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Chief Executive’s Department 
Civic Centre 

HARTLEPOOL 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
27th May, 2011 
 
 
 
The Mayor (Stuart Drummond) 
 
Councillors Aiken, C Akers-Belcher, S Akers-Belcher, Barclay, Brash, Cook, Cranney, 
Fenwick, Fleet, Fleming, Gibbon, Griffin, Hall, Hargreaves, Hill, Ingham, Jackson, 
James, Lauderdale, Lawton, A E Lilley, G Lilley, Loynes, Maness, A Marshall, 
J Marshall, J W Marshall, McKenna, Dr. Morris, Payne, Preece, Richardson, Robinson, 
Rogan, Shaw, Shields, Simmons, Sirs, Sutheran, Tempest, Thomas, H Thompson, 
P Thompson, Turner, Wells, Wilcox and Wright. 
 
 
 
Madam or Sir, 
 
You are hereby summoned to attend an Extraordinary meeting of the COUNCIL to be 
held on THURSDAY, 9th June, 2011 at 7.00 p.m. in the Civic Centre, Hartlepool to 
consider the subjects set out in the attached agenda. 
 
 
Yours faithfully 

 
 
P Walker 
Chief Executive 
 
 
Enc 
 



 

www.hartl epool.gov.uk/democraticser vices 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
9TH June 2011 

 
at 7.00 p.m. 

 
in the Council Chamber 

 
 

 
1.  To receive apologies from absent members. 
 
2.  To receive any declarations of interest from members.  
 
3.  To receive any announcements from the Chair, the Mayor, members of the 

Cabinet or the head of the paid service.  
 
4. To receive reports from the Council’s committees and working groups other 

than any overview and scrutiny committee and to receive questions and 
answers on any of those reports;  

 
 (i) Report of General Purposes Committee – Further Electoral Review – 

Hartlepool Borough Council 
 

EXTRAORDINARY COUNCIL 
AGENDA 
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Report of:  General Purposes Committee 
 
 
Subject:  FURTHER ELECTORAL REVIEW - HARTLEPOOL 

BOROUGH COUNCIL 
 

 
 
1. BACKGROUND 
 
1.1 In the Chief Executive’s Business Report dated 14th April 2011, Council was 

reminded that the Local Government Boundary Commission for England 
(hereinafter referred to as the Commission) had published its draft 
recommendations on 29 March 2011 for the new electoral arrangements for 
Hartlepool Borough Council, and the draft report is attached at Appendix 1.  
The draft recommendations propose that Hartlepool Borough Council should 
have 33 councillors and 11 wards with a uniform pattern of 3 member wards 
across Hartlepool.  The draft recommendations have been circulated to all 
members of the council and appropriate officers.  A 12 week public 
consultation on the recommendations is being undertaken.  The deadline for 
representations to the Commission on the draft recommendations is 20 June 
2011.  Set out below is the Commission’s timetable for the review.   The 
Review is currently at Stage Three of the process. 

 
2. PROCESS OF THE REVIEW 
 
2.1 Stage One (28th September, 2010 – 20th December, 2010) 
 
 The initial consultation stage on electoral arrangements took place on how 

many Councillors in a ward, where should ward boundaries be, the names of 
proposed wards and how recommendations would impact on the community.  
In its meeting of 16 December 2010, the Council approved  the submission 
to the Commission on the proposed warding arrangements, subject to the 
amendment to the proposed ward named ‘Warren Grange’ being changed to 
Hart Warren.   Council Minute 108 refers.   

 
 Stage Two (21st December, 2010 – 28th March, 2011) 
 
 The Commission deliberated and analysed all of the “evidence based” 

representations received.  On 29 March 2011, having considered all the 
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representations received the Commission published its draft 
recommendations on the future electoral arrangements for Hartlepool 

 
 Stage Three (29th March, 2011 – 19th June, 2011) 
 
 Stage Three of the Review is currently underway where the Commission are 

undertaking a period of consultation on their draft recommendations and 
seeking the views of local people.  Representations must be submitted to the 
Commission by 20 June 2011.  A copy of the Commission’s draft  
recommendations is attached at Appendix 1 as referred to at 1.1. 

 
 Stage Four (20th June, 2011 – 27th September, 2011) 
 
 This will cover the period of the Commissions consideration of 

representations on the draft recommendations and publication of their final 
recommendations.  Those final recommendations thereafter need to proceed 
before Parliament, who are unable to modify recommendations. Therefore 
they can only be accepted or rejected.  It is the Commission’s intention to 
complete their review no later than the end of September, 2011 to ensure 
the implementation of elections in 2012. 

 
2.2 On 18 April 2011, The General Purposes Committee, through its Working 

Party considered the draft recommendations as part of Stage Three of the 
above process and the Committee’s response to the recommendations is 
attached at Appendix 2 for Council’s consideration. 

