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FINAL PROPOSALS

Community No. B32 - TRALLONG

Introduction

1.  The present community of Trallong is a community of two valleys, that of the full 
length of nant Bran as it flows southwards from its source on Mynydd Epynt, and 
that of a length of the main river valley, the Usk.   For much of its length, the nant 
Bran valley is bounded by moorland at over 1,300 feet which rises to a number of 
high points including Gwrhyd and Crug-du in the Epynt.  At its confluence with the 
Usk, however, a more hill and vale landscape is encountered.  While the community 
is traversed east-west by the A40(T), the roads that hold this community together 
are unclassified county roads which bridge the river Usk at Aberbran and Pont-y-
commin.  The southern part of Trallong is defined as a 3rd tier settlement in the 
Brecon Beacons National Park Unitary Development Plan.  The remainder of the 
population lives in scattered farms and dwellings and in the rural settlements of 
Llanfihangel Nant Bran and Trallong (its northern part), so classified in the Powys 
Unitary Development Plan, and the unclassified settlement of Aberbran within the 
Park.  Much of this community - especially northwards - comprises uninhabited 
moorland.  

2.  The southern part of this community, to the south of the unclassified county road 
from Aberbran to Pentre'rfelin, lies within the Brecon Beacons National Park.

3.  The community has a population of 364, an electorate of 279 (2005) and a 
council of 8 members.  The community is warded: Llanfihangel Nant Bran with 96 
electors and three councillors; Penpont with 63 and one, and Trallong with 120 and 
4.  The precept required for 2005 is £1,500, representing a Council Tax Band D 
equivalent of £8.60.

4.  In the 1985 Review, the then communities of Llanfihangel Nant Bran, Penpont 
and Trallong were merged to form a new community of Trallong.  Some further area 
adjustments were made by the Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales.  
An area of the then community of Llanfihangel Nant Bran in the Yscir valley at 
Pentre-lloegr was transferred to the proposed community of Yscir, and an area of 
the then community of Penpont at Mynydd Illtyd and including the farms of Blaen-
gwthryd, Pen-y-garn and Pant-cil-y-gatws was transferred to the proposed 
community of Glyn Tarell.  Part of the then community  of Maescar in the Cwm 
Camlais and including Neuadd Cwm Camlais was considered to have a greater 
affinity with Penpont and Trallong and was therefore transferred to the new 
community.

5.  However, the matter that caused most concern lay with the Commission's final 
proposals to unit the whole of the divided settlement of Aberbran in the new 
community of Trallong.  This matter was considered further  in the Decision Letter of 
the Secretary of State for Wales, dated 10 October 1983.   "The Secretary of State 
has had regard to the near-unanimous opposition to this proposal expressed to him 
by the residents concerned.  He has concluded that the strength of the objections 
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outweighs the administrative merit of the proposal and has decided to maintain the 
boundary between the existing communities of Aberyscir, Trallong and Penpont in 
the vicinity of Aberbran as the boundary between the new communities of Yscir and 
Trallong in this area."  The Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales 
therefore made its final recommendations for a community council of eight members 
with the following warding arrangement: Llanfihangel Nant Bran with 83 electors 
(1979) and two councillors; Penpont with 37 electors and one councillor, and 
Trallong with 125 electors and four councillors.

Summary of representations received prior to preparation of Draft Proposals

6.  A form of submissions has been received from Trallong Community Council: “At 
present the eastern boundary, running north from the river Usk, follows nant Bran to 
a point southwest of Ffinnant-isaf, where the border line turns sharp east and 
crosses the Soar road.  Proposal: southwards, from this crossing point, the boundary 
should follow the road not the brook, past Cusop and Llwyn-y-Merched, crossing the 
Cradoc road at Llwyn-y-Merched junction, and continue straight across the fields to 
the river Usk.  New houses have been built at Aberbran on the east side of the Bran.  
At present, the boundary divides the Aberbran community, which tends to use 
facilities on the west side.”

Assessment

7.  We note that this community’s boundary with the community of Yscir at Aberbran 
was defined by the Decision Letter of the Secretary of State dated 10 October 1983, 
and in our Practice and Policy Document we have stated that we consider that the 
contents of these Decision Letters must have considerable bearing and that they will 
turn the balance in a matter where the arguments are otherwise finely balanced.  In 
our Practice and Policy Document we also stated our general presumption that 
classified settlement boundaries should not stray over community boundaries, and 
thus that classified settlements should not be divided.   However, the settlement of 
Aberbran is not classified in the Brecon Beacons National Park Unitary Development 
Plan.   The settlement is dispersed, with a grouping of houses around the bridge 
over the nant Bran and other nearby dwellings and farms.  There are about nine 
residential properties in Trallong community and about  ten residential properties in 
Yscir community.  In many respects, we consider that the arguments must be finely 
balanced as to whether the boundary should be altered to include the whole of 
Aberbran in Trallong community or to include it in Yscir community.  And given that 
these two communities have low electorates, the transfer of up to 20 electors to one 
community would have a significant impact on the viability of the other.  The 
arguments would appear at this stage to be finely balanced.  Therefore we are 
persuaded to adhere to the contents of the Decision Letter of the Secretary of State 
in this matter by proposing no changes to the community boundary here.

8.  The electorate of Trallong has increased from 245 in 1979 to 279 in 2005.  No 
sites for development have been allocated in either the Brecon Beacons National 
Park Unitary Development Plan or in the Powys Unitary Development Plan for this 
community.  Development in this community will therefore be slow and dependent 
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on other policies within these Plans which relate to the provision of housing in open 
countryside and rural settlements.  We note that this community's electorate will 
therefore remain stable at about 280 electors for the foreseeable future, suggesting 
an entitlement in accordance with Table 7 – Guide to Allocation of Councillors to 
Community Councils to seven councillors.

