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Chief Secretary’s Office 
 

Further Seeking of Views Concerning Names for Isle of Man Constituencies  
 

Summary of Responses  
 

 
 
1.0 Introduction 

1.1 In its third and final report to Tynwald, recommending boundaries for 12 new two-

seat constituencies, the Boundary Review Committee proposed that the names for 

these new constituencies should be finalised by the Chief Secretary’s Office as part of 

the drafting and consultation process in respect of new legislation. Whilst the public 

had previously been asked to put forward their views concerning constituency 

names, the Chief Secretary’s Office invited formal submissions on this matter 

between 6 September 2013 and 7 October 2013. 

 

2.0 Background 

2.1 Subsequent to a resolution of Tynwald, the Boundary Review Committee was 

appointed by the Governor in Council on 23 November 2010 “to review the number 

and boundaries of the constituencies for election to the House of Keys and to report 

thereon to Tynwald”. Over a period of nearly three years, the Committee reviewed 

the boundaries, taking evidence from Tynwald members, local authorities and the 

public, in the process presenting a total of 3 reports to Tynwald.  The first report 

established principles concerning equality of representation and equivalency and 

agreement to a regular review of constituency boundaries; the second report 

secured Tynwald approval to twenty four seats divided into twelve constituencies of 

two members each and the third report, presented in June 2013, set out the 

boundaries of each of the twelve constituencies.   

 

2.2 During the review of the constituency boundaries the Committee adopted working 

titles for each constituency.  It was emphasized that these were not final and 

throughout the process the Committee continued to invite views on names for each 

of the constituencies. Some comments were forthcoming, notably during meetings 

with members and some local authorities; however overall the response rate was 

low. In its third and final report the Committee revised some of these names; 

nevertheless the Committee took the view that ultimately names for the new 
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constituencies was a matter for others and proposed that the Chief Secretary’s Office 

finalise this matter in advance of the relevant legislation being drafted.  

 

3.0 Content of this Report 

3.1 This report includes a summary of the responses received; it reproduces in Appendix 

1 a full list of the comments. Appendix 2 provides a list of those who responded to 

the consultation. Appendix 3 sets out both the names used by the Committee during 

the consultation process and also the names proposed by the Committee for the 

constituencies and used on the maps in its third report.  

 

4.0 Scope of the Consultation 

4.1 Notification of this further consultation was sent to all Tynwald members and to local 

authorities; it was promoted via a press release and notification in the local press 

and the documents were placed on the webpage of the Boundary Review Committee 

on the Government website. There was both newspaper and radio coverage of the 

consultation, including a radio interview with the Chair of the Boundary Review 

Committee. A press release and notice were issued at the end of September to 

remind the public that the period for putting forward names for constituencies was 

drawing to a close and again this was covered by both the newspapers, radio 

stations and other media.  

 

A total of 33 responses were received as follows;  

 

Members of the Public 15 

Local Authorities 9 

Tynwald Members 8 

Other 1 

TOTAL 33 

  
A full list of respondees is included at Appendix 2  

 

 

5.0 The Responses 

5.1 Of the 33 responses received over half either supported the names as proposed by 

the Boundary Review Committee or made no comment in relation to the names. Of 

the suggestions that were made there was no overall majority opinion. The 

suggestions made included:-  
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Glenfaba and Peel to be called Peel and Glenfaba  

Malew, Arbory and Castletown to be called Rushen East (or East Rushen) and 

Rushen to be called Rushen West (or West Rushen)  

Malew, Arbory and Castletown to be called Ronaldsway  

Garff to be Onchan Urban or Onchan Howstrake  

All constituencies to be given Manx names  

 

5.2 A full list of all the comments received is included at Appendix 1. Each comment has 

been linked to the area/constituency to which it relates; consequently some of the 

comments are repeated more than once where they relate to more than one 

constituency e.g. the Douglas constituencies.  General comments are included at the 

end of the table. 

