and efficient.  Given the proposals in the other areas, 
it is not considered appropriate to make any changes to this division, taking into 
account the impact it would have on the other divisions. 
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 11.8  Watling North (2016 Electorate: 10,056, Variance -8.1%) 
 
This division is in the south of Tamworth and broadly follows the boundaries of the 
current Watling North Division, retaining its name.  The western boundary is the 
Borough Council boundary with Lichfield District and to the north the boundaries 
follow the A5 road.  Using this boundary takes in the TL polling district from the Castle 
ward with the boundary with the Bolebridge division following the polling district 
boundary.  The division also includes the majority of the Belgrave ward, following 
another polling district boundary to form the remainder of the boundary with 
Bolebridge as outlined above.  The northern boundary with the Stonydelph division 
follows the Belgrave and Wilnecote ward boundaries with the Glascote and 
Stonydelph wards.  To the south of the division the current boundary with Watling 
South along the B5404 Watling Street (taking in polling district TFF from the Trinity 
ward and two polling districts from the Wilnecote ward TKK and TPP) is used up until 
the Quarry Hill area, where polling district TMM (Wilnecote Ward) has been split 
through the southern part of the Kettlebrook nature reserve to form a new boundary 
that runs to the County boundary with Warwickshire.  This maintains a strong 
physical boundary between the divisions allowing better variance without disrupting 
community identity to a great degree. 
 
The current electorate for this division is 9,585 (a variance from the current county 
average of -10.0%) which is projected to increase to 10,056 by 2016 partially as a 
result of some projected house building in the Belgrave ward, improving variance to -
8.1%.  This means that the division remains within tolerance and the proposed 
alterations ensure that there is a reasonable balance of representation in the south of 
Tamworth. 

 
 11.9  Watling South (2016 Electorate: 10,705, Variance -2.2%) 

 
This division is in the far south of Tamworth, with its western, southern and eastern 
boundaries comprising the Borough boundary with Lichfield District Council and the 
County boundary with Warwickshire respectively.  It broadly mirrors the current 
Watling South division and retains its name.  In the north, the boundary with the 
Watling North division follows Watling Street and Kettlebrook nature reserve as 
outlined above.  The division includes the majority of the Borough Council Trinity 
ward and the remainder of the Wilnecote ward (Polling districts TLL, TNN, TOO and 
the remaining part of TMM). 
 
The current electorate for this division is 10,164 (a variance from the current county 
average of -4.6%) which is projected to rise, partly due to projected house building, to 
10,705 improving variance to -2.2% by 2016.  This makes this the largest division in 
Tamworth by some distance however the geographical constraints make it extremely 
difficult to draw boundaries in this area without dividing communities.  The proposed 
boundaries redistribute some population between the Watling North and Watling 
South divisions whilst maintaining a strong physical boundary and the County Council 
believe that they provide the best solution for appropriate and efficient arrangements 
in this area of Tamworth. 
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 12  Conclusions 
 
 12.1  The County Council believe that the arrangements outlined above meet the criteria 

outlined by the LGBCE and substantially address the issues of electoral inequality 
across the County that have necessitated this review.  The new proposals ensure 
that the value of individual electors’ votes in Staffordshire will be more equally 
weighted following the review, whilst strongly reflecting the distinct identities and 
linkages of Staffordshire’s communities. 

 
 12.2  These proposals have been developed with substantial input from the County 

Council’s elected Members, using their unique local knowledge to shape 
arrangements to best reflect the communities they represent.  The proposals have 
also been shared with a wide range of key partners and been subject to public 
consultation.  The specific feedback received has been dealt with above and overall, 
the response has been positive.  As a result, the County Council submits them with 
the view that they represent the most efficient and convenient arrangements for 
future electoral representation in Staffordshire. 
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Appendix 1 – Detailed tables of electoral Arrangements 
 
Cannock Chase 
 

Etchinghill and Western Springs     
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AG1 Hagley Brereton and Ravenhill 884 845   
EH1 Etching Hill and The Heath Etching Hill and Heath 1,927 1,894   
EH2 Etching Hill and The Heath Etching Hill and Heath 511 470   
EH3 Etching Hill and The Heath Etching Hill and Heath 2,486 2,477   
EH4 Etching Hill and The Heath Etching Hill and Heath 244 231   
WS1 Western Springs Brereton and Ravenhill 1,002 1,133   
WS2 Western Springs Etching Hill and Heath 1,874 1,847   
WS3 Western Springs Etching Hill and Heath 1,089 1,069   
WS4 Western Springs Etching Hill and Heath 1,141 1,180   

   11,158 11,145 4.8% 1.8% 
       
       

Hednesford Chase     
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

EH5 
(part) Etching Hill and The Heath Etching Hill and Heath 199 189   
GH1 Hednesford Green Heath Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,869 1,909   
GH2 Hednesford Green Heath Hednesford and Rawnsley 2,044 2,162   
HN1 Hednesford North Hednesford and Rawnsley 922 978   
HN2 Hednesford North Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,272 1,348   
HN3 Hednesford North Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,230 1,207   
HN4  Hednesford North Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,255 1,250   
HN5 
(part) Hednesford North Hednesford and Rawnsley 407 430   

   9,628 9,901 -9.6% -9.6% 
       
       

Brereton Wood     
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AG2 Hagley Brereton and Ravenhill 2,046 2,069   
AG3 Hagley Brereton and Ravenhill 505 548   
BR1 Brereton and Ravenhill Brereton and Ravenhill 1,065 1,198   
BR2 Brereton and Ravenhill Brereton and Ravenhill 1,099 1,099   
BR3 Brereton and Ravenhill Brereton and Ravenhill 1,340 1,285   
BR4 Brereton and Ravenhill Brereton and Ravenhill 520 565   
BR5 Brereton and Ravenhill Brereton and Ravenhill 1,026 1,230   
RR1 Rawnsley Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,869 1,869   
RR2 Rawnsley Hednesford and Rawnsley 631 638   
RR3 Rawnsley Hednesford and Rawnsley 867 855   
RR4 Rawnsley Hednesford and Rawnsley 467 466   
EH5 
(part) Etching Hill and the Heath Etchinghill and Heath 9 9   
HN5 
(part) Hednesford North Hednesford and Rawnsley 8 8   

