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1. Welcome and introductions 

Dr Dai Lloyd AM opened the meeting and welcomed all attendees to the second meeting of the CPG 

for a Clean Air Act. He outlined the structure of the meeting and introduced the first speaker Cllr 

Caro Wild. 

 

2. Cllr Caro Wild Cabinet Member for Strategic Planning and Transport. Presentation 

on the Business Case put forward by Cardiff Council. 

Introduces Jason Bale as the project lead who will later talk more about the results that determined 

the business case put forward. 

Begins by talking about the background behind the work being done 

• Feb 14th 2018 legal directive from Welsh Government, instructing us to discover the causes 

of the problem, assess a range of solutions and bring forward a plan within a very tight 

timeframe. 

• States that in order to do this Ricardo modelled 9000 road links which was a huge task in 

itself. 



The Preferred Option: 

• E buses, a fleet of 36 electric buses funded by the DfT grant. 

• Retro-fitting scheme-leading on from the introduction of the e-buses, we will then start 

retro-fitting existing fleets, tackling the biggest polluting buses first. 

• Taxi licensing policy- ensuring all taxi’s operating within the city are euro 6 compliant within 

an agreed time period with a set fund to help with the transition 

• City centre improvement scheme that will support active travel methods 

Why is this important? We have 1000’s of cars coming in and out of the city each day. Redesigning 

the city centre has the potential to see a 30% take out f traffic and will prioritise walking and cycling. 

A key part of the redesign will be Castle St which currently has 6 lanes if you include parking. 

If the plan is approved. We’ll be on site as early as February next year which in itself will have an 

immediate air quality impact. 

Some of our findings: 

• The are some problems, for example we cannot account for judicial reviews or bus 

availability when it comes to procurement. 

• We should see a reduction from 41.1 to 31.9 so we’re not scraping through to pass the legal 

challenge but seeing a significant change. 

• Greater than 90% probability of compliance 

 

 

3. Jason Bale takes over the remainder of the presentation 

 

PCM road link modelling from DEFRA showed bay link road was non-compliant. Using local data it 

showed only Castle St would be non-compliant beyond 2021. 

Final business case includes: 

• Detailed analysis of the options explored. 

• Impact on journey times, that suggest a maximum increase of 5 mins 

• Smart corridors looking at east, west and north corridors to see how holding back traffic 

could improve flow. 

Reasons for preferred option 

• Introducing a CAZ would have a greater direct cost to households. Higher earners would be 

most impacted as a result of making more journeys. 

• Air quality measures from a CAZ were not as good as the case put forward, including the 

impact on PM2.5. 

• Looking at the modelling maps, a CAZ had a much wider impact whereas the preferred 

model only saw a an increase in the north of the city. 

• We had to look at the legal direction as an exam question. The preferred method answers 

the question and passes the test in 2020. 

• Preferred method reduces exposure to air pollution whereas a CAZ does not. 



• Preferred method also takes into consideration the margin of error in the modelling and 

takes away the risk factor. 

• Work for the city centre improvement can begin in quarter 1 of 2020 with transport control 

measures in place to prevent dispersion. 

Responses to our Clean Air Cardiff consultation indicated: 

• 96.8% supported the bus upgrade scheme 

• 90.4% supported retrofitting 

• 80.3% supported taxi licensing  

• City centre improvement scheme was favourable with 66% 

Today we will meet with Welsh Government to discuss the plans and answer questions. 

A decision will be made by the end of July including the amount of available funding. 

 

Beyond compliance: 

• Introduce measures that may not have an immediate impact 

• Explore non-idling zones around schools as this has been highly queried. This is already 

support by 15 school. 

• EV Council fleet. 

• Looking at the introduction of car clubs. 

 

Questions following the presentation: 

Max:  Firstly, the suggested impact of a CAZ as indicated on the map are absurd. More clean cars in 

the area will clear much faster than other options. The idea that some cars will be dispersed on 

longer journeys, I question how that information was obtained. For the castle st plans, one way is 

cars only and not buses, figures given for preference show a lot of diversions but not for a CAZ. 

Secondly, AECOM air pollution modelling for the bus station have some differences in St Mary’s 

Street and have put into a report that they think it’ll worsen by 2021. 

Jason: Increases at the bus station don’t take into consideration our plans as  planning was approved 

prior to this work. 

Max: But what they are saying is that the area will still be in breach as well as other locations. 

Jason: But that doesn’t take into consideration things like the electric bus fleet or retrofitting which 

will have a major impact. 

 

Emma: Modelling is contentions with focus on NO2 but not PM2.5. We’re keen to see PM2.5 

tackled. 

