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Annwyl Gynghorydd

Fe’ch gwahoddir i fynychu cyfarfod Cyngor Sir y Fflint a fydd yn cael ei gynnal am
2.00 pm Dydd Mawrth, 23ain Hydref, 2018 yn Siambr y Cyngor, Neuadd y Sir,
Yr Wyddgrug CH7 6NA i ystyried yr eitemau canlynol

RHAGLEN

1 CYFLWYNIADAU

Pwrpas:

Dathlu ein llwyddiannau:

Yn y rownd derfynol: Gwobr MJ 2018 — Menter Tai Cymdeithasol
Orau — Rhaglen Tai ac Adfywio Strategol (SHARP) — Tai ac
Asedau

Yn y rownd derfynol: Gwobr Gwasanaeth APSE 2018 — Menter Tai,
Adfywio neu Adeilad Newydd Orau — Rhaglen Tai ac Adfywio
Strategol (SHARP) — Tai ac Asedau

Yn y rownd derfynol: Gwobr Gwasanaeth APSE 2018 — Menter
Gweithio Mewn Partneriaeth Cyhoeddus/Preifat Orau — Creu lle i'w
alw’n gartref: darparu beth sy’n bwysig - Gwasanaethau
Cymdeithasol

Yn yr ail safle: Heddlu Gogledd Cymru - Gwobrau Partneriaeth
sy'n Canolbwyntio ar Broblem (POP) 2018 — Canolfan Help Cynnar

Enillydd: Gwobrau Anrhydeddau Gofal Cymdeithasol 2018 —
Canlyniadau ardderchog i bobl o bob oed drwy fuddsoddi yn nysgu
a datblygu staff — Cynnydd i ddarparwyr - Gwasanaethau
Cymdeithasol

2 YMDDIHEURIADAU AM ABSENOLDEB

Pwrpas:

| dderbyn unrhyw ymddiheuriadau.

3  COFNODION (Tudalennau 5 - 18)

Pwrpas:

| gadarnhau, fel cofnod cywir gofnodion y cyfarfod ar 12 Medi 2018.
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DATGAN CYSYLLTIAD

Pwrpas: | dderbyn unrhyw ddatganiad o gysylltiad a chynghori'r Aelodau
yn unol a hynny.

CYHOEDDIADAU'R CADEIRYDD
Pwrpas: Derbyn unrhyw gyhoeddiad fel y'i dosbarthwyd.

DEISEBAU
Pwrpas: Derbyn unrhyw ddeiseb.

CWESTIYNAU GAN Y CYHOEDD

Pwrpas: Derbyn unrhyw gwestiwn gan y cyhoedd.
CWESTIYNAU
Pwrpas: Nodi’r atebion i unrhyw gwestiwn a gyflwynwyd yn unol & Rheol

Sefydlog 9.4(A) y Cyngor Sir.

CWESTIYNAU GAN AELODAU AM GOFNODION PWYLLGORAU

Pwrpas: Mae’r Llyfr Cofnodion, Rhifyn 2 2018/19, wedi ei ddosbarthu i'r
Aelodau. Mae hawl gan yr Aelodau ofyn cwestiynau amy
cofnodion hyn, yn amodol ar gyfyngiadau penodol, a bydd yr
atebion yn cael eu darparu yn y cyfarfod. Gofynnir i Aelodau
ddod &’u copi o'r LIyfr Cofnodion i’r cyfarfod. Mae’n rhaid
cyflwyno unrhyw gwestiwn i'r Rheolwr Democratiaeth a
Llywodraethu cyn diwedd y diwrnod gwaith ar 17 Hydref 2018.

RHYBUDD O GYNNIG (Tudalennau 19 - 20)
Pwrpas: Ystyried unrhyw Hysbysiadau o Gynnig a dderbyniwyd.

CYFLWYNIAD COMISIWN FFINIAU A DEMOCRATIAETH LEOL CYMRU -
ADOLYGIAD ETHOLIADOL SIR Y FFLINT (Tudalennau 21 - 32)

Pwrpas: Galluogi swyddogion o’r Comisiwn i roi cyflwyniad am Adolygiad
Etholiadol Sir y Fflint ac ymateb i gwestiynau Aelodau.

CANLYNIAD ADOLYGIAD ETHOLAETHAU SENEDDOL (Tudalennau 33 -
206)

Adroddiad Prif Weithredwr -

Pwrpas: Rhoi gwybod i'r Cyngor am argymhellion terfynol adroddiad y
Comisiwn Ffiniau i Gymru.

ADRODDIAD PERFFORMIAD BLYNYDDOL 2017/18 (Tudalennau 207 -
300)

Adroddiad Prif Weithredwr - Aelod Cabinet dros Reolaeth Gorfforaethol ac
Asedau

Pwrpas: Mabwysiadu Adroddiad Perfformiad Blynyddol 2017/18.



14 BWRDD UCHELGAIS ECONOMAIDD A'R DDOGFEN GAIS (Tudalennau
301 - 372)
Adroddiad Prif Weithredwr - Aelod Cabinet dros Reolaeth Gorfforaethol ac
Asedau, Aelod y Cabinet dros Ddatblygu Economaidd, Arweinydd y Cyngor
Aelod o'r Cabinet dros Gyllid

Pwrpas: Bod y Cyngor yn mabwysiadu Dogfen y Cynnig fel (1) y sail i
strategaeth ranbarthol fwy hirdymor ar gyfer twf economaidd a
(2) y cynnig rhanbarthol ar gyfer y rhaglenni a’r prosiectau
blaenoriaeth y bydd cynnwys Bargen Dwf yn cael ei lunio
ohonynt ar gam Cytundeb Penawdau’r Telerau gyda
Llywodraethau.

Yn ddiffuant,

SN

Robert Robins
Rheolwr Gwasanaethau Democrataidd

HYSBYSIAD GWEDDARLLEDU

Bydd y cyfarfod hwn yn cael ei ffilmio a’l ddarlledu’n fyw ar wefan y Cyngor. Bydd
y cyfarfod cyfan yn cael ei ffilmio oni bai fod eitemau cyfrinachol neu wedi'u

heithrio dan drafodaeth.

Yn gyffredinol ni fydd y mannau eistedd cyhoeddus yn cael eu ffilmio. Fodd
bynnag wrth i chi ddod i mewn i'r Siambr, byddwch yn cydsynio i gael eich ffilmio
ac ir defnydd posibl or delweddau a’r recordiadau sain hynny ar gyfer
gweddarlledu a/neu ddibenion hyfforddi.

Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau ynglyn a hyn, ffoniwch aelod o’r Tim
Gwasanaethau Democrataidd ar 01352 702345.




Mae'r dudalen hon yn wag yn bwrpasol
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Eitem ar gyfer y Rhaglen 3

FLINTSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL
12 SEPTEMBER 2018

Minutes of the meeting of Flintshire County Council held in the Council Chamber,
County Hall, Mold on Wednesday, 12 September 2018

PRESENT: Councillor Paul Cunningham (Chairman)

Councillors: Mike Allport, Janet Axworthy, Haydn Bateman, Marion Bateman, Chris
Bithell, Sian Braun, Helen Brown, Clive Carver, Geoff Collett, Bob Connah, David Cox,
Jean Davies, Rob Davies, Ron Davies, Adele Davies-Cooke, Chris Dolphin, lan
Dunbar, Mared Eastwood, Carol Ellis, David Evans, Veronica Gay, Patrick Heesom,
Andrew Holgate, Dave Hughes, Kevin Hughes, Ray Hughes, Dennis Hutchinson, Joe
Johnson, Paul Johnson, Rita Johnson, Tudor Jones, Colin Legg, Brian Lloyd, Richard
Lloyd, Mike Lowe, Dave Mackie, Billy Mullin, Ted Palmer, Mike Peers, Vicky Perfect,
Neville Phillips, lan Roberts, Tony Sharps, Aaron Shotton, Paul Shotton, Ralph Small,
lan Smith, Carolyn Thomas, Martin White, David Wisinger and Arnold Woolley

APOLOGIES:

Councillors: Bernie Attridge, Sean Bibby, Derek Butler, Rosetta Dolphin, Andy
Dunbobbin, David Healey, Gladys Healey, Christine Jones, Hilary McGuill, Mike
Reece, Michelle Perfect, Owen Thomas, Andy Williams and David Williams

IN ATTENDANCE:

Chief Executive; Chief Officer (Governance); Chief Officer (Education & Youth);
Corporate Finance Manager; Interim Finance Manager (Technical Accountancy) and
Technical Accountant Democratic Services Manager; Democratic Services Officer;
and Reverend David Poulton for prayers. (For minute no. 38) Richard Harries and
Mike Whiteley of Wales Audit Office.

PRESENTATION

Connah’s Quay Nomads

The Chairman welcomed John and Roma Gray, Ray Brown, and Jay Catton, in
recognition of Connah’s Quay Nomads third successive qualification for the Europa
League and Welsh Cup winners 2018.

The Chief Executive provided background information and referred to the value
and appreciation of the work undertaken by Connah’s Quay Nomads Club regarding
its community outreach and participation work, football development, and its
partnership work with the Authority, Football Association Wales, Flintshire schools, and
Coleg Cambria. He congratulated Connah’s Quay Nomads Club on its success and
invited Members to express their thanks to the Club’s representatives.

The Chairman commented on his enjoyment of watching Connah’s Quay

Nomads recently play their first home game and also congratulated the Team on their
recent win against Falkirk in the Irn Bru Cup.
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30.

31.

Councillor Aaron Shotton commented on the fantastic achievement of Connah’s
Quay Nomads Club in the Welsh Cup final. He referred to the impressive work that
the owners, Board members, and coaching team had undertaken to develop the Club
in recent years. Councillor Shotton also referred to the development and success of
the Quay 3G which had contributed to the development of Connah’s Quay Nomads
and other youth teams across the County and to the Youth Academy programme. He
congratulated the Club on its success and wished it well for the future.

Councillor Paul Shotton expressed his congratulations to the Club on its
success and also congratulated Andy Morrison who was named Manager of the Month
by the Welsh Premier League.

Councillor lan Dunbar paid tribute to the success of Connah’s Quay Nomads
and said the Club was a tremendous asset to Connah’s Quay.

Councillor Martin White reiterated the comments made by Members and said
he had been proud to attend the Welsh Cup final with his family to support the Club.
He thanked the Club for allowing local supporters to take the Trophy on a tour of local
venues in Connah’s Quay and Shotton and said this had been well received by the
local community. He wished the Club well for the future.

Councillor Dennis Hutchinson referred to his long standing association with
Connah’s Quay Nomads Club which he greatly valued and expressed his
congratulations to the Club on its success.

On behalf of Connah’s Quay Nomad’s Club, Mr John Grey thanked Members
for their words of recognition and support for all involved.

MINUTES

The minutes of the meetings held on 19 June 2018 were received.

Accuracy
Page 4, item 16, the Chief Officer (Governance) advised that Councillor David Mackie

had declared a personal interest on Agenda item 14 - the Approval of Clwyd Pension
Fund Statement of Accounts, as a member of the Clwyd Pension Fund, but this had
not been recorded in the minutes.

RESOLVED:

That subject to the above amendment the minutes be approved and signed by the
Chairman as a correct record.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

The Chief Officer advised that a personal interest would be recorded on behalf
of the following Members in respect of Agenda Item 12 ‘North Wales Fire and Rescue
Authority:2019-20 Financial Update and Consultation’, as members of the Fire
Authority:
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32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

Councillors: Marion Bateman, lan Dunbar, Veronica Gay, Paul Shotton, Owen
Thomas and David Wisinger.

Councillor Dennis Hutchinson declared a personal and prejudicial interest in
agenda item 6, Petitions - withdrawal of the Buckley Shopper bus service.

CHAII'\;MAN’S COMMUNICATIONS

A copy of the Chairman’s Communications had been circulated prior to the
meeting. The Chairman gave particular mention to the Chernobyl Children’s visit, the
Chernobyl Church Service and the Chernobyl Children’s Farewell Party. He expressed
his appreciation to the residents of Flintshire and Cheshire who had welcomed and
provided accommodation for the children in their own homes during their visit.

PETITIONS

Councillor Jean Davies submitted a petition for a relief road for heavy quarry
traffic from Pentre Halkyn.

Councillors Carol Ellis and Mike Peers submitted petitions from the residents of
Buckley to object to the loss of the Buckley Shopper bus service and outlined the
impact it would have on the residents of Buckley and the viability of the Town Centre.

PUBLIC QUESTION TIME

None were received.
QUESTIONS

None were received.

NOTICE OF MOTION

The following Notice of Motion had been received from Councillor Tony Sharps:

The Council calls on the Chief Executive to ensure that the Chief and Senior Officers
respond to Councillors’ requests with courtesy and good manners without any undue

delay.

Speaking in support of his Motion, Councillor Sharps referred to the concerns
he had raised at a meeting of the County Council on 18 May 2017, on the response
times taken by some departments to the matters and concerns raised by Members
and said that the Chief Executive had agreed that a set of standards would be created
to address the issues raised. Councillor Sharps conceded that there had been some
improvement, however, he identified a number of specific issues which had arisen in
his Ward where the services provided by the Authority had been below the standard
required by the residents of Flintshire. In conclusion Councillor Sharps emphasised
the need for improved consultation and communication with Members concerning
service delivery.
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Councillor Mike Peers spoke in support of the Motion and said it was difficult to
meet the needs and expectations of local residents when the advice or response
requested from departments to matters raised by Members was either not forthcoming
or not provided within an acceptable timeframe.

Councillor Clive Carver said the issue of response times was an historical
problem and agreed with the views expressed by Councillor Sharps that urgent action
was required to address the matter. He suggested that the issue be submitted to an
Overview & Scrutiny Committee for determination.

Councillor Carol Ellis supported the Motion and outlined her personal
experiences of delay in receiving a response to matters she had raised on behalf of
her local residents. She spoke of the negative impact and frustration when residents
were unable to receive answers to their concerns and questions and alluded to the
time wasted when Members had to chase a response to contacts and communications.

Councillor Helen Brown also spoke of the need for timely, accurate responses
to the matters raised by Members and said these were frequently on behalf of local
residents in urgent need of advice and support.

Councillor Aaron Shotton said he supported the Motion by Councillor Sharps,
however, he said there was a need to recognise the good working practices and
positive engagement and responses provided by the Authority in many areas of
service which outweighed the instances where this had fell short of the standard that
the Authority wished to provide. He acknowledged the genuine concerns that some
Members had raised on issues that had arisen in their Wards and said that the current
protocol needed to be reviewed and updated.

The Chief Executive advised that in his response to the Motion put forward by
Councillor Tony Sharps he had set out a number of actions to renew the standards
and improve performance around them. The Chief Executive said he had discussed
the general concerns raised by Councillor Sharps with Chief Officers collectively and
the specific issues raised would be addressed in the service areas concerned.
Referring to the Standards, the Chief Executive said there were specific timescales in
place and that Members and the general public should receive an acknowledgement
to an enquiry within 5 working days and a response within 10 working days for general
enquiries. If an enquiry was more complex in nature it may take longer than 10 working
days to provide a satisfactory response and the person who was making the enquiry
should be informed that the response time would be longer due to the information
required.

The Chief Executive advised that if Members had an important or complex
complaint they could contact him or a Chief Officer to bring the matter to their attention.
He also asked Members to share any concerns they had with either himself, the
appropriate Chief Officer, or Senior Manager, regarding repeat problems in gaining
contact or response from a particular service area, team, or individual, so that the
matter could be followed through. In response to a suggestion from Councillor Clive
Carver the Chief Executive said a report would be submitted to a future meeting of the
Corporate Resources Overview & Scrutiny Committee to provide an update on work
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37.

undertaken on the Standards. The Chief Executive also agreed to reissue a copy of
the Standards to Members and the actions to be taken to update them.

Whilst acknowledging the concerns raised by Councillor Tony Sharps the Chief
Executive commented that there had been evidence on occasions when Members
had shown disrespect and discourtesy towards officers and emphasised the need for
both Members and officers to adhere to the standards of behaviour expected. He also
commented on the understanding that whilst Members may receive a response it
would not necessarily be the resolution sought and said there were complex and
lengthy legal matters to be resolved in some cases. In conclusion the Chief Executive
said he had been given a commitment by Chief Officers that staff would be held to
account where there was evidence of a justifiable complaint and emphasised that it
was the responsibility of everyone to uphold the Standards. He reiterated the actions
to be taken around the Standards and the need for Members to share information with
himself or Chief Officers regarding matters of underperformance so they could be
addressed.

The Chief Officer (Governance) clarified that Members were asked to endorse
the Notice of Motion submitted by Councillor Sharps. The Chairman read out the
Notice of Motion and on being put to the vote, the Motion was unanimously supported.
RESOLVED:

That the Notice of Motion from Councillor Tony Sharps be supported.

RECOGNITION OF IAN BANCROFT

The Chairman led the tributes to recognise the contribution made to the Council
by lan Bancroft, Chief Officer (Strategic Programmes), who left the Authority in August
2018 to join Wrexham County Borough Council.

The Chief Executive commented on lan’s personal qualities, his enthusiasm and
energy, which he said would be genuinely missed as well as his professional abilities.
He reflected on the 4 years that lan had served with the Authority and commented on
the positive impact of his achievements in delivering organisational change and his
expertise and skill in seeing projects through from strategy to task and finish. He
looked forward to continuing to work with lan in the future as Chief Executive of
Wrexham County Borough Council.

The Chairman referred to the regeneration of the Foreshaw area in Flint and
said that lan’s work and enthusiasm to see the project through had been greatly
appreciated by the Regeneration Committee of Flint Town Council.

Councillor Aaron Shotton paid tribute to lan for his vision and work during his
service with the Authority which had enabled services to be maintained and local
communities to become more resilient under continuing austerity.  He referred to
lan’s professional experience, his skill, style, and innovative approach, and cited the
work he had undertaken on the transfer of Connah’s Quay Swimming Pool from the
Authority’s operation to Cambrian Aquatics, and the transfer of the Authority’s leisure
and library services to Aura Leisure and Libraries Limited, as examples of the success
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lan had achieved in working with local communities to develop alternative models for
providing service delivery. Councillor Shotton said he looked forward to working with
lan and Wrexham County Borough Council in the future on a regional level and on the
Growth Deal.

Councillor Paul Shotton spoke as a member of the Organisational Change
Overview and Scrutiny Committee and also expressed thanks to lan for his
professional experience and expertise. He referred to lan’s confidence and
reassurance to the Committee that providing service delivery through alternative
delivery models and community asset transfers was the best way to safeguard services
for the future. He wished lan every success in his new role in Wrexham County
Borough Council.

Councillor Mike Peers commented on the help and advice which lan had readily
provided on matters concerning organisational change and community asset transfers.
He congratulated lan on his appointment and wished him well for the future.

Councillor Tudor Jones referred to the successful community asset transfer of
Holywell Leisure Centre. He commented on the impact of the process of community
asset transfers as a whole which in Holywell had provided a new library, a reinvigorated
leisure centre, a fithess and martial centre in the old library building, and a community
agreement between the Leisure Centre and Ysgol Trefynnon for the control of the
facility in out of hours. Councillor Jones continued that in conjunction with the Town
Council, Holywell had the capacity to continue the provision of all these benefits and
had a new force of collaboration and recognition that the process was greater than the
individual transfers managed. He said that Flintshire and Holywell had undertaken a
major development which was skilfully guided by lan and his team for over a year.
Councillor Jones said that communities would become more resilient as a result of the
work which had been done and thanked lan and his team for their work and the
successful legacy which remained. He wished lan well in his future career.

Councillor Chris Bithell expressed his thanks and appreciation for all lan’s work
in Flintshire. He said that despite austerity valuable services had been maintained
through the provision of alternative delivery models, community asset transfers, and
engagement of voluntary organisations. As a result service delivery to Flintshire
communities was ongoing in a new form and the Authority was pleased with what had
been achieved. Councillor Bithell paid tribute to the personal skill and qualities of lan
which had achieved success regardless of the challenges or problems to be confronted
with groups or individuals. He congratulated lan on his appointment and said he looked
forward to working with lan through collaboration with Wrexham County Borough
Council in the future.

Councillor Ron Davies thanked lan for the work he had undertaken concerning
Theatr Clwyd and in particular around the recruitment process of an Artistic director
and an Executive director. He wished lan every success in the future.

Councillor Carol Ellis said she had found lan to be helpful and willing to provide
advice and support above and beyond expectations.
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38.

Councillor Kevin Hughes referred to the community asset transfer of
Gwernymynydd Village Centre and thanked lan for his work on this project. He
reiterated the previous comments expressed by Members and commented on the
success of the transfer of Connah’s Quay Swimming Baths to Cambrian Aquatics.

Councillor Billy Mullin said it had been a privilege to work with lan and paid
tribute to his personal and professional abilities.

Councillors Ted Palmer and Dave Mackie paid further tributes to lan and said
the work he had done had taken the Authority forward and had enabled service delivery
to continue with new ideas. Councillor Mackie also thanked lan for the work he had
undertaken regarding Theatr Cymru and said he would welcome the opportunity for
the Authority to work with lan and Wrexham County Borough Council on regional
matters in the future.

Following a presentation made by the Chairman on behalf of the Council, lan
thanked Members and Officers for their warm tributes and said he had enjoyed his time
in Flintshire and his service with the Authority. He said that as the challenge of
austerity was ongoing it was only by local authorities working strongly together as a
‘family’ group with local communities, Members, and officers, that a way forward could
be found to find the right solution for residents and service users to provide and protect
public services. He wished Flintshire every success in the future and said he looked
forward to working with the Authority again. lan said it was an honour and a privilege
to work in public service and thanked the Authority for his experience during his time
in Flintshire.

STATEMENT OF ACCOUNTS 2017/18 AND SUPPLEMENTARY FINANCIAL
INFORMATION TO STATEMENT OF ACCOUNTS 2017/18

The Corporate Finance Manager introduced Richard Harries and Mike Whiteley
of the Wales Audit Office , Paul Vaughan, Interim Technical Finance Manager and
Richard Lloyd-Bithell, Corporate Finance.

The Corporate Finance Manager presented the final version of the Statement
of Accounts 2017/18 for approval following consideration by the Audit Committee prior
to the meeting of County Council today. He advised that the report included the Annual
Governance Statement which had also been previously considered by the Audit
Committee at a meeting held on 6 June 2018 and required approval by Council.

The Corporate Finance Manager reported that the annual statutory deadline for
the approval of the Statement of Accounts was currently 30 September, however, the
regulations under which the Statement of Accounts was prepared were changing with
effect from the financial year 2018/19 which meant that the accounts had to be
approved by 15 September. The Statement of Accounts for 2017/18 were successfully
prepared to this earlier deadline as preparation for 2018/19.

The Corporate Finance Manager referred to the Wales Audit Office (WAOQO) ISA
(International Standards on Auditing) 260 report. He advised that the WAO were
required to communicate relevant matters relating to the audit of the financial
statements to those charged with governance of the entity (Flintshire County Council
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for the Statements of the County Council). He explained that this year the report took
the form of a presentation as a means of improving accessibility, and a copy of the
presentation was appended to the report. The Corporate Manager continued that
during the audit, changes agreed with the WAO were made to the draft Statement of
Accounts 2017/18 and the significant changes were shown in appendix 2 of the report.
He explained that the changes related to disclosure purposes only and did not impact
on the financial position of the Council.

The Corporate Finance Manager advised that the WAO reported that the
Statement of Accounts had been prepared to a good standard with comprehensive
working papers attached. The ongoing role of the Accounts Governance Group, which
oversees the overall production of the Statement of Accounts and had been effective
for the last 2 years, was also noted.

The Corporate Finance Manager reported that the Flintshire County Council
Letter of Representation to the WAO was appended to the report and confirmed that
the information contained in the financial statements was true and accurate and that
all information had been disclosed to the auditors.

Mr Richard Harries, Financial Audit Engagement Lead for Flintshire County
Council, introduced himself and his colleague Mike Whiteley from the WAO. Mr.
Harries gave a brief introduction, and in a departure from usual practice, presented
the ISA 260 report by way of a presentation which covered the following main points:

overall conclusion

Auditor General’s responsibilities

audit position and issues arising from the audit
2018-19 and future years

In concluding his presentation Mr. Harries summarised the main findings and
commented that the audit had gone well and there were no significant issues to bring
to the attention of the Council. .He thanked the Corporate Finance Manager, the
Interim Technical Finance Manager, and the Finance Team, for their work on the
accounts and the help and support provided during the audit process.

The Chief Executive thanked Mr. Harries for his presentation and the high level
of assurance given to Council that it had been a positive year in accounting terms and
there had been no further questions raised at the meeting of the Audit Committee which
had been held prior to County Council. The Chief Executive referred to the Clwyd
Pension Fund Statement of Accounts, for which approval had been delegated to the
Clwyd Pension Fund Committee, and advised that these had been formally approved
by the Committee at the meeting held on 5 September 2018.

The Chief Executive spoke in positive terms about corporate ownership of the
accounts and the good working professional relationship that existed between the
Council and its external auditors which bode well for future work. The Chief Executive
thanked the WAO team, the Corporate Finance Manager, Interim Finance Manager,
and the Finance team for their work on the accounts.
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Councillor Helen Brown reported that the Audit Committee had considered the
Statement of Accounts 2017/18 at a meeting held prior to the meeting of County
Council today. Officers from the WAO had been in attendance and had presented and
explained their findings. The Authority’s Finance officers had provided an update on
the draft accounts which had been considered at the previous meeting of the Audit
Committee. The role and importance of the officer Accounts Governance Groups and
the change to the accounting policy on accruals of income and expenditure were
explained, and reference was made to the amendments to the Councils’ accounts
since the draft was published. Councillor Brown stated that following consideration of
the WAO presentation on the Statement of Accounts the Audit Committee had no
issues or questions to raise to Council.

Councillor Brown expressed her thanks to the Corporate Finance Manager and
his team, the WAOQ, and all involved in the successful completion of the work on the
Statement of Accounts 2017/18 prior to the annual statutory deadline. Councillor
Brown moved the recommendations in the report and this was seconded by Councillor
Billy Mullin.

Councillor Mike Peers raised a number of queries on the Statement of Accounts
2017/18. He sought further information around the additional Council Tax Income of
£526k and asked if this could be put into the Revenue Account instead of the Reserve
Account. He expressed concern around the £2.7m Council Tax debt and suggested
that this be reviewed by the Corporate Resources Overview & Scrutiny Committee.
Councillor Peers referred to page 65 of the report and said there was no figure quoted
for the proceeds from long and short term investments. He referred to the school
remuneration bands and asked officers to provide more information on the salary which
was paid to one member of staff. On page 69 or the report Councillor Peers referred
to the Declarations of Interest Register for Officers and asked if a public register
existed, as it did for Members, to show any declarations made by officers. The final
question raised by Councillor Peers was on rent arrears which he said had increased
to £1.5m and suggested that this be brought to the relevant Overview & Scrutiny
Committee for further review. The Chief Executive, Chief Officer (Governance),
Corporate Finance Manager and Interim Finance Manager, responded in detail to the
questions and concerns which had been raised by Councillor Peers.

The Chairman asked Members to vote on the recommendations in the report
and on being put to the vote, the recommendations were carried.

RESOLVED:
(a)  That the final version of the Statement of Accounts 2017/18 be approved;

(b)  That the Letter of Representation — Flintshire County Council; be approved;
and

(c) That the Supplementary Financial Information to the Statement of Accounts
2017/18 be noted.
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39.

NORTH WALES FIRE AND RESCUE AUTHORITY: 2019-20 FINANCIAL UPDATE
AND CONSULTATION

The Chairman welcomed Mr Simon Smith, Chief Officer, Helen McArthur,
Assistant Chief Officer, and Sian Morris, Assistant Chief Officer, North Wales Fire &
Rescue Authority. The Chairman expressed his appreciation for the work undertaken
by the North Wales Fire & Rescue Service during the exceptional prolonged hot
weather experienced during the Summer this year.

Councillor Tony Sharps took the opportunity to express his personal thanks to
the Fire & Rescue Service who had attended a fire at his property and paid tribute to
the speed of the response by the crew based at the Queensferry Fire Station and the
excellent work they did to control the situation and make safe his property.

Mr. Smith welcomed the opportunity to return to the Council and said it was with
regret Meirick Lloyd Davies, Chair of the Authority, and Peter Lewis, Deputy Chair of
the Authority, were unable to attend the meeting and offered their apologies and best
wishes to Members and the Authority. Mr. Smith introduced Helen McArthur, Assistant
Chief Officer (with responsibility for Corporate Resources) and Sian Morris, Assistant
Chief Officer, (with responsibility for Corporate Planning and other areas).

Mr. Smith referred to the North Wales Fire & Rescue Authority annual
consultation which had been launched 11 September. He said that the consultation
concentrated on the resources available to the Fire & Rescue Authority, the budget,
and the impact of the ongoing financial restraints which were also on local authorities
in North Wales. He said it was important that the Fire & Rescue Authority and local
authorities worked together and had a mutual understanding of the ongoing challenges
to be addressed. Within this background and context Mr. Smith said it was important
that the Fire Authority explained the current position in terms of the Fire & Rescue
Authority’s budget and its ability to deliver services. Mr. Smith continued that it was
intended, following the presentation, to seek informal feedback from the Council on the
consultation which would be followed with formal feedback from the County Council by
the 2 November 2018 deadline.

Mr. Smith invited Ms Sian Morris to give a presentation on the North Wales Fire
& Rescue Authority’s Planning for 2019/20. The main points of the presentation were
as follows:

North Wales Fire & Rescue Authority
what the Authority provides

current spending

funding fire and rescue services
moving into 2019/20

Ms Morris reported on the key duties of the Fire & Rescue Authority which were
to make sure there were adequate resources to meet the normal requirements of
operating and delivering fire and rescue services, to ensure fire fighters were properly
trained and equipped, and that when people called 999 they got a response and
resources were mobilised. Ms Morris said that the Authority also had to comply with
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legislation and regulations and cited General Data Protection Regulations (GDPR),
Welsh language standards, Health & Safety legislation, financial regulations, and
equality legislation as some examples.

Ms Morris referred to the work of maintaining cover in fire stations and explained
that there were 44 fire stations located throughout North Wales. She said that the
majority of stations had one fire engine and one fire crew and that in the main fire
fighting staff were retained fire fighters. She reported that the fire stations in Deeside,
Wrexham, and Rhyl, were staffed around the clock and said there were a further 5
stations which were staffed throughout the day and operated as retained stations
overnight. The remaining 36 stations were wholly retained fire stations.

Ms Morris gave an overview of the emergency incidents attended in North
Wales. She said that through its fire prevention work the Fire & Rescue Authority had
been successful in reducing the number of fires occurring in North Wales. She
continued that through policy and procedural changes the Fire Authority had also
reduced the number of times that fire crews had been sent to attend to a false alarm.
However, Ms Morris explained that the number of non-fire emergencies attended had
increased to reflect the greater diversification of the fire service and cited collaborative
work with the ambulance service as an example.

Following a short video on the North Wales Fire & Rescue Authority Service Ms
Morris concluded her presentation by advising that the Fire & Rescue Authority had
recently reviewed its operations and had decided not to consult this year on removal
of any of the fire appliances or reduction of fire crews.

Ms Helen MacArthur, Assistant Chief Officer, was invited to give a further
presentation on finance and budget implications. Ms MacArthur said she would report
on the Fire Authority’s expenditure and cost base including some comparisons to other
Fire & Rescue Authority’s and other North Wales public sector bodies. She said she
would also take the opportunity to outline the Fire & Rescue Authority’s funding
processes, use of reserves, and highlight the challenges for 2019/20. In
acknowledging the financial challenges which were also to be addressed by local
authorities in North Wales, Ms MacArthur gave an assurance that the Fire & Rescue
Authority took its financial responsibilities seriously, managed its expenditure with
appropriate due care and diligence, and was as efficient as possible.

Ms MacArthur reported that the Fire & Rescue Authority’s expenditure for
2017/18 was £33.3m. She gave a broad breakdown of expenditure and referred to the
main areas of employee costs (front line operational work, fire and rescue, prevention,
and specialist support), capital financing, and suppliers (ICT and communication
costs). Ms MacArthur commented on the significant cost pressures to be addressed
by the Fire & Rescue Authority and cited pay awards, an ageing workforce, pension
costs, general inflation in the area of capital financing, and ICT, as examples. Ms
MacArthur went on to present an historical review of expenditure between 2010/11 and
2018/19 and said expenditure had risen by 8%. She reported on the actions taken to
address increased costs and referred to the savings achieved from staff budgets and
non-pay budgets, the efficiencies achieved through changes of policy and continued
emphasis on reducing demand (prevention), the occasional windfall gains, and the use
of reserves.
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Ms MacArthur reported on the comparison data presented on the North Wales
Fire & Rescue Authority in the context of local authority revenue budgets and public
sector budgets and on the benchmarking information provided in comparison with
other Fire & Rescue Authorities in Mid and West Wales and South Wales.

Ms MacArthur went on to present analysis on County Council contributions and
net expenditure and said that for the last 3 financial years the Fire & Rescue Authority’s
running costs had exceeded the amounts levied on individual councils. For 2019/20
the Fire Authority had reached the point where its reserves could not be depleted
further and the running costs would have to be matched by the contributions received
from local authorities. The increase in contributions would be £1.9m across all local
authorities for this year (according to current planning assessment) and the direct cost
to Flintshire would be £420k. Ms MacArthur commented that it was anticipated that
due to the financial restraints on the Council it would not be possible to meet the
increase in contribution to the Fire Authority from internal reserves and the cost would
need to be met from an increase in council tax. The effect of the increase on an
average Band D dwelling would equate to an additional £6.53 in 2019/20.

The Chief Executive thanked Mr Simon Smith, Ms Sian Morris and Ms Helen
MacArthur for their collective presentation. Members were invited to raise questions.

Councillor Rita Johnson asked the Fire & Rescue Authority’s officers to provide
further information on its revised policy around attending calls to rescue large animals.
Mr. Simon Smith provided background information and explained that the rescue of
large animals was a non statutory duty and due to the financial restraints on the Fire &
Rescue Authority it had been decided to cease that service. He commented that there
had been no real impact on the North Wales community as a result. In response to a
further question from Councillor Clive Carver around animal rescue, Mr Simon Smith
explained that the Fire & Rescue Service would attend a call when an animal was
involved in a significant road traffic accident and cited the transporting of live cattle and
horses, as an example.

Councillor lan Roberts paid tribute to the work of the North Wales Fire & Rescue
Authority and thanked Mr. Smith for the reassurance and support which had been given
to the residents of Flint who lived in high rise buildings following the Grenfell Tower
disaster in London last year. Mr. Smith thanked Councillor Roberts for his positive
feedback and said the Council was also to be commended for its work on the initial
construction of the buildings and the on-going monitoring and use of the high-rise
buildings in Flint. He emphasised that preventative work was the key to keeping people
safe.

Councillor Mike Peers commented on the positive work undertaken by the
Phoenix programme for young offenders and asked if this was ongoing and if it had
contributed to the reduction in the number of fires caused in North Wales. Councillor
Peers also referred to the comparison data which had been provided on Mid and West
Wales and South Wales, and asked if it would also be possible to provide comparison
data on Chester/Cheshire West and the cost per head per day. Mr. Smith agreed to
provide this information to the Chief Executive following the meeting.
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40.

Mr. Smith thanked Councillor Peers for his positive comments on the Phoenix
programme and said it was well supported by Members of Flintshire County Council
and the Fire & Rescue Authority members. He gave a brief outline of the Phoenix
programme and explained it was grant funded by the Welsh Government (WG). Mr.
Smith commented that the WG had been supportive of the Programme in the past and
continued to share the view that it was a good programme with long lasting effect and
would wish to see it continue although its future could not be guaranteed.

Councillors lan Dunbar and Paul Shotton spoke in support of the Phoenix
Programme and its success and also the Community Assistance project. Councillor
Shotton referred to the work of the Community Assistance team and expressed his
disappointment that funding from the WG had been withdrawn for the valuable work
undertaken and said the situation should be reviewed.

In his closing comments the Chief Executive reminded Members that the Fire &
Rescue Authority made the final decision on the budget set and Flintshire would be
required to pay its levy contribution required of local authorities. He referred to the
budget workshops to be held next week and the complexity around how the Council
would fund the additional £420k contribution which he said may be funded in whole or
part by additional Council Tax above the Council’s own requirement.

The Chief Executive referred to the North Wales Fire & Rescue Authority’s
consultation on the draft budget for 2019/20 before it was set in December 2018, and
encouraged Members to make individual contributions to the consultation as residents.
He said that staff, local residents, and partners would also be encouraged to comment
on the consultation to achieve a good overall response in the Flintshire area. The Chief
Executive advised that a corporate response would also be made to the consultation.

RESOLVED:

That a corporate response to the North Wales Fire & Rescue Authority’s consultation
on the draft budget be submitted by 2 November 2018.

MEMBERS OF THE PRESS AND PUBLIC IN ATTENDANCE

There was one member of the press in attendance.

(The meeting started at 2pm and ended at 4.50pm)

Chairman
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Eitem ar gyfer y Rhaglen 10

Notices of Motion
Flintshire County Council - 23 October 2018

(i) Councillor Andy Dunbobbin

| would like the Council to consider the introduction of a service known as the Rental
Exchange which is a national scheme being adopted by an increasing number of social
landlords as a way of supporting tenants to be able to improve their credit rating.

It has come to my attention that Council tenants who pay rent on time do not have
their payments recognised on their credit reference report. | think there is an inequality
here because those who have a mortgaged property and make that payment on time,
see it reflected on their credit file.

By participating in the service and working with credit reference agencies, the Council
would be able to offer tenants the opportunity to build a positive credit history and also
be rewarded for paying their rent on time - | believe it also has major benefits for things
like applying for goods and services, including responsible and affordable financial
services, online shopping or even helping a tenant who wants to apply for a mortgage
as part of a transition into buying their own home.

This is a scheme that would help to support our Council tenants and as a progressive

and forward thinking Council, could | ask for this scheme to be considered and
implemented?

(i)  Councillor Kevin Hughes

On June 231 2016 the British people voted to leave the European Union through the
Brexit Referendum. Of the votes cast 51.89% voted to leave with 48.11% voting to
remain. In Flintshire 56.4% voted to leave with 43.6% wishing to remain.

The Westminster Government invoked Article 50 on the Treaty of European Union by
the Prime Minister signing a letter on March 28t 2017.

That letter was delivered to the European Council President Donald Tusk by the British
Ambassador to the European Union the following day.

Since then negotiations have been ongoing with no sign of a deal that can be agreed
in Parliament or one that is acceptable to the British people.

Meanwhile the CEO of Airbus has warned that the company could leave the UK if it
exits the European single market and customs union without a transitional deal. This
would have a devastating effect on the countless Flintshire workers who are employed
by Airbus and the thousands of smaller companies that supply it with goods,
equipment and services.
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Further, the Executive Vice President of Toyota, Didier Leroy, is on record as saying
that uncertainty over Brexit could jeopardise the company’s future investment in the
UK which would again have a negative impact on Flintshire workers and the county’s
on-going prosperity.

Hazel Wright, the senior policy officer of the Farmers’ Union of Wales, is advising
Welsh farmers, including those that farm in Flintshire that the Basic Payment Scheme
under the EU’s Common Agricultural Policy will end after Brexit and in 2021 move to
a Welsh Government scheme based on environmental factors.

This would mean Flintshire farmers would be treated differently to their competitors in
Northern Ireland, Scotland, England and the rest of Europe and leaves many in fear
of their livelihoods and that their farms will no longer be financially viable.

Now we know the true facts and consequences of Brexit and its likely effect on
Flintshire’s economy, jobs and prosperity coupled with Westminster’s inability to
negotiate a suitable deal is it not time to give the electorate a second opportunity to
have their say on the final Brexit outcome?

To not allow the British people a say on the final negotiated deal, now we know the full
consequences, would be grossly unfair and an affront to democracy.

This council therefore calls upon the Westminster Government to allow the public to
vote on the final Brexit deal that will see the UK leave the European Union.

And that vote should have three elements:
1) To accept the final deal negotiated by the Government.

2) To leave the European Union, its customs union and the single market without a
negotiated deal.

