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Petition Received 
10 July 2008 
 
Ruled admissible 
5 August 2008 
 
Initial Consideration 
 
16 October 2008 
 
The Committee gave initial consideration to the petition, and agreed to write to the 
Minister for Environment, Sustainability and Housing to ask for details of the decision 
not to identify Hafod Quarry as a site of national importance 
 
(See Annex 1 for the relevant extract of the transcript of the meeting on 16 October 
2008 and Annex 2 for the letter sent by the Chair to the Minister for Environment, 
Sustainability and Housing) 
 
Further Consideration 
 
13 January 2009  
 
The Committee considered a response from the Minister for Environment, 
Sustainability and Housing and agreed to: 
 

• Write to the Countryside Council for Wales to ask for its view on the 
designation of this site 

• Write to the Environment Agency to ask whether it has any formal role in the 
designation of sites 

• Ask the Assembly Members’ Research Service for a paper on the process of 
nomination and approval of candidate sites 

 
(See Annex 1 for the relevant extract from the transcript for the meeting on 13 
January 2009, Annex 2 for the response received from the Minister for Environment, 
Sustainability and Housing, Annex 3 for the letter sent to the Countryside Council for 
Wales and Annex 4 for the letter sent to the Environment Agency) 
 
10 February 2009  
 
The Committee considered responses from the Countryside Council for Wales, the 
Environment Agency and a paper from the Members’ Research Service, and invited 
the petitioner to respond in writing to the letters from the Countryside Council for 
Wales and the Environment Agency 
 
(See Annex 1 for the relevant extract from the transcript of the meeting on 10 
February 2009, Annex 3 for the response received from the Countryside Council for 
Wales and Annex 4 for the response received from the Environment Agency) 
 
31 March 2009  
 
The Committee considered a response from the lead petitioner, and agreed to 
conclude its consideration of the petition as it has taken it as far as it can 
 



(See Annex 1 for the relevant extract from the transcript of the meeting on 31 March 
2009) 
 
Petitions Clerk 
April 2009  
 



Annex 1



Extracts from Petitions Committee transcripts 
 

16 October 2008 
Val Lloyd: We have a number of new petitions to deal with. They are not set out on 
the agenda in the same order as they were sent to us, so, for clarity, I will follow the 
agenda—just in case your papers are a little muddled up. 
 
The first petition—I do not think that there is a problem with this one, because it was 
the same on both sets—is on Hafod quarry. This is a new petition calling on the 
National Assembly for Wales to investigate the Welsh Assembly Government’s 
decision not to identify Hafod quarry as a site of national importance. From 
memory—this has come before us, I think, in the first Assembly—Hafod quarry is in 
the Wrexham area. The petition has been raised by the Hafod environmental group 
and focuses on a small part of a much larger ongoing campaign by that group to halt 
landfill activities at the quarry. 
 
Michael German: If I remember rightly, Chair, this was basically about planning 
permission that had been in existence for a long time, and the position of the 
petitioners was to object as a way of frustrating the planning permission, as I 
understand it. I do not mean that in a negative way, but it has been another way 
around the planning permission. 
 
Val Lloyd: I have the same issue in my constituency. I think that the group would like 
to see that landfill permission withdrawn; however, it is not asking us to deal with 
anything like that. 
 
Michael German: In which case, perhaps we should ask the Minister why the 
Government made the decision not to designate it as a special area of conservation.  
 
Val Lloyd: The group is basing its application on the fact that there is a colony of 
great crested newts at the site. I agree with Mike.  
 
Bethan Jenkins: It would be interesting to have the petitioners before us, because, 
as we know, having visited Brussels, they have an ongoing petition there, but I do not 
think that there are plans in the near future for that to be heard. Perhaps it would be 
interesting for them to give their perspective in Wales. Having spoken to them in 
Brussels, we know that they were frustrated that they did not know that much about 
our Petitions Committee, and they submitted this petition as a result of meeting us in 
Brussels. So, perhaps we should give them the opportunity to come before us and 
give their opinion as to how this process should be taken forward.  
 
