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2023 Review of UK Parliament Constituencies 
Consideration of Revised Proposals for Angus, Clackmannanshire, Dundee City, 
Falkirk, Fife, Perth and Kinross, Stirling and West Lothian council areas 
 
Action required 

1. The Commission is invited to consider responses to the initial and secondary 
consultation on its initial proposals and whether it wishes to make changes to its 
proposals for Angus, Clackmannanshire, Dundee City, Falkirk, Fife, Perth and 
Kinross, Stirling and West Lothian council areas. 
 

2. The Commission may wish to consider merging this council area grouping with 
neighbouring grouping(s) as a possible solution to the issues raised in this 
paper. 

 
Background 

3. The total electorate for eight council areas is 958,118 giving a theoretical 
entitlement of 13 constituencies. 
 

4. The Commission's initial proposals for this area retained 13 constituencies and 
one existing constituency boundary, Stirling. A map of the proposed 
constituencies is at Appendix A. 
 

Proposed constituencies Electorate Wards 

Angus and Strathmore 74,051 
Angus 1-3, 4 (part), 5 (part), 6 (part), 8 
Perth and Kinross 1(part), 2, 3 

Dundee East and Arbroath 75,706 
Angus 4 (part), 5 (part), 6 (part), 7 
Dundee 6 - 8 

Dundee West and Gowrie 76,771 
Dundee 1-5 
Perth and Kinross 1(part) 

Forth Valley South 76,431 Falkirk 2, 3 (part), 5 (part), 6,7,8,9 

Glenrothes and Loch Leven 74,155 
Fife 8,13,14,15,22 
Perth and Kinross 8 (part) 

Kirkcaldy and Cowdenbeath 74,637 Fife 6,7,9,10,11,12 

Linlithgow and Bathgate 73,710 
Falkirk 1 
West Lothian 1,2, 7 (part), 8,9 

Livingston 73,394 West Lothian 3,4,5,6, 7 (part) 

Mid Forth Valley 74,126 
Clackmannanshire – all wards 
Falkirk 3 (part), 4, 5 (part) 

North East Fife 70,452 Fife 16,17,18,19,20,21 
Perth and Tay 74,589 Perth and Kinross 4,5,6,7,9,10,11,12 
Stirling 70,085 Stirling all wards 

West Fife 70,011 
Fife 1-5 
Perth and Kinross 8 (part) 

 
Representations received 

5. Over 530 responses were received during the two consultation periods 
commenting on these areas. All responses have been shared with the 
Commission. All responses to the initial consultation stage are available on the 
Commission’s consultation site www.bcs2023review.com. Each response has 
been allocated a reference number from the consultation site. 
 

Summary of responses  
6. Suggestions and comments received during the initial consultation included: 

http://www.bcs2023review.com/
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• opposition to the proposed division of Kinross-shire and it being linked 
with Fife; 

• opposition to including Carse of Gowrie within a Dundee constituency; 
• opposition to a constituency overlapping the River Forth; and 
• support for a Perth and Tay constituency but with an alternative name. 

 
7. The maps in this paper show alternative suggestions in block colours, existing 

ward boundaries are red and initial proposal boundaries are a black line. 
 
 
West Lothian Consultation Responses and Analysis  
8. There were 16 responses regarding the initial proposals for West Lothian council 

area. 
 

9. A member of the public opposed the initial proposals and suggested placing 
Broxburn, Pumpherston and Uphall within the same constituency because they 
have local ties (11328). 
 

10. Broxburn, Uphall and Pumpherston have sat within the same constituency since 
1983. Although Broxburn and Uphall neighbour each other, they sit on the 
opposite side of the M8 motorway to Pumpherston. A railway line also lies 
between these areas. Pumpherston, once a small village, has now almost been 
subsumed by Livingston. This suggestion would transfer approx. 2,200 
Pumpherston electors and both the Livingston constituency and Linlithgow and 
Bathgate constituency would remain within quota. The proposed boundary in the 
map below follows a community council area boundary. 

 

 
 

11. Two members of the public stated the proposals do not reflect the historical, 
local and traditional links and relationships between Whitburn, Blackburn and 
Bathgate. They suggest: placing the Whitburn and Blackburn ward within the 
proposed Linlithgow and Bathgate constituency; Broxburn and Uphall sit more 
logically within a Livingston constituency; and placing Winchburgh within a 
Linlithgow and Bathgate constituency (11807, 11589). West Lothian Council 
made a similar alternative suggestion. They acknowledge the constraints placed 
on the Commission and made the following alternative suggestions:  

• add Broxburn and Uphall to the proposed Livingston constituency; 
• retain Winchburgh in a Linlithgow and Bathgate constituency; and 



Boundary Commission for Scotland 
BCS Paper 2022/11 

• place the whole of the Whitburn and Blackburn ward in a Linlithgow and 
Bathgate constituency (11796). 

