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FINAL PROPOSALS

Community No. M42 - MONTGOMERY

Introduction

1.  The present community of Montgomery is a geographically compact area 
comprising the historic town and key settlement of the same name and a small rural 
hinterland of large farms that have always been closely associated with that town.  It 
is the second smallest town in Powys, but its civic pride is more than equal to that of 
the largest.  Montgomery became a chartered borough in 1227; in 1542 it gave its 
name to the new Welsh county, and for the following three centuries it shared the 
status of county town with nearby Welshpool.  Most of the population of the 
community is now concentrated in the town itself, and, as this town enjoys easy 
communications with Newtown, Welshpool and, indeed, Shrewsbury, it has grown 
gradually in recent times, while retaining much of its architectural and historic 
character.  It is an important service centre in its locality, with a good range of 
community services and facilities.  It has also provided significant housing and 
employment opportunities for this part of the county.  Further settlement can be 
found in the small village of Caerhowel, which, although it has experienced an 
increase in house building in recent years, has relatively few community services 
and facilities, and at the rural settlement of Hendomen.

2.  The community has a population of 1,256, an electorate of 998 (2005) and a 
council of 11 members.  The precept required for 2005 is £17,550.00, representing a 
Council Tax Band D equivalent of £28.62.

3.  In the 1986 Review, the final report and proposals of the Local Government 
Boundary Commission for Wales made very minor adjustments to the boundaries of 
the community of Montgomery.  A council of 10 members  was proposed, but this 
proposal was overturned in the Secretary of State's Decision Letter of 21st October 
1985 where it was stated that "the Home Secretary has further decided, in the light 
of representations received [that]… the allocation of councillors to the community of 
Montgomery will be increased from 10 to 11".  The substance of these 
representations is not recorded.

4.  The major point of contention in the 1986 Review concerned the Weston Madoc 
area, a detached portion of the community of Churchstoke.   This area is detached 
from the community of Churchstoke by a salient in the county and national boundary 
and comprises some 30 dwellings which are served by the B4385 county road which 
leads directly to Montgomery and via the A489 to Churchstoke.  Montgomery town 
council suggested that this area should be transferred to their community: it "was 
geographically attached to Montgomery rather than to Churchstoke and that this 
affinity was also apparent from the association of the residents who, in the main, 
regarded themselves as Montgomery people participating in all activities in the town, 
except elections".  However, Churchstoke community council countered: "the area 
was different in character from Montgomery and for this reason amalgamation would 
not be acceptable to the people concerned.  In support of this statement, they 
enclosed a petition containing 22 signatures of residents of the area who wished to 
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remain in Churchstoke community".  In the absence of further representations from 
the principal councils - the then Montgomery District and Powys County Councils - 
on this matter and in light of the petition before them, the  Commission's final 
proposals were that no change should be made here.

Summary of representations received prior to preparation of Draft Proposals

5.  No representations have been received for this community.

Assessment

6.  The electorate of Montgomery has increased from 790 in 1980 to 998 in 2005.  
The Unitary Development Plan allocates three sites in the town for the development 
of 67 dwelling; one site for 12 dwellings has already been fully developed and has 
already had its impact on the electorate.  It is likely that a further 55 houses will be 
built in the town (some of which have now been commenced) in the foreseeable 
future.   There may also be further limited  infill development and opportunities for 
affordable housing development adjacent to the settlement development 
boundaries.   While these opportunities also exist in  the small village of Caerhowel, 
there are no sites allocated here for housing development.   There are also 
opportunities for affordable housing development in the rural settlement of 
Hendomen in accordance with Policy HP9 of the Plan.   We would suggest that 
further development will increase this community's electorate to about 1,090.  Our 
further proposals, outlined in paragraph 7 below, would serve to increase this 
community's electorate further to just over 1,150, suggesting a continued entitlement 
in accordance with Table 5 – Councillor Allocation and Powys’s Towns to eleven 
councillors.

7.  We have given further consideration to the Weston  Madoc area, the detached 
portion of the community of Churchstoke.  The points made by Montgomery town 
council in the 1986 Review had considerable merit, and we consider that the affinity 
of the residents of this area is in the first instance to the town of Montgomery, which 
has the better range of services and facilities and which is nearer to almost all the 
inhabitants.  We note that two of the present town councillors live in this area 
whereas none of the Churchstoke councillors lives here.  The area is already, 
therefore, to all intents and purposes represented on Montgomery town council.  We 
consider that it would be in the interests of effective  and convenient local 
government if this area was transferred from the community of Churchstoke to the 
community of Montgomery.

8.  Even with this additional area, the geographical extent of the community will be 
small and cohesive.  In accordance with Schedule 11 of the 1972 Act, we do not 
consider 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; or (b) that it is desirable that areas of the community 
should be separately represented on the community council.  
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Draft Proposals

9.  There should be a community of Montgomery comprising the present community 
of that name together with Weston Madoc the detached portion of the community of 
Churchstoke;

The community should not be warded;

The community should continue to have a council of 11 members.

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

1,100 11 100

Responses to the Council’s Draft Proposals

10.  No comments or submissions were received on the Draft Proposals.

Final Proposals

11.  There should be a community of Montgomery comprising the present 
community of that name together with Weston Madoc the detached portion of the 
community of Churchstoke;

The community should not be warded;

The community should continue to have a council of 11 members.

(Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

1,100 11 100


