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1 Introductions, apologies, substitutions and declarations of interest  

 

1.1 The Chair welcomed the Members to the Committee. 

1.2 There were no apologies from Members. Apologies were received from the 

Auditor General for Wales.  

1.3 Lee Waters AM declared an interest in that his wife is employed by Cwm Taf 

University Health Board (Item 4). 

 

2 Paper(s) to note  

 

2.1 The papers were noted. 

2.2 It was agreed that the Chair will write to the Permanent Secretary regarding the 

challenges digitalisation will bring to the Welsh Government and advise her that the 

Committee wish to discuss this issue with her further when she next attends 

Committee. 
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2.1 Introductory Session: Additional information from the Permanent Secretary, Welsh 

Government on Digitalisation (1 June 2017)  

3 Medicines Management: Evidence Session 2  

 

3.1 The Committee took evidence from Judy Henley, Director of Contractor Services, 

Community Pharmacy Wales; Mark Griffiths, Chair of Community Pharmacy Wales; Elen 

Jones, Practice and Policy lead for Royal Pharmaceutical Society Wales and Cheryl Way, 

RPS Board Member (Principal Pharmacist, Cardiff and Vale University Health Board and 

National Pharmacy and Medicines Management Lead, NHS Wales Informatics Service) as 

part of their inquiry into medicines management. 

3.2 The Committee noted that Elen Jones had attended in place of Mair Davies, Director 

of RPS Wales due to sickness. 

 

4 Medicines Management: Evidence Session 3  

 

4.1 The Committee took evidence from Allison Williams, Chief Executive, Cwm Taf 

University Health Board; Suzanne Scott-Thomas, Chief Pharmacist, Cwm Taf University 

Health Board; Professor Rory Farrelly, Acting Chief Operating Officer/Deputy Chief 

Executive & Director of Nursing and Patient Evidence, Abertawe Bro Morgannwg 

University Health Board; Judith Vincent, Clinical Director for Pharmacy and Medicines 

Management, Abertawe Bro Morgannwg University Health Board; Carol Shillabeer, Chief 

Executive, Powys Teaching Health Board and Karen Gully, Medical Director, Powys 

Teaching Health Board as part of their inquiry into medicines management. 

4.2 Judith Vincent agreed to provide additional information on the work Professor 

Routledge is facilitating with experts on medicines related admissions regarding 

patient safety. 

 

5 Motion under Standing Order 17.42 to resolve to exclude the public 

from the meeting for the following business:  

 

5.1 The motion was agreed. 
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6 Medicines Management: Consideration of evidence received  

 

6.1 Members considered the evidence received. 
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Owen Evans 
Dirprwy Ysgrifennydd Parhaol / Deputy Permanent Secretary 

Y Grŵp Addysg a Gwasanaethau Cyhoeddus 
Education and Public Services Group 

Parc Cathays ● Cathays Park 

Caerdydd ● Cardiff 

CF10 3NQ 

Ffôn  ● Tel 0300 025 5381 

owen.evans3@wales.gsi.gov.uk 

Gwefan ● website: www.wales.gov.uk 

Rydym yn croesawu derbyn gohebiaeth yn Gymraeg. Byddwn yn ateb gohebiaeth a dderbynnir yn Gymraeg yn Gymraeg ac ni fydd 

gohebu yn Gymraeg yn arwain at oedi. 

We welcome receiving correspondence in Welsh. Any correspondence received in Welsh will be answered in Welsh and corresponding in 

Welsh will not lead to a delay in responding. 

Nick Ramsay AM 
Chair of the Public Accounts Committee 

National Assembly for Wales 

Cardiff Bay 

CF99 1NA 

15 June 2017 

Dear Nick 

Further to my attendance at the Public Accounts Committee on the 15 May and in response 
to your letter dated the 22 May please find attached information from the regional education 
consortia which indicates the extent to which school to school working is taking place across 
the regions. Each region has provided a high level overview of their school to school 
working and I attach these at (Doc 1). 

I also agreed to share with you the percentage improvement in the key GCSE subjects for 
Schools Challenge Cymru (SCC) schools compared with non SCC schools. I have attached 
these at (Doc 2). 

The Committee also requested further information on the use of Moodle. Moodle is a private 
sector initiative and therefore the Welsh Government does not prescribe which services 
schools should procure and therefore we do not collate any information on usage or sign-
up. Through the Learning in Digital Wales programme, Welsh Government provides a range 
of centrally funded digital technologies for all maintained schools across Wales. Through the 
wide range of digital resources and tools available via the Hwb platform, teachers are able 
to embed the appropriate use of technology to support the transformation of their classroom 
practices. The tools available are able to offer schools similar functionality to Moodle. Use of 
the Hwb platform has steadily increased since its launch in August 2014, and the site is now 
experiencing in the region of 28,000 logins per day and over 3.2m page views monthly. 
Over 84% of schools across Wales are registering 10 or more logins per month.  

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee
PAC(5)-18-17 PTN1
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The Committee were also keen to hear more about our recent visit to Finland. I have 
attached the key headlines from our visit at (Doc 3).  
 
In your letter of the 22nd May you requested further clarification on the role of the regional 
education consortia in the leadership academy. Currently the consortia are represented on 
the Shadow Board of the Academy by one of the consortia MDs – Debbie Harteveld of the 
Education Achievement Service (EAS). We are at an early stage in the development of the 
Academy as announced by the Cabinet Secretary on the 16th May. As outlined, a vision for 
the Academy has been developed by the Shadow Board and they have made a 
recommendation to the Cabinet Secretary that the Academy should be established as a 
company limited by guarantee.  
 
This will enable a flexible governance structure which can better accommodate sector 
representation, have a legal form favoured by the Charity Commission, and employ staff in 
its own right. The Cabinet Secretary has agreed this recommendation and has asked 
officials to start scoping the timescale and resources needed to establish the Academy, in 
spring 2018, as a company limited by guarantee. The expectation is that the Academy will 
be a small and agile organisation with a small strategic board, led by a chief executive.  Our 
aim is to continue to consult on the full role and remit of the Academy and test the 
timescales for the next steps. There will therefore be a series of regional roadshows during 
the week commencing 12th June. It continues to be our intention, based on the advice of the 
Shadow Board that the Academy will: broker and quality assure a range of programmes; 
have a role in ensuring provision across regions; support leadership at all levels; and work 
with others to identify and support current and future leaders. It is too early in the scoping of 
the Academy to fully describe the future role that Consortia may play within the 
organisation.  
 
As the work progresses and the full range of functions for the Academy are determined we 
will be in a better position to describe how the Academy and key stakeholders such as 
consortia may interrelate. However, we and the Shadow Board are committed to the 
Academy working closely with stakeholders to ensure that it plays its role in ensuring 
coherence within the system. As we move forward and the Academy proper is formed, with 
the appointment of its formal company board and CEO, it will be for them as an independent 
organisation to determine many of these matters. The Cabinet Secretary has committed to 
keep Assembly Members updated. 
 
I note your concerns about a perceived limited cohort of qualified and experienced 
challenge advisers. Whilst there is further work to do, I believe all four regions continue to 
make progress here and have strengthened their proposals. These proposals have been 
developed in view of our aim for a self-improving education system which requires a shift 
from dependence on central support for improvement towards a by-schools-for-schools 
model which builds capacity for collective improvement. 
 
In this context, for example:  

 Central South Joint Education Service (CSC) are reviewing their challenge adviser 
deployment and giving consideration to including more secondments from 
headteachers and deputies of effective schools. They are actively recruiting to their 
workforce and strengthening challenge adviser training going forward 

 The Education Achievement Service (EAS) are continuing to build capacity to provide 
support and challenge, ensuring stability in deployment of challenge advisers to 
schools and embedding training and development to focus on key skills required of 
the role. Independent schools’ surveys within the region show real improvements in 
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the work of challenge advisers and the support given to schools to help them 
improve.  

 The Education through Regional Working (ERW) consortium has secured 
commitment across their local authorities to ensuring a full complement of Challenge 
Advisers who meet the required National Standards and adhere to ERW’s Code of 
Conduct. In addition they are strengthening approaches to reduce variability in the 
work of individual challenge advisers, providing focused training, rolling out challenge 
adviser self-evaluation and reviewing their challenge adviser handbook and guidance 
to ensure a focus on the core competencies required of the role.  

 The Gwasanaeth Effeithiolrwydd (GwE) consortium are similarly strengthening 
approaches to securing the capacity and quality of their challenge advisers, with a 
robust evaluation plan in place to assess the impact of their challenge and support 
programme, informing their approach going forward.  

Consortia are working collaboratively and planning in partnership to learn from one another, 
sharing expertise and resource where appropriate. Their collective progress towards 
ensuring the quality and quantity of challenge advisers will remain a focus for review by 
Welsh Government, through the delivery of their business plans and during Challenge and 
Review meetings.   
 
I am confident that consortia have the capacity and capability to deliver at a strategic level 
and we will continue to support their challenge advisers through a range of national training 
support. 

 
With regards to your point about attributing outcomes to consortia, it is first important to 
recognise that improved outcomes are usually the collective result of all partners in the 
system. Furthermore, defining attribution to a single institution, in any evaluative model, is 
rarely achievable. Nevertheless, the role of consortia in supporting schools to improve, I 
feel, can not be understated or ignored. You heard that consortia are all strengthening their 
approaches to evaluating the impact of their work and I would argue that sufficient space 
and time is needed for these efforts to bear fruit. We will be monitoring their progress. 
 
Regarding a perceived lack of clarity over the role of consortia, more must be done but this 
is an improving picture across Wales. The consortia need to keep doing more of what they 
are doing – increase their engagement with the sector. We know that they are doing this 
through a number of ways, including surveys, face to face discussions, events, newsletters, 
and social media. Each of them also have well-established Head teacher groups and school 
improvement networks that can be built on and extended to other parts of the profession. 
These steps will help improve branding and awareness of the work of the consortia within 
each region.  
 
On the part of Welsh Government, and where there is remaining confusion over roles, 
responsibilities, and accountability, then the rewrite of the National Model and the 
fundamental review of our accountability systems present an opportunity to provide greater 
clarity. This will be done in collaboration with stakeholders at all tiers of the system. 
 
In the meantime though, there are several mechanisms through which the public can 
access data sets in relation to the performance of schools within each region. These include 
Welsh Government sources such as MyLocalSchool, StatsWales, Statistical Releases, and 
bespoke data requests and through individual consortium websites.  
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May I thank you again for the Committee’s interest and hope this provides the information 
requested. 
 
 
Yours Sincerely  
 
 

 
 
Owen Evans 
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High level overview of school to school working  

Region: GwE 

 

ASPECT EXAMPLES OF SCHOOL TO SCHOOL MODELS 
EMPLOYED 

 
School Improvement 

 

 Self Evaluation Report and School Development 
Plan (SDP) workshops linked to new ESTYN 
framework and National / regional / Local Authority 
priorities. Headteacher’s and Senior Leadership 
Teams in good practice sharing session and  co-
construction of documentation workshops. 

 Secondary School supporting primary school 
ESTYN post inspection action plan priorities i.e. 
Ysgol Bryn Elian with Ysgol Hen Golwyn and 
Ysgol Swn y Don. 

 Headteachers seconded / commissioned to work 
with Headteachers needing support i.e. Ysgol 
Trefriw Headteacher working a day a week with 
Ysgol Llanddoged / Ysgol Ysbyty Ifan 
Headteacher on school improvement issues. 

 
 (Group of Yellow Category schools) : Yr Hendre, Y 

Gelli, Cymerau, Dolbadarn. See Leadership below. 
This included the use of monitoring reports and 
strategic planning.   

 
 
 

 
Curriculum Support 

 

 
 Targeted sharing of school staff – identified 

individuals secondments into schools needing 
support i.e. Ysgol Bodafon deputy seconded into 
Ysgol Swn y Don to lead on Teaching and 
Learning / Behaviour. Teacher swap between 
several strong schools – sharing expertise. 

 Co-planning of schemes of work and 
implementation of literacy and numeracy 
framework i.e. Dyffryn Conwy and cluster schools. 

 Targeted intervention and support by identified 
practitioners or middle leaders with schools 
requiring improvement. 

 
 

Leadership 
 

 HT collaborative partnerships i.e. cross LA coastal 
alliance for schools looking at coastal town 
deprivation – linked to Blackpool academy chain. 

 Cluster collaborative working i.e. Rhyl Learning 
Community – CA part of group. Action Research 
based projects. 

 Collaborative PRU leadership group to look at 
school development, pedagogy and behaviour 
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strategies. Combined action plan to access 
common support needs. 
 

 Cross LA Headteacher collaborative groups i.e. 
PDG tracking and evaluation of interventions – 
good practice sharing and creation of PDG 
tracking tool. 

 Mentoring of new SLT staff by established 
effective SLT members i.e. Rhyl High / Brynhyfryd 

 
 (Group of Yellow Category schools) : Yr Hendre, Y 

Gelli, Cymerau, Dolbadarn. Facilitated by CAs and 
based on: general SDP priorities – developing 
leadership. Meetings and tasks back at the school 
to improve leadership, monitor quality, reports etc. 
Governors included.   

 
 Various Development Programmes establishes 

school to school partnerships focusing on peer to 
peer leadership support networks. 

 
 

 
Teaching and Learning 

 

 
 Targeted assessment and planning groups. 

Primary schools co-assessing pieces of work to 
aid standardisation and to co-plan next steps. This 
taken place in Maths, English and Welsh. 

 Several action research collaborative groups 
meeting regularly to discuss interventions i.e 
Safmeds, headsprout, positive behaviour 
strategies. 

 Teaching Assistant collaborative project. OLEVI 
OTAP programme. TAs reciprocal visits and 
school based projects and inter-school 
presentations. 

 Outstanding Teaching collaborative projects. 
Reciprocal visits and school based projects and 
inter-school presentations. 

 Church School collaborative group looking at co-
planning of literacy and numeracy in RE in church 
aided schools. 

 
 (2 schools) : Ysgol yr Hendre,  Ysgol y Gelli: CAs 

facilitating close co-operation on a teaching and 
learning quality improvement project with specific 
focus on Assessment for Learning.  
 

 (Group of Green - Yellow Category schools) : 
(Eifion Wyn, Y Traeth, Bro Tryweryn, Talsarnau, 
Cefn Coch, Maenofferen). Activities, meetings with 
focus on improving specific aspects of teaching 
and learning.  
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 (Group of Green - Yellow Category schools) 

(Bryngwran, Y Ffridd, Goronwy Owen, Ffrwd Win, 
Parc y Bont) Activities, meetings with focus on 
improving specific aspects of teaching and 
learning / provision in the FP. Each school has 
held open days for visits from other members of 
the group. Follow on meetings to discuss the visits 
and to decide on action needed back in the 
individual schools. 
 

 Various Development Programmes establishes 
school to school partnerships focusing on peer to 
peer teaching and learning support networks. 
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High level overview of school to school working  

Region:  ERW 

 

ASPECT EXAMPLES OF SCHOOL TO SCHOOL MODELS 
EMPLOYED 

 
School Improvement 

 

 
Formal Partnerships, pairing schools for critical support. 
High-level, longer term, formal partnerships focused on 
driving school improvement involving senior leaders and 
middle leaders.  
Lead schools are high performing resilient schools 
supporting schools causing concern. All secondary 
schools causing concern engaged. Impact good, on both 
outcomes and capacity building in school. 
 
Formal, medium level collaborative improvement on 
raising standards led by ERW Professional Learning 
Schools. 
 
Lead Schools have key strengths in identified areas. 
Schools are funded to provide insets, training days, and 
support to other schools. Professional Learning Schools 
(PLS) are identified specifically in areas where ERW has 
limited capacity and identified need. The impact is mixed, 
as take up is variable. 
 
DOLEN is a knowledge tree style one-stop shop of 
effective practice and practice worth of sharing with is 
online for schools to access. It is a directory, which 
covers curriculum and teaching as well as leadership.  
 

 
Curriculum Support/ Teaching 

and learning 
 

Leaders of learning programme use credible current 
practitioners in schools to provide core subject support 
for all secondary schools. 
 
Same model used for science in Primary. 
 
Formal, medium level collaborative improvement on 
raising standards led by ERW Professional Learning 
Schools. 
Lead Schools have key strengths in their identified areas. 
Schools are funded to provide insets, training days, 
support to other schools. PLS are identified specifically in 
areas where ERW has limited capacity and identified 
need.  
 
Networks of support for all core and non-core subjects. 
All supported by Hwb based joint working areas and 
resources.  
 
DOLEN – see above 
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Focused pairing of department and schools for subject 
level or departmental level collaboration is highly 
effective. This is especially true for those more isolated 
schools and teachers. 
 
 

 
Leadership 

 

Formal, medium level collaborative improvement led by 
ERW Professional Learning Schools 
 (This will be a key area for increasing capacity in 2017-
2018 in line with ERW Menu of Support.) 
 
The whole of the ERW middle and senior leadership 
training offer is led and facilitated by schools. Current 
school leaders designed and deliver the whole set of 
programmes for developing and aspiring groups. Impact 
is good and the feedback excellent, because of the 
credibility of effective leaders sharing current practice and 
real experience 
 
The design and delivery of HE modules for school 
leaders e.g. on Curriculum Design for SF.  Similarly, also 
HR and performance management.  
 
ERW HT Board – part of the governance structure of 
ERW. 
 
 
DOLEN – see above 
 
 
Cross-region collaboration for 3-18 schools facilitates this 
key growth area. Schools are leading to ensure that all 
learning is coordinated and facilitated together. 
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School to School Overview 
 

Central South Wales 
Challenge 

The Central South Wales Challenge is a partnership of over 400 schools that are working together to 
develop a self‐improving system.  The Central South Wales school improvement model is based on 
improvement being driven for schools by schools. In this model, central resources will, increasingly, be 
concentrated on more vulnerable schools while others will drive their own improvement and will be held to 
account for the impact of their work. 
 

School Improvement 
Groups (SIGs) 

All schools are in cross local authority improvement groups. The purpose of SIGs is to work together to 
identify best practice, develop and share it across all schools in a way that benefits all schools in the SIG.  
Each SIG is composed of schools from different local authorities, in different places on their learning journey 
and with different socio‐economic intakes.  
  

Pathfinders 

Pathfinder pairs are brokered partnerships between two schools where one school supports another to 
improve. Improvement impact on both schools is measured. They are more intensive pairings of schools 
who are developing a specific area. 
 

Peer Enquiry 

A team of three senior school leaders – two headteachers and a senior leader – visit a host school for 2 
days, celebrate effective practice and suggest 2 or 3 prioritised lines of enquiry linked to school 
improvement to help take the school forward. The enquiry is undertaken with a spirit of critical honesty and 
support. 
 

Im
p
ro
ve
m
en

t 
H
u
b
s 

Professional 
Learning Hubs 

The role of professional learning hubs is to engage with the milestones of the professional learning 
continuum regarding learning and teaching and leadership. Areas of focus include:  
 

 Initial Teacher Education (ITE) pedagogy programme (delivered in lead schools, badged by higher 
education institutes (HEI)) 

 NQT induction programme 

 Developing/refining practice 

 Future middle and senior leaders 

 Headteacher programmes 

 Core learning and teaching   programmes 

 Core whole school improvement programmes 

 Strengthening links with Donaldson’s Pioneers 
 

Curriculum 
Hubs 

To work in partnership to develop and deliver aspects of regional need within a curriculum area. Areas of 
focus: 
 

 Action research groups on areas of regional need  

 Facilitation of leadership groups 

 Participation in curriculum development groups 

 Support for departments in red and amber schools 

 Network meeting hosts 

 Strengthening links with Donaldson’s Pioneers 
 

Lead 
Practitioners 

 Lead practitioners are non core practitioners that have a proven background in their curriculum 
area and wish to deliver support to other teachers in the region 

 Lead practitioners are commissioned by the Consortium’s Strategic Adviser to support other 
schools in improving their provision, practice and outcomes in the subject 

 Lead practitioners host network meetings for schools in the region to facilitate networking, 
subject updates and opportunities to share practice.  

 Facilitation of enquiry led learning 

 Supporting leadership development 

 Participation in/facilitation of curriculum development groups 

 Support for departments/teachers in red and amber schools 

 Network meeting hosts/contributors 

 Exploring links with Donaldson’s Pioneer Schools 
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High level overview of school to school working  

Region: Central South Consortium 

 

ASPECT EXAMPLES OF SCHOOL TO SCHOOL MODELS 
EMPLOYED 

 
School Improvement 

 

Pathfinders: 42 schools involved in supporting 46 schools 
in cohort 4 partnerships focussed on specific areas of 
development. Cohort 5 is pending 
 
Peer Enquiry: 100 schools have had a peer enquiry   
 
Hubs: as part of their SLA hubs have provided over 170 
days of support to red/amber schools 
 
 
 

 
Curriculum Support 

 

Curriculum Hub: 94 professional development 
opportunities offered by 43 schools. 
 
 
 
 

 
Leadership 

 

Leadership programmes offered by CSC ‘hub’ schools.  
- Future Middle Leaders (Welsh medium primary) 
- Leading and Managing Change (early & middle 

leadership programme, cross phase) 
- Middle leadership development programme 

(secondary) 
- Aspiring Future Middle Leaders (secondary) 
- Existing middle Leaders (secondary) 
- Future Senior Leader Programme (secondary) 
- Getting to Good and on to Excellent - senior and 

middle leaders. (secondary) 
- Distributed Leadership – Building Capacity – for 

HT / SLT. (primary) 
- Aspiring Headteacher 
- Future Leaders - Primary  
- Future Leaders in Special Schools  

 
Special/schools & PRUs operate as a single group to 
identify areas of effective practice in their sector; 
preparing learning/training programmes to offer to all 
schools (including mainstream) 
 
Gyda’n Gilydd Welsh medium secondary school hub. All 
region’s WM secondary heads agree sector development 
needs (based on data and other intelligence); identify and 
fund school/practitioners with best practice to devise & 
deliver professional learning programmes which are then 
offered to all schools. 
 
‘Gyda’n Gilydd’ model to be piloted with 11 WM primaries Pack Page 15



in 17/18.  
 
CSC Peer Enquiry programme (enquiry process led by 
headteachers in colleague schools) 24% of CSC schools 
(100 schools) have hosted a peer enquiry.  Follow up by 
enquiry team of host school one year after original 
enquiry. 
 
 

 
Teaching and Learning 

 

Professional Learning Hubs: 13 primary (some are in 
partnerships), and 12 secondary professional 
development opportunities have been offered by CSC 
schools. These support the development of pedagogy as 
well as the leadership of learning and teaching. The 
schools facilitate networks within this role. 
 
Professional Learning Pioneers: There are 14 primary 
and 9 secondary. These are piloting elements linked to 
Successful Futures, most notably the Professional 
Standards and Schools as a Learning Organisation. They 
also provide professional learning opportunities through 
the hub system to develop pedagogy. They facilitate 
various networks within this role.  
 