 
12. The Commission could split the Broxburn, Uphall and Winchburgh ward, with the 

majority of the ward being placed in a Livingston constituency and Winchburgh 
remaining in Linlithgow, see map below. This suggestion would create a 
Livingston constituency with 75,452 electors and Linlithgow constituency with 
71,652 electors. 
 

 
 

13. The advantages of this suggestion are: 
• it places Whitburn, Blackburn and Seafield in a constituency with Bathgate. 

From 1950 to 2005 these communities all sat within the same 
constituency; 

• it follows recognised boundaries (community council and polling district); 
• minimises change to the initial proposals and remains within quota; 
• there was little support for the initial proposals in this area; and 
• there are no disadvantages to this suggestion. 

 
14. Three members of the public stated Whitburn, Blackburn and Seafield have 

closer links (ex-mining towns, transport links, policing, education) with 
Livingston, rather than Linlithgow, and the Bathgate hills act as a natural 
boundary between Livingston and Linlithgow (12146, 12149, 12078). A member 
of the public suggested placing Seafield with Livingston rather than Bathgate 
because there are closer ties between these communities and poor transport 
links between Bathgate and Seafield (11590). A member of the public made a 
similar suggestion, to adopt the M8 motorway as a constituency boundary 
(12088). 
 

15. Adding Whitburn, Blackburn and Seafield to Livingston would create a Livingston 
constituency with approx 79,000 electors, out-with the electoral quota. However 
the Commission could add Seafield with approx. 1,250 electors and remain with 
quota (see map below). 
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16. Two members of the public seek no change to the existing constituency 
boundaries. One opposes the division of the Whitburn and Blackburn ward 
(11752, 11834). 
 

17. The electorate of the existing constituencies are above quota (Livingston – 
83,508 electors and Linlithgow and East Falkirk – 88,506 electors). 
 

18. A member of the public supported the proposed Linlithgow and Bathgate 
constituency (12106). 

 
 
Falkirk Consultation Responses and Analysis  
19. There were just over 40 responses to the initial proposals for Falkirk council area 

mainly opposing a Mid Forth Valley constituency crossing the River Forth. 
 

20. Several members of the public opposed the initial proposals in Falkirk council 
area because: Falkirk council area is split between three constituencies; Falkirk 
wards are being split between constituencies; there are no transport links 
between Falkirk and Clackmannanshire; Falkirk residents do not identify with the 
Forth Valley; Larbert has closer ties with Falkirk than Clackmannanshire; they fail 
to consider the main geographical feature – the River Forth; splits Bainsford and 
Carron; splits Camelon with Larbert/ Stenhousemuir; no links between Falkirk 
and West Lothian; splits Bo’ness and Falkirk; no benefit to local residents; Falkirk 
looks to Stirling rather than Clackmannanshire; splits Blackness and Bo’ness 
from Falkirk; do not consider the Commission’s own guidelines; Falkirk and 
Stirling have better transport links; there are no links between Grangemouth and 
Falkirk; Denny being split from Bonnybridge; and Denny has no links with 
Clackmannanshire (10891, 10892, 10915, 10933, 11066, 11067, 11070, 
11151, 11193, 11279, 11337, 11349, 11349, 11354, 11355, 11356, 11386, 
11402, 11408, 11524, 11541, 11616, 11632, 11832, 12070, 12056, 12026, 
12010, 12087, 12071, 12046). 
 

21. Falkirk Council opposed the initial proposals because of a loss of community 
identity from splitting the council area between three constituencies and from 
losing Falkirk from a constituency name. The initial proposals also do not 
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consider: long-standing community ties; administrative and electoral boundaries 
(splitting two electoral wards); transport links; and geographical features, namely 
the River Forth (11982). 
 

22. A member of the public suggested retaining a Falkirk constituency and adding 
Bo’ness and Polmont to a Linlithgow constituency (11022). 
 

23. It is possible to create a constituency within quota from Falkirk wards 3 – 7 but 
the suggestion did not consider consequential changes in neighbouring areas.  
 

