
Boundary Commission Consultation Response – December 2017 

As the Member of Parliament for Inverclyde I would like to make you aware of my opposition 

to the proposed creation of an ‘Inverclyde and Erskine’ constituency.   

The Boundary Commission’s latest proposals indicate that the Inverclyde constituency would 

be re-designated as the ‘Inverclyde and Erskine’ constituency, with the towns of Erskine, 

Bishopton, Bridge of Weir and Inchinnan being included within the new electoral area. This 

would increase the electorate from 58,000 to 77,000 and greatly increase the geographical 

size of the constituency.  

If these proposals were to be enacted it would make it much more difficult for me, and any of 

my parliamentary successors, to effectively represent this area. My office will be tasked with 

representing and assisting a 32% larger electorate with no associated rise in staff wages or 

office resources.  

I acknowledge that other constituencies cover a larger geographical area and are more rural 

than Inverclyde. However, the existing Inverclyde constituency generates a high number of 

complex cases because of its on-going problems with social deprivation, unemployment and 

poverty. 

My parliamentary caseworkers already have a significant volume of casework and the 

proposed changes will undoubtedly create a higher workload than can effectively be 

managed by a single parliamentary office. This would in turn lead to a decline in the level of 

service that I and my successors are able to offer constituents. 

The problems associated with an increased demand for the services provided by my office 

would also be exacerbated by Inverclyde’s lack of a Citizen’s Advice Bureau (CAB) and the 

closure of the Port Glasgow Job Centre. Inverclyde is one of only two local authority areas in 

Scotland without a CAB and my office is regularly contacted by constituents seeking advice 

on a variety of subjects that could be more suitably addressed at a CAB. 

Therefore the particular circumstances in Inverclyde mean that my office has additional 

workload pressures compared with that of my parliamentary colleagues.   

In respect to the physical size of the proposed constituency, the inclusion of towns from a 

different local authority will create additional pressures on my staff workload. My office will 

be required to identify, meet and establish relationships with a range of private and public 

sector bodies such as businesses, charities, local authority departments, advice groups, 

elected representatives etc. This would constitute a major piece of additional work for my 

office as it seeks to bring together the contacts and knowledge that is needed to effectively 

represent and support constituents.  

In some instances it can take an MP a number of years to build up a working knowledge of a 

local area. I would anticipate that it would be a minimum of 6 months before my office could 

establish meaningful contacts with organisations in the Renfrewshire portion of a new 

‘Inverclyde and Erskine’ constituency. 

The creation of the new constituency will lead to increased costs and longer travel times for 

constituents wishing to visit their MP or office staff - particularly those that will live in the 

eastern part of the new electoral area. Erskine, Bishopton, Bridge of Weir and Inchinnan are 

historically and practically more closely associated with Paisley. For instance, public 

transport links are more freely available between these towns and Paisley, rather than with 

Greenock. In contrast to the current Inverclyde Constituency, the proposed ‘Inverclyde and 

Erskine’ constituency does not reflect an existing community or single administrative area. 



Travel times for the MP will also be increased, reducing the already limited time an MP from 

the area would have in visiting individuals and local organisations. In practical terms a day of 

surgeries will probably need to occur over two days rather than one, with the obvious 

additional costs of hiring premises. More of my limited time would be taken up by travelling 

rather than with meetings, thereby reducing the face to face time a constituent could expect 

to have with their MP. As a substitute my staff could attend meetings on my behalf, but again 

this would limit exposure to the elected member and add pressure to existing staff 

workloads. 

Finally no evidence has been provided that the proposed new constituency boundary would 

improve democratic accountability or improve the service offered to constituents from their 

elected member. Further, there is no demand within Inverclyde for the proposed boundary 

change while a number of constituents have made me aware of their strong opposition to the 

creation of an ‘Inverclyde and Erskine’ constituency. 

I am strongly opposed to any proposal that would reduce the quality of service an MP can 

offer constituents and I would therefore conclude that the existing constituency boundary 

should be maintained in its current form.  

 