Lead creative Schools: There are 64 schools participating 
in the Creative Schools programme; a further 43 have 
been granted funding for the next academic year. These  
schools are engaged in exploring the use of  creative 
processes and pedagogy, including engagement with 
external artistes, to deliver multi -disciplinary themes.   
 

 

Strategies that address a number of the above aspects: 

School Improvement Groups (SIGs): 322 primary schools are involved in 32 SIGs, and 68 
secondary schools are involved in 6 SIGs. They are focusing on a range of national and local 
priorities which include literacy, numeracy, wellbeing, successful futures pedagogy, DCF. These 
groups are cross LA and include schools from different context. At secondary level, they are also 
focusing on preparation for the new curriculum and the ensuing qualifications changes. 
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High level overview of School to School working  

Region: Education Achievement Service (EAS) for South East Wales  

ASPECT EXAMPLES OF SCHOOL TO SCHOOL MODELS EMPLOYED 
 

School Improvement 
 

Secondary Headteachers and SLTs all engaged in leadership 
development networks 
 
Primary Leadership Networks and Peer Review activity 
 
School Mentor Partnerships linked to specific school need 
 
All Clusters (including PRUs and Special Schools) have agreed plans 
for the development of key strategies e.g. literacy, numeracy, 
wellbeing, delivery of the new curriculum 
 
 Primary Headteachers fulfilling the role of Challenge Advisers across 
the region.  

 
Curriculum Support 

 

56 Lead Network schools/practitioner support other schools in the 
development of: 
 

 Primary: Literacy (English and Welsh medium), Numeracy, 
Science, STEM, Wellbeing and Equity, Foundation Phase 

 
 Secondary: All core subjects and many non-core subjects, 

Equity and Wellbeing, Global Futures and STEM 
 

 Welsh Baccalaureate support programme delivered by schools 
 

 The development of support for new GCSE qualifications 
 
Curriculum Pioneer Schools supporting the roll out of the Successful 
Futures Agenda across the region.  

 
Leadership 

 

Bespoke mentoring and coaching provided by leaders for leaders 
(including Chairs of Governors) 
 
Professional Learning schools facilitate, design and deliver almost all 
leadership programmes for the region 
 
Peer support programmes as required 

 
Teaching and Learning 

 

Bespoke mentoring and coaching provided by teachers for teachers 
 
Professional Learning schools facilitate, design and deliver all teaching 
programmes 
 
Professional Learning schools facilitate, design and deliver 
programmes for teaching assistants (newly introduced) 
 
Collaborative best practice sharing events 

 Over 70% of the Professional Learning Offer for the region is delivered by schools for 
schools 

 The above are examples of school to school activity. During 2016/2017 over 1500 activity 
strands took place between schools.  
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Percentage achievement of Mainstream secondary schools for key subjects, by

Based on pupils in year 11 for 2015/16, previous years are based on those aged 15 at the start of the academic ye

Core Subject Indicator: A* to C in English or Welsh first language, Mathematics and Science

Year

SCC 

schools

Non SCC 

schools

SCC 

schools

Non SCC 

schools

SCC 

schools

Non SCC 

schools

SCC 

schools

2014 56.1 70.7 56.3 74.2 51.3 66.0 79.8

2015 59.2 73.3 55.0 75.6 54.0 68.7 81.4

2016 61.5 74.2 68.2 75.7 59.2 71.6 78.1

Percentage point 
improvement 
between 2014 and 
2016 5.5 3.5 11.9 1.5 7.9 5.6 -1.7

Percentage achievement of FSM pupils in Mainstream secondary schools for ke

Year

SCC 

schools

Non SCC 

schools

SCC 

schools (a)

Non SCC 

schools

SCC 

schools

Non SCC 

schools

SCC 

schools

2014 34.5 43.7 40.0 48.8 28.9 38.5 67.0

2015 38.2 50.0 40.0 51.8 32.9 43.6 70.1

2016 41.2 51.3 40.0 51.0 40.1 46.7 68.1

Percentage point 
improvement 
between 2014 and 
2016 6.7 7.6 0.0 2.2 11.2 8.2 1.1

(a) Take care when interpreting these figures as they are based on small cohorts (between 5 and 10 st

Percentage of pupils 

achieving an A* to C in 

English

Percentage of pupils 

achieving an A* to C in 

Welsh

Percentage of pupils 

achieving an A* to C in 

Maths

Percentag

achieving a

Scie

Percentage of pupils 

achieving an A* to C in 

English

Percentage of pupils 

achieving an A* to C in 

Welsh

Percentage of pupils 

achieving an A* to C in 

Maths

Percentag

achieving a

Scie
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y School Challenge Cymru (SCC) status.

ear

Non SCC 

schools SCC schools

Non SCC 

schools

86.3 41.7 57.6

88.3 43.4 60.0

87.0 46.9 62.8

0.7 5.2 5.2

Source: Welsh examination database

ey subjects, by School Challenge Cymru (SCC) status

Non SCC 

schools SCC schools

Non SCC 

schools

76.1 21.2 30.1

79.7 23.3 33.2

76.0 26.8 36.5

-0.1 5.7 6.4

Source: Welsh examination database

udents)

ge of pupils 

an A* to C in 

ence

Percentage of pupils 

achieving the Core 

Subject Indicator

ge of pupils 

an A* to C in 

ence

Percentage of pupils 

achieving the Core 

Subject Indicator
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Doc 3 
 

Headlines of Study Visit by Welsh Government officials to Finland 18-20 
January 2017 

 
The education system was planned as follows: 
 
0-5 Early Childhood Education and Care – provided in a mix of public 
and private Child care settings with a focus on learning through play. The 
curriculum is loose but includes developing children so they are ‘ready to 
learn’. This includes building concentration, team work, resilience, confidence 
as well as basic numbers, letters etc. 
 
6 Pre-primary education – more intense preparing to learn but still with 
no formal reading/writing and maths. It is widely understood, however, but 
both parents and schools that children are generally expected to be able to 
read, write and count to some degree before they start basic education. 
 
7-16 Basic Education – delivered through primary and lower secondary 
settings. Formal education begins at 7 years old. Differentiated learning is 
strong and there is a real emphasis on not letting any children fall behind. 
Social services, Health and the schools work closely at a school level and 
involve parents significantly where a child is at risk. Use is also made of the 
local Universities, who provide basic courses in certain subjects for parents of 
under performing children to be able to master the topics so that they might 
assist their children. No official testing occurs until children are 15, at which 
point they sit a matriculation exam to decide what form of upper secondary 
education to pursue. The vast majority of children enter the upper second 
level (post 16). At sixteen, children, depending on their academic performance 
or abilities, have the option to take an additional year of basic education. 
Again, people do not leave school without the ability levels required. 
 
Post 16+ After the matriculation examinations, children move on to upper 
secondary schools (academic) or to the equivalent of further education 
colleges.  At these technical colleges they will study vocational qualifications 
and gain work experience (similar to our apprenticeship approach). Children 
from both sides of the educational split then have the option to continue to 
University (all free) either to study at academic or Universities of Applied 
Sciences. Both types of university have degree awarding powers but only the 
academic universities have the ability to undertake doctoral training.   
 
Key aspects of the Finnish Education System  
 
The performance of Finnish students in the international PISA assessments 
has been high in comparisons with other countries for the last 3 cycles. As a 
result the country has attracted considerable interest. The key features the 
Finnish National Agency for Education set out as contributing to these 
successes are: 
 

 A very strong focus on equity  - in relation to both access and quality 
 A strong early years programme – Kindergarden 
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 Teaching is seen as a very attractive profession (only 10% of 
applicants are accepted) 

 Teachers are all highly trained (Masters level and commitment to 
ongoing research with HE), which allows for decreased accountability. 

 Focus on learning rather then testing – no school rankings sampling of 
achievements at national level. 

 Instruction time is low compared to other countries – space for 
teachers’ preparation and planning 

 Curriculum Framework with little prescription and local flexibility 
 Flexible groupings with very low levels of setting by ability 
 A very flat management structure with few middle leader roles in 

schools 
 Relatively very low levels of teaching assistants 
 Every child has a school lunch 
 Class sizes ranging from 20 to 24 in both primary and secondary. 
 Annual expenditure per student is below the UK in all phases 
 Well-being is emphasised through support programmes in all phases 

Finnish teachers have a strong commitment to equity and encouragement, 
individual student support, strengthening pupils’ thinking skills, and 
developing pupils’ self-confidence, tolerance and resilience. In the OECD 
international survey of teachers (TALIS 2013) 90% are satisfied in their job 
and 70% would choose teaching again. Whilst pre primary teachers have 
lower salaries than the UK in Primary and secondary schools salaries are 
higher in Finland. 

 
Particular application of findings to our Welsh education reform journey 
 

 The level of flexibility that needs to be maintained in our new 
curriculum.  

 The importance of innovation/research and collaboration and the 
critical role of higher education. 

 The impact that the absence of assessment for accountability at school 
and teacher level has a marked impact on teachers’ attitudes and well 
being but is based on stronger academic requirements.  

 The strength of our Foundation Phase matches the Kindergarden 
experience.  

 We need to review the practice of teaching assistants. 
 We need to continue to strengthen our focus on pupils’ well being. 
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Adran yr Economi, Sgiliau a Chyfoeth Naturiol 
Department for Economy, Skills and Natural Resources 

Canolfan QED ● QED Centre 

Y Brif Rodfa ● Main Avenue 
Trefforest ● Treforest 

CF37 5YR 

Ffôn  ● Tel 0300 061 5691 
mick.mcguire@wales.gsi.gov.uk 

Gwefan ● website: www.wales.gov.uk 

Nick Ramsay AM Chair,  
Public Accounts Committee  
National Assembly for Wales  
c/o committeebusiness@wales.gsi.gov.uk 

Dear Chair 

Welsh Government’s funding of Kancoat Ltd 

Thank you for your letter of 11 May.  In terms of the Ministerial code, as you are aware this 
is a matter for the First Minister and I am unable to comment further, but have passed this 
letter to the First Minister's office for the First Ministers consideration. He will respond 
directly to you on this matter. 

You requested clarification of the definition of Advanced Materials and Manufacturing.  
Advanced Materials and Manufacturing has existed as a single sector since 2011 when 
sectors were adopted as a way of segmenting the economy. Each individual sector has 
flexibility to respond to new opportunities in a timely manner. In terms of standard industrial 
classifications it is important to note that Kancoat fits squarely within the classifications and 
is listed by the Office for National Statistics as a company under the description “treatment 
and coating of metals”. This definition has been agreed by the sector panel.  A full list of 
industry clarifications relating to Advanced Materials and Manufacturing is at Annex A. 

In terms of descriptions beyond the standard industrial classification please find below the 
definition used in the Advanced Materials and Manufacturing business plan for 2016/17:  

“Advanced Manufacturing makes use of design and scientific knowledge to create 
innovative and technologically complex solutions of high value from advanced 
materials, supported by a skilled workforce.  Advanced Manufacturing is 
characterised by high productivity, international trade, high patent intensity and high 
R&D investment.”   

These traits are embraced in the Welsh Government’s AM&M strategic priorities. 

21 June 2017 

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee
PAC(5)-18-17 PTN2
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In terms of the departmental review (Recommendation 1), a Change and Development 
function has been created within the Group to examine current structures and ways of 
working. This will involve taking a systematic examination of activity and structures across 
the Economy and Infrastructure department and a phased approach to their work. A 
principle of this activity will be to ensure that it is aligned with the Cabinet Secretary’s 
commitments in Taking Wales Forward and the Prosperous and Secure Strategy.  As part 
of this work, it will consider the current Sectors and Business structure and make 
recommendations based on its findings. We are progressing with this work as quickly as 
possible and the first significant stages should be completed by the end of August. 
 
Finally, I can confirm that the business, finance, internal guidelines were revised on 26 April 
2017 to reflect recommendation 10. 
  

Yours sincerely 

 

 
Mick McGuire 

Director, Sectors and Business 
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Annex A 

 

Industry Clarifications relating to Advanced Materials & Manufacturing 

 

Preparation and spinning of textile fibres 1 

Weaving of textiles 1 

Finishing of textiles 1 

Manufacture of made-up textile articles except apparel 1 

Manufacture of non-wovens and articles made from non-wovens, except apparel 1 

Manufacture of other technical and industrial textiles 1 

Manufacture of paper and paperboard 1 

Manufacture of industrial gases 1 

Manufacture of dyes and pigments 1 

Manufacture of other inorganic basic chemicals 1 

Manufacture of other organic basic chemicals 1 

Manufacture of fertilizers and nitrogen compounds 1 

Manufacture of plastics in primary forms 1 

Manufacture of synthetic rubber in primary forms 1 

Manufacture of pesticides and other agrochemical products 1 

Manufacture of paints, varnishes and similar coatings, printing ink and mastics 1 

Manufacture of soap and detergents, cleaning and polishing preparations 1 

Manufacture of perfumes and toilet preparations 1 

Manufacture of explosives 1 

Manufacture of glues 1 

Manufacture of essential oils 1 

Manufacture of other chemical products n.e.c. 1 

Manufacture of man-made fibres 1 

Manufacture of rubber tyres and tubes; retreading and rebuilding of rubber tyres 1 

Manufacture of other rubber products 1 

Manufacture of plastic plates, sheets, tubes and profiles 1 

Manufacture of plastic packing goods 1 

Manufacture of other plastic products 1 

Manufacture of flat glass 1 

Manufacture of hollow glass 1 

Manufacture of glass fibres 1 

Manufacture and processing of other glass, including technical glassware 1 

Manufacture of ceramic insulators and insulating fittings 1 

Manufacture of other technical ceramic products 1 

Manufacture of other ceramic products n.e.c. 1 

Manufacture of fibre cement 1 

Production of abrasive products 1 

Manufacture of other non-metallic mineral products n.e.c. 1 

Manufacture of basic iron and steel and of ferro-alloys 1 

Manufacture of tubes, pipes, hollow profiles and related fittings, of steel 1 
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Cold drawing of bars 1 

Cold rolling of narrow strip 1 

Cold forming or folding 1 

Cold drawing of wire 1 

Precious metals production 1 

Aluminium production 1 

Lead, zinc and tin production 1 

Copper production 1 

Other non-ferrous metal production 1 

Processing of nuclear fuel 1 

Casting of iron 1 

Casting of steel 1 

Casting of light metals 1 

Casting of other non-ferrous metals 1 

Manufacture of metal structures and parts of structures 1 

Manufacture of central heating radiators and boilers 1 

Manufacture of steam generators, except central heating hot water boilers 1 

Manufacture of weapons and ammunition 1 

Forging, pressing, stamping and roll-forming of metal; powder metallurgy 1 

Treatment and coating of metals 1 

Machining 1 

Manufacture of cutlery 1 

Manufacture of tools 1 

Manufacture of light metal packaging 1 

Manufacture of wire products, chain and springs 1 

Manufacture of fasteners and screw machine products 1 

Manufacture of electronic components 1 

Manufacture of loaded electronic boards 1 

Manufacture of computers and peripheral equipment 1 

Manufacture of communication equipment  1 

Manufacture of consumer electronics 1 

Manufacture of instruments and aplliances and appliances for measuring,testing and navigation  1 

Manufacture of optical instruments and photographic equipment 1 

Manufacture of electric motors, generators and transformers 1 

Manufacture of batteries and accumulators 1 

Manufacture of fibre optic cables 1 

Manufacture of other electronic and electric wires and cables 1 

Manufacture of electric lighting equipment 1 

Manufacture of electric domestic appliances 1 

Manufacture of other electrical equipment 1 

Manufacture of engines and turbines, except aircraft, vehicle and cycle engines 1 

Manufacture of fluid power equipment 1 

Manufacture of other pumps and comoressors 1 

Manufacture of taps and valves 1 

Manufacture of bearings, gears, gearing and driving elements 1 

Manufacture of ovens, furnaces and furnace burners 1 

Manufacture of lifting and handling equipment 1 

Manufacture of office machinery and equipment (except computers and peripheral equipment) 1 
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Manufacture of power-driven hand tools 1 

Manufacture of non-domestic cooling and ventilation equipment 1 

Manufacture of other general-purpose machinery n.e.c. 1 

Manufacture of agricultural and forestry machinery  1 

Manufacture of metal forming machinery 1 

Manufacture of other machine tools 1 

Manufacture of machinery for metallurgy 1 

Manufacture of machinery for mining, quarrying and construction 1 

Manufacture of machinery for food, beverage and tobacco processing 1 

Manufacture of machinery for textile, apparel and leather production 1 

Manufacture of machinery for paper and paperboard production 1 

Manufacture of plastics and rubber machinery 1 

Manufacture of other special-purpose machinery n.e.c. 1 

Manufacture of motor vehicles 1 

Manufacture of bodies (coachwork) for motor vehicles, manufacture of trailers and semi-trailers 1 

Manufacture of electrical and electronic equipment for motor vehicles and their engines 1 

Manufacture of other parts and accessories for motor vehicles 1 

Building of ships and floating structures 1 

Building of pleasure and sporting boats 1 

Manufacture of railway locomotives and rolling stock 1 

Manufacture of air and spacecraft and related machinery 1 

Manufacture of military fighting vehicles 1 

Manufacture of motorcycles 1 

Manufacture of bicycles and invalid carriages 1 

Manufacture of other transport equipment n.e.c. 1 

Striking of coins 1 

Manufacture of musical instruments 1 

Repair of machinery 1 

Repair of electronic and optical equipment 1 

Repair of electrical equipment 1 

Repair and maintenance of ships and boats 1 

Repair and maintenance of aircraft and spacecraft 1 

Repair and maintenance of other transport equipment n.e.c. 1 

Space transport 1 
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The Auditor General is independent of the National Assembly and government. He examines 
and certifies the accounts of the Welsh Government and its sponsored and related public bodies, 
including NHS bodies. He also has the power to report to the National Assembly on the economy, 
efficiency and effectiveness with which those organisations have used, and may improve the use of, 
their resources in discharging their functions.

The Auditor General also audits local government bodies in Wales, conducts local government 
value for money studies and inspects for compliance with the requirements of the Local Government 
(Wales) Measure 2009. 

The Auditor General undertakes his work using staff and other resources provided by the Wales Audit 
Office, which is a statutory board established for that purpose and to monitor and advise the Auditor 
General. 

© Auditor General for Wales 2017

You may re-use this publication (not including logos) free of charge in any format or medium. If 
you re-use it, your re-use must be accurate and must not be in a misleading context. The material 
must be acknowledged as Auditor General for Wales copyright and you must give the title of this 
publication. Where we have identified any third party copyright material you will need to obtain 
permission from the copyright holders concerned before re-use.

For further information, or if you require any of our publications in an alternative format and/
or language, please contact us by telephone on 029 2032 0500, or email info@audit.wales. We 
welcome telephone calls in Welsh and English. You can also write to us in either Welsh or English 
and we will respond in the language you have used. Corresponding in Welsh will not lead to a delay.

Mae’r ddogfen hon hefyd ar gael yn Gymraeg.

I have prepared and published this report in accordance with the  
Government of Wales Act 2006.

The Wales Audit Office study team comprised Alastair McQuaid  
and Nicholas Raynor, under the direction of Mike Usher.

Huw Vaughan Thomas
Auditor General for Wales

Wales Audit Office
24 Cathedral Road

Cardiff
CF11 9LJ
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The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project6

What this report is about

1	 The Circuit of Wales (CoW)1 is an ambitious venture to construct a car 
and motorcycle racing circuit on moorland near Ebbw Vale in Blaenau 
Gwent. The racing circuit is intended to be of a high enough standard 
to accommodate a range of motorsports, including motorcycle world 
championship racing, although it will not be constructed to Formula One 
motor racing requirements2. 

2	 A group of private companies has been established to advance the CoW 
development. In the initial phases the CoW project is led by The Heads of 
the Valleys Development Company (HoVDC), established in 2011. 

3	 The first phase of the CoW project involves securing land options, planning 
consents, construction contracts and finance. These elements are 
necessary to proceed to the second project phase; actual construction  
of the racing circuit, grandstands and paddock. 

4	 To date, the Welsh Government has provided over £9.3 million of initial 
support to the CoW project’s first phase, which comprised: 

  a	 awarding a £2 million Property Development Grant (PDG) in October 
2012 to help meet costs associated with site planning and development, 
paid in four tranches between January 2013 and  
April 2014; and

  b	 paying over £7.3 million to HoVDC’s bank in May 2016 under a bank 
loan guarantee agreement,3 which is repayable by HoVDC to the  
Welsh Government on demand.

5	 The Welsh Government has also agreed to provide a further £16 million of 
Repayable Business Finance (RBF)4 to the CoW project’s second phase if 
it meets certain conditions. To date, no RBF has been paid and the offer of 
RBF expires at the end of March 2018.

6	 The Welsh Government refused requests from HoVDC to underwrite  
private finance for the CoW project’s second phase in April 2016, when  
the Welsh Government was asked to guarantee £357 million; and again 
 in July 2016, when the Welsh Government was asked to guarantee  
£234 million5. 

1	 Terms used throughout this report are explained in a glossary in Appendix 2.
2	 Information about the planned scheme is available on the CoW project’s website. HoVDC 

informed us that the circuit and facilities have been designed to be capable of upgrading to  
host Formula One motor racing.

3	 The Welsh Government agreed to repay HoVDC’s bank loan if HoVDC was unable to do  
so itself. 

4	 Information about how the Welsh Government provides financial and non-financial support 
for businesses is included in the Auditor General for Wales report: The Welsh Government’s 
funding of Kancoat Ltd, July 2016.

5	 Welsh Government guarantees address the scarcity of long-term debt funding available from 
financial markets for large capital projects. They transfer risk to the Welsh Government for the 
amount guaranteed, thereby reducing the overall risk to private sector lenders and investors, 
encouraging them to accept lower rates of interest and smaller dividend payments from 
HoVDC. This would increase the effective rate of return (profit) available to the developers and 
so the Welsh Government charges an equivalent commercial fee for providing such guarantees. 
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The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project 7

7	 On 26 January 2017 the Cabinet Secretary for Economy and Infrastructure 
gave HoVDC a two-week deadline to submit a revised proposal for the 
Welsh Government to consider. Welsh Government support depends 
upon the CoW project demonstrating that it is viable. Securing the level of 
private investment necessary (‘financial close’)6 is a key requirement for 
the CoW project to proceed to the second phase. In addition, the Welsh 
Government has indicated that it is not prepared to use public funds to 
underwrite more than 50% of the total investment required. 

8	 On 8 February 2017 HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to the Welsh 
Government, which it is currently evaluating for a final decision by the 
whole Cabinet. The total investment required for the second phase 
now stands at £430 million. HoVDC has requested that the Welsh 
Government underwrite £210 million of private sector investment once the 
circuit’s construction is completed. The CoW project continues to attract 
considerable public, political and media interest.