24. Three members of the public supported the initial proposals. One believed that 
an MP does not necessarily need to reside within their constituency. One stated 
that the proposed Forth Valley South constituency is an improvement on the old 
Linlithgow and Falkirk East constituency (11058, 11063, 11178). 
 
 

Clackmannanshire Consultation Responses and Analysis  
25. There were eight responses to the initial proposals for Clackmannanshire council 

area. 
 

26. Seven members of the public opposed the proposed Mid Forth Valley 
constituency because: the proposed constituency is too large; a desire to retain 
the existing constituency; and there is nothing to connect rural Dollar and 
Muckart with urban Falkirk communities such as Denny and Larbert on the other 
side of the river Forth (11697, 11753, 11353, 11080, 12095, 12083, 12016). 
 
 

Stirling Consultation Responses and Analysis  
27. There were five responses regarding the initial proposals for Stirling council 

area. 
 

28. Stirling Council supported the initial proposals because the existing Stirling 
constituency, coterminous with the council boundary, was retained (11983). 
 

29. A member of the public supported the proposed Stirling constituency (11423). 
 

30. A member of the public stated Doune has closer links with rural Perthshire than 
with Stirling (10878). 
 

31. Doune has sat within a constituency with Stirling since 1983. 
 

32. A member of the public suggested amending a ward boundary to the west of 
Bridge of Allan (11489).  
 

33. The ward boundary by Bridge of Allan sits within Stirling council area and the 
constituency boundary. 
 

 
Fife Consultation Responses and Analysis  
34. There were over 50 responses to the initial proposals for Fife council area, most 

wished reference to Dunfermline in the proposed West Fife constituency name. 
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35. Nine members of the public objected to adding parts of Kinross-shire being 
added to Fife constituencies or dividing Kinross-shire between constituencies 
(11192, 11271, 11275, 11670, 11671, 11675, 11755, 11757, 11758). 
 

36. Three members of the public argued that urban Leven has nothing in common 
with rural communities in the proposed North East Fife constituency (11069, 
11108, 11654). 
 

37. The existing North East Fife constituency boundary currently splits Leven. 
 

38. A member of the public supported the proposed North East Fife constituency 
(11332). 
 

39. Willie Rennie MSP supported the proposed North East Fife constituency but 
suggests placing the whole of the Leven, Kennoway and Largo ward within the 
constituency (12163). 
 

40. Leven, Kennoway and Largo ward is included in the proposed North East Fife 
constituency. 
 

41. A member of the public suggested adding Methil and Buckhaven to a North East 
Fife constituency (11647) 

 
42. Adding Methil and Buckhaven, with approx. 10,000 electors to a North East Fife 

constituency would create a constituency above the electorate quota.  
 

43. A member of the public objected to urban – rural constituencies (11268). 
 

44. A member of the public supported the proposed Kirkcaldy and Cowdenbeath 
constituency (11350). 

 
45. A member of the public stated Inverkeithing and North Queensferry have closer 

links to West Fife than with Kirkcaldy or Cowdenbeath (11521). 
 

46. Inverkeithing and North Queensferry were situated within a Dunfermline East 
constituency with Cowdenbeath from 1983 – 2005 and are currently within a 
Dunfermline and West Fife constituency. 
 

47. A member of the public stated Loch Leven has closer links to Cowdenbeath than 
Glenrothes (11544). 
 

48. Historically Loch Leven has sat within a Perthshire constituency. 
 

49. A community group stated there are closer links, such as transport, between 
Buckhaven, Methil and Kirkcaldy than with Glenrothes (11199).  
 

50. Since 2005 Buckhaven and Methil have sat within a Glenrothes constituency. 
Between 1974 and 1983 they were within a Kirkcaldy constituency. 
 

51. Portmoak Community Council objected to the initial proposals because they do 
not consider the Commission’s own objectives to: design as many constituencies 
as practicable that do not cross a council area boundary; recognise existing 
community ties; consider local geography or special geographical 
considerations. They wish to retain the existing constituency boundaries 
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(11986). Two members of the public also wished to retain the existing Fife 
constituencies (11475, 11075). 
 

52. Only one of the existing Fife constituencies is within the electorate quota, 
Kirkcaldy and Cowdenbeath (73,288 electors). 
 

53. A member of the public stated Glenrothes should remain within a wholly Fife 
constituency (12118). 
 

54. Fife Councillor Derek Glen wished to retain the existing constituency name 
Dunfermline and West Fife and stated there is no connectivity between the 
Kinross-shire communities of Crook of Devon and other communities within the 
proposed West Fife constituency. (11812). 
 

