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The Crown Estate, 16 New Burlington Place 

London, W1S 2HX 

 

 

National Assembly for Wales’s Environment and Sustainability Committee – 

Inquiry into Marine Policy in Wales 
 

The Crown Estate: Progress made on recommendations  

February, 2015 

 

1. General Comments 

 The Crown Estate welcomes the continued engagement in the Environment and Sustainability 

Committee’s inquiry into Marine Policy in Wales. We are grateful for the opportunity to provide these 

comments in the context of our interests and responsibilities of almost the entire seabed. 

 Since January 2013, when the recommendations were provided on marine policy in Wales, we have 

continued to engage with the Welsh Government and have summarised the progress made to date on 

areas relevant to our role and responsibilities.  

 

2. Introduction 

The statements contained in this response are in the context of The Crown Estate’s interests and responsibilities 

over almost the entire seabed. The Crown Estate can bring to bear a high level of knowledge and expertise on 

issues relating to the management of the foreshore, the territorial seabed and continental shelf, and we are 

committed to working with the UK and Devolved Governments and all stakeholders on issues that affect these 

areas. Our Welsh portfolio is diverse, including on our rural estate; substantial areas of common land, agricultural 

holdings and a range of mineral interests. Our marine estate takes in around half of the foreshore and the seabed, 

where we undertake a key role in enabling developers to realise the potential for renewable energy, particularly 

through offshore wind farms and marine renewable energy installations. In managing our Welsh estates we aim 

to work in partnership with government and local communities for mutual benefit. We have good working 

relationships with the Welsh Government, the National Assembly for Wales, local councils, Natural Resources 

Wales, communities and our own customers. 

Based on the specific recommendations published by the Committee in January 2013 and our initial response 

from January 2014, please see below for some comments related to the progress made against the 

recommendations in the context our role and responsibilities: - 

 

3. Recommendations 1, 2 and 3 

 The Crown Estate is continuing to contribute to the development of legislation and policy emerging from 

the Welsh Government with respect to the marine environment. We welcome the pragmatic approach 

being promoted by the Welsh Government, to integrate policy making to enable sustainable development 

of the marine environment. 
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 We continue to work with the Welsh Government, along with the UK Government and other Devolved 

Governments in the development of the Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) target of achieving 

Good Environmental Status (GES) by 2020. The Welsh Government plays an active part in steering the 

development of MSFD for the UK and coordinates a consistent approach for Welsh stakeholders to 

engage in the process. The imminent planned public consultation on the programme of measures for 

achieving GES will see simultaneous consultations produced by all Devolved Governments and UK 

Government in order for stakeholders to input to this development. 

 

 We welcome the progress that has been made by the Welsh Government in marine planning and their 

early stage and continued engagement with us to assist in achieving their target of publishing a Welsh 

National Marine Plan for the Inshore and Offshore areas by the end of 2015;  

o Early engagement has occurred throughout the Welsh Government’s Marine Transition 

Programme and includes discussion of; MSFD, Marine Planning, Common Fisheries Policy and 

Marine Protected Area development. 

o We welcome our inclusion in the relevant marine planning stakeholder groups which enable us to 

engage with a range of organisations stakeholders.  

o We also note the continued commitment by Welsh Government to provide dedicated resources 

to the plan making process.  

o Since the inquiry in February 2014, the Welsh Government has released the Statement of Public 

Participation, the draft Vision and Objectives and the Strategic Scoping Exercise for public 

consultation and we have contributed to all of these. 

o We continue to have a fortnightly meeting with the Welsh Government and Natural Resources 

Wales to discuss the development of the marine planning process. 

 

 The Welsh Government has continued to strengthen links between natural resource management and 

the development of the marine planning process through a coordinated framework. The development of 

the State of Natural Resources Reports will provide evidence that underpins both the national Marine 

Plan and National Natural Resources Policy and enable integrated resource management. 