9	 The developer’s ambitions for the site area extend beyond the current 
CoW project to develop and construct a race circuit. Its long-term 
vision is for a range of motorsport-related facilities, an automotive 
technology business park, hotel and leisure facilities, and renewable 
energy generation on the site. HoVDC has emphasised this overall 
scheme’s potential to contribute to the Welsh economy, including through 
job creation. The potential economic and wider social benefits are 
likely to arise mainly from longer-term development, rather than from 
the construction and operation of the race circuit itself. These further 
developments may in turn involve requests for public funding support.

10	 This report sets out the key matters relating to the Welsh Government’s 
management of its initial financial support package for the CoW project. 
We have focused our audit review upon how well the Welsh  
Government has:

  a	 made decisions to provide initial financial support to the CoW project;

  b	 managed risks by applying conditions under which public funds were 
provided to the Project; and

  c	 assured itself that funds it provided were being used for the purposes  
it intended.

6	 ‘Financial close’ is a complex series of coordinated interdependent transactions whereby 
a sequence of conditional agreements are activated so that the CoW project can proceed; 
involving investor finance commitments, property purchase completions, debt repayments 
and construction contract awards.
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11	 We have not: 

  a	 examined directly the conduct of individuals or entities connected  
with the Project;

  b	 reviewed the viability of the business cases for the construction and 
operation of the race circuit, or for the overall CoW scheme7, or tested 
assertions made by the developers about job creation and economic 
activity arising from the overall scheme; or

  c	 assessed the merits of providing further publicly funded support to  
the CoW project.

12	 Appendix 1 sets out in detail our audit scope, approach and methods.

13	 The Auditor General is not the external auditor of HoVDC or the various 
associated companies. However, the Auditor General has statutory 
powers to follow the public pound and to assess compliance with Welsh 
Government funding terms and conditions. The Auditor General may 
decide to undertake further audit work in relation to the CoW project, 
including on any future publicly funded support.

Summary timeline of key events relating to Welsh 
Government support for the CoW project

7	 We have reviewed the Welsh Government’s consideration of information provided by 
HoVDC, which supported its bids for initial funding. 

October 2012 The Welsh Government awarded £2 million PDG 
to HoVDC to support phase one of the CoW 
project including HoVDC’s acquisition of FTR, a 
Buckinghamshire-based specialist motorcycle 
engineering company, for £0.3 million. 

December 
2012

HoVDC entered into a conditional sale contract to 
purchase common land on which the circuit will be 
constructed if the CoW project goes ahead.

September 
2013

Blaenau Gwent County Borough Council (BGCBC) 
granted outline planning permission for the CoW 
scheme.
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June 2014 The Welsh Government wrote to HoVDC offering £16 
million of RBF to support phase two, the CoW project’s 
construction phase, subject to the Project meeting 
certain conditions. No money has been requested or paid 
to date and the offer expires in March 2018.

July 2014 The Welsh Government agreed to guarantee a bank 
loan to enable HoVDC to pay suppliers, some of which 
are related companies, including Aventa, which is wholly 
owned by Michael Carrick (HoVDC Chief Executive). 

November 
2015

The Deputy Minister for Farming and Food granted 
HoVDC’s application for declassifying and exchanging 
common land, following a public inquiry. 

April 2016 The Welsh Government refused to underwrite £357 
million of private investment in constructing the CoW, 
which involved a lease agreement for the completed 
circuit.

May 2016 The Welsh Government paid HoVDC’s bank £7.335 
million under a loan guarantee agreement because 
HoVDC was unable to repay the loan. The full amount 
plus additional costs, interest and charges is repayable 
by HoVDC to the Welsh Government on demand.

July 2016 The Welsh Government refused a revised request from 
HoVDC to underwrite £234 million of private investment 
for constructing the CoW.

October 2016 FTR Moto Ltd, which is wholly owned by HoVDC and 
which was acquired with Welsh Government grant 
funding of £0.276 million, went into administration with 
debts of £0.5 million.
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Key conclusions
To date, the Welsh Government has provided over £9.3 million to support initial 
development of the ambitious CoW project, but there have been significant 
shortcomings in how the Welsh Government has managed the associated  
risks to taxpayers’ money.

More specifically:

14	 Despite appropriately commissioning extensive advice and considering 
a range of benefits and risks, the Welsh Government’s appraisal of 
information which underpinned its funding decisions to date was flawed:

  a	 in accepting significant financial and legal risks, the Welsh Government 
followed its established procedures for supporting ministerial decisions 
in most respects, although some key information was omitted from 
submission papers; and

  b	 the Welsh Government drew on extensive advice, but gaps in 
information have created additional risks as the public funding 
commitment has increased.

January 2017 The Welsh Government gave HoVDC a two-week 
deadline to provide a viable proposal for the Welsh 
Government to consider.

February 
2017

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to the Welsh 
Government. HoVDC considers it meets the 50% 
private finance investment level stipulated by the Welsh 
Government. Total funding required for phase two 
stands at £430 million and HoVDC has asked the Welsh 
Government to underwrite £210 million of this private 
sector investment (48.8%) once the circuit’s construction 
is completed.

Note: see Appendix 3 for a full timeline of key events.
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15	 Following decisions to provide initial financial support to the CoW project, 
the Welsh Government did not do enough to manage public funds 
properly:

  a	 funding arrangements did not provide strong enough security for public 
money;

  b	 conditions applied to different funding streams were inconsistent and, 
where they were in place, were not always enforced;

  c	 the Welsh Government’s understanding of the companies involved in 
the CoW project was limited;

  d	 the Welsh Government permitted payments to related companies, 
including almost £1 million to Aventa Capital Partners Limited (Aventa), 
without sufficient evidence that services provided to the Project 
represented value for money; and

  e	 the Welsh Government’s arrangements for authorising payments to 
HoVDC were insufficiently robust.

16	 The £2 million grant included up to £0.3 million to acquire FTR, a 
motorcycle engineering company, which is inconsistent with the grant 
scheme’s purpose:

  a	 the Welsh Government has been unable to explain to our satisfaction  
why it approved grant funding intended for property development so 
that HoVDC could acquire a motorcycle engineering company; and

  b	 funding for FTR Moto Limited was written off in the HoVDC company 
accounts and then in October 2016, FTR Moto Limited went into 
administration.

17	 During the course of our audit work in response to concerns raised with 
the Auditor General by a Member of Parliament (Appendix 4), we have 
examined certain payments made between December 2014 and June 
2016 to establish whether they involved the use of public funds. We 
established that these payments, relating to gardening invoices and 
political events, were not made by HoVDC, but were instead made by 
Aventa – a separate company wholly owned by the controlling shareholder 
and Chief Executive of HoVDC, Mr Michael Carrick. Given that Aventa 
derives income from the provision of services to HoVDC under contract, 
we are satisfied that expenditure by Aventa itself does not constitute the 
use of public funds.  
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18	 The Member of Parliament also expressed concerns about whether 
HoVDC used Welsh public money to finance MotoGP races held in 
England. A company owned by HoVDC, Circuit of Wales Limited, secured 
a ten-year contract for the rights to host MotoGP in the UK on 1 April 
2014. We confirmed that none of HoVDC’s claims for PDG payment 
or for payments under the loan guarantee agreement with the Welsh 
Government included any direct payments to the MotoGP rights holder or 
to other race circuits for staging the British rounds of the 2015 and 2016 
motorcycle world championship.

Recommendations
19	 The Welsh Government uses public finance to encourage and support 

private investment in major infrastructure projects in pursuit of its 
regeneration and economic development objectives. Its decisions involve 
evaluating a project’s merits and balancing risks and rewards. Frequently, 
projects’ benefits and outcomes for Wales can be wide-ranging, long-term 
and difficult to quantify. 

20	 The Welsh Government’s financial support to the CoW project to date 
(covered by this report) is a relatively small amount when compared 
with the race circuit’s likely construction costs and with the Welsh 
Government’s initial assessment of the potential economic and wider 
social benefits of the overall scheme. However, we have identified 
weaknesses in how the Welsh Government made its decisions and 
managed this initial financial support. We concluded that there have been 
significant shortcomings in how the Welsh Government managed the 
associated risks to taxpayers’ money.

21	 It will be important that the Welsh Government learns from this audit 
review, not only in considering whether to provide underwriting support 
for the CoW project to progress, but also in relation to its approach to 
supporting other potential projects in the future.
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22	 The Auditor General makes the following recommendations to the  
Welsh Government:

Recommendations

R1	 Ensure that submissions to Welsh Ministers for decision approval 
include all information relevant to any items of proposed expenditure 
which may be novel, contentious or repercussive.

R2	 Include within the Repayable Business Finance (RBF) application 
form a question asking whether any transactions involving RBF funds 
are to be conducted through related companies, and undertake 
robust due diligence in all cases where this is proposed.

R3	 Ensure that the Welsh Industrial Development Advisory Board 
(WIDAB) is informed about all other Welsh Government support to 
a project that it is asked to consider, whether or not that support has 
yet been approved.

R4	 Record and retain a note of all discussions between Welsh 
Government officials and funding applicants in relation to 
determination of items which are/are not to be included within 
approved expenditure. 

R5	 Strengthen the process by which project claims are checked, 
authorised and passed for payment, to ensure that appropriate 
separation of duties is maintained.
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The Welsh Government provided 
over £9.3 million to support initial 
development of the Circuit of Wales 
project and has also agreed to provide 
a further £16 million of repayable 
finance if certain conditions are met
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The Welsh Government provided a £2 million grant to help 
the CoW project meet costs associated with site planning 
and development
1.1	 In October 2012 the Welsh Government awarded a £2 million Property 

Development Grant (PDG) to HoVDC. The grant was claimed by HoVDC 
and paid by the Welsh Government in four tranches between January 
2013 and April 2014. The grant was intended to support phase one of the 
CoW project8 by contributing towards £9.7 million of planned expenditure 
by HoVDC which was deemed eligible within the PDG scheme. Areas of 
expenditure eligible for grant funding were set out in terms and conditions 
in the grant offer letter. 

The Welsh Government paid over £7.3 million under a 
bank loan guarantee agreement, and is entitled to demand 
repayment of this sum, plus interest, from HoVDC
1.2	 In July 2014 the Welsh Government agreed to provide a £7.85 million 

guarantee for a bank loan to HoVDC. In effect this agreement committed 
public funds to underwrite the entire remaining balance of HoVDC 
expenditure on phase one of the CoW project that was eligible for PDG 
support, and was in addition to the £2 million already granted. 

1.3	 In April 2016 HoVDC’s bank requested immediate repayment of the loans 
by HoVDC. As HoVDC was unable to do so, the bank then called upon 
the Welsh Government’s guarantee. In May 2016 the Welsh Government 
therefore paid the bank over £7.3 million9. HoVDC is contractually liable to 
repay this sum, plus additional interest and fees, to the Welsh Government 
on demand. However, as HoVDC was established specifically for the CoW 
project, it is unlikely to be able to repay this debt unless the CoW project 
secures the private investment for it to proceed. The latest proposal from 
HoVDC, which is currently being considered by the Welsh Government, 
includes repaying this debt in full if the CoW project goes ahead, before 
construction begins.

8	 Securing land options, planning consents, construction contracts and finance necessary to 
proceed to the second project phase; actual construction of the race circuit, grandstands and 
paddock.

9	 The Welsh Government’s payment of £7.335 million to HoVDC’s bank was £0.52 million 
lower than the original sum guaranteed due to exchange rate changes in respect of an 
element of the bank loan denominated in Euros.
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The Welsh Government has agreed to provide £16 million 
of Repayable Business Finance if the CoW project meets 
certain conditions before the end of March 2018
1.4	 In June 2014 the Welsh Government offered to provide HoVDC with 

RBF of £16 million to support the CoW project’s second phase. The 
RBF is repayable in instalments over a period of 18 years. The Welsh 
Government will provide the RBF if the CoW project: 

  a	 secures private finance of £175 million (of total CoW project finance 
that was estimated by HoVDC at the time of the RBF offer letter to be 
£247 million); and 

  b	 creates 304 jobs. 

1.5	 To date, the CoW project has not fulfilled these conditions and so no RBF 
has been requested or paid. The offer expires on 31 March 2018. The 
latest proposal from HoVDC to the Welsh Government does not include 
drawing upon any of the agreed RBF funding.

The Welsh Government has declined two proposals from 
HoVDC to support construction costs but is currently 
considering another proposal to underwrite private 
investment
1.6	 The Welsh Government has rejected two proposals from HoVDC to 

provide further public support as part of the finance package necessary to 
construct the CoW racetrack: 

  a	 in April 2016, in response to a proposal from HoVDC, the Welsh 
Government considered providing a 100% guarantee to a 33-year 
lease of the completed circuit in order to secure £357 million of finance 
from a private investor. The Welsh Government did not provide the 
guarantee because it considered that to do so would constitute an 
award of unlawful State Aid10.

  b	 In July 2016 the Welsh Government declined a revised proposal. This 
involved a loan of £220 million from a private investor with an 80% 
guarantee from the Welsh Government, along with a commercial 
loan of £90 million from Monmouthshire County Council and Blaenau 
Gwent County Borough Council (BGCBC), made under their prudential 
borrowing powers, backed by a £60 million Welsh Government 
guarantee. The two local authorities told us that they would only have 

10	Providing public support to businesses may constitute a type of anti-competitive State Aid, 
which if particular conditions are met is prohibited by the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union and can be judged by the European Commission to be unlawful.
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put the business case to enter into a commercial loan arrangement 
to their respective councils for decision, if the Welsh Government 
had been prepared to provide a guarantee. However, the Welsh 
Government did not accept HoVDC’s revised proposal because the 
level of public support involved would have resulted in the CoW project 
being, in effect, publicly owned. Therefore decisions on whether or not 
to provide loan support were not put before either of the councils.

1.7	 The Welsh Government is currently considering another proposal 
submitted by HoVDC on 8 February 2017, which is being evaluated 
prior to a final Cabinet decision. This latest proposal covers construction 
of the race circuit, grandstands and paddock, but it does not include 
other elements of the wider scheme such as constructing an automotive 
technology business park, hotel and leisure facilities, and renewable 
energy generation on the site. The potential economic and wider 
social benefits are likely to arise mainly from these further, longer-term 
developments; rather than from constructing and operating the race  
circuit itself. No public funding support has been offered, or requested,  
to date in respect of these further elements of the wider scheme.

Exhibit 1 - An impression of the completed Circuit of Wales scheme,  
viewed from the air.

Source: HoVDC

Pack Page 60



The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project18

1.8	 The total investment required for the second phase now stands at £430 
million, none of which is being provided by the public sector. However, 
HoVDC has requested that the Welsh Government underwrite £210 million 
(48.8%) of this private sector investment once the circuit’s construction is 
completed. Under the terms of the current proposal:

  a	 if the CoW project does not achieve ‘financial close’ and so does not 
proceed to the construction phase, then none of the £9.33 million of 
Welsh Government support provided to date is likely to be recoverable.

  b	 if the CoW project achieves ‘financial close’ and so proceeds to the 
construction phase, then the loan guarantee (plus associated fees and 
interest charges) will be repaid to the Welsh Government. In this event, 
the net cost of the Welsh Government’s direct financial support up until 
construction is completed will have been the £2 million PDG.

  c	 the £16 million RBF facility previously agreed by the Welsh 
Government does not form part of the current financing proposal for the 
construction phase, and so will not be utilised even if the CoW project 
proceeds in accordance with this proposal.

The Welsh Government declined to consider underwriting a 
potential loan to the CoW project from a local authority
1.9	 The Welsh Government received an initial inquiry from BGCBC about 

whether the Welsh Government would consider underwriting a £40 million 
loan from BGCBC to the CoW project, if it was formally requested. In 
December 2014 the Welsh Government responded that it would not agree 
to provide such a guarantee because it assessed that the risk that the loan 
guarantee would be called upon (with the Welsh Government ultimately 
bearing the full costs) was unacceptably high. In light of the Welsh 
Government’s response to the inquiry, a proposal on whether or not to 
provide loan support was not put before a meeting of the council.

1.10	 In April 2014 BGCBC decided in principle to allow, subject to 
compensation from the CoW developers, some of its land to be 
reclassified as common land. This reclassification is intended to facilitate 
an exchange allowing land on which the circuit is to be constructed,  
which was at that time classified as common land, to be declassified; 
which would then permit its development. This arrangement is conditional 
upon the CoW project securing the private finance to go ahead. 
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Exhibit 2 - Layout of the Circuit of Wales scheme, mapping out the  
racing circuit and intended leisure and business facilities.

The CoW project, currently under Welsh Government consideration, 
comprises items labelled 1 – 10, A, G as well as the associated 
infrastructure to enable further development. Items B – F and H – L  
are not part of the current development project.

Source: HoVDC
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Despite appropriately commissioning 
extensive advice and considering a 
range of benefits and risks, the Welsh 
Government’s appraisal of information 
which underpinned its funding 
decisions to date was flawed
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In accepting significant financial and legal risks, the Welsh 
Government followed its established procedures for 
supporting ministerial decisions in most respects, although 
some key information was omitted from submission papers
2.1	 Key decisions about providing initial funding support to the CoW project 

were taken by the (then) Minister for Economy, Science and Transport, 
following detailed briefings from Welsh Government officials and advice 
from Welsh Government Legal Services in relation to State Aid. However, 
it is not possible to establish with certainty whether the Wales Industrial 
Development Advisory Board (WIDAB)11 was provided with all of the 
available information that we consider was relevant to the context of  
WIDAB’s recommendation that the Welsh Government should provide 
RBF funds of £16 million to the CoW project. 

2.2	 Also, the submission paper seeking ministerial authority to commit  
£2 million of PDG funding to the Project did not make clear that  
£0.3 million of this was to be used for a purpose that did not align with  
the usual PDG scheme objectives (paragraphs 4.1 to 4.7 refer).

The £2 million Property Development Grant
2.3	 HoVDC submitted a business case for financial support from the 

Welsh Government in March 2012. Officials considered various ways 
in which support could be provided to phase one of the CoW project 
before recommending to the Minister on 6 August 2012 that the Welsh 
Government should provide a PDG grant12 as the most appropriate  
means of providing funding.  

2.4	 The Welsh Government recognised that if the CoW project proceeded to 
phase two, further public funding may be sought to support construction 
costs. At that time, the Welsh Government expected the potential public 
funding commitment necessary to complete the circuit’s construction to 
be £30 million. Officials also recognised that the CoW project phase one 
did not fit with the standard profile of PDG-funded projects because it 
would not directly lead to any physical development of the land. However, 
officials recommended its use to enable land acquisition and development, 
which could then lead to construction of a race circuit during phase two.

11	WIDAB is an advisory board within the Welsh Government, external to the (then) Economy, 
Science and Transport Department (ES&T), which considered HoVDC’s application for RBF 
on 3 June 2014. WIDAB makes recommendations to the Minister about whether projects 
should be supported.

12	Property Development Grants (PDG) usually contribute towards building design, obtaining 
planning consent and construction costs for a business building upon land and or 
buildings already owned or leased by the applicant for employment use. The PDG grant 
scheme provides allowable State Aid as long as the grant purposes fit within the scheme 
requirements and grant money is used solely for the purposes for which it was given.
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2.5	 The paper briefing the Minister and recommending PDG support did not 
contain any breakdown of the proposed areas of phase one expenditure 
that the £2 million grant would fund. However, it did refer to some of 
the purposes for which the grant, if approved, would be given13. These 
included land purchase, and acquiring the rights for staging the UK round 
of the MotoGP world motorcycle championship14. The briefing paper did 
not consider the extent to which rights acquisition fitted with the eligibility 
rules of the PDG scheme or with the standard profile of PDG-grant-
funded projects. The Welsh Government has not provided us with any 
documentation which supports its acceptance of inclusion of the MotoGP 
licence rights within the PDG or demonstrates consistency with the usual 
reasons for which PDG is given. However, Welsh Government officials 
have told us that in their view, the rights acquisition was an essential 
prerequisite for the CoW project in order for HoVDC to attract potential 
private investors.

2.6	 The Welsh Government’s PDG offer letter to HoVDC also included 
approval for up to £0.3 million to acquire FTR (a specialist motorcycle 
engineering company based in Buckinghamshire). However, the paper 
briefing the Minister and recommending PDG support did not contain any 
mention of FTR or seek specific approval for £0.3 million of PDG funding 
to be used by HoVDC to acquire it (see also paragraphs 4.1 to 4.7).

The £16 million of Repayable Business Finance
2.7	 In March 2014 HoVDC submitted an application to the Welsh Government 

for £18 million of RBF. Applications to the Welsh Government for RBF for 
amounts above £1 million are considered by WIDAB. 

2.8	 The 28 May 2014 submission to WIDAB for RBF support identified that:

  a	 the CoW project failed the economic efficiency test as it produced a 
negative net present value, which would generate a net loss to the 
Welsh economy of between £48 million and £70 million15. 

  b	 seven of the ten events targeted in the Circuit of Wales’s business 
plan already had a UK venue in the 2014 race calendar. Potential 
economic displacement from existing race circuits of this magnitude 
implied that the net loss identified by the economic efficiency test was 
underestimated.

13	The briefing and recommendation were dated 6 August 2012. The Minister approved the 
grant award on 9 August 2012. The purposes were subsequently reflected in the Welsh 
Government’s PDG offer letter to HoVDC, dated 11 October 2012.

14	Circuit of Wales Limited secured a ten-year contract for hosting MotoGP in the UK on 1 
April 2014, by which date HoVDC had submitted its final claim for PDG payment. None of 
HoVDC’s claims for PDG payment or for payments under the loan guarantee agreement 
included any direct payments to the MotoGP rights holder or to other race circuits for staging 
the British rounds of the 2015 and 2016 motorcycle world championship.

15	The CoW project evaluation in the submission to WIDAB was based upon information 
provided to the Welsh Government as at May 2014 and therefore does not reflect any 
subsequent revisions made by HoVDC to the business case and funding model.

Pack Page 65



The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project 23

  c	 however, if the race circuit were to be constructed and subsequently 
proved to be successful, further development of a technology park, 
hotel complex and leisure facilities at the site could generate additional 
local economic benefits which were not accounted for within the 
economic efficiency test.

2.9	 HoVDC told us ‘…we would be surprised to see the Project fails any form 
of economic efficiency test. The events proposed are not intended to 
displace existing events but to retain and grow the events in the UK. Given 
the existing state of the UK infrastructure there is a significant risk that 
the international events would not be capable of being hosted in the UK 
in the future. Additionally the events proposed are seeking new facilities 
to substantially grow their activity and so rather than being substitution 
events from other circuits they are additive in volume and capacity.’