55. A member of the public stated the proposed West Fife constituency covers too 
large an area in comparison with Kirkcaldy and Cowdenbeath (12112). 
 

56. A member of the public supported the proposed Kirkcaldy and Cowdenbeath 
constituency because it avoids splitting wards (12109). 
 

57. A member of the public wondered if students are included in the electorate 
quota (11686). 
 

58. A member of the public objected to their political representation in Fife (11074). 
 

 
Perth and Kinross council area Consultation Responses and Analysis  
59. Two UK Parliament constituencies currently cover Perth and Kinross, the initial 

proposals proposed five constituencies covering the council area. 
 

60. There were 330 responses to the initial proposals for Perth and Kinross council 
area. Approx 170 responses commented on the proposed Glenrothes and Loch 
Leven constituency and the division of Kinross-shire, 80 commented on the 
proposed Dundee West Gowrie constituency and the division of Carse of Gowrie, 
55 mainly supported a Perth and Tay constituency but with an alternative name 
and 15 responses commented on Angus and Strathmore breaking local ties in 
Perthshire.  
 

61. Due to the high number of responses, consultation site reference numbers are 
not included in this section. 
 

62. The responses were submitted by mainly members of the public and: three 
community councils; seven Councillors; two MP’s; two MSP’s and Perth and 
Kinross Council. 
 

63. Over half of the responses objected to the initial proposals in Kinross-shire. The 
comments stated Kinross-shire: has no links with the Fife Coast; has no links 
with Dunfermline or Glenrothes; has nothing to link rural Kinross-shire with 
urban Fife; looks to Perth; the initial proposals do not offer a strong boundary by 
Crook of Devon; and a desire to retain the existing constituency boundary. 
 

64. About 80 responses objected to the proposed Dundee West and Gowrie 
constituency. The comments included: Carse of Gowrie looks towards Perth 
rather than Dundee; nothing to link rural Carse of Gowrie with urban Dundee; 
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Erroll and Longforgan look towards Perth and not Dundee; and Carse of Gowrie 
has similar geography to Perthshire.  
 

65. About 50 responses supported the proposed Perth and Tay constituency because 
it links communities along the A9 and A85 roads. Most of the responses offered 
alternative names which are listed later in this paper.  
 

66. The remaining responses objected to the proposed Angus and Strathmore 
constituency because Scone looks towards Perth and rural Perthshire looks 
towards Perth rather than Angus. Some supported the constituency because it is 
similar to a historical North Tayside constituency in place between 1997 and 
2005 (shown in red in the map below). 

 

 
 

67. Few alternative suggestions were provided to resolve the issues raised. 
 
 
Dundee City council area Consultation Responses and Analysis  
68. There were 17 responses to the initial proposals for Dundee City council area. 

 
69. Five members of the public opposed the proposals in Dundee because urban 

Dundee has little in common with rural Perthshire or Angus (11437, 11261, 
10944, 10926, 10882). A member of the public opposed linking urban Dundee 
with rural areas such as Inverkeillor and Lunan Bay (11559). A member of the 
public stated there is little to link Angus and Dundee (11998). A member of the 
public opposed a Dundee East and Arbroath constituency because Arbroath and 
Dundee have their own historical and cultural identities and little in common 
(11696). 
 

70. Since 2005, the current Dundee East and Dundee West constituencies have 
included large rural areas of Angus with urban Dundee. Prior to 2005 Dundee 
had two urban or “city” constituencies. 
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71. A Dundee City Councillor opposed the overall reduction in the number of MP’s 
representing Scotland but welcomed the proposals that retain two MP’s in 
Dundee (11901). 
 

72. A member of the public made an alternative suggestion for three new 
constituencies surrounding Dundee which they believe better reflect community 
ties and respect for historical boundaries (11855), see map and table below. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

73. The advantages of this suggestion are: 
• all constituencies are within the electorate quota; and  
• it proposes a constituency broadly similar to the initial proposals Angus 

and Strathmore. Some respondents supported the proposed Angus and 
Strathmore constituency due to it being comparable to a North Tayside 
constituency (1983-2005).  

 
74. The disadvantages of this suggestion are some Carse of Gowrie electors may 

wish to sit within a Perth(shire) constituency rather than a predominantly Angus 
constituency. 
 