 

4. Recommendations 4 and 5 

 Since our previous contribution to the inquiry, the Maritime Spatial Planning Directive has been adopted 

(2014/89/EU) providing a framework for marine planning. Through the representations made by 

Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs for the UK (as a member state) we are aware the 

Welsh Government provided contributions to ensure its development enhanced the work that the UK was 

undertaking towards marine planning. We believe Member States supported the notion that marine 

planning holistically provides a mechanism for considering Integrated Coastal (Zone) Management as part 

of the marine planning process and we support the Welsh Government’s efforts in embedding these 

principles in the development of their national Marine Plan. 

 

 With respect to the Welsh Government’s efforts in identifying existing data sources to underpin marine 

planning; as stated in our previous response, the Welsh Government has a Memorandum of 

Understanding with The Crown Estate which sets a framework to illustrate how the two bodies can work 
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together for the benefit of marine planning and Wales. We also recently signed a Memorandum of 

Understanding with Natural Resources Wales in which we are both parties committed to work in 

partnership to ensure that the natural resources of Wales are sustainably managed. With both 

organisations we have an open and transparent working arrangement to share new and existing data 

sources.  

 

5. Recommendations 7, 8 and 9 

 Following on from the Marine and Fisheries Strategic Action Plan that sets out the Welsh Government’s 

intentions to engage extending Special Protection Areas (SPAs) we saw the approval of the three marine 

SPA extensions in October 2014; Grassholm, Skomer and Skokholm and Bardsey, which were consulted 

on earlier in the year. We welcome the development of the Marine Protected Area (MPAs) Management 

Steering Group established to agree priorities for improvement and ensure consistency across Wales. The 

Crown Estate joined this group in 2014 and welcomes the strategic approach the group is taking to 

assessing the approach to managing of the marine protected area network as a whole and identify 

whether there is a need for subsequent MPAs.  

 

6. Recommendation 12 and 13 

 Since the marine licensing function moved to Natural Resources Wales, we have developed a good 

working relationship with the marine licensing team and have regular liaison. We believe the team works 

well with the resource they have, but as with many operational units, they are resource constrained and 

have high workloads to manage.  

 Natural Resources Wales website has useful pages on marine licensing with easy to navigate areas that 

enable applicants and other interested parties to find out more about licence applications that have been 

received and their stage in determination. 

 

7. Conclusion 

We trust that you will find these comments constructive. We would be very willing to provide additional 

information on any of the points we have raised above and be very pleased to discuss these matters with you 

further. Through the Energy & Infrastructure’s Policy, Planning and Consenting team, we are ready to engage in 

further discussions on these and other points relevant to our ownership or which our expertise may be brought to 

bear. All of this response may be put into the public domain and there is no part of it that should be treated as 

confidential. 

Contact: 

Olivia Thomas, Marine Policy Manager 

The Crown Estate, 16 New Burlington Place, London, W1S 2HX 

Tel. 020 7851 5000 

olivia.thomas@thecrownestate.co.uk 
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Welsh Fishermen’s Association Ltd   Bangor Mussel Producers Ltd 

Cymdeithas Pysgotwyr Cymru Cyf   Penrhyn Dock 

 

The national voice of Welsh fishermen    
 

Chairman:  Jim Evans (CEO)      Chairman:  James Wilson   

Office:   Maes-Y-Dre, New Road,    Office:  Port Penrhyn 

Newcastle Emlyn       Bangor 

SA38 9AB       LL57 4HM   

Email:  office@wfa-cpc.co.uk    Email: mussels@deepdockltd.co.uk 

 

Tel:   07855782236     Tel: 01407 730329 

  

 

 

EVIDENCE TO THE ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE INQUIRY 

INTO MARINE POLICY IN WALES 

 

FEBRUARY 2015 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide evidence on Welsh Government’s implementation of the 

recommendations in the National Assembly for Wales Environmental and Sustainable Committee’s 

report into Marine Policy in Wales, published in January 2013 and subject to a further inquiry 

session in February 2014. 

Summary 

The Welsh Fishermen’s Association (WFA) and Bangor Mussel Producers Association Ltd (BMP) 

acknowledge the progress made in WG marine policy development and implementation, including 

the formation of a Marine and Fisheries Division the establishment of marine action plans and 

greater industry involvement in the development of marine policies and management. However, the 

failure to implement marine policy on time and the lack of targets for 2015 and beyond is of concern. 