3) Toremain a full member of the European Union, its customs union and the single
market.
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Full Council Presentation

Eitem ar gyfer y Rhaglen

Arolygon Etholiadol — Electoral Review
Sir Y Fflint— Flintshire

Theo Joloza
Comisiynydd Arweiniol —
Lead Commissioner

Matt Redmond
Diprwy Prif Weithredwr
— Deputy Chief Executive

Pwy ydym nl’? Who are we?
o]

e Rydym yn annibynnol o Lywodraeth e We are independent of the Welsh
Cymru a’r pleidiau gwleidyddol ac Government and political parties
yn adrodd yn uniongyrchol i and report directly to the Cabinet
Ysgrifennydd y Cabinet dros Secretary for Local Government
Llywodraeth Leol a Gwasanaethau and Public Services

Cyhoeddus

e Rydym yn gyfrifol am adolygu e We are responsible for reviewing
trefniadau  etholiadol a ffiniau principal council electoral
gweinyddol y prif gynghorau arrangements and administrative

boundaries

eOs cant eu derbyn, caiff ein e Our recommendations, if accepted,
hargymhellion eu rhoi ar waith gan will be implemented by the Welsh
Weinidogion Cymru Ministers
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Full Council Presentation

Diben ein Purpose of our

cyflwyniad? presentation?
e Esbonio proses yr Arolwg e To explain the Review process

- Meini prawf  statudol a - Statutory criteria and
Pholisiau’r Comisiwn Commission Policies

- Model Maint Cynghorau - Council Size Model

- Sut rydym yn datblygu ein - How we develop our proposals
cynigion — Involvement through

- Ymglymiad drwy ymgynghori consultation

e Beth fydd angen ir cyngor ei e What the Council will need to
wneud yn ystod yr arolwg do throughout the review

e Yr hyn y gallwch ei ddisgwyl e What you can expect from us
gennym ni a sut gallwn eich and how we can assist you

helpu

Deddfwriaeth Legislation

o]

e Deddf LIywodraeth Leol e Local Government
(Democratiaeth) (Cymru) (Democracy) (Wales) Act
2013 2013

e Sut y cyrhaeddom y fan e How we got here
hon

e Polisi ac Arfer e Policy and Practice
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S

] For ales

= S

Cwmpas yr
arolwg

Scope of the
review

Bydd yr Arolwg yn cynnig patrwmy e

wardiau etholiadol ar gyfer ardal y
prif gyngor yn ei chyfanrwydd, ac

nid lle mae lefelau 0
anghydraddoldeb  etholiadol yn
unig.

e Byddwn yn cynnig:

Cyfanswm nifer y cynghorwyr
(maint y cyngor)

- Nifer a ffiniau’r wardiau
etholiadol

- Nifer y cynghorwyr ar gyfer pob
ward

- Enwau’r wardiau etholiadol

Meini Prawf
Statudol

e Cydraddoldeb etholiadol

- Nifer gorau posibl yr etholwyr fesul
cynghorydd

- Rhagolwg pum mlynedd

- Y rhai sy’n gymwys i bleidleisio (lle
bo hynny’n bosibl)

e Hunaniaeth gymunedol

- Ffiniau sy’n hawdd eu hadnabod
- Peidio & chwalu cysylltiadau lleol

e Llywodraeth leol effeithiol a chyfleus

- Wardiau etholiadol dealladwy sydd
a buddiannau cyffredin a
chysylltiadau cyfathrebu mewnol da

The Review will propose the
pattern of electoral wards for
the entire council area and not
just where there are levels of
electoral inequality

We will propose:

- Total number of councillors (council
size)

- Number and boundaries of
electoral wards

- The number of councillors for each
ward

- Names of electoral wards

Statutory
Criteria

e Electoral equality

- Optimum number of electors per
councillor

- Five year forecast

- Those eligible to vote (where
possible)

Community identity
- Clearly identifiable boundaries
- Not breaking local ties

Effective and convenient local
government
- Coherent electoral wards with
common interests and good
internal communications links
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Polisi Maint

Cymru

g #

Cyngor

%, Comisiwn Ffiniau a
Democratiaeth Leol

Policy

Diffiniad o

Mae’r Comisiwn wedi datblygu
Polisi Maint Cynghorau ar gyfer
Cymru gyfan ary cyd a CLILC,
Llywodraeth Cymru a’r Cynghorau
Yn seiliedig ar boblogaeth a ble
mae’r bobl hynny yn byw
Mae’n rhannu cynghorau’n bedwar
categori — mae gan bob categori
nifer wahanol o bobl fesul
cynghorydd
Mae cynghorau’n ddarostyngedig
i:

e Uchafswm o 75 ac isafswm o 30

e Lefel o newid sydd wedi’i chyfyngu i
10% fesul cylch arolygu.

For Wales

Faint Cynghorau
|

Mae amcangyfrif diweddaraf y
SYG yn rhoi poblogaeth Sir Y Fflint
fel 154,074, gyda dwysedd
poblogaeth llai na 4.5 unigolyn
fesul hectar a llai na 40% o’r
boblogaeth yn byw mewn
aneddiadau sydd a llai na 10,000
bobl.

Mae’r ffactorau hyn yn rhoi Sir Y
Fflint yn Categori 3.

Mae’r Comisiwn wedi penderfynu y
dylai cynghorau yng Nghategori 3
fod & chymhared cynghorwyr i bobl
0 1:2,500.

Nod cyffredinol ar gyfer Maint y
Cyngor yw 62 aelod.
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The Commission has developed,
with WLGA, Welsh Government

and the Councils, a Council Size
Policy for the whole of Wales

Based on population and where
those people live

Splits councils into four categories
— each category with a different
number of population per councillor

All councils subject to:
e Maximum of 75 and minimum of 30
e Level of change limited to 10% each
review cycle.

Council Size
Defined

The latest ONS estimate has the
population of Flintshire at 154,074,
a population density of les than 4.5
persons per hectare and under
40% of the population living in
settlements smaller than 10,000
people.

These factors place Flintshire in
Category 3.

The Commission has determined
that Category 3 councils should
have a councillor to population ratio
of 1:2,500.

The overall Council Size Aim is
therefore 62 members.
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g g
E

Cymhwyso
Maint Cynghorau

", Comisiwn Fhiniau a
th

Boundary Commissi

racy a

- Council Size
Applied

e Mae’r Comisiwn wedi gosod
cyfyngiadau ar Faint Cynghorau:
. Lleiafswm o 30 aelod
. Uchafswm o 75 aelod
. Newid yn nifer yr aelodau wedji'i

chyfyngu i 10%

e Felly’r nod ar gyfer Maint y Cyngor
yn yr arolwg hwn yw 63 aelod.

e Arhyn o bryd, mae gan SirY Fflint
119,361 o etholwyr a 70 aelod — un
cynghorydd fesul 1,705 o etholwyr,
ar gyfartaledd.

e Bydd cymhwyso’r nod 0 63 0
gynghorwyr yn arwain at gymhareb
o un cynghorydd fesul 1,895 o
etholwyr.

SY|feln| Wardla{j —

Etholiadol

e The Commission has set

constraints on Council Size:
e A minimum of 30 members
e A maximum of 75 members
e Change in members ‘capped’ at 10%

e The Council Size aim for this review
is therefore 63 members.

e Currently, Flintshire has 119,361
electors and a membership of 70 -
an average of one councillor to
1,705 electors.

e Applying the council policy aim of
63 councillors will result in a ratio of
one councillor to 1,895 electors.

Electoral Ward
Building Blocks

e Defnyddio’r ardaloedd
cymunedol a’r wardiau
cymunedol presennol fel sylfeini
ar gyfer pob ward etholiadol.

e Pwer i ddiwygio cymunedau /
wardiau cymunedol o ganlyniad
i newidiadau i wardiau
etholiadol.

e Defnyddio’r pwer hwn yn y cam
cynigion drafft yn unig i ganiatau
ymgynghori ar newidiadau i
gymuned.

e Utilise the existing community
areas and community wards as
the building blocks for each
electoral ward.

e Power to amend communities /
community wards as a
consequence of changes to
electoral wards.

e Use this power only at draft
proposals stage to allow for
consultation on changes to a
community.
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Un Aelod/
Aml-aelod

Single/
Multi-Member

e Mae’r Comisiwn yn credu ei bod yn
ddymunol, yn y lle cyntaf, i un aelod
gynrychioli pob ward etholiadol.

e Fodd bynnag, byddwn yn ystyried
cynrychiolaeth gan hyd at dri aelod
mewn achosion sydd wedi’u hategu
gan dystiolaeth o gymeriad ward,
neu er mwys cydraddoldeb
etholiadol.

e Byddem yn ystyried wardiau & mwy
na thri aelod dim ond pe byddai o
fewn y patrwn presennol a lle ceir
tystiolaeth sylweddol o gefnogaeth
leol ar gyfer ward.

Beth fyddwn yn ei
ystyried

e The Commission believes that in the
first instance it is desirable if a single
member represents each electoral
ward.

e However, we will consider
representation up-to three members
in cases supported by evidence to
the character of a ward, or in the
interests of electoral parity.

e We would consider wards with more
than three members only if it is in
the existing pattern and there is
substantial evidence of local support
for a ward.

What we will
consider

e Amrywiant — mor agos a phosibl
at 1,895 fesul cynghorydd, yn
ddelfrydol

e Dadleuon ynghylch cysylltiadau
cymunedol sy’n cyfiawnhau
lefelau annodweddiadol o
gydraddoldeb etholiadol

e Ffiniau naturiol:
e Topograffeg
e Bryniau
e Afonydd

e Ffiniau gwneuthuredig:
e Prif ffyrdd a thraffyrdd
e Rheilffyrdd
e Rhaniadau gwledig/trefol

e Variance — ideally as close as
possible to 1,895 per councillor

e Community tie arguments that
justify atypical levels of electoral
equality

e Natural Boundaries:
e Topography
e Hills
e Rivers

e Man-made boundaries:
e Major roads and motorways
e Railways
e Rural / Urban divides
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Areas of
Concern

Meysydd sy’n
Peri Pryder

There are 19 wards with a
variance of greater than
25%. These range from

Saltney Mold Junction (45%
below) and Saltney

Stonebidge (47% above).

Mae yna 19 ward efo
amrywiant dros 25%. Maent
yn amrywio o Cyffordd

Saltney yr Wyddgrug (45%

islaw) i Saltney Stonebridge
(47% uwchlaw).

Yr hyn nafydahyn What will not be

cael ei zstxried considered

e Ffiniau etholaethau Seneddol neu’r e Parliamentary or Assembly

Cynulliad

Goblygiadau gwleidyddol lleol ein
cynigion
Codau post neu gyfeiriadau

Trosglwyddo wardiau/ardaloedd o
un cyngor i un arall

Newidiadau i'r ffiniau canlynol:
e Dalgylchoedd ysgolion
e Dosbarthiadau etholiadol

constituency boundaries

Local political implications of our
proposals

Postcodes or addresses

Transfers of wards/areas from one
council to another

Changes to the boundaries of:
e  School catchment areas
e  Polling districts
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ST Comisiwn Ffiniau a
" Democratiaeth Leol
) * Cymru

Local Democracy and
Boundary Commission

Cynrychiolaethal ~ Effective
Effeithiol Representations

e Caiff cynrychiolaethau eu barnu yn 61 e Representations will be judged on the

ansawdd y dystiolaeth sy’'n cael ei quality of evidence presented
chyflwyno

e Mae’r cynrychiolaethau cefnogol yr e Representations which support are
un mor bwysig a'r rhai sy’'n as important as those which oppose

wrthwynebu’r cynigion
g W ynig e Effective representations will:

e Bydd cynrychiolaethau effeithiol yn: _ Take account of statutory

- Ystyried gofynion statudol a requirements and Commission
pholisiau’r Comisiwn policies

- Awgrymu cynnig amgen yn - Suggest an alternative as well a
ogystal ag amlinellu setting out an objection
gwrthwynebiad - Consider consequences of the

- Ystyried canlyniadau’r cynnig alternative across the widest possible
amgen ar draws yr ardal ehangaf area
posibl

T, comisiwn Ffiniau s
Der th Leol

Where can the
helpu? Council help?

e Trwy ddarparu cynllun neuwneud e By providing a scheme or making

awgrymiadau sydd yn: suggestions that:
- Cael eu darparu’n ddigon cynnar yn - Are provided early enough in the
y broses process
- Ystyried y Sir yn ei chyfanrwydd yn - Considers the whole of the County
gyfartal equally
- Ystyried cysylltiadau cymunedol - Take note of Community ties
- Yndilyn Rheolau, Deddfwriaeth a - Follow the Rules, Legislation and
Pholisiau’r Comisiwn Commission Policies
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%, Comisiwn Ffiniaua
= Democratiaeth Leol
* gymn

———

. Local Demoeracy and
'llii"""i g Boundury Commission
o ? For Wales
i
[

Amserlen Timetable
Cam 1 - Dechrau Swyddogol Stage 1 - Official Start
Cyfnod Ymgynghori Cychwynnol o 12 wythnos — 12 Week Initial Consultation Period — 01
01 Tachwedd 2018 hyd at 23 January 2019 November 2018 to 23 January 2019
Cam 2 — Cynigion Drafft Stage 2 — Draft Proposals
Y Comisiwn yn datblygu’r Cynigion Drafft ac yn eu  Commission develops and then publishes Draft
cyhoeddi Proposals
Cyfnod Ymgynghori o 12 wythnos — Hydref 2019 12 Week Consultation Period — Autumn 2019
Cam 3 - Cynigion Terfynol Stage 3 - Final Proposals
Bydd y Comisiwn yn llunio’r Adroddiad Cynigion Commission formulates Final Proposals Report
Terfynol ac yn ei gyflwyno i Lywodraeth Cymru — and submits to Welsh Government — Summer
Haf 2020. 2020
Cam 4 - Ystyriaeth LIC Stage 4 — WG Consideration
Ar 61 6 wythnos, gall Llywodraeth Cymru wneud After 6 weeks Welsh Government may make an
Gorchymyn (cyfle i ysgrifennu at Lywodraeth Order (an opportunity to write to Welsh
Cymru) Government)
Cam 5 — Daw’r Wardiau i Rym Stage 5 — Wards Into Force
Daw'’r wardiau newydd i rym ar gyfer etholiad New wards come into force for May 2022 local
llywodraeth leol Mai 2022 government election

3. Comisiwn Ffiniaua
* Democratiaeth Leol
Cymeu

Local Democracy and
;. Boundary Commission
st For Wales

Barn Views
Gl

e Rydym yn croesawu e Your views are
eich barn! welcomed!

e Rydym yn fodlon
ateb unrhyw
gwestiynau a allali
fod gennych.

e We are happy
to answer any
guestions you
may have.
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mmissi

" Contact Details

R

Manylion Cyswll?w
o]

Comisiynydd Arweiniol Lead Commissioner

Theo Joloza

it

Prif Weithredwr Chief Executive

Steve Halsall
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FLINTSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL

Date of Meeting Tuesday, 23 October 2018
Report Subject Parliamentary Constituencies Review Outcome
Report Author Chief Executive

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Boundary Commission for Wales submitted its Final Recommendations Report
for the 2018 Review of Parliamentary Constituencies in Wales on 5 September
2018. The Report was submitted to the Minister for the Cabinet Office pursuant to
Section 3 of the Parliamentary Constituencies Act 1986, (as amended).

The recommendations take careful account of all representations made to the
Commission throughout the Review. The Commission has recommended
constituencies that in its opinion, best gives effect to the Rules in Schedule 2 to the
Act.

It is now for Parliament to decide if it wishes to adopt the Commission’s
recommendations.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1 That the report be noted.

REPORT DETAILS

1.00 | EXPLAINING THE REPORT ON THE 2018 REVIEW OF
PARLIAMENTARY CONSISTUENCIES IN WALES

1.01 | On 24 March 2016 the Boundary Commission for Wales (the Commission)
announced the 2018 Review of Parliamentary Constituencies in Wales in
accordance with the provisions of the Parliamentary Constituencies Act
1986 as amended by the Parliamentary Voting System and Constituencies
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Act 2011.

1.02

The Commission published its initial proposals on 13 September 2016. The
proposals proceeded on the basis of the new statutory criteria. It was
emphasised, however, that the proposals were provisional. The launch of
the initial proposals represented the start of a twelve-week consultation
during which the public were invited to submit their representations in writing
or attend one of five public hearings which were held across Wales and
chaired by a team of Assistant Commissioners.

1.03

In February 2017 the Commission published all responses that were
received during this initial consultation period. A further statutory four-week
period was then available for individuals and organisations to comment on
the representations made by others. The Assistant Commissioners
reviewed all the representations the Commission received during the first
and second consultation period and produced a Report for the Commission.

1.04

The 2018 Parliamentary Boundaries Review Revised Proposals report was
formally considered by Flintshire County Council at its meeting on Tuesday
14 November 2017.

Following a full discussion, there was concern that the continued use of the
current ‘Alyn & Deeside’ constituency name was inappropriate for an
enlarged constituency which would encompass much of the current Delyn
constituency.

On the 6 December 2017 representations were made to the Commission
where the following was proposed —

e That there be a formal response seeking a change to the name of the
enlarged Alyn & Deeside constituency to East Flintshire, which is a
better reflection of geographical identity of the new constituency.

1.05

The Commission reviewed the representations themselves, and considered
the report of the Assistant Commissioners. The Commission published its
revised proposals on 17 October 2017 for an eight week period of
consultation ending on 11 December 2017.

1.06

The Commission submitted to the Minister for the Cabinet Office on 5
September 2018 a report showing the constituencies that the Commission
recommends Wales should be divided into in order to give effect to the Rules
set out in Schedule 2 to the Act. These recommendations take careful
account of all representations made to the Commission during the first and
second consultation periods and the revised proposals consultation. The
Commission has recommended constituencies which, in its opinion, best
gives effect to the Rules in Schedule 2 to the Act.

1.07

Final Proposals for the Rhuddlan and Flint County Constituency

The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

The electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and the County of Flintshire
of Bagillt East, Bagillt West, Brynford, Caerwys, Cilcain, Ffynnongroyw, Flint
Castle, Flint Coleshill, Flint Oakenholt, Flint Trelawny, Greenfield, Gronant,
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Halkyn Holywell Central, Holywell East, Holywell West, Mostyn, Northop,
Northop Hall, Trelawnyd and Gwaenysgor and Whitford; and,

The electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Dyserth, Prestatyn Central, Prestatyn East, Prestatyn
Meliden, Prestatyn North, Prestatyn South West, Rhuddlan, Rhyl East, Rhyl
South, Rhyl South East, Rhyl South West and Rhyl West.

This constituency would have 75,548 electors which is 1% above the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency.

The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be
named Rhuddlan and Flint. The suggested alternative name is Rhuddlan ac
Y Fflint.

The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are
the following:

The existing Delyn CC has a total of 52,388 electors which is 30% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 26% below the minimum
of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency

The existing Vale of Clwyd CC has a total of 55,839 electors which is 25%
below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 21% below the
minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per
constituency.

1.08

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received
representations on the geographical composition of this proposed
constituency. The representations provided different views on the proposed
constituency. There was concern about combining wards, some of which
were coastal and some industrial in nature, within the same constituency.
There was also some continued support for a constituency that would retain
the existing Vale of Clwyd constituency, and which would include the
western electoral wards of Flintshire in order to ensure that the proposed
constituency fell within the statutory electorate range.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission
concluded that the recommended Rhuddlan and Flint constituency, and also
the other recommended constituencies in this area, would best meet the
statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Rhuddlan
and Flint. The recommended alternative name is Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint.

The Commission initially proposed the name Flint and Rhuddlan, having
listed the component parts of the proposed constituency in alphabetical
order. The change to Rhuddlan and Flint reflects the Welsh language
convention which tends to name places from west to east. The Commission
received representations that stated that the correct form in the Welsh
language would be Y Fflint and has made a change to reflect this. The
Commission received a number of representations that suggested different
names for this proposed constituency (including replacing Rhuddlan with
other names). However, the Commission is of the view that the inclusion of
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Rhuddlan within the recommended name is appropriate as a large part of
the recommended constituency comprises the area of the former district
council of Rhuddlan.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has
concluded that the most appropriate name which best reflects the
geographical composition of the proposed constituency and is likely to have
greater affinity with electors is Rhuddlan and Flint (Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint).

1.09

Final Proposals for the Alyn and Deeside County Constituency

The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

The electoral wards within the existing Alyn and Deeside CC and County of
Flintshire of Aston, Broughton North East, Broughton South, Buckley Bistre
East, Buckley Bistre West, Buckley Mountain, Buckley Pentrobin,
Caergwrle, Ewloe, Connah’s Quay Central, Connah’s Quay Golftyn,
Connah’s Quay South, Connah’s Quay Wepre, Hawarden, Higher
Kinnerton, Hope, Llanfynydd, Mancot, Penyffordd, Queensferry, Saltney
Mold Junction, Saltney Stonebridge, Sealand, Shotton East, Shotton
Higher, Shotton West and Treuddyn; and,

The electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and County of Flintshire of
Argoed, Gwernaffield, Gwernymynydd, Leeswood, Mold Broncoed, Mold
East, Mold South, Mold West and New Brighton.

This constituency would have 77,032 electors which is 3% above the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency.

The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be
named Alyn and Deeside. The recommended alternative name is Alun a
Glannau Dyfrdwy.

The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are
the following:

The existing Alyn and Deeside CC has a total of 60,550 electors which is
19% below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 15% below
the minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per
constituency.

The existing Delyn CC has a total of 52,388 electors which is 30% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 26% below the minimum
of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

1.10

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received
few representations on the geographical composition of this proposed
constituency. A representation commented that it was good to see the towns
of Buckley and Mold within the same constituency, given the local ties
between the two, and fully supported this proposed constituency

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission
concluded that the recommended Alyn and Deeside constituency, and also
the other recommended constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory
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criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Alyn and
Deeside. The recommended alternative name is Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy.

The Commission initially proposed the name Alyn and Deeside, with Alyn
and Glannau Dyfrdwy as the alternative name. The Commission received
representations stating that the correct form in the Welsh language would
be Alun and has accordingly made a change to the recommended name to
reflect this.

The Commission received representation suggesting an alternative name
for this proposed constituency. The Commission has considered all the
representations made and has concluded that the most appropriate name
which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Alyn and
Deeside (Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy).

2.00 | RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

2.01 | None as a result of this report.

3.00 | CONSULTATIONS REQUIRED / CARRIED OUT

3.01 | None as a result of this report.

4.00 | RISK MANAGEMENT

4.01 | None as a result of this report.

5.00 | APPENDICES

5.01 | Appendix One — Report On The 2018 Review Of Parliamentary
Constituencies In Wales

6.00 | LIST OF ACCESSIBLE BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS

6.01 | Guide to the 2018 Review of Parliamentary Constituencies, Initial

Proposals, and Revised Proposals and associated maps.

Contact Officer: Lynn Phillips, Team Leader — Democratic Services
Telephone: 01352 702329
E-mail: lyn.phillips@flintshire.gov.uk
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7.00

GLOSSARY OF TERMS

7.01

The Boundary Commission for Wales - is an independent and impartial
non-departmental public body which is responsible for conducting periodic
reviews of Parliamentary constituency boundaries in Wales and making
recommendations to Parliament for changes.

Assistant Commissioner - Person appointed by the Secretary of State at
the request of the Commission to assist the Commission in the discharge of
their functions, normally an independent legally qualified person.

County Constituency - abbreviated to CC - Parliamentary constituency
containing a significant rural element.

Electoral Ward - The areas into which principal council areas are divided
for the purpose of electing county councillors; previously referred to as
electoral divisions.

Electorate - The number of registered parliamentary electors in a given
area.

Initial proposals - Initial proposals for public consultation.

Revised proposals - The initial proposals as revised.

Final recommendations - The recommendations submitted in a report to
the Secretary of State at the end of a review. They may be the initial or the
revised proposals in any given area.

Representations - The views provided by an individual, group or

organisation to the Commission on its initial or revised proposals, either for
or against them, including counter-proposals and petitions.
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Foreword

Dear Minister

| write on behalf of the Boundary Commission for Wales to submit its report pursuant to
section 3 of the Parliamentary Constituencies Act 1986, as amended. The report shows the
Parliamentary constituencies into which the Commission recommends that Wales should
be divided in order to give effect to the Rules set out in Schedule 2 to the Act. We also
recommend the name by which each constituency should be known and whether each
constituency should be a county constituency or a borough constituency.

On 13 September 2016, the Commission published its initial proposals for Parliamentary
constituencies in Wales. There began a process of consultation on those proposals. The
Commission received many hundreds of written representations on the initial proposals.
Public hearings were held throughout Wales to enable members of the public to express
their views on the initial proposals and to suggest how they could be amended and
improved. The Commission considered all of those representations. The Commission
published revised proposals proposing changes, often significant changes, to 18 of the 29
constituencies proposed for Wales and changes to the names of nine of the constituencies.
A further period of consultation was undertaken when members of the public were able to
make representations on the revised proposals. The Commission has considered all the
representations received. This report sets out the Commission’s recommendations for
constituencies in Wales. The recommendations are the result of extensive analysis and
consultation. The Commission is satisfied that the recommended constituencies are those
which best give effect to the Rules in Schedule 2 to the Act.

Yours sincerely,

Sir Clive Lewis

Deputy Chair

Boundary Commission for Wales
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Ynys Mon a Bangor (Anglesey and Bangor)

Gwynedd

Conwy and Colwyn (Conwy a Cholwyn)

Rhuddlan and Flint (Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint)

Alyn and Deeside (Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy)

Wrexham (Wrecsam)

De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn (South Clwyd and North Montgomeryshire)
Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery (Aberhonddu, Maesyfed a Threfaldwyn)
Monmouthshire (Sir Fynwy)

. Newport (Casnewydd)

. Torfaen

. Blaenau Gwent

. Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney (Merthyr Tudful a Rhymni)
. Caerphilly (Caerffili)

. Cynon Valley and Pontypridd (Cwm Cynon a Phontypridd)
. Rhondda and Llantrisant (Rhondda a Llantrisant)

. Cardiff West (Gorllewin Caerdydd)

. Cardiff North (Gogledd Caerdydd)

. Cardiff South and East (De a Dwyrain Caerdydd)

. Vale of Glamorgan East (Dwyrain Bro Morgannwg)
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Appendix 2: Index of Existing Constituencies 161
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BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR WALES

Introduction

On 24 March 2016 the Boundary Commission for Wales (“the Commission”) announced the
2018 Review of Parliamentary Constituencies in Wales in accordance with the provisions of the
Parliamentary Constituencies Act 1986 (“the Act”) as amended by the Parliamentary Voting
System and Constituencies Act 2011.

The Commission published its initial proposals on 13 September 2016. The proposals
proceeded on the basis of the new statutory criteria. It was emphasised, however, that the
proposals were provisional. The launch of the initial proposals represented the start of a 12 week
consultation during which the public were invited to submit their representations in writing and/or
attend one of five public hearings which were held across Wales and chaired by Assistant
Commissioners. The Commission attached great importance to the opportunity to make
representations to the Commission in English or Welsh, whether in support of, or objecting to
the proposals.

In February 2017 the Commission published all responses that were received during the initial 12
week consultation period. A further four week period was then available for individuals and
organisations to comment on the representations made by others. The Assistant Commissioners
reviewed all the representations the Commission received during the first and second
consultation period and produced a Report for the Commission.

The Commission reviewed the representations themselves, and considered the report of the
Assistant Commissioners. The Commission published its revised proposals on 17 October 2017 for
an eight week period of consultation ending on 11 December 2017. The revised proposals took
careful account of all representations made to the Commission during the first and second
consultation periods and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, in considering how best to give
effect to the Rules in Schedule 2 to the Act. The Commission again attached great importance to
the opportunity to make representations to the Commission, whether in support of, or objecting
to the proposals.

The Commission is now submitting to the Minister for the Cabinet Office this report showing the
constituencies that the Commission recommends Wales should be divided into in order to give
effect to the Rules set out in Schedule 2 to the Act. These recommendations take careful account
of all representations made to the Commission during the first and second consultation periods
and the revised proposals consultation. The Commission has recommended constituencies which,
in its opinion, best gives effect to the Rules in Schedule 2 to the Act.
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2. Criteria for Reviewing Parliamentary
Constituencies

Application of the provisions of the Parliamentary Constituencies Act 1986 (as amended)

2.1 The Commission has applied the provisions of the Parliamentary Constituencies Act 1986, as
amended (principally by the Parliamentary Voting System and Constituencies Act 2011).

2.2 The key criteria in the review of Parliamentary constituencies are:

. Reduction in the number of constituencies: The reduction in the number of UK
constituencies from 650 to 600, together with the introduction of the UK electoral
guota, will mean that the number of constituencies in Wales will be reduced from 40 to
29.

° Statutory electorate range: The Act, as amended, sets out in Schedule 2 a number of
Rules which are relevant to the detailed development of proposals for individual
constituencies. Rule 2 provides that — apart from four specified exceptions (none of
which are in Wales) — every constituency must have an electorate (as at the ‘review
date’ as defined in the Act) that is no less than 95% and no more than 105% of the ‘UK
electoral quota’ (“UKEQ”). The UKEQ for the 2018 Review is, to the nearest whole
number 74,769'. Accordingly, every constituency in Wales must have an electorate as
at the review date that is no smaller than 71,031 and no larger than 78,507 (the
statutory electorate range).

° Other statutory factors: Rule 5 in Schedule 2 (“Rule 5”) provides for a number of other
factors that the Commission may take into account in determining their
recommendations for constituencies in the 2018 Review, specifically:

1.  Special geographical considerations, including, in particular, the size, shape and
accessibility of a constituency;

2. local government boundaries as defined in the Act as they existed on 7 May 2015;

boundaries of existing constituencies; and,

4.  any local ties that would be broken by changes in constituencies.?

w

! According to Rule 2(3) in Schedule 2 to the 2011 Act, the UK electoral quota is: 44,562,440 (the UK electorate as at the
review date) divided by 596.

? A further factor — ‘the inconveniences attendant on such changes’ — is expressly excluded for the 2018 Review, but may
be considered for subsequent reviews.
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Interplay of the considerations

2.3 The policy of the Commission has been to take into account, as far as possible, all the factors
listed in Rule 5 subject to ensuring that each recommended constituency falls within the
statutory electorate range under Rule 2. The scale of the reduction of constituencies in Wales
from 40 to 29 sometimes made it particularly difficult to reflect the factors in Rule 5. The
Commission has sought to recommended constituencies that, overall, best reflect the statutory
criteria.

2.4  The Act does not require the Commission to seek to achieve constituency electorates that are
‘as close as possible to’ the UKEQ. The Commission did not consider it appropriate to
superimpose on the statutory scheme a policy objective of trying to minimise divergence from
the UKEQ. The Commission considered that such an objective would have undermined the
ability of the Commission to properly to take into account the factors listed in Rule 5 of
Schedule 2 to the Act. Therefore, by way of illustration, the Commission may recommend a
constituency that has, say, a 4% variance from the UKEQ, but which respects local government
boundaries or existing constituencies, or which avoids breaking local ties, in preference to an
alternative that would result in a constituency with only a 1% variance, but which would run
counter to, or be less compliant with, the factors referred to in Rule 5.

2.5 As far as possible, the Commission has sought to recommend constituencies:

° From electoral wards that are adjacent to each other;

° from whole communities; and,

° that do not contain ‘detached parts’, i.e. where the only physical connection between
one part of the recommended constituency and the remainder would require travel
through a different recommended constituency.

Factors the Commission did not consider

Impact on future election results

2.6 The Commission is an independent and impartial body. It emphasises very strongly that
existing voting patterns and the prospective fortunes of political parties did not enter its
considerations.

New local government boundaries

2.7 The local government boundaries that the Commission may have regard to are identified by the
Act as the boundaries as they exist on the most recent ordinary council-election day before the
review date, that is the boundaries which existed on 7 May 2015. Consequently, the
Commission has not taken into account any new boundaries created after that date.

Electoral data and changes to electorates after the review date

2.8 The existing constituencies in Wales are based on electoral data from 2001. In recommending
constituencies, the Commission is required under the Act to work on the basis of the numbers
of electors on the electoral registers at the ‘review date’, as defined in the Act.
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Naming and designating constituencies

2.9 In making its recommendations, the Commission is also required by the Act to specify a name
and designation for each proposed constituency.

Namin

2.10 The Commission’s policy on the naming of constituencies is that, when constituencies remain
largely unchanged, the existing constituency name should usually be retained. In such cases
constituency names are likely to be altered only where there is good reason for change.

2.11 For a new constituency, the name should normally reflect that of the principal council or
principal councils wholly or mainly contained in the constituency. However, if there is another
suitable name which is likely to command greater local support, the Commission has
recommended that other name.

2.12 The Commission considers that it is appropriate for each constituency in Wales to have names
in English and Welsh. The Commission has therefore recommended alternative names in Welsh
for those constituencies with names in English, and vice versa. In this way the Commission has
sought to treat both languages equally. In this report therefore, alternative names will be
provided in Welsh where the constituency name is in English and in English where the
constituency name is in Welsh. Where a constituency name is the same in both languages, for
example Llanelli, no alternative has been recommended.

2.13 The Commission adopts compass point names when there is not a more suitable name. In
English, the compass point reference used will generally form a prefix in cases where a
constituency name refers to the principal area or former district council but a suffix where the
rest of the name refers to a population centre. Examples of existing constituencies that
demonstrate this principle are ‘Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire’ and ‘Swansea
West'. In Welsh, the compass point reference used will form a prefix as is the convention in the
Welsh language.

2.14 The Commission received representations from the Welsh Language Commissioner with regard
to the naming of constituencies. The Commissioner suggested finding Welsh names that would
be suitable for use in both Welsh and English in order to avoid the need for dual forms. The
Commission has not accepted the suggestion of the Welsh Language Commissioner. The names
of the recommended constituencies reflect, generally, existing constituencies or local authority
areas. In the opinion of the Commission, those constituency names are likely to command
greater support and be more readily identified with by those who live in them than
constituencies given newly created names.

2.15 In their report the Assistant Commissioners recommended in some cases dropping the use of
conjunctions as in the names Ynys Mon Bangor and Rhondda Llantrisant. The Commission
considered this to be inappropriate as the name ought to reflect clearly the two separate areas
within the proposed constituency. To adopt the approach of the Assistant Commissioners
would also result in inconsistency in naming as some constituency names would include a
conjunction and others would not. The Commission considered that the preferable approach
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2.17

BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR WALES

where a proposed constituency included two recognisable areas was to include both names
linked by a conjunction.

The Assistant Commissioners also drew attention to a Welsh language convention of naming
geographic place names from north to south and from west to east. The Commission has
accepted this advice.

The Commission has a duty to recommend the name by which a constituency should be known
in the report that it submits to the Secretary of State or Minister for the Cabinet Office. Section
3(5A) of the Act provides for the Secretary of State (whose functions are exercisable
concurrently with the Minister for the Cabinet Office) to lay before Parliament a draft Order in
Council for giving effect to the recommendations of the Commission. Furthermore, Section
25(2) of the Welsh Language Act 1993 provides that where an Act of Parliament gives power,
exercisable by a statutory instrument, to confer a name on any body, office, or place, the power
shall include the power to confer alternative names in English and Welsh. The Commission
considers therefore that if it recommends that constituencies have alternative names, the
Secretary of State or Minister for the Cabinet Office would be empowered to give effect to
those recommendations when laying a draft Order in Council before Parliament.

Designation

2.18

2.19

The Act also requires that each constituency is designated as either a ‘county constituency’ or a
‘borough constituency’. The Commission considers that, as a general principle, where
constituencies contain more than a small rural element they should normally be designated as
county constituencies. In other cases they should be designated as borough constituencies.
The designation is suffixed to the constituency name and is usually abbreviated: BC for borough
constituency and CC for county constituency.

The existing constituency names and designations have been created by Order in Parliament in
one language only. References to these existing constituencies are made on that basis.
However, all references in this report, and the Welsh language version, contain the appropriate
designation in the appropriate language.
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Developing the Recommendations for
Constituencies

Number of electors

3.1

3.2

There are presently 40 constituencies in Wales. The number of electors in the constituencies
ranges from 37,739 (Arfon CC) to 72,392 (Cardiff South and Penarth BC) and the average
electorate of the existing 40 constituencies in Wales is 54,546. In accordance with the
amendments to the Act, the number of constituencies in Wales would be reduced from 40 to
29 and the statutory electorate range for each constituency would be between 71,031 and
78,507. Therefore, the recommended constituencies differ significantly from existing
constituencies.

One of the effects of reducing the overall number of constituencies allocated to Wales and the
requirements of the statutory electorate range is that it has been considered necessary to
recommend changes to the one existing constituency in Wales (Cardiff South and Penarth BC)
that currently has an electorate within the statutory electorate range in order to be able to
recommend constituencies that, overall, best reflect the statutory criteria.

Constituency size

3.3

The size (in terms of area) of existing constituencies ranges from 17km? (Cardiff Central BC) to
3,014km? (Brecon and Radnorshire CC). The maximum size of a constituency permitted under
the new legislation is 13,000km>. A constituency of that size would cover approximately 61% of
Wales. Given the relatively small number of electors in rural parts of Wales it is inevitable that,
under the new arrangements, some of the recommended constituencies are very large in terms
of area. None of the recommended constituencies in Wales, however, are close to the
maximum size but, as a consequence of the UKEQ, some recommended constituencies in Wales
are inevitably larger than the existing constituencies.

Pattern of electorate

3.4

The Commission received many representations asking for special consideration for the island
of Anglesey to remain as an island constituency. The Act, however, provides for four specific
constituencies (two in England and two in Scotland) which do not have to meet the
requirement that the electorate of a constituency must fall within the electorate range
specified in Rule 2 of Schedule 2 to the Act. The Act does not provide for an exception for the
island of Anglesey (or any other constituency in Wales) and it is not possible for the
Commission to recommend a separate constituency for the island of Anglesey as that
recommended constituency would not have an electorate which fell within the statutory
electorate range. Furthermore, given the number of electors in some of the south Wales
valleys, some recommended constituencies encompass more than one valley. Similarly, in
some areas, different electoral wards within one local authority area have had to be included in
more than one recommended constituency.
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Initial proposals

3.5

3.6

In accordance with the provisions of the Act, the Commission first developed a set of initial
proposals for proposed constituencies. The Commission had the task of devising proposals for
29 proposed constituencies in place of the existing 40 constituencies. In doing so, it had to give
effect to the requirement that the electorate of each proposed constituency had to fall within
the statutory electorate range. As a result the Commission’s ability to take account of the
factors listed in Rule 5 to Schedule 2 to the Act has, at times, been limited. Similarly, in
considering the merits of alternative schemes produced in response to the initial proposals,
suggested changes or solutions have, in some instances, been found not to be viable because
they cannot be accommodated within the requirements as to size of electorate or because of
their consequential effects on other proposed constituencies. The Commission has, however,
at every stage of its deliberations, sought to identify and recommend constituencies which best
reflect the statutory criteria overall.

The Commission’s initial proposals, published in September 2016, set out 29 proposed
constituencies. The Commission received extensive, constructive, and useful representations
from individuals and organisations in relation to the initial proposals including a number of
representations which applied to the whole of, or substantial areas of, Wales. In all 798 written
representations were received - either by letter, e-mail, petitions, or contributions through the
Consultation Portal - and 74 individuals spoke at public hearings. The Commission is very
grateful for the representations it has received.

Assistant Commissioners’ Report

3.7

3.8

Schedule 1 to the Parliamentary Constituencies Act 1986 allowed the Secretary of State, at the
request of the Commission, to appoint one or more Assistant Commissioners to assist the
Commission in the discharge of their functions. Three Assistant Commissioners were appointed
for the 2018 Review in Wales. The role of the Assistant Commissioners was to chair the public
hearings and provide an independent and impartial report to the Commission based on the
representations received at the hearings and in writing. The Lead Assistant Commissioner
resigned following the public hearings and one of the remaining Assistant Commissioners was
appointed as the Lead Assistant Commissioner.

The two Assistant Commissioners reviewed all the representations that the Commission
received and produced a report for the Commission. The report summarised what the
Assistant Commissioners considered to be the salient points raised by the representations and
made recommendations to the Commission on revisions that could be made to the initial
proposals. The Assistant Commissioners’ Report can be found on the Commission’s website.

Revised Proposals

3.9

Section 5(5) of the Act envisaged that the Commission may revise its initial proposals in the
light of representations received. In developing revised proposals the Commission considered
the representations made during the consultation and the recommendations made by the
Assistant Commissioners.
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The Commission’s revised proposals, published in October 2017, presented a revised set of
proposed Parliamentary constituencies in Wales with geographical changes, in some cases
substantial, to 18 of its initially proposed constituencies. The scale of the changes is indicative
of the close regard that the Commission has had to the representations made to the original
proposals. There were 172 written representations made in response to the revised proposals.
Some raised new issues. Some re-argued points made in response to the original proposals.
Some expressed approval, in whole or in part, of the revised proposals. There were 23
representations about the names of the proposed constituencies.

Given the need to ensure that the electorate of each recommended constituency meets the
requirements of Rule 2 of Schedule 2 to the Act, it has not been possible to meet all of the
further concerns which have been expressed. Furthermore, in respect of the geographically
larger recommended constituencies, the Commission also acknowledges the concerns which
have been expressed about the pressures of travel on elected members and their constituents.
Twenty three of the representations concerned the proposed names or alternative names for
the recommended constituencies. The Commission has made changes to three of the names to
reflect these representations. It did not receive compelling evidence in respect of the other
proposed name changes that the suggested names were a better reflection of the
recommended constituencies than those the Commission proposed.

Recommendations

3.12

Following the extensive consultation processes that the Commission has undertaken it is now
obliged to submit a report to the Minister for the Cabinet Office showing its recommendations
for the constituencies in Wales, the names by which the recommended constituencies should
be known, and whether each recommended constituency should be a county or a borough
constituency. The recommended constituencies are described in detail below and illustrated in
outline maps in section 5. In this report the proposed constituencies are presented in the same
order as that used in the initial/revised proposals, starting with ‘Ynys Mon a Bangor’, and
ending with ‘Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro’. This order is purely for presentational
purposes.
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4. Summary of Recommendations

° The UKEQ is 74,769 with a tolerance of between 95% and 105% of this figure (71,031
and 78,507 respectively). The recommended constituencies are all within the
statutory electorate range with 12 constituencies below the electoral quota and 17
above the electoral quota.