75. Three members of the public suggested a single Dundee constituency (11385, 
11223, 11057). One suggested two constituencies within Dundee council area 
(11749). 
 

Constituency (11855) Electorate 
Angus Glens and East Perthshire 76,534 
Angus Coast and Dundee East 74,707 
Dundee West 75,827 
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76. Dundee City council area contains 107,950 electors, too few for two 
constituencies and too many for a single constituency. 
 

77. A member of the public supported the initial proposals (11602). 
 

78. A member of the public objected to the initial proposals and reduction in MP 
numbers in Scotland (10928). Another wished no change to the existing Dundee 
constituencies (12089). 
 
 

Angus council area Consultation Responses and Analysis  
79. There were over 60 responses to the initial proposals for Angus council area. 

 
80. Nearly 50 members of the public opposed the proposals because: Angus has 

little in common with Dundee or Perthshire; Arbroath and Forfar have closer ties 
with each other than with Dundee; Montrose and Scone have no ties; the 
Commission has ignored its constituency design methodology by not 
considering local authority boundaries; a desire to have an MP who resides in 
Angus; a desire to retain the existing Angus constituency; and the proposals 
split Arbroath. 
 

81. Five members of the public supported the proposed Angus and Strathmore 
constituency because: it shares similar issues such as transport, local services, 
broadband issues and employment; the A94 connects the areas; the areas were 
previously combined in a North Tayside constituency; and Forfar and Blairgowrie 
are similar farming areas (11412, 11425, 11561, 11860, 11915). See earlier map 
of North Tayside under Perth and Kinross analysis. 
 

82. Two members of the public supported the initial proposals (11481, 11498). 
 

83. A member of the public suggested adopting the Angus county boundary as a 
constituency boundary (11237).  
 

84. The historical Angus county boundary is similar to the current Angus council 
area boundary. Angus council area contains 89,967 electors which is out-with 
the electorate quota. 
 

85. A member of the public suggested transferring Angus ward 7 (Arbroath East and 
Lunan) from a Dundee East and Angus constituency to an Angus and Strathmore 
constituency (11643) 
 

86. Transferring the Arbroath East and Lunan ward, with approx. 10,000 electors, 
would create an Angus and Strathmore constituency out-with the electoral quota. 
No alternative boundaries were supplied with this suggestion. 

 
87. Angus Council objected to the proposals because: they split three wards; three 

constituencies cover Angus council area; break local ties by Arbroath; there is 
nothing to link urban Dundee with rural Angus; the proposed Angus and 
Strathmore constituency covers a large area with a poor road network; and 
Blairgowrie, Coupar Angus and Scone look towards Perth rather than Angus.  The 
Council submitted an alternative suggestion with an “Angus” constituency 
consisting of Angus council wards 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7 and 8 with a total electorate of 
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76,102. Ward 4, Monifieth and District would remain as part of the amended 
Dundee East and Dundee West constituencies (11913).  
 

88. Dave Doogan MP objected to the initial proposals and had expected the 
Commission to retain a constituency similar to the existing Angus constituency 
to maintain social and cultural ties within the area. He made a similar suggestion 
to Angus Council (11903), see map and table below. 
 

 
 

Constituency Electorate 
Angus 76,102  
Dundee East 74,329  
Dundee West and Strathmore 71,542  

 
89. The advantages of the Angus Council suggestion are: it proposes an Angus 

constituency broadly similar to the existing constituency. 
 

90. The disadvantages of this suggestion are it: 
• does not consider any consequential impacts on neighbouring areas; and 
• would include Carse of Gowrie in a Dundee West constituency where there 

has been strong opposition. 
 
91. Two members of the public stated Arbroath and Carnoustie have closer links 

with Angus rather than Dundee (12024, 12131). 
 

92. Carnoustie has sat within a Dundee constituency since 2005. Prior to this 
Carnoustie sat within an Angus constituency.  
 

93. Two members of the public objected to the initial proposals because they are 
gerrymandering (11457, 11153). 
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All Scotland Consultation Responses that apply to this grouping and Analysis 
94. There were approximately 140 general responses to the initial consultation 

opposing the 2023 Review or making comments out-with the legislation for the 
review. 
 

95. A member of the public suggested that the Commission should not group 
council areas for designing constituencies because it offers less flexibility in 
constituency design and may bring political bias. They also suggest constituency 
names based on the principle of a main area or town and a subsidiary area 
(12161). 
 