Moreover, the delivery of European-driven marine goals, such as: Marine Plans; a coherent network 

of MPAs; Sustainable Fisheries biodiversity targets under the Marine Strategy Framework Directive; 

and discard reductions under the Common Fisheries Policy will require significant support and data 

from fishermen. Transparent work programmes with clear delivery timelines will help secure the 

trust necessary to positively engage fishermen, but unknown targets and failure to deliver without 

explanation will lead to disinterest and disengagement. Fishermen possess a wealth of marine 

knowledge that can help WG deliver its marine targets more effectively and efficiently whilst 

safeguarding fishing grounds, fishermen’s livelihoods and fishing communities all of which are 

fundamental to sustaining our Welsh heritage, culture and language. 
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The WFA and BMP recommend: 

 Higher priority for marine policy and its implementation across WG departments, policy and 

implementation; 

 Clarification by WG of MFSAP actions and delivery timelines for 2015 and beyond; 

 Review of the adequacy of WG’s resources to deliver the MFSAP; 

 Greater use of fishermen in data collection and monitoring work; 

 Review of the reporting mechanism for Habitats Directive Article 17; 

 Fair and consistent treatment of fisheries and aquaculture in Welsh MPAs; and 

 A decision on WG’s role in offshore MCZ designation and management. 

Introduction  

Created by fishermen for the wider fishing communities in Wales, the Welsh Fishermen’s 

Association Ltd - Cymdeithas Pysgotwyr Cymru Cyf (WFA-CPC) is the representative body for 

fisherman’s associations in Wales, namely Cardigan Bay Fisherman’s Association Ltd, Llyn 

Fisherman’s Association, Llyn Pot Fisherman’s Association, North Wales Fisherman’s Cooperative 

Ltd, Welsh Inshore Scallopers Association and South & West Wales Fishing Communities Ltd.  

Operating in the Menai Straits, North Wales, BMP Ltd is an association of four mussel businesses: 

Deepdock Ltd, Extramussel Ltd, Myti Mussels Ltd and Ogwen Mussel Ltd.  

The WFA’s and BMP’s views are described against each of the recommendations put forward in the 

National Assembly for Wales Environment and Sustainability Committee’s inquiry into Marine Policy 

in Wales that are relevant to our respective organisations. 

 

Recommendation 1. We recommend that the Welsh Government affords a higher priority to marine 

policy in Wales. 

Response from WFA  

We have been encouraged by some significant WG marine policy decisions and implementation 

since the marine policy inquiry reported in January 2013, including: 

- The amalgamation of the fisheries and marine departments, which should increase efficiency 

and help streamline the delivery of WG marine and fisheries policy under the Marine 

Transition Programme (MTP). 

 

- WG’s Marine and Fisheries Strategic Action Plan (MFSAP) that recognised the importance 

of the fishing industry, the requirement to work more collaboratively and the need to improve 

profitability and production (a detailed critique of the MFSAP is provided under 

Recommendation 2). 

 

- WG’s Marine Transition Programme (MTP) that linked international, European and national 

commitments and policies on marine protection, management and fisheries. We are hopeful 

that the MTP will provide an effective way of dealing with the multitude of demands in the 

most efficient manner avoiding duplication and collecting data once and using it many times. 

 

- The involvement of WFA and the IFGs in marine policy and management meetings to 

discuss how WG can improve delivery and how industry can assist in the development of 
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marine targets and where necessary appropriate management options to safeguard 

fisheries. 

However, marine policy and interests such as biodiversity, natural resource management and food 

have not fared so well across wider WG policy development. Marine subject matter has been 

inconspicuous in WG’s Wales Biodiversity Strategy Board. At the latest Biodiversity Board meeting it 

was acknowledged that marine biodiversity had received very little attention and it was agreed that 

this needs to be considered in more detail going forward. Very few marine-related projects were 

successful in WG’s £6M Nature Fund. The failure to secure funds for the ‘Llyn Ecosystem-Based 

Approach – from policy to practice’ project put forward by WFA, Wales Environment Link, Gwynedd 

County Council and others, was particularly disappointing as the previous Minister for Natural 

Resources and Food, Alun Davies AC/AM had committed to supporting the WFA’s proposal to 

implement an ecosystem-based approach to marine regional co-management outlined in ‘Striking 

the Balance’ (point 40, MFSAP) around the Llyn Peninsular.  Seafood hardly featured in the initial 

development of WG’s Food and Drink Action Plan until WFA intervened and requested greater 

recognition and consideration of seafood in WG’s food policy work.  