2.10	The written submission to WIDAB for RBF was prepared on 28 May 
2014. On 2 June, officials from the Welsh Government’s Department of 
Economy, Science and Transport (ES&T) were instructed by their Minister 
to explore the provision of loan finance support for the CoW project, which 
would be repayable at financial close. The minutes of the WIDAB meeting 
held on 3 June make no reference to this potential financial support, and 
so it is not possible to establish whether or not WIDAB was made aware of 
its existence when it considered the RBF submission. The loan guarantee 
was approved by the Minister on 1 July and agreed between the Welsh 
Government and HoVDC on 18 July 2014 (see also paragraphs 2.13  
to 2.19). 

2.11	 On 30 June 2014 the Minister accepted the recommendation from WIDAB 
to provide £16 million of RBF. The briefing provided to the Minister along 
with the recommendation to approve RBF did include information about 
the loan guarantee.

2.12	Welsh Government officials told us that they had decided not to inform 
WIDAB of the potential loan guarantee support because:

  a	 the loan guarantee had not yet been agreed by the date of the WIDAB 
meeting;

  b	 loan guarantee decisions at that time were not within WIDAB’s remit; 
and

  c	 the loan guarantee would be repaid at financial close, whereas the RBF 
would only become available following financial close.

	 However, we consider that WIDAB should have been made aware of the 
Welsh Government’s total potential financial support for the Project at the 
point when its views were sought.
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The £7.3 million loan guarantee
2.13	By mid-2014 the limits of HoVDC’s existing bank loan security (a loan 

secured against Mr Carrick’s home) had been reached, the CoW project 
was facing cost overruns due to delays associated with common land 
declassification, and so had  not been able to secure the necessary 
private finance. It therefore needed further funding, without which the CoW 
project would almost certainly collapse with the loss of the £2 million PDG 
that it had already received. HoVDC therefore approached the Welsh 
Government seeking additional financial support.

2.14	The Welsh Government agreed to HoVDC’s request that it should provide 
a guarantee for a £7.85 million private bank loan to HoVDC, as they 
considered this to be lower risk than providing financial support directly to 
HoVDC itself. 

2.15	The CoW project had already been unable to meet a condition attached 
to the PDG of raising private finance by 31 May 2013. Therefore, we 
consider that there was a significant likelihood from the outset that the 
loan guarantee would be called upon by the bank. This would result in the 
Welsh Government not only paying off the loan and associated interest 
but also paying the bank’s own fees and transaction charges, all without 
the bank assuming any meaningful commercial or financial risk itself in 
relation to this part of the loan. In this event the Welsh Government would, 
in effect, have provided risk-free finance to the CoW project. 

2.16	Welsh Ministers have no powers to do anything that is incompatible 
with their obligations under EU law (including State Aid rules)16. Officials 
advised that providing the loan guarantee in addition to the RBF might 
be problematic in relation to State Aid. They considered that there were 
significant risks in relation to State Aid compliance. They thought it likely 
that, if considered by the Commission or a court, the guarantees in 
particular would be very likely to be considered to be in breach of the State 
Aid rules. They were therefore unable to offer any reassurance to Ministers 
that the proposals would stand up to either judicial scrutiny or analysis by 
the European Commission.

2.17	This advice was included in a ministerial submission dated 26 June 2014, 
which requested a ministerial decision about the loan guarantee, but which 
post-dated the WIDAB review of RBF. Where officials identify that potential 
expenditure is novel, has repercussions or is contentious, the ministerial 
submission is also considered by the Welsh Government’s Corporate 
Governance Unit which must ensure that all relevant matters have been 

16	Government of Wales Act 2006, section 80 (8)
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considered before a decision is made. The ministerial submission for the 
HoVDC loan guarantee, including the full legal opinion, was referred by 
officials to the Corporate Governance Unit and approved by it on 26 June 
2014. Its approval was noted in the final submission to the Minister which 
stated: 
‘They are content that all relevant information on the outcomes of the 
project, the significant risks accruing and measures to mitigate them have 
been adequately included in the submission.’  

2.18	On 18 July 2014 the Welsh Government agreed with HoVDC to provide 
a guarantee for a private bank loan to HoVDC, rather than provide an 
equivalent level of funding support directly by alternative means. 

2.19	At that time, applications for PDG funding were not within WIDAB’s remit, 
but they now are. Loan guarantees remain outside WIDAB’s remit, but 
are reviewed by the Economy and Infrastructure Department’s senior 
management team before approval.

The Welsh Government drew on extensive advice, but gaps 
in information have created additional risks as the public 
funding commitment has increased
2.20	Following the formal case for initial financial support submitted by 

HoVDC to the Welsh Government in March 2012, the Welsh Government 
commissioned external advice which examined the CoW project’s initial 
funding model and the proposed terms of potential Welsh Government 
grant support. Further commercial finance advice was commissioned to 
inform the Welsh Government’s decision to agree RBF support. The Welsh 
Government also obtained internal and external legal advice in relation to 
its decisions to provide PDG funds, the loan guarantee and to agree RBF 
support.

2.21	The external consultants’ advice concluded that the underlying financial 
assumptions within the initial funding model were robust, although the 
model would change as private investors came on board. The consultants 
identified potential economic and social benefits to Wales, and particularly 
to areas in need of regeneration, which could arise from development of 
the overall scheme beyond the CoW project’s initial phases17.

17	The CoW project considered by the Welsh Government for initial funding consists of two 
phases. Phase one comprises acquiring land, obtaining the necessary planning consents, 
agreeing construction contracts and raising finance; Phase two comprises constructing the 
race circuit, grandstands and paddock.
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2.22	The consultants identified a series of interrelated risks associated with  
the CoW project, including18: 

  a	 raising private capital; 

  b	 the ownership of and operational structures adopted by companies 
related to HoVDC, involved with the CoW project;

  c	 the level of financial risk to public funds; 

  d	 the lengthy payback period and low rates of return to the public purse;

  e	 opportunities for disproportionate returns for companies associated with 
delivering the CoW project, in some cases regardless of investment 
performance, and for private investors; 

  f	 the lack of significant equity investment by the principal shareholders; 

  g	 the relative absence of security for public investment; and that

  h	 providing initial financial support would increase the pressure upon the 
Welsh Government to provide further support. 

2.23	However, the consultants noted that their advice was based upon 
incomplete information because the CoW project continued to evolve. 
The Welsh Government did not undertake or commission due diligence19 
reviews of the companies supplying goods and services to the CoW 
project which had existing relationships with individuals involved in 
HoVDC. Specific risks to public funds associated with these areas 
increased as the amount of financial support provided by the Welsh 
Government to the CoW project also increased.

2.24	The Welsh Government has informed us that it is now undertaking 
extensive external due diligence in relation to HoVDC’s current proposal 
to enable the CoW project to proceed, for which Welsh Government 
underwriting support is requested.

18	These risks were identified from information provided by HoVDC to support its bids for initial 
Welsh Government funding and informed decisions relating to funding provided to date. We 
have not examined information relating to the CoW project’s bids for substantive funding. 
Therefore, we cannot comment on whether these risks were subsequently mitigated in 
submissions for further funding, including the latest proposal which the Welsh Government is 
currently considering.

19	The process of knowing enough about who the Welsh Government is intending to do 
business with, including particular reference to the type of transaction and its intended 
outcome, in order to identify potential risks. Due diligence checks include reviewing the 
individuals’ backgrounds and track records, company structures, financial position, assets 
and liabilities (current and future), taxation status and any identified legal issues. Where 
Welsh public money is involved, values and principles relating to sustainability, governance 
standards and business ethics should also be considered.
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Following decisions to provide initial 
financial support to the CoW project, 
the Welsh Government did not do 
enough to manage public funds 
properly
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3.1	 Public funding to the CoW project was supposed to be safeguarded 
by security against HoVDC’s assets, and also protected by applying 
conditions relating to: 

  a	 restrictions on how funds could be used; 

  b	 targets which the CoW project needed to meet; 

  c	 requirements for managing public money; and

  d	 procedures for submitting claims and receiving payments.

Funding arrangements did not provide strong enough 
security for public money
3.2	 On 6 April 2016 because the CoW project had not yet secured the private 

investment finance necessary for phase two, HoVDC was unable to 
meet its obligations to its bank under the loan agreement guaranteed 
by the Welsh Government. HoVDC’s bank therefore wrote to the Welsh 
Government, calling in the guarantee and requesting payment. On 6 
May 2016 the Welsh Government paid £7.33 million in full settlement to 
the bank (including HoVDC’s bank charges, fees and interest payments 
totalling £0.8 million).

3.3	 HoVDC is legally liable to repay on demand this £7.33 million, plus 
additional interest and fees, to the Welsh Government. However, unless 
the CoW project secures the private investment necessary for it to 
proceed, HoVDC is unlikely to be able to repay any of it.

3.4	 It is usual for the Welsh Government to obtain security for public funds 
provided to a business against the value of that company’s assets. Welsh 
Ministers hold debenture charges over HoVDC’s assets dated 2012 
and 2014, relating to the PDG and the loan guarantee. In recognition of 
the low quality of the available collateral, interest charges were set by 
Welsh Government at 13.5%, rising to 16% on default. However, this 
arrangement has not provided the Welsh Government’s intended level of 
security for the bank guarantee because: 

  a	 HoVDC was created solely for the purposes of the CoW project and 
undertakes no other trading activities20.

20	The CoW project is HoVDC’s only project. The CoW project has received a Welsh 
Government grant and loan guarantee and has also received private bank loan finance. 
The CoW project has also secured financial support from sources which do not provide 
funds directly to HoVDC, including a UK-Government-backed investment scheme and a 
development grant provided by a motorsport body. These funders make payments directly to 
suppliers. In addition, several suppliers of services to HoVDC (including companies related 
to HoVDC) have agreed to defer receipt of payments for their services until the CoW project 
achieves financial close.
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  b	 if HoVDC had possessed sufficient funds or physical assets from which 
to meet its liabilities, then the bank would not have required the Welsh 
Government to underwrite the loan.

  c	 the value of the debenture security to the Welsh Government could 
only be realised if an insolvency were triggered and the business could 
be sold as a going concern. 

  d	 the Welsh Government’s debenture charges are subordinated to a 
charge held by HoVDC’s bank, dated 28 October 2012, covering all 
sums owed to the bank by HoVDC. Therefore, a claim by the bank 
to any assets of the company would take priority over a claim by the 
Welsh Government if the bank had been unable to recover the debt 
through other means.

3.5	 The PDG is not legally repayable unless HoVDC fails to meet the grant 
conditions. Depending on the scale of any such breach, part or all of the 
grant could be repayable.

Conditions applied to different funding streams were 
inconsistent and, where they were in place, were not  
always enforced
3.6	 The PDG agreement set out the terms and conditions under which the 

grant was made, including:

  a	 the grant amount; 

  b	 the purposes for which grant money could be used;

  c	 specific conditions applied to the grant;

  d	 areas of eligible expenditure and the maximum amounts claimable in 
each area; and

  e	 requirements for submitting claims.

3.7	 The PDG conditions included dated targets and required HoVDC to notify 
the Welsh Government whether they had been achieved. A failure by 
HoVDC to comply with the grant conditions, depending upon the severity 
of the breach could result in the Welsh Government withholding some or 
all of the grant or in a repayment of some or all money paid to that point. 
The PDG conditions required HoVDC to acquire an interest in the land by 
31 May 2013. A further condition was that no grant would be paid until the 
Welsh Government had been provided with a copy of the land purchase 
contract. This condition was included because once the land purchase 
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is completed, the Welsh Government acquires an interest in the land as 
security for its financial support. On 18 December 2012 HoVDC entered 
into a conditional sale agreement for the principal area of land required for 
the CoW project. The Welsh Government judged that this met the PDG 
condition, although HoVDC did not provide the Welsh Government with a 
copy of the full contract and a conditional purchase agreement does not in 
fact provide any security to the Welsh Government (see also paragraphs 
3.38 and 3.39). 

3.8	 The PDG conditions also required HoVDC to obtain planning permission 
for the circuit construction by 30 April 2013. In February 2013 HoVDC 
submitted an application for outline planning permission to BGCBC. The 
council granted outline permission for the CoW scheme on 25 September 
2013, subject to a condition relating to common land reclassification. The 
Deputy Minister for Farming and Food granted the subsequent application 
for common land reclassification and exchange in November 2015. 
Although the grant condition relating to planning permission was not met 
by the target date, the official with responsibility for promoting the CoW 
project within the Welsh Government has informed us that… 
‘Throughout the period in question Welsh Government officials were in 
direct dialogue with the local planning authority, Blaenau Gwent CBC, who 
confirmed that due to the complex nature of the CoW project planning 
consent was unlikely to meet our target deadline of 30 April 2013, but 
Council officers fully expected consent to be granted within 6-8 months 
of that date. With that direct confirmation from the council an unrecorded 
decision was made not to require the company to give notice of a 
notification event.’

3.9	 The Welsh Government had itself contributed to delays in obtaining 
planning permission by issuing a holding direction, preventing BGCBC 
from granting planning permission for the CoW project, pending a 
Welsh Government decision on whether to call in the application for 
determination by the Welsh Government. In August 2013 the Minister 
for Housing and Regeneration, with responsibility for planning, lifted the 
Welsh Government’s holding direction. 

3.10	The Welsh Government has discretion in relation to taking action arising 
from breaches in grant conditions. It was not therefore compelled to 
require repayment from HoVDC when it did not meet the PDG target 
date and also failed to notify the Welsh Government of this event when 
the company submitted its subsequent grant claim. However, any such 
enforcement decisions by Welsh Government officials should always be 
properly made and recorded. Proper documentation also supports the 
ability of Assembly Members to scrutinise decisions effectively and hold 
the Welsh Government to account21.

21	See also the report of the National Assembly for Wales Public Accounts Committee,  
The Regeneration Investment Fund for Wales, January 2016, pages 35 to 38.
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3.11	 The Welsh Government set targets for the CoW project to raise the 
finance necessary to proceed to phase two; construction of the circuit, 
grandstands and paddock. The PDG conditions required HoVDC to  
secure private capital funding of £155 million by 31 May 2013. HoVDC 
was unable to meet this condition (see also paragraphs 3.8 and 3.9).  
A condition of the loan guarantee agreement, which the Welsh 
Government entered into on 18 July 2014, was that the CoW project 
should raise main finance of £229 million by 31 December 2014. This was 
not achieved either and the CoW project also failed to meet subsequent 
extensions to this date. As a consequence, the bank requested repayment 
of the loan. When HoVDC was unable to repay it, because HoVDC lacked 
sufficient funds or assets to meet the debt, the bank issued a formal notice 
requiring the Welsh Government to honour its commitment under the 
guarantee to pay to the bank the full loan amount plus its fees and interest.

3.12	Commercial, private sector bodies, such as HoVDC, are not covered by 
EU procurement law22. However, they are expected to use fair and open 
practices, including competitive tendering, when letting contracts related to 
public services and public funds. Clause 18 of the PDG offer letter states 
‘You must buy all goods and services… in a competitive and sustainable 
way so as to demonstrate that you have achieved best value in the use 
of public funds.’ The Welsh Government does not have any evidence of 
HoVDC complying with this condition in relation to the £2 million PDG; 
either by these services being subjected to competition or by undertaking 
value for money comparisons. 

3.13	The Welsh Government told us that it does not seek evidence of 
compliance, as it does not enforce competitive tendering apart from where 
European funding is provided where compliance with European Union 
procurement directives is required as a condition of funding criteria. The 
Welsh Government did not stipulate any value for money requirements at 
all in the loan guarantee agreement under which the Welsh Government 
permitted payments to suppliers totalling over £6.5 million. HoVDC told 
us that ‘…the Company has followed a robust and competitive tendering 
process for the selection of its consultants, its prime contractor and its 
service providers’. 

22	To demonstrate that good value for money is achieved from public funding, where public 
bodies procure goods or services, they are required to follow EU law. EU law requires  
public bodies to advertise contracts above a certain limit in the Official Journal of the 
European Union.
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3.14	The Welsh Government and the CoW project’s developers have 
emphasised the CoW scheme’s potential contribution to job creation and 
the Welsh economy. The Welsh Government’s agreement with HoVDC 
to provide RBF applies to Project phase 2; construction of the circuit, 
grandstands and paddock. The RBF agreement specified a target date for 
the CoW project to create 304 full-time jobs at the site by 1 March 2017. 
The CoW project must provide evidence of meeting this target in order 
to receive £11.2 million of the £16 million RBF agreed. RBF conditions 
require that not less than 50% of all employment and suppliers of goods 
and services to the CoW project must be sourced from within the Welsh 
economy. No similar requirements were applied to the other £9.3 million of 
public funds provided by the Welsh Government to date, under the PDG 
and the loan guarantee agreement23. 

3.15	The loan guarantee agreement included the condition that HoVDC should 
provide audited financial statements for the period ending 31 May 2014 to 
the Welsh Government24. The PDG conditions required access to financial 
information but did not specify any requirement for external audit. The RBF 
agreement includes the requirement that the latest audited accounts are 
available before any RBF is paid25. HoVDC’s accounts for the period to  
31 May 2014 have not been audited and nor were the filed accounts to  
31 May 2015 or for the period to 31 May 201626.

The Welsh Government’s understanding of the companies 
involved in the CoW project was limited
3.16	The Welsh Government commissioned external advice to inform its 

decisions relating to initial funding. However, the due diligence undertaken 
at that time in relation to the corporate structure of companies which 
supported the CoW project (other than HoVDC itself) was limited because 
many of the companies involved were new, the full structure was not 
in place and the structure continued to change as it evolved. Structure 
diagrams and information provided to the Welsh Government at various 
times by HoVDC were inconsistent and did not accord with published 
information held at Companies House. 

23	In January 2017, press reports indicated that CoW had awarded the main construction 
contract to a Spanish company.

24	Small companies, with annual turnover less than £6.5 million, do not have to submit their 
profit and loss accounts to Companies House and are not required to be independently 
audited (an independent opinion that the company’s annual accounts and financial 
statements present a true and fair view). However, they can choose to be audited, and the 
Welsh Government can also require them to obtain audits as a condition for providing public 
funding. See also paragraph 3.19.

25	To date, none of the agreed RBF has been requested or paid.
26	Annual accounts are usually due on the anniversary of a company’s establishment. However, 

companies can change when their annual accounting period ends, subject to notification to 
Companies House.
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3.17	The application dated 13 March 2014 from CoW to the Welsh Government 
for £18 million of RBF is from Rassau Infrastructure Company Limited. The 
application form identified that the company had not been formed. To date, 
no such company has been incorporated. However, the RBF application 
submitted by Welsh Government officials to WIDAB for signoff prior to 
ministerial approval, dated 28 May 2014, incorrectly stated: 
‘The applicant is the Rassau Motorsports and Infrastructure Company Ltd, 
which is owned by the Circuit of Wales Ltd which is in turn owned by the 
Heads of the Valleys Limited Partnership, a special purpose vehicle into 
which the equity investment is drawn27.’

3.18	However, the final RBF agreement was made between the Welsh 
Government and HoVDC. The Welsh Government told us it made the 
agreement with HoVDC as this company had been incorporated and to 
avoid the need for parent company guarantees. The Welsh Government 
also told us that it is not unusual for it to receive funding applications from 
companies that have not yet been incorporated.

3.19	 In advance of funding decisions, the Welsh Government did not undertake 
or commission due diligence relating to any of the companies or 
individuals supplying services to the CoW project. These suppliers were 
the ultimate intended recipients of the public funds the Welsh Government 
would provide to HoVDC and the Welsh Government was already aware 
of potential issues (paragraphs 3.22 to 3.34). Instead, before and after 
the Welsh Government made its funding decisions, it relied solely upon 
information provided to it by HoVDC. The Welsh Government did not 
seek sufficient clarity and transparency from HoVDC regarding its related 
supplier companies, either as preconditions for providing support, or when 
approving payments relating to support which had been agreed28. The 
Cabinet Secretary for Economy and Infrastructure has since announced 
that the due diligence of the current HoVDC proposal will include analysis 
of all companies and individuals involved in the project.  The Welsh 
Government told us that, having recently changed its procedures, this 
due diligence will include related companies and individuals who stand to 
benefit financially.

3.20	We looked at accounts submitted to Companies House by HoVDC and by 
its associated companies. None of the companies involved are required 
under UK company law to be audited or to submit their profit and loss 
accounts to Companies House (see also paragraph 3.15). Therefore the 
extent of financial information available from filed accounts is limited. In 
addition, companies within HoVDC ownership structure have a variety 
of different annual accounting periods which makes external scrutiny of 

27	Rassau Motorsports and Infrastructure Company Limited is not incorporated; Heads of the 
Valleys Limited Partnership is not incorporated; Circuit of Wales Limited is incorporated but is 
dormant.

28	The National Audit Office urges adoption of ‘open-book accounting’ practices which provide 
transparency of payments, performance and profits in relation to outsourced services, as a 
fundamental condition of doing business with the public sector. [National Audit Office,  
Open-book accounting and supply-chain assurance, June 2015]
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related company accounts difficult. Various companies have provided 
goods and services to CoW ‘at risk’ to themselves on a ‘success fee’ 
basis. These companies include the main contractor, which has incurred 
‘at-risk’ costs of £8 million over five years. In many cases, accrued costs 
and fees are expected to be converted into share equity in HoVDC at 
financial close. We understand from HoVDC that services totalling  
£30 million have been provided to HoVDC on this basis. However, to  
date these services do not appear to have been disclosed in HoVDC’s 
filed accounts as contingent liabilities29.  

3.21	The PDG and loan guarantee agreement approved the use of funds 
to enable HoVDC to acquire the hosting rights for the UK round of the 
motorcycle grand prix world championship, MotoGP. On 1 April 2014 
HoVDC successfully concluded negotiations to acquire a ten-year hosting 
agreement for the UK MotoGP round. The contract is agreed between the 
rights holder and Circuit of Wales Limited, a company wholly owned by 
HoVDC. However, the Circuit of Wales Limited company accounts to  
June 2015 report that it is dormant and has no assets or liabilities (see 
also paragraph 18).

The Welsh Government permitted payments to related 
companies, including almost £1 million to Aventa, without 
sufficient evidence that services provided to the CoW 
project represented value for money
3.22	The PDG award letter identified areas of approved expenditure against 

which HoVDC could make claims up to the total of the £2 million awarded. 
The schedule of agreed expenditure included a list of suppliers from 
whom evidence of payment would be expected to support HoVDC’s 
claims for instalments of the grant, which was claimed and paid in four 
tranches totalling nearly £2 million between January 2013 and April 2014. 
The conditions stated that such evidence should be of a form deemed to 
be satisfactory by the Welsh Government, but the PDG award letter did 
not stipulate clearly what the requirements for this satisfaction were30. 
The Welsh Government told us that it does not specify the evidence of 
payments it requires to support grant claims so that it can be flexible in its 
approach to dealing with different circumstances. In this case it required, 
and received, supplier invoices and bank statements evidencing that the 
suppliers had been paid the invoiced amounts.