 
2.3     The Committee noted that the Commission has developed proposals which 

are based broadly on those of he Council's submission at Stage One of the 
above process and approved by Council in their meeting on 16 December 
2010.   It was also noted that where the Commission have moved away from 
the Council's proposals 'they have sought to use clearer ward boundaries 
that will result in good communication links across each ward'.  The 
Committee accepted these changes and were pleased that the Commission 
had concluded that the Council's evidence provided “good electoral equality 
and a clear warding pattern using man-made and natural boundaries’. 

 
2.4   It was agreed, therefore, that the response to the draft recommendations 

should focus on the names to be allocated to each ward in accordance with 
the Commission's request for commentary on the proposed Ward names.   
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3. RECOMMENDATION 
 
 That Members consider the proposed  response at Stage 3 of the process 

set out in the submission at Appendix 2.  That Council approve and/or 
amend the submission to enable it to be forwarded to the Local Government 
Boundary Commission for England in accordance with the provisions of 
Stage Three of the process set out in  paragraph 2   above. The 
recommendations on ward names contained within the draft submission to 
the Commission at Appendix 2 are set out below for ease of reference:- 

 
1) East Ward – to be amended to Seaton Ward. 
2) West Ward – to be amended to Park & Parish Ward  
3) Heritage Ward – to remain as proposed  
4) Jesmond Ward – to remain as proposed 
5) Warren Grange Ward – to be amended to Hart Ward  
6) De Bruce Ward – the following proposals to be decided by Council 

either – De Bruce Ward or King Oswy Ward  
7) South Ward – to be amended to Jubilee Ward 
8) Manor House Ward – to remain as proposed. 
9) Victoria Ward – to remain as proposed  
10) Foggy Furze Ward – to remain as proposed  
11) Middleton Ward – to remain as proposed. 

 
 
4. CONTACT OFFICER 
 
 Alyson Carman, Legal Services Manager 
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1. Introduction  
 
1.1 This submission by Hartlepool Borough Council to the Local 

Government Boundary Commission for England (LGBCE) relates to 
the Further Electoral Review of the Borough, which commenced on 
the 20th July, 2010, with an initial short consultation specifically on 
council size.  The Council prepared a submission which was 
approved by full Council on the 25th August 2010 and submitted to 
the LGBCE for their consideration.  A number of other submissions 
were also made to the Commission from the Mayor of Hartlepool, 
Councillors, Parish Councils, local organisations and local residents.  
Further to this consultation the Commission was minded to 
recommend 33 elected members in addition to the elected mayor.  

 
1.2 Following on from the initial consultation stage, consultation took 

place on where the new ward boundaries should be drawn and the 
Council submission was approved by full Council on 16 December 
2010.  The Council approved  a pattern of 11 three-member wards. 
The Commission also received and considered a number of other 
submissions, again from the Mayor of Hartlepool, the Labour Party, 
the Independent Group, Parish Councillors and local residents.  

 
1.3  On 29 March 2011, the Commission published its draft 

recommendations on the new electoral arrangements for Hartlepool 
Borough Council 

 
1.4 The Commission has now entered into the third stage of its review 

and invited submissions on their draft recommendations.  
Consequently, the Working Party of General Purposes Committee 
which was set up to respond to the various stages of the review on 
behalf of the Council met and reported to the General Purposes 
Committee on 18 April 2011. 

 
1.5 The Committee noted that the Commission has developed proposals 

which are based broadly on those of the Council's submission at 
Stage One of the above process and approved by Council in their 
meeting on 16 December 2010.   It was also noted that where the 
Commission have moved away from the Council's proposals 'they 
have sought to use clearer ward boundaries that will result in good 
communication links across each ward'.   The Committee accepted 
these changes and were pleased that the Commission had concluded 
that the Council's evidence provided “good electoral equality and a 
clear warding pattern using man-made and natural boundaries’. 

 
2.4   It was agreed, therefore, that the response to the draft 

recommendations should focus on the names to be allocated to each 
ward in accordance with the Commission's request for commentary 
on the proposed Ward names.   
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2.   Proposed Ward Names  for Hartlepool Borough Council 
 
 The Commission  details the warding recommendations for each area 

of Hartlepool in context of the submissions received. The following 
areas were considered in turn: 

 
•  The villages and Seaton Carew (pages 9–11 of the draft 

recommendations at Appendix 1) 
•  The northern urban area and the harbour (pages 11–13 of the 

draft recommendations at Appendix 1) 
•  The southern and central urban area (pages 13–15 of the draft 

recommendations at Appendix 1) 
 
 The Working Party considered the Commission’s draft 

recommendations and alternative names suggested within the draft 
report and set these out below, making comment, where necessary 
as requested by the Commission.   The recommendations below  are 
based on the General Purpose Committee’s findings following further 
discussion and consideration of the Commission’s report:- 

 
2.1   The Villages and Seaton Crew 
 
2.1.1 East Ward 
 
 The Commission proposes East ward includes Seaton Carew and 

part of Hartlepool to the south-east of the A689.    
 
 Alternative names suggested for East ward were Seaton Carew,   

South and Seaton Coastal. 
 
 Recommendation  
 
 That due to the history and longstanding name associated with this 

area and the proximity of Seaton Lane, that the proposed name for  
the East Ward be Seaton Ward. 