. 15 existing constituencies would be wholly contained within a new constituency (the
existing constituencies are Alyn and Deeside, Blaenau Gwent, Brecon and
Radnorshire, Bridgend, Cardiff West, Ceredigion, Cynon Valley, Dwyfor Meirionnydd,
Llanelli, Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney, Neath, Rhondda, Torfaen, Wrexham, and Ynys
Moén).

° The area of six principal councils would be wholly contained within a recommended
constituency (the principal councils are Blaenau Gwent, Ceredigion, the Isle of
Anglesey, Merthyr Tydfil, Monmouthshire and Torfaen).

° There would be six constituencies over 1,000 km? (the recommended constituencies
of Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery, Caerfyrddin, Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro,
De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn, Gwynedd, and Mid and South Pembrokeshire). Two
of these recommended constituencies would be between 2,000 and 3,000 km?
(Caerfyrddin, and Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro) and two are over 3,000 km?
(Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery and Gwynedd). There are no constituencies over
4,000 km”.

° Of the 881 electoral wards in Wales, 880 would be wholly contained within a
recommended constituency. It has been considered appropriate to split one
electoral ward in order to give effect to Rules 2 and 5. The electoral ward of Ponciau
would be split into its constituent communities.
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The Recommendations in Detail

The Commission’s recommendations are described in detail below. For each recommended

constituency the report sets out:

° The composition of the constituency that the Commission is recommending in terms of
the electoral wards it would contain, whether it should be a county constituency or a

borough constituency, and its variance from the electoral quota;

° the name of the constituency recommended by the Commission, including the

recommended alternative if applicable;

. each existing constituency directly affected by the proposal, including the number of
electors in each constituency, the percentage variance from the UKEQ and the minimum

of the statutory electorate range;

. a brief summary of the principal arguments made during the public consultations in
support of, or in objection to, the initial proposals. Although not all representations are
mentioned specifically in this report, the Commission has considered all representations

made when determining its recommendations;
° a brief summary of the Commission’s response to the principal representations; and,

° a map of the recommended constituency for illustrative purposes only.

Explanation of detailed maps and key

5.2

The following four pages set out an overall picture of the existing arrangements, the
Commission’s initial proposals, the revised proposals and the Commission’s recommendations.
These show the existing constituencies in Wales in Red, the Initial Proposals in Yellow, the
Revised Proposals in Blue and the Recommended Constituencies in Green. On the individual
maps of recommended constituencies, red lines show an existing constituency, yellow lines
show the constituency as initially proposed and green lines show the recommended
constituencies. The individual constituency maps refer to the recommended name for the
constituency. The Commission has also provided a recommended alternative name and these

names can be found in the description of the recommended constituency.
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Upper Blankton
2,095)

) Final Recommendations Constituency Boundary

) Revised Proposals Constituency Boundary

) Initial Proposals Constituency Boundary

) Existing Arrangements Constituency Boundary

Lz'?u%es' Existing Electoral Wards Title

Existing Electoral Wards Boundary

Tudalen 56



2018 REVIEW RECOMMENDATIONS REPORT

Existing Constituencies
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Initial Proposals
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. Wrexham Maelor
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1; gaerph\lyyn(caefg“g - 1632\3 Morgannwg) - 73,004 28. South Pembrokeshire
- ~ynon valley ana Fontyprt 22. Ogmore and Port Talbot (De Sir Benfro) - 74,070
(Cwm Cynon a Phontypridd) - 78,005 (qgwr a Phort Talbot) - 72,503 29. Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro
16. I;Eongga anlj Lli-ll_Ttl'lStal"IIT4 055 23. Neath and Aberavon (Ceredigion and North Pembrokeshire)
(Rhondda a Lantrisant) - 74, (Castell-nedd ac Aberafon) - 77.397 - 71,392
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Revised Proposals
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Recommendations
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1. Ynys Mon a Bangor (Anglesey and Bangor)

Recommendation
1.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

1.1a. The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy of
Bryn (1,349), Capelulo (1,179), Pandy (1,433) and Pant-yr-
Afon/Penmaenan (2,119);

1.1b. the electoral wards within the existing Arfon CC and County of Gwynedd of
Arllechwedd (971), Deiniol (496), Dewi (1,098), Garth (420), Gerlan (1,559),
Glyder (1,139), Hendre (835), Hirael (881), Marchog (1,446), Menai (Bangor) (839),
Ogwen (1,556), Pentir (1,636), Tregarth & Mynydd Llandygai (1,531) and
Y Felinheli (1,624); and,

1.1c. the electoral wards within the existing Ynys M6n CC and County of Isle of
Anglesey of Aethwy (4,906), Bro Aberffraw (2,882), Bro Rhosyr (3,626), Caergybi
(6,146), Canolbarth Mon (4,874), Llifon (3,963), Lligwy (4,621), Seiriol (4,407),
Talybolion (4,430), Twrcelyn (5,229) and Ynys Gybi (4,203).

1.2 This constituency would have 71,398 electors which is 4.5% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

1.3 The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Ynys Mon a Bangor. The
recommended alternative is Anglesey and Bangor.

1.4  The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

1.4a. The existing Aberconwy CC has a total of 44,153 electors which is 41% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 38% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

1.4 b. The existing Arfon CC has a total of 37,739 electors which is 49.5% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 47% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

1.4c. The existing Ynys Mon CC has a total of 49,287 electors which is 34% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 31% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
1.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:

1.5a. The electoral wards within the existing Arfon CC and County of Gwynedd of
Arllechwedd (971), Bethel (1,020), Cadnant (1,438), Cwm-y-Glo (710), Deiniol (496),
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1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

Deiniolen (1,263), Dewi (1,098), Garth (420), Gerlan (1,559), Glyder (1,139),
Hendre (835), Hirael (881), Llanrug (1,289), Marchog (1,446), Menai (Bangor) (839),
Menai (Caernarfon) (1,671), Ogwen (1,556), Peblig (Caernarfon) (1,344),
Penisarwaun (1,293), Pentir (1,636), Seiont (2,079), Tregarth & Mynydd
Llandygai (1,531) and Y Felinheli (1,624); and,

1.5b. the whole of the existing Ynys Mon CC.

This proposed constituency would have 77,425 electors which is 3.6% above the UKEQ of
74,769 electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Ynys Mon
ac Arfon. The suggested alternative name was Isle of Anglesey and Arfon.

The Commission received a number of representations which suggested that the island of
Anglesey should be dealt with as a ‘special case’ and therefore be exempt from the
criterion in the legislation which requires that the electorate for a constituency falls within
the statutory electorate range, as is the case for the Isle of Wight in England and the two
constituencies of Orkney and Shetland, and Na h-Eileanan an lar in Scotland. The
Commission cannot deviate from Rule 2 in Schedule 2 to the Act. It is not, therefore,
possible to create a ‘special case’ or ‘exception’ for the island of Anglesey by preserving the
existing Ynys Mon constituency.

A number of representations indicated that electors in Ynys Moén look first to Bangor and
then eastwards, rather than towards Caernarfon, for their social and cultural ties. The
representations indicated that a number of wards in the existing Arfon constituency,
including Caernarfon and its immediate area, are more closely linked to the rest of
Gwynedd and should be included in a constituency which includes wards from Gwynedd
rather than, as initially proposed, included in a constituency with Ynys Mon. These wards
were Bethel, Cadnant, Cwm-y-Glo, Deiniolen, Llanrug, Menai (Caernarfon), Peblig
(Caernarfon), Penisarwaun and Seiont. The Assistant Commissioners concluded that “We
consider therefore that the above named wards together with the Caernarfon wards
including Cwm-y-glo and Cadnant should not be with Ynys Mdn in a constituency but should
be added to the Gogledd Clwyd a Gwynedd constituency” and, therefore, “To meet the
statutory electorate range and because of local ties it would then be appropriate to add the
wards to the east of Bangor ... initially proposed to form part of Colwyn and Conwy” to this
proposed constituency.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to include the electoral wards of Bethel, Cadnant, Cwm-y-Glo, Deiniolen, Llanrug, Menai
(Caernarfon), Peblig (Caernarfon), Penisarwaun and Seiont to the west of Bangor in the
proposed Gwynedd constituency rather than in this proposed constituency. The
Commission received representations that these electoral wards have local ties with
Gwynedd and therefore are better included within the proposed Gwynedd constituency to
avoid breaking those ties. In order for this proposed constituency to meet the statutory
electorate range, additional wards would then need to be added. The Commission
accepted the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendation that the most appropriate
electoral wards for inclusion within this proposed constituency were those of Bryn,
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Capelulo, Pandy, and Pant-yr-afon/Penmaenan. It was considered inappropriate to include
the electoral ward of Conwy in this revised constituency. The Commission considered the
ward of Y Felinheli and there are indications amongst the representations that the ward
has local ties with both Caernarfon and Bangor. The Commission concluded that, whilst the
ward has ties with Caernarfon as well as Bangor, this ward should be included within this
proposed constituency. That would ensure that this proposed constituency fell within the
statutory electorate range. In the opinion of the Commission these changes allow for the
creation of constituencies across mid and north Wales which, overall, better reflect the
statutory criteria.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

1.10a. The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy of Bryn
(1,349), Capelulo (1,179), Pandy (1,433), and Pant-yr-Afon/Penmaenan (2,119);

1.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Arfon CC and County of Gwynedd of
Arllechwedd (971), Deiniol (496), Dewi (1,098), Garth (420), Gerlan (1,559),
Glyder (1,139), Hendre (835), Hirael (881), Marchog (1,446), Menai (Bangor) (839),
Ogwen (1,556), Pentir (1,636), Tregarth & Mynydd Llandygai (1,531) and
Y Felinheli (1,624); and,

1.10c. the whole of the existing Ynys Mon CC.

This constituency would have 71,398 electors which is 4.5% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
on the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. The representations
provided different views on the proposed constituency with a small body of
representations suggesting that the Commission should consider including the electoral
wards of Bryn, Capelulo, Pandy, and Pant-yr-afon/Penmaenan within a proposed
constituency including wards from Conwy rather than the island of Anglesey. The
Commission also received representations reiterating the point that the island of Anglesey
should be a protected constituency and should remain a separate constituency. The
Commission also received representations in support of the revised proposal including
from the Assembly Member for Aberconwy.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission is unable to retain
the existing Ynys Mon constituency as a single constituency due to the requirement in Rule
2 of Schedule 2 to the Act; the existing constituency has an electorate of 49,287 therefore
it is too small to be retained as a single constituency as it falls below the statutory
electorate range. The Commission considered again the electoral wards of Bryn, Capelulo,
Pandy and Pant-yr-afon/Penmaenan and concluded that these wards were appropriately
included within this proposed constituency for the reasons set out in paragraph 1.9 of
section 5 above. The Commission is satisfied that the recommended Ynys Mon a Bangor
constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet the
statutory criteria overall.
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1.15

1.16

1.17

1.18

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Ynys Mén a Bangor. The
recommended alternative name is Anglesey and Bangor.

The Commission initially proposed the name Ynys M&n ac Arfon. Due to the removal of the
town of Caernarfon and other wards forming part of the existing Arfon constituency and
the inclusion within the proposed constituency of the electoral wards to the east of Bangor
(Bryn, Capelulo, Pandy, and Pant-yr-afon/Penmaenan), the Commission considered that
the name Ynys Mo6n ac Arfon was no longer appropriate and the name of the proposed
constituency should include a reference both to Ynys Mdn and Bangor.

The Assistant Commissioners recommended changing the name to ‘Ynys Mo6n Bangor’
dropping the conjunction. The Commission did not agree with this recommendation.
Paragraph 2.15 in section 2 sets out the Commission’s views regarding naming conventions
and conjunctions.

During the revised proposal consultation period the Commission received representations
with regard to the Welsh name for this proposed constituency. The representations stated
that the correct Welsh name for the constituency did not require Bangor to be mutated to
Fangor. The Commission also received a representation suggesting that there was no need
to use Anglesey in the English form of the name as the current constituency uses the Welsh
form of Ynys Mén.

The Commission are of the view that the name Ynys Mon a Bangor best reflects the
geographic area that this recommended constituency would represent, and would be more
likely to result in electors having a greater affinity with it. The Commission considers it
appropriate that the alternative name be Anglesey and Bangor.
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2.

Gwynedd

Recommendation

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

2.1a.

2.1b.

2.1c.

2.1d.

The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy of
Betws-y-Coed (932), Caerhun (1,609), Crwst (1,583), Eglwysbach (1,195),
Gower (887), Trefriw (1,022) and Uwch Conwy (1,230);

the electoral wards within the existing Arfon CC and County of Gwynedd of Bethel
(1,020), Bontnewydd (824), Cadnant (1,438), Cwm-y-Glo (710), Deiniolen (1,263),
Groeslon (1,246), Llanberis (1,445), Llanllyfni (892), Llanrug (1,289),
Llanwnda (1,428), Menai (Caernarfon) (1,671), Peblig (Caernarfon) (1,344),
Penisarwaun (1,293), Penygroes (1,289), Seiont (2,079), Talysarn (1,276) and
Waunfawr (1,201);

the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and County of Conwy of
Llangernyw (1,147), Llansannan (1,470) and Uwchaled (1,124); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Dwyfor Meirionnydd CC and County of
Gwynedd of Aberdaron (712), Aberdovey (851), Abererch (971), Abermaw (1,468),
Abersoch (510), Bala (1,290), Botwnnog (698), Bowydd & Rhiw (1,211), Brithdir &
Llanfachreth/Glanllwyd/Llanelltyd (1,080), Bryn-crug/Llanfihangel (732), Clynnog
(698), Corris/Mawddwy (917), Criccieth (1,263), Diffwys & Maenofferen (744),
Dolbenmaen (888), Dolgellau North (862), Dolgellau South (992) Dyffryn Ardudwy
(1,128), Efail-newydd/Buan (988), Harlech (1,419), Llanaelhaearn (1,121), Llanbedr
(783), Llanbedrog (733), Llandderfel (1,090), Llanengan (802), Llangelynin (1,505),
Llanuwchllyn (673), Llanystumdwy (1,452), Morfa Nefyn (880), Nefyn (952),
Penrhyndeudraeth (1,718), Porthmadog East (1,076), Porthmadog West (1,193),
Porthmadog-Tremadog (918), Pwllheli North (1,407), Pwllheli South (1,218), Teigl
(1,321), Trawsfynydd (1,070), Tudweiliog (661) and Tywyn (2,358).

This constituency would have 76,260 electors which is 2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

The Commission recommends that the name of the proposed constituency should be
Gwynedd.

The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

2.4 a.

The existing Aberconwy CC has a total of 44,153 electors which is 41% below the
UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 38% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.
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2.4b.

2.4c.

24d.

2.4 e.

Background
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The existing Arfon CC has a total of 37,739 electors which is 49.5% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 47% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Clwyd West CC has a total of 56,862 electors which is 24% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 20% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Dwyfor Meirionnydd CC has a total of 42,353 electors which is 43%
below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 40% below the minimum
of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Vale of Clwyd CC has a total of 55,839 electors which is 25% below the
UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 21% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

2.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

2.5a.

2.5b.

2.5c.

2.5d.

2.5e.

The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy of
Betws-y-Coed (932), Caerhun (1,609), Crwst (1,583), Eglwysbach (1,195),
Gower (887), Trefriw (1,022) and Uwch Conwy (1,230);

the electoral wards within the existing Arfon CC and County of Gwynedd of
Bontnewydd (824), Groeslon (1,246), Llanberis (1,445), Llanllyfni (892),
Llanwnda (1,428), Penygroes (1,289), Talysarn (1,276) and Waunfawr (1,201);

the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and County of Conwy of
Betws yn Rhos (1,626), Llangernyw (1,147) and Llansannan (1,470);

the electoral wards within the existing Dwyfor Meirionnydd CC and County of
Gwynedd of Aberdaron (712), Aberdovey (851), Abererch (971), Abermaw (1,468),
Abersoch (510), Botwnnog (698), Bowydd and Rhiw (1,211), Brithdir and
Llanfachreth/Glanllwyd/Llanelltyd (1,080), Bryn-crug/Llanfihangel (732),
Clynnog (698), Corris/Mawddwy (917), Criccieth (1,263), Diffwys and
Maenofferen (744), Dolbenmaen (888), Dolgellau North (862),
Dolgellau South (992), Dyffryn Ardudwy (1,128) Efail-newydd/Buan (988),
Harlech (1,419), Llanaelhaearn (1,121), Llanbedr (783), Llanbedrog (733),
Llanengan (802), Llangelynin (1,505), Llanystumdwy (1,452), Morfa Nefyn (880),
Nefyn (952), Penrhyndeudraeth (1,718), Porthmadog East (1,076),
Porthmadog West (1,193), Porthmadog-Tremadog (918), Pwllheli North (1,407),
Pwllheli South (1,218), Teigl (1,321), Trawsfynydd (1,070), Tudweiliog (661) and
Tywyn (2,358); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Bodelwyddan (1,583), Denbigh Central (1,567),
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2.6

2.7

2.8

2.9

2.10

2.11

Denbigh Lower (3,575), Denbigh Upper/Henllan (2,371), St. Asaph East (1,375),
St. Asaph West (1,265), Trefnant (1,496) and Tremeirchion (1,313).

This constituency would have 76,147 electors which is 1.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for this proposed constituency was
Gogledd Clwyd a Gwynedd. The suggested alternative name was North Clwyd and
Gwynedd.

The Commission received a number of representations which suggested that the town of
Caernarfon and surrounding electoral wards have ties with the area of Gwynedd rather
than the island of Anglesey. The Commission also received representations that the wards
currently within the local government area of Denbighshire would be more appropriately
included within a different constituency and that the electoral wards of Bala, Llandderfel
and Llanuwchllyn (which the initial proposals had included within a proposed De Clwyd a
Gogledd a Sir Faldwyn constituency) had strong links with Gwynedd and that these wards
consider themselves to be a part of Gwynedd. It was also suggested that the electoral
ward of Uwchaled should be included within a Gwynedd constituency as it has ties, in
particular Welsh language links, with areas of Gwynedd.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that, “there were many representations which
pointed out that the Vale of Clwyd wards including Denbigh and St. Asaph have no social,
cultural or economic ties with the wider Gwynedd area that includes the Lleyn Peninsula
and Aberdovey”. They also stated that, “There was very strong support for including
Uwchaled, Llandderfel, Bala, and Llanuwchllyn in a Gwynedd constituency rather than in
the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Sir Faldwyn constituency because of the strong Welsh
language, social and economic ties between that area and Gwynedd.”

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
including electoral wards to the west of Bangor, that is Bethel, Cadnant, Cwm-y-Glo,
Deiniolen, Llanrug, Menai (Caernarfon), Peblig (Caernarfon), Penisarwaun and Seiont,
within a constituency based largely on electoral wards within the area of Gwynedd. The
Commission received representations supporting the inclusion of these electoral wards in
this recommended constituency as they have local ties with Gwynedd which would be
broken if they were included within a different constituency. The Commission also
accepted the recommendation of the Assistant Commissioners that the electoral wards of
Bala, Llandderfel, Llanuwchllyn, and Uwchaled should be included within this proposed
constituency as this would avoid breaking the ties that exist between these wards and
areas of Gwynedd.

The Commission also accepted the recommendation of the Assistant Commissioners that
electoral wards from Denbighshire should not be included within a constituency comprised
largely of wards from Gwynedd as they lack local community ties with the wider Gwynedd
area.

However, the Commission did not accept the recommendation of the Assistant
Commissioners that the revised proposed constituency should extend no further east than
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2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

2.17
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the electoral ward of Llangernyw. That recommendation would involve including a single
electoral ward from the local authority area for Conwy, namely Llansannan, within another
proposed constituency.

The Commission, therefore, included the Llansannan ward within the revised proposed
constituency and this enabled the Commission to include wards from one fewer principal
council area within the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency which is
discussed further at paragraph 7.10 of section 5.

The Commission considered a number of alternatives for this area. However, the
Commission was of the view that a proposed constituency, revised as indicated, would
better reflect the statutory criteria overall than any of the alternatives suggested to it.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

2.14 a. The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy of
Betws-y-Coed (932), Caerhun (1,609), Crwst (1,583), Eglwysbach (1,195),
Gower (887), Trefriw (1,022) and Uwch Conwy (1,230);

2.14 b. the electoral wards within the existing Arfon CC and County of Gwynedd of Bethel
(1,020), Bontnewydd (824), Cadnant (1,438), Cwm-y-Glo (710), Deiniolen (1,263),
Groeslon (1,246), Llanberis (1,445), Llanllyfni (892), Llanrug (1,289),
Llanwnda (1,428), Menai (Caernarfon) (1,671), Peblig (Caernarfon) (1,344),
Penisarwaun (1,293), Penygroes (1,289), Seiont (2,079), Talysarn (1,276) and
Waunfawr (1,201);

2.14 c. the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and County of Conwy of
Llangernyw (1,147), Llansannan (1,470) and Uwchaled (1,124); and,

2.14d. the whole of the existing Dwyfor Meirionnydd CC.

This proposed constituency would have 76,260 electors which is 2% above the UKEQ of
74,769 electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
on the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. A representation, whilst
not supporting the reduction in representation across Wales, states that the revised
Gwynedd constituency which now encompasses the electoral wards of Bala, Llandderfel,
Llanuwchllyn and Uwchaled provides for a much more cohesive constituency. The
Commission also received representations that supported the removal of the Denbighshire
electoral wards of Bodelwyddan, Denbigh Central, Denbigh Lower, Denbigh Upper/Henllan,
St. Asaph East, St. Asaph West, Trefnant and Tremeirchion from this constituency as
proposed in the revised constituency.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission is of the view that

the revised proposal addressed the main areas of contention arising out of the initial
proposals. The Commission is satisfied that the recommended Gwynedd constituency, and
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2.19

2.20

also the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet the statutory criteria
overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Gwynedd. Gwynedd is
recognisable in both languages and therefore no alternative name is recommended.

The Commission initially proposed the name Gogledd Clwyd a Gwynedd. As the
Denbighshire wards to the north east are not included within the recommended
constituency, and given the inclusion of the wards surrounding Bala to the south east, the
Commission took the view that the name of Gogledd Clwyd a Gwynedd was no longer
appropriate.

The Commission has considered all the representations and has concluded that the most

appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Gwynedd.
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3. Conwy and Colwyn (Conwy a Cholwyn)

Recommendation

3.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

3.1a.

3.1b.

3.1c.

The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy of
Conwy (3,227), Craig-y-Don (2,801), Deganwy (3,235), Gogarth (2,829),
Llansanffraid (1,807), Marl (3,500), Mostyn (2,751), Penrhyn (3,784),
Pensarn (2,075) and Tudno (3,606);

the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and County of Conwy of
Abergele Pensarn (1,905), Betws yn Rhos (1,626), Colwyn (3,288), Eirias (2,749),
Gele (3,784), Glyn (2,935), Kinmel Bay (4,506), Llanddulas (1,323),
Llandrillo yn Rhos (6,032), Llysfaen (1,862), Mochdre (1,458), Pentre Mawr (2,747),
Rhiw (4,909) and Towyn (1,842); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Bodelwyddan (1,583), St. Asaph East (1,375), St. Asaph
West (1,265), Trefnant (1,496) and Tremeirchion (1,313).

3.2 This constituency would have 77,613 electors which is 3.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

3.3  The Commission recommends the name for the proposed constituency should be Conwy
and Colwyn. The recommended alternative name is Conwy a Cholwyn.

3.4  The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

3.4 a.

3.4b.

3.4c.

Background

The existing Aberconwy CC has a total of 44,153 electors which is 41% below the
UKEQ. of 74,769 electors per constituency and 38% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Clwyd West CC has a total of 56,862 electors which is 24% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 20% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Vale of Clwyd CC has a total of 55,839 electors which is 25% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 21% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

35 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

3.5a.

The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy
electoral wards of Bryn (1,349), Capelulo (1,179), Conwy (3,227), Craig-y-
Don (2,801), Deganwy (3,235), Gogarth (2,829), Llansanffraid (1,807), Marl (3,500),
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3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9
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Mostyn (2,751), Pandy (1,433), Pant-yr-Afon/Penmaenan (2,119), Penrhyn (3,784),
Pensarn (2,075) and Tudno (3,606); and,

3.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and County of Conwy
electoral wards of Abergele Pensarn (1,905), Colwyn (3,288), Eirias (2,749),
Gele (3,784), Glyn (2,935), Kinmel Bay (4,506), Llanddulas (1,323),
Llandrillo yn Rhos (6,032), Llysfaen (1,862), Mochdre (1,458), Pentre Mawr (2,747),
Rhiw (4,909) and Towyn (1,842).

This constituency would have 75,035 electors which is 0.4% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Colwyn and
Conwy. The suggested alternative name was Colwyn a Conwy.

The Commission received evidence from the former Member of Parliament for the existing
Vale of Clwyd constituency which provided an alternative configuration for constituencies
in the north east of Wales. This representation received support and would enable the
retention of the existing constituency of the Vale of Clwyd. However, there was little
support for the proposed constituencies in Flintshire, Wrexham, Gwynedd, Conwy and
Powys that would need to be created as a consequence of accepting this alternative
arrangement.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the electoral wards of Bryn, Pandy, Pant-yr-
Afon/Penmaenan and Capelulo should not be included within this constituency as
previously discussed at paragraph 1.9 of section 5. The Assistant Commissioners also
concluded that the Gwynedd constituency should reach no further east than the electoral
ward of Llangernyw. They concluded that the most appropriate wards to be included
within this proposed constituency were the electoral ward of Betws yn Rhos and the
electoral wards of Bodelwyddan, St. Asaph East, St. Asaph West, Trefnant and
Tremeirchion within the area of the principal council of Denbighshire. “To recognise the
close links between the rural area of Betws-Yn-Rhos and the coast and the town of Colwyn
Bay we recommend that this ward should be included in the new constituency. Similarly,
we have recommended that the wards of Bodelwyddan, St. Asaph east and west,
Tremeirchion and Trefnant should be excluded from the proposed Gwynedd constituency
with which they have no local ties but they do have strong ties with the coastal area in this
proposed constituency and so we recommend that they be included in the proposed Colwyn
and Conwy constituency.” The Commission received representations supporting the
inclusion of these electoral wards within the proposed constituency as there are existing
local ties with the north Wales coast. Representations were also received supporting the
existence of ties between Betws yn Rhos and Colwyn Bay.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to include the electoral ward of Betws yn Rhos along with the electoral wards of St Asaph
East, and St Asaph West, together with the surrounding wards of Bodelwyddan,
Tremeirchion, and Trefnant within this proposed constituency.
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3.10

3.11

3.12

3.13

3.14

Although the representation made by the former Member of Parliament for the Vale of
Clwyd has a body of support and would retain the existing Vale of Clwyd constituency, the
Commission is of the opinion that retaining the existing Vale of Clwyd constituency would
have a detrimental effect on the other proposed constituencies in mid and north Wales.
The proposal put forward by the Assistant Commissioners better reflected the statutory
requirements overall and this proposal would allow other existing constituencies in north
east Wales to be retained within proposed constituencies.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

3.11a. The electoral wards within the existing Aberconwy CC and County of Conwy of
Conwy (3,227), Craig-y-Don (2,801), Deganwy (3,235), Gogarth (2,829),
Llansanffraid (1,807), Marl  (3,500), Mostyn (2,751), Penrhyn (3,784),
Pensarn (2,075) and Tudno (3,606);

3.11 b. the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and County of Conwy of
Abergele Pensarn (1,905), Betws yn Rhos (1,626), Colwyn (3,288), Eirias (2,749),
Gele (3,784), Glyn (2,935), Kinmel Bay (4,506), Llanddulas (1,323),
Llandrillo yn Rhos (6,032), Llysfaen (1,862), Mochdre (1,458), Pentre Mawr (2,747),
Rhiw (4,909) and Towyn (1,842); and,

3.11c. the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Bodelwyddan (1,583), St. Asaph East (1,375), St. Asaph
West (1,265), Trefnant (1,496) and Tremeirchion (1,313).

This constituency would have 77,613 electors which is 3.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
on the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. The representations
provided support for the revised proposal. The Commission also received representations,
however, that proposed that the electoral wards of Bodelwyddan, Denbigh Central,
Denbigh Lower, Denbigh Upper/Henllan, St. Asaph East, St. Asaph West, Trefnant, and
Tremeirchion should be included within a new Vale of Clwyd constituency as suggested by
the former Member of Parliament for the existing Vale of Clwyd constituency. The
Commission also received representations that provided different views on the
composition of the proposed constituency with a small number of representations
suggesting that the Commission should consider the wards of Bryn, Capelulo, Pandy, and
Pant-yr-afon/Penmaenan being included in a constituency within Conwy and not with the
island of Anglesey.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission considered again
the proposal by the former Member of Parliament for the existing Vale of Clwyd
constituency but is satisfied the arrangement proposed does not better reflect the
statutory criteria overall. The Commission considered again the areas of Bryn, Capelulo,
Pandy, and Pant-yr-afon/Penmaenan and concluded that they were appropriately included
within this proposed constituency for the reasons set out in paragraph 1.9 of section 5.
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The Commission is satisfied that the recommended Conwy and Colwyn constituency, and
also the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet the statutory criteria
overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Conwy and Colwyn. The
recommended alternative name is Conwy a Cholwyn.

The Commission initially proposed the name Colwyn and Conwy, having listed the
component parts in alphabetical order. The change to the recommended name reflects a
Welsh language convention in which places tend to be named from west to east, to which
the Commission’s attention was drawn in the Assistant Commissioners’ report.
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4. Rhuddlan and Flint (Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint)

Recommendation

4.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

4.1 a.

4.1b.

The electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and the County of Flintshire of
Bagillt East (1,420), Bagillt West (1,559), Brynford (1,702), Caerwys (1,979),
Cilcain (1,495), Ffynnongroyw (1,409), Flint Castle (1,324), Flint Coleshill (2,914),
Flint Oakenholt (2,026), Flint Trelawny (2,645), Greenfield (1,965),
Gronant (1,182), Halkyn (1,395), Holywell Central (1,389), Holywell East (1,361),
Holywell West (1,766), Mostyn (1,413), Northop (2,439), Northop Hall (1,248),
Trelawnyd and Gwaenysgor (1,451) and Whitford (1,824); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Dyserth (1,905), Prestatyn Central (2,814), Prestatyn East (3,219),
Prestatyn Meliden (1,572), Prestatyn North (4,691), Prestatyn South West (2,848),
Rhuddlan (2,851), Rhyl East (3,684), Rhyl South (2,948), Rhyl South East (6,007),
Rhyl South West (3,736) and Rhyl West (3,367).

4.2 This constituency would have 75,548 electors which is 1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

4.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named
Rhuddlan and Flint. The suggested alternative name is Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint.

4.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

4.4 3.

4.4b.

Background

The existing Delyn CC has a total of 52,388 electors which is 30% below the UKEQ of
74,769 electors per constituency and 26% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Vale of Clwyd CC has a total of 55,839 electors which is 25% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 21% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

45 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

45 a.

The electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and the County of Flintshire of
Bagillt East (1,420), Bagillt West (1,559), Brynford (1,702), Caerwys (1,979),
Cilcain (1,495), Ffynnongroyw (1,409), Flint Castle (1,324), Flint Coleshill (2,914),
Flint Oakenholt (2,026), Flint Trelawny (2,645), Greenfield (1,965), Gronant (1,182),
Gwernaffield (1,602), Halkyn (1,395), Holywell Central (1,389), Holywell
East (1,361), Holywell West (1,766), Mostyn (1,413), Northop (2,439), Trelawnyd
and Gwaenysgor (1,451) and Whitford (1,824); and,
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4.6

4.7

4.8

4.9

4.10

45b. the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Dyserth (1,905), Prestatyn Central (2,814), Prestatyn East (3,219),
Prestatyn Meliden (1,572), Prestatyn North (4,691), Prestatyn South West (2,848),
Rhuddlan (2,851), Rhyl East (3,684), Rhyl South (2,948), Rhyl South East (6,007),
Rhyl South West (3,736) and Rhyl West (3,367).

This constituency would have 75,902 electors which is 1.5% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Flint and
Rhuddlan. The suggested alternative name was Fflint a Rhuddlan.

The Commission received a representation at the Wrexham public hearing from the
Member of Parliament for the existing Delyn constituency that the electoral ward of
Gwernaffield should be included within the Alyn and Deeside proposed constituency due to
its local ties with the town of Mold, and that Northop Hall should be included within the
proposed constituency due to its local ties with the electoral ward of Northop. This was
supported by other representations received by the Commission. The Commission also
received an alternative scheme from the former Member of Parliament for the existing
Vale of Clwyd as discussed previously at paragraph 3.10 of section 5.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the electoral ward of Northop Hall has ties
with the electoral ward of Northop and should be included within this proposed
constituency and that the electoral ward of Gwernaffield, which has local ties with the
town of Mold, should be included within the proposed constituency of Alyn and Deeside.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to include the electoral ward of Northop Hall within this proposed constituency to avoid
breaking its links with Northop, and also to include the electoral ward of Gwernaffield
within the proposed Alyn and Deeside constituency to avoid breaking its links with the
town of Mold. The Commission received an alternative proposal from the former Member
of Parliament for the Vale of Clwyd, and this is considered at paragraph 3.10 of section 5.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

4.10a. The electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and the County of Flintshire of
Bagillt East (1,420), Bagillt West (1,559), Brynford (1,702), Caerwys (1,979),
Cilcain (1,495), Ffynnongroyw (1,409), Flint Castle (1,324), Flint Coleshill (2,914),
Flint Oakenholt (2,026), Flint Trelawny (2,645), Greenfield (1,965), Gronant (1,182),
Halkyn (1,395), Holywell Central (1,389), Holywell East (1,361), Holywell
West (1,766), Mostyn (1,413), Northop (2,439), Northop Hall (1,248), Trelawnyd and
Gwaenysgor (1,451) and Whitford (1,824); and,

4.10b. the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of

Denbighshire of Dyserth (1,905), Prestatyn Central (2,814), Prestatyn East (3,219),
Prestatyn Meliden (1,572), Prestatyn North (4,691), Prestatyn South West (2,848),
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Rhuddlan (2,851), Rhyl East (3,684), Rhyl South (2,948), Rhyl South East (6,007),
Rhyl South West (3,736) and Rhyl West (3,367).

This constituency would have 75,548 electors which is 1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
on the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. The representations
provided different views on the proposed constituency. There was concern about
combining wards, some of which were coastal and some industrial in nature, within the
same constituency. There was also some continued support for a constituency that would
retain the existing Vale of Clwyd constituency, and which would include the western
electoral wards of Flintshire in order to ensure that the proposed constituency fell within
the statutory electorate range.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission concluded that the
recommended Rhuddlan and Flint constituency, and also the other recommended
constituencies in this area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Rhuddlan and Flint. The
recommended alternative name is Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint.

The Commission initially proposed the name Flint and Rhuddlan, having listed the
component parts of the proposed constituency in alphabetical order. The change to
Rhuddlan and Flint reflects the Welsh language convention which tends to name places
from west to east. The Commission received representations that stated that the correct
form in the Welsh language would be Y Fflint and has made a change to reflect this. The
Commission received a number of representations that suggested different names for this
proposed constituency (including replacing Rhuddlan with other names). However, the
Commission is of the view that the inclusion of Rhuddlan within the recommended name is
appropriate as a large part of the recommended constituency comprises the area of the
former district council of Rhuddlan.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Rhuddlan and Flint
(Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint).
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5. Alyn and Deeside (Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy)

Recommendation
5.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

5.1a. The electoral wards within the existing Alyn and Deeside CC and County of
Flintshire of Aston (2,440), Broughton North East (1,660), Broughton South
(2,808), Buckley Bistre East (2,596), Buckley Bistre West (3,139), Buckley Mountain
(2,436), Buckley Pentrobin (3,956), Caergwrle (1,157), Ewloe (4,171), Connah’s
Quay Central (2,232), Connah’s Quay Golftyn (3,662), Connah’s Quay South
(4,357), Connah’s Quay Wepre (1,591), Hawarden (1,549), Higher Kinnerton
(1,283), Hope (2,008), Llanfynydd (1,391), Mancot (2,582) Penyffordd (3,283),
Queensferry (1,236), Saltney Mold Junction (878), Saltney Stonebridge (2,583),
Sealand (1,917), Shotton East (1,267), Shotton Higher (1,678), Shotton West
(1,409) and Treuddyn (1,281); and,

5.1b. the electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and County of Flintshire of
Argoed (2,130), Gwernaffield (1,602), Gwernymynydd (1,371), Leeswood (1,543),
Mold Broncoed (1,878), Mold East (1,491), Mold South (2,155), Mold West (1,965)
and New Brighton (2,347).

5.2 This constituency would have 77,032 electors which is 3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

5.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Alyn and
Deeside. The recommended alternative name is Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy.

5.4  The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

5.4a. The existing Alyn and Deeside CC has a total of 60,550 electors which is 19% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 15% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

5.4 b. The existing Delyn CC has a total of 52,388 electors which is 30% below the UKEQ of

74,769 electors per constituency and 26% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
5.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:
5.5a. The whole of the existing Alyn and Deeside CC; and,

5.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and County of Flintshire of Argoed
(2,130), Gwernymynydd (1,371), Leeswood (1,543), Mold Broncoed (1,878),
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5.6

5.7

5.8

5.9

5.10

5.11

5.12

Mold East (1,491), Mold South (2,155), Mold West (1,965), New Brighton (2,347)
and Northop Hall (1,248).

This constituency would have 76,678 electors which is 2.6% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Alyn and Deeside.
The suggested alternative name was Alyn a Glannau Dyfrdwy.

The Commission received a representation at the Wrexham public hearing from the
Member of Parliament for the existing Delyn constituency which stated that the electoral
ward of Gwernaffield should be included within the Alyn and Deeside proposed
constituency due to its local ties with the town of Mold, and that the electoral ward of
Northop Hall should be included within the Flint and Rhuddlan proposed constituency due
to its links with the electoral ward of Northop. This was supported by other
representations received by the Commission and in the Labour Party submission. The
Commission also received an alternative scheme from the former Member of Parliament
for the existing Vale of Clwyd constituency which is discussed at paragraph 3.10 of section
5.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the electoral ward of Gwernaffield should be
included in the proposed constituency because of its local ties with Mold, and also that the
electoral ward of Northop Hall, which has local ties with Northop, should be included
within the proposed constituency of Flint and Rhuddlan as discussed at paragraph 4.8 of
section 5.

Having considered the representation and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to include the electoral ward of Gwernaffield in the proposed constituency to avoid
breaking its links with the town of Mold, and also to include the electoral ward of Northop
Hall within the proposed Flint and Rhuddlan constituency to avoid breaking its links with
the electoral ward of Northop. The Commission received an alternative proposal from the
former Member of Parliament for the Vale of Clwyd, previously considered at paragraph
3.10 of section 5.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:
5.10 a. The whole of the existing Alyn and Deeside CC; and,
5.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Delyn CC and County of Flintshire of Argoed
(2,130), Gwernaffield (1,602), Gwernymynydd (1,371), Leeswood (1,543),
Mold Broncoed (1,878), Mold East (1,491), Mold South (2,155), Mold West (1,965)
and New Brighton (2,347).

This constituency would have 77,032 electors which is 3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received few
representations on the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. A
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representation commented that it was good to see the towns of Buckley and Mold within
the same constituency, given the local ties between the two, and fully supported this
proposed constituency. A representation also re-stated support for a Vale of Clwyd
constituency as discussed at paragraph 3.7 of section 5.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission concluded that the
recommended Alyn and Deeside constituency, and also the other recommended
constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Alyn and Deeside. The
recommended alternative name is Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy.

The Commission initially proposed the name Alyn and Deeside, with Alyn and Glannau
Dyfrdwy as the alternative name. The Commission received representations stating that
the correct form in the Welsh language would be Alun and has accordingly made a change
to the recommended name to reflect this.

The Commission received representation suggesting an alternative name for this proposed
constituency. The Commission has considered all the representations made and has
concluded that the most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical
composition of the proposed constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors
is Alyn and Deeside (Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy).
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6. Wrexham (Wrecsam)

Recommendation

6.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

6.1a.

6.1b.

The electoral wards within the existing Clwyd South CC and County Borough of
Wrexham of Bronington (2,540), Brymbo (2,982), Bryn Cefn (1,482),
Coedpoeth (3,482), Esclusham (2,023), Gwenfro (1,214), Marchwiel (1,824),
Minera (1,843), New Broughton (2,649), Overton (2,601) and the Aberoer and
Pentrebychan wards of the community of Esclusham (part of the electoral ward of
Ponciau) (636); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Wrexham CC and County Borough of
Wrexham of Acton (2,141), Borras Park (1,941), Brynyffynnon (2,190), Cartrefle
(1,547), Erddig (1,437), Garden Village (1,614), Gresford East and West (2,202),
Grosvenor (1,518), Gwersyllt East and South (3,599), Gwersylit North (1,967),
Gwersyllt West (2,141), Hermitage (1,549), Holt (2,411), Little Acton (1,812), Llay
(3,519), Maesydre (1,402), Marford and Hoseley (1,818), Offa (1,383), Queensway
(1,436), Rhosnesni (2,838), Rossett (2,544), Smithfield (1,364), Stansty (1,631),
Whitegate (1,590) and Wynnstay (1,267).