29	As part of our audit work, we have not sought to establish whether such fees are identified 
as debtors in suppliers’ accounts.

30	See also paragraph 3.12 in relation to value for money.
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3.23	Under the loan guarantee agreement, HoVDC submitted claims for 
payment to the Welsh Government, usually supported by suppliers’ 
invoices. The Welsh Government checked the claims and authorised the 
bank to make payments directly to HoVDC’s suppliers up to the total of  
the amount loaned by the bank to HoVDC. Between 18 July 2014 and  
14 January 2016 the Welsh Government authorised payment of 22 claims. 
Payments to suppliers made under the loan guarantee agreement totalled 
over £6.5 million, excluding payments to HoVDC’s bank. 

3.24	Many companies providing services to HoVDC have direct relationships 
with current or previous shareholders, board members and individuals 
contracted to provide services to HoVDC and Aventa. Many of these 
relationships predate Welsh Government financial support for the CoW 
project, and some are IR35 arrangements31. We have identified nine such 
relationships between individuals and companies to whom payments 
involving public funds were made (by or on behalf of HoVDC) with Welsh 
Government approval, and two further relationships whose costs were 
deemed eligible but no claims were submitted. 

3.25	We have identified that nearly half of the total value of payments to 
suppliers, excluding bank charges, made involving public funds through 
the PDG and the loan guarantee were conducted with or through related 
parties. However, invoices submitted by related companies were approved 
by the Welsh Government for payment without evidence of value for 
money. In many cases, these invoices simply represented monthly 
retainers without evidence of any actual services being delivered. The 
Welsh Government does not have any evidence of contracts for these 
services being subject to competition or of controls in operation within 
HoVDC to manage potential conflicts of interest. The Welsh Government 
has told us that:

  a	 as the contracts were already in place, the Welsh Government was 
not in a position to influence the terms on which these had been 
negotiated;

  b	 officials had satisfied themselves as to value for money at the overall 
project level, rather than at the individual service contract level; and

  c	 officials regarded CoW project progress, in terms of obtaining planning 
consent and negotiating construction contracts, to be sufficient 
evidence of services having been provided.

31	IR35 is a set of income tax and national insurance rules which govern whether responsibility 
for making payments lies with a client or a contractor. 
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3.26	Under the bank guarantee agreement, because at that time, HoVDC 
lacked other sources of funds (see also paragraph 3.2), the Welsh 
Government agreed with HoVDC to approve payment of business 
and travel expenses in advance of the costs actually being evidenced. 
HoVDC would then submit actual invoices with its next claim and the 
Welsh Government would adjust the amount then paid. Two expenses 
claims (totalling £19,000) were approved by the Welsh Government and 
paid by the bank to HoVDC before the Welsh Government cancelled the 
arrangement because HoVDC failed to provide sufficient evidence to 
support the claims.

3.27	HoVDC is not licenced by the Financial Conduct Authority (FCA) to 
undertake regulated investment fundraising, and so had to contract with 
a third party to provide that service to it. On 1 January 2012 HoVDC 
contracted with Aventa, an FCA licenced company wholly owned by 
Michael Carrick; HoVDC Chief Executive. Mr Carrick signed the contract 
between HoVDC and Aventa on behalf of both parties. This agreement 
predated any Welsh Government funding. The Welsh Government has 
no evidence that HoVDC awarded Aventa’s service contract following a 
competitive process. HoVDC told us that ‘Two corporate entities entered 
into [a] contract for services. They happen to share a common shareholder 
whose potential conflicts were disclosed.’

3.28	Under the contract with HoVDC, Aventa can provide a broad range of 
services covering all areas of HoVDC activity, not just FCA regulated 
services and fundraising, as well as for any other services subject to 
agreement by both parties. The contract is unlimited, in time and money, 
and is retrospective, permitting payments for services provided before the 
contract date. The contract requires payment of monthly fees from HoVDC 
to Aventa plus a contingent monthly fee and a bonus upon achievement 
of ‘financial close’ (CoW project finance from private investors in place). 
The contract also allows for HoVDC and Aventa to agree further, additional 
payments to Aventa. HoVDC told us that ‘…the practice of issuing retainer 
invoices for financial services of the nature provided by Aventa represents 
the normal manner of billing for these services’. 

3.29	The PDG award letter to HoVDC dated 11 October 2012 did not list 
any payments to Aventa amongst approved expenditure. The Welsh 
Government amended the schedule of approved expenditure in February 
2013 following a letter from Mr Carrick. The amended schedule of 
approved expenditure attached to his letter included £10,000 for ‘fund 
raising professional advisory fees’ which was not previously included 
within approved expenditure listed in the grant letter. Mr Carrick’s covering 
letter did not identify this proposed change or specify whether these 
payments would be to Aventa. The Welsh Government approved the 
variation and adopted the amended schedule but by this time, HoVDC had 

Pack Page 79



The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project 37

already claimed £6,873 of the £10,000. However, it had not yet been paid 
to HoVDC by the Welsh Government. Because this element of the claim 
was not supported by any invoices, the Welsh Government rejected it and 
so did not in fact pay the £6,873 which HoVDC had claimed. 

3.30	 In July 2014 during discussions between HoVDC and the Welsh 
Government prior to agreeing the loan guarantee, HoVDC sought to 
include payments to Aventa within the loan guarantee arrangement 
because HoVDC stated these were pre-existing contractual obligations 
for services necessary to deliver the CoW project. However, officials 
within ES&T were concerned that Aventa was a related company which 
they stated ‘…conducts no other business than delivery of the Circuit32.’ 
In a letter to the Welsh Government, dated 8 July 2014, HoVDC wrote to 
the Welsh Government and provided a range of assurances to officials, 
including that Michael Carrick’s ownership of Aventa had been fully 
disclosed to the HoVDC Board and that ‘…any conflicts are discussed at 
the regular Board meetings.’ In a subsequent internal Welsh Government 
note to the Additional Accounting Officer, an official stated: 
‘Following on from your briefing to the Minister last week I have been 
engaged in further dialogue with representatives [of HoVDC]… I am now 
satisfied that none of the Directors of HoVDC would personally benefit 
from these payments, consequently I am in a position to recommend that, 
subject to certain contractual controls, these payments be permitted33.’

3.31	The internal note contained no evidence to support the assertion that 
directors of HoVDC would not benefit. Furthermore, the official did not 
state directly that Mr Carrick in his capacity as owner of Aventa would 
not benefit. HoVDC told us that ‘None of the Directors of HoVDC nor 
Aventa have received any employee related income since [HoVDC] was 
incorporated’. We note that Aventa’s subsequently filed accounts show 
that between December 2013 and March 2016 Aventa made two loans to 
Mr Carrick totalling £225,000. However, this information was not publicly 
available at the time of the decision, nor was it disclosed by Aventa to the 
Welsh Government. 

3.32	The Welsh Government stipulated in the loan guarantee agreement 
that HoVDC would not make payments to Aventa without the Welsh 
Government’s prior written consent. The loan guarantee received 
ministerial approval on 1 July 2014 and was agreed between the Welsh 
Government and HoVDC on 18 July 2014. Under the loan guarantee 
agreement, between July 2014 and January 2016, the Welsh Government 
itself authorised payments totalling nearly £1 million from HoVDC’s bank 
to Aventa. Invoices submitted by Aventa to the Welsh Government for 
payment approval simply comprised monthly payments of a retainer which, 
on their own, do not provide evidence of value for money or of services 
being delivered (see also paragraph 3.28). 

32	Email, 15 July 2014
33	Email, 15 July 2014
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3.33	 In correspondence to the Auditor General in July 2016, Mr David TC 
Davies MP raised concerns that public money provided to HoVDC may 
have been used to:

  a	 pay invoices amounting to nearly £35,000 between May 2014 and  
June 2016 for gardening and landscaping services at Mr Carrick’s 
home in Cambridgeshire; and

  b	 pay invoices totalling £4,110 relating to political events between 
December 2014 and November 2015.

3.34	We established that these payments were not made by HoVDC, but 
were instead made by Aventa – a separate company wholly owned by 
the controlling shareholder and Chief Executive of HoVDC, Mr Michael 
Carrick. Given that Aventa derives income from the provision of services 
to HoVDC under contract, we are therefore satisfied that expenditure by 
Aventa itself does not constitute the use of public funds.  

The Welsh Government’s arrangements for authorising 
payments to HoVDC were insufficiently robust
3.35	We found that the Welsh Government officials who had liaised with 

the CoW project in bidding for public funds, drafted briefing notes and 
provided advice to the Minister for funding decisions also played a 
significant role in the payment authorisation process. 

3.36	The Welsh Government had put in place arrangements in ES&T whereby 
the officials involved in supporting a project were allocated a budget based 
on the funding approved by Ministers for that project. These officials would 
then check whether payment claims were in line with the anticipated 
expenditure and supported by appropriate documentation (see paragraph 
3.22). They would then pass the claim to directorate finance officers who 
would also check the claim and the budget holder’s authorisation before 
passing it for payment. 

3.37	Whilst these arrangements should create an appropriate separation 
of duties, we found that in practice they were applied inconsistently. In 
particular, the finance team (which was less familiar with the detail of the 
Project) tended to defer to the budget holder’s judgement when approving 
claims for payment.  
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3.38	 In December 2012 HoVDC submitted its first claim to the Welsh 
Government for PDG drawdown. This included a claim for payment 
of £200,000 for the conditional acquisition of the main site. To support 
the claim, HoVDC provided information from its solicitors relating to 
completion of the transaction as well as copies of the cover and signature 
sheets from a contract agreed between HoVDC and the landowner, but did 
not provide the Welsh Government with a copy of the full contract. 

3.39	The Welsh Government accepted the extracts as evidence that a 
conditional contract had been agreed and therefore that the grant 
condition relating to acquiring land was met (see also paragraph 3.7).  
On 3 January a Welsh Government official within its project team  
informed Mr Carrick:  
‘I have also been through the drawdown notice you submitted on  
17 December and note that the two items against which you are claiming 
are indeed within the eligible expenditure as set out in Schedule 1 to the 
grant offer… please confirm to me that these amounts have been released 
from the solicitors to the respective clients and the payments are wholly 
non-refundable.’ 

3.40	On 4 January 2013 HoVDC’s solicitor confirmed to the Welsh Government 
official that £100,000 had been transferred to the seller’s solicitor on  
17 December 2012 and paid to the seller but that, in accordance with the 
contract, a further £100,000 was being held by the seller’s solicitor ‘in 
escrow’ as a deposit. It is common in such transactions for a deposit to 
be held, and either paid or repaid depending upon whether or not the final 
sale is completed. Such deposits are not normally eligible for grant until 
paid to the seller. However, on 11 January, the Welsh Government official 
instructed his finance colleagues to approve payment of the full £200,000. 
This sum was paid to HoVDC on 16 January 2013, although Welsh 
Government officials had not seen the relevant parts of the conditional 
sale contract.

3.41	We note that, in contrast to the arrangement operating within ES&T which 
was applied to managing funding for the CoW project, the Wales European 
Funding Office (WEFO)34 clearly separates the duties of officials involved 
in supporting funding bids from officials involved in approving claims and 
monitoring CoW project progress.

34	WEFO is part of the Welsh Government which is responsible for administering EU funding.
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The £2 million grant included  
£0.3 million to acquire FTR, a 
motorcycle engineering company, 
which is inconsistent with the grant 
scheme’s purpose
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The Welsh Government has been unable to explain to 
our satisfaction why it approved grant funding intended 
for property development so that HoVDC could acquire a 
motorcycle engineering company
4.1	 HoVDC submitted a formal case for a £2 million PDG to the Welsh 

Government, dated 20 March 2012. The grant was intended to support 
phase one of the CoW project by contributing towards £9.715 million of 
planned expenditure by HoVDC which was deemed eligible within the 
PDG scheme. The application submission did not refer to the acquisition of 
FTR. However, a motorcycle engineering company, FTR Moto LLP, wrote 
a letter of support for the CoW project, dated 11 September 2011, stating 
willingness to consider relocation from Buckinghamshire to Ebbw Vale. 
The letter was provided to the Welsh Government by HoVDC in support of 
its case for PDG. 

4.2	 In October 2012 the Welsh Government awarded a £2 million PDG to 
HoVDC. The grant award letter from the Welsh Government to HoVDC 
dated 11 October 2012 identified ‘FTR’ under the ‘land acquisition’ heading 
within the schedule of approved expenditure. The FTR transaction took 
place on 28 September 2012, before the Welsh Government awarded the 
PDG to HoVDC. However, the grant award letter backdated the period 
covered by the grant to 1 August 2012, which was before the Minister’s 
decision on 9 August 2012 to award the grant. The submission to the 
Minister recommending that the Welsh Government should award the 
PDG to HoVDC had not mentioned approving any public funding for 
acquiring FTR (see also paragraph 2.6) and did not state that the grant 
would be backdated. 

4.3	 Notably, we found that the Welsh Government had not obtained a copy of 
the contract agreed between HoVDC and FTR’s sellers; this contract was 
instead provided to us by HoVDC. Under the terms of the contract, HoVDC 
agreed to acquire the FTR Moto brand name and the assets of FTR 
Moto LLP as well as the assets of an associated company, Fabrication 
Techniques UK Limited. HoVDC transferred these to a new company, 
which it then named FTR Moto Limited, and to which it appointed 
directors. Mr Carrick is not a director of FTR Moto Limited although it is 
wholly owned by HoVDC, in which he has a controlling interest. 

4.4	 The acquisition by HoVDC of a Buckinghamshire-based specialist 
manufacturer of racing motorcycle components is not consistent with the 
purpose of the PDG, which was to support phase one of the CoW project; 
land acquisition, obtaining the necessary planning consents, and raising 
finance. 
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4.5	 The Welsh Government has been unable to explain to our satisfaction 
how such an acquisition might contribute to the pre-construction 
planning preparations necessary for a race circuit in Ebbw Vale. The 
Welsh Government has also been unable to provide us with any 
contemporaneous documentation relating to approval of the acquisition 
within the PDG. However, we have seen an earlier draft of the grant award 
letter, dated 31 August 2012, which did not include the ‘FTR’ item. 

4.6	 Mr Carrick has explained to us that HoVDC intended to capitalise upon 
FTR’s relationships within MotoGP and ultimately to re-establish the 
business in Wales. In November 2016 he sent the Welsh Government a 
note in which he explained the rationale for the acquisition: 
‘The Heads of the Valleys Development Company acquired the assets 
and brand of Fabrication Technique Racing (FTR) in September 2012 
for approximately £300,000. This was an approved purpose under the 
WG funding agreement. A further £325,000 of private funding has been 
invested into developing and managing the business. 

	 FTR is a small UK-based precision engineering firm based in 
Buckinghamshire that designs racing bikes for Moto 2, Moto 3 and 
MotoGP. They had a winning pedigree and…. The acquisition rationale 
was:

  a	 to establish a UK racing team that would result in a Welsh rider… 
competing on a Welsh manufactured bike at a MotoGP event in Wales 
in 2014. This, it was expected, would increase the spectator attendance 
in Wales by approximately 15-20,000…	

  b	 to provide a deepening and strengthening of the relationship with [an 
automotive body – name redacted] and endorse their objective of 
establishing a MotoGP Clinic and Academy in the UK. 	

  c	 to provide a manufacturing base for bikes and race machines for 
circuits, a standardised UK series and track days. 

  d	 to participate in providing some of the more advanced precision 
engineering requirements on the circuit construction and to use the 
space-frame technology to produce track and off-track bikes and 
vehicles for academy and corporate entertainment use.	

  e	 to develop a unique Welsh branded Café Racer bike for retail sales and 
support.

  f	 to partner [a Formula One motor racing team – name redacted], to 
create an electric bike platform.’
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4.7	 None of these stated purposes align with the intended objectives of PDG 
scheme funding or correspond to the requirements of phase one of the 
CoW project, for which the Welsh Government provided the PDG.

Funding for FTR Moto Limited was written off in the HoVDC 
company accounts and then in October 2016, FTR Moto 
Limited went into administration
4.8	 HoVDC submitted its claim for payment of the first tranche of PDG to the 

Welsh Government, dated 17 December 2012, which included ‘£300,000 
acquisition price and associated transaction costs and working capital for 
FTR Moto LLP’. On 3 January the Welsh Government official responsible 
for approving HoVDC’s grant claims for payment confirmed to Mr Carrick 
that this claim was within the eligible expenditure set out in the PDG 
offer, but requested further documentation to support the claim (see also 
paragraphs 3.38 and 3.39). 

4.9	 On 10 January 2013 HoVDC provided documentation to support its 
grant claim. This comprised a copy of a transfer of £300,000 from the 
HoVDC bank account to the client account of a Milton-Keynes-based 
law firm, dated 1 October 2012, together with a copy of the solicitor’s 
completion statement, dated 3 January 2013. The Welsh Government 
correctly deducted an item identified on the completion statement as 
‘balance remitted to FTR Moto Ltd on 10 October 2012 £24,039’ because 
it represented working capital and was not eligible under the grant 
conditions. On 16 January 2013 the Welsh Government therefore paid 
£275,961 in settlement of the claim. 

4.10	HoVDC transferred some funds to FTR Moto Limited which were 
subsequently written off35. The HoVDC accounts filed at Companies 
House for the year ended 31 May 2013 identify ‘fixed asset investments’ 
of £500,001 described as ‘shares and loans to a subsidiary undertaking’. 
The HoVDC 2013-14  accounts record a loss of £356,000 by FTR Moto 
Limited. HoVDC’s 2014-15 accounts show a further loss of £57,000 and a 
loan from HoVDC to FTR of £29,149 were written off. HoVDC’s accounts 
for 2015-16 wrote off another loss of £96,000. However, FTR Moto 
Limited’s own accounts are difficult to reconcile with those of its parent 
company because the companies have different accounting periods, even 
though FTR Moto Limited has changed its accounting period several times 
since 2012, and HoVDC has also changed its accounting period. Neither 
company’s accounts are required to be audited under UK law.

35	HoVDC told us that it had funded FTR Moto from non-PDG sources to provide continuing 
support whilst decisions on the CoW project were being advanced.
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4.11	 FTR Moto Limited failed to file its own accounts for the period to  
31 December 2015 with Companies House, and so on 30 August 2016 
Companies House issued a notice of compulsory strike-off, to remove the 
company from the register of companies. The 2015 accounts were finally 
filed on 30 September 2016, showing net liabilities of £508,709. FTR Moto 
Limited went into administration on 16 October 2016.

4.12	We have seen no evidence that the Welsh Government considered 
whether HoVDC’s acquisition of FTR, using public funds, represented 
good value for money. The Welsh Government also failed to conduct any 
due diligence or any other inquiries into the financial standing of FTR. 

4.13	A Welsh Government press statement issued on 8 April 2016 in response 
to concerns raised by Mr David TC Davies MP about HoVDC’s acquisition 
of FTR Moto Ltd stated: 
‘We can confirm that no Welsh Government funds were used for the 
acquisition and ongoing running costs of FTR Moto Ltd by the HoVDC.  
Notes – The Welsh Government provided £7.35m on commercial terms 
towards the costs associated with the development of this complex 
project.’

	 The press statement is both incorrect and misleading because: 

  a	 HoVDC did not acquire ‘FTR Moto Ltd’, but instead acquired assets 
from FTR Moto LLP and Fabrication Techniques UK Limited, which 
were transferred to a new company which was then named FTR  
Moto Limited;

  b	 the Welsh Government did in fact approve PDG funding of £300,000  
for the purchase, of which £275,961 was paid to HoVDC; and

  c	 the Welsh Government had in fact provided a total of £9.33 million of 
funding to the CoW project, of which £2 million was PDG.

4.14	The Welsh Government has explained to us that these errors arose within 
the team responsible, which had only checked against the £7.33 million 
loan guarantee expenditure, forgetting about the £2 million PDG.  
We find these errors surprising, given that this team was also directly 
involved in: 

  a	 agreeing the FTR acquisition as eligible expenditure within the PDG 
grant award; and

  b	 reviewing claims under the PDG grant expenditure schedule which 
included FTR Moto.
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Appendix 1 - Our audit approach  
and methods

Scope

In July 2013 an Assembly Member wrote to the Auditor General about the CoW 
project, expressing concerns about the race circuit’s commercial viability, the 
thoroughness of the Welsh Government’s due diligence, and the wisdom of 
public investment in the CoW project. The Welsh Government told us that it 
had already awarded a £2 million grant but would thoroughly review any further 
proposal from HoVDC before committing more funds to the CoW project’s 
construction phase. At that time, the Welsh Government anticipated that any 
such support, if agreed, would amount to around £30 million. The Auditor 
General responded to the Assembly Member that he would maintain a close 
watching brief and may decide to undertake detailed audit work if further public 
funds were committed to the CoW project. 

In July 2016 Mr David TC Davies MP wrote to the Auditor General raising 
concerns about how public funds provided by the Welsh Government to the 
CoW project may have been used (see Appendix 4). In particular, payments 
made by HoVDC relating to:

•	 invoices for gardening and landscaping services at Mr Michael Carrick 
(HoVDC Chief Executive)’s home in Cambridgeshire amounting to nearly 
£35,000 between May 2014 and June 2016;

•	 transfers of money amounting to £969,000 from HoVDC to Aventa, a 
company wholly owned by Mr Carrick which provides services to HoVDC; 

•	 the purchase of FTR Moto Limited, a Buckinghamshire-based specialist 
manufacturer of racing motorcycle components, acquired by HoVDC in 
September 2012 with Welsh Government grant funding of £275,961;

•	 whether invoices to Aventa totalling £4,110 relating to political events 
between December 2014 and November 2015 were paid with public funds 
provided by the Welsh Government to HoVDC; and

•	 whether public funds had been used in the acquisition by HoVDC or other 
company or companies controlled by Mr Carrick, of the hosting rights for the 
British round of the MotoGP motorcycle world championship.
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In August 2016 on behalf of the Auditor General, we began looking into Mr 
Davies’ concerns and in October 2016 the Auditor General announced that we 
would be extending our audit review beyond these concerns to also examine 
further aspects of the Welsh Government’s funding for the CoW project. We 
have focused our audit review upon how well the Welsh Government has:

•	 made decisions to provide initial financial support to the CoW project;

•	 managed risks by applying conditions under which public funds were 
provided to the CoW project; and

•	 assured itself that funds it provided were being used for the purposes it 
intended.

