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To the Hon Clare Christian MLC, President of Tynwald, 
and the Hon Council and Keys in Tynwald assembled. 
 
1. Remit 
 
1.1      At its sitting in July 2010 Tynwald agreed that “pursuant to Section 11 (5) 

of the Representation of the People Act 1995 Tynwald requests the 
Governor in Council to recommend the appointment of a Boundary Review 
Committee to review the number and boundaries of the constituencies for 
election to the House of Keys and to report thereon to Tynwald.”  

 
2. Summary 
 
2.1      This second Interim Report to Tynwald is supplemental to the first     

Interim Report approved by Tynwald at its sitting in December 2011. After 
considering the detail of that report Tynwald approved the fundamental 
principles set out within it which had been identified by the Boundary 
Review Committee as being crucial to the electoral process in the Isle of 
Man. These fundamental principles, accepted and agreed by Tynwald, are: 

 
• Equality of Representation 
• Equivalency of Constituencies 
• Registration of Voters 
• Regular Electoral Process Review 

 
2.2      The relevant recommendations and resolutions were set out in paragraph 9 

a – e of the first Interim Report and, following Tynwald’s approval, the 
Committee has spent the period from January to June 2012 widening and 
deepening its consultation to gain the views, as representative as possible, 
of the public within the Island. We have also obtained further relevant 
information and researched the possible combinations of parliamentary 
representation in order to form a view upon the relative merits and 
demerits of each combination.   

 
2.3      Appendix A of this Report attaches the questionnaire and options to 

which responses were invited from the Honourable Members of Tynwald, 
the public at public meetings, the public from the website and consequent 
press coverage.  A press conference was held which generated informed 
debate within the local media including MTTV, radio, the press and Manx 
Forums.com.   

 
2.4      A new innovation in consultation was made with St Ninian’s High School 

whose politics students undertook a Facebook campaign throughout the 
school.  Although it took place during examination time, the students 
engaged with this subject enthusiastically and obtained positive responses. 

 
2.5      The Committee also “took to the road” holding public meetings in the 

evenings in the four geographical areas of the Island, specifically the East 
in Douglas, the North in Sulby, the West in St. Johns and the South in 
Ballabeg.  Debate amongst attendees was wide ranging, lively and positive, 
addressing the subject matter of the Committee’s remit and associated 
issues.  

 
2.6      From all of this consultation process we have become better informed of 

the issues that concern the public.  We welcomed the opportunity to give 
time to this important subject almost upon a one to one, group to group 
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basis, something that is not always possible in our busy world today.  The 
feedback received from the meetings indicated that the public appreciated 
the Committee’s engagement with them. 

 
2.7      All of this has provided us with illuminating and informative opinion that 

has helped us to analyse the preferred but practical combinations of 
parliamentary representation for constituencies and the sensitivities to be 
considered in making the consequential boundary changes. 

 
2.8 A summary of the responses received is attached at Appendix B; 
 

• B(1)  Members of Tynwald   
• B(2)  Local Authorities 
• B(3)  Details of the public meetings 
• B(4)  School responses via Facebook  
• B(5)  Public responses 

 
2.9      The Committee would like to thank all those who have met with them, 

attended the public meetings, written in with their views or otherwise 
contributed to the consultation process.   

 
3. Equality of Representation 
 
3.1 In the last sixty years changes have been made to the boundaries of Keys 

constituencies on three occasions, 1951, 1956 and 1985.  
 
3.2      From 1951 3 seats returned 1 member, 5 returned 3 members and 3 

returned 2 members. 
 

3.3 From 1956 4 constituencies returned 1 member, 2 returned 3 members 
and 7 returned 2 members. 
 

3.4 From 1985 the changes implemented brought about the current 
configuration of the House of Keys i.e. 8 constituencies returning 1 
member, 5 returning 2 members (all of which are town constituencies) and 
2 returning 3 members. 
 