96. A member of the public (11879) suggested smaller constituencies across 
Scotland. 
 

97. A member of the public (11844) submitted an all Scotland suggestion, see map 
below. 
 

 
 

98. The advantages of this suggestion are it: 
• retains a Stirling constituency and North East Fife constituency; and 
• proposes an Angus constituency broadly similar to the one suggested by 

Angus Council. 
 

99. The disadvantages of this suggestion are:  
• it links Kinross-shire with Glenrothes; 
• places Carse of Gowrie in a Dundee constituency; and 
• proposes a constituency over-lapping the River Forth. All areas where 

there has been strong opposition to the initial proposals. 
 

100. A member of the public (11876) submitted an all Scotland alternative 
suggestion but: Dundee and Angus are added to a north of Scotland grouping; 
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and Falkirk and West Lothian are added to a mid-Scotland grouping, see map and 
table below.  
 

 
 

101. The advantages of this suggestion are: 
• it retains a Kirkcaldy constituency and North East Fife constituency; 
• places Carse of Gowrie in a Perth constituency; and 
• avoids a constituency over-lapping the River Forth. 

 
102. The disadvantages of this suggestion are it: 

• links Kinross-shire with Glenrothes; and 
• requires a new grouping of council areas. 

 
103. The Scottish Conservative and Unionist Party (12170, 11960) were generally 

supportive of the initial proposals in: Stirling, Clackmannanshire, Falkirk and 
West Lothian but made some alternative constituency name suggestions. These 
are discussed later. They offered an alternative suggestion for Fife and Perth and 
Kinross, see map and table below.   
 

Constituency  Electorate 
Perth and West Perthshire 75,985 
Kinross-shire and Dunfermline 69,833 
Glenrothes and Cowdenbeath 76,484 
Kirkcaldy and Rosyth 72,448 
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104. The advantages of this suggestion are it: 
• avoids splitting Kinross-shire between constituencies;  
• considers the Commission’s council area groupings; and 
• retains the proposed North East Fife constituency. 

 
105. The disadvantages of this suggestion are it: 

• links Kinross-shire with Fife, although there may be closer links between 
Kinross-shire and Dunfermline than with Glenrothes; and 

• retains a constituency over-lapping the River Forth.  
 

106. The Scottish Labour Party acknowledged the proposed Mid Forth Valley 
constituency contains two separate parts but could not find an alternative 
solution. They also noted that Perth and Kinross will contain parts of five 
constituencies and will consider any alternative suggestions that may improve on 
the initial proposals (11802, 12147, 12174).  
 

107. The Scottish Liberal Democrats supported the proposed North East Fife 
constituency (12167). 

 
 
Constituency names 
108. Approx 50 responses suggested alternative names to the proposed Perth and 

Tay constituency. These included: West Perthshire; Perth and West Perthshire; 
Perth and Perthshire West; or Perthshire West.  
 

109. Over 20 members of the public and a Councillor wished to include reference 
to Dunfermline in the proposed West Fife constituency name (11021, 11359, 
11360, 11361, 11365, 11372, 11383, 11392, 11476, 11492, 11510, 11512, 
11516, 11536, 11550, 11572, 11593, 11633, 11648, 11705, 11737, 11823, 
11839, 12150).  
 

110. Since at least 1950, Dunfermline has been included in a constituency name. 
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111. A member of the public suggested naming the proposed Stirling constituency 
Stirling and Dunblane to differentiate it from the Scottish Parliament Stirling 
constituency (10945). 
 

112. A member of the public suggested including Clackmannanshire in a 
constituency name (10918). 
 

113. Until 1997 Clackmannan was included in a constituency name. 
 

114. In Falkirk a member of the public stated Forth Valley relates to a region rather 
than a constituency (10935), another suggested naming the constituencies Forth 
Valley North and Forth Valley South (11247) and two others suggested naming 
the constituency Falkirk or Falkirk South (11306, 11588). 
 

115. A member of the public stated Bo’ness has a similar population to Linlithgow 
and should be included in a constituency name. They suggest: Linlithgow and 
Bo'ness; Bathgate and Bo'ness; Bo'ness, Linlithgow and Bathgate; or West Lothian 

North and Bo'ness (11840).  
 
116. A member of the public suggested including the name Strathleven in the 

proposed Glenrothes and Loch Leven constituency name because it is probably 
the oldest feudal shire in Scotland and contains Markinch with what may be the 
oldest continuously used church in Scotland. (12076). Others suggest: Mid-Fife; 
Central Fife and Kinross; or Glenrothes, Loch Leven and (South) Levenmouth . 
 