We have not: 

•	 reviewed in detail how public money provided to the CoW project was 
actually used;

•	 examined directly the conduct of individuals or entities connected with the 
CoW project;

•	 reviewed the acquisition by Circuit of Wales Limited (a dormant company 
wholly owned by HoVDC) of a ten-year agreement for MotoGP hosting rights 
on 1 April 2014;

•	 reviewed staging the British rounds of the MotoGP championship at 
Silverstone in 2015 and 2016, which generated financial losses for the 
HoVDC group of companies; 

•	 examined the viability of the business cases for the race circuit or for 
the CoW scheme36 or tested claims made by HoVDC about job creation, 
economic activity or wider social benefits arising from the overall scheme; 

•	 evaluated reviews of the CoW project’s business case commissioned by the 
Welsh Government, or the value for money of external advice procured by 
the Welsh Government37; or

•	 assessed the merits of providing further publicly funded support to the  
CoW project.

36	We have reviewed the Welsh Government’s consideration of information provided by HoVDC 
which supported its bids for initial funding, but we have not evaluated the information itself. 

37	Up to May 2016 these costs amounted to £393,000, excluding time costs relating to the 
Welsh Government’s internal services. Fees associated with the loan guarantee provided by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC are recoverable on demand from HoVDC, along with the 
£7.35 million the Welsh Government paid to the HoVDC’s bank.
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Methods

In undertaking the review we gathered and reviewed documentary evidence 
from the Welsh Government and from public sources such as Companies 
House. We also met with and reviewed certain information provided to us by  
Mr David TC Davies MP. 

We have met Welsh Government officials and also have met key individuals 
from the CoW project to put questions to them.

We have provided the opportunity to the Welsh Government and to CoW for 
them to provide comments on our report prior to publication, in relation to factual 
accuracy, completeness and balance. 

Our published report sets out the underlying facts, the Auditor General’s 
conclusions and his specific recommendations to the Welsh Government, for 
consideration by the Public Accounts Committee of the National Assembly.
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Appendix 2 - Glossary of terms and 
abbreviations

Aventa Aventa Capital Partners Limited, a company wholly 
owned by HoVDC Chief Executive Michael Carrick, 
contracted by HoVDC to raise private investment funds 
for the CoW project.

Circuit of 
Wales Limited

A dormant company wholly owned by HoVDC. On 1 April 
2014 Circuit of Wales Limited secured a ten-year lease 
for hosting MotoGP motorcycle world championship 
races in the UK. 

Common land The common land upon which the CoW racing circuit 
is planned was land upon which development was 
strictly controlled and over which people other than the 
landowner held rights, such as livestock grazing. To 
permit development, in November 2015, the Deputy 
Minister for Farming and Food granted HoVDC’s 
application for declassifying and exchanging common 
land.

CoW The Circuit of Wales racetrack. 

CoW project 
(the Project)

The initial two phases of the CoW scheme, to which the 
Welsh Government has provided support. To date the 
Welsh Government has provided support for phase one 
and has agreed RBF for phase two of the CoW project. 

CoW scheme The developers’ overall intentions beyond the CoW 
project for further development on the site, including 
an automotive technology business park and leisure 
facilities, for which the developers are likely to request 
further public funding. The potential economic and wider 
social benefits arise mainly from these further, longer-
term developments; rather than from constructing and 
operating the race circuit itself. 

Due diligence The process of knowing enough about who the Welsh 
Government intends to do business with in order to 
identify potential risks; including particular reference to 
the type of transaction and its intended outcome. 
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ES&T The Welsh Government’s Department of Economy, 
Science and Transport which liaised with HoVDC about 
Welsh Government support and also managed claims 
and approved payments. (Now the Economy and 
Infrastructure Department.)

FCA The Financial Conduct Authority; the licensing and 
regulatory body for the financial services industry. 
HoVDC pays Aventa for FCA regulated services under a 
service contract.

Financial 
close

A complex series of coordinated interdependent 
transactions enabling the CoW project to advance from 
phase one to phase two with private investment, land 
ownership and public finance commitments in place.

FTR HoVDC acquired the assets and trading names of FTR 
Moto LLP and Fabrication Techniques UK Ltd and 
transferred them to a new company which it named FTR 
Moto Ltd.

HoVDC Heads of the Valleys Development Company Limited, the 
company established by the developers to manage the 
CoW project’s initial phases.

IR35 A set of income tax and national insurance rules, which 
govern whether responsibility for making payments lies 
with a client or a contractor.

Loan 
guarantee 
agreement

A Welsh Government guarantee agreed on 18 July 
2014 whereby if HoVDC were unable to repay a bank 
loan the Welsh Government would meet the full costs. 
When HoVDC were unable to repay the loan, the Welsh 
Government paid the bank £7.334 million in May 2016. 
HoVDC is liable for repaying this sum, plus interest and 
fees, to the Welsh Government. 
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Payment 
claims

Requests from HoVDC to the Welsh Government to 
approve sums for payment. Under the PDG agreement 
HoVDC claimed reimbursement from the Welsh 
Government for payments HoVDC had itself already 
made to suppliers. The Welsh Government paid HoVDC 
£1,999,870 in four tranches between January 2013 and 
April 2014.
Under the loan guarantee agreement, HoVDC submitted 
batches of payment requests to the Welsh Government 
for checking. The Welsh Government would then 
authorise HoVDC’s bank to make payments directly 
to suppliers, up to the agreed total loan amount. 
Between 18 July 2014 and 14 January 2016 the Welsh 
Government authorised 22 payment claims.

PDG £2 million awarded to HoVDC by the Welsh Government 
for phase one of the CoW project, of which the Welsh 
Government paid HoVDC £1,999,870. The PDG is not 
repayable unless HoVDC has failed to meet the grant 
conditions. Depending on the scale of the breach, part or 
all of the grant may be repayable.

PDG scheme The funding scheme intended to create jobs by 
supporting costs associated with developing employment 
land and business premises; under which the Welsh 
Government provided a £2 million grant to HoVDC for 
CoW project phase one.

Phase one The first phase of the CoW project involving securing 
land options, planning consents, construction contracts 
and finance necessary to proceed to phase two.

Phase two The second phase of the CoW project, involving actual 
construction of the race circuit, grandstands and 
paddock. The investment necessary for phase two is 
£430 million.
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RBF Repayable Business Finance; a £16 million approved 
loan from the Welsh Government to HoVDC. To date 
no money has been requested or provided because the 
CoW project has not yet fulfilled the conditions in the 
RBF offer, dated 30 June 2014 and which expires on  
31 March 2018.

State Aid Public support to businesses may constitute  
anti-competitive State Aid, which, if particular conditions 
are met, can be judged by the European Commission  
to be unlawful.

Underwriting Welsh Government guarantees address the scarcity 
of long-term debt funding available from financial 
markets for large capital projects. They transfer risk 
to the Welsh Government for the amount guaranteed, 
thereby reducing the overall risk to private sector 
lenders and investors, encouraging them to accept lower 
rates of interest and smaller dividend payments from 
HoVDC. This would increase the effective rate of return 
(profit) available to the developers and so the Welsh 
Government charges an equivalent commercial fee for 
providing such guarantees.

WEFO The Wales European Funding Office; part of the Welsh 
Government responsible for administering European 
Union funding within Wales.

WIDAB The Wales Industrial Development Advisory Board; an 
advisory board within the Welsh Government, which 
makes recommendations to the Minister about whether 
projects should be supported.
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Appendix 3 - Timeline of key events

2013

2013

July

2013January

2012

2012

January

2011June

2012

The HoVDC was incorporated;
its Chief Executive and main
shareholder is Mr Michael Carrick.

March

HoVDC submitted a business case to 
the Welsh Government for financial 
support for the CoW scheme. At this 
time, HoVDC anticipated construction 
work would start in April 2013; and to be 
able to stage the 2015 MotoGP race on 
the completed circuit.

2012October

The Welsh Government awarded  
£2 million PDG to HoVDC to support 
phase one of the CoW project; 
backdated to August 2012 and 
including up to £0.3 million for 
acquiring FTR. At that time, the 
Welsh Government expected the 
potential public funding commitment 
necessary to complete the circuit’s 
construction to be £30 million.

September

HoVDC acquired the assets and trading 
name of a Buckinghamshire-based 

motorcycle engineering company, and 
transferred them to a new company 

which it named FTR Moto Limited.

2012 December

HoVDC entered into a conditional sale 
contract to purchase common land on 
which the circuit will be constructed if 

the CoW project goes ahead.

2013 February

HoVDC submitted an application for 
outline planning permission to 

BGCBC for construction of the CoW 
scheme, comprising a motorsports 

facility including the race circuit, 
motorsport technology business park, 

hotels, leisure facilities and a solar 
energy generation park.

2014 March

2013 September

2013 August

HoVDC submitted an application to the 
Welsh Government for an RBF loan to 

support phase two of the CoW project.

2014 June

Following a WIDAB meeting on 3 June, 
the Welsh Government wrote to 

HoVDC offering £16 million of RBF to 
support phase two, the CoW project’s 

construction, subject to the CoW project 
meeting certain conditions. No money has 

been requested or paid to date and the 
offer expires in March 2018.

An inquiry requested by the First Minister 
found that The Minister for Natural 

Resources and Food had breached the 
Ministerial Code by not distinguishing 

sufficiently between his roles as the 
Minister responsible for Natural Resources 

Wales and as the Assembly Member for 
Blaenau Gwent, in his communications 

with Natural Resources Wales about the 
environmental impact of the CoW.

BGCBC granted outline planning 
permission for the CoW scheme. 

A condition attached to the consent 
required the common land, on which the 

circuit is planned, to be declassified.

The Minister for Housing and 
Regeneration, with responsibility for 

planning, lifted the Welsh Government’s 
holding direction, which had prevented 

BGCBC from granting planning 
permission for the CoW project.

December

An Assembly Member wrote to the 
Auditor General expressing concerns 
about the CoWs commercial viability, 
the thoroughness of the Welsh 
Government’s due diligence, and the 
wisdom of public investment. The 
Auditor General responded that he 
would maintain a close watching brief 
and may undertake detailed audit work 
if further public funds were committed 
to constructing the CoW.

2013

First of four payments of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC, 
claiming nearly £0.5 million for a 
conditional agreement to purchase 
land for the main site and for the 
acquisition of FTR. 

The CoW project applied for common 
land on which the circuit construction 
is planned to be declassified and for 
replacement land to be classified as 
common land instead.

HoVDC agreed a service contract with 
Aventa, which is wholly owned by 

Mr Michael Carrick, who signed the 
contract on behalf of both parties. 

The contract provides HoVDC to pay 
Aventa monthly fees plus a contingent 

monthly fee and a bonus if the CoW 
project achieves ‘financial close’ (an 

investment package in place). 

2014April

Fourth and final payment of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC. The 
four payments totalled £1,999,870.
Circuit of Wales Limited, a dormant 
company wholly owned by HoVDC, 
secured a ten-year lease of the 
hosting rights for MotoGP in the UK. 

2014July

The Welsh Government agreed to 
guarantee a bank loan to enable 
HoVDC to pay suppliers, many of which 
are related companies; including Aventa, 
which is wholly owned by Mr Carrick. 

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from 
HoVDC of the bank loan which the Welsh 
Government had guaranteed. HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan.

The Welsh Government refused to 
underwrite £357 million of private 
investment in constructing the CoW, 
which involved a lease agreement for 
the completed circuit.

2222000011113333

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from

2016April

2013

The Welsh Government refused a 
revised request from HoVDC to 
underwrite £234 million of private 
investment for constructing the CoW. 
Mr David TC Davies MP wrote to the 
Auditor General and to the Chair of the 
National Assembly Public Accounts 
Committee to raise concerns about how 
public funds provided to the CoW 
project may have been used. 

2222000011113333

The Welsh Government refused a

2016July

20132015November

The Deputy Minister for Farming and 
Food granted HoVDC’s application for 
declassifying and exchanging common 
land, following a public inquiry. 

201322220000111133332014December

The Welsh Government responded 
negatively to an initial inquiry from 
BGCBC about w\hether the Welsh 
Government would consider 
underwriting a £40 million loan 
from BGCBC to the CoW project.

2016 August

The Auditor General replied to Mr David 
TC Davies MP to inform him that the 
Wales Audit Office would undertake 
audit work in response to his letter.

The Welsh Government undertook an 
internal assurance and governance 

review of decision-making processes 
in response to the MP’s concerns. It 

concluded that: In the main, its internal 
controls were sound; but identified 
weaknesses in how it had ensured 

that funds were used for the intended 
purposes; and a lack of evidence that 

it had sought assurance of effective 
controls to manage relationships in 

which there may be conflicts of interest. 

2017 January

The Welsh Government gave 
HoVDC a two-week deadline to 

provide a viable proposal for 
the Welsh Government to 

consider supporting.

2016 January

2015 August

The Welsh Government approved the last 
of 22 payment claims made by HOVDC 

under the loan guarantee agreement. 
Under this arrangement, the Welsh 

Government approved over £6.5 million 
of payments to HoVDC suppliers 

(excluding HoVDC’s bank), many of 
which were to related companies, 

including nearly £1 million to Aventa. 

2016 May

The Welsh Government paid HoVDC’s 
bank £7.335 million under a loan 

guarantee agreement because HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan. The full 
amount plus additional costs, interest 

and charges is repayable by HoVDC to 
the Welsh Government on demand.

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 

by the companies associated with 
HoVDC at Silverstone. 

2013

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 
by companies associated with HoVDC 
at Silverstone. 

2222000011113333

The UK round of the MotoGP world

2016September

2013

FTR Moto Ltd, which is wholly owned by 
HoVDC and which was acquired with 
Welsh Government grant funding of 
£0.276 million, went into administration 
with debts of £0.5 million.

2222000011113333

FTR Moto Ltd which is wholly owned by

2016October

2013

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to 
the Welsh Government. HoVDC 
considers it meets the 50% private 
finance investment level stipulated by 
the Welsh Government. Total funding 
required for phase two stands at £430 
million and HoVDC has asked the Welsh 
Government to underwrite £210 million 
of this private sector investment (48.8%) 
once the circuit’s construction is 
completed.

2222000011113333

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to

2017February

Pack Page 96



The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project54

2013

2013

July

2013January

2012

2012

January

2011June

2012

The HoVDC was incorporated;
its Chief Executive and main
shareholder is Mr Michael Carrick.

March

HoVDC submitted a business case to 
the Welsh Government for financial 
support for the CoW scheme. At this 
time, HoVDC anticipated construction 
work would start in April 2013; and to be 
able to stage the 2015 MotoGP race on 
the completed circuit.

2012October

The Welsh Government awarded  
£2 million PDG to HoVDC to support 
phase one of the CoW project; 
backdated to August 2012 and 
including up to £0.3 million for 
acquiring FTR. At that time, the 
Welsh Government expected the 
potential public funding commitment 
necessary to complete the circuit’s 
construction to be £30 million.

September

HoVDC acquired the assets and trading 
name of a Buckinghamshire-based 

motorcycle engineering company, and 
transferred them to a new company 

which it named FTR Moto Limited.

2012 December

HoVDC entered into a conditional sale 
contract to purchase common land on 
which the circuit will be constructed if 

the CoW project goes ahead.

2013 February

HoVDC submitted an application for 
outline planning permission to 

BGCBC for construction of the CoW 
scheme, comprising a motorsports 

facility including the race circuit, 
motorsport technology business park, 

hotels, leisure facilities and a solar 
energy generation park.

2014 March

2013 September

2013 August

HoVDC submitted an application to the 
Welsh Government for an RBF loan to 

support phase two of the CoW project.

2014 June

Following a WIDAB meeting on 3 June, 
the Welsh Government wrote to 

HoVDC offering £16 million of RBF to 
support phase two, the CoW project’s 

construction, subject to the CoW project 
meeting certain conditions. No money has 

been requested or paid to date and the 
offer expires in March 2018.

An inquiry requested by the First Minister 
found that The Minister for Natural 

Resources and Food had breached the 
Ministerial Code by not distinguishing 

sufficiently between his roles as the 
Minister responsible for Natural Resources 

Wales and as the Assembly Member for 
Blaenau Gwent, in his communications 

with Natural Resources Wales about the 
environmental impact of the CoW.

BGCBC granted outline planning 
permission for the CoW scheme. 

A condition attached to the consent 
required the common land, on which the 

circuit is planned, to be declassified.

The Minister for Housing and 
Regeneration, with responsibility for 

planning, lifted the Welsh Government’s 
holding direction, which had prevented 

BGCBC from granting planning 
permission for the CoW project.

December

An Assembly Member wrote to the 
Auditor General expressing concerns 
about the CoWs commercial viability, 
the thoroughness of the Welsh 
Government’s due diligence, and the 
wisdom of public investment. The 
Auditor General responded that he 
would maintain a close watching brief 
and may undertake detailed audit work 
if further public funds were committed 
to constructing the CoW.

2013

First of four payments of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC, 
claiming nearly £0.5 million for a 
conditional agreement to purchase 
land for the main site and for the 
acquisition of FTR. 

The CoW project applied for common 
land on which the circuit construction 
is planned to be declassified and for 
replacement land to be classified as 
common land instead.

HoVDC agreed a service contract with 
Aventa, which is wholly owned by 

Mr Michael Carrick, who signed the 
contract on behalf of both parties. 

The contract provides HoVDC to pay 
Aventa monthly fees plus a contingent 

monthly fee and a bonus if the CoW 
project achieves ‘financial close’ (an 

investment package in place). 

2014April

Fourth and final payment of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC. The 
four payments totalled £1,999,870.
Circuit of Wales Limited, a dormant 
company wholly owned by HoVDC, 
secured a ten-year lease of the 
hosting rights for MotoGP in the UK. 

2014July

The Welsh Government agreed to 
guarantee a bank loan to enable 
HoVDC to pay suppliers, many of which 
are related companies; including Aventa, 
which is wholly owned by Mr Carrick. 

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from 
HoVDC of the bank loan which the Welsh 
Government had guaranteed. HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan.

The Welsh Government refused to 
underwrite £357 million of private 
investment in constructing the CoW, 
which involved a lease agreement for 
the completed circuit.

2222000011113333

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from

2016April

2013

The Welsh Government refused a 
revised request from HoVDC to 
underwrite £234 million of private 
investment for constructing the CoW. 
Mr David TC Davies MP wrote to the 
Auditor General and to the Chair of the 
National Assembly Public Accounts 
Committee to raise concerns about how 
public funds provided to the CoW 
project may have been used. 

2222000011113333

The Welsh Government refused a

2016July

20132015November

The Deputy Minister for Farming and 
Food granted HoVDC’s application for 
declassifying and exchanging common 
land, following a public inquiry. 

201322220000111133332014December

The Welsh Government responded 
negatively to an initial inquiry from 
BGCBC about w\hether the Welsh 
Government would consider 
underwriting a £40 million loan 
from BGCBC to the CoW project.

2016 August

The Auditor General replied to Mr David 
TC Davies MP to inform him that the 
Wales Audit Office would undertake 
audit work in response to his letter.

The Welsh Government undertook an 
internal assurance and governance 

review of decision-making processes 
in response to the MP’s concerns. It 

concluded that: In the main, its internal 
controls were sound; but identified 
weaknesses in how it had ensured 

that funds were used for the intended 
purposes; and a lack of evidence that 

it had sought assurance of effective 
controls to manage relationships in 

which there may be conflicts of interest. 

2017 January

The Welsh Government gave 
HoVDC a two-week deadline to 

provide a viable proposal for 
the Welsh Government to 

consider supporting.

2016 January

2015 August

The Welsh Government approved the last 
of 22 payment claims made by HOVDC 

under the loan guarantee agreement. 
Under this arrangement, the Welsh 

Government approved over £6.5 million 
of payments to HoVDC suppliers 

(excluding HoVDC’s bank), many of 
which were to related companies, 

including nearly £1 million to Aventa. 

2016 May

The Welsh Government paid HoVDC’s 
bank £7.335 million under a loan 

guarantee agreement because HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan. The full 
amount plus additional costs, interest 

and charges is repayable by HoVDC to 
the Welsh Government on demand.

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 

by the companies associated with 
HoVDC at Silverstone. 

2013

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 
by companies associated with HoVDC 
at Silverstone. 

2222000011113333

The UK round of the MotoGP world

2016September

2013

FTR Moto Ltd, which is wholly owned by 
HoVDC and which was acquired with 
Welsh Government grant funding of 
£0.276 million, went into administration 
with debts of £0.5 million.

2222000011113333

FTR Moto Ltd which is wholly owned by

2016October

2013

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to 
the Welsh Government. HoVDC 
considers it meets the 50% private 
finance investment level stipulated by 
the Welsh Government. Total funding 
required for phase two stands at £430 
million and HoVDC has asked the Welsh 
Government to underwrite £210 million 
of this private sector investment (48.8%) 
once the circuit’s construction is 
completed.

2222000011113333

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to

2017February
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2013

2013

July

2013January

2012

2012

January

2011June

2012

The HoVDC was incorporated;
its Chief Executive and main
shareholder is Mr Michael Carrick.

March

HoVDC submitted a business case to 
the Welsh Government for financial 
support for the CoW scheme. At this 
time, HoVDC anticipated construction 
work would start in April 2013; and to be 
able to stage the 2015 MotoGP race on 
the completed circuit.

2012October

The Welsh Government awarded  
£2 million PDG to HoVDC to support 
phase one of the CoW project; 
backdated to August 2012 and 
including up to £0.3 million for 
acquiring FTR. At that time, the 
Welsh Government expected the 
potential public funding commitment 
necessary to complete the circuit’s 
construction to be £30 million.

September

HoVDC acquired the assets and trading 
name of a Buckinghamshire-based 

motorcycle engineering company, and 
transferred them to a new company 

which it named FTR Moto Limited.

2012 December

HoVDC entered into a conditional sale 
contract to purchase common land on 
which the circuit will be constructed if 

the CoW project goes ahead.

2013 February

HoVDC submitted an application for 
outline planning permission to 

BGCBC for construction of the CoW 
scheme, comprising a motorsports 

facility including the race circuit, 
motorsport technology business park, 

hotels, leisure facilities and a solar 
energy generation park.

2014 March

2013 September

2013 August

HoVDC submitted an application to the 
Welsh Government for an RBF loan to 

support phase two of the CoW project.

2014 June

Following a WIDAB meeting on 3 June, 
the Welsh Government wrote to 

HoVDC offering £16 million of RBF to 
support phase two, the CoW project’s 

construction, subject to the CoW project 
meeting certain conditions. No money has 

been requested or paid to date and the 
offer expires in March 2018.

An inquiry requested by the First Minister 
found that The Minister for Natural 

Resources and Food had breached the 
Ministerial Code by not distinguishing 

sufficiently between his roles as the 
Minister responsible for Natural Resources 

Wales and as the Assembly Member for 
Blaenau Gwent, in his communications 

with Natural Resources Wales about the 
environmental impact of the CoW.

BGCBC granted outline planning 
permission for the CoW scheme. 

A condition attached to the consent 
required the common land, on which the 

circuit is planned, to be declassified.

The Minister for Housing and 
Regeneration, with responsibility for 

planning, lifted the Welsh Government’s 
holding direction, which had prevented 

BGCBC from granting planning 
permission for the CoW project.