Val Lloyd: I am not speaking against that at all, but, following on from something 
from last week, I think that we should wait for the Minister’s reply before we make a 
firm decision to ask anyone in. I am not arguing against you, particularly—I just think 
that it would be wise. There have been instances where the Minister’s response has 
overridden the need to ask people in, and I do not want to fall into that position again. 
Could we, therefore, defer this until we hear from the Minister? 
 
Michael German: I was not going to speak in favour of having them in yet, but I 
certainly think that we ought to, provided that the Minister’s response does not 
obviate the need for a petition. 
 
Val Lloyd: Then we are all agreed that the next step is to wait for the Minister’s 
letter.   



13 January 2009  
Val Lloyd: P-03-122, Hafod Quarry, is the next petition. We considered this in 
October, and we agreed to write to the Minister for Environment, Sustainability and 
Housing to ask for the Government’s position, and the Minister has responded. I 
open this up to Members.  
 
Bethan Jenkins: The letter indicates that the decision is made by the European 
Commission and that the Countryside Council for Wales then takes the 
recommendations made on board, and that, 
 
'the Welsh Ministers must then designate them.’  
 
I do not know whether it is worth contacting the Countryside Council for Wales to see 
why it decides that some sites should be designated as special areas of conservation 
and others should not. The Minister indicates that the part of the site where there are 
newts will continue to be protected, but I do not think that that is what the 
campaigners are looking for. So, I think that, at this point, contacting the CCW is the 
avenue to take. I do not see any other. 
 
Michael German: If my understanding is correct, the commission takes a view on 
the candidate sites that are put forward by the Welsh Assembly Government, but the 
body that will have recommended sites for the Ministers to put forward is probably 
the CCW, so it is worth finding out from it why it put this forward and what its 
recommendations for the site are.  
 
Andrew R.T. Davies: Has the Environment Agency played any role in this?  
 
Michael German: It could have done.  
 
Val Lloyd: Yes, it could have done.  
 
Andrew R.T. Davies: Is it worth our seeking, in parallel with contacting the 
Countryside Council for Wales, the Environment Agency’s— 
 
Michael German: It might be useful to know what the process is for nominating 
candidate sites. Who tells the commission, 'This might be something that you might 
want to consider’? There is not a man in Brussels who goes around with a little red 
flag saying, 'I’ll have this one’.  
 
Val Lloyd: Yes, we could ask what its criteria are. It is not competitive, but each one 
is judged on its merits according to the criteria. 
 
Ms Phipps: We thought that the Members’ research service might be able to help us 
tease out some of those issues. So perhaps we could ask the service for a short 
paper on it.  
 
Andrew R.T. Davies: So, we have three things to do: contact the Countryside 
Council for Wales and the Environment Agency, and get an understanding of how the 
sites arrive on the nomination list that is forwarded.  
 
Val Lloyd: Yes. The Members’ research service will do that admirably, I am sure.  
 
 
 



10 February 2009 
Val Lloyd: That takes us to petition P-03-122 on Hafod Quarry. We have received a 
comprehensive letter from the Countryside Council for Wales, following our request. 
It is summarised for you. I thought that it was an interesting and detailed response. 
Its conclusion is that there is no scientific justification for including the whole of the 
quarry within the boundaries of the site of special scientific interest and the special 
area of conservation. 
 
Bethan Jenkins: I have not read the Record of Proceedings of that meeting, but I 
think that I asked that we receive information from CCW and then I suggested that 
we inform the petitioners of its response. I think that that is what was agreed, namely 
that the response would tell us how these particular sites of special scientific interest 
were designated, and then we would go back to the petitioners to see what they 
thought. I would prefer to go back to them before closing the petition to see whether 
they have a different opinion from that of the countryside council. 
 
Andrew R.T. Davies: I would not be averse to that. 
 
Val Lloyd: No, that is an open way forward. We will do that. 
 