117. A member of the public suggested renaming Angus and Strathmore as East 
Perthshire and Angus. 
 

118. Two members of the public made several constituency name suggestions: 
Angus; Falkirk; Kinross and Leven; Kirkcaldy and Inverkeithing or Cowdenbeath; 
Clackmannan and Denny; Strathmore; Glenrothes and Kinross; Dunfermline; 
Perth; and Clackmannan and Larbert (11874, 11921).  
 

119. A community group suggested alternative constituency names for Glenrothes, 
Loch Leven, such as Mid-Fife or Glenrothes, Loch Leven and (South) Levenmouth 
(11199). 
 

120. The Scottish Conservative and Unionist party suggested the following 
alternative constituency names: Falkirk and Grangemouth; Linlithgow and 
Bo’ness; Clackmannan and Carron (12170, 11960). 
 

121. A member of the public submitted a general comment on constituency names 
and enclosed an article from Political Quarterly “What’s in a Name? The Length of 
Westminster Constituency Titles, 1950-2024” (11977). 
 

122. The constituency names in this paper are provisional.  The Commission will 
have the opportunity to review all constituency names and designations prior to 
the publication of its revised proposals.  

 
 
Summary 

123. There was strong opposition to the initial proposals within this grouping, 
except in Stirling. This grouping received the most responses to the 
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consultation. Few alternative suggestions were submitted that considered the 
whole area. One suggestion offered an alternative council area grouping which 
the Commission may wish to consider further. 
 

124. There were some alternative suggestions in West Lothian that may better 
reflect local ties. The respondents suggested: adding Broxburn and Uphall to a 
Livingston constituency; and retaining Winchburgh within a Linlithgow and 
Bathgate constituency with Whitburn and Blackburn. 
 

125. In Clackmannanshire and Falkirk there was opposition to the proposed Mid 
Forth Valley constituency from respondents on both sides of the River Forth. 
From at least 1950 until 2005 a constituency over-lapped the River Forth by 
Clackmannan. One solution is to link Falkirk with Stirling rather than 
Clackmannanshire to avoid constituencies crossing the Forth. The initial 
proposals retained the existing Stirling constituency, coterminous with the 
Stirling council area boundary which was supported during the consultation. 
Another solution is to create a new grouping of council areas, this is discussed 
later.  
 

126. There was strong opposition to Kinross-shire being linked with Fife 
constituencies. The initial proposals placed Crook of Devon within a West Fife 
constituency and the remainder of Kinross-shire within a Glenrothes and Loch 
Leven constituency.  Although a large number of responses opposed the 
proposals in Kinross-shire, few offered alternative suggestions.  Some alternative 
suggestions retained Kinross-shire and Glenrothes in the same constituency.  
Historically Kinross-shire has never been placed in a Fife constituency. 
 

127. Due to Fife’s total electorate of 278,015 it is not possible to design four 
constituencies within quota in Fife (278,015 ÷ 4 = 69,504). Therefore Fife has to 
be considered with a neighbouring council area. Instead of adding Kinross-shire 
to Fife, the Commission could consider adding Clackmannanshire. Clackmannan 
may look towards Alloa but the A907 road also offers some connectivity to 
Dunfermline.   
 

128. There was strong opposition to placing Carse of Gowrie in a Dundee West and 
Gowrie constituency.  Angus and Dundee have a theoretical entitlement of 2.7 
constituencies (197,917 ÷ 3 = 65,972). Therefore these areas have to be 
considered with neighbouring areas, either Perth and Kinross or Aberdeenshire.  
Some respondents stated that only Invergowrie, from Carse of Gowrie, looks 
towards Dundee and all other communities look towards Perth. The few 
alternative suggestions submitted either linked Carse of Gowrie with Angus or 
Dundee, rather than Perth. Historically Carse of Gowrie has never been placed in 
a Dundee constituency. 
 

129. Angus Council submitted an alternative suggestion, similar to the existing 
boundary and within the electorate quota but it did not consider the 
neighbouring Dundee or Perthshire constituencies.  
 

130. There was some support for the proposed Angus and Strathmore 
constituency because it is similar to a historical North Tayside constituency. The 
North Tayside is nearly twice the size of the proposed Angus and Strathmore 
constituency. 
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131. The Secretariat have sketched a draft design, see map below, which retains 
this council area grouping while addressing issues raised in: Kinross-shire; Carse 
of Gowrie; and the Forth Valley. As this is a sketch no constituency names have 
been provided but all constituencies are within the electorate quota. The 
suggested boundaries can be refined at a later meeting. 
 