   11,452 11,839 7.5% 8.1% 
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Chadsmoor      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CE1 Cannock East Chadsmoor 1,165 1,118   
CE2 Cannock East Chadsmoor 1,979 2,020   
CE3 Cannock East Chadsmoor 402 384   
CE4 Cannock East Chadsmoor 940 911   
CE5 Cannock East Chadsmoor 1,066 1,086   
CN1 Cannock North Chadsmoor 1,174 1,169   
CN2 Cannock North Chadsmoor 1,517 1,518   
CN3 Cannock North Chadsmoor 1,624 1,723   
CN4 Cannock North Chadsmoor 1,074 1,091   

   10,941 11,021 2.7% 0.7% 
       
       

Hednesford South and Hawks Green     
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

HG1 Hawks Green Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,445 1,441   
HG2 Hawks Green Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,438 1,499   
HG3 Hawks Green Hednesford and Rawnsley 2,790 2,841   
HS1 Hednesford South Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,768 1,844   
HS2 Hednesford South Hednesford and Rawnsley 907 901   
HS3 Hednesford South Hednesford and Rawnsley 1,531 1,723   

   9,879 10,249 -7.3% -6.4% 
       
       

Cannock Town Centre      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CS1 Cannock South Cannock Town Centre 784 1,145   
CS2 Cannock South Cannock Town Centre 9 9   
CS3 Cannock South Cannock Town Centre 1,759 1,721   
CS4 Cannock South Cannock Town Centre 1,493 1,546   
CS5 Cannock South Cannock Town Centre 1,523 1,616   
CW1 Cannock West Cannock Town Centre 676 652   
CW2 Cannock West Cannock Town Centre 1,476 1,478   
CW3 Cannock West Cannock Town Centre 1,807 1,854   
CW4 Cannock West Cannock Town Centre 1,264 1,314   
CW5 Cannock West Cannock Town Centre 432 466   

   11,223 11,801 5.4% 7.8% 
       
       

Cannock Villages     
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

HH1 Heath Hayes East and Wimblebury Cannock Villages 848 811   
HH2 Heath Hayes East and Wimblebury Cannock Villages 1,854 1,948   
HH3 Heath Hayes East and Wimblebury Cannock Villages 1,211 1,212   
HH4 Heath Hayes East and Wimblebury Cannock Villages 1,077 1,075   
NC1 Norton Canes Cannock Villages 1,268 1,265   
NC2 Norton Canes Cannock Villages 2,255 2,282   
NC3 Norton Canes Cannock Villages 2,292 2,236   

   10,805 10,828 1.4% -1.1% 
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East Staffordshire 
 

Uttoxeter Rural      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AA Abbey Uttoxeter Rural 106 114   
AB Abbey Uttoxeter Rural 97 88   
AC Abbey Uttoxeter Rural 820 853   
AD Abbey Uttoxeter Rural 519 511   
AE Abbey Uttoxeter Rural 209 216   
AF Abbey Uttoxeter Rural 583 592   
AG Abbey Uttoxeter Rural 13 13   
AJ Bagots Uttoxeter Rural 1,418 1,496   
AK Bagots Uttoxeter Rural 211 195   
AL Bagots Uttoxeter Rural 502 521   
AT Churnet Uttoxeter Rural 913 1,027   
AU Churnet Uttoxeter Rural 1,290 1,256   
AV Crown Dove 714 796   
AX Crown Dove 723 751   
AY Crown Dove 253 348   
BZ Weaver Uttoxeter Rural 277 289   
CA Weaver Uttoxeter Rural 1,036 1,041   
CB Weaver Uttoxeter Rural 53 47   
CC Weaver Uttoxeter Rural 21 16   
CD Weaver Uttoxeter Rural 204 212   
CE Weaver Uttoxeter Rural 113 114   

   10,075 10,498 -5.4% -4.1% 
       
       

Uttoxeter Town      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

BB Heath Uttoxeter Town 1,874 1,919   
BC Heath Uttoxeter Town 2,947 2,866   
BT Town Uttoxeter Town 3,992 4,087   
BU Town Uttoxeter Town 1,420 1,489   

   10,233 10,362 -3.9% -5.3% 
       
       

Dove      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AN Branston Needwood Forest 606 565   
AO Branston Needwood Forest 398 374   

BD (part) Horninglow Horninglow and Stretton 251 261   
BE (part) Horninglow Horninglow and Stretton 3,068 3,182   

BF Horninglow Horninglow and Stretton 156 143   
AW Crown Dove 452 469   
BV Tutbury & Outwoods Dove 646 661   
BW Tutbury & Outwoods Dove 197 190   
BX Tutbury & Outwoods Dove 1,231 1,248   
BY Tutbury & Outwoods Dove 2,653 2,668   

   9,658 9,760 -9.3% -10.8% 
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Rolleston and Stretton      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

BD (part) Horninglow Horninglow and Stretton 2,448 2,543   
BE (part) Horninglow Horninglow and Stretton 312 324   

BM Rolleston on Dove Dove 2,719 2,680   
BS Stretton Horninglow and Stretton 6,348 6,258   

   11,827 11,804 11.0% 7.8% 
       
       

Burton Town      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AQ Burton Burton Town 826 772   
AR Burton Burton Town 952 1,006   
AS Burton Burton Town 622 664   
AZ Eton Park Burton Town 3,654 3,795   
BA Eton Park Burton Town 550 568   
BN Shobnall Burton Town 1,904 2,102   
BO Shobnall Burton Town 2,300 2,338   
BP Shobnall Burton Town 730 785   

   11,538 12,029 8.3% 9.9% 
       
       