3.5 The pattern of change over this period is interesting.  It also demonstrates 
that Tynwald has agreed to change previously but there has been no 
change to boundaries since 1985, almost 28 years ago, despite obvious 
demographic change within the island in terms of population, residential 
and commercial development and the influences of modernity.   

 
3.6      The possible combinations for parliamentary representation within 

constituencies is as set out below and it is these options that we have 
discussed throughout our consultation. 

  
   1 constituency with 24 members 
   24 constituencies with 1 member 

  12 constituencies with 2 members 
   8 constituencies with 3 members 
   6 constituencies with 4 members 
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1 Constituency with 24 members 
 
3.7      The level of support for 1 constituency with 24 members was meaningful 

but did not in any way represent a majority view.  The main thinking 
behind supporting this option was that electing 24 members across the 
whole Island would encourage those elected to focus predominantly on 
national issues - many felt members were too often concerned with local 
matters to the detriment of Island issues. The view was expressed that 
those seeking election on this basis would seek election upon national 
rather than local issues. Views opposed to this option pointed out that it 
was possible elected members would be too Douglas centric and that it was 
important members were representative of all communities.     

 
24 Constituencies with 1 Member 
 
3.8      It was interesting that this option was preferred almost unanimously by 

those attending the northern public meeting which predominantly consisted 
of members of the electorate who were resident in the single member 
constituencies of Michael and Ayre.  The expressed view was that single 
seat representation enabled the member to concentrate on issues of 
concern to those resident in the locality and give them a better service.  

 
3.9      Having just 1 member also allowed the electorate to monitor and audit 

performance more easily.  It was felt that the member was more accessible 
and accountable to the electorate which would be numerically smaller than 
in a multi-seat constituency given the principle of equivalence. 

 
3.10    A view was also expressed that single seat constituencies may lead to a 

candidate being elected on a minority vote as compared to the total of 
votes cast for other candidates in the constituency. 

 
3.11    The geographic constituency size was also referred to as important in terms 

of managing the constituency both during election time and when 
representing it in Keys and Tynwald. 

 
3.12    The comment was made that if a constituency had 2 members then they 

may vote against each other thus effectively depriving that constituency of 
a meaningful voice on the matter in question. 

 
3.13    Many felt the option of 24 single seats would offer the fairest and most 

effective representation for a host of reasons but this would require 
considerable changes to constituency boundaries which may prove 
unacceptable overall. 

 
12 Constituencies with 2 Members 
 
3.14    This option received as much comment, for and against, as that for single 

seat representation. Some suggested that this option could lead to one 
member competing with the other over local issues and indeed lead to a 
conflict of views within Keys and Tynwald whereby each voted differently 
thus cancelling out the force of each other’s vote.  

 
3.15 To the contrary we heard from those within the multi-seat constituency of 

Rushen that in their case the members have worked together for the good 
of the constituency and the nation as a whole, with some members dealing 
with more local issues and others dealing with national issues.  
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3.16    Those with experience of multi seat constituencies believed that they 

worked well, offered them the widest choice of advice and assistance when 
needed and, more importantly, helped to bring a degree of concentration 
upon important issues into the Keys and Tynwald. 
 

3.17    This option would probably cause there to be the least disruption to the 
electorate as a whole and would probably result in less physical changes to 
the boundaries of constituencies and impact upon the important 
sensitivities around these. 

 
3.18 Comment was made that if a multi seat option was agreed then the 

practice of plump voting should be reviewed and preferably disallowed. 
 
8 Constituencies with 3 Members 
 
3.19    Support for this option came strongly from the public meeting held in the 

South. It is recognised that this appears to work well in Rushen which, as a 
constituency, has returned 3 members for over 50 years although its 
constituency boundaries have been altered within that period.  However, 
the Committee noted that no significant number of responses or opinion 
was received from the 3 seat constituency of Onchan. 

 
3.20    This option finds some favour, as might be expected, in existing multi-seat 

constituencies (see paragraph 3.15).  The evidence from the members for 
Rushen suggests that they have been able to work well in this combination.  
As with the North, not surprisingly, the public response in the South of the 
Island very much favours the status quo. 
 