We recommend that marine policy is given greater emphasis across WG departments, policy and 

implementation as unclear policy and decision making can have a profound effect on sustainable 

jobs and growth in coastal communities by delaying decisions to invest in existing or new fisheries 

and aquaculture development. 

Response from BMP 

We are aligned in our support of the broader commentary provided by WFA in relation to its views 

into Welsh Government’s Marine Policy work. 

 
Recommendation 2. By April 2013, we recommend that the Welsh Government publishes an 

action plan that sets out its priorities for delivering its marine environment duties. This strategy 

should include an action plan for delivering each duty. We would expect this to include details of 

the: 

- expected outcomes; 

- specific actions required to achieve the outcomes expected; 

- timescale for delivery, including key milestones; 

- cost of delivery (including resource considerations); 

- details of where funding will be sourced from. 

Response from WFA  

The WFA welcomed the publication of the WG Marine and Fisheries Strategic Action Plan (MFSAP) 

WG produced an action plan (MFSAP) and an outline of a MTP.  The WFA is very grateful to be 

more involved in assessing the progress of MFSAP actions and the planning of work under the 

MTP. We note, however, that the MFSAP was produced six months after the Committee’s initial 

recommendations and some of the actions remain incomplete and without explanation.  

There can be plausible reasons for delays to delivery dates, such as the volume of work emanating 

from marine planning, the reformed Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) and Marine Protected Areas 

(MPAs), and we appreciate that timelines can slip and work can be re-prioritised, especially when 

faced with a significant extra workload. However, the lack of an explanation by WG for delays 

Tudalen y pecyn 23



4 
 

breeds disillusionment and distrust amongst fishermen and wider marine stakeholders is a particular 

concern at a time when we need fishermen to fully engage in the process.   

The absence of MFSAP actions and delivery timelines for 2015 and beyond is a concern and we 

request that WG establish timelines as soon as possible to ensure that:-  

a) We clearly understand the status in terms of delivery the strategic components of the action 

plan and  

b) A clear and considered revision of the MFSAP implementation plan will be necessary to 

communicate key timescales for delivering ongoing and new work such as marine SPA’s 

and proposed SAC designations for Harbour Porpoise in 2015. 

a & b will be fundamental to inform and focus a collaborative pathway for WG and Marine 

stakeholders to meet these duties. 

Response from BMP 

 Whilst the major commitment toward aquaculture within the MFASP has now been adopted within 

the UK art 34 submission to the new Common Fisheries Policy– on Multi annual National Plans - we 

note with concern that the timelines for delivering up on the overarching objectives of the MFASP, at 

the domestic level, only extended to end 2014 – it is clear that these need to be extended to 2015 

and beyond. 

However we have considerable concern that despite the Government’s commitment to growing the 

aquaculture sector – which we wholeheartedly share, we in fact are faced with a bureaucracy which 

at nearly every turn stifles this objective.  We are concerned that officials still have an incomplete 

and flawed understanding of the requirements of the sector, both at the basic level and in the 

context of the growth objectives. We are deeply concerned and have serious reservations about the 

prevailing narrative from Welsh Government that refers to the application and functional ‘ fit for 

purposeness (?)’ of the current fisheries and aquaculture legislative framework. This also appears to 

be having a perverse influence over the application and interpretation of wider European 

environmental objectives.   

We are alert to and constantly reminded of, the reality that this questionable interpretation of the 

legislation and everything that flows from it has in Wales. Welsh companies are actively 

disadvantaged in comparison to those operating in the same sectors elsewhere in the UK. This 

further compounds the impact of the wider driver within Welsh Government to review, and make 

amendments to Legislation, which appears, in the this circumstance at least, to be having an 

unintended effect of obliterating any sense checking of need.. ON the basis of the old adage – if its 

not broken you don’t need to fix it - We have serious concerns and have expressed numerous times 

to Welsh Government, but to no avail. 