6.2 This constituency would have 72,137 electors which is 3.5% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

6.3 The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Wrexham. The
recommended alternative name is Wrecsam.

6.4  The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

6.4 a.

6.4 b.

Background

The existing Clwyd South CC has a total of 53,094 electors which is 29% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 25% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Wrexham CC has a total of 48,861 electors which is 35% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 31% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

6.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

6.5 a.

The electoral wards within the existing Clwyd South CC and County Borough of
Wrexham of Bronington (2,540), Brymbo (2,982), Bryn Cefn (1,482),
Coedpoeth (3,482), Esclusham (2,023), Gwenfro(1,214), Marchwiel (1,824),
Minera (1,843), New Broughton (2,649), Overton (2,601) and the Aberoer and
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6.6

6.7

6.8

6.9

6.10

6.11

6.12

Pentrebychan wards of the community of Esclusham (part of the electoral ward of
Ponciau) (636); and,

6.5 b. the whole of the existing Wrexham CC.

This constituency would have 72,137 electors which is 3.5% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Wrexham Maelor.
The suggested alternative name was Wrecsam Maelor.

The Commission received representations that supported the initial proposal. By way of
example, the Member of Parliament for the existing Wrexham constituency stated that,
“To be absolutely clear, | support the proposals in respect of the Wrexham Maelor
constituency.” He also stated, “I have not seen any persuasive alternatives to this proposal
for Wrexham.” The Commission did receive a representation that suggested that Wrexham
and Newtown should be within the same constituency and the Liberal Democrats proposed
that the electoral ward of Ponciau should be wholly within the De Clwyd a Gogledd Sir
Faldwyn proposed constituency. However, the Commission did not consider that these
proposals better reflected the statutory criteria than the initial proposals.

The Assistant Commissioners recommended no changes to the composition of the
proposed Wrexham Maelor constituency which had received general support in the
representations and at the public hearings.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendation of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to recommend a constituency as described in the initial proposal.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

6.10 a. The electoral wards within the existing Clwyd South CC and County Borough of
Wrexham of Bronington (2,540), Brymbo (2,982), Bryn Cefn (1,482),
Coedpoeth (3,482), Esclusham (2,023), Gwenfro(1,214), Marchwiel (1,824),
Minera (1,843), New Broughton (2,649), Overton (2,601) and the Aberoer and
Pentrebychan wards of the community of Esclusham (part of the electoral ward of
Ponciau) (636); and,

6.10 b. the whole of the existing Wrexham CC.

This constituency would have 72,137 electors which is 3.5% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
on the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. Some representations
argued that the split of the electoral ward of Ponciau between this proposed constituency
and the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn was unnecessary and that the whole ward
could be retained within this proposed constituency. A representation from the
Community Council of Rhosllanerchrugog also stated that the Community Council would
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like their community to be wholly contained within a proposed Wrexham constituency
rather than a De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency.

The Commission considered all of the representations. In relation to the Ponciau electoral
ward, the Commission had regard to existing local government boundaries. In Wales, these
include the boundaries of electoral wards and, also, the boundaries of communities.
Ponciau forms one electoral ward. Parts of the Ponciau electoral ward, however, fall within
one community (Aberoer and Pentrebychan form part of the community of Esclusham) but
parts fall within another community (Ponciau North, Ponciau South and Rhos form part of
the community of Rhosllanerchrugog). It would not have been possible to include those
parts of the electoral ward of Ponciau which fall within the community of
Rhosllanerchrugog within the proposed Wrexham constituency as that would have resulted
in the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency falling below the prescribed
statutory electorate range.

It would have been possible to include the Aberoer and Pentrebychan wards of the
community of Esclusham in the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency
rather than within the proposed Wrexham constituency. That, however, would result in
part of the community of Esclusham being within the proposed Wrexham constituency and
part within the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency. The Commission
decided it was preferable to retain the whole community within one proposed
constituency, thereby respecting the existing boundaries of the community and avoiding
breaking the local ties between the wards forming the community, notwithstanding the
fact that this would involve dividing the Ponciau electoral ward. Overall, the Commission
were satisfied that including the Aberoer and Pentrebychan wards of the community of
Esclusham within the recommended Wrexham constituency better satisfies the statutory
criteria, particularly having regard both to Rule 5.1(b) and (d) of Schedule 2 to the Act.

The Commission considered the representation from the Community Council of
Rhosllanerchrugog which wished the entire community to be within the recommended
Wrexham constituency rather than the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn
constituency. However, it would not be possible for the community of Rhosllanerchrugog,
which is comprised of the electoral wards of Johnstown, Pant and the community wards of
Ponciau North, Ponciau South and Rhos, to be included within the recommended Wrexham
constituency as to do so would result in that proposed constituency exceeding the
statutory electorate range. The Commission concluded that the recommended Wrexham
constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in the area, best meet the
statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Wrexham. The
recommended alternative name is Wrecsam.
The Commission initially proposed the name Wrexham Maelor. The Commission received

representation from the Member of Parliament for the existing Wrexham constituency
which stated that Wrexham is a very recognisable name and that adding Maelor was
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unnecessary and would create confusion. The Commission changed the name of the
proposed constituency to reflect this.

6.18 The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the

most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Wrexham (Wrecsam).
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7.

De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn (South Clwyd and
North Montgomeryshire)

Recommendation

7.1

7.2

7.3

The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

7.1 a.

7.1b.

7.1c.

7.1d.

The electoral wards within the existing Clwyd South CC and:

i. the County of Denbighshire of Corwen (1,826), Llandrillo (930) and Llangollen
(3,319); and,

ii. the County Borough of Wrexham electoral wards of Cefn (3,709);
Dyffryn Ceiriog/Ceiriog Valley (1,670), Chirk North (1,811), Chirk South
(1,549), Johnstown (2,415), Llangollen Rural (1,578), Pant (1,534), Penycae
(1,479), Penycae and Ruabon South (1,898), Plas Madoc (1,198), Ruabon
(2,071) and the Ponciau North, Ponciau South and Rhos wards of the
community of Rhosllanerchrugog (part of the electoral ward of Ponciau)
(2,831);

the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Efenechtyd (1,316), Llanarmon-yn-lal/Llandegla (1,978), Llanbedr
Dyffryn Clwyd/Llangynhafal (1,218) Llanfair Dyffryn Clwyd/Gwyddelwern (1,793),
Llanrhaeadr-yng-Nghinmeirch (1,478) and Ruthin (4,372);

the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys
of Banwy (746), Berriew (1,064), Guilsfield (1,799), Llandrinio (1,656),
Llandysilio (1,387), Llanfair ~ Caereinion  (1,227), Llanfihangel (872),
Llanfyllin (1,147), Llanrhaeadr-ym-Mochnant/Llansilin (1,733),
Llansantffraid (1,511), Llanwyddyn (818), Meifod (1,040), Trewern (1,504),
Welshpool Castle (954), Welshpool Gungrog (1,772) and Welshpool
Llanerchyddol (1,652); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Denbigh Central (1,567), Denbigh Lower (3,575),
Denbigh Upper/Henllan (2,371) and Llandyrnog (1,652).

This constituency would have 71,570 electors which is 4.3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

The Commission recommends that the name of the proposed constituency should be De
Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn. The recommended alternative name is South Clwyd and
North Montgomeryshire.
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7.4  The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

7.4 a.

7.4b.

7.4 c.

7.4d.

7.4 e.

Background

The existing Clwyd South CC has a total of 53,094 electors which is 29% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 25% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Clwyd West CC has a total of 56,862 electors which is 24% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 20% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Dwyfor Meirionnydd CC has a total of 42,353 electors which is 43%
below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 40% below the minimum
of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Montgomeryshire CC has a total of 46,989 electors which is 37% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 34% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Vale of Clwyd CC has a total of 55,839 electors which is 25% below the
UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 21% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

7.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

7.5 a.

7.5b.

7.5c.

The electoral wards within the existing Clwyd South CC and:

i. the County of Denbighshire electoral wards of Corwen (1,826), Llandrillo
(930)and Llangollen (3,319); and,

ii. the County Borough of Wrexham electoral wards of Cefn (3,709);
Dyffryn Ceiriog/Ceiriog Valley (1,670), Chirk North (1,811), Chirk South (1,549),
Johnstown (2,415), Llangollen Rural (1,578), Pant (1,534), Penycae (1,479),
Penycae and Ruabon South (1,898), Plas Madoc (1,198), Ruabon (2,071) and
the Ponciau North, Ponciau South and Rhos wards of the community of
Rhosllanerchrugog (part of the electoral ward of Ponciau) (2,831);

the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC of:

i. the County Borough of Conwy electoral ward of Uwchaled (1,124); and,

ii. the County of Denbighshire County electoral wards of Efenechtyd (1,316),
Llanarmon-yn-lal/Llandegla (1,978), Llanbedr Dyffryn Clwyd/Llangynhafal
(1,218) Llanfair Dyffryn Clwyd/Gwyddelwern (1,793), Llanrhaeadr-yng-
Nghinmeirch (1,478) and Ruthin (4,372);

the electoral wards within the existing Dwyfor Meirionnydd CC and County of
Gwynedd of Bala (1,290), Llandderfel (1,090) and Llanuwchllyn (673);
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7.6

7.7

7.8

7.9

7.5d. the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys
Banwy (746), Glantwymyn (1,558), Guilsfield (1,799), Llanbrynmair (742), Llandrinio
(1,656), Llandysilio (1,387), Llanfair Caereinion (1,227), Llanfihangel (872), Llanfyllin
(1,147), Llanrhaeadr-ym-Mochnant/Llansilin  (1,733), Llansantffraid (1,511),
Llanwyddyn (818), Machynlleth (1,627), Meifod (1,040), Trewern (1,504),
Welshpool Castle (954), Welshpool Gungrog (1,772) and
Welshpool Llanerchyddol (1,652); and,

7.5e. the electoral ward within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and County of Denbighshire
of Llandyrnog (1,652).

This constituency would have 71,097 electors which is 4.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was De Clwyd a
Gogledd Sir Faldwyn. The suggested alternative name was South Clwyd and North
Montgomeryshire.

During the initial consultation period the Commission received a number of
representations that Machynlleth and the surrounding electoral wards of Glantwymyn and
Llanbrynmair should not be included within this proposed constituency but should be
included within the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency as their ties are
with Ceredigion rather than Clwyd. By way of example, one representation said with
reference to the location of Machynlleth, “Situated adjacent to the west coast of Wales,
the Machynlleth area has closer links to Aberystwyth.” There was a large measure of
agreement among the political parties who made representations (and amongst other
representations) that Machynlleth and the other two electoral wards should be included in
the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency. The Labour Party, although
not having an objection to the suggested changes, was not convinced that Machynlleth
does have greater ties to Ceredigion.

The Commission received representations on whether to include the electoral wards of
Berriew and Forden within this proposed constituency. They also received representations
about the desirability of retaining the existing constituency of Montgomeryshire. The
latter representations referred to the fact that Montgomeryshire had been a Parliamentary
Constituency since 1536 and that it should be retained. The Commission received a
petition with 237 signatories in support of retaining the existing constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners proposed that the electoral ward of Llansannan and three
Denbighshire electoral wards (Denbigh Central, Denbigh Lower, and Denbigh
Upper/Henllan) should not be included within the proposed Gogledd Clwyd a Gwynedd
constituency but should be included within this proposed constituency. The Assistant
Commissioners also proposed that the electoral wards of Bala, Llandderfel, Llanuwchllyn
and Uwchaled should not be included within this proposed constituency but should be
included within a revised Gwynedd constituency due to the links that exist with the
Gwynedd area and they highlighted the strong support for these changes at the public
hearings and in the representations. The Assistant Commissioners concluded that
Machynlleth and the two surrounding wards should also not be included within the
proposed constituency but should be included within the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd

Tudalen 92



7.10

7.11

7.12

2018 REVIEW RECOMMENDATIONS REPORT

Sir Benfro constituency due to the local ties between Machynlleth and Aberystwyth. The
Assistant Commissioners also recommended that both the electoral wards of Berriew and
Forden should be included within this proposed constituency as they both have ties with
the town of Welshpool. The Assistant Commissioners considered that the alternative
proposals intended to enable the existing Montgomeryshire constituency to be retained “...
creates significant issues elsewhere including splitting Ceredigion and linking the northern
part to a constituency that would extend to the outskirts of Caernarfon and Conwy, and
having a Beacons constituency that would extend from Pendine Sands almost as far as the
English border.” The Assistant Commissioners concluded that retaining the existing
Montgomeryshire constituency would have effects on other proposed constituencies
throughout Wales which were negative and, although they had sympathy for the people of
Montgomeryshire, they considered that it was not feasible to retain the historic
constituency.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners in relation to
the three electoral wards from Denbighshire (Denbigh Central, Denbigh Lower, and
Denbigh Upper/Henllan) and proposed to include those wards within this proposed
constituency. However, the Commission decided not to include the electoral ward of
Llansannan within the proposed constituency and recommended that it should be included
within the proposed Gwynedd constituency for the reasons previously discussed at
paragraphs 2.11 and 2.12 of section 5. The Commission also accepted the Assistant
Commissioners’ recommendation that the electoral wards of Bala, Llandderfel,
Llanuwchllyn, and Uwchaled should be included within the proposed Gwynedd
constituency rather than this proposed constituency as previously discussed at paragraph
2.9 of section 5. The Commission also accepted the Assistant Commissioners’
recommendation to include the electoral wards of Machynlleth, Llanbrynmair and
Glantwymyn within the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency, rather
than within this proposed constituency, to avoid breaking their ties with the town of
Aberystwyth.

The Commission considered the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and the
representations received with regard to the electoral wards of Berriew and Forden. At
least one of the electoral wards has to be included within the recommended De Clwyd a
Gogledd Maldwyn constituency in order to ensure that the electorate of this proposed
constituency remains within the statutory electorate range. The representation received
from Forden with Leighton and Trelystan Community Council referred to Forden’s existing
local ties with Montgomery and Churchstoke and indicates that those ties would be broken
if Forden were not included within the recommended Brecon, Radnor, and Montgomery
constituency. There have been no representations from residents or any community
council indicating that it was inappropriate to include the electoral ward of Berriew in the
proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency. In the circumstances, the
Commission concluded that the electoral ward of Berriew should be included within the
recommended De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency.

The Commission has considerable sympathy with the aim of retaining the existing, and
historic, Montgomeryshire constituency. The Commission has, however, accepted the
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7.13

7.14

7.15

Assistant Commissioners’ recommendation that it would not be feasible to retain the
existing Montgomeryshire constituency. The Commission agreed that to do so would have
consequential effects on many of the other proposed constituencies in Wales and would
result in constituencies which, overall, would be a less effective reflection of the statutory
criteria.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

7.13 a. The electoral wards within the existing Clwyd South CC and:

i the County of Denbighshire of Corwen (1,826), Llandrillo (930) and Llangollen
(3,319); and,

ii. the County Borough of Wrexham of Cefn (3,709); Dyffryn Ceiriog/Ceiriog
Valley (1,670), Chirk North (1,811), Chirk South (1,549), Johnstown (2,415),
Llangollen Rural (1,578), Pant (1,534), Penycae (1,479), Penycae and Ruabon
South (1,898), Plas Madoc (1,198), Ruabon (2,071) and the Ponciau North,
Ponciau South and Rhos wards of the community of Rhosllanerchrugog (part
of the electoral ward of Ponciau) (2,831);

7.13b. the electoral wards within the existing Clwyd West CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Efenechtyd (1,316), Llanarmon-yn-lal/Llandegla (1,978), Llanbedr
Dyffryn Clwyd/Llangynhafal (1,218) Llanfair Dyffryn Clwyd/Gwyddelwern (1,793),
Llanrhaeadr-yng-Nghinmeirch (1,478) and Ruthin (4,372);

7.13 c. the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys of
Banwy (746), Berriew (1,064), Guilsfield (1,799), Llandrinio (1,656),
Llandysilio (1,387), Llanfair Caereinion (1,227), Llanfihangel (872), Llanfyllin (1,147),
Llanrhaeadr-ym-Mochnant/Llansilin (1,733), Llansantffraid (1,512),
Llanwyddyn (818), Meifod (1,040), Trewern (1,054), Welshpool Castle (954),
Welshpool Gungrog (1,772) and Welshpool Llanerchyddol (1,652); and,

7.13d. the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Clwyd CC and the County of
Denbighshire of Denbigh Central (1,567), Denbigh Lower (3,575), Denbigh
Upper/Henllan (2,371) and Llandyrnog (1,652).

This constituency would have 71,570 electors which is 4.3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that highlighted concern over the geographical size of the proposed constituency. The
Commission noted that whilst the proposed constituency is large compared with others
within Wales, it is significantly smaller than the maximum size permitted under the Act.
Some representations argued the division of the electoral ward of Ponciau between this
proposed constituency and the proposed Wrexham constituency was unnecessary and that
the whole ward could be retained within the proposed Wrexham constituency. A
representation from the Community Council of Rhosllanerchrugog states that the
Community Council would like their community to be wholly contained within a Wrexham
constituency. The Commission received a representation that argued that the town of
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Welshpool should not be included within this proposed constituency but should be
included within the proposed Brecon, Radnor, and Montgomery constituency due to its
links with Newtown and Montgomery. The Commission also received a number of
representations supporting the proposed constituency, including a representation from
Powys County Council that stated “We feel the changes made to the initial proposals better
meet the wishes of the local communities affected .....Powys would like to accept the
proposals put forward for the new constituencies in the Powys area.”

The Commission considered all of the representations. In relation to Ponciau, as explained
at paragraphs 6.13 and 6.14 of section 5, it was not possible for those parts of the Ponciau
electoral ward included within the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency to
be included, instead, within the proposed Wrexham constituency. That would have
resulted in the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency falling below the
statutory electorate range. For the reasons given previously, the Commission considered
that retaining parts of the Ponciau electoral ward within the proposed Wrexham
constituency better reflected the statutory criteria overall. The Commission considered the
representation from the Community Council of Rhosllanerchrugog. However, it concluded
that it would not be possible for the Community of Rhosllanerchrugog, which includes the
electoral wards of Johnstown, Pant and the community wards of Ponciau North, Ponciau
South, and Rhos, to be included within the proposed constituency as to do so would
exceed the statutory electorate range for the proposed Wrexham constituency and the
proposed constituency of De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn would fall below the statutory
electorate range.

The Commission concluded that it would be unable to recommend retaining the existing
constituency of Montgomeryshire. The electorate of the existing constituency is 56,989 and
therefore would not meet the statutory electorate range. To retain the existing
Montgomeryshire constituency wholly within a proposed constituency would have an
adverse effect on other proposed constituencies in Wales. The Commission would not be
able to place the town of Welshpool within the proposed Brecon, Radnor, and
Montgomery constituency as the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency
would then fall below the statutory electorate range. The Commission considered again
the electoral ward of Forden, but as stated in paragraph 7.11 in section 5, the Forden with
Leighton and Trelystan Community Council’s made representations that it should be
included within the proposed Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery constituency as it has local
ties with Montgomery and Churchstoke. Those ties would be broken if the electoral ward
of Forden was included within the recommended De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn
constituency. The Commission concluded that the recommended De Clwyd a Gogledd
Maldwyn constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in the area, best
meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is De Clwyd a Gogledd
Maldwyn. The recommended alternative name is South Clwyd and North
Montgomeryshire.
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7.19

7.20

The Commission initially proposed the name De Clwyd a Gogledd Sir Faldwyn. During the
initial consultation the Commission received representations that the traditional Welsh
names for Montgomeryshire are either Maldwyn or Sir Drefaldwyn, and has made a change
to the recommended name to reflect this.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is De Clwyd a Gogledd
Maldwyn (South Clwyd and North Montgomeryshire).
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De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn (South Clwyd and North Montgomeryshire)
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8. Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery
(Aberhonddu, Maesyfed a Threfaldwyn)

Recommendation

8.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

8.1a.

8.1b.

The electoral wards within the existing Brecon and Radnorshire CC and County of
Powys of Aber-craf (1,110), Beguildy (1,099), Bronllys (957), Builth (1,809), Bwich
(774), Crickhowell (2,202), Cwm-twrch (1,486), Disserth and Trecoed (1,045), Felin-
fach (1,030), Glasbury (1,754), Gwernyfed (1,163), Hay (1,137), Knighton (2,221),
Llanafanfawr (1,103), Llanbadarn Fawr (861), Llandrindod East/Llandrindod West
(892), Llandrindod North (1,417) Llandrindod South (1,562), Llanelwedd (951),
Llangattock (749), Llangors (855), Llangunllo (1,025), Llangyndir (821), Llanwrtyd
Wells (1,404), Llanyre (948), Maescar/Llywel (1,354), Nantmel (1,150), Old Radnor
(1,292), Presteigne (2,129), Rhayader (1,486), St. David Within (1,210), St. John
(2,521), St. Mary (1,852), Talgarth (1,241), Talybont-on-Usk (1,469), Tawe-Uchaf
(1,680), Ynyscedwyn (1,686), Yscir (848) and Ystradgynlais (1,980); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys
of Blaen Hafren (1,782), Caersws (1,712), Churchstoke (1,214), Dolforwyn (1,587),
Forden (1,083), Kerry (1,563), Llandinam (1,063), Llanidloes (2,070),
Montgomery (1,059), Newtown Central (2,103), Newtown East (1,391),
Newtown Llanllwchaiarn North (1,726), Newtown Llanllwchaiarn West (1,361),
Newtown South (1,242) and Rhiwcynon (1,674).

8.2 This constituency would have 74,903 electors which is 0.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

8.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Brecon,
Radnor, and Montgomery. The recommended alternative name is Aberhonddu,
Maesyfed a Threfaldwyn.

8.4  The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

8.4 a.

8.4b.

Background

The existing Brecon and Radnor CC has a total of 52,273 electors which is 30%
below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 26% below the minimum
of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Montgomeryshire CC has a total of 46,989 electors which is 37% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 34% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

8.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:
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8.5a. The whole of the existing Brecon and Radnorshire CC; and,

8.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys of
Berriew (1,064), Caersws (1,712), Churchstoke (1,214), Dolforwyn (1,587),
Forden (1,083), Kerry (1,563), Llandinam (1,063), Montgomery (1,059),
Newtown Central (2,103), Newtown East (1,391), Newtown Llanllwchaiarn
North (1,726), Newtown Llanllwchaiarn West (1,361), Newtown South (1,242) and
Rhiwcynon (1,674).

This constituency would have 72,115 electors which is 3.5% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Brecon, Radnor,
and Montgomery. The suggested alternative name was Aberhonddu, Maesfyed a
Threfaldwyn.

During the initial consultation period the Commission received a large number of
representations stating that the electoral wards of Llanidloes and Blaen Hafren have local
community ties with Newtown and that those wards should be included in the Brecon,
Radnor and Montgomery proposed constituency. The Commission received
representations from Forden with Leighton and Trelystan Community Council which stated
that Forden should be retained within this proposed constituency and stated, “.. it is felt
that the Forden ward has a natural affinity to both Montgomery and Churchstoke, both of
which are also proposed to lie within that constituency.”

The Commission received a large body of representations in relation to the existing
constituency of Montgomeryshire with representations stating that Montgomeryshire had
been a Parliamentary Constituency since 1536 and that it should be retained in full. The
Commission received a petition with 237 signatories in support of retaining the
Montgomeryshire constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the electoral wards of Berriew and Forden
should not be included within this proposed constituency but should be included within the
proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Sir Faldwyn constituency as previously discussed at
paragraph 7.8 of section 5. The Assistant Commissioners also concluded that the electoral
wards of Llanidloes and Blaen Hafren should be included within this proposed constituency
to avoid breaking the ties between Llanidloes and Newtown which were highlighted
throughout the representations received by the Commission. The Assistant Commissioners
considered the representations to retain the Montgomeryshire constituency as previously
discussed at paragraph 7.9 of section 5.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission agreed with the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendation that the electoral
wards of Llanidloes and Blaen Hafren should be included within this proposed
constituency. There was a high number of representations and agreement among the
political parties which made representations supporting this change to the initial proposals.
The Commission considered the recommendation with regard to the electoral wards of
Berriew and Forden as discussed previously at paragraph 7.17 of section 5. The
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8.11

8.12

8.13

8.14

8.15

Commission considered that Forden should be included within this proposed constituency,
as initially proposed, to avoid breaking the ties that the representations demonstrated
existed between Forden, Montgomery and Churchstoke. There have been no
representations from residents or any community council indicating that it was
inappropriate to include the electoral ward of Berriew in the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd
Maldwyn constituency. The Commission therefore decided that it was appropriate to
include the electoral ward of Berriew within the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn
constituency rather than this proposed constituency.

The Commission agreed with the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendation that it is not
feasible to retain the existing Montgomeryshire constituency as previously discussed at
paragraph 7.17 of section 5.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:
8.12 a. The whole of the existing Brecon and Radnorshire CC; and,

8.12 b. the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys of
Blaen Hafren (1,782), Caersws (1,712), Churchstoke (1,214), Dolforwyn (1,587),
Forden (1,083), Kerry (1,563), Llandinam (1,063), Llanidloes (2,070),
Montgomery (1,059), Newtown Central (2,103), Newtown East (1,391),
Newtown Llanllwchaiarn North (1,726), Newtown Llanllwchaiarn West (1,361),
Newtown South (1,242) and Rhiwcynon (1,674).

This constituency would have 74,903 electors which is 0.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that highlighted concern over the geographical size of the proposed constituency. The
Commission noted that whilst the proposed constituency is large compared with others
within Wales, it is significantly smaller than the maximum size permitted under the Act.
The Commission received representations that argued that the town of Welshpool should
be included within this proposed constituency not within the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd
Maldwyn constituency due to its links with Newtown and Montgomery. The Commission
also received a representation from Powys County Council that supported the proposal and
stated, “We feel the changes made to the initial proposals better meet the wishes of the
local communities affected... Powys would like to accept the proposals put forward for the
new constituencies in the Powys area.” The Commission also received representation that
the electoral ward of Machynlleth should be included in this proposed constituency rather
than Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro due to its links with Montgomeryshire rather than
Ceredigion and Pembrokeshire.

The Commission considered all of the representations made. The Commission concluded
that it would be unable to recommend retaining the existing constituency of
Montgomeryshire. The electorate of the existing constituency is 56,989 and therefore
would not meet the statutory electorate range. The Commission considered that including
the existing Montgomeryshire constituency wholly within a proposed constituency would
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have an adverse effect on other proposed constituencies. The Commission would also not
be able to recommend including the town of Welshpool within this proposed constituency,
as to do so would result in the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency falling
below the statutory electorate range. The Commission considered again the electoral ward
of Forden, however, as stated in paragraph 7.11 in section 5, the Forden with Leighton and
Trelystan Community Council made representations that this ward should be included
within this proposed constituency and the Commission agrees that this would avoid
breaking local ties between Forden, Montgomery and Churchstoke. The Commission also
considered the electoral ward of Machynlleth and noted that there had been general
support for its inclusion in the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency
during the initial proposals consultation period. Including it within this proposed
constituency would also result in the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro
constituency falling below the statutory electorate range. The Commission concluded that
the recommended Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery constituency, and also the other
constituencies in this area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Brecon, Radnor and
Montgomery. The recommended alternative name is Aberhonddu, Maesyfed a
Threfaldwyn.

The Commission considered representations for different names for this proposed
constituency. The Commission has considered all the representations made and has
concluded that the most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical
composition of the proposed constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors
is Brecon, Radnor, and Montgomery (Aberhonddu, Maesyfed a Threfaldwyn).
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Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery (Aberhonddu, Maesyfed a Threfaldwyn)
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9. Monmouthshire (Sir Fynwy)

Recommendation
9.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

9.1a. The electoral wards within the existing Monmouth CC and County of
Monmouthshire of Caerwent (1,615), Cantref (1,579), Castle (1,507),
Croesonen (1,607), Crucorney (1,691), Devauden (1,174), Dixton with
Osbaston (1,793), Drybridge (2,423), Goetre Fawr (1,833), Grofield (1,285),
Lansdown (1,540), Larkfield (1,475), Llanbadoc (1,014), Llanelly Hill (3,014),
Llanfoist Fawr (1,616), Llangybi Fawr (1,439), Llanover (1,717), Llantilio
Crossenny (1,422), Llanwenarth Ultra (1,073), Mardy (1,331), Mitchel Troy (953),
Overmonnow (1,509), Portskewett (1,684), Priory (1,437), Raglan (1,510),
Shirenewton (1,754),  St. Arvans (1,253), St. Christopher's (1,762),
St. Kingsmark (2,226), St. Mary's (1,414), Thornwell (1,860), Trellech
United (2,122), Usk (1,862) and Wyesham (1,644); and,

9.1b. the electoral wards within the existing Newport East CC and:
i. the County of Monmouthshire of Caldicot Castle (1,736), Dewstow (1,370),
Green Lane (1,363), Mill (2,242), Rogiet (1,303), Severn (1,269), The Elms
(2,408) and West End (1,438); and,
ii. the City of Newport of Langstone (3,620) and Llanwern (2,645).

9.2 This constituency would have 74,532 electors which is 0.3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

9.3 The Commission recommends that the name for the proposed constituency should be
Monmouthshire. The recommended alternative name is Sir Fynwy.

9.4  The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

9.4a. The existing Monmouth CC has a total of 62,729 electors which is 16% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 12% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

9.4 b. The existing Newport East CC has a total of 53,959 electors which is 28% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 24% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
9.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:
9.5a. The electoral wards within the existing Monmouth CC and County of

Monmouthshire of Caerwent (1,615), Cantref (1,579), Castle (1,507),
Croesonen (1,607), Crucorney (1,691), Devauden (1,174), Dixton with
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9.6

9.7

9.8

9.9

9.10

Osbaston (1,793), Drybridge (2,423), Goetre Fawr (1,833), Grofield (1,285),
Lansdown (1,540), Larkfield (1,475), Llanbadoc (1,014), Llanelly Hill (3,014),
Llanfoist Fawr (1,616), Llangybi Fawr (1,439), Llanover (1,717), Llantilio
Crossenny (1,422), Llanwenarth Ultra (1,073), Mardy (1,331), Mitchel Troy (953),
Overmonnow (1,509), Portskewett (1,684), Priory (1,437), Raglan (1,510),
Shirenewton (1,754), St. Arvans (1,253), St. Christopher's (1,762),
St. Kingsmark (2,226), St. Mary's (1,414), Thornwell (1,860), Trellech United (2,122),
Usk (1,862) and Wyesham (1,644); and,

9.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Newport East CC and:
i the County of Monmouthshire of Caldicot Castle (1,736), Dewstow (1,370),
Green Lane (1,363), Mill (2,242), Rogiet (1,303), Severn (1,269), The Elms
(2,408) and West End (1,438); and,
ii. the City of Newport of Langstone (3,620) and Llanwern (2,645).

This constituency would have 74,532 electors which is 0.3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Monmouthshire.
The suggested alternative name was Sir Fynwy.

During the initial consultation period the Commission received few representations with
regard to the proposal for the proposed Monmouthshire constituency. There was
agreement among the political parties which made representations that the proposal was
acceptable. The Member of Parliament for the existing Monmouth constituency was also in
favour of the Commission’s initial and revised proposals and stated that the inclusion of the
Monmouth electoral wards from Newport East was eminently sensible, and by doing so the
constituency would marry areas of the principal council and Parliamentary constituency.
The representation also supports the removal of the Torfaen principal council electoral
wards from the constituency for the same reason.

The Assistant Commissioners did not recommend any change to the proposed
Monmouthshire constituency. They noted that there had been comparatively few
representations at the public hearings or in written representations in relation to the
proposed Monmouthshire constituency, although they noted support for the proposed
constituency from five Members of Parliament from the area.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendations and proposed a
Monmouthshire constituency as set out in the initial proposals.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

9.10a. The electoral wards within the existing Monmouth CC and County of
Monmouthshire of Caerwent (1,615), Cantref (1,579), Castle (1,507),
Croesonen (1,607), Crucorney (1,691), Devauden (1,174),
Dixton with Osbaston (1,793), Drybridge (2,423), Goetre Fawr (1,833),
Grofield (1,285), Lansdown (1,540), Larkfield (1,475), Llanbadoc (1,014),
Llanelly Hill (3,014), Llanfoist Fawr (1,616), Llangybi Fawr (1,439), Llanover (1,717),
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Llantilio Crossenny (1,422), Llanwenarth Ultra (1,073), Mardy (1,331),
Mitchel Troy (953), Overmonnow (1,509), Portskewett (1,684), Priory (1,437),
Raglan (1,510), Shirenewton (1,754), St. Arvans (1,253), St. Christopher's (1,762),
St. Kingsmark (2,226), St. Mary's (1,414), Thornwell (1,860), Trellech United (2,122),
Usk (1,862) and Wyesham (1,644); and,

9.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Newport East CC and:

9.11

9.12

9.13

9.15

i the County of Monmouthshire of Caldicot Castle (1,736), Dewstow (1,370),
Green Lane (1,363), Mill (2,242), Rogiet (1,303), Severn (1,269), The Elms
(2,408) and West End (1,438); and,

ii. the City of Newport of Langstone (3,620) and Llanwern (2,645).

This constituency would have 74,532 electors which is 0.3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Monmouthshire.
The suggested alternative name was Sir Fynwy.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received few
representations on the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. The
Commission received representations that the community of Magor with Undy should be
included within the proposed Newport constituency and not within this proposed
constituency.

The Commission considered that the community of Magor with Undy (comprised of the
electoral wards of Mill and The Elms) was appropriately placed within this constituency as
it forms part of the local authority area of Monmouthshire which is wholly contained
within this proposed constituency. The Commission concluded that the recommended
Monmouthshire constituency, and also the other constituencies in this area, best meet the
statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Monmouthshire. The
recommended alternative name is Sir Fynwy.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Monmouthshire (Sir
Fynwy).
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Monmouthshire (Sir Fynwy)
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10. Newport (Casnewydd)

Recommendation
10.1 The Commission recommends a borough constituency be created from:

10.1 a. The electoral wards within the existing Newport East CC and City of Newport of
Alway (5,427), Beechwood (5,353), Liswerry (7,897), Ringland (5,732), St. Julians
(5,876) and Victoria (4,280); and,

10.1 b. the electoral wards within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Allt-yr-Yn (6,368), Bettws (5,275), Gaer (6,084), Malpas (5,939), Marshfield (4,554),
Piligwenlly (4,067), Shaftesbury (3,548), Stow Hill (2,794) and Tredegar Park
(2,792).

10.2 This constituency would have 75,986 electors which is 1.6% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

10.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named
Newport. The recommended alternative name is Casnewydd.

10.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

10.4 a. The existing Newport East CC has a total of 53,959 electors which is 28% below the
UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 24% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

10.4 b. The existing Newport West CC has a total of 60,101 electors which is 20% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 15% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
10.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a borough constituency be

created from:

10.5a. The electoral wards within the existing Newport East CC and City of Newport of
Alway (5,427), Beechwood (5,353), Liswerry (7,897), Ringland (5,732), St. Julians
(5,876) and Victoria (4,280); and,

10.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Allt-yr-Yn (6,368), Bettws (5,275), Gaer (6,084), Malpas (5,939), Marshfield (4,554),
Pillgwenlly (4,067), Shaftesbury (3,548), Stow Hill (2,794) and Tredegar Park (2,792).

10.6 This constituency would have 75,986 electors which is 1.6% above the UKEQ of 74,769

electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Newport. The
suggested alternative name was Casnewydd.
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10.7

10.8

10.9

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for
Newport. It received representations that the electoral ward of Caerleon should be
included with the proposed Newport constituency and that the Bettws and Malpas
electoral wards could replace Caerleon in the proposed Torfaen constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners did not recommend any change to the proposed Newport
constituency, commenting there was little support for the counter proposals. They noted
that there had been comparatively few representations at the public hearings or in written
representations in relation to the proposed Newport constituency, although they noted
support for the proposed constituency from five Members of Parliament from the area.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
Newport constituency as set out in the initial proposals. The Commission remains of the
view that the inclusion of the Bettws and Malpas electoral wards within the proposed
Newport constituency, rather than Caerleon, is appropriate as the Bettws and Malpas
wards have ties with Newport rather than Torfaen, and Caerleon has ties with the Torfaen
area. The initial proposals therefore better reflected the statutory criteria than the
proposed alternative.

10.10 The Commission therefore proposed to create a borough constituency from:

10.11

10.12

10.13

10.10 a. The electoral wards within the existing Newport East CC and City of Newport of
Alway (5,427), Beechwood (5,353), Liswerry (7,897), Ringland (5,732), St. Julians
(5,876) and Victoria (4,280); and,

10.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Allt-yr-Yn (6,368), Bettws (5,275), Gaer (6,084), Malpas (5,939), Marshfield (4,554),
Pillgwenlly (4,067), Shaftesbury (3,548), Stow Hill (2,794) and Tredegar Park (2,792).

This constituency would have 75,986 electors which is 1.6% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
from residents of Rogerstone who were concerned that the proposals would remove
Rogerstone from a Newport constituency. The Commission also received representations
suggesting that Caerleon should be included within this proposed constituency. The
Commission also received representations supporting its proposals.

The Commission considered all of the representations made. The Commission considered
the electoral wards of Rogerstone and Caerleon. The Commission must recommend
constituencies that are within the statutory electorate range. To include the Rogerstone
electoral ward within the proposed Newport constituency would mean that the proposed
Newport constituency would exceed the statutory electorate range and that the proposed
Caerphilly constituency would fall below the statutory electorate range. To include the
Caerleon electoral ward within the proposed Newport constituency would mean that the
proposed Newport constituency would exceed the statutory electorate range and that the
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proposed Torfaen constituency would fall below the statutory electorate range. There
were no wards within the proposed Newport constituency that were more appropriately
included within the proposed Torfaen constituency than Caerleon. The Commission has
concluded that the recommended Newport constituency, and also the other recommended
constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Newport. The
recommended alternative name is Casnewydd.
The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the

most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Newport (Casnewydd).
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11. Torfaen

Recommendation

111

The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

11.1a.

11.1b.

111c

The electoral wards within the existing Torfaen CC and County Borough of Torfaen
of Abersychan (5,002), Blaenavon (4,193), Brynwern (1,243), Coed Eva (1,792),
Cwmyniscoy (979), Fairwater (3,839), Greenmeadow (2,649), Llantarnam (4,099),
New Inn (4,773), Panteg (5,585) Pontnewydd (4,370), Pontnewynydd (1,030),
Pontypool (1,329), St. Cadocs and Penygarn (1,170), St. Dials (2,684), Snatchwood
(1,535), Trevethin (2,300), Two Locks (4,525), Upper Cwmbran (3,739) and
Wainfelin (1,726);

the electoral wards within the existing Monmouth CC and County Borough of
Torfaen of Croesyceiliog North (2,580), Croesyceiliog South (1,420),
Llanyrafon North (1,492) and Llanyrafon South (2,099); and,

the electoral ward within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Caerleon (6,214).

11.2 This constituency would have 72,367 electors which is 3.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

11.3

11.4

11.5

The Commission recommends that the name for the proposed constituency should be
Torfaen.

The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

11.4 a.

11.4 b.

114 c.

The existing Monmouth CC has a total of 62,729 electors which is 16% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 12% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Newport East CC has a total of 53,959 electors which is 28% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 24% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Torfaen CC has a total of 58,562 electors which is 22% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 18% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

11.5a.

The whole of the existing Torfaen CC;
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11.6

11.7

11.8

11.9

11.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Monmouth CC and County Borough of
Torfaen of Croesyceiliog North (2,580), Croesyceiliog South (1,420), Llanyrafon
North (1,492) and Llanyrafon South (2,099); and,

11.5c. the electoral ward within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Caerleon (6,214).

This constituency would have 72,367 electors which is 3.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Torfaen.

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for
Torfaen. The Member of Parliament for the existing Torfaen constituency was in favour of
the Commission’s initial proposal stating that Caerleon is the obvious electoral ward to be
included within Torfaen due to its links to Ponthir and Llanfrechfa. The Member of
Parliament also noted that the proposed constituency would include the whole of the
Torfaen principal council area and he considered that this would help create an affinity
with the constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners did not recommend any change to the proposed Torfaen
constituency, commenting there was little support for the counter proposals. They noted
that there had been comparatively few representations at the public hearings or in written
representations in relation to the proposed Torfaen constituency, and these were generally
supportive of the proposed constituency. The Assistant Commissioners noted that the
wards within the Torfaen local authority area did not of themselves ensure that the
proposed constituency fell within the statutory electorate range. They considered that
there were ties between the ward of Caerleon and Cwmbran, and other wards in the
proposed constituency and its inclusion within this proposed constituency was justified.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to recommend a constituency as described in the initial proposals.