December

An Assembly Member wrote to the 
Auditor General expressing concerns 
about the CoWs commercial viability, 
the thoroughness of the Welsh 
Government’s due diligence, and the 
wisdom of public investment. The 
Auditor General responded that he 
would maintain a close watching brief 
and may undertake detailed audit work 
if further public funds were committed 
to constructing the CoW.

2013

First of four payments of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC, 
claiming nearly £0.5 million for a 
conditional agreement to purchase 
land for the main site and for the 
acquisition of FTR. 

The CoW project applied for common 
land on which the circuit construction 
is planned to be declassified and for 
replacement land to be classified as 
common land instead.

HoVDC agreed a service contract with 
Aventa, which is wholly owned by 

Mr Michael Carrick, who signed the 
contract on behalf of both parties. 

The contract provides HoVDC to pay 
Aventa monthly fees plus a contingent 

monthly fee and a bonus if the CoW 
project achieves ‘financial close’ (an 

investment package in place). 

2014April

Fourth and final payment of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC. The 
four payments totalled £1,999,870.
Circuit of Wales Limited, a dormant 
company wholly owned by HoVDC, 
secured a ten-year lease of the 
hosting rights for MotoGP in the UK. 

2014July

The Welsh Government agreed to 
guarantee a bank loan to enable 
HoVDC to pay suppliers, many of which 
are related companies; including Aventa, 
which is wholly owned by Mr Carrick. 

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from 
HoVDC of the bank loan which the Welsh 
Government had guaranteed. HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan.

The Welsh Government refused to 
underwrite £357 million of private 
investment in constructing the CoW, 
which involved a lease agreement for 
the completed circuit.

2222000011113333

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from

2016April

2013

The Welsh Government refused a 
revised request from HoVDC to 
underwrite £234 million of private 
investment for constructing the CoW. 
Mr David TC Davies MP wrote to the 
Auditor General and to the Chair of the 
National Assembly Public Accounts 
Committee to raise concerns about how 
public funds provided to the CoW 
project may have been used. 

2222000011113333

The Welsh Government refused a

2016July

20132015November

The Deputy Minister for Farming and 
Food granted HoVDC’s application for 
declassifying and exchanging common 
land, following a public inquiry. 

201322220000111133332014December

The Welsh Government responded 
negatively to an initial inquiry from 
BGCBC about w\hether the Welsh 
Government would consider 
underwriting a £40 million loan 
from BGCBC to the CoW project.

2016 August

The Auditor General replied to Mr David 
TC Davies MP to inform him that the 
Wales Audit Office would undertake 
audit work in response to his letter.

The Welsh Government undertook an 
internal assurance and governance 

review of decision-making processes 
in response to the MP’s concerns. It 

concluded that: In the main, its internal 
controls were sound; but identified 
weaknesses in how it had ensured 

that funds were used for the intended 
purposes; and a lack of evidence that 

it had sought assurance of effective 
controls to manage relationships in 

which there may be conflicts of interest. 

2017 January

The Welsh Government gave 
HoVDC a two-week deadline to 

provide a viable proposal for 
the Welsh Government to 

consider supporting.

2016 January

2015 August

The Welsh Government approved the last 
of 22 payment claims made by HOVDC 

under the loan guarantee agreement. 
Under this arrangement, the Welsh 

Government approved over £6.5 million 
of payments to HoVDC suppliers 

(excluding HoVDC’s bank), many of 
which were to related companies, 

including nearly £1 million to Aventa. 

2016 May

The Welsh Government paid HoVDC’s 
bank £7.335 million under a loan 

guarantee agreement because HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan. The full 
amount plus additional costs, interest 

and charges is repayable by HoVDC to 
the Welsh Government on demand.

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 

by the companies associated with 
HoVDC at Silverstone. 

2013

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 
by companies associated with HoVDC 
at Silverstone. 

2222000011113333

The UK round of the MotoGP world

2016September

2013

FTR Moto Ltd, which is wholly owned by 
HoVDC and which was acquired with 
Welsh Government grant funding of 
£0.276 million, went into administration 
with debts of £0.5 million.

2222000011113333

FTR Moto Ltd which is wholly owned by

2016October

2013

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to 
the Welsh Government. HoVDC 
considers it meets the 50% private 
finance investment level stipulated by 
the Welsh Government. Total funding 
required for phase two stands at £430 
million and HoVDC has asked the Welsh 
Government to underwrite £210 million 
of this private sector investment (48.8%) 
once the circuit’s construction is 
completed.

2222000011113333

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to

2017February
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2013

2013

July

2013January

2012

2012

January

2011June

2012

The HoVDC was incorporated;
its Chief Executive and main
shareholder is Mr Michael Carrick.

March

HoVDC submitted a business case to 
the Welsh Government for financial 
support for the CoW scheme. At this 
time, HoVDC anticipated construction 
work would start in April 2013; and to be 
able to stage the 2015 MotoGP race on 
the completed circuit.

2012October

The Welsh Government awarded  
£2 million PDG to HoVDC to support 
phase one of the CoW project; 
backdated to August 2012 and 
including up to £0.3 million for 
acquiring FTR. At that time, the 
Welsh Government expected the 
potential public funding commitment 
necessary to complete the circuit’s 
construction to be £30 million.

September

HoVDC acquired the assets and trading 
name of a Buckinghamshire-based 

motorcycle engineering company, and 
transferred them to a new company 

which it named FTR Moto Limited.

2012 December

HoVDC entered into a conditional sale 
contract to purchase common land on 
which the circuit will be constructed if 

the CoW project goes ahead.

2013 February

HoVDC submitted an application for 
outline planning permission to 

BGCBC for construction of the CoW 
scheme, comprising a motorsports 

facility including the race circuit, 
motorsport technology business park, 

hotels, leisure facilities and a solar 
energy generation park.

2014 March

2013 September

2013 August

HoVDC submitted an application to the 
Welsh Government for an RBF loan to 

support phase two of the CoW project.

2014 June

Following a WIDAB meeting on 3 June, 
the Welsh Government wrote to 

HoVDC offering £16 million of RBF to 
support phase two, the CoW project’s 

construction, subject to the CoW project 
meeting certain conditions. No money has 

been requested or paid to date and the 
offer expires in March 2018.

An inquiry requested by the First Minister 
found that The Minister for Natural 

Resources and Food had breached the 
Ministerial Code by not distinguishing 

sufficiently between his roles as the 
Minister responsible for Natural Resources 

Wales and as the Assembly Member for 
Blaenau Gwent, in his communications 

with Natural Resources Wales about the 
environmental impact of the CoW.

BGCBC granted outline planning 
permission for the CoW scheme. 

A condition attached to the consent 
required the common land, on which the 

circuit is planned, to be declassified.

The Minister for Housing and 
Regeneration, with responsibility for 

planning, lifted the Welsh Government’s 
holding direction, which had prevented 

BGCBC from granting planning 
permission for the CoW project.

December

An Assembly Member wrote to the 
Auditor General expressing concerns 
about the CoWs commercial viability, 
the thoroughness of the Welsh 
Government’s due diligence, and the 
wisdom of public investment. The 
Auditor General responded that he 
would maintain a close watching brief 
and may undertake detailed audit work 
if further public funds were committed 
to constructing the CoW.

2013

First of four payments of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC, 
claiming nearly £0.5 million for a 
conditional agreement to purchase 
land for the main site and for the 
acquisition of FTR. 

The CoW project applied for common 
land on which the circuit construction 
is planned to be declassified and for 
replacement land to be classified as 
common land instead.

HoVDC agreed a service contract with 
Aventa, which is wholly owned by 

Mr Michael Carrick, who signed the 
contract on behalf of both parties. 

The contract provides HoVDC to pay 
Aventa monthly fees plus a contingent 

monthly fee and a bonus if the CoW 
project achieves ‘financial close’ (an 

investment package in place). 

2014April

Fourth and final payment of PDG by 
the Welsh Government to HoVDC. The 
four payments totalled £1,999,870.
Circuit of Wales Limited, a dormant 
company wholly owned by HoVDC, 
secured a ten-year lease of the 
hosting rights for MotoGP in the UK. 

2014July

The Welsh Government agreed to 
guarantee a bank loan to enable 
HoVDC to pay suppliers, many of which 
are related companies; including Aventa, 
which is wholly owned by Mr Carrick. 

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from 
HoVDC of the bank loan which the Welsh 
Government had guaranteed. HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan.

The Welsh Government refused to 
underwrite £357 million of private 
investment in constructing the CoW, 
which involved a lease agreement for 
the completed circuit.

2222000011113333

HoVDC’s bank requested repayment from

2016April

2013

The Welsh Government refused a 
revised request from HoVDC to 
underwrite £234 million of private 
investment for constructing the CoW. 
Mr David TC Davies MP wrote to the 
Auditor General and to the Chair of the 
National Assembly Public Accounts 
Committee to raise concerns about how 
public funds provided to the CoW 
project may have been used. 

2222000011113333

The Welsh Government refused a

2016July

20132015November

The Deputy Minister for Farming and 
Food granted HoVDC’s application for 
declassifying and exchanging common 
land, following a public inquiry. 

201322220000111133332014December

The Welsh Government responded 
negatively to an initial inquiry from 
BGCBC about w\hether the Welsh 
Government would consider 
underwriting a £40 million loan 
from BGCBC to the CoW project.

2016 August

The Auditor General replied to Mr David 
TC Davies MP to inform him that the 
Wales Audit Office would undertake 
audit work in response to his letter.

The Welsh Government undertook an 
internal assurance and governance 

review of decision-making processes 
in response to the MP’s concerns. It 

concluded that: In the main, its internal 
controls were sound; but identified 
weaknesses in how it had ensured 

that funds were used for the intended 
purposes; and a lack of evidence that 

it had sought assurance of effective 
controls to manage relationships in 

which there may be conflicts of interest. 

2017 January

The Welsh Government gave 
HoVDC a two-week deadline to 

provide a viable proposal for 
the Welsh Government to 

consider supporting.

2016 January

2015 August

The Welsh Government approved the last 
of 22 payment claims made by HOVDC 

under the loan guarantee agreement. 
Under this arrangement, the Welsh 

Government approved over £6.5 million 
of payments to HoVDC suppliers 

(excluding HoVDC’s bank), many of 
which were to related companies, 

including nearly £1 million to Aventa. 

2016 May

The Welsh Government paid HoVDC’s 
bank £7.335 million under a loan 

guarantee agreement because HoVDC 
was unable to repay the loan. The full 
amount plus additional costs, interest 

and charges is repayable by HoVDC to 
the Welsh Government on demand.

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 

by the companies associated with 
HoVDC at Silverstone. 

2013

The UK round of the MotoGP world 
motorcycle championship was staged 
by companies associated with HoVDC 
at Silverstone. 

2222000011113333

The UK round of the MotoGP world

2016September

2013

FTR Moto Ltd, which is wholly owned by 
HoVDC and which was acquired with 
Welsh Government grant funding of 
£0.276 million, went into administration 
with debts of £0.5 million.

2222000011113333

FTR Moto Ltd which is wholly owned by

2016October

2013

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to 
the Welsh Government. HoVDC 
considers it meets the 50% private 
finance investment level stipulated by 
the Welsh Government. Total funding 
required for phase two stands at £430 
million and HoVDC has asked the Welsh 
Government to underwrite £210 million 
of this private sector investment (48.8%) 
once the circuit’s construction is 
completed.

2222000011113333

HoVDC submitted a revised proposal to

2017February

Pack Page 99



The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project 57

Date: 22 July 2016 
						      Our Ref: G(1)/ld   

Mr H Vaughan Thomas 
Auditor General for Wales 
Wales Audit Office 
24 Cathedral Road 
Cardiff 
CF11 9JL

Dear Mr Vaughan Thomas

Re: The Circuit of Wales 

I am writing to ask if you, as Auditor General for Wales, will investigate the 
funding which has been given by the Welsh Government to Heads of the 
Valleys Development Company (HOTVDC). I believe the total sum, provided  
in grant funding and loans, is around £9m. 

I have a number of concerns about this, which I discussed directly with the 
individual behind the Circuit of Wales project. I met Mr Michael Carrick, Chief 
Executive Officer of Aventa Capital Partners, on 8th July 2016 and took a 
careful note of his responses. My concerns were not allayed by the discussion 
we had.

I will set out these concerns followed by the action which I am hoping you will 
consider taking: 

Transfers of money between Heads of the Valleys Development Company 
(HOTVDC) and Aventa Capital Partners

Background: HOTVDC is almost entirely owned by Mr Michael Carrick with 
shares held directly in his name, and also by a dormant company whose shares 
are in his name. Aventa Capital Partners Limited is a company entirely owned 
by Mr Michael Carrick. 

Money has been transferred from HOTVDC into Aventa. Mr Carrick told me the 
sums transferred amounted to “£35,000 per month over the last 18 months”.  
He added that the payments stopped last January. 

Appendix 4 - Correspondence 
between Mr David TC Davies MP  
and the Auditor General for Wales
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Therefore, a sum of several hundred thousand pounds has been moved from 
HOTVDC into Aventa. I asked Mr Carrick what the purpose was of making 
payments from HOTVDC to Aventa. He told me: “They’ve got an advisory fee. 
There is a contractual arrangement between Heads of the Valleys and Aventa 
Capital Partners for capital raising and financial advisory.” 

I am concerned that a company in receipt of public funds is transferring large 
sums of money to a privately owned company for advice, even though the 
company receiving the funds (Aventa) is run by the same individual. 

I would like to request that the Auditor General for Wales establishes:
•	 The total amount of money paid by HOTVDC to Aventa; 
•	 The purpose of these payments;
•	 The quality of the services provided by Aventa to HOTVDC and whether 

this provided value for money for the taxpayer.

Political funding

Aventa Capital Partners has spent thousands of pounds funding various Labour 
Party events. I have attached receipts for some of these (Appendix A), although 
I understand there are others. 

I would like to request that the Auditor General for Wales establishes 
whether any of the payments which went from HOTVDC into Aventa were 
used to fund political events. 

I believe we have a right to be certain that public money is not being channelled 
back into the political party which controls the Welsh Government. 

Personal benefits

A series of invoices for landscape gardening at Mr Carrick’s private residence 
in Cambridgeshire, amounting to around £35,000, were submitted to HOTVDC 
over a period of two years (Appendix B). 

Mr Carrick has said these bills were paid by Aventa. As the bills were made 
out to HOTVDC, which is publicly funded, then this needs to be independently 
corroborated. 

I would like to request confirmation from the Auditor General for Wales 
that the landscape gardening bills made out to HOTVDC were not paid by 
HOTVDC.

Pack Page 101



The Welsh Government’s Initial Funding of the Circuit of Wales Project 59

If the bills were indeed paid by Aventa, then the public needs to be assured that 
these payments were not made using the public money transferred over from 
HOTVDC. 

I would like to request confirmation from the Auditor General for Wales 
that if the gardening bills were paid by Aventa, the payments were not 
made using money which had been transferred to Aventa from HOTVDC.

FTR Moto

HOTVDC bought FTR Moto in 2012. Accounts on the Companies House 
website (Appendix C) show that FTR Moto has outstanding liabilities of over 
£400,000. 

I asked Mr Carrick why HOTVDC had bought a loss-making motorcycle 
business which is still making a loss. He said: “It will continue making a loss 
until we turn it around”. 

Mr Carrick then launched into a very long explanation which was hard to 
follow. He seemed to be suggesting that the company, which is based in 
Buckinghamshire, could be relocated to the Circuit of Wales site where a Welsh 
motorbike would be built, thereby attracting thousands of people into Wales. 

I find it concerning that public money has been used to buy a loss-making 
motorcycle business in England based on an assumption that if a £380 million 
project goes ahead, the business will prosper in Wales. There is no guarantee 
of the Circuit of Wales development proceeding and therefore I question why 
public money has been spent in this fashion.

Mr Carrick specifically said the company had been bought for “asset price”. As 
you will see from the attached accounts, the “asset price” is shown as £14,997.

The Companies House website shows the annual return is overdue.

I would like to request that the Auditor General for Wales: 

•	 Establishes the full price that was paid for FTR Moto and whether it 
exceeded the asset price;

•	 Establishes why a company bought with public money has failed to 
submit accounts to Companies House;

•	 Investigates this purchase and establishes whether or not it delivers 
value for money for the Welsh taxpayer.
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MotoGP at Silverstone

I understand from various press reports that either HOTVDC or Circuit of Wales 
(another company controlled by Mr Carrick) have purchased the rights to hold 
the British Grand Prix MotoGP until 2019, with a possible extension until 2024. 
I understand the right to hold this event was purchased from Dorna Sports in 
Spain. Furthermore, this decision was based on an assumption by Mr Carrick 
that the Circuit of Wales race track would be the host venue.

I find it hard to understand why Welsh public money was used to purchase the 
rights to hold a sporting event at a venue which is not even under construction. 
As a result, the event will take place at Silverstone.

I would like the Auditor General for Wales to investigate whether the 
public interest in Wales is served by using public money to run a 
motorcycle racing event in England.

Summary

To date over £9 million of public money has been given to HOTVDC 
in grants and loans. Subsequently, a motorcycle event is being held in 
Silverstone, England; a loss making motorcycle company has been bought 
in Buckinghamshire, England; and a company linked to the Circuit of Wales 
project has spent thousands of pounds sponsoring Labour Party events and 
paying for landscape gardening at a luxury home in Cambridgeshire.

I would like to request that the Auditor General for Wales investigates the 
entire Circuit of Wales project and publicly reports on how every penny of 
the public money put into it has been spent, and whether this represents 
good value for money for the taxpayer.

I would like to request that the Auditor General for Wales asks the 
Wales Government to withhold making further loans to HOTVDC or any 
companies connected with Mr Carrick until a full investigation has been 
carried out with the results made public.

Yours sincerely

David T C Davies MP 
 
Cc: Ken Skates AM, Cabinet Secretary for Economy and Infrastructure
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Mr David TC Davies MP 
16 Maryport Street 
Usk  
Monmouthshire 
NP15 1AB

	 Date: 4 August 2016 
	 Our ref: HVT/2594/fgb

Dear David

THE CIRCUIT OF WALES

Thank you for your letter of 22 July 2016, in which you raised with me a range 
of issues relating to the Heads of the Valleys Development Company (HoVDC), 
Aventa Capital Partners Limited and public funding for the proposed ‘Circuit of 
Wales’ project.

You asked that I should investigate various specific concerns to which you 
referred in your letter (and in respect of which you enclosed some supporting 
information), and also that I should conduct a wider value for money 
examination of the public funding being provided to support the development  
of the Circuit of Wales project.

Over the last couple of years, staff of the Wales Audit Office have been keeping 
a close watching brief on the progress of the Circuit of Wales project, and the 
involvement of the Welsh Government in the project. They are also monitoring 
the extent of involvement of the three local authorities (Blaenau Gwent, 
Monmouthshire and Torfaen). Given the scale of the project and the potential 
extent of public sector support that could be involved if the financing package 
can be resolved, it is certainly possible that I may decide to conduct a value  
for money examination1 at a later date. However, I do not think that such a  
wide-ranging study would be an appropriate use of my audit resources at 
present, especially given that last month the Welsh Government’s Cabinet 
Secretary for Economy and Infrastructure asked HoVDC to reconsider its 
proposals for Welsh Government financial support.

Turning to the more specific concerns that you raised in your letter, these  
were as follows:
a)	the transfer of money between HoVDC and Aventa Capital Partners;
b)	the potential use of public funds by HoVDC / Aventa Capital Partners  

for party political purposes;

1	 A value for money examination of the public sector support for the ‘Circuit of Wales’ project 
would be undertaken using my statutory powers under: (i) GOWA 2006 in respect of the 
Welsh Ministers; and (ii) the Public Audit (Wales) Act 2004 in respect of local government.
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c)	the potential use of public funds for personal benefit;
d)	the purchase of FTR Moto Limited; and
e)	the purchase of the rights to hold the British Grand Prix MotoGP.

In light of the questions that you have posed in your letter, I consider that issues 
(a) – (d) merit audit examination at this time, and I have asked staff of the 
Wales Audit Office to conduct work accordingly. In due course, I will determine 
the nature of my audit reporting on those matters. This could take the form 
of a substantive written response directly to you. However, in the event that I 
identify more significant matters of concern then I may instead opt to publish an 
audit report for consideration by the Public Accounts Committee of the National 
Assembly for Wales.

As regards issue (e) above, I consider that this is best addressed as part of a 
wider value for money examination into public support for the Circuit of Wales 
project, and so I will defer a decision on any potential audit work on that topic 
until a later date.

Finally, I note that in the final paragraph of your letter you requested that 
I should ‘ask the Welsh Government to withhold making further loans to 
HoVDC…until a full investigation has been carried out with the results made 
public’. Whilst I understand the reasoning behind your request, I should explain 
that it would be inappropriate for me to seek to intervene pre-emptively in the 
exercise of Ministerial functions in the manner that you suggest.

I hope that this initial response is of assistance to you. I will write to you again 
once my audit examination of issues (a) – (d) is complete. I am copying this 
letter, for information, to the Chair of the Public Accounts Committee, as I am 
aware from the Clerk that you have written to the Chair in very similar terms.

Yours sincerely,

Huw Vaughan Thomas 
Auditor General For Wales

cc	 Mr Nick Ramsay AM, Chair, Public Accounts Committee
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Appendix 5 - Circuit of Wales project  
company structure

Circuit of Wales project

Rassau Track and 
Leisure Limited

75%

100%

100%100% 100%

25%

Heads of the Valleys Development
Company Limited

Circuit of Wales Limited

GP Races LimitedGP15 Limited FTR Moto Limited

Board of
Directors

Source: HoVDC
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Wales Audit Office

24 Cathedral Road

Cardiff CF11 9LJ

Tel: 029 2032 0500

Fax: 029 2032 0600

Textphone: 029 2032 0660

We welcome telephone calls in  
Welsh and English.

E-mail: info@audit.wales

Website: www.audit.wales

Swyddfa Archwilio Cymru

24 Heol y Gadeirlan

Caerdydd CF11 9LJ

Ffôn: 029 2032 0500

Ffacs: 029 2032 0600

Ffôn Testun: 029 2032 0660

Rydym yn croesawu galwadau  
ffôn yn Gymraeg a Saesneg.

E-bost: post@archwilio.cymru

Gwefan: www.archwilio.cymru
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Adran yr Economi, Sgiliau a Chyfoeth Naturiol 
Department for Economy, Skills and Natural Resources 

Canolfan QED ● QED Centre 

Y Brif Rodfa ● Main Avenue 
Trefforest ● Treforest 

CF37 5YR 

Ffôn  ● Tel 0300 061 5691 
mick.mcguire@wales.gsi.gov.uk 

Gwefan ● website: www.wales.gov.uk 

Huw Vaughan Thomas, 
Auditor General for Wales 

18 May 2017 

Dear Huw 

WELSH GOVERNMENT’S INITIAL FUNDING OF CIRCUIT OF WALES LTD 

Please find enclosed a copy of the Welsh Government’s response to your recent report on 

the Welsh Government’s initial funding of Circuit of Wales. 