3.21    We were not given any strong argument that led us to believe the case for 
such an option was stronger than that for single seat or two seat 
constituencies. 

 
3.22 Although outside our remit it was clear during our consultation that many 

of those expressing support for this option also had strong views upon the 
reform of the Legislative Council and so felt that such an option might 
further encourage this. The Committee hopes that, for the purposes of 
making their decision on our recommendation within this second Interim 
Report, Honourable Members concentrate upon the admittedly narrower 
issue of Equality of Representation and consequent boundary change.   

 
6 Constituencies with 4 Members 
 
3.23    This option was not favoured by many respondents.  It would require the 

Island to be divided into large constituencies. Many members of Tynwald 
expressed the view that the larger the constituency the more difficult it 
would be for them to engage with their electorate, particularly during 
election time, and that this could be to the detriment of candidates at 
elections who would consider it necessary to engage with the electorate 
personally. 

 
3.24    Whilst it is acknowledged that the public response does favour personal 

engagement by the politicians it will increasingly become more common for 
members to engage with the public in more innovative and extensive ways 
through electronic media, making use of Twitter, Facebook, online polling 
etc. and engaging in public debate though local media. 
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3.25    On balance the Committee does not consider that in this day and age it is 

necessary for constituencies to be small enough for members to engage on 
a face to face basis with all of their constituents personally, and as 
technology becomes more used within daily life it is likely that such 
engagement will be more of an electronic nature as is fast becoming the 
case in the social and business arena.  

 
3.26    Some argument was put forward that this option would mirror with the 

Island Sheadings in terms of number and also with the Douglas wards.  
 
3.27    Certainly if this option was chosen it would lead to a much more root and 

branch change to constituency boundaries. 
 
4. Equivalency of Constituencies 
 
4.1      Two points stood out from all of our consultations. The first was that 

Equality of Representation, where all constituencies returned the same 
number of elected representatives to the House of Keys, is the most 
important driver for reform – the acid test. The second point, and one in 
which we detected little bias between town and country, was that whilst 
equivalency was important, boundary changes should recognise the 
sensitivities of parish and community – that arbitrary lines should not be 
drawn simply to meet a mathematical calculation alone. 

 
4.2      We agree with both of these forcefully made points. 
 
5. Registration of Voters 
 
5.1      At every meeting when this subject was raised, the issue identified was 

how to encourage Island residents to register to vote. Currently the 
registered voter numbers are significantly less than the eligible voter 
numbers.  The discrepancy is more noticeable in the urban areas.  Please 
refer to the map on the website http://www.gov.im/cso/brc/     

 
5.2      Many commented that perhaps a wish to avoid jury service leads some to 

fail to register or to have their name removed from the Electoral Roll. 
Overall the suggestion that had most support was that the rules regarding 
jury service be revised with perhaps a separate register being created for 
this. It was also suggested that if and when the rules regarding jury service 
are reviewed consideration should be given to the potential problems of 
compulsory jury service faced by smaller self employed business people. 

 
5.3      Generally there was little support for compulsory registration on the 

Electoral Roll. Most preferred a system that required each individual being 
responsible for their own registration both upon the Electoral Roll and for 
jury service. The idea that a penalty such as a fine for failing to return a 
completed form should be part of any revision was generally made. 

 
5.4      There does appear to be merit in instigating a review of this important 

element of the electoral process looking particularly at: 
 
          a) the possibility of severing the link between the Register of Electors and 

those eligible for jury service;  
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          b) residents who are registered for national insurance or for example other 
tax purposes or rates, being included on the Electoral Roll automatically 
unless they request exclusion for a valid acceptable reason. 

 
 Both of these proposals would have cost implications. 
   
6. Other Matters Arising from Public Consultation 
 
6.1      The public expressed, through the forum of the public meetings and 

correspondence, views upon other issues felt very relevant by them but 
which are outside of the Committee’s remit.  We did undertake to include 
these in our report, as below, so that Tynwald could be made aware of 
them and take whatever steps or actions it thought appropriate. 