Without a fairly profound shift in the interpretation that Welsh Government have of the existing legal 

framework, a framework which has provided for the industry that we currently have in Wales 

(recognised at a European and international level as being highly sustainable (economically, 

socially culturally), demonstrably integrated and complaint with N2K objectives, and UK leading 

(shellfish cultivation) in terms of its relative size and innovation)  , we cannot see any likelihood of 

meeting the aspirations for growth in aquaculture over the period 2014-2020, conversely we would 

anticipate a significant decrease in production and overall scale of activity over this period 

At the wider scale, we concur with the WFA comments that all too often there remains evidence of a 

damaging inconsistency in terms of advice and guidance from statutory authorities in a north south 

sense of the interpretation and application of environmental obligations. This remains reminiscent of 
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the bad old days of individuals being able to actively interpret and apply legislative obligations on 

the basis of personal opinions.  

 

Recommendation 3. We recommend as part of the process of developing an action plan, 

resources are carefully considered. The Welsh Government should make use of external expertise 

where appropriate, but it should also look at whether it needs to better resource itself to deliver on 

the challenging statutory obligations it faces. 

Recommendation 5. The Welsh Government should work with partners to identify the existing data 

sources available to underpin marine planning in Wales. Where opportunities exist, it should work in 

partnership with industry, university research centres and the Third Sector to coordinate data 

collection efforts. We expect the pathway to achieving this to be set out in response to 

Recommendation 2‘ above 

Response from WFA  

Stakeholder participation is critical to the success of marine policy, particularly as there is 

incomplete scientific understanding of the marine ecosystem, and a multitude of activities taking 

place in the same areas. Fishermen probably know more about the seabed conditions around the 

coast in Wales than most scientists, because they are best placed to observe seasonal and annual 

trends. It is likely that less than 10% of the Welsh seabed has been properly mapped in respect of 

ground conditions, habitat types and species assemblages. This work is urgently required in order 

to provide a sound basis for marine planning and MPA designations and management. Fishermen 

are at sea on their local fishing grounds throughout the year and are potentially valuable participants 

in marine monitoring and data gathering. WFA recommend greater use of fishermen in data 

collection and monitoring work, which will ultimately, we believe, save money by avoiding high 

vessel chartering costs by utilizing the wealth of local knowledge held by fishing communities which 

would help to instill in fishermen a sense of ownership in the marine environment. 

 

The WFA has been developing fishermen’s capability in marine data collection to inform MPAs and 

statutory marine monitoring. In collaboration with Swansea University, a certified ‘Marine Ecological 

Survey Training’ course for fishermen was established and the first course took place in Nefyn in 

2012 where fishermen were taught how to plan and undertake intertidal and subtidal habitat and 

species surveys and how to record and present survey data. Following the training course, a trial 

funded by CCW demonstrated how commercial fishermen with an interest in marine conservation 

could play an active role in seabed habitat surveys using underwater video equipment. A series of 

collaborative video surveys were planned and successfully carried out from inshore fishing vessels 

in partnership with staff from Natural Resources Wales, Pen Llŷn a'r Sarnau SAC and Seafish (See 

attached report). The surveys produced high quality seabed footage of 38 sites around the Pen Llŷn 

a'r Sarnau SAC whilst building the capacity to undertake further surveys with local fishermen and 

site officers. More recently WFA have been working with Succorfish to further develop their software 

App which is being designed to act as an e-log, recording catches of commercial species. The App 

also records a selection of easily identified marine invasive non-native species and marine 

mammals/cetaceans (supported by the use of photographic guidance) which as it is linked to the 

GPS position through the iVMS provides managers and scientists with an accurate and real-time 

record and location. The App is currently being trialled by fishermen involved in the Blue Marine 

Foundation’s Lyme Bay initiative where 45 vessels are using iVMS as part of a Fully Documented 

Fishery project, part of which uses the App to record species of marine conservation interest in 
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addition to commercial catches. We are pleased to report that WG have supported an iVMS pilot 

with North Wales fishermen which will inform marine planning and landing obligation requirements 

under the reformed CFP. WFA is also involved in the establishment of an Invasive Non-Native 

Species (INNS) early warning system being developed by NRW and the School of Ocean Sciences 

at Bangor University.  Additionally we are currently procuring marine survey equipment such as: 

side-scan sonar, underwater video sled and monitor to assist in the collection of future evidence 

requirements and monitoring programmes. 

