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FINAL PROPOSALS

Community No. R22 - PAINSCASTLE 

Introduction

1.  The present community of Painscastle is a largely rural community that lies in an 
elevated position above the Wye valley, on the south banks of the Llanbedr Hill and 
north of the Begwyns, in southern Radnorshire.  Much of the north of this community 
comprises an uninhabited moorland ridge, which comprises Llandeilo Hill, Llanbedr 
Hill, Red Hill and Bryngwyn Hill.  Settlement is concentrated in the small villages of 
Painscastle and Rhosgoch and in the unclassified settlements of Bryngwyn, 
Llanbedr and Llandeilo Graban, with the remainder of the population living in 
scattered farms and rural dwellings along the valley of the Bachawy river, a tributary 
of the Wye.  The B4594 crosses this community and serves as its main arterial 
route.

2.  The community has a population of 483, an electorate of 401 (2005) and a 
council of 9 members.  The community is warded: Bryngwyn with 143 electors and 
three councillors; Llanbedr Painscastle with 135 and three; Llandeilo Graban with 87 
and two, and Llandewi-fach with 36 and one.  The precept required for 2005 is 
£900.00 representing a Council Tax Band D equivalent of £3.84.

3.  In the 1982 Review, there were various proposals to amalgamate the smaller 
communities of north-eastern Radnorshire, and the arrangements that were adopted 
at that time best reflected community loyalties and social connections in that area.  
The Local Government Boundary Commission for Wales proposed a community of 
Painscastle, comprising the then communities of Llanbedr Painscastle, Bryngwyn, 
Llandeilo Graban and Llandewifach.  There were very small adjustments at several 
points along the boundary of the proposed new community.   At that time none of 
these communities had a community council, and the representative body of each 
was the community meeting.  The Commission therefore made it final 
recommendations for a community of Painscastle with a council of nine members in 
a community of four wards as above.

Summary of representations received prior to preparation of Draft Proposals

4.  A submission form has been received from Painscastle Community Council, 
proposing to “remove the four wards in their community area and run it as one ward.  
They propose to keep the same number of Councillors and these would represent 
the four areas of the Community.  They hope this will reduce the cost of elections, 
which they feel is far too high at the moment.  Most of the  votes are collected in 
Painscastle village hall and the other voters would not have far to travel.  The 
Councillors would represent the main areas of the community.”

Assessment
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5.  The electorate of Painscastle has increased from 290 in 1979 to 401 in 2005.  
However, further development in the Unitary Development Plan will be limited to infill 
development and opportunities for affordable housing development adjacent to each 
of the settlement development boundaries in accordance with Policy HP8.  There 
are also opportunities 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 remain stable 
at just over 400 electors, suggesting an entitlement in accordance with Table 7 – 
Guide to Allocation of Councillors to Community Councils to eight councillors.  It 
would be difficult to provide any justification for moving away from this proposed 
allocation of councillors.  Admittedly, this is a fairly large geographical community, 
but much of its area comprises uninhabited moorland.  Likewise, even though the 
community has a number of small classified and unclassified settlements, habitation 
is closely tied to the Bachawy valley and the B4594.

6.  We have given careful consideration to the question of whether this community 
should continue to be divided into wards, noting the comments of the present 
community council.  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.  This point is reinforced by the comments of 
the present community council, notwithstanding the fact that the community is 
presently divided into two polling districts, with the electors of the Llandeilo Graban, 
Llandewi-fach and Llanbedr wards voting at the District Hall, Painscastle, and the 
voters of the Bryngwyn ward voting in the Church Hall, Bryngwyn.  Furthermore, we 
do not consider that it is any longer desirable for areas of this community to be 
separately represented on the community council.  We have noted that the 
electorates of two of the existing wards are extremely small: Llandeilo Graban - 87; 
Llandewi-fach - 36; this in itself suggests that separate ward elections in these cases 
would not be in the interests of effective and convenient local government.   While 
Painscastle and Rhosgoch are both designated as small villages in the Unitary 
Development Plan, these settlements are quite close to one another, and the whole 
community must be seen as a primarily rural community, cohesive in character.
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Draft Proposals

7.  That there should be a community of Painscastle comprising the present 
community of that name;

The community should have a council of 8 members;

 (Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

401 8 50

Responses to the Council’s Draft Proposals

8.  A form of submissions has been received from Painscastle Community Council.  
The Community Council fully agrees with the proposals to remove the warding 
arrangement in this community.  They feel the cost of holding elections for the four 
existing wards is a burden, and as our proposals “would not affect the electors 
casting their votes, as three of the wards vote at the same venue at the moment and 
the other is only two miles away and easily reached”.  However, the council is 
opposed to our proposals to reduce the number of community councillors, because 
“the community covers a large area with many farms and houses scattered 
throughout the area as well as the villages of Painscastle and Rhosgoch”.  The 
council argues that the electorate of Painscastle is growing, with houses being built 
and further planning applications submitted.  “We feel that we need to keep the nine 
Councillors we have already as these are spread throughout the community and 
know the problems faced in their areas.”

Assessment

9.  In paragraph 5 above, we noted that the electorate of this community, in 
accordance with our assessment of the Unitary Development Plan, would remain 
stable at just over 400.  This electorate is at the lowest end of our  range of 400-599, 
where, in Table 7 – Guide to Allocation of Councillors to Community Councils, we 
have felt that eight councillors is an appropriate level of representation.   We 
acknowledged that this community covered a fairly large geographical area (it is the 
thirty-ninth largest community in the County), but our allocation of eight councillors 
already provides this community with a very high level of representation, particularly 
when compared with other communities in the same electorate range.  We therefore 
adhere to our Draft Proposals.
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Final Proposals

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

The community should have a council of 8 members;

 (Ward) Electorate No of Councillors Electors per 
Councillor

401 8 50