 
Voting System 
 
6.2      We received a number of comments upon the actual voting system when 

discussing equality of voting, equality of representation and constituency 
boundaries. 

 
6.3      Many commented that “plumping” should be disallowed to ensure true 

equality of voting if a multi seat representation system was chosen.  Some 
suggested that in that case voters should be given the option of voting for 
NOTA (none of the above). 

 
6.4      In order to encourage the younger voter, polling stations could be sited 

within schools. 
 
6.5      A number of attendees at the meetings supported a return to STV believing 

that if a multi seat option was chosen this would certainly produce a fairer 
result. 

 
Election Costs 
 
6.6      It was suggested that, in order to ensure equality for every candidate and 

that costs of manifestos should not prohibit anyone from standing, election 
rules be clarified and ambiguity be removed. Maximum limits on 
expenditure should be set and what is and is not allowed clearly stated. 

 
6.7      One respondent suggested that Local Authorities could gather up the 

election manifestos of candidates within their areas and post them out in 
some central manner which would save costs. 

 
Local Authorities 
 
6.8      This subject was raised at all the public meetings and, although the 

Committee made it clear from the outset that consideration of the present 
structure and modus operandi of Local Authorities was without its remit, it 
nevertheless engendered comment and debate. 

 
6.9      Many expressed the view that more power should be devolved back to 

Local Authorities.  Some expressed views as to the number of Local 
Authorities and their effectiveness, the reform of which, it was suggested, 
should lead to stronger local government.  
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National and Local Politicians 
 
6.10    At every public meeting this topic was raised from the floor and was 

addressed in many written responses. There was a strong feeling 
expressed that they would like to see their members able to be more 
focused upon national issues, the overriding view being that local matters 
that really should be dealt with at that level take up too much of their time. 
The expectation would be that this would allow candidates at election to be 
chosen with more emphasis upon their national policies and abilities rather 
than their local work alone.   

 
6.11    There was, however, also support for the current system that brings the 

member closer to the electorate. 
 
7. Consideration of Options 

 
7.1      Summarised within this report are the views and opinions expressed to the 

Committee both on matters within and without the Committee’s remit. 
 

7.2      The central issue of this Report is to evaluate the different options for 
Equality of Representation and to recommend to Tynwald the option that is 
deemed to be preferred and practical. 

 
7.3 Each option has a different cost implication in terms of administration, the 

consideration of which falls outside this Committee’s remit. 
 

1 Constituency with 24 Members 
 

7.4      We believe this is currently inappropriate for the Island.  It may be 
considered more relevant at some time in the future. The Committee does 
not recommend this option.  See paragraph 3.7. 

 
6 Constituencies with 4 Members 

 
7.5      This option was not supported by many.  Creating 6 constituencies would 

require substantial boundary changes with consequent local impact.  On 
balance the Committee does not recommend this option.  See 
paragraphs 3.23 to 3.27. 

 
 8 Constituencies with 3 Members 
 
7.6      This option had some support.  Expressed support for this option was 

strongest amongst those of the electorate who live in one of the 3 member 
constituencies (Rushen) and those who favour it as perhaps assisting in the 
debate on the reform of the Legislative Council.  Again this option would 
necessitate considerable boundary changes and impact upon local 
sensitivities when having regard to the equivalency principle and a 
constituency’s geographic size.  On balance the Committee does not see 
this option as being the most practical and does not recommend this 
option.  See paragraphs 3.19 to 3.22. 

 
7.7      As the Report indicates many respondents preferred their existing 

arrangement of representation whilst acknowledging the need to 
implement strategic change to support and give confidence and substance 
to the electoral process. 
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7.8 The principle of Equality of Representation, accepted by Tynwald, has 
overwhelming support from the public who wish to see it implemented as 
soon as possible.  It is also accepted that to achieve this there must be 
some change.   

 
7.9 The Committee is of the view that the above three options in paragraphs 

7.4 to 7.6 will require more changes to be made than will be acceptable.  
These options were the least favoured by all respondents. The Committee 
recommends that those three options are rejected. 