Response from BMP 

We support the commitment of Welsh Government to further encourage collaborative relationships 

between industry and Research providers. However we would also request greater recognition of 

the relationships that are already in existence (and have been for some time) between Industry and 

RTD’s in Wales – which is a central element of the science based sustainability identity that the 

Welsh Aquaculture sector in the main has at present.  

We are heartened by the continuing commitment by Welsh government to continue to encourage 

and plan for the co-location of activities (including aquaculture) within the Welsh marine zone and 

would hope that Welsh Government will be able to assist in further industry driven work in this area 

in the near future. As an aside, the Welsh driven co-location work has been recognised 

internationally, as being ground breaking with organisations as far afield as Korea actively engaged 

in developing better appreciations of the outputs from the work undertaken to date. 

Recommendation 10. By the 31 December 2013, the Welsh Government should voluntarily lay 

before the Assembly a report that meets the requirement of section 124 of the Marine and Coastal 

Access Act 2009. This report should include an appraisal of the environmental status, governance 

and enforcement of existing marine protected areas. 

Response from WFA  

The WFA raised concerns over the inaccuracy of information CCW submitted for a report into the 

condition and status of Marine European N2K sites in 2012, as part of the ‘Third Report by the 

United Kingdom under Article 17’ of the Habitats Directive. Despite NRW acknowledging, that 

adjustments were necessary to the 3rd Report we remain uncomfortable with the inaccurate 

information that has been cited in the ‘Developing the Welsh National Marine Plan - Draft Strategic 

Scoping Exercise’ report as the flawed Article 17 data will be used to inform the marine monitoring 

programmes under the MSFD. We continue to revisit this issue with NRW and will continue to do so 

until our concerns are resolved. 

In response to Recommendation 10, WG’s ‘Report to the National Assembly for Wales on Marine 

Protected Areas in Wales’ (February 2014) did not appraise the environmental status, governance 

or enforcement of existing marine protected areas. In addition to our concerns about current status 

reporting (outlined above) we are also worried about the inconsistency of MPA management in 

Wales.  

It has not gone unnoticed that NRW HQ Fisheries staff continue to deal with fisheries and 

aquaculture case work in South Wales. There is a history of difficulty with current NRW and ex-

CCW staff in South Wales. Whilst a proactive approach to dealing with fishing-related issues and 

development exists in North Wales, this doesn’t appear to be the case in the South. We call for fair 

and consistent treatment of fisheries and aquaculture across Welsh MPAs. 

Recommendation 11. (a) The Welsh Government should engage with the offshore Marine 

Conservation Zone designation process and facilitate the co-ordination of Welsh stakeholder input 
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to these processes. (b) When the Secretary of State consults the Welsh Ministers on the proposed 

creation of a Marine Conservation Zone in Welsh offshore waters, the Welsh Government should 

inform us in writing of this and set out the steps it intends to take to ensure the UK Government 

considers Welsh interests. 

Defra is consulting on the second tranche of proposed Marine Conservation Zones (MCZs) which 

comprise 23 new Marine Conservation Zones in English inshore and offshore waters. Defra has 

decided not to consult on any of the 5 potential sites identified in the Welsh offshore area (Celtic 

Deep; South of Celtic Deep; East of Celtic Deep; Mid St George’s Channel; North St George’s 

Channel) pending the outcome of the Silk Commission recommendations.  

The WFA respectfully recommend that a decision on how WG intend to proceed with the offshore 

sites is made quickly and fishermen are adequately consulted to allow fishermen’s data to be 

collected satisfactorily to fully inform impact assessments, and ensure displacement issues are 

properly addressed, to avoid fishing activity being forced to work in areas that are less understood 

environmentally and inadvertently increasing fishing pressure to areas without understanding the 

potential impacts of such displaced activity.  We believe that WG would be best placed to undertake 

the offshore MCZ process in the Welsh Zone given that this area clearly sits within the WNMP as 

the site management and enforcement duties would rest with WG. 