 
2.1.2 West Ward 
 
 The Commission proposes that West ward includes the villages of 

Elwick, Claxton, Newton Bewley, Dalton Piercy and Greatham, as 
well as part of the Park area of Hartlepool. 

 
 Alternative names suggested for West ward were Park & Villages, 

Tunstall and Hartlepool Villages. 
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 Recommendation 
 
 In view of the Commission’s comments relating to linking the urban 

areas and villages and the associated parishes, it is proposed that 
this ward be renamed Park & Parish Ward. 

 
2.2  The Northern Area and the Harbour   
 
2.2.1 Heritage Ward 
 
 The Commission proposes that the Heritage ward combines the new 

harbour-side developments with Headland parish. 
 
 Alternative names suggested for Heritage ward were Headland  and 

St Hilda’s. 
 
 Recommendation  
 
 Heritage ward name to remain as previously proposed and approved 

by the Council 
 
 
2.2.2 Jesmond Ward 
 
 The Commission’s proposed Jesmond ward unites two areas around 

Jesmond Park. It uses strong, identifiable boundaries and provides 
for good electoral equality 

 
 Alternative names suggested for Jesmond ward were Throston or St 

Oswald’s.  
 
 Recommendation 
 
 Jesmond ward name to remain as previously proposed and approved 

by the Council 
 
 
2.2.3 Warren Grange Ward 
 
 The proposed Warren Grange ward contains the parish of Hart and 

part of urban Hartlepool to the east of Hart village. It also includes a 
large new development to the south of the A179, which joins the 
areas of Hart Station and Throston 

 
 Alternative names suggested for Warren Grange ward were Hart or  

Saxon. 
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 Recommendation 
 
 That Warren Grange ward be amended to Hart Ward.  The reason 

for this is due to a number of representations that have been received 
by members from residents expressing strong views that the identity 
of Hart be retained, particularly as the proposed warding arrangement 
now includes Hart Village. 

   
2.2.4 De Bruce Ward 
 
 The proposed De Bruce ward, in the north of the authority, uses a 

main road as a strong external boundary, and provides clear 
boundaries and acceptable electoral equality by 2016. 

 
 An alternative name suggested for De Bruce ward was King Oswy  
 
 Recommendation 
 
 As a number of concerns had been expressed to members by 

residents over the spelling of the name, it was proposed that the 
alternative name suggested of King Oswy be put to Council vote. 

 
 The Council decided that the name of the ward should be ……..(to 

be added following the Council meeting of the 9th June 2011) 
 
2.3 The Southern and Central Urban area 
 
2.3.1 South Ward 
 
 The proposed South ward has particularly strong boundaries and is 

based on the previous council submission. 
 
 Alternative names suggested for South ward were Catcote and St 

Teresa’s. 
 
 Recommendation  
 
 It was acknowledged that it was difficult to find a name that 

encompassed both the Fens and Rossmere areas.  In view of this it 
was suggested that a neutral name would be appropriate.  Jubilee 
ward was proposed due to it being the Monarch’s diamond jubilee in 
2012.. If Parliament approve the Commission’s final 
recommendations then the proposed changes would take affect from 
the next elections in 2012.  Therefore, in commemoration of that 
event, the name Jubilee Ward was proposed. 

 
2.3.2 Manor House Ward 
 
 The proposed Manor House ward was based on the previous 

submission by the Council. 
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 An alternative name suggested for Manor House ward was Brierton. 
 
 Recommendation  
 
 That the Manor House ward name remain as previously proposed 

and approved by the Council. 
 
2.3.3 Victoria Ward 
 
 The draft recommendations of the Commission for Victoria ward is 

based on the Council’s proposal and provides for strong, clear 
boundaries and good electoral equality. 

 
 An alternative name suggested for Victoria ward was Jackson. 
 
 Recommendation 
 
 That the Victoria ward name remain as previously proposed and 

approved by the Council 
 
2.3.4 Foggy Furze Ward 
 
 The Commission’s proposed Foggy Furze ward is based on the 

proposals of the Council. 
 
 An alternative name suggested for Foggy Furze ward was St Aidan’s  
 
 Recommendation 
 
 That the Foggy Furze ward name remain as previously proposed and 

approved by the Council 
 
2.3.5 Middleton Ward 
 
 The Commission’s proposed Middleton ward lies to the south of the 

proposed Victoria ward and to the north of the proposed Foggy Furze 
ward. It is broadly based on the Council’s submission, with 
modifications to the boundary with Victoria and FoggyFurze. 

 
 Alternative names suggested for Middleton ward were Burn and Burn 

Valley . 
 
 Recommendation 
 
 That the Middleton  ward name remain as previously proposed and 

approved by the Council. 
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3.  Conclusion 
 
 Where possible the Council has retained the original names as 

proposed in its last submission to the Commission at the close of 
Stage One of the Review.   Changes have been made following 
discussion on the alternative names proposed by the Commission; 
with regard to the statutory criteria, in particular community identity 
and  in response to public opinion on the matter . 
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