 

6.0 Comments and Next Steps 

6.1 The Council of Ministers has given consideration to the comments received and has 

agreed that the names suggested by the Committee and included on the maps in the 

third report, should be used in the Representation of the People (Amendment) Bill.  

These are: 

 

 Ayre and Michael    Douglas Central 

Douglas East     Douglas North 

Douglas West     Garff 

Glenfaba and Peel    Malew, Arbory and Castletown 

Middle      Onchan 

Ramsey     Rushen 

 

6.2 The Bill will give effect to the recommendations in the reports of the Boundary 

Review Committee, which were approved by Tynwald, that the House of Keys be 

divided into twelve constituencies of two members each and that there should be a 

regular review of the number and boundaries of constituencies. The Bill will also 

introduce the requirement for a regular review of boundaries by a permanent 

electoral committee or commission, which was agreed by Tynwald in December 

2011. 
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6.3 The Chief Secretary’s Office is grateful to all those who responded to the 

consultation. A copy of this summary of responses will be made available on the 

webpage of the Boundary Review Committee on the Government website at  

http://www.gov.im/about-the-government/offices/chief-secretary's-office/boundary-

review-committee-2010-13/ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.gov.im/about-the-government/offices/chief-secretary's-office/boundary-review-committee-2010-13/
http://www.gov.im/about-the-government/offices/chief-secretary's-office/boundary-review-committee-2010-13/
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APPENDIX I 

Comments Received  
 

Constituency 
 

Comments 

Ayre and 
Michael 

 If Ayre needs to be renamed supported Ayre and Michael. 
 Suggestion of Ayre. 
 Suggestion of Manx names Ayre as Maayl or Y twoaie  

Douglas 
Central 

 Suggestion that Douglas constituencies retain north, south, east 
and west. 

 If the proposed Douglas West was correctly named Douglas South 
then this constituency could retain Douglas West which is where a 
good deal of it is. 

 Suggestion of Manx name of Doolish Meanagh. 

Douglas East  Suggestion that Douglas constituencies retain north, south, east 
and west. 

 Suggestion of Manx name of Doolish Hiar. 

Douglas North  Suggestion that Douglas constituencies retain north, south, east 
and west. 

 Suggestion of Manx name of Doolish Twoaie. 

Douglas West  Suggestion that Douglas constituencies retain north, south, east 
and west. 

 Commented that the constituency is actually south of Douglas and 
could be named Douglas South to more correctly reflect its 
geographical location.  

 Suggestion of Manx name of Doolish Heear. 

Garff  Wished for Garff to retain the name Garff, second best Garff and 
Onchan. 

 Garff should definitely remain Garff. 
 Supported the name of Garff. 
 Concurred to call the constituency Garff.  
 Concurred with the name Garff. 
 Suggestion of Eastern Parishes. 
 Suggestion of Manx name of Garf. 
 Suggestion of Onchan Urban or Onchan Howstrake. 

Glenfaba and 
Peel 

 Agreed that it should be Glenfaba and Peel. 
 Felt that the vast majority are in favour of retaining the traditional 

names of Glenfaba and Peel rather than innocuous West branding. 
 Choice of name puts priorities in right order, would do but is a bit 

uninspiring.  Made alternative suggestion of Neb Valley. 
 Proposed Skeddan as Manx name for this constituency. 
 Should be called Peel and Glenfaba, not Glenfaba and Peel as Peel 

has the majority of voters. 
 Suggestion of Glenfaba. 
 Suggested it should be Peel and Glenfaba as Peel is significantly 

larger in terms of voters. 
 Suggestion of Manx name of Glion Fabey. 
 Suggested that it should be Peel and Glenfaba. Peel only city on 

Island and has 2 cathedrals, main populated area, has history and 
could be centre for Local Authorities in the future. 

Malew, Arbory  Happy with proposed name of Malew, Arbory and Castletown. 
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and 
Castletown  

 Preferred East Rushen. 
 Supported suggestion of Rushen East. Might help avoid any 

possible politically sensitive suggestion that the new constituency 
is in any sense ‘Greater Castletown’. 

