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FINAL PROPOSALS

Community No. M06 - CADFARCH

Introduction

1.  The present community of Cadfarch is located in western Montgomeryshire, and 
the community boundary is also the county boundary for much of its length.  Its 
topography is defined by the lower valley of the river Dyfi and its northward-flowing 
tributaries: the nant Llyfnant (forming the community's and county's western 
boundary), the afon Dulas and the afon Crewi.  The community rises to Plunlumon 
Fawr and part of its boundary runs through the Nant-y-moch reservoir and along its 
feeder river the afon Hengwm.  The community's south-eastern boundary is the 
watershed at Bryn y fedwen, and its eastern boundary with the community of 
Glantwymyn is the watershed between the valleys of the afonydd Crewi and 
Ffernant.  The south of this community comprises uninhabited moorland and 
extensive forest.  Settlement is concentrated in the north, near to the Dyfi valley and 
its major routes the A487 and A470, and the community looks to the area centre of 
Machynlleth for most of its services.  The Powys Unitary Development Plan 
designates Penegoes as a large village, and Aberhosan, Derwenlas and Forge as 
small villages.  The Plan also designates rural settlements in this community at 
Glaspwll and Melinbyrhedyn.  

2.  The community has a population of 849, an electorate of 690 (2005) and a 
council of 11 members.  The community is warded: Isygarreg with 129 electors and 
three councillors; Penegoes with 450 and six; Uwchygarreg with 111 and two.  The 
precept required for 2005 is £2,338.56, representing a Council Tax Band D 
equivalent of £5.75.

3.  In the 1986 Review, the Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales was 
anxious to reorganise and merge the seven former and very small communities of 
Bro Ddyfi to form viable new communities.  The Commission was also anxious to 
examine the community boundaries closely to ensure that they accurately reflected 
the social communities of the area.  The Commission's proposals were for the 
merger of the then communities of Isygarreg, Uwchygarreg and Penegoes to form 
the new community of Cadfarch.  The Commission also made a number of boundary 
adjustments.  In the northeast, the community boundary was defined as the 
watershed along Bryn-wg, Ffridd Uchaf to Moelfre between the valleys of the 
afonydd Ffernant and Crewi.  In the south, the area surrounding Dylife, at the very 
head of the Twymyn valley, was transferred from the then community of Penegoes 
to the new community of Llanbrynmair, as it was considered that transport links gave 
this area a closer affinity with Llanbrynmair than with any other community.  The 
Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales made its final 
recommendations for a community council of eleven members with the following 
warding arrangement: Isygarreg with 125 electors (1980) and three councillors; 
Penegoes with 280 electors and six councillors, and Uwchygarreg with 95 electors 
and two councillors.
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Summary of representations received prior to preparation of Draft Proposals

4.  No representations have been received for this community.

Assessment

5.  The electorate of Cadfarch has increased from 500 in 1980 to 690 in 2005.  The 
Powys Unitary Development Plan allocates two sites for 25 dwellings in the large 
village of Penegoes; there are no allocations of development land in the small 
villages of Aberhosan, Derwenlas or Forge.  There may be further opportunities for 
infill development and opportunities for affordable housing development adjacent to 
the settlement development boundaries in all four settlements.   There are also 
opportunities for affordable housing development in the rural settlements of Glaspwll 
and Melinbyrhedyn 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.  We note that this community's electorate will rise slightly, therefore, to about 
730 electors, suggesting an entitlement in accordance with Table 7 - Guide to 
Allocation of Councillors to Community Councillors to nine councillors.

6.  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.  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 Youth Centre, Ysgol Bro Ddyfi, Machynlleth.  However, whether it is desirable 
that areas of this community should be separately represented on the community 
council is more debateable.  This extensive community has one large and three 
small villages and two rural settlements, and these group very appropriately into the 
three wards: Derwenlas and Glaspwll in the Isygarreg ward, Penegoes, Aberhosan 
and Melinbyrhedyn in the Penegoes ward, and Forge in the Uwchygarreg ward.  The 
topography of the community, with the northward emphasis of its river valleys and 
routes of communication, also makes this community less homogeneous than its 
comparatively small electorate and fairly small area of habitation might initially 
suggest.  In this community the warding arrangement certainly serves to secure a 
good parity of representation across the different valleys of the community.  

