
Save the Northern Meadows to 
Petition Committee of the Senedd that met 15th September 2020 

Thank-you for your email of 2nd Oct advising us of your handling of our Petition. 
Ahead of your November meeting. We thank you for your efficiency in considering 
our petition to hold an independent inquiry into the choice of site for the proposed 
new Velindre Cancer Centre. We’re grateful that it reached the agenda of the Health, 
Social Care & Sport Committee for advice on September 30th. Our support letter to 
the petition emphasised urgency in particular for an independent clinical review and 
this was indeed given attention. The minute for that Senedd committee meeting is: 
“6.1 In relation to the Velindre Cancer Centre, the Committee agreed to await the 
findings of the Nuffield Trust.” But this, necessarily, was an early response, actually 
before Nuffield even posted its project description and terms of reference. 

Because of that information in a post by Nuffield on October 6th we write now to 
stress that along with many others, including clinicians, we can’t regard the Nuffield 
project with Velindre as remotely fulfilling the request of our petition. Nor does it fulfil 
the similar calls for an independent clinical review made by Julie Morgan Ms and 
Anna McMorrin MP. Why was the bare revelation of the Velindre announcement 
about Nuffield unveiled to the world precisely one minute before the start of the 
Petitions Committee of September 15th? Such precision timing surely reveals that 
this was an attempt to displace the widely proposed, real external, independent, 
clinical inquiry. Why else done in that place and that way at that time? So far it has in 
some measure succeeded. But for our part, we still consider our Petition to be in play 
and awaiting approval as if the Velindre-Nuffield Project did not exist – made 
possible by your due diligence in September. Compelling reasons for our position are 
given below. 

Your decision not to be pressurised by that announcement has been wholly 
vindicated. For the Nuffield project, we now know, bears little resemblance to what 
our Petition and other parties so plainly sought. Nuffield, it transpires, is: 

Not external, because New Velindre autonomously selected the project organisation 
as its preferred choice, then negotiated the project, laying out its needs not anyone 
else’s.  

Not independent because (a) New Velindre, Nuffield has told us, has helped select 
the crucial clinical panel members in phase 3 (whereas those of any other view do 
not). Nuffield is now ‘independent’ only in the narrow sense that it has no previous 
stake in a local controversy. And Nuffield is clear that it certainly has obligations to 
one particular party more than to any others. In fact its contractual obligation of 
‘advice’, however public, is directed only to New Velindre (b) Velindre will be 
providing the entire administrative and logistical setup for the engagement phase 
including the interviewing of the Velindre Trust’s staff. How secure does that make 
any whistle blowers feel? New Velindre will, in practice, be the sole path to 
engagement for anyone unhappy with the current proposal, including staff.  

Not a review if only because Nuffield doesn’t describe the project this way, but uses 
the front title ‘Independent advice’ (as did even Dave Powell in VCC’s news release). 
An independent review is not ‘advice’ but a quite different kind of species. A review is 
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a formal mechanism imposed and conducted by an accrediting or assessing 
authority to scrutinise and make accountable one of its members or providers. The 
Velindre-Nuffield project is not remotely like that, and it’s likely Nuffield Trust would 
be surprised if anyone thought it did. All the same, this arrangement has aspired to 
sideline our Petition’s call for a real, external, independent, clinical inquiry into the 
‘stand-alone’ model which nVCC seems to have evaded, through other exercises, for 
years. And it’s plain some have been quite misled by the Velindre-Nuffield move.  

For the reasons above, we need to re-emphasis that we see the Petition as still 
present before Senedd awaiting a response. As is a proper, quite independent 
clinical review. 

Thank-you for listening to us and taking us seriously. 

With good wishes, 

Chris Marshall 

On behalf of Save the Northern Meadows campaign



 