11.10 The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

11.10 a. The whole of the existing Torfaen CC;

11.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Monmouth CC and County Borough of
Torfaen of Croesyceiliog North (2,580), Croesyceiliog South (1,420), Llanyrafon
North (1,492) and Llanyrafon South (2,099); and,

11.10 c. the electoral ward within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Caerleon (6,214).

11.11 This constituency would have 72,367 electors which is 3.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769

electors per constituency.
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During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
stating that Caerleon should be retained within a Newport constituency. The
representation largely supported the proposed constituency of Torfaen; however, it argued
that Caerleon should not be included within the proposed constituency and that it had
been done purely to achieve the required electorate without any consideration to local
ties.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission again considered
the electoral ward of Caerleon. The Commission must recommend constituencies that are
within the statutory electorate range. The Commission is satisfied that the electoral ward
of Caerleon is an appropriate ward to include within the proposed Torfaen constituency
and would ensure that it falls within the statutory electorate range. The Commission is
satisfied that the recommended Torfaen constituency, and also the other recommended
constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Torfaen. Torfaen is
recognisable in both languages and therefore no alternative name is suggested.
The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the

most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Torfaen.
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12. Blaenau Gwent

Recommendation

12.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

12.1 a.

12.1b.

The electoral wards within the existing Blaenau Gwent CC and the County
Borough of Blaenau Gwent of Abertillery (3,095), Badminton (2,428), Beaufort
(2,768), Blaina (3,351), Brynmawr (3,826), Cwm (3,168), Cwmtillery (3,358), Ebbw
Vale North (3,249), Ebbw Vale South (2,905), Georgetown (2,942), Llanhilleth
(3,324), Nantyglo (3,187), Rassau (2,386), Sirhowy (4,125), Six Bells (1,702) and
Tredegar Central and West (3,847); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Argoed (1,910), Blackwood (5,947), Cefn Fforest (2,765),
Crumlin (4,195), Newbridge (4,611), Pengam (2,571) and Penmaen (4,004).

12.2 This constituency would have 75,664 electors which is 1.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

12.3 The Commission recommends that the name for the proposed constituency should be
Blaenau Gwent.

12.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

12.4 a.

12.4 b.

Background

The existing Blaenau Gwent CC has a total of 49,661 electors which is 34% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 30% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Islwyn CC has a total of 53,306 electors which is 29% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 25% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

12.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

12.5 a.

12.5b.

The whole of the existing Blaenau Gwent CC; and,

the electoral wards within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of Caerphilly
of Argoed (1,910), Blackwood (5,947), Cefn Fforest (2,765), Crumlin (4,195),
Newbridge (4,611), Pengam (2,571) and Penmaen (4,004).

12.6 This constituency would have 75,664 electors which is 1.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Blaenau Gwent.
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12.7

12.8

12.9

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for
Blaenau Gwent. There was agreement among the political parties making representations
that the proposal was acceptable and the Member of Parliament for the existing Blaenau
Gwent constituency was also in favour of the Commission’s initial proposal stating that the
proposed constituency contains the whole of the principal council of Blaenau Gwent,
recognising the geographical and community links that the principal council has with the
electoral wards of northern Islwyn. The Commission received a representation from
Argoed Community Council, which the Member of Parliament for the existing Islwyn
constituency supported, that proposed an alternative arrangement for the existing
constituencies of Blaenau Gwent, Caerphilly, and Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney. The Labour
Party submission, however, expressed the belief that the Commission’s approach in the
south east Wales area maximises the respect for existing constituencies and principal
councils.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the alternative arrangements put forward by
Argoed Community Council and supported by the Member of Parliament for the existing
Islwyn constituency and concluded that the proposals split principal council areas and
broke local ties. The Assistant Commissioners noted that the alternative proposals were
opposed by five of the Members of Parliament for existing constituencies which would be
affected by the alternative proposals and noted that the four political parties with
representation at Westminster supported the initial proposals.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioner’s report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to recommend a constituency as described in the initial proposals. The Commission
considered that the proposed alternative arrangements put forward by Argoed Community
Council, and supported by the Member of Parliament for the existing Islwyn constituency,
had a greater effect on existing constituencies than the approach of the Commission in this
area and would result in breaking local ties. The Commission considered that the initial
proposal better reflected the statutory criteria overall than the proposed alternatives.

12.10 The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

12.11

12.12

12.10 a. The whole of the existing Blaenau Gwent CC; and,

12.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of Caerphilly
of Argoed (1,910), Blackwood (5,947), Cefn Fforest (2,765), Crumlin (4,195),
Newbridge (4,611), Pengam (2,571) and Penmaen (4,004).

This constituency would have 75,664 electors which is 1.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that were opposed to the inclusion of Blackwood within this proposed constituency. The
Commission also received representations that called for the electoral ward of Pengam to
be included within the Caerphilly constituency due to its links to Caerphilly for leisure and
employment and not to be within this proposed constituency. The Commission received a
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further representation from the Member of Parliament for Islwyn which referred to the
alternative arrangements proposed by Argoed Community Council and expressed concerns
about breaking of ties between certain communities. The Commission also received
representations, however, from the Blaenau Gwent County Borough Council which
endorsed the revised proposals, which included the wards of Blackwood and Pengam
within this proposed constituency, and from Brynmawr Town Council supporting the
proposed constituency.

The Commission considered all of the representations made. The Commission considered
that the electoral wards of Pengam and Blackwood should be included within this
proposed constituency. The Commission considered again the alternative arrangements
proposed by Argoed Community Council and supported by the Member of Parliament for
Islwyn and his concerns that the proposed arrangements would break what he considers to
be strong ties between certain communities. The Commission must recommend
constituencies that are within the statutory electorate range. The Commission was
satisfied that the constituencies it recommended in this area better reflected the statutory
criteria overall than the proposed alternatives. The Commission is satisfied that the
recommended Blaenau Gwent constituency, and also the other constituencies in this area,
best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Blaenau Gwent. Blaenau
Gwent is recognisable in both languages and therefore no alternative name is suggested.
The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the

most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Blaenau Gwent.
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13. Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney (Merthyr Tudful a
Rhymni)

Recommendation

13.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

13.1 a.

13.1b.

13.1c.

The electoral wards within the existing Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney CC and:

i the County Borough of Caerphilly of Darren Valley (1,760), Moriah (3,031),
New Tredegar (3,233), Pontlottyn (1,405) and Twyn Carno (1,655); and,

ii. the County Borough of Merthyr Tydfil of Bedlinog (2,649), Cyfarthfa (4,961),
Dowlais (4,736), Gurnos (3,309), Merthyr Vale (2,663), Park(3,176),
Penydarren (3,678), Plymouth (3,855), Town (5,580), Treharris (4,831) and
Vaynor (2,644);

the electoral wards within the existing Caerphilly CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Bargoed (4,277), Gilfach (1,481), Hengoed (3,617), Nelson (3,374),
St. Cattwg (5,400) and Ystrad Mynach (3,935); and,

the electoral ward within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of Caerphilly
of Aberbargoed (2,520).

13.2 This constituency would have 77,770 electors which is 4% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

13.3 The Commission recommends that the name for the proposed constituency should be
Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney. The recommended alternative name is Merthyr Tudful a
Rhymni.

13.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

13.4 a.

13.4 b.

13.4 c.

The existing Caerphilly CC has a total of 61,158 electors which is 18% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 14% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Islwyn CC has a total of 53,306 electors which is 29% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 25% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney CC has a total of 53,166 electors which is

29% below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 25% below the
minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.
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Background

13.5

13.6

13.7

13.8

13.9

In the Commission’s initial proposals it was proposed that a county constituency be created
from:

13.5a. The whole of the existing Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney CC;

13.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Caerphilly CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Bargoed (4,277), Gilfach (1,481), Hengoed (3,617), Nelson (3,374),
St. Cattwg (5,400) and Ystrad Mynach (3,935); and,

13.5c. the electoral ward within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of Caerphilly of
Aberbargoed (2,520).

This constituency would have 77,770 electors which is 4% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Merthyr Tydfil
and Rhymney. The suggested alternative name was Merthyr Tudful a Rhymni.

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for
Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney. There was agreement among the political parties that made
representations that the proposal was acceptable and the Member of Parliament for the
existing Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney constituency was also in favour of the Commission’s
initial proposal. They stated that the proposed constituency contains the whole of the
existing constituency of Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney and recognised the geographical and
community links that the area of the principal council has with the electoral wards within
the existing Islwyn and Caerphilly constituencies. = The Commission received a
representation from Argoed Community Council, supported by the Member of Parliament
for the existing Islwyn constituency, that proposed an alternative arrangement for the
existing constituencies of Blaenau Gwent, Caerphilly, and Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney.
The Labour Party submission, however, expressed the belief that the Commission approach
in the south east Wales area maximises the respect for existing constituencies and principal
councils.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the alternative arrangements put forward by
Argoed Community Council which would affect this proposed constituency. They concluded
that the proposals splits principal council areas and breaks local ties. The Assistant
Commissioners noted that the alternative proposals were opposed by five of the Members
of Parliament for the existing constituencies which would be affected by the alternative
proposals and noted that the four political parties with representation at Westminster
supported the initial proposals.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
a constituency as described in the initial proposals. The Commission considered that
proposal put forward by Argoed Community Council had a greater effect on the existing
constituencies than the approach of the Commission in this area and broke local ties. The
initial proposals therefore better reflect the statutory requirements than the proposed
alternatives.
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The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:
13.10 a. The whole of the existing Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney CC;

13.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Caerphilly CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Bargoed (4,277), Gilfach (1,481), Hengoed (3,617), Nelson (3,374),
St. Cattwg (5,400) and Ystrad Mynach (3,935); and,

13.10 c. the electoral ward within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of Caerphilly of
Aberbargoed (2,520).

This constituency would have 77,770 electors which is 4% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
with regard to the geographical composition of the proposed constituency. The
Commission received representations that supported its approach to the valleys
constituencies and its general approach in south east Wales. One representation
suggested that the proposal was the most logical and the alternatives did not adhere to the
rules set out in the Act to the same extent as this proposed constituency. The Commission
received a further representation from the Member of Parliament for Islwyn which
referred to the alternative arrangements proposed by Argoed Community Council and
expressed concerns about the breaking of ties between certain communities.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission considered again
the alternative arrangement proposed by Argoed Community Council and supported by the
Member of Parliament for Islwyn. The Commission must recommend constituencies that
are within the statutory electorate range. For the reasons discussed in paragraph 13.9 in
section 5, the Commission is satisfied that the recommended Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney
constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in the area, best meet the
statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Merthyr Tydfil and
Rhymney. The recommended alternative name is Merthyr Tudful a Rhymni.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Merthyr Tydfil and
Rhymney (Merthyr Tudful a Rhymni).
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14. Caerphilly (Caerffili)

Recommendation
14.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

14.1 a. The electoral wards within the existing Caerphilly CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Aber Valley (4,478), Bedwas, Trethomas and Machen (7,456),
Llanbradach (3,133), Morgan Jones (5,153), Penyrheol (8,525), St. James (4,126)
and St. Martins (6,203);

14.1 b. the electoral wards within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Abercarn (3,884), Crosskeys (2,344), Maesycwmmer (1,607),
Pontllanfraith (5,976), Risca East (4,468), Risca West (3,795) and Ynysddu (2,709);
and,

14.1 c. the electoral wards within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Graig (4,723) and Rogerstone (7,743).

14.2 This constituency would have 76,323 electors which is 2.1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

14.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named
Caerphilly. The recommended alternative name is Caerffili.

14.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

14.4 a. The existing Caerphilly CC has a total of 61,158 electors which is 18% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 14% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

14.4 b. The existing Islwyn CC has a total of 53,306 electors which is 29% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 25% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

14.4 c. The existing Newport West CC has a total of 60,101 electors which is 20% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 15% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
14.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:

14.5a. The electoral wards within the existing Caerphilly CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Aber Valley (4,478), Bedwas, Trethomas and Machen (7,456),
Llanbradach (3,133), Morgan Jones (5,153), Penyrheol (8,525), St. James (4,126) and
St. Martin’s (6,203);
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14.6

14.7

14.8

14.9

14.5b. the electoral wards within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of Caerphilly
of  Abercarn (3,884), Crosskeys (2,344), Maesycwmmer (1,607),
Pontllanfraith (5,976), Risca East (4,468), Risca West (3,795) and Ynysddu (2,709);
and,

14.5 c. the electoral wards within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Graig (4,723) and Rogerstone (7,743).

This constituency would have 76,323 electors which is 2.1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Caerphilly. The
suggested alternative name was Caerffili.

The Commission received a written representation from the Member of Parliament for the
existing Caerphilly constituency that supported the initial proposal, although the Member
of Parliament expressed the view that the inclusion of two Newport wards was not ideal.
The Member of Parliament for the existing Caerphilly constituency did stress that the initial
proposal was significantly better than any proposed alternatives. The Commission received
a representation from Argoed Community Council, supported by the Member of
Parliament for the existing Islwyn constituency, which proposed an alternative
arrangement for the existing constituencies of Blaenau Gwent, Caerphilly, and Merthyr
Tydfil and Rhymney. The Labour Party submission, however, expressed the view that the
Commission approach in the south east Wales area maximises the respect for existing
constituencies and principal councils.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the electoral ward of Rogerstone should be
included within the proposed constituency. They concluded that the electoral ward was an
appropriate ward for inclusion within the proposed Caerphilly constituency given its
location and its links with Caerphilly and would enable the proposed constituency to fall
within the statutory electorate range. In relation to the alternative arrangements proposed
by the Argoed Community Council, the Assistant Commissioners concluded that the
proposals splits principal council areas and breaks local ties. The Assistant Commissioners
noted that the alternative proposals were opposed by five of the Members of Parliament
for existing constituencies which would be affected by the alternative proposals and noted
that the four political parties with representation at Westminster supported the initial
proposals.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and proposed
to recommend a Caerphilly constituency as set out in the initial proposals. The proposal
put forward by Argoed Community Council has a greater effect on the existing
constituencies than the approach of the Commission in this area and the initial proposal
better reflected the statutory requirements than the proposed alternative.

14.10 The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:
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14.10 a. The electoral wards within the existing Caerphilly CC and County Borough of
Caerphilly of Aber Valley (4,478), Bedwas, Trethomas and Machen (7,456),
Llanbradach (3,133), Morgan Jones (5,153), Penyrheol (8,525), St. James (4,126) and
St. Martin’s (6,203);

14.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Islwyn CC and County Borough of Caerphilly
of  Abercarn (3,884), Crosskeys (2,344), Maesycwmmer (1,607),
Pontllanfraith (5,976), Risca East (4,468), Risca West (3,795) and Ynysddu (2,709);
and,

14.10 c. the electoral wards within the existing Newport West CC and City of Newport of
Graig (4,723) and Rogerstone (7,743).

This constituency would have 76,323 electors which is 2.1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that called for the electoral ward of Pengam to be included within the Caerphilly
constituency due to its links to Caerphilly for leisure and employment. The Commission
also received representations from residents of Rogerstone that expressed concern about
the ward, together with the Graig electoral ward, being removed from a Newport
constituency. The Commission received further representations from the Member of
Parliament for Islwyn which referred to the alternative arrangements proposed by Argoed
Community Council and expressed concerns about breaking of ties between certain
communities. The Commission also received a representation that suggested that Taffs
Well would be better located within this constituency rather than within a Cardiff
constituency and suggested that there are good communication links between Caerphilly
and Nantgarw within the Taffs Well electoral ward.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission considered the
electoral wards of Rogerstone and Pengam. To include the Pengam electoral ward within
this proposed constituency would mean that the proposed constituency would exceed the
statutory electorate range. To include the Rogerstone and/or Graig electoral wards within
the proposed Newport constituency would mean that the proposed Newport constituency
would exceed the statutory electorate range and that the proposed Caerphilly constituency
would fall below the statutory electorate range. The Commission considers that the
electoral ward of Taffs Well is most appropriately placed within the proposed Cardiff West
constituency. To include the Taffs Well electoral ward within this proposed constituency
would mean that the proposed constituency would exceed the statutory electorate range.
The Commission considered again the alternative arrangement proposed by the Member
of Parliament for Islwyn. The Commission must, however, recommend constituencies that
are within the statutory electorate range. For the reasons discussed in paragraph 14.9 in
section 5, the Commission is satisfied that the recommended Caerphilly constituency, and
also the other recommended constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory criteria
overall.

Tudalen 125



BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR WALES

14.14 The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Caerphilly. The
recommended alternative name is Caerffili.

14.15 The Commission has considered all the representations proposing different names for this
constituency and has concluded that the most appropriate name which best reflects the
geographical composition of the proposed constituency and is likely to have greater affinity
with electors is Caerphilly (Caerffili).
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15. Cynon Valley and Pontypridd (Cwm Cynon a
Phontypridd)

Recommendation

15.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

15.1a.

15.1b.

The electoral wards within the existing Cynon Valley CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Aberaman North (3,571), Aberaman South (3,261),
Abercynon (4,288), Aberdare East (4,772), Aberdare West/Llwydcoed (7,036),
Cilfynydd (1,998), Cwmbach (3,467), Glyncoch (2,039), Hirwaun (3,076), Mountain
Ash East (2,086), Mountain Ash West (3,046), Penrhiwceiber (4,013), Pen-y-Waun
(1,993), Rhigos (1,337) and Ynysybwl (3,422); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Church Village (3,469), Graig (1,455), Hawthorn (2,869),
Llantwit Fardre (4,593), Pontypridd Town (2,141), Rhondda (3,364), Rhydfelen
Central/llan (2,924), Ton-Teg (3,170), Trallwng (2,770) and Treforest (1,845).

15.2 This constituency would have 78,005 electors which is 4.3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

15.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Cynon
Valley and Pontypridd. The recommended alternative name is Cwm Cynon a
Phontypridd.

15.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

154 a.

15.4 b.

Background

The existing Cynon Valley CC has a total of 49,405 electors which is 34% below the
UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 30% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Pontypridd CC has a total of 56,525 electors which is 24% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 20% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

15.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

15.5a.

15.5b.

The whole of the existing Cynon Valley CC; and,
the electoral wards within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of

Rhondda Cynon Taf of Church Village (3,469), Graig (1,455), Hawthorn (2,869),
Llantwit Fardre (4,593), Pontypridd Town (2,141), Rhondda (3,364),
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Rhydfelen Central/llan (2,924), Ton-Teg (3,170), Trallwng (2,770) and
Treforest (1,845).

This constituency would have 78,005 electors which is 4.3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Cynon Valley and
Pontypridd. The suggested alternative name was Cwm Cynon a Phontypridd.

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for Cynon
Valley and Pontypridd. There was agreement among the political parties that made
representations that the proposal was acceptable. However, the Commission received
proposals for an alternative arrangement for the Cynon Valley and Pontypridd, and
Rhondda and Llantrisant proposed constituencies from the Pontypridd Constituency
Labour Party (PCLP), which was supported by both the Member of Parliament and the
Assembly Member for the existing Pontypridd constituency. The representation stated
that Taffs Well’s links with Pontypridd, Rhondda Cynon Taf and the valleys are strong. It
also argued that Tonyrefail has local ties with Pontypridd and should therefore be in the
proposed Pontypridd constituency rather than in the proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant
constituency. Representations suggested that the most appropriate way to form
constituencies in the valleys would be to create constituencies which went across the south
Wales valleys from east to west as opposed to down the valleys from north to south as
proposed by the Commission.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the alternative arrangement as put forward and
concluded that the electoral ward of Tonyrefail has ties with Llantrisant and Talbot Green
which justified its inclusion within the proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant constituency and
that its inclusion was necessary to meet the statutory electorate range. They also
concluded that there are ties, with good transport and communication links, between Taffs
Well and the electoral wards of Cardiff North, which justified its inclusion within the
proposed Cardiff North constituency. The Assistant Commissioners referred to the
representations that noted that the Cynon Valley had been included entirely within the
proposed Cynon Valley and Pontypridd constituency which broadly respected the integrity
of the valley.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners and
recommended creating a constituency as described in the initial proposals. The
Commission considered the alternative arrangements as proposed by the PCLP. The
Commission, however, is of the view that the initial proposal better reflected the statutory
criteria than the proposed alternatives. The Commission considers that the most
appropriate way to create constituencies representing the valleys is to do so by going down
the valleys from north to south. The Commission considered that creating constituencies
for the valleys in this way reflects existing local ties. The Commission considered the
electoral wards of Taffs Well and Tonyrefail. While recognising the arguments for the
inclusion of those electoral wards within this proposed constituency, this was not feasible
as it would result in the proposed constituency exceeding the statutory electorate range.

15.10 The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:
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15.11

15.12

15.13

15.10 a. The whole of the existing Cynon Valley CC, and,

15.10 b. the electoral wards within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Church Village (3,469), Graig (1,455), Hawthorn (2,869),
Llantwit Fardre (4,593), Pontypridd Town (2,141), Rhondda (3,364), Rhydfelen
Central/llan (2,924), Ton-Teg (3,170), Trallwng (2,770) and Treforest (1,845).

This constituency would have 78,005 electors which is 4.3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that re-stated that the most appropriate way to create constituencies including the valleys
of the Rhondda Cynon Taf local authority was east to west, as opposed to going from north
to south as proposed by the Commission due to distinct differences in east-west
community needs and the requirements upon the Members of Parliament who would
represent those communities. The Commission also received representations supporting
the composition of this proposed constituency, including from both Tredegar Town Council
and the Cynon Valley Constituency Labour Party, and supporting the approach of creating
constituencies by going down valleys from north to south and not across from east to west.
The Commission received further representations that urged the Commission to retain the
Taffs Well electoral ward within a constituency comprised of electoral wards from the
Rhondda Cynon Taf local authority area - specifically this proposed constituency - due to
the ties between the electoral ward of Taffs Well and the local authority area of Rhondda
Cynon Taf.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission again considered
the alternative arrangements proposed by the PCLP in section 15.7 of section 5. The
Commission remains of the view that the most appropriate way to create constituencies
representing the valleys is to do so by going down the valleys from north to south as
previously discussed in paragraph 15.9 of section 5. Whilst recognising the arguments for
the inclusion of the Taffs Well electoral ward within a constituency comprised of electoral
wards from the Rhondda Cynon Taf local authority area, this was not feasible as it would
result in this proposed constituency exceeding the statutory electorate range. In the
circumstances, the Commission considered that the electoral ward of Taffs Well is
appropriately placed within the proposed Cardiff West constituency as discussed in
paragraph 15.9 of section 5. The proposed arrangements enable the Commission to
recommend two constituencies (this proposed constituency and the recommended
Rhondda and Llantrisant constituency) which are entirely composed of electoral wards
from the local authority area of Rhondda Cynon Taf, thereby respecting existing local
government boundaries. The proposed arrangements also enable the whole of the existing
Cynon Valley constituency to be included in this proposed constituency (and the whole of
the existing Rhondda constituency to be included within the recommended Rhondda and
Llantrisant constituency). The Commission has concluded that the recommended Cynon
Valley and Pontypridd constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in the
area, meet the statutory criteria overall.
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15.14 The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Cynon Valley and
Pontypridd. The recommended alternative name is Cwm Cynon a Phontypridd.

15.15 The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Cynon Valley and
Pontypridd (Cwm Cynon a Phontypridd).
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Cynon Valley and Pontypridd (Cwm Cynon a Phontypridd)

1. Aberaman North (3,571)

2. Mountain Ash West (3,046)

3. Penrhiwceiber (4,013)

4. Glyncoch (2,039)

5. Pontypridd Town (2,141)

6. Trallwng (2,770)

7. Treforest (1,845)

8. Rhydfelen Central/llan (2,924)
9. Church Village (3,469)

Pen-y-Waun
(1,993)

Aberdare East
(4,772)

Mountain Ash East
(2,086)

Aberdare West/LIwydcoed
(7,036) Aberaman
South
(3,261)

Abercynon
(4,288)

Cilfynydd
(1,998)

Rhondda
(3,364)

Hawthorn
(2,869)
Graig

(1,455)

Llantwit Fardre
(4,593)

kilometres
Scale: 1:123,300
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16. Rhondda and Llantrisant (Rhondda a
Llantrisant)

Recommendation
16.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

16.1.a The electoral ward within the existing Ogmore CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Llanharry (2,940);

16.1.b the electoral wards within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Beddau (3,090), Llantrisant Town (3,590), Pont-y-
clun (5,888), Talbot Green (1,936), Tonyrefail East (4,215), Tonyrefail West (4,620)
and Tyn-y-nant (2,465); and,

16.1.c the electoral wards within the existing Rhondda CC and the County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Cwm Clydach (1,975), Cymmer (3,905), Ferndale (3,040),
Liwyn-y-pia (1,644), Maerdy (2,244), Pentre (3,722), Pen-y-graig (3,879), Porth
(4,280), Tonypandy (2,618), Trealaw (2,803), Treherbert (4,035), Treorchy (5,545),
Tylorstown (2,895), Ynyshir (2,372) and Ystrad (4,204).

16.2 This constituency would have 77,905 electors which is 4.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

16.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Rhondda
and Llantrisant. The recommended alternative name is Rhondda a Llantrisant.

16.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

16.4.a The existing Ogmore CC has a total of 54,614 electors which is 27% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 23% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

16.4.b The existing Pontypridd CC has a total of 56,525 electors which is 24% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 20% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

16.4.c The existing Rhondda CC has a total of 49,161 electors which is 34% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 31% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
16.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:
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16.6

16.7

16.8

16.9

16.10

16.5.a The electoral wards within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Beddau (3,090), Llantrisant Town (3,590), Pont-y-
clun (5,888), Talbot Green (1,936), Tonyrefail East (4,215), Tonyrefail West (4,620)
and Tyn-y-nant (2,465); and,

16.5.b the whole of the existing Rhondda CC.

This constituency would have 77,905 electors which is 4.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Rhondda and
Llantrisant. The suggested alternative name was Rhondda a Llantrisant.

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for the
proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant constituency. There was agreement among the parties
that made representations that the proposal was acceptable. The Commission received a
proposal for an alternative arrangement for the proposed Cynon Valley, Pontypridd, and
Rhondda and Llantrisant constituencies from the PCLP, which was supported by both the
Member of Parliament for the existing Pontypridd constituency and the Assembly Member
for Pontypridd. The representation stated that Taffs Well’s links with Pontypridd, Rhondda
Cynon Taf and the valleys are strong. It also argued that Tonyrefail has local ties with
Pontypridd and should therefore be in the proposed Pontypridd constituency rather than
the proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant constituency. Representations suggested that the
most appropriate way to form constituencies in the south Wales valleys would be to create
constituencies which went across the valleys from east to west as opposed to down the
valleys from north to south as proposed by the Commission.

The Commission received a representation that referred to the affinity that the Llanharry
electoral ward has with the Rhondda Cynon Taf local authority area and the
representations therefore did not agree that the ward should be included within an
Ogmore constituency. The Commission also received representations that the Gilfach
Goch electoral ward should be included within the proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant
constituency, although the representation does concede that it may not be possible to
achieve this due to the statutory constraints placed on the Commission.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the alternative arrangements put forward by the
PCLP. They concluded that the electoral ward of Tonyrefail has ties with Llantrisant and
Talbot Green which justifies its inclusion within the proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant
constituency and that its inclusion was necessary to meet the statutory electorate range.
They also concluded that there are links between Taffs Well and the electoral wards of
Cardiff North justifying its inclusion within the proposed Cardiff North constituency. The
Assistant Commissioners referred to the representations that noted that the Rhondda
Valley had been included entirely within the proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant
constituency which broadly respected the integrity of the valley.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioner’s report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners in relation to
this proposed constituency. The Commission considered the alternative arrangements as
proposed by the PCLP. The Commission is of the view that the initial proposal better
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reflects the statutory criteria as discussed at paragraph 15.7 of section 5. The Commission
has concluded that it is appropriate to include the Llanharry electoral ward within this
proposed constituency.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

16.11.a The electoral ward within the existing Ogmore CC and County Borough of Rhondda
Cynon Taf of Llanharry (2,940);

16.11.b the electoral wards within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Beddau (3,090), Llantrisant Town (3,590), Pont-y-
clun (5,888), Talbot Green (1,936), Tonyrefail East (4,215), Tonyrefail West (4,620)
and Tyn-y-nant (2,465); and,

16.11.c the whole of the existing Rhondda CC.

This constituency would have 77,905 electors which is 4.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that re-stated that the most appropriate way to split the valleys of the Rhondda Cynon Taf
local authority was east to west as opposed to the north to south split that has been
proposed by the Commission due to the distinct difference in community needs and the
requirements on the Members of Parliament who would represent those communities.
The Commission also received representations supporting this proposed constituency.
These representations supported forming the constituency by going down the valleys from
north to south and not across from east to west as has been suggested by some. The
Commission also received a representation suggesting that Gilfach Goch should be
included within this proposed constituency and not within the proposed Ogmore and
Aberavon constituency. The representation referred to the different challenges that exist
for the people of Gilfach Goch which looks towards the Rhondda Valley for its services.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission again considered
the alternative arrangements proposed by the PCLP in section 15.7 of section 5. The
Commission remains of the view that the most appropriate way to create constituencies
representing the valleys is to do so by going down the valleys from north to south as
previously discussed in paragraph 15.9 of section 5. The Commission considered the
electoral ward of Gilfach Goch. The Commission must recommend constituencies which fall
within the statutory electorate range and the inclusion of the Gilfach Goch electoral ward
within this proposed constituency would result in the constituency exceeding the statutory
electorate range. The proposed arrangements enable the Commission to recommend two
constituencies (this proposed constituency and the recommended Cynon Valley and
Pontypridd constituency) which are entirely composed of electoral wards from the local
authority area of Rhondda Cynon Taf, thereby respecting existing local government
boundaries. The proposed arrangements also enable the whole of the existing Rhondda
constituency to be included in this proposed constituency (and the whole of the existing
Cynon Valley constituency to be included within the recommended Cynon Valley and
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16.15

16.16

Pontypridd constituency) and thereby avoiding the breaking of local ties within the valleys.
The Commission concluded that the recommended Rhondda and Llantrisant constituency,
and also the other recommended constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory
criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Rhondda and Llantrisant.
The recommended alternative name is Rhondda a Llantrisant.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Rhondda and Llantrisant
(Rhondda a Llantrisant).
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Rhondda and Llantrisant (Rhondda a Llantrisant)

1. Liwyn-y-pia (1,644)
2. Tyn-y-nant (2,465)
3. Trealaw (2,803)

Treherbert
(4,035)

Ferndale
(3,040)

Treorchy
(5,545)

Tylorstown
(2,895)

Cwm Clydach

Pen-y-graig
(3,879)

Tonyrefail West
(4,620)

Tonyrefail East

Llantrisant
Town

Talbot Green

Pont-y-clun

Llanharry (5.888)

(2,940)

kilometres
Scale: 1:94,240
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17. Cardiff West (Gorllewin Caerdydd)

Recommendation
17.1 The Commission recommends a borough constituency be created from:

17.1.a The electoral ward within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and City and
County of Cardiff of Grangetown (11,671);

17.1.b the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff West BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Caerau (7,480), Canton (10,371), Creigiau/St. Fagans (3,888), Ely (9,449),
Fairwater (9,338), Llandaff (6,828), Pentyrch (2,752), Radyr (5,146) and Riverside
(8,640); and,

17.1.c the electoral ward within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Taffs Well (2,758).

17.2 This constituency would have 78,321 electors which is 4.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

17.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Cardiff
West. The recommended alternative name is Gorllewin Caerdydd.

17.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

17.4.a The existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC has a total of 72,392 electors which is
3.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 2% above the
minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

17.4.b The existing Cardiff West BC has a total of 63,892 electors which is 15% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 10% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

17.4.c The existing Pontypridd CC has a total of 56,525 electors which is 24% below the

UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 20% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
17.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a borough constituency be
created from:

17.5.a The electoral ward within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and City and
County of Cardiff of Grangetown (11,671); and,

17.5.b the whole of the existing Cardiff West BC.
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This constituency would have 75,563 electors which is 1.1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Cardiff West. The
suggested alternative name was Gorllewin Caerdydd.

The Commission received a significant number of representations in relation to the
proposed constituencies for the Cardiff area. The Commission received a number of
representations supporting its initial proposal, including representations from the Member
of Parliament for the existing Cardiff West constituency. The Member of Parliament drew
attention to the use of the River Taff as an easily recognisable boundary; the good public
transport, school catchment areas, social, and communication links between the electoral
wards that the Commission has included within Cardiff West; and the fact that Grangetown
had, historically, been a part of the Cardiff West constituency.

The Commission received representations that the electoral ward of Grangetown should be
included together with the electoral ward of Butetown within a Cardiff South constituency
and to include either the electoral ward of Cathays or the wards of Llandaff North and
Gabalfa within the proposed Cardiff West constituency.

The political parties which made representations, apart from the Conservative Party,
proposed no alternative arrangements for this proposed constituency. The Conservative
Party proposed that the northern wards of the existing constituency be included within the
proposed Cardiff North constituency and the proposed Cardiff West constituency should
include the wards of Llandaff North and Grangetown. They referred to the cultural links
that exist between Grangetown and Butetown. An Assembly Member also made
representations expressing the view that the electoral wards in the north of the proposed
Cardiff West constituency had a greater affinity with wards in the proposed Cardiff North
constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the northern wards of the proposed Cardiff
West constituency would be more appropriately placed in Cardiff North stating that “We
consider that the electoral wards of Pentyrch, Radyr, and Creigiau/St Fagans are more
appropriately included in the proposed constituency of Cardiff North rather than as
proposed in Cardiff West.” They concluded that Butetown and Grangetown should also be
united in this proposed constituency due to strong cultural links between the two wards.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission did not accept the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendations for the
proposed Cardiff West constituency. The initial proposals proposed grouping the electoral
wards within the local authority area of the City and County of Cardiff wholly within three
constituencies. Two of the constituencies would be comprised entirely of wards from that
local authority area and one constituency would be comprised of wards from that local
authority area and one ward from another local authority area. The Commission remained
of the view that that approach was a sound one, reflecting local government boundaries,
existing local ties and, to a large extent, existing constituencies. The entirety of the existing
Cardiff West constituency would be included within this proposed constituency together
with the electoral ward of Grangetown (also within the local authority area of the City and
County of Cardiff). In addition, it was appropriate to include the Taffs Well electoral ward
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17.13

17.14

17.15

from the Rhondda Cynon Taf local authority area. That ward could not be included within
the proposed Cynon Valley and Pontypridd constituency as the electorate of that
constituency would then exceed the prescribed electorate. To that extent it was necessary
to include an electoral ward from outside the local authority area of the City and County of
Cardiff within a Cardiff constituency. The Taffs Well electoral ward could not be included
within the proposed Cardiff North constituency, as revised, as the electorate of that
proposed constituency would then exceed the prescribed electorate. The Commission
concluded it was appropriate to include the Taffs Well ward within this proposed
constituency. The Commission considered that the proposed Cardiff West constituency,
described in the initial proposals, together with the Taffs Well electoral ward, better
reflects the statutory criteria than the alternative arrangements proposed. The
Commission considered that the proposed arrangements for this proposed constituency,
and for the local authority area of the City and County of Cardiff as a whole, better
reflected the statutory criteria overall.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a borough constituency from:

17.12.a The electoral ward within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and City and
County of Cardiff of Grangetown (11,671);

17.12.b the whole of the existing Cardiff West BC; and,

17.12.c the electoral ward within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Taffs Well (2,758).

This constituency would have 78,321 electors which is 4.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that supported the proposals recommended by the Assistant Commissioners in their
report. The Commission also received further representations during this consultation
period that proposed the inclusion of both the Butetown and Grangetown electoral wards
within this proposed constituency. The representations argue that including these two
electoral wards in different constituencies would break a number of existing ties between
the two communities. The Commission also received representations that suggested
alternative arrangements for the Taffs Well electoral ward. The Commission received
representations that suggested that the electoral ward should be included within a
Rhondda Cynon Taf local authority constituency. The Commission also received
representations that it be included within the proposed Caerphilly constituency.

The Commission also received representations supporting this proposed constituency.
These representations stated that the composition of this constituency as described in
either the initial proposals or the revised proposals were acceptable and resulted in well-
constructed constituencies with easily identifiable boundaries. One of these
representations was from the Member of Parliament of the existing Cardiff West
constituency. That representation referred to the community links between the wards of
Radyr, Creigiau, and Pentyrch with those of Ely and Fairwater with particular emphasis on
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school catchment areas, and the transport links that exist within the proposed
constituency. The Commission received representations that supported the Commission’s
approach to divide the electoral wards of the City and County of Cardiff local authority area
wholly within three constituencies.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission again considered
the alternative arrangements recommended by the Assistant Commissioners. The
Commission remained of the view that the approach of dividing the local authority area of
the City and County of Cardiff wholly within three constituencies was a sound one for the
reasons given in paragraph 17.11 of section 5. The Commission considered that retaining
the entirety of the existing Cardiff West constituency within this proposed constituency
better meets the statutory criteria than the alternative arrangements. The Commission
considered the electoral wards of Butetown and Grangetown. The Commission concluded
that they could not recommend including both wards within the proposed constituency as
to do so would exceed the statutory electorate range. The Commission was satisfied that it
was appropriate to include the electoral ward of Grangetown within this proposed
constituency. The Commission again considered the electoral ward of Taffs Well and
considered that it was appropriately placed within the proposed Cardiff West constituency.
It would not be possible to include the electoral ward within the proposed Cynon Valley
and Pontypridd constituency as to do so would result in the electorate for that
constituency exceeding the prescribed electorate as explained in paragraph 17.11 of
section 5. Similarly, the Taffs Well electoral ward could not be included within the
recommended Caerphilly constituency as that, too, would result in the electorate of that
constituency exceeding the statutory electorate range. The Commission concluded that the
recommended Cardiff West constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies
in this area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Cardiff West. The
recommended alternative name is Gorllewin Caerdydd.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Cardiff West (Gorllewin
Caerdydd).
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Cardiff West (Gorllewin Caerdydd)
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18 Cardiff North (Gogledd Caerdydd)

Recommendation
18.1 The Commission recommends a borough constituency be created from:

18.1.a The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff Central BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Cyncoed (8,139) and Pentwyn (10,435); and,

18.1.b the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff North BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Heath (9,326), Lisvane (2,871), Llandaff North (5,722), Llanishen
(12,916), Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons (6,976) Rhiwbina (9,129) and Whitchurch
and Tongwynlais (12,673).

18.2 This constituency would have 78,187 electors which is 4.6% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

18.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency be named Cardiff North.
The recommended alternative name is Gogledd Caerdydd.

18.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

18.4.a The existing Cardiff Central BC has a total of 49,403 electors which is 34% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 30% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

18.4.b The existing Cardiff North BC has a total of 63,574 electors which is 15% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 10% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
18.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a borough constituency be
created from:

18.5.a The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff Central BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Cyncoed (8,139) and Pentwyn (10,435);

18.5.b the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff North BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Gabalfa (4,045), Heath (9,326), Lisvane (2,871), Llandaff North (5,722),
Llanishen (12,916), Rhiwbina (9,129) and Whitchurch and Tongwynlais (12,673);
and,

18.5.c the electoral ward within the existing Pontypridd CC and County Borough of
Rhondda Cynon Taf of Taffs Well (2,758).
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18.6

18.7

18.8

18.9

This constituency would have 78,014 electors which is 4.3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Cardiff North.
The alternative name was Gogledd Caerdydd.

The Commission received a significant number of representations in relation to the
proposed constituencies for the Cardiff area. The Commission received a number of
written representations, as well as representations at the public hearings, that a Cardiff
North constituency should include the Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons electoral ward. The
representations referred to the historical links with Lisvane and the cooperation between
the community councils in the area of north Cardiff as reasons for including
Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons within a Cardiff North constituency as those ties would be
broken if it were included within a different proposed constituency. The Commission did
receive representations that opposed the inclusion of Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons ward in
a Cardiff North constituency. One representation disputed the need for all cooperating
community councils to be within one constituency and pointed out that the community
councils are not all presently within the same constituency. The Commission also received
representations stating that the communication and transport links between
Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons and the rest of the proposed Cardiff North constituency are
poor with a lack of public transport and only a country lane linking Pontprennau/Old St.
Mellons with Lisvane. Representations were also received suggesting the inclusion of the
northern wards of the existing Cardiff West constituency within this proposed constituency
including from the Conservative Party which also suggested that the proposed Cardiff West
constituency should include the electoral wards of Llandaff North and Grangetown. An
Assembly Member also made representations expressing the view that the electoral wards
in the north of the existing Cardiff West constituency had a greater affinity with wards in
the proposed Cardiff North constituency.