Burton Tower      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AP Brizlincote Burton Tower 4,329 4,402   
CF Winshill Burton Tower 1,493 1,533   
CG Winshill Burton Tower 2,779 2,936   
CH Winshill Burton Tower 707 701   
CI Winshill Burton Tower 1,348 1,372   
   10,656 10,943 0.0% 0.0% 
       
       

Burton Trent      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AH Anglesey Burton Trent 2,475 2,496   
AI Anglesey Burton Trent 2,188 2,408   
BQ Stapenhill Burton Trent 2,983 3,030   
BR Stapenhill Burton Trent 3,008 3,017   

   10,654 10,950 0.0% 0.0% 
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Needwood Forest      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AM Branston Needwood Forest 4,663 4,891   
BG Needwood Needwood Forest 3,718 3,858   
BH Needwood Needwood Forest 80 85   
BI Needwood Needwood Forest 90 94   
BJ Needwood Needwood Forest 316 311   
BK Needwood Needwood Forest 268 288   
BL Needwood Needwood Forest 97 125   
CJ Yoxall Needwood Forest 197 202   
CK Yoxall Needwood Forest 382 393   
CL Yoxall Needwood Forest 1,618 1,696   

   11,429 11,944 7.3% 9.1% 
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Lichfield 
 

Lichfield Rural West      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

FA King's Bromley Lichfield Rural North 154 151   
MA King's Bromley Lichfield Rural North 263 266   
QA King's Bromley Lichfield Rural North 960 968   
BA Armitage with Handsacre Lichfield Rural West 2,024 2,695   
BB Armitage with Handsacre Lichfield Rural West 2,181 2,229   

CQ (part) Highfield Lichfield Rural West 123 135   
EA Colton and Mavesyn Ridware Lichfield Rural West 602 621   
FB Longdon Lichfield Rural West 274 289   
SA Longdon Lichfield Rural West 183 191   
SB Longdon Lichfield Rural West 1,122 1,164   
TA Colton and Mavesyn Ridware Lichfield Rural West 911 921   

CR (part) Highfield Lichfield Rural West 1,055 944   
   9,852 10,575 -7.5% -3.4% 
       
       

Lichfield Rural North      
Polling 
district District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AA Alrewas and Fradley Lichfield Rural North 2,360 2,381   
AB Alrewas and Fradley Lichfield Rural North 1,221 2,063   
AC Alrewas and Fradley Lichfield Rural North 922 1,132   
AD Whittington Lichfield Rural North 493 525   
RA Boley Park Lichfield Rural North 1,440 1,431   
RB Boley Park Lichfield Rural North 1,321 1,302   
RC Boley Park Lichfield Rural North 659 688   
RD Boley Park Lichfield Rural North 676 669   

   9,092 10,190 -14.6% -6.9% 
       
       

Lichfield City North      
Polling 
district District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

RE Chadsmead Lichfield City North 1,200 1,188   
RF Chadsmead Lichfield City North 1,029 1,057   
RG Chadsmead Lichfield City North 533 541   
RH Curborough Lichfield City North 1,288 1,297   
RJ Curborough Lichfield City North 1,884 1,874   
RK Curborough Lichfield City North 718 698   
RS Stowe Lichfield City North 671 640   
RT Stowe Lichfield City North 1,242 1,242   
RU Stowe Lichfield City North 209 200   
RW Stowe Lichfield City North 351 429   
RX Stowe Lichfield City North 1,553 1,566   

   10,678 10,731 0.2% -2.0% 
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Lichfield City South      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

RL Leomansley Lichfield City South 1,519 1,520   
RN Leomansley Lichfield City South 2,044 2,271   
RM Leomansley Lichfield City South 1,798 2,173   
RP St John's Lichfield City South 1,524 1,622   

RQ (part) St John's Lichfield City South 1,307 1,320   
RR St John's Lichfield City South 1,278 1,310   

   9,470 10,216 -11.1% -6.7% 
       
       

Lichfield Rural East      
Polling 
district District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

DA Mease and Tame Lichfield Rural East 673 689   
DB Mease and Tame Lichfield Rural East 73 73   
GA Fazeley Lichfield Rural East 214 202   
GB Bourne Vale Lichfield Rural East 590 600   
HA Mease and Tame Lichfield Rural East 489 490   
JA Mease and Tame Lichfield Rural East 515 536   
KA Fazeley Lichfield Rural East 949 942   
KB Fazeley Lichfield Rural East 745 935   
KC Fazeley Lichfield Rural East 1,811 1,794   
NA Mease and Tame Lichfield Rural East 342 350   
PA Bourne Vale Lichfield Rural East 96 95   
PB Bourne Vale Lichfield Rural East 226 202   
VA Bourne Vale Lichfield Rural East 151 124   
VB Bourne Vale Lichfield Rural East 132 90   
XA Bourne Vale Lichfield Rural East 19 22   
XB Bourne Vale Lichfield Rural East 150 217   
YA Whittington Lichfield Rural East 102 94   
YB Whittington Lichfield Rural East 1,872 1,768   
YC Whittington Lichfield Rural East 168 179   
ZA Mease and Tame Lichfield Rural East 553 547   
ZB Mease and Tame Lichfield Rural East 311 312   

   10,181 10,260 -4.4% -6.3% 
       
       

Lichfield Rural South      
Polling 
district District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

RQ (part) St John's Lichfield City South 841 853   
LA Hammerwich Lichfield Rural South 940 904   
LC Hammerwich Lichfield Rural South 1,873 1,825   
UA Little Aston Lichfield Rural South 2,482 2,565   
UB Shenstone Lichfield Rural South 2,042 2,023   
UC Shenstone Lichfield Rural South 292 290   
UD Stonnall Lichfield Rural South 1,247 1,322   
WA Shenstone Lichfield Rural South 374 388   