7.  The ward boundary between Isygarreg and Uwchygarreg follows the watershed 
on Ffridd Rhiwlwyfen, while the ward boundary between Uwchygarreg and 
Penegoes follows the course of the afon Dulas.   While these ward boundaries 
represent a very appropriate parting of local attachments generally, they partition the 
small village of Forge, and we consider that a small amendment to the ward 
boundary at this location would be appropriate, transferring the whole of the small 
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village of Forge to the Uwchygarreg ward.  We would suggest that the amended 
ward boundary would leave the afon Dulas to the south of Forge, following field 
boundaries over Pen y Graig-fawr to meet a westward flowing tributary of the afon 
Dulas to the north of Forge.  We estimate that thirteen properties would be 
transferred from the Penegoes ward to the Uwchygarreg ward under this proposal.

8.  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.  The growth of the electorate in this 
community has been concentrated in the Penegoes ward, and the table below well-
illustrates that the current allocation of councillors is no longer vindicable.

Isygarreg Penegoes Uwchygarreg
Electorate 129 450 111
Percentage of 
total electorate

18.7 65.2 16.1

Councillor 
entitlement (11 
councillors)

2.06 7.17 1.77

Councillor 
entitlement (9 
councillors)

1.68 5.87 1.45

However, this table also suggests that the most appropriate allocation of councillors 
between wards in this community would be: Isygarreg - two councillors, Penegoes - 
six, and Uwchygarreg - two.  This would serve to increase the balance of 
representation of the Penegoes ward, preparatory to further development at 
Penegoes, but it would also serve to secure a good parity of representation across 
the different parts of this community, particularly by increasing the balance of 
representation of the sparsely populated Uwchygarreg ward where representation is 
required to meet the challenges of population sparsity.
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Draft Proposals

9.  That there should be a community of Cadfarch comprising the present 
community of that name;

The community should have a council of 10 members;

The community should be warded as at present, but that an adjustment should be 
made to the ward boundaries so that all the dwellings that lie in the small village of 
Forge are included in the Uwchygarreg ward:

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

Isygarreg 129 2 65

Penegoes 450 6 75

Uwchygarreg 111 2 56

Responses to the Council’s Draft Proposals

10.  A form of submissions has been received from Cadfarch Community Council.  
With regard to councillor numbers, the council states, “we are satisfied as they are at 
present”.  With regard to our reallocation of the reduced number of councillors 
between the three wards of this community, the council states, “we propose three 
councillors for Isygarreg Ward as they are at present”.  No supporting statements 
have been provided for these comments.

Assessment

11.  In our paragraph 5 above, we stated that the most appropriate allocation of 
councillors to this community in accordance with our Table 7 – Guide to Allocation of 
Councillors to Community Councils was nine; we did not consider that the electorate 
of this community would rise above 730 in the foreseeable future.  We then 
proceeded in our paragraph 6 above, to give our reasons why we felt that it was 
appropriate that this community should retain the present warding arrangement.  
Finally, in our paragraph 8 above, we concluded that a council of ten members 
would achieve the most appropriate allocation of councillors between the three 
wards, and that an over-allocation of councillors to this community could therefore 
be justified.  Our Draft Proposals showed that the allocation of ten councillors 
between the three wards of the basis of: Isygarreg – two, Penegoes – six, and 
Uwchygarreg – two provided an equitable level of representation across the 
community, slightly favouring the Penegoes ward – where further development will 
take place – for the time being.  In its submission, the present community council 
has provided no supporting statements for its views that persuade us to depart from 
our Draft Proposals.
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Final Proposals

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

The community should have a council of 10 members;

The community should be warded as at present, but that an adjustment should be 
made to the ward boundaries so that all the dwellings that lie in the small village of 
Forge are included in the Uwchygarreg ward:

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

Isygarreg 129 2 65

Penegoes 450 6 75

Uwchygarreg 111 2 56