 
8. Conclusion 

 
  8.1      The public’s overwhelming support for equality of representation and its 

implementation was clear from its response (see Appendix C).  This gave 
comparable support to the options of 24 constituencies with 1 member or 
12 constituencies with 2 members. 

      
          8.2      It is worth looking again at the arguments for and against each of the     
 remaining two options. 

 
24 Constituencies with 1 Member 
 
8.3      Presently 8 constituencies return 1 member to the House of Keys.  
           6 of these are rural constituencies, 2 are town constituencies. One of the 

rural constituencies (Middle) has experienced most of the development 
growth and change of recent years as the Island has grown and expanded. 
 

8.4      Argument in favour of this option points out the benefit of having only one 
MHK to deal with, how this would allow constituents and MHK to be more 
in touch with local needs and how his or her performance could more 
readily be monitored. 
 

8.5      The geographical size of the constituency would also be more easily 
manageable than one returning more than one representative. 
 

8.6      It was accepted however that creating 24 single seat constituencies would 
mean extensive disruption to existing and local community boundaries. The 
protection of these as much as was possible was rated as being very 
important not only by the Local Authorities as one might expect but by the 
public. 
 

8.7      Single seat constituencies may also find it more difficult to keep within the 
equivalency ratio in terms of numbers of constituents per MHK. 
 

8.8      Some argued that having one representative gave a strong voice within the 
Keys and Tynwald, others took the opposite view that two or three member 
constituencies would be able to influence more with their collective vote. 

 
  12 Constituencies with 2 Members 

 
8.9      Presently 5 Constituencies return 2 members to the House of Keys. All of 

these are town constituencies. 
 

8.10    Arguments in favour of 2 seat constituencies ranged from the strength of 
having two members voting together in Keys and Tynwald to a “problem 
shared is a problem halved”. 
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8.11    In order to bring about equality of representation this option was thought 

to offer the least disruption to local and community sensitivities and that 
once changes were made, also having regard to equivalency, they should 
be more able to cope with inevitable changes over time. 

 
8.12    This option would probably cause the least disruption to the electorate as a 

whole and would certainly result in less physical changes to the boundaries 
of constituencies and impact upon the important sensitivities around these. 
 

8.13    Each option considered has its own merits but inevitably making a decision 
will require an element of compromise.  The supporters of each option will, 
no doubt, be disappointed with parts of the solution chosen.  

 
8.14    In making its recommendation the Committee has considered which of the 

options is the most practical and achievable – firstly in that it meets the 
objective of equality of representation and secondly that of equivalency 
(ratio of population to member) - with the least disruption to all. 

 
8.15    The Committee is mindful that a decision by Tynwald to implement Equality 

of Representation is required.  Consequently Tynwald is encouraged to 
concentrate on the recommendations this report lays before them and 
determine accordingly on their own merits.  

  
8.16    Following Tynwald’s determination of the preferred practical option, the 

Committee will bring forward the necessary boundary revisions to 
implement the decision.   

 
9. Recommendations and Resolutions 
 

That the second Interim Report of the Boundary Review Committee dated 
September 2012 be received and the following recommendations be 
approved:- 
 

(a)  Tynwald accepts that the twenty four seats of the House of Keys be divided 
into twelve constituencies of two members each; and 
 

(b)      Tynwald directs the Boundary Review Committee to complete its Report by 
defining and delineating the boundaries of such constituencies in 
accordance with paragraph (a) above and to report back no later than the 
June 2013 sitting of Tynwald. 
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APPENDIX A  
 

Boundary Review Committee - Consultation 2012 
 
 

I prefer the following combination of constituencies and members (please tick one 
box): 
 
 
 
8 constituencies with 3 members      
 
           
     
6 constituencies with 4 members     
  
 
 
12 constituencies with 2 members      
 
            
 
24 constituencies with 1 member  
 
           
          
1 constituency with 24 members 
          
   
 