 
 

132. The advantages of this draft design are it: 
• retains the council area grouping; 
• places Kinross-shire within a Perthshire constituency, except for a minor 

boundary modification by Scotlandwell; 
• retains four predominantly Fife constituencies by adding Clackmannan 

and Scotlandwell to Fife constituencies; 
• avoids a constituency overlapping the River Forth; and 
• alternative suggestions in West Lothian can be adopted. 

 
133. The disadvantages of this draft design are it: 

• splits Stirling council area between two constituencies. The existing 
Stirling constituency is within quota and there was some support for it 
remaining unchanged; 

• proposes a constituency covering three council areas – Clackmannanshire, 
Perth and Kinross and Stirling council areas; and   

• proposes a constituency stretching from Rannoch Moor to Montrose. 
Although this is similar to the historical North Tayside constituency. 
However these boundaries could be refined later. 
 

134. In considering alternative suggestions or options for Kinross-shire and Carse 
of Gowrie, the Commission should also note there was some support for the 
Commission’s Perth and Tay constituency.  
 

135. One response suggested an alternative grouping but it included a Kinross-
shire – Glenrothes constituency. 
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136. After considering the alternative suggestions, the Secretariat have considered 

how an alternative grouping of constituencies could resolve some of the issues 
raised, see table below. 

 
137. The map below shows this option focusing on Clackmannanshire, Fife, Perth 

and Kinross and Stirling. 
 

  
 

138. The map below shows this option with existing constituency boundaries (red 
line). 
 

Council areas Electorate Theoretical entitlement 
Clackmannanshire, Fife, Perth and 
Kinross 

431,919 
5.89 (average 71,986.5 

Stirling 70,085 1 
Aberdeenshire, Angus, Argyll and 
Bute, Dundee, Highland and Moray 

713,294 9.72 (average 71,329.4) 

Dumfries and Galloway, East 
Dunbartonshire, North Lanarkshire, 
South Lanarkshire, Scottish Borders 
and West Dunbartonshire AND  
Glasgow City, Inverclyde and 
Renfrewshire AND  
Falkirk and West Lothian 1,775,684 24.19 (average 73,986.8) 
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139. The advantages of a new grouping are it: 
• would likely resolve issues raised in Kinross-shire, Forth Valley and Carse 

of Gowrie; 
• broadly considers the existing constituency boundaries in Stirling, Fife, 

Clackmannanshire and Perth and Kinross;  
• retains constituencies where there has been some support such as: 

Stirling; North East Fife; Aberdeen City; Dumfries and Galloway; 
Dumfriesshire, Clydesdale and Tweeddale; and Berwickshire, Roxburgh 
and Selkirk; and 

• could be considered with an option presented in the Aberdeenshire, Argyll 
and Bute, Highland and Moray council area grouping paper. 

 
140. The disadvantages of a new grouping are it: 

• will divide the West Aberdeenshire and Kincardine and Perth and Tay 
constituencies where there has been some support during the 
consultations; and 

• may raise similar issues in different areas. The Secretariat have still to 
consider constituency boundaries elsewhere in this possible grouping.  

 
141. The Commission may wish to ask the Secretariat to further develop this or 

other alternative groupings and present constituency design options at a later 
meeting or it may consider the initial proposals suitable for publishing as revised 
proposals.  
 

142. As stated above the constituency names in this paper are provisional.  The 
Commission will have the opportunity to review all constituency names and 
designations prior to the publication of its revised proposals.  
 

Recommendations 
143. Taking into account all of the evidence arising from the public consultations 

on the initial proposals, the Secretariat invites the Commission to decide whether: 
• to adopt any of the alternative suggestions or options; 
• to amend its proposals for constituency names; or 
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• to adopt without amendment the initial proposals for Angus, 
Clackmannanshire, Dundee City, Falkirk, Fife, Perth and Kinross, Stirling and 
West Lothian council areas are adopted without amendment as the 
Commission’s revised proposals (as in Appendix A), subject to consideration 
of all other constituencies.  

 
 
Secretariat 
May 2022 
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Appendix A 
 

Initial proposals - Angus, Clackmannanshire, Dundee City, Falkirk, Fife, Perth and 
Kinross, Stirling and West Lothian council areas 
 
 

 