To Conclude: 

The WFA-CPC and BMP acknowledges Welsh governments progress in relation to implementing 

the recommendations of the Environment and Sustainability committee regarding the Marine Policy 

Inquiry Report, however, much remains to be done. 

Clearly in 2014 ministerial re-shuffles and restrictive budgets have and will continue to place 

unrealistic demands on the Marine & Fisheries Division’s capacity to deliver the Committee’s 

recommendations, it is our considered opinion that Marine & Fisheries have figuratively been the 

“poor relation” for too long, the statutory duties placed on government in respect of the Welsh 

Marine area are equal to terrestrial designations and deserve equal consideration.  In our view we 

do not believe that the required level of marine stakeholder engagement and maintenance of such a 

demanding approach can be sustained by WG given the further budget cuts proposed for Natural 

Resources beyond March 2015.  This additional pressure cannot be under estimated as there are 

already significant challenges this year that will consume resource and risk delivery. 

We trust that the Committee finds our joint submission helpful and we congratulate the Members for 

your continued scrutiny of Marine Policy in Wales. 

Should you have any further questions in respect of our submitted evidence or marine and fisheries 

issues generally we would be pleased to be of assistance. 

 

Jim Evans 

Welsh Fisherman’s Association Ltd – Cymdeithas Pysgotwyr Cymru Cyf 

James Wilson 

Bangor Mussel Producers Ltd 
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Fishermen’s Video Survey Trial – 
Pen Llŷn a'r Sarnau SAC 

 

 

 

Abstract: This trial set out to demonstrate how commercial fishermen with an interest in 

marine conservation could play an active role in seabed habitat surveys using underwater 

video equipment.  This type of information is often crucial to inform the management of 

fisheries in sensitive sites to ensure that sensitive habitats are adequately protected from 

disturbance. 

A series of collaborative video surveys were planned and successfully carried out from 

inshore fishing vessels in partnership with staff from Natural Resources Wales, Pen Llŷn a'r 

Sarnau SAC and Seafish. 

The surveys produced high quality seabed footage of 38 sites around the Pen Llŷn a'r Sarnau 

SAC whilst building the capacity to undertake further surveys within the local fishermen and 

site officers.    
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1. Introduction 

1.1. The Pen Llŷn a'r Sarnau SAC 

The Pen Llŷn a’r Sarnau Special Area of Conservation (SAC) is the largest SAC in Wales and until 

recently the second largest in the UK.  The  Pen Llŷn a’r Sarnau SAC extends for 230 km around the 

coast from Nefyn in the north, westward around the Pen Llŷn, encompassing Bardsey Island and 

then onwards to Tremadoc Bay, Barmouth and the Mawddach estuary, southwards to the Dyfi 

estuary and ends at xxxx north of Aberystwyth.  The SAC extends seaward to encompasses an area 

of seabed of 146,024 km2 , see Figure 1.   

Figure 1.  Map demonstrating the 146,024 km
2
 Pen Llŷn a’r Sarnau Special Area of Conservation 

 

The Pen Llŷn a’r Sarnau SAC is designated for 5 Annex I habitats: 

 Sandbanks which are slightly covered by sea water all the time 

 Estuaries 

 Coastal lagoons 

 Large shallow inlets and bays 

 Reefs 

 Mudflats and sandflats not covered by seawater at low tide 

 Salicornia and other annuals colonising mud and sand 

 Atlantic salt meadows (Glauco-Puccinellietalia maritimae) 

 Submerged or partially submerged sea caves 

There are no Annex II listed as a primary reason for the site designation but 3 are present: 

 Bottlenose dolphin  Tursiops truncatus 

 Otter  Lutra lutra 

 Grey seal  Halichoerus grypus 
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Local Ecological Knowledge 
(From Seafish, Fishermen’s Environmental 

Monitoring Pilot) 