   10,091 10,170 -5.3% -7.1% 
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Burntwood South      
Polling 
district District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CA All Saints Burntwood South 1,524 1,467   
CB All Saints Burntwood South 1,329 1,382   
CL Chasetown Burntwood South 607 579   
CM Chasetown Burntwood South 350 348   
CN Chasetown Burntwood South 575 535   
CP Chasetown Burntwood South 1,262 1,412   

CS1 Summerfield Burntwood South 923 897   
CS2 Summerfield Burntwood South 565 557   
CT Summerfield Burntwood South 1,142 1,093   
LB Chasetown Burntwood South 316 320   

CR (part) Highfield Lichfield Rural West 992 980   
   9,585 9,570 -10.0% -12.6% 
       
       

Burntwood North      
Polling 
district District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CQ (part) Highfield Lichfield Rural West 1,027 1,037   
CC Boney Hay Burntwood North 715 742   
CD Boney Hay Burntwood North 651 662   
CE Boney Hay Burntwood North 1,134 1,078   
CF Burntwood Central Burntwood North 889 880   
CG Burntwood Central Burntwood North 1,623 1,569   
CH Chase Terrace Burntwood North 1,519 1,534   
CJ Chase Terrace Burntwood North 955 939   
CK Chase Terrace Burntwood North 1,574 1,558   

   10,087 9,998 -5.3% -8.7% 
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Newcastle-under-Lyme 
 

Kidsgrove      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AAA01 Kidsgrove Kidsgrove and Talke 1,310 1,302   
AAA02 Kidsgrove Kidsgrove and Talke 1,496 1,555   
AAA03 Kidsgrove Kidsgrove and Talke 1,388 1,438   
AAA04 Kidsgrove Kidsgrove and Talke 1,084 1,115   
DDD01 Ravenscliffe Kidsgrove and Talke 1,991 1,850   
DDD02 Ravenscliffe Kidsgrove and Talke 1,021 1,026   
DDD03 Ravenscliffe Kidsgrove and Talke 427 453   
ZZ001 Newchapel Kidsgrove and Talke 725 769   
ZZ002 Newchapel Kidsgrove and Talke 845 832   
ZZ003 Newchapel Kidsgrove and Talke 1,215 1,245   

   11,502 11,583 8.0% 5.8% 
       
       

Talke and Red Street      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

BBB01 Butt Lane Kidsgrove and Talke 1,347 1,472   
BBB02 Butt Lane Kidsgrove and Talke 915 953   
BBB03 Butt Lane Kidsgrove and Talke 795 797   
BBB04 Butt Lane Kidsgrove and Talke 1,355 1,382   
CCC01 Talke Kidsgrove and Talke 1,666 1,640   
CCC02 Talke Kidsgrove and Talke 1,592 1,622   
E0001 Chesterton Audley and Chesteron 2,952 3,167   
E0002 
(part) Chesterton Audley and Chesteron 1042 1,034   

   11,664 12,066 9.5% 10.2% 
       
       

Audley and Chesterton      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

E0002 (part) Chesterton Audley and Chesteron 215 213   
E0003 Chesterton Audley and Chesteron 1,118 1,165   
E0004 Chesterton Audley and Chesteron 235 239   
F0001 Holditch Bradwell and Porthill 2,260 2,400   
F0002 Holditch Bradwell and Porthill 1,171 1,205   
P0001 Audley and Bignall End Audley and Chesteron 929 1,007   
P0002 Audley and Bignall End Audley and Chesteron 1,085 1,166   
Q0001 Audley and Bignall End Audley and Chesteron 1,850 1,889   
Q0002 Audley and Bignall End Audley and Chesteron 887 910   
R0001 Halmerend Audley and Chesteron 1,231 1,290   
R0002 Halmerend Audley and Chesteron 524 554   
R0003 Halmerend Audley and Chesteron 274 289   

   11,779 12,326 10.6% 12.6% 
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Bradwell, Porthill and Wolstanton      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

A0001 Bradwell Bradwell and Porthill 1,898 1,970   
A0002 Bradwell Bradwell and Porthill 1,103 1,106   
A0003 Bradwell Bradwell and Porthill 1,932 1,925   
B0001 Porthill Bradwell and Porthill 748 716   
B0002 Porthill Bradwell and Porthill 1,412 1,401   
B0003 Porthill Bradwell and Porthill 1,110 1,117   
C0001 Wolstanton Wolstanton 761 932   
C0004 Wolstanton Wolstanton 1,266 1,230   
C0005 Wolstanton Wolstanton 776 1,018   

   11,006 11,416 3.3% 4.3% 
       
       

May Bank and Cross Heath      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

C0002 Wolstanton Wolstanton 710 679   
C0003 Wolstanton Wolstanton 894 911   
D0001 May Bank Wolstanton 1,073 1,123   
D0002 May Bank Wolstanton 1,341 1,448   
D0003 May Bank Wolstanton 1,571 1,642   
D0004 May Bank Wolstanton 141 140   
D0005 May Bank Wolstanton 343 338   
D0006 May Bank Wolstanton 538 527   
G0001 Cross Heath Cross Heath and Silverdale 1,230 1,415   
G0002 Cross Heath Cross Heath and Silverdale 367 366   
G0003 Cross Heath Cross Heath and Silverdale 1,472 1,473   
G0004 Cross Heath Cross Heath and Silverdale 268 358   
G0005 Cross Heath Cross Heath and Silverdale 1,052 1,052   

   11,000 11,472 3.3% 4.8% 
       
       

Keele, Knutton and Silverdale      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

M0001 Silverdale and Park Site Cross Heath and Silverdale 595 619   
M0002 Silverdale and Park Site Cross Heath and Silverdale 587 1,016   
M0003 Silverdale and Park Site Cross Heath and Silverdale 807 876   
M0004 Silverdale and Park Site Cross Heath and Silverdale 783 820   
N0001 Knutton and Silverdale Cross Heath and Silverdale 1,202 1,264   
N0002 Knutton and Silverdale Cross Heath and Silverdale 943 1,024   
N0003 Knutton and Silverdale Cross Heath and Silverdale 286 342   
N0004 Knutton and Silverdale Cross Heath and Silverdale 743 749   
O0001 Keele Keele and Westlands 987 1,004   
O0002 Keele Keele and Westlands 2,588 2,632   