During the initial consultation period the Liberal Democrats also proposed a
reconfiguration of both the proposed Cardiff North and Cardiff South and East
constituencies based on school catchment areas and census data. This representation
prompted responses during the secondary consultation with representations expressing
concern about the removal of the Heath ward from the proposed Cardiff North
constituency. The Commission received representations that referred to Gabalfa's links
with south Cardiff electoral wards such as Cathays, and to the north Cardiff electoral ward
of Heath.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the northern wards of the existing Cardiff
West constituency should be included within this proposed constituency. They also
proposed including the ward of Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons within this proposed
constituency. In order to ensure that the electorate of the proposed constituency fell
within the statutory electorate range, the Assistant Commissioners proposed that the
electoral wards of Gabalfa and Llandaff North should not be included within this proposed
constituency. They considered that the Llandaff North ward has ties with Llandaff and
would be more appropriately included within a Cardiff South East constituency, and that
the Gabalfa electoral ward has community ties with Cathays and that these wards would
also be more appropriately included within a Cardiff South East constituency.
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Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission did consider it appropriate to revise its initial proposals and to include the
electoral ward of Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons within this proposed constituency. This
would avoid breaking the existing ties between Pontprennau/Old St Mellons and other
wards forming part of the proposed Cardiff North constituency. The Commission agreed
that the electoral ward of Gabalfa should be included within the proposed Cardiff South
and East constituency. Gabalfa has ties with Cathays, and the easily identifiable boundary
of the A48 to the north of the Gabalfa electoral ward, additionally, makes it appropriate for
this ward to be included within the proposed Cardiff South and East constituency. The
Commission did not accept the Assistant Commissioners’ other recommendations for this
proposed constituency. The Commissioners considered that the initial proposals, revised to
include the ward of Pontprennau/Old St. Mellon’s but excluding the electoral wards of
Gabalfa and Taffs Well, better reflected the statutory criteria overall. The amended
proposals would ensure that seven (of the eight) wards of the existing Cardiff North
constituency are included within one proposed constituency. The proposed constituency
would also ensure that the entirety of the existing Cardiff West constituency remained
within one proposed constituency rather than some wards being included within a
proposed Cardiff West constituency and some wards within a proposed Cardiff North
constituency. The Commission considered the alternative arrangements as proposed in the
representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report did not better reflect the
statutory criteria for this proposed constituency, or other constituencies, than the revised
proposal. The Commission considered that the initial proposals, as revised in the way
described, for this proposed constituency better reflected the statutory criteria overall.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a borough constituency from:

18.11.a The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff Central BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Cyncoed (8,139) and Pentwyn (10,435); and,

18.11.b the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff North BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Heath (9,326), Lisvane (2,871), Llandaff North (5,722), Llanishen (12,916),
Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons (6,976), Rhiwbina (9,129) and Whitchurch and
Tongwynlais (12,673).

This constituency would have 78,187 electors which is 4.6% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that supported the inclusion of the Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons electoral ward within this
proposed constituency. The Commission also received representations that supported the
proposals as set out in the Assistant Commissioners’ report. The Commission also received
representations that supported the Commission’s approach to have three constituencies
comprised of wards almost entirely from within the local authority area of the City and
County of Cardiff.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission remains of the
view that including the Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons ward within this constituency is
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18.16

appropriate. It avoids breaking local ties between this ward and other wards included
within the proposed constituency. The proposed constituency contains seven (out of eight)
of the wards of the existing Cardiff North constituency. The proposed constituency is
entirely composed of electoral wards from one local authority area. The Commission again
considered the alternative arrangements recommended by the Assistant Commissioners
but did not consider that those alternative arrangements better reflected the statutory
criteria. The Commission remains of the view that the recommended Cardiff North
constituency, and the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet the
statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Cardiff North. The
recommended alternative name is Gogledd Caerdydd.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Cardiff North (Gogledd
Caerdydd).
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19 Cardiff South and East (De a Dwyrain Caerdydd)

Recommendation

19.1 The Commission recommends a borough constituency be created from:

19.1.a

19.1.b

19.1.c

The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff Central BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Adamsdown (5,044), Cathays (7,176), Penylan (9,188) and
Plasnewydd (9,421);

the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff North BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Gabalfa (4,045); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and City and
County of Cardiff of Butetown (6,524), Llanrumney (7,387), Rumney (6,304),
Splott (8,454) and Trowbridge (10,585).

19.2 This constituency would have 74,128 electors which is 0.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

19.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Cardiff
South and East. The recommended alternative name is De a Dwyrain Caerdydd.

19.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

19.4.a

19.4.b

19.4.c

Background

The existing Cardiff Central BC has a total of 49,403 electors which is 34% below the
UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 30% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Cardiff North BC has a total of 63,574 electors which is 15% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 11% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC has a total of 72,392 electors which is 3%
below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 2% above the minimum of
the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

19.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a borough constituency be
created from:

19.5.a

19.5.b

The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff Central BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Adamsdown (5,044), Cathays (7,176), Penylan (9,188) and
Plasnewydd (9,421);

the electoral ward within the existing Cardiff North BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Pontprennau/Old St. Mellons (6,976); and,

Tudalen 148



19.6

19.7

19.8

19.9

19.10

19.11

2018 REVIEW RECOMMENDATIONS REPORT

19.5.c the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and City and
County of Cardiff of Butetown (6,524), Llanrumney (7,387), Rumney (6,304),
Splott (8,454) and Trowbridge (10,585).

This constituency would have 77,059 electors which is 3.1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Cardiff South and
East. The suggested alternative name was De a Dwyrain Caerdydd.

The Commission received a number of written representations, as well as representations
at the public hearings, in favour of retaining the existing Cardiff South and Penarth
constituency, referring to economic, social, and geographic and transport links between
Cardiff South and Penarth. Many representations also noted that the existing constituency
is within the statutory electorate range.

The Commission also received representations to the effect that, in order to retain the
existing Cardiff South and Penarth constituency, the Commission would need to disrupt the
proposals for other proposed constituencies in south east Wales, and that any re-
configuration would not better reflect the statutory criteria set out in the Act than the
initial proposals. The Commission also received representations supporting the inclusion of
Penarth with the Vale of Glamorgan. The representations drew attention to the fact that
Penarth is within the area of the principal council of the Vale of Glamorgan and is serviced
by the Vale of Glamorgan, and has well established ties with the area.

During the initial consultation the Liberal Democrats proposed a reconfiguration of both
Cardiff North and Cardiff South and East constituencies, as proposed by the Commission,
based on school catchment areas and census data. The representation prompted
responses during the secondary consultation with representations concerned about the
removal of the Heath ward from the Cardiff North constituency. The Commission also
received representations that both highlighted Gabalfa’s connection to the south Cardiff
electoral wards such as Cathays, and to the north Cardiff electoral ward of Heath.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that they could not support the retention of the
existing Cardiff South and Penarth constituency as retaining the existing constituency
would necessarily result in at least one Cardiff constituency comprising a number of
electoral wards from outside the City and County of Cardiff.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission agreed with the Assistant Commissioners that they should not recommend the
retention of the existing Cardiff South and Penarth constituency. The initial proposals
proposed combining the electoral wards within the local authority area of the City and
County of Cardiff wholly within three constituencies. The Commission remained of the view
that that approach was a sound one, reflecting local government boundaries, existing local
ties and, to a large extent, existing constituencies. The Commission considered that the
proposed constituency of Cardiff South and East should be comprised of electoral wards
from one local authority area, namely the City and County of Cardiff. The Commission
agreed with the recommendation made by the Assistant Commissioners that the electoral
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ward of Gabalfa should be included within the proposed Cardiff South and East
constituency, that it had ties with the electoral ward of Cathays, and that there was an
easily identifiable boundary of the A48 to the north of the Gabalfa electoral ward. The
Commission was of the view that the electoral wards forming Penarth, which were within
the local authority area of the Vale of Glamorgan, should be included within a constituency
comprised of electoral wards from that local authority area.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a borough constituency from:

19.12 a. The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff Central BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Adamsdown (5,044), Cathays (7,176), Penylan (9,188) and
Plasnewydd (9,421);

19.12 b. the electoral ward within the existing Cardiff North BC and City and County of
Cardiff of Gabalfa (4,045); and,

19.12 c. the electoral wards within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and City and
County of Cardiff of Butetown (6,524), Llanrumney (7,387), Rumney (6,304),
Splott (8,454) and Trowbridge (10,585).

This constituency would have 74,128 electors which is 0.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission again received
representations opposing the removal of Penarth from a Cardiff constituency. The
representations argued that the town had strong links to Cardiff economically,
geographically and culturally. The representations also stressed that the existing
constituency falls within the statutory electorate range and therefore considered that it
could be retained. The representations also stress a lack of commonality with the Vale of
Glamorgan. The Commission also received representations that supported the
Commissions approach to have three constituencies essentially comprised of wards within
the local authority area of the City and County of Cardiff.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission again considered
the electoral wards forming Penarth. The Commission remained of the view that the
approach of providing for three constituencies comprised essentially of wards from one
local authority area, that is the City and County of Cardiff, is a sound one for the reasons
given at paragraph 17.11 of section 5. There has to be one exception in relation to the Taffs
Well electoral ward which is included within the recommended Cardiff West constituency
for the reasons given above. The proposed Cardiff South and East constituency is
comprised of electoral wards from one local authority area, namely the City and County of
Cardiff. The Commission considers that the electoral wards forming Penarth are
appropriately included within the proposed Vale of Glamorgan East constituency. They are
within the local authority area of the Vale of Glamorgan and the proposed Vale of
Glamorgan East constituency is comprised entirely of wards from the Vale of Glamorgan
local authority area. The Commission remains of the view that the recommended Cardiff
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South and East constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in this area,
best meet the statutory criteria overall.

19.16 The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Cardiff South and East. The
recommended alternative name is De a Dwyrain Caerdydd.

19.17 The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Cardiff South and East (De
a Dwyrain Caerdydd).
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Cardiff South and East (De a Dwyrain Caerdydd)
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20 Vale of Glamorgan East (Dwyrain Bro
Morgannwg)

Recommendation
20.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

20.1.a The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and County
Borough of the Vale of Glamorgan of Cornerswell (3,885), Llandough (1,454),
Plymouth (4,419), St. Augustine's (4,913), Stanwell (3,178) and Sully (3,531); and,

20.1.b the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan CC and County Borough
of the Vale of Glamorgan of Baruc (4,636), Buttrills (4,175), Cadoc (6,842),
Castleland (3,096), Court (3,031), Cowbridge (4,997), Dinas Powys (6,139),
Dyfan (3,983), Gibbonsdown (3,646), llityd (5,951), Peterston-super-Ely (1,828),
Rhoose (5,158) and Wenvoe (2,122).

20.2 This constituency would have 76,984 electors which is 3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

20.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Vale of
Glamorgan East. The recommended alternative name is Dwyrain Bro Morgannwg.

20.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

20.4.a The existing Cardiff South and Penarth CC has a total of 72,392 electors which is 3%
below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 2% above the minimum of
the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

20.4.b The existing Vale of Glamorgan CC has a total of 69,673 electors which is 7% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 2% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
20.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:

20.5.a The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and County
Borough of the Vale of Glamorgan of Cornerswell (3,885), Llandough (1,454),
Plymouth (4,419), St. Augustine's (4,913), Stanwell (3,178) and Sully (3,531); and,

20.5.b the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan CC and County Borough of
the Vale of Glamorgan of Baruc (4,636), Buttrills (4,175), Cadoc (6,842), Castleland
(3,096), Court (3,031), Cowbridge (4,997), Dinas Powys (6,139), Dyfan (3,983),
Gibbonsdown (3,646), llityd (5,951), Peterston-super-Ely (1,828), Rhoose (5,158)
and Wenvoe (2,122).
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This constituency would have 76,984 electors which is 3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Vale of
Glamorgan East. The alternative name was Dwyrain Bro Morgannwg.

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for Vale of
Glamorgan East. The Commission did receive representations with regard to the existing
Cardiff South and Penarth constituency as previously discussed at paragraphs 19.7 to 19.9
of section 5. The Commission also received representations that the electoral wards of St.
Athan and Cowbridge could be included within the proposed Vale of Glamorgan East, and
Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West constituencies, respectively.

The Assistant Commissioner did not recommend any change to the initial proposal for this
proposed constituency. They could not support the inclusion of wards forming Penarth in
the proposed Cardiff South and East constituency as explained at paragraph 19.10 of
section 5.

Having considered the representations and the report of the Assistant Commissioners, the
Commission decided to propose a constituency as described in the initial proposal. The
Commission agreed that it was not feasible to include wards from this proposed
constituency within the proposed Cardiff South and East constituency for the reasons given
at paragraph 19.11 of section 5. The Commission was satisfied that the constituency
proposed in the initial proposals best reflects the statutory criteria.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

20.10.a The electoral wards within the existing Cardiff South and Penarth BC and County
Borough of the Vale of Glamorgan of Cornerswell (3,885), Llandough (1,454),
Plymouth (4,419), St. Augustine's (4,913), Stanwell (3,178) and Sully (3,531); and,

20.10.b the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan CC and County Borough of
the Vale of Glamorgan of Baruc (4,636), Buttrills (4,175), Cadoc (6,842), Castleland
(3,096), Court (3,031), Cowbridge (4,997), Dinas Powys (6,139), Dyfan (3,983),
Gibbonsdown (3,646), llityd (5,951), Peterston-super-Ely (1,828), Rhoose (5,158)
and Wenvoe (2,122).

This constituency would have 76,984 electors which is 3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
which opposed including wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan constituency into
two constituencies. The representations suggested that combining the rural areas of the
Vale of Glamorgan with Bridgend would be detrimental to the people who lived in those
rural areas and they had no common ties to Bridgend. Representations received by the
Commission stated that the area which included the electoral ward of Llandow/Ewenny,
Siginstone (in the electoral ward of Llantwit Major), and Wick (in the electoral ward of St
Bride’s Major) looked to Cowbridge and not Bridgend for its social and economic activities.
The Commission also received representations arguing that the town of Penarth has strong
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economic, geographic and cultural links to Cardiff and should be included in a Cardiff
constituency. The representations also stress a lack of commonality with the Vale of
Glamorgan as proposed by the Commission. The Commission also received
representations that supported the proposed Vale of Glamorgan East, and Bridgend and
Vale of Glamorgan West constituencies proposed by the Commission. The representations
suggested that the proposed Vale of Glamorgan East constituency makes sense
geographically and that Penarth was within the Vale of Glamorgan local authority area.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission remained of the
view that it was appropriate to include the wards forming Penarth within the proposed
Vale of Glamorgan East constituency rather than including those wards within a Cardiff
constituency as explained at paragraph 19.11 of section 5. The Commission noted that it
would not be possible to include additional electoral wards such as Llandow/Ewenny, or
Llantwit Major or St Bride’s Major within the proposed Vale of Glamorgan East
constituency as the electorate of this proposed constituency would exceed the statutory
electorate range. The Commission concluded that the recommended Vale of Glamorgan
East constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet
the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Vale of Glamorgan East.
The recommended alternative name is Dwyrain Bro Morgannwg.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Vale of Glamorgan East
(Dwyrain Bro Morgannwg).
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21 Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West (Pen-y-
bont a Gorllewin Bro Morgannwg)

Recommendation

21.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

21.1.a

21.1b

21.1.c

The electoral wards within the existing Bridgend CC and the County Borough of
Bridgend of Brackla (7,934), Bryntirion, Laleston and Merthyr Mawr (6,305), Cefn
Glas (1,237), Coity (1,708), Cornelly (5,101), Coychurch Lower (1,131), Litchard
(1,715), Llangewydd and Brynhyfryd (1,831), Morfa (3,080), Newcastle (4,010),
Newton (2,901), Nottage (2,750), Oldcastle (3,530), Pendre (1,321), Pen-y-fai
(1,828), Porthcawl East Central (2,518), Porthcawl West Central (2,775), Pyle
(5,331) and Rest Bay (1,926);

the electoral ward within the existing Ogmore CC and County Borough of Bridgend
of Cefn Cribwr (1,088); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan CC and County Borough
of the Vale of Glamorgan of Llandow/Ewenny (2,061), Llantwit Major (7,502),
St. Athan (2,412) and St. Bride’s Major (2,097).

21.2 This constituency would have 74,092 electors which is 0.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

21.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Bridgend
and Vale of Glamorgan West. The recommended alternative name is Pen-y-bont a
Gorllewin Bro Morgannwg.

21.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

21.4.a

21.4.b

21.4.c

Background

The existing Bridgend CC has a total of 58,932 electors which is 21% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 17% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Ogmore CC has a total of 54,614 electors which is 27% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 23% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Vale of Glamorgan CC has a total of 69,673 electors which is 7% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 2% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

21.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:
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21.6

21.7

21.8

21.9

21.10

21.11

21.5.a The whole of the existing Bridgend CC; and,

21.5.b the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan CC and County Borough of
the Vale of Glamorgan of Llandow/Ewenny (2,061), Llantwit Major (7,502),
St. Athan (2,412) and St. Bride’s Major (2,097).

This constituency would have 73,004 electors which is 2.4% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Bridgend and Vale
of Glamorgan West. The suggested alternative name was Pen-y-bont a Gorllewin Bro
Morgannwg.

The Commission received few representations with regard to the initial proposal for
Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West. The Commission received a representation from
the Ogmore Constituency Labour Party referring to what were said to be the strong ties
which Cefn Cribwr, Ynysawdre, and Aberkenfig have to the existing Ogmore constituency
stating that, “These areas have long standing links through employment and industry, as
well as public transport, cultural, health services and educational delivery means these
communities share not only long standing geographical and historical connections but rely
on shared public service delivery too.”

The Commission also received representations that expressed the opposite view and
contended that these wards were naturally linked to the town and county of Bridgend and
should be included within the proposed Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West
constituency. The Commission also received a representation from the Liberal Democrat
Party that suggested that the wards of Hendre and Felindre be within this proposed
constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners recommended that the Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan
West constituency should include the wards of Aberkenfig, Cefn Cribwr, and Ynysawdre
“..because those wards have social and economic local ties with Bridgend ... which we
consider should not be broken, and because that recommended move allows for a better
arrangement for the proposed Ogmore and Port Talbot constituency by avoiding separating
Aberavon and Port Talbot whilst keeping within the statutory electorate range for both
constituencies.”

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission agreed with the Assistant Commissioners that the Cefn Cribwr ward should be
included within the proposed constituency. The Commission did not agree with the other
recommendations made by the Assistant Commissioners. The Commission considered that
the Aberkenfig and Ynysawdre electoral wards have strong community ties with the wards
of Bryncethin and Sarn and therefore should be included within the same proposed
constituency as the Bryncethin and Sarn wards. The Commission was satisfied that the
initial proposals, revised as described, better reflected the statutory criteria overall.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:
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21.11.a The whole of the existing Bridgend CC;

21.11.b the electoral ward within the existing Ogmore CC and County Borough of Bridgend
of Cefn Cribwr (1,088); and,

21.11.c the electoral wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan CC and County Borough of
the Vale of Glamorgan of Llandow/Ewenny (2,061), Llantwit Major (7,502),
St. Athan (2,412) and St. Bride’s Major (2,097).

This constituency would have 74,092 electors which is 0.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that opposed dividing wards within the existing Vale of Glamorgan constituency between
two different constituencies. The representations suggested that combining the rural
areas of the Vale of Glamorgan with Bridgend would be detrimental to the people who
lived in those rural areas and they had no common ties to Bridgend. This was referred to in
representations received by the Commission that stated that the area which included the
electoral ward of Llandow/Ewenny, Siginstone (in the electoral ward of Llantwit Major),
and Wick (in the electoral ward of St Bride’s Major) looked to Cowbridge and not Bridgend
for its social and economic activities.

However, the Commission also received representations that supported this proposed
constituency and the proposed Vale of Glamorgan East constituency. The Commission also
received a representation that argued that the electoral wards of Aberkenfig, Bryncethin,
Bryncoch, Sarn, and Ynysawdre should be included with this proposed constituency. The
representation referred to the economic, geographic, and social links that were said to
exist between these wards and Bridgend.

The Commission considered all of the representations made. The Commission remained of
the view that it was appropriate to include the wards forming Penarth within the proposed
Vale of Glamorgan East constituency rather than including those wards within a Cardiff
constituency as explained on paragraph 19.11 of section 5. The Commission noted that it
would not then be possible to include additional electoral wards such as Llandow/Ewenny,
Llantwit Major, or St Bride’s Major within the proposed Vale of Glamorgan East
constituency as the electorate of this proposed constituency would then exceed the
statutory electorate range. The Commission noted that the inclusion of the Aberkenfig,
Bryncethin, Bryncoch, Sarn and Ynysawdre wards within this proposed constituency would
also result in the electorate exceeding the statutory electorate range in this proposed
constituency and would result in the electorate in the proposed Ogmore and Aberavon
constituency falling below the statutory electorate range. Furthermore, the majority of the
wards forming the existing Ogmore constituency are included within the proposed Ogmore
and Aberavon constituency and the Commission considers it appropriate to include these
five wards, which are also within the existing Ogmore constituency, within the proposed
Ogmore and Aberavon constituency rather than within this proposed constituency. The
Commission concluded that the recommended Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West
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constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet the
statutory criteria overall.

21.16 The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Bridgend and Vale of
Glamorgan West. The recommended alternative name is Pen-y-bont a Gorllewin Bro
Morgannwg.

21.17 The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Bridgend and Vale of
Glamorgan West (Pen-y-bont a Gorllewin Bro Morgannwg).
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22 Ogmore and Aberavon (Ogwr ac Aberafan)

Recommendation

22.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

22.1.a The electoral wards within the existing Ogmore CC and:

the County Borough of Bridgend of Aberkenfig (1,692), Bettws (1,536),
Blackmill (1,870), Blaengarw (1,260), Bryncethin (995), Bryncoch (1,652),
Caerau (4,593), Felindre (2,046), Hendre (2,985), Llangeinor (846),
Llangynwyd (2,330), Maesteg East (3,536), Maesteg West (4,185), Nant-y-
moel (1,657), Ogmore Vale (2,193), Penprysg (2,337), Pontycymmer (1,648),
Sarn (1,748) and Ynysawdre (2,555); and,

the County Borough of Rhondda Cynon Taf of Brynna (3,264), Gilfach Goch
(2,411), and Llanharan (2,610); and,

22.1.b the electoral wards within the existing Aberavon CC and County Borough of Neath

Port Talbot of Aberavon (3,887), Baglan (5,128), Margam (2,197),
Port Talbot (4,052), Sandfields East (4,850) Sandfields West (4,745) and Tai-bach
(3,557).

22.2 This constituency would have 78,365 electors which is 4.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

22.3 The Commission recommends that the name of the proposed constituency should be
Ogmore and Aberavon. The recommended alternative name is Ogwr ac Aberafan.

22.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

22.4.a

22.4.b

Background

The existing Ogmore CC has a total of 54,614 electors which is 27% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 23% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Aberavon CC has a total of 48,346 electors which is 35% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 32% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

22.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

22.5.a

22.5.b

The whole of the existing Ogmore CC; and,
the electoral wards within the existing Aberavon CC and County Borough of Neath

Port Talbot of Bryn and Cwmavon (5,018), Cymmer (2,015), Glyncorrwg (792),
Gwynfi (895), Margam (2,197), Port Talbot (4,052) and Tai-bach (3,557).
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This constituency would have 72,503 electors which is 3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Ogmore and Port
Talbot. The suggested alternative name was Ogwr a Phort Talbot.

The Commission received a number of representations which suggested that the electoral
wards comprising Aberavon and Port Talbot have a strong affinity to one another and
should be included within the same constituency. These representations were supported
by representations made at the public hearings and a petition of 537 signatories. The
Commission also received representations that the Cefn Cribwr electoral ward would be
more appropriately included within a Bridgend constituency. The representation stated
that Cefn Cribwr had always been considered as part of Bridgend. The Commission
received a representation which referred to the fact that Llanharry is within the principal
council area of Rhondda Cynon Taf and has ties with wards in that area, making it more
suitable for inclusion within a proposed Pontypridd or Rhondda constituency.

The Commission received an alternative arrangement for the proposed constituencies from
the Aberavon Constituency Labour Party (ACLP), which was supported by the Member of
Parliament for the existing Aberavon constituency. The representation considered that the
Aberavon and Port Talbot electoral wards should be included within the same constituency
due to their historic links and proposed constituencies based on this consideration. The
proposed alternatives also included other wards, such as Cornelly, Newton, Nottage,
Porthcawl| East Central, Porthcawl West Central, Pyle and Rest Bay within this proposed
constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the large number of representations received and
agreed that the electoral wards forming Aberavon and Port Talbot should be included
within the same constituency, “There was a very strong body of representations both at
the hearings and in writing that the initial proposals would split the town of Port Talbot in
two and that the Port Talbot and Aberavon area forms one community [which] for historic,
social and economic reasons that should not be split between two constituencies.”

The Assistant Commissioners considered the alternative arrangements proposed by the
ACLP but considered that they did not provide for the most appropriate constituencies in
the area of south west Wales. The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the Bryn and
Cwmavon, Cymmer, Glyncorrwg, and Gwynfi electoral wards (which are within the Afan
Valley) should be included within the proposed Neath constituency and that the
Aberkenfig, Cefn Cribwr, and Ynysawdre electoral wards should be included within a
Bridgend constituency as discussed at 21.9 of section 5.

Having considered all the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendations that the electoral
wards of Aberavon, Baglan, Sandfields East, and Sandfields West (the Aberavon wards)
should be in included within this proposed constituency together with the electoral wards
of Margam, Port Talbot and Tai-bach (the Port Talbot wards) . The Commission also agreed
that Cefn Cribwr should be included within the proposed Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan
West constituency but considered that Aberkenfig and Ynysawdre should be included with
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22.12

22.13

22.14

22.15

Bryncethin, and Sarn in the proposed Aberavon and Ogmore constituency because of their
ties with those wards as discussed at paragraph 21.10 of section 5.

The Commission was of the view that it was more appropriate to include the Llanharry
electoral ward within the proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant constituency to avoid breaking
ties between that ward and wards included within that proposed constituency. The
Commission additionally noted that the inclusion of the Llanharry ward within the
proposed Rhondda and Llantrisant constituency also enabled the Commission to make
changes to other constituencies in the area that better reflected the statutory criteria
overall while ensuring that the proposed constituencies fell within the statutory electorate
range. The Commission considered the alternative arrangements as proposed by the ACLP.
The Commission, however, was of the view that these alternative arrangements did not
result in constituencies which better reflected the statutory criteria, overall, than the initial
proposals, revised in the way described.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

22.13.a The electoral wards within the existing Ogmore CC and:

i The County Borough of Bridgend electoral wards of Aberkenfig (1,692),
Bettws (1,536), Blackmill (1,870), Blaengarw (1,260), Bryncethin (995),
Bryncoch (1,652), Caerau (4,593), Felindre (2,046), Hendre (2,985),
Llangeinor (846), Llangynwyd (2,330), Maesteg East (3,536),
Maesteg West (4,185), Nant-y-moel (1,657), Ogmore Vale (2,193),
Penprysg (2,337), Pontycymmer (1,648), Sarn (1,748) and Ynysawdre (2,555);
and,

ii. the County Borough of Rhondda Cynon Taf electoral wards of Brynna (3,264),
Gilfach Goch (2,411) and Llanharan (2,610); and,

22.13.b the electoral wards within the existing Aberavon CC and County Borough of Neath

Port Talbot of Aberavon (3,887), Baglan (5,128), Margam (2,197),
Port Talbot (4,052), Sandfields East (4,850) Sandfields West (4,745) and Tai-bach
(3,557).

This constituency would have 78,365 electors which is 4.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that supported the Commission’s decision to revise the initial proposals in order to include
the Aberavon and Port Talbot electoral wards within the same proposed constituency, as
discussed at paragraph 22.11 of section 5 above. Representations were also received from
the Member of Parliament for the existing Aberavon constituency contending that the
electoral wards of Bryn and Cwmavon, Cymmer, Glyncorrwg, and Gwynfi should also be
included within the same constituency due to the ties that exist in the area. The
representations also contended that the electoral wards of Cornelly, Newton, Nottage,
Porthcawl! East Central, Porthcawl West Central, Pyle and Rest Bay be included within the
same constituency in order to reunite communities previously part of the Aberavon
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constituency. The Member of Parliament for Aberavon encouraged the Commission to
consider again the proposals put forward by the ACLP. The Commission also received a
representation that stated that the wards of Aberkenfig, Bryncethin, Bryncoch, Sarn, and
Ynysawdre should be included within the proposed Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West
constituency and not within this proposed constituency. The representations argue that
the area is strongly linked to Bridgend.

The Commission considered all of the representations, including representations from the
Member of Parliament for the existing Aberavon constituency, and considered again the
proposals put forward by the ACLP. The Commission concluded that the arrangements
proposed would not better reflect the statutory criteria than the proposed constituency
described in the Commission’s revised proposals and also that the alternative
arrangements would have adverse consequential effects on a number of other proposed
constituencies. By way of example, the removal of the Bryn and Cwmavon, Cymmer,
Glyncorrwg, and Gwynfi wards from the proposed Neath constituency would require the
inclusion of other electoral wards to ensure that the electorate of the proposed Neath
constituency fell within the statutory electorate range. The representations recognise this
and propose the inclusion of electoral wards from the local authority area of Powys. That
would mean that the proposed Neath constituency would be comprised of electoral wards
from two local authority areas whereas the Commission’s proposed Neath constituency is
comprised of wards from one local authority area. The Commission also notes that the
proposal would mean that the electoral wards in the existing Brecon and Radnorshire
constituency which is entirely included within one proposed constituency (Brecon, Radnor
and Montgomery) under its proposals would be divided between two proposed
constituencies under the alternative proposals. Furthermore, the Assistant Commissioners
recommended that Bryn and Cwmavon, Cymmer, Glyncorrwg, and Gwynfi wards be
included within the proposed Neath constituency as they have local ties with the wards in
that proposed constituency.

The Commission notes that the electoral wards of Cornelly, Newton, Nottage, Porthcawl
East Central, Porthcawl West Central, Pyle and Rest Bay wards are within the existing
Bridgend constituency and the whole of that existing constituency is proposed to be
included within the recommended Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West constituency,
better reflecting existing constituency boundaries than the proposed alternative which
would involve dividing wards within the existing Bridgend constituency between two
constituencies. In relation to the wards of Aberkenfig, Bryncethin, Bryncoch, Sarn, and
Ynysawdre, the majority of the electoral wards forming the existing Ogmore constituency
are included within the proposed Ogmore and Aberavon constituency and the Commission
considers it appropriate to include these five wards, which are also within the existing
Ogmore constituency, within the proposed Ogmore and Aberavon constituency. The
Commission is satisfied that the recommended Ogmore and Aberavon constituency, and
the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet the statutory criteria
overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Ogmore and Aberavon.
The recommended alternative name is Ogwr ac Aberafan.
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22.19

22.20

The Commission initially proposed the name Ogmore and Port Talbot. In its revised
proposals, the Commission proposed the name Ogmore and Aberavon, as suggested by the
Assistant Commissioners. That name reflected the geographic composition of the proposed
constituency as revised. The name also reflected the fact that the proposed constituency
contained substantial parts of two existing constituencies, namely Ogmore CC, and
Aberavon CC. Representations indicated that the correct Welsh language version of
Aberavon is Aberafan. The Commission therefore proposed the alternative Welsh language
name of Ogwr ac Aberafan.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Ogmore and Aberavon
(Ogwr ac Aberafan).

Tudalen 166



2018 REVIEW RECOMMENDATIONS REPORT

[528.%0001] SO [810Z] s1ybu eseqejep pue ybuAdoo umorn @

(9t0'2) (586°2)
(0v6°2) Slpuiied apusH
Aeyueq
(zg9'1) ‘
yoooulig Amm\m.m:

(880°1)
IMQUD weQ
(0L9°2) ,’
ueseyuer (L££'2)
BsAiduag % (z69°L)
Byusseqy
(0£8°1) ;
(119'2) Iwoelg ’ e
Yoo yoeyio (9%8)
Jouiabue|

(€61'2)
ajep alowbo

(810'S)
uoABWMY pue ulig

(g66) uyieoufug -
(656'2) aipmeshup
(9e5°L) smneg
(891 ) Jswwhofyuod -
(9e6'c) 1seg beyseey -
(G81'¥) 1senn Bejseepy -
(£585'¢) yoeg-el
(z50'v) 1001EL WOd
(/88'€) UoAeIBQY

BMII0OUA|D

TNMYTWNON~OoD

000°'6EL:) BIBOS
sanawopy

()]

(13a) 1sed spjeupues

(0s8'v)
Ised spjaypues

(Sv.'v)
1S\ Spleupues

(8zL'g)
uelbeg

(uejesaqy oe amBQ) uoaesaqy pue asowbQ

Tudalen 167



BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR WALES

23 Neath (Castell-nedd)

Recommendation

23.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

23.1.a

23.1b

The electoral wards within the existing Aberavon CC and County Borough of Neath
Port Talbot of Briton Ferry East (2,119), Briton Ferry West (1,977), Bryn and
Cwmavon (5,018), Coedffranc Central (2,733), Coedffranc North (1,752),
Coedffranc West (2,629), Cymmer (2,015), Glyncorrwg (792) and Gwynfi (895);
and,

the electoral wards within the existing Neath CC and County Borough of Neath
Port Talbot of Aberdulais (1,662), Allt-wen (1,903), Blaengwrach (1,458), Bryn-
coch North (1,762), Bryn-coch South (4,409), Cadoxton (1,353), Cimla (3,043),
Crynant (1,500), Cwmllynfell (894), Dyffryn (2,354), Glynneath (2,578), Godre’r
graig (1,452), Gwaun-Cae-Gurwen (2,171), Lower Brynamman (1,014), Neath East
(4,298), Neath North (2,872), Neath South (3,513), Onllwyn (900), Pelenna (863),
Pontardawe (3,936), Resolven (2,323), Rhos (1,940), Seven Sisters (1,527), Tonna
(1,885), Trebanos (1,016) and Ystalyfera (2,065).

23.2 This constituency would have 74,621 electors which is 0.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

23.3 The Commission recommends that the name of the proposed constituency should be
Neath. The recommended alternative name is Castell-nedd.

23.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

23.4.a

The existing Neath CC has a total of 54,691 electors which is 27% below the UKEQ of
74,769 electors per constituency and 23% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

23.4.b The existing Aberavon CC has a total of 48,346 electors which is 35% below the

Background

UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 32% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

23.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

23.5.a

23.5.b

The electoral wards within the existing Aberavon CC and County Borough of Neath
Port Talbot of Aberavon (3,887), Baglan (5,128), Briton Ferry East (2,119), Briton
Ferry West (1,977), Sandfields East (4,850) and Sandfields West (4,745); and,

the whole of the existing Neath CC.
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This constituency would have 77,397 electors which is 3.5% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Neath and
Aberavon. The suggested alternative name was Castell-nedd ac Aberafon.

The Commission received numerous written representations, as well as representations at
the public hearings, that the three Coedffranc electoral wards (that is, Coedffranc Central,
Coedffranc North, and Coedffranc West) which were included within the proposed
Swansea East constituency in the initial proposals would be more appropriately included
within the proposed Neath constituency. By way of example, one representation stated
that “... the Coedffranc wards that mainly make up the town of Skewen look to Neath for
their shopping, social, and economic needs rather than to Swansea... [and are wholly] in
the area of the Neath Port Talbot unitary local authority.” A further representation from a
former local councillor expressed the view that “...inclusion [of Coedffranc] in the Aberavon
constituency rather than Neath has been a long-standing bone of contention and still
rankles. Moving to a constituency outside the county borough altogether would make
things much worse.”

The Commission received a representation proposing alternative arrangements from the
Welsh Liberal Democrats Party which suggested the removal of the Coedffranc electoral
wards from the proposed Swansea East constituency and their inclusion within a proposed
Neath and Aberavon constituency. The alternative arrangements as proposed by the
Aberavon Constituency Labour Party (ACLP) agreed that the Coedffranc electoral wards are
more appropriately located within a proposed Neath constituency. The ACLP also proposed
that the electoral wards of Bryn and Cwmavon, Cymmer, Glyncorrwg, and Gwynfi be
included within a proposed Aberavon constituency and that five electoral wards from the
local authority area of Powys, namely, Aber-craf, Cwm-twrch, Tawe-Uchaf, Ynyscedwyn,
and Ystradgynlais be included within the proposed Neath constituency in order to ensure
that the electorate of this proposed constituency fell within the statutory electorate range.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the alternative arrangements proposed by both
the ACLP and the Welsh Liberal Democrats and proposed including the Coedffranc electoral
wards within a proposed Neath constituency. They did not agree that there was
justification for including electoral wards from the local authority area of Powys in this
proposed constituency. The Assistant Commissioners instead, recommended four electoral
wards which are within the local authority area of Neath Port Talbot, and which they
considered had ties with wards in this proposed constituency, as being more appropriately
included within the proposed constituency.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission agreed with the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendation that the electoral
wards of Coedffranc Central, Coedffranc North, and Coedffranc West, together with the
wards of Bryn and Cwmavon, Cymmer, Glyncorrwg, and Gwynfi be included within this
proposed constituency to avoid breaking local ties between these areas and other areas
included within the proposed constituency. All of the electoral wards included within this
proposed constituency fall within one local government area. The proposed constituency
would include the whole of the existing Neath constituency.
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The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

23.11.a The electoral wards within the existing Aberavon CC and County Borough of Neath
Port Talbot of Briton Ferry East (2,119), Briton Ferry West (1,977), Bryn and
Cwmavon (5,018), Coedffranc Central (2,733), Coedffranc North (1,752), Coedffranc
West (2,629), Cymmer (2,015), Glyncorrwg (792) and Gwynfi (895); and,

23.11.b the whole of the existing Neath CC.

This constituency would have 74,621 electors which is 0.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that supported the inclusion of the three Coedffranc wards within this proposed
constituency. The Commission also received representations that suggested that wards
from the Afan Valley (the electoral wards of Bryn and Cwmavon, Cymmer, Glyncorrwg, and
Gwynfi) should be included within the same proposed constituency as Aberavon due to the
ties that exist in the area. It was proposed, instead, that five electoral wards from the local
authority area of Powys, currently within the existing Brecon and Radnorshire
constituency, should be included within the proposed Neath constituency in order to
ensure that the electorate of this proposed constituency fell within the statutory electorate
range. That would mean that the proposed Neath constituency would be comprised of
electoral wards from two local authority areas whereas the Commission’s recommended
Neath constituency is comprised of wards from one local authority area. Furthermore, the
Assistant Commissioners recommended that the four Afan Valley wards be included within
the proposed Neath constituency as they have local ties with wards in that proposed
constituency. More generally, the Commission also notes that under its proposals the
entire existing constituency of Brecon and Radnorshire would be included within one
recommended constituency (Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery) whereas the alternative
proposals would involve including the electoral wards of the existing Brecon and
Radnorshire constituency within two constituencies. Having considered all of the
representations, and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the Commission has concluded
that the electoral wards of Bryn and Cwmavon, Cymmer, Glyncorrwg, and Gwynfi are
appropriately included within the proposed Neath constituency. The Commission
concluded that the recommended Neath constituency, and the other recommended
constituencies in this area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

N
SJU
[y
D

23.15

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Neath. The recommended
alternative name is Castell-nedd.

The Commission initially proposed the name Neath and Aberavon. Due to the inclusion of
the electoral wards comprising Aberavon within the revised constituency of Ogmore and
Aberavon, the Commission proposed the name Neath. That name reflects the fact that the
existing constituency of Neath is wholly contained within this recommended constituency.
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23.16 The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Neath (Castell-nedd).
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24 Swansea East (Dwyrain Abertawe)

Recommendation

24.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

24.1.a

24.1b

24.1.c

The electoral wards within the existing Swansea East BC and the City and County
of Swansea electoral wards of Bonymaen (4,697), Landore (4,472),
Llansamlet (10,408), Morriston (11,532), Mynyddbach (6,429), Penderry (7,146)
and St. Thomas (5,020);

the electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea
of Clydach (5,525), Llangyfelach (3,803), Mawr (1,305) and Penllergaer (2,466);
and,

the electoral ward within the existing Swansea West BC and City and County of
Swansea of Castle (8,834).

24.2 This constituency would have 71,637 electors which is 4.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

24.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Swansea
East. The recommended alternative name is Dwyrain Abertawe.

24.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

24.4.a

24.4b

24.4.c

Background

The existing Gower CC has a total of 59,478 electors which is 20% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 16% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Swansea East BC has a total of 55,392 electors which is 26% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 22% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Swansea West BC has a total of 51,952 electors which is 31% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 27% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

24.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

24.5.a

24.5b

The whole of the existing Swansea East BC;
the electoral wards within the existing Aberavon CC and County Borough of Neath

Port Talbot of Coedffranc Central (2,733), Coedffranc North (1,752) and Coedffranc
West (2,629);
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24.6

24.7

24.8

24.9

24.10

24.5.c the electoral ward within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea of
Clydach (5,525); and,

24.5.d the electoral ward within the existing Swansea West BC and City and County of
Swansea of Castle (8,834).

This constituency would have 76,514 electors which is 2.3% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Swansea East.
The suggested alternative name was Dwyrain Abertawe.

The Commission received numerous written representations, as well as representations at
the public hearings, that stated that the three Coedffranc electoral wards, which were
included in the proposed Swansea East constituency in the initial proposals, would be more
appropriately located within a proposed Neath constituency, as discussed at paragraph
23.7 of section 5.

