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FINAL PROPOSALS

Community No. B08 - ERWOOD

Introduction

1.  The present community of Erwood is situated on the southern banks of the River 
Wye, which forms a natural boundary to the community in the north-east.  The 
community rises dramatically out of the Wye valley to the eastern slopes of Mynydd 
Epynt and the high moorland plateaux of Banc y Celyn, Cefn Gledwen, Waun 
Gynllwch, to the Brecon-Llaneglwys Forest in the south.  Settlement focuses on the 
valley and small tributaries of the Cletwr brook, which joins the Wye at Erwood.  The 
community’s main settlement is Erwood, classified as a large village in the Unitary 
Development Plan, which lies in the Wye valley and straddles the A470(T).  The 
village has a number of community services and facilities: shop/post office, public 
hall, and two public houses.  The community’s other small settlements of Gwenddwr 
at the centre of the community and Crickadarn in the south-east are classified as 
rural settlements in the Plan.  There is the unclassified settlement of Llaneglwys in 
the very south of this community.  The A470(T) cuts along the north-eastern edge of 
the community, following the river Wye, and it provides an important route between 
Builth Wells and Brecon.

2.  The community has a population of 401, an electorate of 350 (2005) and a 
council of 9 members.  The community is warded: Crickadarn with 195 electors and 
five councillors; Gwenddwr with 155 and four.  The precept required for 2005 is 
£2,500.00 representing a Council Tax Band D equivalent of £11.67.

3.  In the 1985 Review, the Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales 
proposed to form a new community of Erwood by merging the then communities of 
Alltmawr, Gwenddwr and Crickadarn.  The Commission provided a warding 
arrangement for the community based on the former community boundaries.  The 
ward boundary was the Cletwr brook, which now runs through the centre of the large 
village of Erwood.  Some small boundary adjustments were made in the new 
community’s northern boundary at Banc y Celyn and Pant-y-llyn Hill.

Summary of representations received prior to preparation of Draft Proposals

4.  A submission form has been received from Erwood Community Council, 
proposing no changes in this community.
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Assessment

5.  The electorate of Erwood has increased from 326 in 1979 to 350 in 2005.  In the 
Unitary Development Plan, it is acknowledged that Erwood has few opportunities for 
development due to the surrounding topography and poor access onto the A470.  
Therefore, development will be limited to infill development and opportunities for 
affordable housing development adjacent to the settlement development boundaries 
in accordance with Policy HP8.  There are also opportunities for affordable housing 
development in the rural settlements of Crickadarn and Gwenddwr that lie in this 
community in accordance with Policy HP9 of the Plan, for a limited number of 
dwellings in the open countryside in accordance with Policy HP6 of the Plan, and for 
conversions in accordance with Policy GP6 of the Plan.  However, we consider that 
the electorate of this community will continue to remain in the region of 350 electors 
for many years to come.  The present and projected electorate would suggest an 
entitlement in accordance with Table 7 - Guide to Allocation of Councillors to 
Community Councils to seven councillors (representing a reduction from the current 
allocation of nine councillors).   We have considered whether a case could be made 
for an increase in the allocation of councillors because of the geographical size of 
this community.  However, this community is no larger than many others in the 
county, and much of its upland area to the north, west and south comprises 
uninhabited moorland and forestry.

6.  We have given careful consideration to the question of whether the community of 
Erwood should continue to be divided into wards.  We are required to apply the 
criteria in Schedule 11 of the 1972 Act in our consideration of this matter, and these 
are that (a) the number or distribution of the local government electors for the 
community is such as to make a single election of community councillors 
impracticable or inconvenient; and (b) it is desirable that areas of the community 
should be separately represented on the community council.  We do not consider 
that the number or distribution of the local government electors for this community is 
such as to make a single election of community councillors impracticable or 
inconvenient; indeed, all electors in the community currently vote at the same polling 
station, which is the Market Hall, Erwood.  We have noted that the ward boundary 
currently follows the Cletwr brook, and it therefore splits the large village of Erwood.  
For this reason, it must be very confusing for the electorate of this community to 
comprehend their warding arrangement.  Furthermore, the area of habitation in this 
community is fairly small and compact, with all roads leading to the large village of 
Erwood.  While we appreciate that there has been a historic attachment to the 
hamlets of Crickadarn and Gwenddwr, we do not consider that it is any longer 
desirable for these areas of this community to be separately represented on the 
community council.  While Erwood has been designated as a large village in the 
Unitary Development Plan; Crickadarn and Gwenddwr are only classified as rural 
settlements, and both source the majority of their facilities and amenities from 
Erwood and neighbouring communities.

Draft Proposals
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7.  We propose that there should be a Community of Erwood and that the 
community should not be warded;

The community should have a council of 7 members;

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

350 7 50

Responses to the Council’s Draft Proposals

8.  A form of submissions has been received from Erwood Community Council 
rejecting the proposals to reduce the number of councillors and to merge the two 
existing wards into one.  The Council feels that by having five councillors to 
represent the larger of the two wards, Crickadarn, and four councillors for Gwenddwr 
ward they are able to have each part of their area represented by a councillor.  They 
consider that it is not their population that counts but it is the size of the rural area, 
and by reducing the number of councillors by two, they contend that any decision 
making for a specific part of Erwood would be much more difficult.  “Councillors do 
not get any pay so why reduce the number; they work voluntarily.”  The Council is 
likewise opposed to the removal of the warding arrangement.  They contend that 
there would be no financial benefit because both wards use Erwood Market Hall at 
elections.  The community council therefore recommends that Erwood Community 
Council remain as two wards represented by nine councillors.

Assessment

9.  In our paragraph 5 above we gave consideration to the appropriate number of 
councillors for this community.  We noted  firstly that its electorate was unlikely to 
surpass 350 for many years to come.  There are many communities with an 
electorate of under 400 in the County, and we have considered in our Table 7 – 
Guide to Allocation of Councillors to Community Councils that seven members, each 
representing no more than 57 electors is a very adequate level of representation in 
these cases.  In the case of Erwood, the level of representation will be 1 : 50.  We 
also considered whether a ‘special’ case could be made in this community because 
of its geographical size.  We find that  this community is only the forty-fifth largest 
geographical community in the County.  Furthermore, we consider that between a 
third and half of the community is largely uninhabited moorland and forestry.  In 
these respects, therefore, this is a medium to small community in  our County, and 
no justifications have been brought to our attention for departing from our allocation 
of seven councillors.

10.  We carefully applied the criteria in the 1972 Act to our consideration of whether 
this community should continue to be divided into wards for electoral purposes in 
paragraph 6 above.  Our main conclusions were that the present ward boundary 
splits the large village of Erwood, which provides the primary settlement focus and 
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the only polling place in this community.  We did not consider that the tests in the 
Act were met in this community.  Contrary to the comments of the present council, 
separate ward elections do add a further financial burden onto a community, and 
sometimes this burden can be considerable.  In this community the warding 
arrangement splits the primary settlement; it must be very confusing for the 
electorate.  As with many community councils in the County, the present council 
seeks the recruitment of councillors from the several areas of its community where 
no other physical or social differences exist within the community.  The legislation 
and Powys County Council recognise that a warding arrangement comes with a 
concomitant cost to the public purse, and it should only be applied to those 
communities which are divided by clear physical and social differences: one 
community but comprising different parts.  We  do not consider that the additional 
spending on separate ward elections at ordinary elections would be in the interests 
of effective and convenient local government for this community.

Final Proposals

11.  We propose that there should be a Community  of Erwood and that the 
community should not be warded;

The community should have a council of 7 members;

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

350 7 50