   9,521 10,346 -10.6% -5.5% 
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Westlands and Thistleberry      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

H0001 Town Newcastle South 714 678   
H0002 Town Newcastle South 522 602   
I0001 Thistleberry Keele and Westlands 1,084 1,128   
I0002 Thistleberry Keele and Westlands 1,078 1,054   
I0003 Thistleberry Keele and Westlands 643 655   
I0004 Thistleberry Keele and Westlands 752 723   
I0005 Thistleberry Keele and Westlands 1,086 1,528   
J0001 Westlands Keele and Westlands 798 741   
J0002 Westlands Keele and Westlands 1,380 1,395   
J0003 Westlands Keele and Westlands 1,120 1,127   
J0004 Westlands Keele and Westlands 1,533 1,575   

   10,710 11,207 0.5% 2.4% 
       
       

Newcastle South      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

H0003 Town Newcastle South 1,449 1,476   
H0004 Town Newcastle South 682 751   
H0005 Town Newcastle South 414 693   
K0001 Seabridge Newcastle South 1,616 1,665   
K0002 Seabridge Newcastle South 1,364 1,414   
K0003 Seabridge Newcastle South 1,751 1,795   
L0001 Clayton Newcastle South 1,152 1,222   
L0002 Clayton Newcastle South 1,259 1,326   
L0003 Clayton Newcastle South 821 796   

   10,508 11,137 -1.4% 1.7% 
       
       

Newcastle Rural      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AA001 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 767 809   
BB001 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 296 335   
CC001 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 2,292 2,425   
S0001 Halmerend Newcastle Rural 604 651   
T0001 Halmerend Newcastle Rural 265 300   
U0001 Halmerend Newcastle Rural 180 201   
V0001 Madeley Newcastle Rural 1,090 1,032   
V0002 Madeley Newcastle Rural 1,162 1,302   
V0003 Madeley Newcastle Rural 1,081 1,171   
V0004 Madeley Newcastle Rural 105 114   
W0001 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 1,081 1,146   
W0002 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 210 234   
X0001 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 219 211   
X0002 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 94 104   
Y0001 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 427 464   
Z0001 Loggerheads and Whitmore Newcastle Rural 302 332   

   10,175 10,830 -4.5% -1.1% 
       

 



 

57 

South Staffordshire 
 

Penkridge      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current 
County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AAA Penkridge North East & Acton Trussell Penkridge 709 765   
ABA Penkridge North East & Acton Trussell Penkridge 367 360   
ATA Penkridge North East & Acton Trussell Penkridge 243 269   
AUA Penkridge North East & Acton Trussell Penkridge 229 261   
BNA Huntington And Hatherton Penkridge 1,167 1,249   
BPA Huntington And Hatherton Penkridge 2,029 1,942   

BJA (part) Huntington And Hatherton Penkridge 101 90   
CAA Penkridge South East Penkridge 1,030 932   
CCA Penkridge North East & Acton Trussell Penkridge 1,527 1,860   
CDA Penkridge South East Penkridge 2,401 2,531   

CBA (part) Penkridge South East Penkridge 110 95   
CEA (part) Penkridge West Penkridge 1350 1,672   

   11,263 12,026 5.7% 9.9% 
       
       

Brewood      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current 
County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

ADA Wheaton Aston, Bishopswood & Lapley Brewood 367 358   
AEA Wheaton Aston, Bishopswood & Lapley Brewood 270 271   
AGA Wheaton Aston, Bishopswood & Lapley Brewood 615 663   
AHA Brewood And Coven Brewood 2,528 2,544   
AJA Brewood And Coven Brewood 2,625 2,577   
AKA Brewood And Coven Brewood 302 290   

BJA (part) Huntington And Hatherton Penkridge 376 388   
BUA Wheaton Aston, Bishopswood & Lapley Brewood 261 261   
BVA Wheaton Aston, Bishopswood & Lapley Brewood 90 84   
BWA Wheaton Aston, Bishopswood & Lapley Brewood 1,784 1,759   

CBA (part) Penkridge South East Penkridge 50 54   
CEA (part) Penkridge West Penkridge 340 345   

   9,608 9,595 -9.8% -12.4% 
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Cheslyn Hay and Featherstone      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

ANA Cheslyn Hay South 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 1,297 1,340   
APA Cheslyn Hay South 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 1,776 1,818   

ALA Cheslyn Hay North & Saredon 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 1,194 1,253   
AMA Cheslyn Hay North & Saredon 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 1,576 1,669   

BDA (part) Great Wyrley Landywood 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 101 95   
BEA (part) Great Wyrley Landywood 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 1,056 1,108   

BBA Featherstone And Shareshill 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 248 261   
BCA Featherstone And Shareshill 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 2,709 2,477   

BKA Featherstone And Shareshill 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 178 184   
CKA Cheslyn Hay North & Saredon 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 674 649   

CLA Featherstone And Shareshill 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 624 561   
   11,433 11,415 7.3% 4.3% 
       
       

Essington and Great Wyrley      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AWA Essington 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 461 433   
AXA Essington 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 2,259 2,872   

AYA Essington 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 488 494   
AZA Essington 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 386 376   

BAA Essington 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 394 425   
BDA (part) Great Wyrley Landywood 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 1,860 1,746   

BEA (part) Great Wyrley Landywood 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 817 858   
BFA Great Wyrley Town 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 1,099 1,240   

BGA Great Wyrley Town 
Cheslyn Hay, Essington 

& Great Wyrley 2,052 2,026   
BHA Great Wyrley Town 

Cheslyn Hay, Essington 
& Great Wyrley 1,764 1,725   

   11,186 12,195 8.7% 11.4% 
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Codsall      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