31 March 2009  
Val Lloyd: The next petition is P-03-122, on Hafod quarry. The petition calls upon 
the National Assembly for Wales to investigate the Welsh Assembly Government’s 
decision not to identify Hafod quarry as a site of national importance. We have had 
evidence in the form of letters from the Environment Agency and the Countryside 
Council for Wales, and a paper from the Members’ research service regarding the 
designation of special areas of conservation. 
 
Andrew R.T. Davies: I believe that we have taken this petition as far as we can. The 
non-designation of the site is fully compliant. Our role is to see if we can progress this 
any further, but having read the correspondence, I do not see how we can progress it 
further. I therefore recommend that the petition is closed.  
 
Val Lloyd: I do not think that we can do more. It is clear that the whole of the quarry 
did not warrant designation, but that part of it did. Bethan, do you have a point to 
make? 
 
Bethan Jenkins: I do not see at this point that we can do more. 
 
Val Lloyd: In that case, we will close the petition, as we have fulfilled the request for 
us to investigate the non-designation of the site.  
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Jane Davidson AM 
Minister for Environment, Sustainability 
and Housing 
Welsh Assembly Government 
Cardiff Bay 
CF99 1NA 
 

 

                 Bae Caerdydd / Cardiff Bay 
Caerdydd / Cardiff  CF99 1NA

        Our ref: PET-03-122  

21 October 2008

 
Dear  
 

Petition: P-03-122 Hafod Quarry 
 
At its meeting on 16 October, the Petitions Committee gave initial consideration to a 
petition calling on the National Assembly for Wales to investigate the Welsh 
Assembly Government's decision not to identify Hafod Quarry as a site of national 
importance. A link to the exact wording of the petition is attached below: 
 
http://assemblywales.org/gethome/e-petitions/dogfennau-busnes-deisebau/p-03-
122.htm 
 
The Committee resolved at that meeting to write to you to ask why the site of the 
quarry was not designated as such. 
 
Thank you for your consideration and I look forward to your response. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Val Lloyd 
Chair, Petitions Committee 
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Roger Thomas 
Chief Executive 
Countryside Council for Wales 
Maes y Ffynnon 
Penrhosgarnedd 
Bangor 
Gwynedd 
LL57 2DW 

 

Bae Caerdydd / Cardiff Bay
Caerdydd / Cardiff  CF99 1NA

Our ref: PET-03-122

 20 January 2009
 
 
Dear Mr Thomas 
 

Petition on Hafod Quarry 
 
The Petitions Committee of the National Assembly for Wales is considering a petition 
that is calling for the National Assembly to: 
 
"investigate the Welsh Assembly Government's decision not to identify Hafod Quarry 
as a site of National Importance." 
 
The Committee has been informed by the Minister for Environment, Sustainability 
and Housing, that part of the quarry contains a population of great crested newts but 
that the whole area does not warrant designation as a Special Area of Conservation 
as it does not meet the qualifying criteria.  The Committee agreed that I would write 
to you to ask for CCW's view on this site, and whether in your view it has adequate 
protection to protect its integrity. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this matter, and I look forward to your response. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Val Lloyd, 
Chair, Petitions Committee 
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Director 
Environment Agency Wales 
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Bae Caerdydd / Cardiff Bay
Caerdydd / Cardiff  CF99 1NA

Our ref: PET-03-122

 19 January 2009

 
 
Dear Mr Mills 
 

Petition on Hafod Quarry 
 
The Petitions Committee of the National Assembly for Wales is considering a petition 
that is calling for the National Assembly to: 
 
"investigate the Welsh Assembly Government's decision not to identify Hafod Quarry 
as a site of National Importance." 
 
The Committee understands you have had involvement with this site.  We should like 
to know what comments the Environment Agency submitted in relation to its 
designation (or part of its designation) as a Special Area of Conservation and as a 
Site of Special Scientific Interest; your view of the adequacy of protection afforded to 
the site; and to the integrity of its conservation. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this matter, and I look forward to your response. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
Val Lloyd, 
Chair, Petitions Committee 

 



 



 