The Commission received proposals for alternative arrangements. One alternative
proposed that the wards of Llangyfelach, Mawr, and Penllergaer be included within the
proposed Swansea East constituency in place of the Coedffranc wards, and also suggested
that the ward of Cwmbwrla be included within the proposed constituency of Gower and
Swansea West, rather than the proposed Swansea East constituency. The suggestion in
relation to Cwmbwrla was supported by the former Assembly Member for the area. Other
representations expressed the view that the Castle electoral ward should be included
within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency rather than this proposed
constituency. Other representations proposed the inclusion of the electoral wards of
Llangyfelach, Mawr, and Penllergaer within a Llanelli and Swansea Valley constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners noted the representations which were received indicating
that, “the electoral wards of Llangyfelach, and Penllergaer have ties with the Morriston and
Mynyddbach electoral ward that form part of the proposed Swansea East constituency ...”
and “...residents of Llangyfelach and Penllergaer look to Morriston and the City of Swansea
for employment, and services and transport links lie between Llangyfelach and areas within
the proposed Swansea East constituency.” They recommended that these wards be
included within the proposed Swansea East constituency to avoid breaking ties between
these wards and wards within the proposed Swansea East constituency. The Assistant
Commissioners concluded that, “Mawr is an extensive rural ward within the northwest
corner of the Swansea City and County Council area. Transport links follow the rivers into
Clydach or Morriston so most of the population looks to Swansea for services. That is where
there are local links.” They therefore recommended that the Mawr ward also be included
within the proposed Swansea East constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners also recommended that that the three Coedffranc wards be
included within the proposed Neath constituency, rather than this proposed constituency,
given the representations received that these wards had ties with Neath and were within
the local authority area of Neath Port Talbot. The Assistant Commissioners recommended
the electoral ward of Cwmbwrla be included within the proposed Gower and Swansea

Tudalen 174



24.11

24.12

24.13

24.14

24.15

2018 REVIEW RECOMMENDATIONS REPORT

West constituency, rather than this proposed constituency, as that ward had ties with
wards in the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency rather than this proposed
constituency.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the recommendations of the Assistant Commissioners that the
wards of, Llangyfelach, Mawr, and Penllergaer should be included within this proposed
constituency, and that the three Coedffranc wards should be included within the proposed
Neath constituency. The Commission also accepted the Assistant Commissioners’
recommendation that the electoral ward of Cwmbwrla was appropriately included within
the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency.

The Commission therefore proposed creating a county constituency from:

24.12.a The electoral wards within the existing Swansea East BC and the City and County of
Swansea electoral wards  of Bonymaen (4,697), Landore (4,472),
Llansamlet (10,408), Morriston (11,532), Mynyddbach (6,429), Penderry (7,146) and
St. Thomas (5,020);

24.12.b the electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea of
Clydach (5,525), Llangyfelach (3,803), Mawr (1,305), and Penllergaer (2,466); and,

24.12.c the electoral ward within the existing Swansea West BC and City and County of
Swansea of Castle (8,834).

This constituency would have 71,637 electors which is 4.2% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
regarding the three proposed constituencies in the Swansea and Llanelli area. The
Commission received representations that suggested that the Clydach and Mawr electoral
wards should be included within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency
rather than being included within this proposed constituency. The representation referred
to the fact that the wards are currently within the Gower constituency and have formed
ties within that existing constituency. Representations were received which supported the
alternative arrangements proposed by the Conservative Party to include the electoral
wards of Clydach, Llangyfelach, Mawr, and Penllergaer from the proposed Swansea East
constituency and the electoral ward of Kingsbridge from the proposed Llanelli constituency
within a Gower and Swansea West constituency, to achieve the statutory electoral range.
The proposal includes the electoral wards of Castle, Cwmbwrla, Townhill and Uplands
within the proposed Swansea East constituency rather than the proposed Gower and
Swansea West constituency to ensure that the electorate of both proposed constituencies
fall within the statutory electorate range.

The Commission considered the representations and the alternative arrangements

proposed. The Commission concluded that the electoral ward of Kingsbridge was
appropriately included within the proposed Llanelli constituency and should not be
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24.17

included within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency. The Commission
recognises that the Kingsbridge ward is part of the existing Gower constituency. The
Kingsbridge electoral ward is part of the community of Liwchwr (which also includes the
wards of Lower Loughor and Upper Loughor). The alternative proposals would divide the
wards in this community between two proposed constituencies (the proposed Gower and
Swansea West and Llanelli constituencies). Community boundaries in Wales are local
government boundaries. The inclusion of the three wards within one community also
reflects the existing ties between the wards. Dividing the community, by including the
Kingsbridge ward in one proposed constituency and other wards in another proposed
constituency, would therefore, be less compliant with Rules 5 1.b and d of Schedule 2 to
the Act (see section 2.2). The alternative proposals would also involve breaking ties
between Kingsbridge and the wards of Gorseinon, and Penyrheol as discussed in relation to
the proposed Llanelli constituency at paragraph 26.8 of section 5. The Commission
considered that the electoral wards of Townhill, and Uplands are within the existing
Swansea West constituency and the majority of the wards of that constituency would be
included within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency under the
Commission’s proposals. The Commission considers that the inclusion of these two wards
within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency is more appropriate than their
inclusion within the proposed Swansea East constituency. The Commission concluded that,
while the wards of Clydach, Llangyfelach, Mawr, and Penllergaer are within the existing
Gower constituency, they are appropriately included within the proposed Swansea East
constituency, as the Assistant Commissioners recommended, given that their ties are with
wards in that constituency. In all these circumstances, a ward needs to be included within
the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency to ensure that the electorate of that
constituency falls within the statutory electorate range. The Commission remains of the
view that the electoral ward of Cwmbwrla is appropriately included within the proposed
Gower and Swansea West constituency rather than this proposed constituency. The
Commission concluded that the recommended Swansea East constituency, and also the
other recommended constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Swansea East. The
recommended alternative name is Dwyrain Abertawe.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Swansea East (Dwyrain
Abertawe).
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Swansea East (Dwyrain Abertawe)
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25 Gower and Swansea West (Gwyr a Gorllewin
Abertawe)

Recommendation
25.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

25.1.a The electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea
of Bishopston (2,610), Fairwood (2,218), Gower (2,828), Gowerton (3,862),
Newton (2,687), Oystermouth (3,151), Penclawdd (2,852), Pennard (2,175) and
West Cross (5,023);

25.1.b the electoral ward within the existing Swansea East BC and City and County of
Swansea of Cwmbwrla (5,337); and,

25.1.c the electoral wards within the existing Swansea West BC and City and County of
Swansea of Cockett (10,125), Dunvant (3,353), Killay North (1,892),
Killay South (1,846), Mayals (2,060), Sketty (10,294), Townhill (5,617) and Uplands
(8,155).

25.2 This constituency would have 76,085 electors which is 1.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

25.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Gower
and Swansea West. The recommended alternative name is GWyr a Gorllewin Abertawe.

25.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

25.4.a The existing Gower CC has a total of 59,478 electors which is 20% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 16% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

25.4.b The existing Swansea East BC has a total of 55,392 electors which is 26% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 22% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

25.4.c The existing Swansea West BC has a total of 51,952 electors which is 31% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 27% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
25.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:

25.5.a The electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea of
Bishopston (2,610), Fairwood (2,218), Gower (2,828), Gowerton (3,862), Kingsbridge
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(3,299), Lower Loughor (1,734), Newton (2,687), Oystermouth (3,151), Penclawdd
(2,852), Pennard (2,175), Upper Loughor (2,092) and West Cross (5,023); and,

25.5.b the electoral wards within the existing Swansea West BC and City and County of
Swansea of Cockett (10,125), Dunvant (3,353), Killay North (1,892),
Killay South (1,846), Mavyals (2,060), Sketty (10,294), Townhill (5,617) and
Uplands (8,155).

This constituency would have 77,873 electors which is 4.2% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Gower and
Swansea West. The suggested alternative name was Gwyr a Gorllewin Abertawe.

The Commission received written representations, as well as oral representations at the
public hearings, stating that the electoral wards of Kingsbridge, Lower Loughor, and Upper
Loughor should be included within the same constituency as Gorseinon, and Penyrheol,
suggesting that a Llanelli constituency, rather than the Gower and Swansea West
constituency, was the most appropriate constituency for these wards. This suggestion was
supported by the Member of Parliament for the existing Llanelli constituency who stated
that the people from these areas have a long tradition of working, shopping and spending
leisure time in Llanelli due to their location just over the Loughor Bridge. The Commission
also received representations that did not agree with this approach and representations
were received that supported the inclusion of these three wards within the proposed
Gower and Swansea West constituency, as proposed by the Commission in its initial
proposals. These representations however, also expressed the opinion that the electoral
wards of Gorseinon, and Penllergaer should also be included within this proposed
constituency. There was also some support amongst the representations that these wards
should all be included within the proposed Swansea East constituency.

Other representations suggested the inclusion of the Cwmbwrla electoral ward within this
proposed constituency rather than within the proposed Swansea East constituency. The
representations expressed the view that the Cwmbwrla ward has greater affinity with
wards in this proposed constituency and is, essentially, separated geographically from the
remainder of the existing Swansea East constituency of which it currently forms part.
Another representation from a former Assembly Member repeated these arguments and
supported the inclusion of the Cwmbwrla ward within the proposed Gower and Swansea
West constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the written representations and those made at
the public hearings and concluded that the electoral wards of Kingsbridge, Lower Loughor
and Upper Loughor had ties with the electoral wards of Gorseinon, and Penyrheol and
placing the wards in two different proposed constituencies would break those ties. The
Assistant Commissioners recommended that these five wards be included within the same
proposed constituency and recommended that they were appropriately included within
the proposed Llanelli and Lliw constituency not the proposed Gower and Swansea West
constituency. They recommended that the electoral ward of Cwmbwrla be included within
this proposed constituency, as it has ties with wards in this constituency, rather the
proposed Swansea East constituency.
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25.11

25.12

25.13

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendations and proposed that
the electoral wards of Kingsbridge, Lower Loughor and Upper Loughor should be included
in the proposed Llanelli constituency rather than this proposed constituency. That would
enable those wards to be included with a constituency that included Gorseinon, and
Penyrheol and that would avoid breaking the ties that exist between the five wards. The
Commission also agreed with the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendation that the
Cwmbwrla ward was appropriately included within this proposed constituency, given its
ties with wards in this proposed constituency. That would also ensure that the electorate
of the proposed constituency fell within the statutory electorate range.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

25.11.a The electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea of
Bishopston  (2,610), Fairwood (2,218), Gower (2,828), Gowerton (3,862),
Newton (2,687), Oystermouth (3,151), Penclawdd (2,852), Pennard (2,175) and
West Cross (5,023);

25.11.b the electoral ward within the existing Swansea East BC and City and County of
Swansea of Cwmbwrla (5,337); and,

25.11.c the electoral wards within the existing Swansea West BC and City and County of
Swansea of Cockett (10,125), Dunvant (3,353), Killay North (1,892),
Killay South (1,846), Mayals (2,060), Sketty (10,294), Townhill (5,617) and
Uplands (8,155).

This constituency would have 76,085 electors which is 1.8% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
regarding the three proposed constituencies in the Swansea and Llanelli area. Many of the
representations received supported the arrangements which included the electoral wards
of Clydach, Llangyfelach, Mawr, and Penllergaer and the electoral ward of Kingsbridge
within this proposed constituency rather than within the proposed Gower and Swansea
West constituency. The representations referred to the fact that these wards are within
the existing Gower constituency. The representations referred to the fact that wards
within the Gower constituency have formed ties with wards within the existing
constituency. The representations proposed including the electoral wards of Cwmbwrla,
Townhill, and Uplands within the proposed Swansea East constituency, rather than within
this constituency, in order to achieve the statutory electorate range for these proposed
constituencies. The Commission received representations that argued that the electoral
wards that formed the community of Liwchwr (the electoral wards of Kingsbridge, Lower
Loughor, and Upper Loughor) and the electoral ward of Gorseinon should all be included
within a Swansea constituency and objected to their inclusion within a proposed Llanelli
constituency. The representations suggested that the River Loughor was a divide between
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Swansea and Llanelli and that the wards have historically formed part of Swansea. The
Commission also received representations, however, that supported the inclusion of those
wards within the proposed Llanelli constituency. A representation from Llwchwr Town
Council states that it was opposed to the reduction in the number of constituencies in
Wales and would prefer to retain the existing arrangements; however, if that were not
possible, the best option would be for the area of the town council and adjacent areas to
be included within the Llanelli constituency.

The Commission considered the representations and the alternative arrangements
proposed. The Commission concluded that the electoral ward of Kingsbridge was
appropriately included within the proposed Llanelli constituency and should not be
included within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency. The Commission
recognise that the Kingsbridge ward is part of the existing Gower constituency. The
Kingsbridge electoral ward is part of the community of Liwchwr (which also includes the
wards of Lower Loughor, and Upper Loughor). The alternative proposals would divide the
wards in this community between two proposed constituencies (the proposed Gower and
Swansea West and Llanelli constituencies). Community boundaries in Wales are local
government boundaries. The inclusion of the three wards within one community reflects
the existing ties between these wards. Dividing the community and including the
Kingsbridge ward in one proposed constituency and other wards in another proposed
constituency would therefore be less compliant with Rules 5 1.b and d of Schedule 2 to the
Act (see section 2.2). The proposals also involve breaking ties between Kingsbridge and the
wards of Gorseinon, and Penyrheol as also discussed in relation to the proposed Llanelli
constituency at paragraph 26.8 of section 5.

The Commission noted that the electoral wards of Townhill, and Uplands are within the
existing Swansea West constituency and the majority of wards of that existing constituency
would be included within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency under the
Commission’s proposals. The Commission considers that the inclusion of these two wards
within the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency is more appropriate than their
inclusion within the proposed Swansea East constituency. The Commission concluded that,
while the wards of Clydach, Llangyfelach, Mawr, and Penllergaer are within the existing
Gower constituency, they are appropriately included within the proposed Swansea East
constituency, as the Assistant Commissioners recommended, given that their ties are with
wards in that constituency. In all these circumstances, a ward needs to be included within
the proposed Gower and Swansea West constituency to ensure that the electorate of that
proposed constituency falls within the statutory electorate range. The Commission remains
of the view that the electoral ward of Cwmbwrla is appropriately included within this
proposed constituency. The Commission concluded that the recommended Gower and
Swansea West constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in this area,
best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Gower and Swansea West.
The recommended alternative name is Gwyr a Gorllewin Abertawe.
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25.17 The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed

constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Gower and Swansea West
(Gwyr a Gorllewin Abertawe).
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26 Llanelli

Recommendation
26.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

26.1.a The electoral wards within the existing Llanelli CC and the County of
Carmarthenshire of Bigyn (4,439), Burry Port (3,200), Bynea (2,985), Dafen (2,368),
Elli (2,216), Felinfoel (1,343), Glanymor (3,833), Glyn (1,630), Hendy (2,381),
Hengoed (2,798), Kidwelly (2,705), Llangennech (3,699), Llannon (3,817), Lliedi
(3,625), Liwynhendy (2,974), Pembrey (3,232), Pontyberem (2,074), Swiss Valley
(2,041), Trimsaran (1,828), Tycroes (1,756) and Tyisha (2,258); and,

26.1.b the electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea
of Gorseinon (3,228), Kingsbridge (3,299), Lower Loughor (1,734), Penyrheol
(4,131), Pontardulais (4,616) and Upper Loughor (2,092).

26.2 This constituency would have 76,302 electors which is 2.1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

26.3 The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named Llanelli.
26.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

26.4.a The existing Llanelli CC has a total of 57,202 electors which is 23% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 19% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

26.4.b The existing Gower CC has a total of 59,478 electors which is 20% below the UKEQ
of 74,769 electors per constituency and 16% below the minimum of the statutory
electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background
26.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be

created from:
26.5.a The whole of the existing Llanelli CC; and,
26.5.b the electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea of
Gorseinon (3,228), Llangyfelach (3,803), Mawr (1,305), Penllergaer (2,466),
Penyrheol (4,131) and Pontardulais (4,616).
26.6 This constituency would have 76,751 electors which is 2.7% above the UKEQ of 74,769

electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Llanelli and Lliw.
The proposed alternative name was Llanelli a Lliw.
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The Commission received a number of representations which suggested that the proposed
constituency should include the electoral wards of Kingsbridge, Lower Loughor and Upper
Loughor as discussed at paragraph 25.7 of section 5. The Commission received
representations from Carmarthen East and Dinefwr Plaid Cymru which indicated that
school catchment areas and local shopping patterns exist around Tycroes and the Amman
Valley, and that the electoral ward of Tycroes should be included in the proposed
Carmarthenshire constituency. An alternative arrangement suggested that Kidwelly ought
to be included within a proposed Carmarthen constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners considered the representations which discussed the electoral
wards of Gorseinon, Kingsbridge, Lower Loughor, Penyrheol and Upper Loughor and
concluded that, “The evidence that we have received is that these five electoral wards form
one community within a single urban area and that there are transport links between
Loughor, and Kingsbridge and Gorseinon, and Penyrheol. By placing two of these electoral
wards in the proposed Llanelli and Lliw constituency and three in the proposed Gower and
Swansea West constituency, the Initial proposals are breaking existing local ties between
these five electoral wards. We recommend, therefore, that the electoral wards of Lower
Loughor, Upper Loughor, and Kingsbridge should be included within the proposed Llanelli
constituency together with the electoral wards of Gorseinon and Penyrheol.”

The Assistant Commissioners considered that it was appropriate to include the electoral
wards of Kidwelly and Tycroes in the proposed Caerfyrddin constituency rather than the
proposed Llanelli constituency. Representations asserted that Tycroes identifies itself with
the Carmarthen constituency but no such links were asserted or demonstrated to exist in
relation to Kidwelly.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the Assistant Commissioners’ representations that the electoral
wards of Kingsbridge, Lower Loughor and Upper Loughor (forming the community of
Liwchwr) and Gorseinon and Penyrheol, should be included within the same constituency,
and these five wards were appropriately included within the proposed Llanelli constituency
as discussed at paragraph 25.14 of section 5. The Commission did not agree that the wards
of Kidwelly and Tycroes should be included within the proposed Caerfyrddin constituency
rather than this proposed constituency. The Commission noted that both the electoral
wards of Kidwelly and Tycroes are within the existing Llanelli constituency. They noted that
there was insufficient evidence to suggest that including the two wards within the
proposed Llanelli constituency would break ties to any, or any significant, degree. The
Commission considered that the inclusion of all five wards within the proposed Llanelli
constituency would better reflect the statutory criteria overall.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:
26.11.a The whole of the existing Llanelli CC; and,
26.11.b the electoral wards within the existing Gower CC and City and County of Swansea of

Gorseinon (3,228), Kingsbridge (3,299), Lower Loughor (1,734), Penyrheol (4,131),
Pontardulais (4,616) and Upper Loughor (2,092).
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26.12

26.13

26.14

26.16

26.17

This constituency would have 76,302 electors which is 2.1% above the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
regarding the three proposed constituencies in the Swansea and Llanelli area as discussed
at paragraph 25.13 of section 5. Among the representations received were representations
that the electoral ward of Kingsbridge should be included within the proposed Gower and
Swansea West constituency rather than this proposed constituency. Other representations
proposed that the electoral wards that formed the community of Liwchwr (the electoral
wards of Kingsbridge, Lower Loughor, and Upper Loughor) and the electoral ward of
Gorseinon should all be included within a Swansea constituency and objected to their
inclusion within a proposed Llanelli constituency. The representations suggested that the
River Loughor was a divide between Swansea and Llanelli and that the wards have
historically formed part of Swansea. The Commission also received representations,
however, that supported the inclusion of those wards within the proposed Llanelli
constituency. A representation from Llwchwr Town Council states that it was opposed to
the reduction in the number of constituencies in Wales and would prefer to retain the
existing arrangements; however, if that were not possible, the best option would be for the
area of the town council and adjacent areas to be included within the Llanelli constituency.

The Commission considered the representations and the alternative arrangements
proposed. The Commission remain of the view that the electoral wards of Kingsbridge,
Lower Loughor, and Upper Loughor (forming the community of Llwchr), together with the
electoral wards of Gorseinon, and Penyrheol should be included in the recommended
Llanelli constituency, as discussed at paragraph 25.14 of section 5. The Commission
concluded that the recommended Llanelli constituency, and also the other recommended
constituencies in the area best meet the statutory criteria, overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Llanelli. Llanelli is
recognisable in both languages and therefore no alternative name is suggested.

The Commission initially proposed the name Llanelli and Lliw. The Commission considered
that the changes to the initial proposals meant that the single name of Llanelli would more
appropriately reflect the area included within the proposed constituency.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the

most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Llanelli.
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27 Caerfyrddin (Carmarthen)

Recommendation

27.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

27.1.a

27.1.b

The electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC and
County of Carmarthenshire of Abergwili (1,799), Ammanford (1,861),
Betws (1,730), Cilycwm (1,145), Cynwyl Gaeo (1,260), Garnant (1,486),
Glanamman (1,720), Gorslas (3,384), Llanddarog (1,570), Llandeilo (2,234),
Llandovery (1,980), Llandybie (3,107), Llanegwad (1,887),
Llanfihangel Aberbythych (1,417), Llanfihangel-ar-Arth (2,098), Llangadog (1,544),
Llangunnor (2,049), Llangyndeyrn (2,550), Llanybydder (1,922), Manordeilo and
Salem (1,709), Penygroes (2,143), Pontamman (2,047), Quarter Bach (2,108),
St. Ishmael (2,097) and Saron (3,028); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen West and South
Pembrokeshire CC and County of Carmarthenshire of Carmarthen Town
North (3,606), Carmarthen Town South (2,537), Carmarthen Town West (3,196),
Cynwyl Elfed (2,444), Laugharne Township (2,085), Llanboidy (1,582),
Llansteffan (1,621), St. Clears (2,300), Trelech (1,659) and Whitland (1,664).

27.2 This constituency would have 72,569 electors which is 3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

27.3 The Commission recommends that the name for the proposed constituency should be
Caerfyrddin. The recommended alternative name is Carmarthen.

27.4 The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

27.4.a

27.4.b

Background

The existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC has a total of 53,991 electors which is
28% below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 24% below the
minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

The existing Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire CC has a total of 55,118
electors which is 26% below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 22%
below the minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per
constituency.

27.5 In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

27.5.a

The electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC and County
of Carmarthenshire of Abergwili (1,799), Ammanford (1,861), Betws (1,730),
Cilyewm (1,145), Cynwyl Gaeo (1,260), Garnant (1,486), Glanamman (1,720),
Gorslas (3,384), Llanddarog (1,570), Llandeilo (2,234), Llandovery (1,980),
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Llandybie (3,107), Llanegwad (1,887), Llanfihangel Aberbythych (1,417),
Llanfihangel-ar-Arth (2,098), Llangadog  (1,544), Llangunnor  (2,049),
Llangyndeyrn (2,550), Llanybydder (1,922), Manordeilo and Salem (1,709),
Penygroes (2,143), Pontamman (2,047), Quarter Bach (2,108), St. Ishmael (2,097)
and Saron (3,028); and,

27.5.b the electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire
CC and County of Carmarthenshire of Carmarthen Town North (3,606), Carmarthen
Town South (2,537), Carmarthen Town West (3,196), Cynwyl Elfed (2,444),
Laugharne Township (2,085), Llanboidy (1,582), Llansteffan (1,621),
St. Clears (2,300), Trelech (1,659) and Whitland (1,664).

This constituency would have 72,569 electors which is 3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Caerfyrddin. The
suggested alternative name was Carmarthenshire.

The Commission received few representations with regard to this constituency although, as
discussed at paragraph 26.7 of section 5, the Commission did receive some representations
proposing alternative arrangements. These would have included the electoral wards of
Kidwelly and Tycroes within this proposed constituency.

The Assistant Commissioners recommended that the electoral wards of Kidwelly be
included within this proposed constituency and noted that, “...we recommend that to
avoid breaking those local links Tycroes should be included in that proposed Caerfyrddin
constituency rather than in the Llanelli and Lliw constituency in accordance with the Initial
Proposals.”  Similarly, “..the Kidwelly ward has close local ties with the proposed
Caerfyrddin constituency rather than with electoral wards within the proposed Llanelli and

7

Lliw constituency....”.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission concluded that there was insufficient evidence to justify making those changes
recommended by the Assistant Commissioners to the initial proposals. The Commission
noted that both the electoral wards of Kidwelly and Tycroes were within the existing
Llanelli constituency. The Commission noted that there was insufficient evidence to
suggest that including the two wards within the proposed Llanelli constituency would break
ties to any, or any significant, degree with areas in the proposed Caerfyrddin constituency.
The Commission considered that including these two wards within the proposed Llanelli
constituency better reflected the statutory criteria than the alternative arrangements
proposed.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

27.10.a The electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC and County
of Carmarthenshire of Abergwili (1,799), Ammanford (1,861), Betws (1,730),
Cilyewm (1,145), Cynwyl Gaeo (1,260), Garnant (1,486), Glanamman (1,720),
Gorslas (3,384), Llanddarog (1,570), Llandeilo (2,234), Llandovery (1,980),
Llandybie (3,107), Llanegwad (1,887), Llanfihangel Aberbythych (1,417),
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27.11

27.12

27.13
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Llanfihangel-ar-Arth (2,098), Llangadog  (1,544), Llangunnor  (2,049),
Llangyndeyrn (2,550), Llanybydder (1,922), Manordeilo and Salem (1,709),
Penygroes (2,143), Pontamman (2,047), Quarter Bach (2,108) St. Ishmael (2,097),
and Saron (3,028); and,

27.10.b the electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire
CC and County of Carmarthenshire of Carmarthen Town North (3,606), Carmarthen
Town South (2,537), Carmarthen Town West (3,196), Cynwyl Elfed (2,444),
Laugharne Township  (2,085), Llanboidy (1,582), Llansteffan (1,621),
St. Clears (2,300), Trelech (1,659) and Whitland (1,664).

This constituency would have 72,569 electors which is 3% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
that proposed that the electoral wards of Cenarth and Llangeler should form part of the
proposed Caerfyrddin constituency rather than the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir
Benfro constituency. The alternative arrangements proposed including the electoral wards
of Llanrhian, St. David’s, and Solva within the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro
constituency, rather than the proposed Mid and South Pembrokshire constituency, to
ensure that the electorate of the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency
fell within the statutory electorate. As those changes meant that the electorate of the
proposed Mid and South Pembrokeshire would fall below the statutory electorate range,
the alternative arrangements proposed including the electoral ward of Whitland within the
proposed Mid and South Pembrokeshire constituency rather than within the proposed
Caerfyrddin constituency.

The Commission considered all the representations made and the proposed alternative
arrangements. The Commission did not consider that there was any merit in the proposed
alterations affecting the electoral wards of Llanrhian, St. David’s, Sovla, or Whitland. The
Commission was satisfied that, in the circumstances, the electoral wards of Cenarth, and
Llangeler were appropriately included within the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro
constituency. The Commission concluded that the recommended Caerfyrddin constituency,
and also the other recommended constituencies in this area, best meet the statutory
criteria overall.

N
~N
=
S

27.15

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Caerfyrddin. The
recommended alternative name is Carmarthen.

The Commission initially proposed Caerfyrddin but proposed that an alternative name of
Carmarthenshire. The Commission received representations that stated that the
appropriate English language version corresponding to Caerfyrddin was Carmarthen not
Carmarthenshire. The Commission proposed changing the alternative name to reflect that.
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27.16 The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Caerfyrddin (Carmarthen).
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28 Mid and South Pembrokeshire (Canol a De Sir
Benfro)

Recommendation

28.1 The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

28.2

28.3

28.4

28.1.a

28.1.b

The electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen West and South
Pembrokeshire CC and the County of Pembrokeshire of Amroth (909),
Carew (1,106), East Williamston (1,816), Hundleton (1,346),
Kilgetty/Begelly (1,563), Lampeter Velfrey (1,211), Lamphey (1,318),
Manorbier (1,568), Martletwy (1,510), Narberth (1,483), Narberth Rural (1,143),
Pembroke Dock: Central (1,007), Pembroke Dock: Llanion (1,853),
Pembroke Dock: Market  (1,216), Pembroke Dock: Pennar  (2,257),
Pembroke: Monkton (962), Pembroke:  St. Mary  North (1,380),
Pembroke: St. Mary South (946), Pembroke: St. Michael (1,998), Penally (1,188),
Saundersfoot (1,867), Tenby: North (1,574) and Tenby: South (1,661); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC and the County
of Pembrokeshire of Burton (1,401), Camrose (1,992),
Haverfordwest: Castle (1,466), Haverfordwest: Garth (1,539),
Haverfordwest: Portfield (1,642), Haverfordwest: Prendergast (1,467),
Haverfordwest: Priory (1,731), Johnston (1,867), Letterston (1,706),
Llangwm (1,724), Llanrhian (1,155), Maenclochog (2,248), Merlin's Bridge (1,478),
Milford: Central (1,389), Milford: East (1,436), Milford: Hakin (1,672),
Milford: Hubberston (1,738), Milford: North (1,854), Milford: West (1,441),
Neyland: East (1,697), Neyland: West (1,511), Rudbaxton (816), St. David's (1,413),
St. Ishmael's (1,049), Solva (1,144), The Havens (1,118) and Wiston (1,494).

This constituency would have 74,070 electors which is 0.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

The Commission recommended that the name for the proposed constituency should be
Mid and South Pembrokeshire. The recommended alternative name is Canol a De Sir

Benfro

The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

28.4.a

28.4.b

The existing Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire CC has a total of 55,118
electors which is 26% below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 22%
below the minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per
constituency.

The existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC has a total of 54,638 electors which is 27%

below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 23% below the minimum
of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.
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Background
In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

28.5

28.6

28.7

28.8

28.5.a

28.5.b

The electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire
CC and the County of Pembrokeshire of Amroth (909), Carew (1,106),
East Williamston  (1,816), Hundleton (1,346), Kilgetty/Begelly  (1,563),
Lampeter Velfrey (1,211), Lamphey (1,318), Manorbier (1,568), Martletwy (1,510),
Narberth (1,483), Narberth Rural (1,143), Pembroke Dock: Central (1,007),
Pembroke Dock: Llanion (1,853), Pembroke Dock: Market (1,216),
Pembroke Dock: Pennar (2,257), Pembroke: Monkton (962),
Pembroke: St. Mary North  (1,380), Pembroke: St. Mary South (946),
Pembroke: St. Michael  (1,998), Penally (1,188), Saundersfoot (1,867),
Tenby: North (1,574) and Tenby: South (1,661); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC and the County of
Pembrokeshire of Burton (1,401), Camrose (1,992), Haverfordwest: Castle (1,466),
Haverfordwest: Garth (1,539), Haverfordwest: Portfield (1,642),
Haverfordwest: Prendergast (1,467), Haverfordwest: Priory (1,731),
Johnston (1,867), Letterston (1,706), Llangwm (1,724), Llanrhian (1,155),
Maenclochog (2,248), Merlin's Bridge (1,478), Milford: Central (1,389),
Milford: East (1,436), Milford: Hakin (1,672), Milford: Hubberston (1,738),
Milford: North  (1,854), Milford: West (1,441), Neyland: East (1,697),
Neyland: West (1,511), Rudbaxton (816), St. David's (1,413), St. Ishmael's (1,049),
Solva (1,144), The Havens (1,118) and Wiston (1,494).

This constituency would have 74,070 electors which is 0.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was South
Pembrokeshire. The suggested alternative name was De Sir Benfro.

The Commission received very few representations with regard to this proposed
constituency. The Assistant Commissioners did not recommend any changes to the initial
proposals. The Commission, having considered the representations and the Assistant
Commissioners’ report, decided to propose a constituency as described in the initial
proposals.

The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

28.8.a

The electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire
CC and the County of Pembrokeshire of Amroth (909), Carew (1,106),
East Williamston ~ (1,816), Hundleton (1,346), Kilgetty/Begelly  (1,563),
Lampeter Velfrey (1,211), Lamphey (1,318), Manorbier (1,568), Martletwy (1,510),
Narberth (1,483), Narberth Rural (1,143), Pembroke Dock: Central (1,007),
Pembroke Dock: Llanion (1,853), Pembroke Dock: Market (1,216),
Pembroke Dock: Pennar (2,257), Pembroke: Monkton (962),
Pembroke: St. Mary North  (1,380), Pembroke: St. Mary South (946),
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Pembroke: St. Michael  (1,998), Penally (1,188), Saundersfoot (1,867),
Tenby: North (1,574) and Tenby: South (1,661); and,

28.8.b the electoral wards within the existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC and the County of
Pembrokeshire of Burton (1,401), Camrose (1,992), Haverfordwest: Castle (1,466),
Haverfordwest: Garth (1,539), Haverfordwest: Portfield (1,642),
Haverfordwest: Prendergast (1,467), Haverfordwest: Priory (1,731),
Johnston (1,867), Letterston (1,706), Llangwm (1,724), Llanrhian (1,155),
Maenclochog (2,248), Merlin's Bridge (1,478), Milford: Central (1,389),
Milford: East (1,436), Milford: Hakin (1,672), Milford: Hubberston (1,738),
Milford: North  (1,854), Milford: West (1,441), Neyland: East (1,697),
Neyland: West (1,511), Rudbaxton (816), St. David's (1,413), St. Ishmael's (1,049),
Solva (1,144), The Havens (1,118) and Wiston (1,494).

This constituency would have 74,070 electors which is 0.9% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
regarding the geographical composition of this proposed constituency. The
representations stated that the new constituency should encompass the whole of the
Pembrokeshire local authority area and suggested that the town of Fishguard shared no
ties with areas of Ceredigion or Carmarthen and should be included within this proposed
constituency. The Commission also received representations that suggested alternative
arrangements for a number of proposed constituencies including this proposed
constituency. The alternative arrangements proposed that the electoral wards of Cenarth
and Llangeler be included within the proposed Caerfyrddin constituency rather than the
proposed Ceredigion and North Pembrokeshire constituency as discussed at paragraph
27.12 of section 5. The alternative arrangements proposed changes which affected this
proposed constituency. These included the electoral wards of Llanrhian, St. David’s, and
Solva within the proposed Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency, rather than within
this proposed constituency, to ensure that the electorate of the proposed Ceredigion a
Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency fell within the statutory electorate. As those changes
meant that the electorate of this proposed constituency would fall below the statutory
electorate range, the alternative arrangements proposed including the electoral ward of
Whitland within this proposed constituency rather than within the proposed Caerfyrddin
constituency. The Commission also received representation that expressed concern about
the geographical size of the proposed constituency. The Commission noted that whilst the
proposed constituency is large compared with others within Wales, it is significantly
smaller than the maximum size permitted under the Act.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission would not be able
to include the whole of the local authority of Pembrokeshire within this proposed
constituency as the electorate would then exceed the statutory electorate range. The
Commission did not consider that there was any merit in the proposed alterations affecting
the electoral wards of Fishguard North East, Fishguard North West, Llanrhian, Solva, St.
David’s or Whitland. The Commission concluded that the recommended Mid and South
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28.13

28.14

Pembrokeshire constituency, and also the other recommended constituencies in the area,
best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Mid and South
Pembrokeshire. The recommended alternative name is Canol a De Sir Benfro.

The Commission initially proposed South Pembrokeshire. The Commission received
representations that stated that the name did not reflect the geographical composition of
the whole area included within the proposed constituency. The Commission changed the
name in its revised proposal to reflect this.

The Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded that the
most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the proposed
constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Mid and South
Pembrokeshire (Canol a De Sir Benfro).

Tudalen 196



2018 REVIEW RECOMMENDATIONS REPORT

[s282+0004] SO [8102] sIyBu aseqejep pue JyBuAdos umoiD @

000'0€2:1 21edg
Sa}BWO|IY

(0] 0
(L99'1L) w

ynos :Aqus

(72G°1)
yuoN :Aqua

(298°1)
J004sI9pUNES

Ajjebag
JLETTINY

(Lie't)
LETITEYN
Je1edwen

./ (8¥2'2)
Boyoojouseyy

(918'L) UoISWelI 1seT €L (ov6)
(EL'L) [BINY yWaqueN ‘ZL yinog Auepy 1S
(£8¥'1) yuagieN "LL (866'1) :axoiquiag
(£69'}) 1se3 puelfoN 0L [PBUIIN 1S
(LLG'1) 158M ‘PUEIASN ‘6 -aN0IqUWdY (z96)
: (82%'1) @Bpug suipe ‘g = ol
(9v€'l) (200'}) [e21U8D JORLON
uoja|punH 00Q a%0IqUay L e S Gi7)
Jeuusd »o0Q
ayoiquad
(08e'1)
a;:oz‘
BN 1S :
-ayoiquiad an“vm_%m“w_
o0
ayoiquiad
(6%70°L)
S [9Bwys| 1S

(8L1L'))
SuaneH ayl

(912'1) 1©ep
20 axoIquied ‘g
(68E€'L) 1enuaD PIOJIN 'S

(229'1) ueH piofiN "+

(1eL'1) Mougd
JSSMpJOBABH ‘¢

(99¥'1) ansed
JSBMpPJOBABH ‘2

uolxeqgpny QWO._ENO

(oev'L)

ise3 ooy
‘IO ~(8eL'))
; uojsIaqqnH

N

) pJoyi

: “PIOYIN.
(¥G8'1)
| UuoN

(Lrp'1)
. 1S9M\
" LIpIOHIN

(Lo¥'1) 1sebispusid
JSOMPIOHBABH “|

(#6¥'L)
uoISIM

(904'1)
uojsiape

(€1¥'L)
spIneq 1S

PIOJIIIN "9

(2¥9'1L)
T Pl214Hod

i Jsemplosne
Bes I e
yueg
JsemplolisneH

JSOMPIOLISABH 'Y

Ao._t__mm_ 1IS @ ke |Joue)) aldiysayoiquiad Yyynos pue pip

Tudalen 197



BOUNDARY COMMISSION FOR WALES

29 Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro (Ceredigion
and North Pembrokeshire)

Recommendation

29.1

29.2

29.3

29.4

The Commission recommends a county constituency be created from:

29.1.a

29.1.b

29.1.c

29.1.d

The electoral wards of the existing Ceredigion CC and of the County of Ceredigion
electoral wards of Aberaeron (1,030), Aberporth (1,685), Aberteifi/Cardigan-
Mwldan (1,463), Aberteifi/Cardigan-Rhyd-y-Fuwch (815), Aberteifi/Cardigan-Teifi
(688), Aberystwyth Bronglais (894), Aberystwyth Canol/Central (1,106),
Aberystwyth  Gogledd/North (1,064), Aberystwyth Penparcau (2,067),
Aberystwyth Rheidol (1,414), Beulah (1,268), Borth (1,513), Capel Dewi (1,003),
Ceulanamaesmawr (1,443), Ciliau Aeron (1,468), Faenor (1,332), Lampeter (1,555),
Llanarth (1,076), Llanbadarn Fawr-Padarn (721), Llanbadarn Fawr-Sulien (790),
Llandyfriog (1,319), Llandysilio-gogo (1,430), Llandysul Town (942),
Llanfarian (1,090), Llanfihangel Ystrad (1,504), Llangeitho (1,064), Llangybi (1,104),
Llanrhystyd (1,208), Llansantffraed (1,832), Llanwenog (1,336), Lledrod (1,659),
Melindwr (1,478), New Quay (782), Penbryn (1,612), Pen-parc (1,773),
Tirymynach (1,276), Trefeurig (1,291), Tregaron (847), Troedyraur (1,006) and
Ystwyth (1,484);

the electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC and the
County of Carmarthenshire of Cenarth (1,570) and Llangeler (2,546);

the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys
of Glantwymyn (1,558), Llanbrynmair (742) and Machynlleth (1,627); and,

the electoral wards within the existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC and County of
Pembrokeshire of Cilgerran (1,396), Clydau (1,105), Crymych (1,918),
Dinas Cross (1,210), Fishguard North East (1,399), Fishguard North West (1,094),
Goodwick (1,335), Newport (812), Scleddau (1,076) and St. Dogmaels (1,647).

This constituency would have 71,467 electors which is 4.4% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

The Commission recommends that the proposed constituency should be named
Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro. The recommended alternative name is Ceredigion and
North Pembrokeshire.

The existing constituencies affected by the recommended constituency are the following:

29.4.a

The existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC has a total of 53,991 electors which is
28% below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 24% below the
minimum of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.
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29.4.b The existing Ceredigion CC has a total of 50,432 electors which is 33% below the
UKEQ, of 74,769 electors per constituency and 29% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

29.4.c The existing Montgomeryshire CC has a total of 46,989 electors which is 37% below
the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 34% below the minimum of the
statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

29.4.d The existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC has a total of 54,638 electors which is 27%
below the UKEQ of 74,769 electors per constituency and 23% below the minimum
of the statutory electorate range of 71,031 electors per constituency.