ACA1 Bilbrook Codsall 2,101 2,326   
ACA2 Bilbrook Codsall 1,254 1,245   
ACA3 Codsall South Codsall 451 418   
AQA Codsall North Codsall 3,358 3,526   
ARA Codsall South Codsall 827 757   
ASA Codsall South Codsall 2,065 2,069   

   10,056 10,341 -5.6% -5.5% 
       
       

Perton      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County  
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

BYA Pattingham  And Patshull Perton 148 177   
BZA Pattingham  And Patshull Perton 1,700 1,722   
CFA Perton Lakeside Perton 5,070 5,069   

CGA1 Perton Dippons Perton 1,132 1,138   
CGA2 Perton East Perton 1,782 1,812   
CHA Perton Dippons Perton 278 321   
CJA Perton Dippons Perton 202 204   

   10,312 10,442 -3.2% -4.6% 
       
       

Wombourne      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CRA Wombourne North And Lower Penn Wombourne 4,205 4,372   
BXA Wombourne North And Lower Penn Wombourne 851 833   
CTA Wombourne South East Wombourne 2,136 2,228   
CUA Wombourne South East Wombourne 1,056 978   
CVA Wombourne South West Wombourne 2,380 2,395   
CWA Wombourne South West Wombourne 1,173 1,183   

   11,801 11,989 10.8% 9.5% 
       
       

Kinver      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

AFA Trysull And Seisdon Kinver 448 454   
AVA Trysull And Seisdon Kinver 382 382   
BLA Himley And Swindon Kinver 363 345   
BMA Himley And Swindon Kinver 265 267   
BQA Kinver Kinver 1,377 1,325   
BRA Kinver Kinver 149 155   
BSA Kinver Kinver 2,866 3,053   
BTA Kinver Kinver 1,605 1,572   
CMA Himley And Swindon Kinver 799 785   
CNA Himley And Swindon Kinver 255 228   
CPA Trysull And Seisdon Kinver 526 563   
CQA Trysull And Seisdon Kinver 417 435   
CSA Wombourne North And Lower Penn Wombourne 253 253   

   9,705 9,817 -8.9% -10.3% 
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Stafford Borough Council 
 

Stone Rural      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

BAA Barlaston and Oulton Stone Rural 493 491   
BAB Barlaston and Oulton Stone Rural 573 627   
BAD Barlaston and Oulton Stone Rural 154 162   
BAF Barlaston and Oulton Stone Rural 542 575   
BAG Barlaston and Oulton Stone Rural 257 287   
BAC Barlaston and Oulton Stone Rural 1,038 1,015   
BAE Barlaston and Oulton Stone Rural 231 235   
FDA Fulford Stone Rural 1,566 1,547   
FDB Fulford Stone Rural 1,673 1,656   
FDC Fulford Stone Rural 1,119 1,188   
FDD Fulford Stone Rural 585 584   
SCA Stonefield and Christchurch Stone Urban 877 891   
SCB Stonefield and Christchurch Stone Urban 851 959   
MHA Milwich Stone Rural 170 200   
MHB Milwich Stone Rural 497 513   
MHC Milwich Stone Rural 341 358   
MHD Milwich Stone Rural 305 293   
MHE Milwich Stone Rural 262 272   

   11,534 11,852 8.3% 8.3% 
       
       
Stone Urban      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

SCC Stonefield and Christchurch Stone Urban 1,578 1,708   
SCD Stonefield and Christchurch Stone Urban 908 829   
STA St Michaels Stone Urban 23 21   
STB St Michaels Stone Urban 1,427 1,385   
STC St Michaels Stone Urban 2,210 2,187   
WAA Walton Stone Urban 902 895   
WAB Walton Stone Urban 633 598   
WAC Walton Stone Urban 1,250 1,249   
WAD Walton Stone Urban 747 731   
WAE Walton Stone Urban 1,102 1,111   

   10,780 10,713 1.2% -2.1% 
       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       



 

61 

Eccleshall      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

ECA Eccleshall Eccleshall 492 525   
ECB Eccleshall Eccleshall 472 545   
ECC Eccleshall Eccleshall 380 407   
ECD Eccleshall Eccleshall 268 277   
ECE Eccleshall Eccleshall 1,099 1,084   
ECF Eccleshall Eccleshall 1,185 1,185   
ECG Eccleshall Eccleshall 74 78   
ECH Eccleshall Eccleshall 511 536   
ECI Eccleshall Eccleshall 215 240   
ECJ Eccleshall Eccleshall 646 707   
SFA Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 296 472   
SFD Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 129 144   
SFG Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 624 588   
SFI Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 166 168   

SWA Swynnerton Eccleshall 498 525   
SWB Swynnerton Eccleshall 824 811   
SWC Swynnerton Eccleshall 1,185 1,171   
SWD Swynnerton Eccleshall 1,211 1,255   

   10,275 10,718 -3.5% -2.1% 
       
       
Stafford Trent Valley      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CHA Chartley Stafford Trent Valley 155 161   
CHB Chartley Stafford Trent Valley 312 312   
CHC Chartley Stafford Trent Valley 324 323   
CHD Chartley Stafford Trent Valley 763 799   
HHA Haywood and Hixon Stafford Trent Valley 1572 1,525   
HHB Haywood and Hixon Stafford Trent Valley 2,152 2,163   
HHC Haywood and Hixon Stafford Trent Valley 1,509 1,533   
MDA Milford Stafford Trent Valley 1,523 1,476   
MDB Milford Stafford Trent Valley 924 988   
MDC Milford Stafford Trent Valley 454 467   
MDD Milford Stafford Trent Valley 149 128   
MDE Milford Stafford Trent Valley 193 177   
MDF Milford Stafford Trent Valley 672 695   