Jason: that’s one of the reasons we chose not to go with the CAZ option as it saw an increase where 

the preferred option didn’t. 

Emma: Do you know how much and based on what measure? 



Jason: based on tonnage a CAZ saw an increase by a 3rd. 

Caro: It’s really important to point out that we were set an exam question and told to focus on that 

alone, not other areas. 

 

Haf: I noticed lower support for the city centre plans in the survey results?  

Jason: this is likely to have been down to the lack of details as CGI images were not available for all 

areas at the time. Although there was support for the explanations given. 

Haf: And will there be a behaviour change initiative? 

Jason: Exactly, that is the plan. There will be a lot of comms work and we will also be working with a 

lot of businesses, especially in areas like Westgate street. 

 

Dr Dai Lloyd AM holds any further question until later so that we can move on to the next 

presentation. But also reinforces that as this is the CPG on a Clean Air Act and we should be relating 

this back to how it could inform clean air policy and what needs to be included within the act. 

 

 

 

4. Joseph Carter, Presentation on CAZ implementation in the UK. 

 

• The presentation provided a brief overview of CAZs and LEZs across the UK, explain the 

rationale behind them and determine what a CAZ is. 

• Joseph then take us through a city by city guide to CAZ implementation and consideration. 

(Please see full presentation slides attached)  

In conclusion of the slides: 

• Do we need legislation to direct the implementation of a CAZ? 

• How will that direct LA’s in engaging with the framework? 

• How do we decide when we do or don’t implement a CAZ? 

• England has a spectrum of 4 classifications only one of which includes cars. 

• Should we in Wales stay solely with the idea of  a Charging CAZ or look to Scotland and 

consider an outright banning model. 

 

Dr Dai Lloyd AM open questions to the floor. 

 

Max: A CAZ in the central area of Cardiff could be an easier and cheaper option where we wouldn’t 

need to pay taxi drivers as they would do it themselves. Present proposal show a conflict with other 

contractors results so cannot be reliable.  



Caro: I don’t believe the suggestion put forward to be accurate or supported by valid evidence and 

therefore disregard the comments made. 

In regard to the slides, while we understand Scotland’s approach, we are wary of some sort of ban 

having the same effect in Wales. When I was in London you go into areas with a similar ban and 

there are Prius’ everywhere because people can afford to buy their way out of it. 

Joseph: That’s why scrapping is so important. Someone with an expensive car can probably afford a 

daily charge if they had to, so it becomes less of a concern when they can afford it and still drive a 

more polluting vehicle as with the charging model. But banning at least prevents the access to the 

most polluting vehicles regardless. I also think this is where car clubs will be a great venture to 

further explore, as you’ve already been doing. 

Dr Dai Lloyd:  So how would it improve matters having things in statute? I’m a legislator, I like 

making laws. 

Jason: the reason we would support it would be that it removes any ambiguity giving examples of 

alternative models.  

Joseph: Glasgow started their plans using old guidance before any legislation. Things can happen 

without legislation, but if you want to make sure they happen, you have to have that support. 

Haf: Certainly need WHO limits in the guidelines and to think beyond compliance to healthiest air 

possible to support the work being done as part of the well-being of future generations act. 

Paul: I think best use of all data has to be included which would enable this broader work. 

Caro: We can’t look at the clean air issue in isolation. Just look at the examples we’ve seen today, it’s 

clear Wales needs a more flexible approach. Also bus lanes delivered by statute, I don’t think CAZ’s 

alone as a blunt instrument can fulfil the flexible approaches needed. 

Max: We need some urgency placed on Cardiff. Nobody believes a CAZ will increase pollution. It’ll be 

easy to do in Cardiff. 

Paul: it may be the easy but that doesn’t always mean best, that’s worth bearing in mind. 

Max: but a CAZ on top of those other things. 

Joseph: One of the worries and concerns is that it is seen as a blunt instrument. Statue to give 

clearer guidance on the different options would be better. We think of it as copying London but it 

doesn’t have to be. 

Emma: We also have an issue with the continued setbacks with monitoring,  particularly for PM2.5. 

It’s very muddy and many sites can’t have it. 

Thomas: We do have some powers that already exist that require us to take action. Maybe we need 

to look at how those actions are regulated so that we can see guidance packages for anti-idling, 

street closures, monitoring. We don’t necessarily need to start from scratch, we have to look at the 

whole package to ensure we’re not duplicating function.  

Jason: Yes. Not re-inventing but refining.  

Due to timed constraints Dr Dai Davies AM closes the meeting confirming that although we do not 

yet have a date confirmed an invite will be sent out shortly for the next meeting. 