 Two southern constituencies should include Rushen in both. No 
particular preference but happy with either North & South Rushen 
or East & West Rushen. 

 Suggestion of Silverburn. 
 Suggestion of Manx names of Skyll Malew as Skylley Chairbre or Y 

Jiass. 
 Proposed name of Ronaldsway as it is a neutral area in this new 

constituency, steeped in history and shows the future with vital air 
links and massive potential growth of the area in relation to 
industry, manufacturing, employment and growth of our Island. 

Middle  Middle should remain as Middle. 
 No reason to depart from the current name of Middle. 
 Suggestion of Mid Mannin. 
 Suggestion of Manx name of Middal. 

Onchan  Content with Onchan. 
 Suggestion of Manx name of Kione Droghad. 

Ramsey  Content with Ramsey. 
 Suggestion of Manx name of Rhumsaa. 

Rushen  Preferred West Rushen. 
 Preferred for the name for Rushen to remain Rushen. 
 Two southern constituencies should include Rushen in both. No 

particular preference but happy with either North & South Rushen 
or East & West Rushen. 

 Suggestion of West Rushen. 
 Suggestion of Manx name of Skylley Chreest Rushen. 

General 
Comments 

 Fully supported the names proposed. 
 Wanted to encourage adopting the names from the committee, 

would be sad if sheading names vanished from everyday use in 
government of Island. 

 Names are all right as they are, other names could confuse. They 
are self-explanatory. 

 Content with all names except Malew, Arbory and Castletown and 
Rushen (see those sections above). 

 No suggestions for names but would hate to have the same sort of 
names imposed by the Bishop for amalgamated parishes imposed 
on Manx constituencies. 

 Names given should be of Manx origin. 
 Did not wish to comment on the proposals. 
 Names need to be acceptable in all merging areas. Names, where 

they can be, should be singular.  New names need to be 
identifiable and have meaning within their new area. 

 General complaint about proposed boundary changes, Onchan in 
particular. Cannot see how modern, new names will entice people 
to register and vote. 

 General views on Boundary Review. 
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Appendix 2 

LIST OF RESPONDENTS 

Written responses were received from the following persons: 
 
Tynwald Members 
Hon D M Anderson MHK 

Hon T M Crookall MHK 

Hon P A Gawne MHK 

Mr R H Quayle MHK 

Mr D J Quirk MHK 

The Hon S C Rodan SHK 

Mr R A Ronan MHK  

Mr L D Skelly MHK 

 

Local Authorities 

Arbory Commissioners 

Laxey Commissioners 

Lonan Commissioners 

Malew Commissioners 

Marown Commissioners 

Patrick Commissioners 

Peel Town Commissioners 

Port St Mary Commissioners 

Ramsey Commissioners 

 

Public 

Mr J Ayres 

Mr G Boot 

Mr P Bridgewater 

Ms G Cash 

Ms A Cordwell 

Mr T Cowin 

Mr A Haddock 

Mr A Keay 

Mr C Keig 

Mr K Kerruish 

Ms P Kerruish 

Mr D Martin 

Mr M Quayle 

Mrs G Skinner 

Mr C Woodrow 

 

Other 

Mr A Cain, Manx Language Development Officer, Manx Heritage Foundation 
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APPENDIX 3 

Names Used for the Constituencies by the Committee 

 
       

Names Used During Consultation 
Process and in the body of this 
Report 

Names Used on the Maps for new 
Constituencies 

North Ayre and Michael 

Douglas Central Douglas Central 

Douglas East Douglas East 

Douglas North Douglas North 

Douglas West  Douglas West 

East Garff 

West Glenfaba and Peel 

South Malew, Arbory and Castletown 

Central Middle 

Onchan Urban Onchan  

Ramsey Ramsey 

South West Rushen 
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