   10,702 10,747 0.5% -1.8% 
       
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
       



62 

Gnosall and Doxey      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CEA Church Eaton Gnosall and Doxey 359 372   
CEB Church Eaton Gnosall and Doxey 521 562   
CEC Church Eaton Gnosall and Doxey 881 892   
GWA Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 248 253   
GWB Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 1,382 1,398   
GWC Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 1,990 1,995   
GWD Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 129 144   
GWE Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 399 399   
GWF Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 222 237   
GWG Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 575 614   
GWH Gnosall and Woodseaves Gnosall and Doxey 287 295   
ROD Rowley Stafford Central 1,141 1,122   
SFB Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 98 99   
SFC Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 335 343   
SFE Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 309 329   
SFF Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 748 729   
SFH Seighford Gnosall and Doxey 187 214   
TLB Tillington Gnosall and Doxey 214 219   
TLC Tillington Gnosall and Doxey 1694 1,860   

   11,719 12,077 10.0% 10.3% 
       
       
Stafford North      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CMA Common Stafford North 932 934   
CMB Common Stafford North 1,238 1,270   
CMC Common Stafford North 927 969   
CNB Coton Stafford Central 713 773   
CNC Coton Stafford Central 694 740   
FRF Forebridge Stafford Central 345 322   
FRB Forebridge Stafford Central 171 330   
FRG Forebridge Stafford Central 148 151   
HOA Holmcroft Stafford North 1,592 1,577   
HOB Holmcroft Stafford North 1,357 1,378   
HOC Holmcroft Stafford North 833 793   
HOD Holmcroft Stafford North 1,369 1,335   
TLA Tillington Stafford North 1,263 1,254   

   11,582 11,826 8.7% 8.0% 
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Stafford Central      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

CNA Coton Stafford Central 1,457 2,070   
FRA Forebridge Stafford Central 1,008 1,007   
FRC Forebridge Stafford Central 710 844   
FRD Forebridge Stafford Central 321 325   
ROB Rowley Stafford West 354 312   
ROC Rowley Stafford West 675 832   
ROE Rowley Stafford West 653 643   
ROA Rowley Stafford West 845 819   
LIA Littleworth Stafford Central 516 723   
LIB Littleworth Stafford Central 1,043 1,072   
LIC Littleworth Stafford Central 670 713   
LID Littleworth Stafford Central 763 750   
LIE Littleworth Stafford Central 844 860   
LIF Littleworth Stafford Central 1,040 1,102   

   10,899 12,073 2.3% 10.3% 
       
       
Stafford South West      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

PKA Penkside Stafford South East 895 978   
PKC Penkside Stafford South East 873 885   
HWA Highfields and Western Downs Stafford West 857 801   
HWB Highfields and Western Downs Stafford West 1,311 1,335   
HWC Highfields and Western Downs Stafford West 1,627 1,623   
HWD Highfields and Western Downs Stafford West 940 867   
MAA Manor Stafford West 1,079 1,052   
MAB Manor Stafford West 875 881   
MAC Manor Stafford West 1,581 1,524   
MAD Manor Stafford West 1,139 1,095   

   11,177 11,043 4.9% 0.9% 
       
       
Stafford South East      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

BSA Baswich Stafford South East 952 1,066   
BSB Baswich Stafford South East 1,310 1,289   
BSC Baswich Stafford South East 1,284 1,330   
FRE Forebridge Stafford South East 821 805   
PKB Penkside Stafford South East 1,320 1,228   
WXA Weeping Cross Stafford South East 1,088 1,097   
WXB Weeping Cross Stafford South East 1,123 1,109   
WXC Weeping Cross Stafford South East 1,345 1,321   
WXD Weeping Cross Stafford South East 1,707 1,716   

   10,950 10,961 2.8% 0.1% 
       

 



64 

Staffordshire Moorlands 
 

Leek Rural      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

BB Dane Leek Rural 187 197   
CC Dane Leek Rural 122 124   
FF Dane Leek Rural 295 312   
MM Dane Leek Rural 208 225   
NN Dane Leek Rural 229 230   
QQ Dane Leek Rural 236 257   
B Hamps Valley Leek Rural 94 102   

EE Hamps Valley Leek Rural 84 92   
SS Hamps Valley Leek Rural 134 135   
T Hamps Valley Leek Rural 925 930   
U Hamps Valley Leek Rural 242 245   

DDA Horton Leek Rural 246 248   
DDB Horton Leek Rural 397 384   
HH Horton Leek Rural 484 487   
OO Horton Leek Rural 407 414   
OA Ipstones Leek Rural 94 95   
OB Ipstones Leek Rural 953 937   
P Ipstones Leek Rural 216 218   
W Ipstones Leek Rural 264 293   

DDD Leek North Leek Rural 2,042 2,067   
EEE Leek North Leek Rural 1,273 1,265   
MMM Leek North Leek Rural 830 845   

AA Manifold Leek Rural 180 185   
GG Manifold Leek Rural 296 282   
LL Manifold Leek Rural 185 195   
PP Manifold Leek Rural 188 193   
RR Manifold Leek Rural 272 263   
X Manifold Leek Rural 181 180   
Z Manifold Leek Rural 231 239   
   11,495 11,642 7.9% 6.3% 
       
       

Leek South      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

FFF Leek East Leek South 1,973 2,104   
KKK (part) Leek East Leek South 1,714 1,747   
JJJ (part) Leek South Leek South 1,297 1,423   

LLL Leek South Leek South 2,628 2,658   
GGG Leek West Leek South 2,568 2,521   
HHH Leek West Leek South 1,226 1,331   
   11,406 11,784 7.1% 7.6% 
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Biddulph North      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

YY Biddulph Moor Biddulph North 1,392 1,344   
TT Biddulph North Biddulph North 246 252   

TTB Biddulph North Biddulph North 740 1,088   
TTC Biddulph North Biddulph North 2,717 2,681   
TTD Biddulph North Biddulph North 573 560   
TTA Biddulph West Biddulph North 569 564   
UUA Biddulph West Biddulph North 1,189 1,164   
UUB Biddulph West Biddulph North 857 936   
XX Biddulph West Biddulph North 1,764 1,803   