Any further comments  

  
Signed:  ____________________________  Date: _______________________ 
 
Please print your name:   ___________________________________________________
  
Please send the completed form to: 
Mrs Ann Craine, Secretary to the Boundary Review Committee, Chief Secretary’s Office, 
Government Office, Bucks Road, Douglas IM1 3PN.      
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APPENDIX B(1)  
 

CONSULTATION 2012: RESPONSES RECEIVED FROM MEMBERS OF 
TYNWALD 

 
The Hon C Christian MLC (President of Tynwald) 
Hon A R Bell MHK (Chief Minister) 
The Hon S C Rodan SHK 
Hon D M Anderson MHK 
Mrs K J Beecroft MHK 
Mr R P Braidwood MLC 
Mr D A Callister MLC 
Mr A L Cannan MHK 
Mrs B J Cannell MHK 
Mr C G Corkish MBE MHK 
Hon D C Cretney MHK 
Hon T M Crookall MHK 
Mr A Crowe MLC 
Mr A F Downie OBE MLC 
Hon P A Gawne MHK 
Mr S M Harding (Attorney General) 
Mr R W Henderson MHK 
Mr J R Houghton MHK 
Mr P Karran MHK 
Mr E G Lowey MLC 
Rt Revd R Paterson MLC 
Mr R H Quayle MHK 
Hon C R Robertshaw MHK 
Mr R A Ronan MHK 
Hon J P Shimmin MHK 
Mr L I Singer MHK 
Mr L D Skelly MHK 
Hon W E Teare MHK 
Mr J R Turner MLC 
Hon J P Watterson MHK 
Mr T P Wild MLC 
 
 

APPENDIX B(2) 
 

CONSULTATION 2012: RESPONSES RECEIVED FROM LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES 

 
Arbory Parish Commissioners 
Braddan Parish Commissioners 
Bride Parish Commissioners 
Lonan Parish Commissioners 
Marown Parish Commissioners 
Patrick Parish Commissioners 
Peel Town Commissioners 
Port Erin Commissioners 
Ramsey Town Commissioners 
Rushen Parish Commissioners 
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APPENDIX B(3)  
 
 
 

CONSULTATION 2012: RESPONSES RECEIVED FROM PUBLIC MEETINGS 
 
 

Public meetings were held between 17th and 23rd April 2012 at the following 
venues: 

 
 

Douglas 17th April 
 
Sulby 18th April 
 
Ballabeg 19th April 
 
St Johns 23rd April 
 
 
Whilst the attendances were modest the meetings themselves were fully engaged 
and very informative with many questions asked of the committee and debate 
within the rooms at times. 
 
Meetings were scheduled to last for one hour from 7.00pm but on each occasion 
overran for quite some time due to the level of interest. 
 
Views expressed by those attending the meetings as to which constituency option 
was preferred are contained within Appendix C. 
 
It was noted that at Sulby the majority of attendees expressed a preference for a 
single seat constituency, all present being resident within the single seat 
constituencies of either Ayre or Michael.  At the meeting in Ballabeg the majority 
expressed a preference for a 3 seat constituency option, most present being 
resident in the 3 seat constituency of Rushen. 
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APPENDIX B(4) 
 

 
FACEBOOK POLL RESULTS 

 
 
Age range of the people who answered the poll. 
 
16-19   85% 
30-44   15% 
  
People aware of the constituency in which they live. 
 
100% 
 
People who believe they are fairly represented in their constituency. 
 
Yes  82% 
No   18% 
 
People who believe there was need for improvement in their representation. 
Yes  18.75% 
No   81.25% 
 
What changes people want brought about. 
 
Boundary changes 70% 
Increased number of MHKs 1% 
None 29% 
 
If boundary changes then which systems would be preferred. 
 
