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FINAL PROPOSALS

Community No. M38 - MACHYNLLETH

Introduction

1.  The town of Machynlleth is located in western Montgomeryshire in the Dyfi valley, 
near to where the river becomes estuarine.  The town is defined as an area centre in 
the Powys Unitary Development Plan as it serves a large rural hinterland by 
providing by far the greatest range of community services and facilities and 
employment opportunities and possesses the largest housing estates in the locality.  
It also serves as an important transport junction between mid, North and west 
Wales, both by road - the A487 and A470 meet here - and by rail.  The town is an 
important tourist venue and prides itself on its associations with Owain Glyndwr, who 
held one of his representative assemblies in the town in 1404.  The town itself is 
compact and its settlement boundaries are well contained within its community 
boundary.

2.  The community has a population of 2,147, an electorate of 1,769 (2005) and a 
council of 13 members.  The community is warded: North East with 486 electors and 
three councillors; North West with 565 and four; South with 450 and four, and West 
with 268 and two.  The precept required for 2005 is £42,700, representing a Council 
Tax Band D equivalent of £52.66.

3.  Before the 1986 Review, Machynlleth had a council of 15 members and three 
wards.  In the 1986 Review, this was amended following representations to a council 
of 13 members, which the Commission considered would provide parity with other 
towns in the then district of Montgomeryshire.  The Commission also made final 
proposals for four wards "as this would ensure that each area of the proposed 
community would be represented".

Summary of representations received prior to preparation of Draft Proposals

4.  A letter has been received from Machynlleth Town Council stating that the council 
would be in favour of discontinuing the present warding arrangement.  A submission 
form has been received from County Councillor J.M. Williams also proposing that 
the warding arrangement be abolished because this is a compact community with an 
electorate of a little over 1,750 and because the councillors feel that they represent 
the whole town rather than particular wards, but requesting that the number of 
councillors remain as at present: thirteen.

Assessment

5.  In our Review Practice and Policy document, we have stated that one of our 
objectives in this review is to ensure that settlement boundaries as defined in the 
Unitary Development Plans are within the community boundaries and will remain so 
for the foreseeable future.   We emphasised that we considered it contrary to the 
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interests of effective and convenient local government for a settlement boundary to 
stray over a community boundary - either now or in the near future of the Plans' 
terms.  We stated that we would look carefully at the county's towns, which are often 
contained within small geographical community areas, to ensure that this did not 
occur.  We find that at Machynlleth the settlement boundaries are well contained 
within the community boundary.

6.  The electorate of Machynlleth has increased from 1,560 in 1980 to 1,769 in 2005.  
The Powys Unitary Development Plan allocates four sites for 51 dwellings in the 
area centre of Machynlleth.  There may be further opportunities for infill development 
and opportunities for affordable housing development adjacent to the settlement 
development boundaries.   About five of the allocated dwellings have already been 
built and have had their effect upon the electorate.  We note  that this community's 
electorate will rise slightly, therefore, to about 1,850 electors.  We have compared 
Machynlleth with similar towns in Powys: towns that are compact, contained within a 
small community area and have a comparable electorate as outlined in Table 5 – 
Councillor Allocation and Powys’s Towns.  In the hierarchy of Powys’s towns, 
Machynlleth stands between Crickhowell, where we estimate that the electorate will 
be stable at about 1,750 and where we are proposing to retain the present allocation 
of 12 councillors, and Builth Wells, where we estimate that the electorate will rise to 
2,130 and where we propose to increase the allocation from the present 10 
councillors to 13.  We consider, on  the basis of this comparison, that twelve 
councillors would be an appropriate allocation of councillors for this community.

7.  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 Machynlleth Community Centre.  Likewise, we do not consider it to be desirable 
any further that areas of this community should be separately represented on the 
community council.  (We note that  in 1986 the community was represented by two 
councillors on the then district council; at that time the warding arrangement of the 
town facilitated the warding arrangement of the district council.)  The town forms  a 
compact and homogeneous community, and the ward boundaries, following main 
roads through the town, do not delineate distinctive areas of the community that 
should be separately represented on the council.  (Indeed, the current ward names, 
North-East, North-West, West  and South, do not help in a comprehension of the 
division of the town.) The warding arrangement does not meet, therefore, one of our 
important tests that a warding arrangement should reflect clear physical and social 
differences within a community: one community but comprising different parts.  We 
also note that the electorate of this town is not large; the town is ranked tenth in 
terms of electorate among Powys's 18 towns, and it has not been found to be 
appropriate to ward similarly sized towns that lack an extensive rural hinterland.  
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Finally, we note that our proposals to remove the warding arrangement are in accord 
with the representations that have been received.

Draft Proposals

8.  That there should be a community of Machynlleth comprising the present 
community of that name;

The community should have a council of 12 members.

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

1769 12 147

Responses to the Council’s Draft Proposals

9.  A letter has been received from Machynlleth Town Council supporting the Draft 
Proposals.

Final Proposals

10.  That there should be a community of Machynlleth comprising the present 
community of that name;

The community should have a council of 12 members.

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

1769 12 147