Of the 5 recommendations within this report I can confirm that we fully accept all 5. 

Yours sincerely 

Mick McGuire 

Director, Sectors and Business 

cc Cabinet Mailbox 
PAC Mailbox 
CGU Mailbox 

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee
PAC(5)-18-17 P2
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Public Accounts Committee – Circuit of Wales - Summary of 
Recommendations and Actions  

 
Recommendation 1.  

 
Ensure that submissions to Welsh Ministers for decision approval include all 
information relevant to any items of proposed expenditure which may be novel, 
contentious or repercussive. 
 
Recommendation: Accepted  
 
We will reinforce the requirement for Directors and Deputy Directors to ensure all 
relevant information is included in Ministerial Advice that is considered novel, 
contentious or repercussive as part of the approval process.  
 
Recommendation:   2.  

 
Include within the Repayable Business Finance (RBF) application form a question 
asking whether any transactions involving RBF funds are to be conducted through 
related companies, and undertake robust due diligence in all cases where this is 
proposed. 
 
Recommendation: Accepted  
 
We have amended the RBF application form to include the related companies 
question and have put in place the protocol to undertake robust due diligence in 
relevant applications where this is proposed. 
 
Recommendation:   3.  
 
Ensure that the Welsh Industrial Development Advisory Board (WIDAB) is informed 
about all other Welsh Government support to a project that it is asked to consider, 
whether or not that support has yet been approved. 
 
Recommendation: Accepted  
 
We will reinforce the requirement for Business Development Teams to include all 
other Welsh Government support to a project, whether approved or not, in the formal 
case-paper presentation to WIDAB 
 
Recommendation:  4.  
 
Record and retain a note of all discussions between Welsh Government officials and 
funding applicants in relation to determination of items which are/are not to be 
included within approved expenditure. 
 
Recommendation: Accepted  
 
We will remind Business Development Managers that discussions with applicants 
surrounding eligible and approved expenditure must be minuted or noted. 
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Recommendation:  5. 

 
Strengthen the process by which project claims are checked, authorised and passed 
for payment, to ensure that appropriate separation of duties is maintained. 
 
Recommendation: Accepted  
 
We will review the current process in which project claims are checked, authorised 
and passed for payment and strengthen the areas that could weaken the separation 
of duties.  
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Grwp yr Economi, Sgiliau a Chyfoeth Naturiol 
Economy, Skills and Natural Resources Group 

Dirprwy Ysgrifennydd Parhaol •  Deputy Permanent Secretary 

Canolfan QED ● QED Centre 

Y Brif Rodfa ● Main Avenue 
Trefforest ● Treforest 

Pontypridd, CF37 5YR 

Ffôn  ● Tel 0300 025 6646 
james.price@wales.gsi.gov.uk 

Gwefan ● website: www.wales.gov.uk 

Nick Ramsay AM 
Chair, Public Accounts Committee 
National Assembly for Wales 

SeneddPAC@Assembly.Wales 

16 June 2017 
Dear Mr Ramsay 

I have been invited to attend the Public Accounts Committee meeting at 2pm on 26 June, at 
which time the Committee’s focus will be the Auditor General for Wales’ report on the Welsh 
Government’s initial funding of the Circuit of Wales project.  I have been asked to provide a 
paper outlining the latest position regarding the project in advance of the Committee 
evidence session. 

The Circuit of Wales has been a complex and fast moving project, and the First Minister 
recently confirmed that Cabinet would be taking a decision on the project by the end of the 
month. 

The Cabinet Secretary for Economy and Infrastructure issued a Written Statement on 17 
May confirming that the Welsh Government had received all outstanding information from 
the Heads of the Valleys Development Company (HOVDC). Since then, officials have been 
considering in detail the project submission from HOVDC, and have been undertaking a 
rigorous process of due diligence on the proposal itself, as well as the directors behind the 
project.  

As you know, due diligence is an important part of consideration in financing any project.  
Members of the Committee will be assured to know that we are taking this opportunity to 
ensure there is a sustainable and robust business plan in place, to safeguard the interests 
of the taxpayer and ensure there is an equitable sharing of the risk between the private and 
the public sectors. 

It would be inappropriate to provide more information on the project for the Committee to 
consider in advance of the due diligence process being satisfactorily completed, and in 
advance of Cabinet’s consideration of the project. 

Yours sincerely 

James Price 

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee
PAC(5)-18-17 P3
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Grwp yr Economi, Sgiliau a Chyfoeth Naturiol 
Economy, Skills and Natural Resources Group 

Dirprwy Ysgrifennydd Parhaol •  Deputy Permanent Secretary 

Canolfan QED ● QED Centre 

Y Brif Rodfa ● Main Avenue 
Trefforest ● Treforest 

Pontypridd, CF37 5YR 

Ffôn  ● Tel 0300 025 6646 
james.price@wales.gsi.gov.uk 

Gwefan ● website: www.wales.gov.uk 

Nick Ramsay AM 
Chair, Public Accounts Committee 
National Assembly for Wales 

SeneddPAC@Assembly.Wales 

21 June 2017 

Dear Mr Ramsay 

You have invited me to attend the session of the Public Accounts Committee on 26 June 
that will focus on the Auditor General for Wales’ report on the Welsh Government’s initial 
funding of the Circuit of Wales project. 

I am sorry to inform you that Mr Mick McGuire and Mr Chris Munday are no longer able to 
join me at the session on 26 June.  The Circuit of Wales is a live project and the First 
Minister has stated that Cabinet will take a decision on the project before the end of June. 
With that in mind, I am sure you will appreciate the priority focus for Mr McGuire and Mr 
Munday must be ensuring the completion of the rigorous due diligence process and 
associated work so that Cabinet has the right information to consider the project 
comprehensively, and takes its decision in a thoroughly informed way. 

Instead, I propose to be accompanied by Mrs Tracey Mayes, Head of Governance and 
Compliance within my Group. Mrs Mayes has a detailed understanding of the technical 
aspects of the Welsh Government’s initial funding of the Circuit of Wales project.   

I should also like to confirm that as Cabinet will not have taken a decision on the Circuit of 
Wales project in advance of my attendance at the Committee, I will be unable to comment 
on any aspects of the current proposal. 

I hope the Committee will be content with this proposition. 

Yours sincerely 

James Price 

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee 
PAC(5)-18-17 P4
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James Price 

Deputy Permanent Secretary, Economy, Skills and 

Natural Resources Group 

Welsh Government 

Cathays Park 
Cardiff CF10 3NQ 

21 June 2017 

Dear James, 

Public Accounts Committee – Circuit of Wales 

I am replying to your letter of today’s date.  

I am very disappointed that your senior officials involved in the Circuit of Wales 

are unable to attend the Public Accounts Committee meeting on 26 June. This 

session has been scheduled since 12 May following publication of the Auditor 

General for Wales’s report – the Welsh Government’s initial funding of the Circuit 

of Wales -project on 24 April.    

I am surprised that Mr McGuire and Mr Munday would still be completing the due 

diligence process the day before Cabinet are considering the project, as 

announced by the Cabinet Secretary for Economy and Infrastructure during 

questions in plenary this afternoon. 

I have spoken to Committee Members and the majority view is that we continue 

with the session as planned. However, I am writing to ask that you can strongly 

reconsider the decision not to bring Mr McGuire and Mr Munday and release the 

witnesses to attend Committee as scheduled. The Committee have also requested 

that Mr McGuire and Mr Munday make themselves to available to the Committee 

for one of our scheduled meetings in July if there are any outstanding questions, 

and we understand that they have no availability for the proposed dates which we 

find unacceptable.  

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee PAC(5)-18-17 P4A
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I am copying this letter to Public Accounts Committee Members and the 

Permanent Secretary. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Nick Ramsay AM 

Chair 
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Grwp yr Economi, Sgiliau a Chyfoeth Naturiol 
Economy, Skills and Natural Resources Group 

Dirprwy Ysgrifennydd Parhaol •  Deputy Permanent Secretary 

Canolfan QED ● QED Centre 

Y Brif Rodfa ● Main Avenue 
Trefforest ● Treforest 

Pontypridd, CF37 5YR 

Ffôn  ● Tel 0300 025 6646 
james.price@wales.gsi.gov.uk 

Gwefan ● website: www.wales.gov.uk 

Nick Ramsay AM 
Chair, Public Accounts Committee 
National Assembly for Wales 

SeneddPAC@Assembly.Wales 

23 June 2017 

Dear Mr Ramsay 

Thank you for your letter of 21st June in which you asked me to review my decision on 
attendance at the scheduled Public Accounts Committee session on 26th June. 

I do appreciate the strong feelings of the Committee on this issue and I have reflected 
carefully on your letter.  

As the Additional Accounting Officer for this area of Welsh Government expenditure I have 
a very real responsibility to ensure that the Public Accounts Committee is given every 
assistance by the Welsh Government and has the appropriate information and evidence 
made available to it to assist in its deliberations. However, as Deputy Permanent Secretary, 
I also have responsibility to ensure that the First Minister and Cabinet are given the fullest 
possible support as they prepare to take this very important decision.  

In the circumstances, therefore, I do think it important that Mick McGuire and Chris Munday 
are able to give their full attention on Monday to finalise preparations for the Cabinet 
discussion which is due to take place the next day. I think that I can best give the 
Committee the evidence which it has very legitimately requested by making myself available 
for the meeting and by bringing with me Mrs Tracey Mayes who has detailed knowledge of 
the circumstances that were dealt with in the Wales Audit Office report. I hope in this way 
that I can discharge both of the duties upon me in these particular circumstances.  

I have discussed the contents of this letter with the Permanent Secretary. 

Yours sincerely 

James Price 

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee PAC(5)-18-17 P4B
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James Price  

Deputy Permanent Secretary, Economy, Skills and 

Natural Resources Group  

Welsh Government  

Cathays Park Cardiff CF10 3NQ 

23 June 2017 

Public Accounts Committee – Circuit of Wales 

Dear James, 

I am replying to your letter of today’s date.  I am very disappointed that you have 

maintained your decision that Mr McGuire and Mr Munday will not attend a 

meeting of the Public Accounts Committee on Monday 26 June 2017.  

I am very concerned that without their attendance on Monday the Committee’s 

questions on this important matter will not be answered.  

As such I request that Mr McGuire and Mr Munday attend a meeting of the 

Committee, to discuss this matter, when they are available. I think it is essential 

that such a meeting takes place before summer recess.  

It is clear that Mr McGuire and Mr Munday were heavily involved in the Circuit of 

Wales project. In the interests of openness and thorough scrutiny, it is essential 

that the Committee has the opportunity to explore in detail the issues contained 

within the Auditor Generals report with them directly.  I believe the offer of 

responding to any unanswered questions in writing at a later date is unacceptable 

as this prevents the Committee from exploring issues in detail and being able to 

ask supplementary questions. 

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee 
PAC(5)-18-17 P4C 
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I would be grateful if you could liaise with the Committee Clerks to identify a 

suitable date for when they can attend. 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Nick Ramsay AM 

Chair 
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Tŷ Cambria      29 Heol Casnewydd      Caerdydd       CF24 0TP 

Cambria House      29 Newport Road       Cardiff       CF24 0TP 
Croesewir gohebiaeth yn y Gymraeg a’r Saesneg 
Correspondence welcomed in Welsh and English 

Mr Nick Ramsay AM 
Chair 
National Assembly for Wales Public Accounts 
Committee 
National Assembly for Wales 
Cardiff Bay 
Cardiff 
CF99 1NA 

1 June 2017 

Dear Nick, 

Public Accounts Committee 22 May 2017 - Performance Comparison 

At the Public Accounts Committee meeting on 22 May we agreed to send an update on 
our performance and include a year-on-year comparison to enable the Committee to 
assess trends in performance. 

An annex is attached which highlights the change in indicators and measures used on our 
2015/16 and 2016/17 Dashboards. 

The key points of year-on-year comparison are as follows: 

 The 2016/17 performance has been updated to reflect the year end (31 March
2017) position; previously year to 30 November 2016 had been provided.

 There are a similar number of performance exceptions (red or amber measures) in
2016/17 as in 2015/16, albeit on a smaller dashboard.  Overall there were two fewer
reds, and three more amber measures (12).

 Indicators are generally concerned with tracking longer term trends (some within
NRW and some within Wales). Some of the indicators lend themselves to
performance ratings, others do not.

o We have 24 indicators which were set in our Corporate Plan 2014-17 and
they have remained the same for the life of that plan (9 of these appear on
our 2015/16 and 2016/17 dashboards).

 Measures relate to NRW performance, specifically the delivery of our annual
Business Plans.

Ein cyf/Our ref: NRW17-051 

Ty Cambria / Cambria House 
29 Heol Casnewydd / 29 Newport Road 
Caerdydd / Cardiff 
CF24 0TP / CF24 0TP 

Ebost/Email:  
Emyr.roberts@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk 
Emyr.roberts@naturalresourceswales.gov.uk 

Ffôn/Phone:  
0300 065 4444 

Y Pwyllgor Cyfrifon Cyhoeddus / Public Accounts Committee 
PAC(5)-18-17 P5
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o We had 24 measures in our 2016/17 dashboard. These have 
red/amber/green performance ratings. These measures vary in number and 
content from year to year depending on our Business Plan 

 Measure and indicator continuity on the dashboard: 
o Most measures and indicators (29) were carried through in some form from 

2015/16 to 2016/17. 
o We removed some measures (12) - these were either covered by indicators, 

time limited (such as implementing our Strategic Equality Plan), or tracked 
elsewhere within NRW (such as making flood risk information available)  

o We added some new measures (7) - to reflect new Business Plan 
deliverables (such as developing our approach to Area statements) 

 
I hope this explains the position. Please do not hesitate to get in touch should further 
information be required. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

Emyr Roberts 
 
Prif Weithredwr, Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru 
Chief Executive, Natural Resources Wales 
 
 
 
 
Annex: Year-on-year comparison  

Pack Page 119



Annex: Year-on-year 

comparison 2015/16 2016/17

Continued into 2016/17 or 

removed?
#

New in 2016/17 or 

continued from 

2015/16?

#

Good Knowledge P3 

2015/16 Good Knowledge P3 

2016/17

removed 1
We develop Wales' approach to natural resource management by continuing to run 

the three nrm trials
Green

Continued,

(was 7 in Good Org)
1

We work to implement the Well-being of Future Generations Act with Public Service 

Boards [RL]
Green

removed 2
We work with WG to develop funding mechainisms to support natural resource 

management
Green new 2

We develop our approach to Area Statements engaging stakeholders in supporting this 

work [RL]
Green

continued

(became 4)
3

We work with WG to develop natural resources policy, including delivery of a State of 

Natural Resources report
Amber new 3

We inform decision making on sustainable management of natural resources through our 

data sharing
Green

removed 4
We effectively engage with the public and share our technical advice and expertise 

with others or seek support where required
Green

continued,

(previously 3 and 6)
4 We make progress against our evidence strategy action plan and publish SoNaRR [RL] Green

continued

(became 2 in Good Org)
5 We implement our new Communications Strategy Green new 5

We continue to develop our environmental data archive to make data more available to 

others, including continued development of the Information Hub (Lle) [RL]
Amber

continued

(became 4)
6 We agree publish and report against our Evidence Enabling Plan Amber

A Good Environment P3 

2015/16 A Good Environment P3 

2016/17

continued

(became 1)
1 We ensure the sustainable management of land and water we manage Green

continued,

(previously 1)
1 We ensure the sustainable management of land and water we manage Amber

continued

(became 7)
2 We embed climate change adaptation in high risk areas of our work Green

continued, 

(previously 7)
2

Indicator Ea: Water environment

Compliance with Good Status under Water Framework Directive
Amber

continued

(became 6)
3 We will play our part and work with others to halt biodiversity loss Green

continued,

(previously 3)
3 We manage outbreaks of plant health pests and diseases Amber

removed 4 We improve the extent and quality of habitat for wild pollinators Green
continued,

(previously 5)
4 We implement our Marine Programme to help protect and improve our seas [RL] Green

continued

(became 4)
5 We implement our Marine Programme Green

continued,

(previously 6)
5

Indicator Ee: Marine, terrestrial and freshwater environment

Condition of marine, terrestrial and freshwater Natura 2000 sites 
Red

continued

(became 5)
6 Indicator Ee: Marine, terrestrial and freshwater environment

Condition of marine, terrestrial and freshwater Natura 2000 sites 
Red

continued,

(previously 3)
6 We will play our part and work with other to reverse the decline in biodiversity Amber

continued

(became 2)
7 Indicator Ea: Water environment

Compliance with Good Status under Water Framework Directive
Red

continued,

(previously 2)
7

We embed climate change adaptation in high risk areas of our work to reduce risks of 

impact on delivery
Green

continued

(became 3)
8 We manage outbreaks of plant health pests and diseases Amber new 8 We work to improve our Net-Carbon status Amber

removed 9
We ensure accurate information on flood risk is available to the public and 

stakeholders
Green

Good for People P3 

2015/16 Good for People P3 

2016/17

removed 1
We develop our Education Strategy to involve learning in, and about, the natural 

environment, plus linking to the curriculum and wider learning opportunities
Green

continued,

(previously 7)
1 We raise people’s awareness of their flood risk and what actions they need to take [RL] Green

continued

(became 6)
2

We work with others to improve local environmental quality, including for 

disadvantaged communities
Green

continued,

(previously 6)
2

We maintain high risk flood and coastal risk management assets, prioritising our efforts on 

those which counter the highest risks
Amber

continued

(became 7)
3

Indicator Pd: Volunteering and Skills Development in the Natural 

Environment
Number of volunteers directly hosted by Natural Resources Wales, number facilitated 

through 'Woodlands and You' and successor approaches and NRW's Partnership 

funding programme

Amber
continued,

(previously 8)
3

Indicator Pa: Flood Risk Management

Number of properties with reduced probability of flooding
Green

continued

(became 5)
4

We deliver on our Recreation and Access Enabling Plan  and create and maintain a 

high quality visitor experience on our land, focusing on delivering the greatest 

benefits to people and communities

Green
continued,

(previously 9)
4 We deliver an effective and co-ordinated response to environmental incidents Green

removed 5
We implement initiatives for Welsh Government (Green Flag, Wales Coast Path, 

Rights of Way Improvement, Fly-tipping Action Wales and the waste data systems)
Green

continued,

(previously 4)
5

We deliver on our Recreation and Access Enabling Plan priorities focusing on people and 

places that will benefit most
Green

continued

(became 2)
6

We maintain high risk flood and coastal risk management assets, prioritising our 

efforts on those which counter the highest risks
Amber

continued,

(previously 2)
6

We work with others to improve local environmental quality, including for disadvantaged 

communities [RL]
Amber

continued

(became 1)
7 We raise people’s awareness of their flood risk and what actions they need to take Green

continued, 

(previously 3)
7

Indicator Pd: Volunteering and Skills Development in the Natural Environment 

Number of volunteers directly hosted, facilitated or funded
Amber

continued

(became 3)
8 Indicator Pa: Flood Risk Management

Number of properties with reduced probability of flooding
Green

continued

(became 4)
9

We reduce the number of serious incidents, per sector, using a prioritised risk based 

approach
Amber

Good for Business P3 

2015/16 Good for Business P3 

2016/17

continued

(became 2)
1

We develop our regulatory systems to streamline the service we provide for 

customers
Amber

continued,

(previously 3)
1

Indicator Ba: Applications Processing

Determination of permit/licence/consent application within statutory timescales
Green

continued

(became 4)
2 Indicator Bd: Our role as statutory consultee

Proportion of planning consultations responded to within agreed standard of service
Green

continued,

(previously 1)
2

We issue our revised charging schemes for permits, consents and licences to cost recover 

for the activities we regulate and revise our approach
Green

continued

(became 1)
3

Indicator Ba: Applications Processing

Determination of permit/licence/consent application within statutory timescales
Green new 3

We implement the new regulations for waste whilst ensuring a level playing field for the 

implementation of separate collections for all waste types. 
Green

removed 4
We develop a single permitting, licensing and consenting service, based on common 

standards and processes
Green

continued,

(previously 2)
4

Indicator Bd: Our role as statutory consultee

Proportion of planning consultations responded to within agreed standard of service
Green

removed 5 We consider streamlined innovative approaches Green
continued,

(previously 6, 7 & 9)
5

Indicator Be: Generating income

Income from Natural Resources Wales enterprise activities [RL]
Green

continued

(became 5)
6

We facilitate new business opportunities, including renewable energy generation, as 

well as recreation and tourism opportunities
Green

continued,

(previously 8)
6

We market timber from the Welsh Government woodland estate in accordance with our 

marketing strategy
Green

continued

(became 5)
7

We support the wind energy programme and deliver our hydropower programme on 

land that we manage
Amber

continued

(became 6)
8

We market timber from the Welsh Government woodland estate in accordance with 

our marketing strategy Green

continued

(became 5)
9

Indicator Be: Generating income

Income from Natural Resources Wales enterprise activities
Green

Good Organisaton P3 

2015/16 Good Organisation P3 

2016/17

continued

(became 7)
1 We improve the health, safety and wellbeing of the workforce Red

continued,

(previously 2)
1 Indicator Oa: Customer and stakeholder satisfaction index Green

continued

(became 1)
2 Indicator Oa: Customer and stakeholder satisfaction index Green

continued,

(previously 5 in Good 

Know)

2
We implement our communications strategy to deliver excellence in our services to 

customers and our relationships with stakeholders and partners
Green

removed 3
We plan and allocate resources to business priorities and achieve performance 

reporting that drives continuous improvements
Green new 3

We develop our new Corporate Plan to reflect the direction of our organisation for the next 

five years [RL]
Amber

removed 4
We achieve efficiency targets through our improving efficiency and service delivery 

programme
Green

continued,  

(previously 8)
4 We respond to the probationary review and value for money audit Amber

continued

(became 6)
5 Indicator Ob: Staff engagement index TBC new 5

Implement the BARs though the development of the new organisational operating model 

and progress of specific BAR implementation actions
Amber

removed 6 We implement our Strategic Equality Plan and four year action Plan Green
continued,

(previously 5)
6 Indicator Ob: Staff engagement index

continued

(became 1 in Good Know)
7

We prepare to deliver our responsibilitites under the Wellbeing of Future Generations 

Act
Amber

continued,

(previously 1)
7 We improve the health, safety and wellbeing of the workforce Green

continued

(became 4)
8

We repond to the probationary Review and Value for Money audit to be conducted 

as a joint exercise with Wales Audit Office
Green
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