8 constituencies of 3       20% 
6 constituencies of 4         7% 
12 constituencies of 2      47% 
24 constituencies of 1      16% 
1 constituency of 24        10% 
 
Therefore, we can say our poll was a success as we engaged the interest of 16-19 
year olds which we aimed to do, we also showed that a majority of people are 
happy with the representation of their constituency. As well as highlighting that 
those who aren’t believe boundary changes to be the answer with very few 
interested in raising the number of MHKs. If boundary changes were brought in, 
the favoured option would appear to be 12 constituencies consisting of 2 MHKs.  
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APPENDIX B(5) 
  

CONSULTATION 2012: RESPONSES RECEIVED FROM THE PUBLIC  
 

Mr G Ainsworth   Mr W McIntosh 
Mr D Bairstow          Mrs W McIntosh     
Mrs M Bairstow   Dr C Mackie  
R A Baker    E Manning  
Ms R Beaumont   Mrs C Marshall 
Mr M Bellando    Mr E Marshall  
Mrs S Bolton    Manx Heritage Foundation  
Mr A P Brew    Manx Transport Heritage Museum  
Mrs B Brown    Manx Transport Trust   
Mr D Brown    E Martin  
Ms P Butterworth   S J Martin  
His Hon T W Cain CBE QC  Ms H Melvin  
Mr P Clague    Ms N Merritt  
Mrs J Cook    P Morgan  
R E Cooper    Mr N Morrey  
Mr J Corlett    Mrs P Mudie 
Mr A L I Cottier   Mr M Norbury  
Dr L M Cottier    Mr R J Norris 
Mr P Cowell    Mr P Older  
Mr B Cowin    Mr B O’Friel  
Ms C Crellin    Peel Heritage Trust  
Mr N G Crowe    Mr G Pickles  
Mr D Cullen    Mr B Pitts  
Ms H Cullen    Mrs P Power  
Mr J T Daugherty   M S Priest  
Mr J Dean    Probus Club of Rushen  
Mr D Dorricott    Mr G Quayle  
Mr B Dovey    P D Quine 
Mr F Drinkwater   Mrs R Quirk  
First Church of Christ Scientist Ramsey Probus Club  
Mr K Flint    Mr C Renshaw     
Dr J Garland    Mrs J Renshaw 
Mr W Gilbey    Mrs C A Roberts 
Mr D J Green    D Roberts     
Mrs Janet Groves   Mr D A Roberts 
Mr P Hayes    Mrs S Roberts  
Mr B Head    Q L Robinson  
Mrs C Head    Rotary Club of Rushen and Western Mann  
Ms P Ingram    Mrs R Scott  
Isle of Man TUC   Mrs D Shallcross  
Isle of Man Victorian Society  Ms M Stephens  
Mr A Jessopp    Mr E Taggart  
Mr R G Jones    Mr J H Teare  
Mr M Josem    Mr C Thomas  
E Kaighin    Mr W R Tomlinson  
Mr D Kelly    Mr D Trace  
J C Kennaugh    Trinity United Reformed Church   
Mr J L Kerruish   Ms A Tully  
Mr J M Killey    C R Walker   
F E Kissack    Sir M Walker CBE 
A Lomas    Mr I Whittaker              
One unsigned form put into the box at a public meeting 
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APPENDIX C 
 
 
 
 

BOUNDARY REVIEW COMMITTEE – CONSULTATIVE ANALYSIS  
JULY 2012 

 
 
 

An analysis of the responses received from the Public and Local 
Authorities shows their preferences expressed as a percentage. 
 
 
 
 
Option   8 x3  12 x 2  24 x 1       Others        
 
Local Authorities   30%     20%     30%  20% 
 
Public     17%               26%               29%  28% 
  
    
Within these figures is recorded a very strong preference expressed by the 
attendees at the public meetings in Ballabeg (for 8 x 3) and for Sulby (24 x 1). 
 
 
 
 
 
Members of Tynwald were also asked to express their preferences. 31 
members responded and their preferences are expressed as a 
percentage as below: 
 
 
Members     26%                35%     13%  26%       
 
 
  
 
Note: Included in the Others category are those who opted for either 6 x 
4, 1 x 24 or who made a comment but did not indicate a preference.  
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