9.  We have given careful consideration to the question of whether this community 
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.  The present polling stations for 
the polling districts in this community are: Village Hall, Llanfihangel Nant Bran and 
Church Hall, Trallong, and they serve this community, with its scattered settlement 
and its lengthy network of unclassified county roads, well.  The distance between 
these two area centres, at about six miles, is not conducive to the whole community 
voting in one centre.  Therefore, we 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.  Furthermore, while the total 
electorate of this community is very small, we acknowledge that the upper valley of 
the nant Bran, from Soar to Blaen Dyryn, is a community that is distinct from that of 
the Usk valley at Penpont and Trallong.

10.  The community presently has three wards, one of which, Penpont, has only 63 
electors.  In our Practice and Policy Document, we argued that such a low ward 
electorate would make separate ward elections meritless.  We have therefore 
proposed that the current three-ward arrangement of this community be replaced by 
a two-ward arrangement, with the merger of the Penpont and Trallong wards, which 
we consider form a cohesive area focused on the valley of the river Usk in the 
southern part of the community.  The electorates of the two wards would be as 
follows:  Llanfihangel Nant Bran - 96, and Penpont - Trallong – 183.  We would 
suggest that the two proposed wards might be called 'Bran' and 'Usk', although we 
are anxious to learn of the present community council's views on this matter; local 
feeling, for example, might be in favour of retaining traditional names.

11.  Schedule 11(4) of the Local Government Act 1972 requires us, in fixing the 
number of community councillors to be elected for each ward, to have regard to any 
change in the number or distribution of the local government electors of the 
community which is likely to take place.  We have already noted that the electorate 
of this community will remain stable for the foreseeable future.   Therefore, we would 
propose an allocation of councillors between the two wards as follows: Llanfihangel 
Nant Bran with 96 electors and three councillors, and Penpont - Trallong with 183 
electors and four councillors.  In this community, the  level of representation will be 
very high, but it will also favour slightly the more sparsely populated ward.  However, 
we consider that this is acceptable, as representation in the valley of the nant Bran 
will be required to meet the challenges of population sparsity.
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Draft Proposals

12. That there should be a community of Trallong comprising the present community 
of that name;

The community should have a council of 7 members;

The community should be warded as follows:

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

Bran 96 3 32
Usk 183 4 46

Responses to the Draft Proposals

13.  A letter has been received from Trallong Community Council.  Firstly, the 
community council objects to the draft proposal to merge two of its three wards.  It 
emphasises “the distinction between the present wards of Trallong and Penpont.  
They would certainly not regard themselves as a unified ‘Usk’ area.  Indeed, the river 
divides rather than unites: it can be crossed only at the east and west extremities of 
the community by the public bridges at Aberbran (east) and the gate to Park Farm 
(west).  The east/west trunk road A40 is itself a division.  Penpont’s southern range 
to Mynydd Illtyd, within the Brecon Beacons National Park  and with its popular 
visitor centre, generates issues seldom experienced on land to the north of the Usk, 
stretching as it does to the army ranges”.  Furthermore, the community council 
rejects our proposed names for two wards within this community: Usk because the 
area would not consider itself a unified area, and Bran because the area’s focus is 
on Llanfihangel Nant Bran and there would be confusion with the settlement of 
Aberbran that lies partly within the present Trallong ward and partly in the 
community of Yscir.

14.  The community council also recognises that the proposed reduction of 
councillors would bring it into line with the neighbouring community of Yscir and that 
it would accord with Table 7 – Guide to Allocation of Councillors to Community 
Council.  However, the council would prefer the status quo of eight councillors.

Assessment

15.  We note Trallong Community Council’s comments with regard to our proposals 
to merge the Trallong and Penpont wards.  However, in the absence of comments 
from the electors of the affected wards, we are inclined to adhere to our Draft 
Proposals in this matter.  The total electorate of this community at 279 is very small 
and is unlikely to change significantly during the coming years.  It is important to 
bear in mind that, in the normal course, a warding arrangement for a community with 
such a low electorate would not be considered necessary.  However, in paragraph 9 
above we have been mindful of the extent of this community, and we have 
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acknowledged that its two main focuses, Llanfihangel Nant Bran and Trallong, are 
some six miles apart and they are not centrally located in the community.  In 
paragraph 10 we have noted the very low electorate of the present Penpont ward, 
and we continue in our view that the merger of the Penpont and Trallong wards will 
result in a fairly compact ward with a low electorate and a considerable commonality 
of interest.  We have acknowledged that our proposed ward names were not 
acceptable to the community council, and we have therefore reverted to names in 
present use.  We would also urge that  our proposal for seven councillors will offer a 
very high level of representation in this community.

Final Proposals1

16. That there should be a community of Trallong comprising the present community 
of that name;

The community should have a council of 7 members;

The community should be warded as follows:

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

Llanfihangel Nant 
Bran

96 3 32

Penpont and 
Trallong

183 4 46

1 These Final Proposals were considered and adopted by the Board of Powys County Council at its 
meeting of 27th June 2006.  The agenda for this meeting was circulated to the present community 
council.  On 7th July 2006, the present council forwarded a petition headed “We electors object to the 
proposed change which will deprive us of a community councillor (whose services are freely given) to 
represent the ward of Penpont”, and signed by 42 signatories.  This petition was received after the 
close of the consultation period on the Draft Proposals which was 31st May 2006.