   10,047 10,394 -5.7% -5.1% 
       
       

Biddulph and Endon      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

V Bagnall & Stanley Biddulph South & Endon 683 690   
YA Bagnall & Stanley Biddulph South & Endon 682 697   
VV Biddulph East Biddulph South & Endon 2,170 2,150   

VVA Biddulph East Biddulph South & Endon 759 759   
WW Biddulph East Biddulph South & Endon 1,702 1,768   
UU Biddulph South Biddulph South & Endon 845 835   

UUC Biddulph South Biddulph South & Endon 565 575   
IIA Brown Edge and Endon Biddulph South & Endon 2,021 1,986   
YB Brown Edge and Endon Biddulph South & Endon 2,004 2,018   

   11,431 11,478 7.3% 4.8% 
       
       
       

Churnet Valley      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

A Alton Churnet Valley 1,061 1,038   
M Alton Churnet Valley 116 104   

EC Cheadle North East Churnet Valley 2,807 2,802   
HA Cheddleton Churnet Valley 2,449 2,285   
HB Cheddleton Churnet Valley 1,251 1,245   

I Cheddleton Churnet Valley 123 128   
IA Cheddleton Churnet Valley 513 512   
J Churnet Churnet Valley 269 284   

QA Churnet Churnet Valley 612 608   
QB Churnet Churnet Valley 912 908   
R Churnet Churnet Valley 288 316   
S Churnet Churnet Valley 513 505   

KKK (part) Leek East Leek South 298 304   
JJJ (part) Leek South Leek South 444 480   

   11,656 11,519 9.4% 5.2% 
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Caverswall      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

C Caverswall Caverswall 798 782   
DC Caverswall Caverswall 205 200   
K Caverswall Caverswall 427 427   

DD Cellarhead Caverswall 1,777 1,702   
IB Cellarhead Caverswall 873 858   
NA Forsbrook Caverswall 1,351 1,291   
NB Forsbrook Caverswall 2,863 2,865   
DA Werrington Caverswall 2,730 2,687   

   11,024 10,812 3.5% -1.2% 
       
       

Cheadle and Checkley      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

EA Cheadle South East Cheadle & Checkley 161 167   
EB Cheadle South East Cheadle & Checkley 2,704 2,777   
ED Cheadle West Cheadle & Checkley 928 1,021   
E-E Cheadle West Cheadle & Checkley 3,106 3,181   
F Checkley Cheadle & Checkley 315 323   
G Checkley Cheadle & Checkley 3,382 3,495   
L Checkley Cheadle & Checkley 845 838   
   11,441 11,803 7.4% 7.8% 

       
 



 

67 

Tamworth 
 

Perrycrofts      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

TA Spital Perrycrofts 1,051 1,436   
TB Spital Perrycrofts 1,131 1,128   
TC Spital Perrycrofts 1,509 1,490   
TD Spital Perrycrofts 844 864   
TE Spital Perrycrofts 1,003 937   
TF Mercian Perrycrofts 1,382 1,338   
TG Mercian Perrycrofts 1,039 1,075   
TH Mercian Perrycrofts 1,324 1,298   
TI Mercian Bolebridge 152 149   

TM (part) Castle Bolebridge 90 88   
   9,525 9,803 -10.6% -10.5% 
       
       

Bolebridge      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

TDD Belgrave Bolebridge 1,070 1,114   
TJ Mercian Bolebridge 1,345 1,371   
TK Castle Bolebridge 1,762 1,787   

TM (part) Castle Bolebridge 756 747   
TN Castle Bolebridge 948 1,023   
TP Bolehall Bolebridge 1,738 1,705   
TQ Bolehall Bolebridge 1,501 1,581   

TR (part) Bolehall Amington 545 539   
   9,665 9,867 -9.3% -9.9% 
       
       

Amington      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

TO Bolehall Amington 1,293 1,258   
TS Amington Amington 636 635   
TT Amington Amington 2,258 2,276   
TU Amington Amington 1,266 1,283   
TV Amington Amington 1,885 2,002   
TW Glascote Amington 1,659 1,660   

TR (part) Bolehall Amington 763 747   
   9,760 9,861 -8.4% -9.9% 
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Stoneydelph      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

TAA Glascote Stonydelph 522 511   
TQQ Stonydelph Stonydelph 1,327 1,357   
TRR Stonydelph Stonydelph 1,833 1,816   
TSS Stonydelph Stonydelph 1,497 1,761   
TTT Stonydelph Stonydelph 962 976   
TUU Stonydelph Stonydelph 185 189   
TX Glascote Stonydelph 2,367 2,309   
TY Glascote Stonydelph 958 960   
TZ Glascote Stonydelph 114 115   

   9,765 9,994 -8.3% -8.7% 
       
       

Watling North      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

TBB Belgrave Watling North 1,565 1,504   
TCC Belgrave Watling North 1,737 1,938   
TEE Belgrave Watling North 1,222 1,396   
TFF Trinity Watling North 1,312 1,399   
TKK Wilnecote Watling North 1,268 1,317   
TL Castle Watling North 2,169 2,199   

TPP Wilnecote Watling North 49 42   
TMM (part) Wilnecote Watling South 263 261   

   9,585 10,056 -10.0% -8.1% 
       
       

Watling South      
Polling 
District District ward 

Current County 
Division 

Electorate 
2010 

Electorate 
2016 

2010 
Variance 

2016 
Variance 

TGG Trinity Watling South 1,253 1,274   
THH Trinity Watling South 1,563 1,693   
TII Trinity Watling South 1,000 1,176   
TJJ Trinity Watling South 862 885   
TLL Wilnecote Watling South 2,274 2,229   

TMM (part) Wilnecote Watling South 663 657   
TNN Wilnecote Watling South 1,172 1,237   
TOO Wilnecote Watling South 1,377 1,554   

   10,164 10,705 -4.6% -2.2% 
       

 


