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Dear 

 

Rhydymwyn Valley Site 

 

You wrote on 14th February asking for an update on the proposed meeting between 

government officials regarding the Valley site planned for 27th February 2012. 

 

Defra officials met representatives from Welsh Government (Environmental Policy), 

Countryside Council for Wales, CADW and Flintshire Council (Development, Planning 

and Conservation) on 27th February.  

 

The purpose of the meeting, initiated by Defra, was to discuss and hopefully agree at a 

strategic level how the works contained within the Historic Buildings Report might be 

implemented within the statutory and regulatory framework covering both building and 

environmental conservation. It has been recognised that the works of building 

conservation may be constrained by wildlife, ecology and landscape protection 

measures applicable to the site and the species which have established themselves on 

the site over the past 10 years. The meeting did not discuss specific buildings or the 

survey report and recommendations. 

 

The discussion was informative and very constructive. It became clear that whilst there 

were potential constraints due to the impact of protected species, the move to 

preserve the buildings could potentially support essential wildlife conservation by 

protecting the habit established amongst the existing structures. It was also noted that a 

key feature of the site was the unique environment created by managed public 

access, and that was in itself beneficial to the nature conservation and preserving the 

historic archaeology.  

 

The meeting reach broad agreement to explore the following principal actions: 

 

1. A joint plan would be agreed which sought to meet the essential works 

necessary to preserve the building in strict compliance with current legislation 

having regard the full legislative framework impacting on the site. 

2. The representative bodies would identify the legislative framework across 

building and natural environment applicable to the site to provide a full picture 

of the regulatory landscape. 



3. A summary of building maintenance measures and recommendations would be 

considered by the representative bodies that would then identify the regulation 

which would require or constrain the implementation of works. 

4. To consider a plan which extends beyond the immediate conservation pressures, 

to include landscape management issues within the schedule landscape of the 

site and not exclusively linked to retained buildings. 

 

It was also agreed in principle that is so far as it was possible within the legislative 

framework these immediate actions would provide a “quick wins” action plan for 

maintenance. 

 

The meeting also considered whether it would be possible to incorporate the 

opportunity to enhance the community benefit through further exploitation of the site. It 

was agreed that in the first instance addressing the immediate statutory requirements 

took precedence over future enhancement of community access, as this presented an 

additional set of challenges to balancing the interests of building preservation and 

nature conservation.  

 

The representatives also recognised that there was a collective responsibility to create 

a framework to support building conservation in the context of the clear value of the 

site as a protected habitat. 

 

It was also agreed that the implementation of specific work activities would need 

detailed collective input and collaboration in the development of work schedules, 

method statements, supervision and timing of works. These measures would be 

developed at an operational level as work was cleared to proceed under the 

overarching plan. 

 

The group agreed that they would pursue the agreed actions and meet again in 

approximately two months to review progress, whilst working closely on day to day 

issues. An example of this day to day work was collective agreement to contribute to a 

revision of the Bat protocol for the site, which provides guidance on how buildings will 

be managed, maintained and accessed without adversely impacting on the 

protected bat species resident in a number of the buildings. 

 

I am encouraged that there is a commitment amongst the public bodies to address 

these issues in a collaborative and professional manner having proper regard for the 

conservation issues arising. What has become clear is that there is huge potential for 

conflict between building conservation and nature conservation policy; therefore it is 

essential that the partners work jointly to agree strategic objectives to achieve the 

optimum outcome. 

 

Yours 