Background

29.5

29.6

29.7

29.8

In the Commission’s initial proposals, it was proposed that a county constituency be
created from:

29.5.a The whole of the existing Ceredigion CC;

29.5.b the electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC and the
County of Carmarthenshire of Cenarth (1,570) and Llangeler (2,546);

29.5.c the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys of
Blaen Hafren (1,782) and Llanidloes (2,070); and,

29.5.d the electoral wards within the existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC and County of
Pembrokeshire of Cilgerran (1,396), Clydau (1,105), Crymych (1,918), Dinas Cross
(1,210), Fishguard North East (1,399), Fishguard North West (1,094), Goodwick
(1,335), Newport (812), Scleddau (1,076) and St. Dogmaels (1,647).

This constituency would have 71,392 electors which is 4.5% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency. The suggested name for the constituency was Ceredigion a
Gogledd Sir Benfro. The suggested alternative name was Ceredigion and North
Pembrokeshire.

The Commission received a large number of representations stating that the electoral
wards of Llanidloes and Blaen Hafren have local community ties with Newtown and that
the wards should be included in the proposed Brecon, Radnor, and Montgomery
constituency rather than within this proposed constituency. There was broad agreement
among the representations, and the political parties that made representations, that the
Glantwymyn, Llanbrynmair and Machynlleth wards should be included in this proposed
constituency rather than the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency. This is
discussed at paragraph 7.7 of section 5. This would also ensure that this proposed
constituency fell within the statutory electorate range.

The Assistant Commissioners concluded that the electoral wards of Blaen Hafren and

Llanidloes should be removed from this proposed constituency due to the links between
Llanidloes and Newtown, as highlighted throughout the representations received by the
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29.9

Commission, and should be included within the proposed Brecon, Radnor, and
Montgomery constituency. The Assistant Commissioners proposed to include the wards of
Glantwymyn, Llanbrynmair and Machynlleth within this proposed constituency (rather than
including them within the proposed De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn constituency). This
amendment to the initial proposals was also recommended by many representations
received by the Commission.

Having considered the representations and the Assistant Commissioners’ report, the
Commission accepted the Assistant Commissioners’ recommendations. There was a
significant number of representations supporting the inclusion of Glantwymyn,
Llanbrynmair and Machynlleth within this proposed constituency and the inclusion of Blaen
Hafren and Llanidloes in the proposed Brecon, Radnor, and Montgomery constituency to
avoid breaking local ties.

29.10 The Commission therefore proposed to create a county constituency from:

29.11

29.12

29.10.a The whole of the existing Ceredigion CC;

29.10.b the electoral wards within the existing Carmarthen East and Dinefwr CC and the
County of Carmarthenshire of Cenarth (1,570) and Llangeler (2,546);

29.10.c the electoral wards within the existing Montgomeryshire CC and County of Powys of
Glantwymyn (1,558), Llanbrynmair (742) and Machynlleth (1,627); and,

29.10.d the electoral wards within the existing Preseli Pembrokeshire CC and County of
Pembrokeshire of Cilgerran (1,396), Clydau (1,105), Crymych (1,918),
Dinas Cross (1,210), Fishguard North East (1,399), Fishguard North West (1,094),
Goodwick (1,335), Newport (812), Scleddau (1,076) and St. Dogmaels (1,647).

This constituency would have 71,467 electors which is 4.4% below the UKEQ of 74,769
electors per constituency.

During the revised proposals consultation period the Commission received representations
regarding the geographic composition of this proposed constituency. The Commission
noted that whilst the proposed constituency is large compared with others within Wales, it
is significantly smaller than the maximum size permitted under the Act. The representation
from Ceredigion County Council supported the revised proposal and stated that although
their preference would be for the proposed constituency to be co-terminous with local
authority boundaries, they recognised that changes would need to be made to ensure that
constituencies fell within the statutory electorate range. On that basis, the Council
supported the revised proposal as the proposed constituency reflected existing natural
links. However, the Commission also received representations that suggested that the
electoral wards of Cenarth and Llangeler should be included within the proposed
Caerfyrddin constituency rather than this proposed constituency and proposed further
changes intended to achieve this. These changes would, amongst others, include the
electoral wards of Llanrhian, St. David’s, and Solva within this constituency rather than
within the proposed Mid and South Pembrokeshire constituency, to ensure that the
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electorate of this proposed constituency fell within the statutory electorate as discussed at
paragraph 28.10 of section 5. The Commission received representations that the whole of
the Pembrokeshire local authority area should be included within one proposed
constituency and suggested that the town of Fishguard shared no ties with areas of
Ceredigion or Carmarthen.

The Commission considered all of the representations. The Commission would not be able
to include the whole of the local authority area of Pembrokeshire within one proposed
constituency as the electorate of such a constituency would exceed the statutory
electorate range. The Commission did not consider that there was any merit in the
proposed alterations affecting the electoral wards of Fishguard North East, Fishguard North
West, Llanrhian, Solva, St. David’s, Whitland or Machynlleth. The Commission considered
the electoral wards of Cenarth and Llangeler and are satisfied that they were appropriately
included within this proposed constituency. The Commission concluded that the
recommended Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro constituency, and also the other
recommended constituencies in the area, best meet the statutory criteria overall.

The name the Commission recommends for this constituency is Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir
Benfro. The recommended alternative name is Ceredigion and North Pembrokeshire. The
Assistant Commissioners recommended the name Bae Ceredigion (Cardigan Bay).

However the Commission has considered all the representations made and has concluded
that the most appropriate name which best reflects the geographical composition of the
proposed constituency and is likely to have greater affinity with electors is Ceredigion a
Gogledd Sir Benfro (Ceredigion and North Pembrokeshire).
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Appendix1 Recommended Constituencies

Constituency Name Alternative Name Electors \fl::::nlf;EQ
Alyn and Deeside Alun a Glannau Dyfrdwy 77,032 3%
Blaenau Gwent Blaenau Gwent 75,664 1.2%
Brecon, Radnor and Montgomery Aberhonddu, Maesyfed a Threfaldwyn 74,903 0.2%
Bridgend and Vale of Glamorgan West | Pen-y-bont a Gorllewin Bro Morgannwg 74,092 -0.9%
Caerfyrddin Carmarthen 72,569 -3%
Caerphilly Caerffili 76,323 2.1%
Cardiff North Gogledd Caerdydd 78,187 4.6%
Cardiff South and East De a Dwyrain Caerdydd 74,128 -0.9%
Cardiff West Gorllewin Caerdydd 78,321 4.8%
Ceredigion a Gogledd Sir Benfro Ceredigion and North Pembrokeshire 71,467 -4.4%
Conwy and Colwyn Conwy a Cholwyn 77,613 3.8%
Cynon Valley and Pontypridd Cwm Cynon a Phontypridd 78,005 4.3%
De Clwyd a Gogledd Maldwyn South Clwyd and North Montgomeryshire 71,570 -4.3%
Gower and Swansea West Gwyr a Gorllewin Abertawe 76,085 1.8%
Gwynedd Gwynedd 76,260 2%
Llanelli Llanelli 76,302 2.1%
Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney Merthyr Tudful a Rhymni 77,770 4%
Mid and South Pembrokeshire Canol a De Sir Benfro 74,070 -0.9%
Monmouthshire Sir Fynwy 74,532 -0.3%
Neath Castell-nedd 74,621 -0.2%
Newport Casnewydd 75,986 1.6%
Ogmore and Aberavon Ogwr ac Aberafan 78,365 4.8%
Rhondda and Llantrisant Rhondda a Llantrisant 77,905 4.2%
Rhuddlan and Flint Rhuddlan ac Y Fflint 75548 1%
Swansea East Dwyrain Abertawe 71,637 -4.2%
Torfaen Torfaen 72,367 -3.2%
Vale of Glamorgan East Dwyrain Bro Morgannwg 76,984 3%
Wrexham Wrecsam 72,137 -3.5%
Ynys Mén a Bangor Anglesey and Bangor 71,398 -4.5%
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Appendix 2 Index of Existing Constituencies

Existing Constituency Electorate Page Number
Aberavon 48,346 92,115, 119, 125
Aberconwy 44,153 18,23,29
Alyn and Deeside 60,550 38
Arfon 37,739 18,23
Blaenau Gwent 49,661 72
Brecon and Radnorshire 52,273 55
Bridgend 58,932 114,119
Caerphilly 61,158 76, 80
Cardiff Central 49,403 100, 105
Cardiff North 63,574 100, 105
Cardiff South and Penarth 72,392 105, 110
Cardiff West 63,892 95
Carmarthen East and Dinefwr 53,991 145, 154
Carmarthen West and South Pembrokeshire 55,118 145, 149
Ceredigion 50,432 154
Clwyd South 53,094 42,47
Clwyd West 56,862 23,29, 47
Cynon Valley 49,405 85
Delyn 52,388 34, 38
Dwyfor Meirionnydd 42,353 23,47
Gower 59,478 130, 135, 141
Islwyn 53,306 73,76, 80
Llanelli 57,202 141
Merthyr Tydfil and Rhymney 53,166 76
Monmouth 62,729 60, 68
Montgomeryshire 46,989 47,55
Neath 54,691 125
Newport East 53,959 60, 64, 68
Newport West 60,101 64, 68, 80
Ogmore 54,614 90, 114, 119
Pontypridd 56,525 85, 90, 95
Preseli Pembrokeshire 54,638 149, 154
Rhondda 49,161 90
Swansea East 55,392 130, 135
Swansea West 51,952 130, 135
Torfaen 58,562 68
Vale of Clwyd 55,839 23,29, 34,47
Vale of Glamorgan 69,673 110,114
Wrexham 48,861 42
Ynys Mon 49,287 18
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COUNTY COUNCIL

Date of Meeting Tuesday 23 October

Report Subject Annual Performance Report 2017/18
Report Author Chief Executive

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Annual Performance Report for 2017/18 reviews our progress against the
Council Priorities as detailed in the Council Plan 2017/18.

The report reflects the overall progress that has been made against our priorities
and the level of confidence we have in achieving the desired outcomes. It also
shows the position against our 46 risks, with 12 remaining at a high level at year
end.

Performance against the Council Plan measures was positive with 83% of agreed
key activities being assessed as making good progress and likely to achieve the
desired outcome. In addition, 58% of the performance indicators met or exceeded
target for the year, whilst 68% showed improvement or remained stable. Risks are
also being successfully managed with the majority being assessed as moderate
(61%) or minor/insignificant (13%).

Comparison nationally using the Public Accountability Measures (PAMs) revealed
67% of indicators showed improved or sustained performance.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

1

To adopt the 2017/18 Annual Performance Report for publication.

REPORT DETAILS

1.00

EXPLAINING THE CONTENT OF THE REPORT

1.01

The Annual Performance Report (the Report) meets the statutory
requirement to publish an Improvement Plan as required by the Local
Government (Wales) Measure (2009) (the Measure). The report must be
published by 31st October each year. The purpose of the report is to
account for the organisation’s previous year’s performance against its
Council Priorities.

1.02

The requirements of the Measure are met through the “forward looking”
document; the Council Plan 2017/18. This sets out the vision and priorities
for the Council. The second statutory requirement of the Measure is met
by this Annual Performance Report, which reviews progress on
commitments made in the previous year.

1.03

The Annual Performance Report must be adopted by the full Council prior
to publication.

1.04

The Annual Performance Report for 2017/18 reviews our progress against
the Council Priorities as detailed in the Council Plan 2017/18. This
assessment takes into consideration assessments of our performance for
each of the Improvement Priorities through:

e Progress against key actions and projects
e Progress against identified risks and challenges
e Performance indicator outturns (target and trend analysis)

¢ Regulatory, audit and inspection activity

1.05

Progress against Key Activities

Overall good progress has been made against the 2017/18 Council Plan
priorities and there is a high level of confidence in the achievement of
desired outcomes. The Report summaries progress against the key
activities supporting the priorities as follows:

Progress:

e We are making good progress in 83% (48).
e We are making satisfactory progress in 17% (10)
Outcome:
¢ We have a high level of confidence in the achievement of 74% (43).

¢ We have a medium level of confidence in the achievement of 26%
(15).
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1.06

Progress against Risks and Challenges

Good progress was made in managing our risks. Analysis of the year end
risk levels for the 46 strategic risks identified in the Council Plan is as
follows:

e 69.6% (32) risks remained the same.
e 21.7% (10) risks reduced in significance

e 8.7% (4) risks increased in significance

1.07

Performance Indicator Outturns

The Report summaries our performance against the Council Plan
measures and also nationally using the Public Accountability Measures
(PAMSs).

Council Plan Measures
Assessment of actual performance against target:

e 58% (64) of performance measures achieved target or better.

e 34% (37) of performance measures missed target within an
acceptable margin

e 8% (9) of performance measures significantly missed target.

Analysis of trend was undertaken. This is a comparison of current year
performance with that of the previous year.

Where trend analysis could be undertaken: -
e 68% (55) of performance measures showed improved performance;

e 23% (19) showed performance had downturned when compared
with the previous year; and

¢ 9% (7) had maintained the same level of performance

Public Accountability Measures
67% of these national measures maintained or improved performance
against 2016/17.

Our quartile profile over previous years is as follows:

i ™
Mumber of Pls by qlﬂ.l‘t&r I:I}z year

OUVpe guarier OUpger micdls guater o micd e guarier Eomvw umrsr

L g g

5 5

21518 201817 2712
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1.08 | Regulation, Audit and Inspection Activity
The Wales Audit Office publishes an Annual Improvement Report (AIR)
each year on behalf of the Auditor General for Wales. The AIR published
in September 2018 for Flintshire summarised the findings and
recommendations from the various reports that have been produced.
Overall the Auditor General concluded that:
“The Council is meeting its statutory requirements in relation to continuous
improvement.”

1.09 | The statutory requirements of the Measure are met through a
concentration on the Council’s ‘Improvement’ Priorities.

1.10 | The Report will be available via the Council’s website. Paper copies can
be generated as required and the supporting documents which provide the
more detailed information will be available as ‘hyperlinked’ documents. A
graphical summary of the Report will be publicised electronically.

2.00 | RESOURCE IMPLICATIONS

2.01 | There are no specific resource implications within this report.

3.00 | CONSULTATIONS REQUIRED / CARRIED OUT

3.01 | The Annual Performance Report must be approved by the full Council
before publication.

3.02 | Consultation is undertaken throughout the year by Cabinet and Overview
and Scrutiny Committees reviewing the quarterly performance reports.
A report on the full year’s progress against the Council Plan 2017/18 was
presented to Cabinet in June 2018.

4.00 | RISK MANAGEMENT

4.01 | An assessment of the risks identified in the Council Plan for 2017/18 have
been made within the Annual Performance Report.

5.00 | APPENDICES

5.01 | Appendix A — Annual Performance Report 2017/18

Appendix B — Council Plan 2017/18 Risk Register

Appendix C — National Indicators Measures Data Table

Appendix D — Public Accountability Measures 2017/18

Appendix E — Flintshire County Council’s Wellbeing Objectives alignment
to the national Well-Being Goals

Appendix F — Glossary of Terms
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6.00

LIST OF ACCESSIBLE BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS

6.01

Council Plan 2017/18

Contact Office: Corporate Business and Communications Team
Telephone: 01352 701457
E-mail: corporatebusiness @flintshire.gov.uk

7.00

GLOSSARY OF TERMS

7.01

Annual Performance Report: accounts for the organisation’s previous
year's performance against its ‘Improvement’ priorities. It must be
published by 31st October each year.

7.02

Council Plan: the document which sets out the annual priorities of the
Council. It is a requirement of the Local Government (Wales) Measure
2009 to set Improvement Objectives and publish an Improvement Plan.

7.03

Local Government (Wales) Measure (2009): A measure of the National
Assembly for Wales to make provision about arrangements by local
authorities and other authorities in Wales to secure continuous
improvement in the exercise of their functions; to make provision for
community strategies; and for connected purposes.

7.04

Public Accountability Measures (PAMs): a set of national “outcome
focussed” performance indicators that reflect those aspects of local
authority work which local authorities agree are considered to be important
in terms of public accountability, e.g. recycling, educational attainment, etc.

7.05

Performance Indicator (Pl): a type of performance measurement used to
evaluate the success of an organisation or of a particular activity in which it
engages.

7.06

Pl Outturn: the actual performance achieved for a performance indicator.

7.07

Pl Target Analysis: comparison of actual performance compared with the
target.

7.08

Pl Trend Analysis: comparison of actual performance for the year with
the previous year(s) performance.

7.09

Council Plan Measures: the performance indicators or milestones used
to evaluate the success of activities in the Council Plan.

7.10

Wales Audit Office (WAO): works to support the Auditor General as the
public sector watchdog for Wales. They aim to ensure that the people of
Wales know whether public money is being managed wisely and that
public bodies in Wales understand how to improve outcomes.

7.11

Audit General for Wales: Appointed by the Queen and independent of
government the Auditor General for Wales is the statutory external auditor
of most of the Welsh public sector.
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7.12 | Annual Improvement Report (AIR): is publicised by the Wales Audit
Office (WAO) on behalf of the Auditor General for Wales. It brings
together, with the co-ordination of other inspectorates such as Estyn and
the Care and Social Services Inspectorate for Wales (CSSIW), a picture of
the Council’s delivery and evaluation of services and it's planning of
improvement for the coming year.
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Introduction

The Annual Performance Report (APR) gives an overview of the performance of the
Council during 2017/18 against the priorities we set. It also covers progress against
our Well-being Objectives.

The report covers: -

e Progress against key actions and projects.

e Actual and comparative performance information against local and nationally
set performance indicators.

e An assessment of how well the Council is managing the strategic risks and
challenges it faces.

e The outcomes of external regulatory work and the Council's response to
improve governance and public services as a result.

The publication of this Annual Performance Report meets the statutory requirement to
publish an annual ‘backward looking’ report on our Council Plan as part of the Local
Government (Wales) Measure (2009). The Council Plan, our ‘forward looking’
publication, meets the other statutory requirement. In meeting these requirements the
Council demonstrates a sound system of internal control which supports the effective
discharge of its functions.

Setting Priorities

The Council has competing pressures and priorities. Some priorities are ‘self-selecting’
to meet national government social policy objectives such as housing and education.
Others are set more locally.

The priorities have been shaped by councillors across our Cabinet and the Overview
and Scrutiny functions to ensure continuity of analysis for past, present and future
performance against which the Council can be judged. There is widespread
ownership of the priorities within the Council and with our key partners in the public,
private and voluntary sectors.

This set of six priorities supported by a series of sub-priorities (seen overleaf in Table
1) has helped the Council to concentrate on the things where attention was most
needed during 2017/18. The remaining priorities from previous years have been
managed as more routine business outside of the Plan.

The Council acts as a representative democratic body and sets its priorities based on
the evidence it has gathered from many sources. Our elected members are in touch
with local views through:-

Democratic representation.
Partnership Forums.

Statutory consultation.

Direct community/user consultation.
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Table 1: Council Priorities 2017/18

Priority Sub Priority Impact

Appropriate and e Ensuring the supply of affordable and quality
Affordable Homes housing of all tenures

Modern, Efficient | ¢ Ensuring the supply of affordable and quality
and Adapted Homes housing of all tenures

e Protecting people from poverty by maximising

Protecting people their income and employability

from poverty

e Making early interventions to support healthy
and independent living.

Independent Living | ¢ Sustaining a local market of high quality and

affordable service provision for those who are

highly dependent on care support.

Supportive
Council

e Enabling more people to live independently and
well at home.

e Giving equal opportunity to all to fulfil their lives.

e Providing joined-up services with public and third
sector partners which support quality of life in
communities and for individuals and families.

Integrated
Community Social
and Health Services

e Protecting people from the risk of any form of
abuse.

e Making communities safe places by working with
partners to prevent crime, repeat crime and anti-
social behaviour.

Safeguarding

e Sustaining economic growth through local and
regional business development, employment
and training sites.

Business Sector e Developing the transport infrastructure and

Ambitious Growth and employment sites and transport services,

Council Regeneration widening access to employment and training
sites.

e Creating a supply of diverse and quality training
and employment opportunities.
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e Providing high quality learning opportunities and
learning environments for learners of all ages.

e Supporting children and younger people to

Learning High Performing achieve their potential.

Council Education e Supporting learners from 3 to 18 years of age to

aspire to high levels of educational attainment

and achievement.

. e Enhancing the natural environment and
Sustainable promoting access to open and green spaces.
D;‘jﬁ&?ﬁg:‘;ﬁ‘d e Reducing energy consumption and using and
Management developing alternative/renewable energy
production.
Green ¢ Maximising the recovery and recycling of waste.
Council
e Developing the transport infrastructure and
sust;izb?engavel er_nplo_yment sites, and transport serv_ic_es,
services wldenlng access to employment and training
sites.
e Supporting local communities to be resilient and
self-supporting.
Resilient e Committing to resilient service models to sustain

local public services.
e Widening digital access to public services.

Communities

e Continuing to be a high performing and innovative

Serving . public sector organisation with social values.

Council Effa:gxg Fé(rer']sé)rl:trce e Providing high quality, accessible, responsive and
g cost effective public services.

Note: The colour scheme used in this table is used throughout the document for ease
of recognition.
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Consultation

Consultation and engagement with our customers and communities takes place on a
number of different levels: representative democracy through our elected members,
structured engagement through, for example, our County Forum (with Town and
Community Councils), formal needs assessments through our strategic partnerships,
surveys and feedback, and workshops and roadshows. Different methods are used
according to circumstances, the type of audience, and the reach of coverage sought.

Between April 2017 and March 2018 we undertook a range of consultations with
impacted stakeholders. Examples of these are:

e Local Development Plan for Flintshire (November 2017 — December 2017)

e Public Engagement Events around the Flintshire County Council's Budget
(October 2017 - November 2017)

e Public Engagement Events and various consultation exercises around the draft
priorities of the Well-being Plan (September 2017 — February 2018)

e Active Travel Draft Integrated Network Map (July 2017 — September 2017)

e School Modernisation: Brynford and Lixwm Area School Review

Examples include:

Local Development Plan — Preferred strategy

The Preferred Strategy consultation followed on from previous consultations
particularly relating to Strategic Growth and Spatial Options. The consultation
presented the preferred approach on how much the County will grow by and how
development will be broadly distributed across the County. It gave the public the
opportunity to comment on the Council’s preliminary assessment as to whether the
candidate sites broadly fit in with the Preferred Strategy and put forward new or
‘alternative’ sites for consideration as part of the consultation exercise.

Active Travel Consultation - The Active Travel Act provides an opportunity to make
Wales an active travel nation. Flintshire mapped out its proposals for improving
walking and cycling infrastructure over a 15 year plan period. These draft proposals
went out for consultation with the general public inviting them to help shape the
Integrated Network Map before its submission to Welsh Ministers in November for
approval.

School Modernisation: Brynford and Lixwm Area School Review - The
consultation, run in compliance with the statutory School Organisation Code, was
extensive. The schools network needed to remain viable and a sustainable model of
primary education within the two communities. Cabinet agreed to proceed to statutory
consultation on school organisational change on the proposal to amalgamate Brynford
and Lixwm Community Primary Schools to create a single area school.

Section 1. Assessment of our Performance against
Council Priorities for 2017/18
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For 2017/18 the Council had six Priorities as detailed in its Council Plan.

Table 2 below shows a summary of the year end “progress” and confidence in meeting
“outcome” assessment for each priority based on the following red, amber, green
(RAG) status key.

All activities in the Report have been graded as described in the ‘key’ below. These
are (RAG) graded for progress and/or performance. An analysis is made of the
number of activities in each RAG category to provide a collective grade for each priority
and sub-priority heading. Where there is an equal number of two gradings, then the
lower one is always used.

The Outcome RAG status below was assessed as part of the end of year reports in
June and is based on our confidence in contributing positively towards the Outcome
during the year.

PROGRESS RAG Status Key OUTCOME RAG Status Key

Low - lower level of confidence

Limited Progress - delay in in the achievement of outcome(s)

scheduled activity; not on track

Medium - uncertain level of
confidence in the achievement of
the outcome(s)

Satisfactory Progress - some
delay in scheduled activity, but
broadly on track

Good Progress - activities
completed on schedule, on
track

High - full confidence in the
achievement of the outcome(s)
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Well-being Objectives

The Council set its Well-being Objectives in June 2017. These are the Council’'s
commitments to comply with the Well-being of Future Generations (Wales) Act 2015.
Designated public bodies are required to work individually and collectively to improve
wellbeing in Wales. The seven well-being goals and the five ways of working set a
general purpose for public bodies. They also aim to ensure better decisions by:

* considering the long-term

* prevention

* integrated working

» working collaboratively

« and being inclusive of people of all ages.

A globally A prosperous
responsible Wales
Wales

A Wales of
vibrant culture
and thriving
Welsh
Language

A Wales of
cohesive
communities

A more equal
Wales

Our Well-being Objectives reflect the ‘Impacts’ we intend to make through the actions
and activities within each priority. An assessment of the progress against each
Objective is made as part of the overall performance for each priority.

We are expected to report on our contribution to the principles of the Act, and
information about a number of these activities can be found in the report.

For the purpose of this report, since we are reflecting on 2017/18, we have reported
against the Well-being Objectives adopted for that year.

Appendix D examines the way our Well-being Objectives align with achieving the
aims of the national well-being goals.

Tudalen %20



Table 2: Summary of 2017/18 Priority Performance
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Priority Sub Priority Progress | Outcome
. G G
Appropriate and Affordable Homes
Modern, Efficient and Adapted Homes G G
Protecting people from poverty G G
Supportive
Council
Independent Living G G
Integrated Community Social and G G
Health Services
Safeguarding G G
Ambitious Business Sector Growth and G G
Council Regeneration
Learnmg High Performing Education G =
Council
Sustainable Development and G G
Environmental Management
Green Council
Safe and sustainable travel services G G
- " A
Resilient Communities G
Servmg Effective Resource Management G A
Council

Section 2 of this report (page 15) gives a more detailed assessment for the “progress”
against each of the sub-priorities which support the six Priorities.
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Risk Management

The Council adopted the Council Plan for 2017/18 in July 2017. The Council Plan’s
strategic risks are contained within the priorities of the Plan and are monitored
throughout the year.

Analysis of the year end risk levels for the 46 strategic risks identified in the Council
Plan is as follows: -

o 2 (4.5%) are low (green)

o 4 (8.5%) are minor (yellow)

e 28 (61%) are medium (amber)
e 12 (26%) are high (red)

Trend analysis was also undertaken, comparing risk levels at the end of the year with
those at the start of the year. The analysis showed that: -

e 10 (21.7%) risks had reduced
e 32 (69.6%) risks remained the same
4 (8.7%) risks had increased

Trend Analysis of Risk

@Risks have reduced @ Risks remained the same B Risks have increased

A summary table of the risks at year end 2017/18 is shown at Appendix A.
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Performance Data Summary

National Performance Summary (All Wales Position)

The Welsh Government and the Local Government Data Unit released 2017/18
performance data for all local authorities in Wales (and Public Accountability
Measures) in September 2018. This was accompanied by an overview of national
trends as in previous years.

Improving Our Performance

Performance for 2017/18 against our Council Plan Measures is summarised in an
outturn performance indicator table (Chart 1a). 58% of indicators achieved target or
better compared to 63% in 2016/17. Only 8% of indicators significantly missed targets
compared to 7% during 2016/17.

Year on year improvements are summarised in Chart 1b. This shows 77% of
indicators either improving or maintaining good levels of performance.

Analysis of year end levels of performance identified: -

Chart 1a: How we performed against our 2017/18 target measures

Council Plan Measures - Performance
Against Target

m Achieved target or
better

Missed target but
within an acceptable
margin

37
34%

m Significantly missed
target
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Chart 1b: Performance trend for our Council Plan measures

Council Plan Measures - Performance
Trend

® Improved
® Downturned

Maintained

Chart 2: Performance trend for the national statutory measures
Analysis of the number of indicators where trend was relevant and performance had
improved, been maintained or downturned.

Public Accountability Measures -
Performance Trend

® Maintained or
Improved

= Downturned
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Performance Data Comparison

The tables below show a comparison of performance data between 2016/17 and
2017/18. Each table shows positive progress being made in comparison to the
previous yeatr.

Chart 3a: Council Plan Measures comparison of Performance Against Target for
2016/17 and 2017/18

Council Plan Measures -
Performance Against Target

Achieved target or Missed target but Significantly
better within an missed target
acceptable margin

70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

m2016/17 ®2017/18

Chart 3b: Council Plan Measures comparison of Performance Trend for 2016/17
and 2017/18

Council Plan Measures -
Performance Trend

60

50

40

30

20

10 I

0 |

Improved Downturned Maintained

m2016/17 ®2017/18
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Chart 3c: Council Plan Measures comparison of PAMs Performance Trend for
2016/17 and 2017/18

PAMs - Performance Trend
30

25
20
15

10

0 . .

2016/17 2017/18

® Maintained or Improved  ®Downturned

There are a reduced number of PAMs in 2017/18 reported against (n0.12) compared
with 2016/17 (no. 28). Some performance data is still to be confirmed — such as
from waste and social services.
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Section 2: Detailed Priority Reporting

Priority: Supportive Council
Progress: G Qutcome: G

Sub Priority: Appropriate and Affordable Homes

Impact / Well-being Objective: Ensuring the supply of affordable and quality
housing of all tenures

Progress: GREEN Outcome: GREEN
During 2017/18 we said we would:

1. Provide new social and affordable homes by:
e Building 79 new Council and 62 new affordable homes through the Strategic
Housing and Regeneration Programme (SHARP); and
e Increasing the number of properties managed by NEW Homes to 144 in
2017/18
e Delivering options for new, innovative low rent housing schemes for under 35’s.

What we did:

v During 2017/18 the Council's Strategic Housing and Regeneration Programme
(SHARP) has built 95 social and affordable homes in Connah's Quay, Leeswood,
Mold and Flint with a further 31 units completed and occupied during April 2018.
This sees the completion of Phases 1 and 2 of SHARP which has delivered 138
units comprising 62 affordable homes, managed by North East Wales Homes
(NEW) Homes Ltd and 76 council homes.

2. Achieve the Welsh Housing Quality Standard (WHQS) investment plan targets by:
e Completing WHQS work schemes in line with the Housing Asset Management
Strategy provided through the Social Housing Grant (SHG) programme.

What we did:

v Positive work achieved in the first 2 years of the programme has continued into
year three. The WHQS Capital Programme is still on target to be completed by
2020. New workstreams comprising of roofing works, window and door
replacements along with wider community works such as car parking and
communal footpaths have been introduced.

3. Develop solutions to the increasing frequency of unauthorised Gypsy and Traveller
encampments by:

e Agreeing options appraisal identifying a range of measures to address this.
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What we did:

v/ Suitable locations for a transit site are being explored. Unauthorised Gypsy
Traveller encampments on council land have effective and responsive processes
in place; immediate action is being taken for their removal in line with legal
requirements.

Sub Priority: Modern, Efficient and Adapted Homes

Impact / Well-being Objective: Ensuring the supply of affordable and quality
housing of all tenures

Progress: GREEN Outcome: GREEN
During 2017/18 we said we would:

1. Improve standards within the private rented sector by:
e Working proactively with landlords and tenants to improve the quality of private
rented sector properties; and
e Ensuring landlords and letting agents comply with the Rent Smart Code of
Practice.

What we did:
v During 2017/18, the Council,
e Investigated 67 service requests in relation to complaints about living
conditions. All of which were investigated and appropriate action taken
e Proactively encouraged landlords and letting agents to register with Rent
Smart Wales - 80.35% are now registered and compliant with the Rent
Smart Code of Practice.

2. Deliver the council’'s housing growth needs by:
e Increasing the number of new affordable homes agreed through the planning
system by 50 during 2017/18,
e Delivering social and affordable homes through Welsh Government funding
programmes; and
e Increasing the number of new homes created as a result of bringing empty
properties back into use.

What we did:

v During 2017/18 the Council,
e Approved 186 planning applications for affordable homes
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e Created 293 homes new homes as a result of bringing empty homes back
into use

e Agreed the Housing Revenue Account (HRA) 30 year Business Plan (2018
- 2048) with plans to deliver 50 new build council properties per year to meet
social housing needs and;

e Started to develop a NEW Homes Business Plan which setting ambitions to
deliver affordable rented properties.

3. Meeting the housing needs of vulnerable groups by:
e Reducing the average number of calendar days taken to deliver a Disabled
Facilities Grant (DFG),
¢ Increasing the numbers of Extra Care homes and individual units by:
o Constructing Flint Extra Care (Llys Raddington) providing 70 new units
o Confirming and agreeing plans for Holywell Extra Care providing 55 new
units; and
e Working strategically to address housing needs of adults with learning
disabilities and other vulnerable individuals.

What we did:

Due to the high level of demand for Disabled Facilities Grants (DFGs) the Council
instigated tight budget controls to manage expenditure which slowed progress in
delivering some less urgent DFG works.

The Council has now implemented a more comprehensive monitoring programme for
Disabled Facilities Grants (DFGs) to identify and, wherever possible, address
blockages in the system to include a faster approach to commissioning work.

v Llys Raddington will provide 73 units for Extra Care. Due to delays on site, the
facility is expected to be open in September 2018.

v' Plans for the Holywell Extra Care scheme providing 55 new units has been
approved.
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Sub Priority: Protecting people from poverty

Impact / Well-being Objective: Protecting people from poverty by maximising
their income and employability

Progress: GREEN Outcome: GREEN

During 2017/18 we said we would:

1. Support Flintshire residents to better manage their financial commitments by:

Assisting people with Welfare Reform changes through the effective application
of the Council’s Discretionary Housing Payment Policy,

Providing advice and support services to help people manage their income,
including supporting people to access affordable credit and local Credit Unions,
Timely processing of Housing Benefit claims; and

Assisting Flintshire residents to claim additional income to which they are
entitled.

2. Manage local impact of the full service Universal Credit (UC) roll out by:

Achieving the Homeless prevention target
Delivering the UC Operational board action plan; and
Delivering Personal Budgeting and Digital Support Services.

What we did:
v During 2017/18;

All services who provide support and advice were aligned where possible.
Personal budgeting support for UC claims and support and advice was
provided to assist tenants to manage their finances to maintain their
commitments to rent and council tax

Over 2,100 people on UC received digital support against a target of 640
There was a reduction in both the number of days to process new housing
benefit claims (17 days from 20) and to process change of circumstances for
housing benefit from 2016/17 (from 32 to 24 days)

Additional income paid to Flintshire residents as a result of the work undertaken
by the Council was over £1.4 million, which is comparable to previous years
without taking into account loss of a Macmillan contract

There were 70.47% of households successfully prevented from becoming homeless
a reduction in over 11% points during the year.

424 people in Flintshire on Universal Credit received personal budgeting support
against a target of 590.

3. Develop and deliver programmes that improve employability and help people to gain
employment by:
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e Developing an employability proposal as part of the Regional Economic Growth
Bid to seek long term investment via a simple and cost effective programme of
support,

e Developing an enhanced careers and guidance service for North Wales to
match young people to the labour market; and

e Increasing the number of local people who, following attendance on a
programme report that they are closer to work or becoming ready to enter work.

What we did:

v During 2017/18 the Council refocused the Communities First programme to ensure
that all activities contributed towards improving employability

v 628 people completed programmes commissioned by the Council to deliver better
job and training outcomes; an increase of 305 from 2016/17

v" An intensive two week programme for long term unemployed people has resulted
in nine people ready for recruitment within the Council’s Streetscene service.

4. Develop and deliver programmes to improve domestic energy efficiency to reduce
Co2 emissions and fuel poverty by:
e Reducing the overall annual fuel bill for residents benefiting from energy
efficient programmes
e Providing advice and support to residents to enable them to switch to a lower
cost energy tariff
e Increasing the number of private sector and Council homes receiving energy
efficiency measures
e Securing Welsh Government ARBED 3 Programme Funding by March 2018.

What we did:
v During 2017/18:
e 124 residents have been supported to lower their energy tariff
e 108 people are receiving the warm home discount
e 547 people received a full healthy homes healthy people / Housing Health and
Safety Rating System (HHSRS) home visit and tailored service

v' Gas infill projects in Penyffordd and Wepre Court are nearing completion.

External funding to support households reduced, as the Welsh Government funding
bid was unsuccessful and the start date for the Warm Homes Fund was delayed by
two months; all had an impact upon targets set for 2017/18.

5. Develop a strategy to address food poverty by:
e Developing programmes in partnership with the social and third sector to work
towards addressing food poverty; and
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e Undertaking feasibility work for the development of a food-based social
enterprise by December 2017.

What we did:

v A Food Poverty Strategy was drafted linking the community resilience work, the
Community Benefits Strategy, and aligning closely with the Betsi Cadwaladr
University Health Board (BCUHB) draft Strategy. A steering group has been
established and an Action Plan in line with the objectives set out in the strategy is
being developed

v’ Successful pilot of a ground-breaking Holiday Hunger Programme.

6. Assist residents of Flintshire to access affordable credit by:
e Develop effective partnerships with local Credit Unions to enable residents to
access banking services and affordable credit.

What we did:

v" The Council worked with the two credit unions in Flintshire to actively promote the
products and services that are on offer and both credit unions agreed to be part of The
Tackling Poverty Partnership group.

Sub Priority: Independent Living

Impacts / Well-being Objectives:
1) Making early interventions to support healthy and independent living.
2) Sustaining alocal market of high quality and affordable service provision
for those who are highly dependent on care support.

Progress: Outcome:
During 2017/18 we said we would:

1. Ensure care home provision within Flintshire enables people to live well and have
a good quality of life by:
e Agreeing the business model to increase direct provision of residential care and
sustain domiciliary care roles to support the wider market
e Supporting care home providers to ensure service sustainability and delivering
Progress for Providers
e Delivering dementia awareness training to the care homes workforce
e Working with Betsi Cadwaladr University Health Board (BCUHB) to develop an
action plan to support the quality and breadth of nursing provision; and
e Delivering a strategy for independent sector domiciliary care agencies to
support service sustainability

Tudalen 22032



Draft V3

What we did:
v During 2017/18 the Council has;

Completed the Regional Domiciliary Framework and new provider contracts
have been dispatched. We are expecting this to bring at least three new
domiciliary providers into the County. The roll out of "Progress for Providers" to
promote person centred care in residential homes continues.

Been nominated for a Social Care Accolade for the ‘Progress for Providers’
Programme** - 20 care homes enrolled to implement the ‘Progress for
Providers’ Programme with 10 of these achieving the bronze standard
Sustained existing care home provision (26 care homes)

Made good progress around the extension of Marleyfield Care Home. A
feasibility study has been undertaken and various options are being considered.
Approval for Integrated Care Fund capital funding has been allocated for the
expansion over the next three years (E415K per year).

Secured funding from Cadwyn Clwyd to carry out a feasibility study on
microcare services, which involve small teams of people providing domiciliary
care.

** ‘Progress for Providers’ enables care homes to assess themselves against the Flintshire bronze,
silver and gold standards in person-centred care.

2. Support greater independence for individuals with a frailty and / or disability,
including those at risk of isolation by:

Adults who are satisfied with their care and support

Implementation of a joint Community Resource Team (CRT) with BCUHB which
is able to offer advice and support through the Single Point of Access (SPOA);
and

Ensuring that the workforce are equipped to provide person centred care in line
with the requirements of the Social Services and Wellbeing Act (Wales) 2014

What we did:
v" This year our Ageing Well Plan has focused on the development of age friendly

and dementia friendly communities, the prevention of falls, opportunities for
learning and employment for older people and support for those in the
community who feel lonely and isolated

A staged replacement of double staffed packages of care is being managed, in
a targeted approach with care providers

In parallel with this the Council has invested in new single handling equipment
which is less intrusive in the home. We are now collecting case studies to show
how well this is working for people receiving care and support.

3. Improve outcomes for looked after children by:

Supporting children in stable, local placements; and

Strengthening partnership working with BCUHB to ensure timely access to
health assessments including Child and Adolescent Mental Health Services
(CAMHS).
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What we did:

v" Developed a Corporate Parenting Strategy in consultation with Looked After
Children and young people which sets out our commitments to Looked After
Children

v A pledge for care leavers has been developed. Finding suitable placements for
Looked After Children can be challenging. There is a national shortage of foster
care and residential provision and work has commenced on a regional footprint
to look at potential medium term solutions

v Three work streams develop a more detailed insight into: i) current and future
placement need ii) options for support/placements and iii) the associated costs.
This will be used to inform and develop our strategic approach to securing
permanent, stable homes for Looked After Children.

Sub Priority: Integrated Community Social and Health Services

Impacts / Well-being Objectives:
1) Enabling more people to live independently and well at home.
2) Giving equal opportunity to all to fulfil their lives.
3) Providing joined-up services with public and third sector partners which
support quality of life in communities and for individuals and families.

Progress: Outcome:

During 2017/18 we said we would:

1. Ensure that effective services to support carers are in place as part of collaborative
social and health services by:
e Increasing the number of Carers identified through the Single Point of Access
(SPOA)
¢ Increasing the number of Carers that feel supported
e Evidencing improved outcomes for Carers; and
e Developing the Carers’ Action Plan.

What we did:

v" The external review of Carers s