“Fishermen have an in-depth knowledge of 

their fishing grounds built up over many years 

experience fishing and from traditional 

knowledge passed down from the older 

generation.  This knowledge has become 

more accepted as a potential source of 

valuable information in fishery and 

conservation management over the last 

decade and a half.  There are a number of 

terms commonly used to describe this 

knowledge and perhaps the most commonly 

used are “Traditional Environmental 

Knowledge” (TEK), “Local Environmental 

Knowledge” (LEK), and “Fishermen’s 

Environmental Knowledge” (FEK) and very 

often “environmental” is replaced by 

“ecological”.  Fishermen’s Ecological 

Knowledge may incorporate a variety of 

information types acquired through their own 

experience, from their peers and based upon 

more traditional cultural knowledge.  This 

may include ecological information such as 

inter-annual, seasonal, lunar, diet and food-

related variations in the behaviour and 

movements of marine fauna and physical 

information such as tidal streams, seabed 

types, local operating constraints and effects 

of prevailing weather conditions.” 

1.2. Concept 

This project was conceived to investigate the utility of involving fishermen and their vessels in survey 

work to inform SAC management.   

Survey and monitoring work in the marine environment is notoriously difficult and costly to 

undertake.  This often leads to a paucity of information on the nature and extent of sensitive seabed 

habitats and species.  Very often these information shortfalls prevent effective site management and 

can force managers to adopt a precautionary approach which leads to conflict with marine users.  

Information shortfalls can prevent Habitat Regulation Assessments from progressing with the result 

that consenting process of sustainable development such as aquaculture and certain wild capture 

fisheries can be delayed or prevented with associated economic impacts12.   

Welsh Government and therefore National 

Resources Wales have a series of legal commitments 

to monitor the marine environment e.g. Water 

Framework Directive and Habitats Directive.  These 

commitments are a significant cost burden to the 

Welsh Government and government agencies.  The 

Welsh Fishermen’s Association (WFA) has expressed 

an interest in participating in survey and monitoring 

work where its members may have relevant skills.  

The use of fishing vessels and crews could be a cost 

effective solution for some survey work especially 

where deployment of sampling gears is involved. 

There is a growing recognition in the value of 

collaborative fisheries science studies that involve 

researchers working in partnership with fishermen.  

In such studies researchers and fishermen work in 

partnership to better understand the marine 

environment; the fishermen are able to provide 

their Local Ecological Knowledge (See box), whist 

the researchers are able to provide formal scientific 

techniques.    

Seafish have recently developed an underwater 

video system for use on board fishing vessels.  The 

current project aims to use the system from small 

inshore vessels typical of those operating around 

Wales to gather seabed habitat information in the 

Pen Llŷn a’r Sarnau working in partnership with 

NRW and SAC site officers.     

 

                                                             
1 http://www.seafish.org/media/Publications/StrategicEnvironmentalAssessmentProject.pdf 
2 Fishermen’s Environmental Monitoring Pilot, Seafish 2013 in prep (link to be added) 
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2. Method and approach 

2.1. Planning workshop 

Identification of priority areas for the surveys was carried out in collaboration between NRW 

officers, SAC site staff and fishermen at a planning workshop facilitated by Seafish.  The workshop 

for participating fishermen served to introduce the aims of the project and to build working 

relationships.  A series of GIS charts were produced by NRW highlighting areas were previous survey 

work had been undertaken or where records of seabed habitats and species existed.  The areas 

where information gaps existed where highlighted as polygons (Figure 2).  These charts served as a 

focus for discussions and enabled fishermen to suggest areas of interest discuss local operational 

constraints such as tidal streams and areas of shelter.  Following the workshop a revised set of 

charts were produced with target polygons highlighting the priority areas for the survey work to take 

place within. 

Figure 2. Areas where information gaps exist on seabed habitat types identified by NRW 

 

2.2. Methods Handbook 

A Video Survey Handbook was produced to provide participating fishermen and SAC staff with 

information that would enable them to familiarise themselves with the procedures and for future 

reference.  This drew upon previous Seafish work which developed Standard Operating Procedures 

to enable shellfish farmers to undertake video surveys to inform aquaculture developments.  The 

Handbook provides an introduction to basic video surveys, and provides some background on the 

requirements for better seabed information for MPA management.  The Handbook is clearly laid out 

leading the reader through a description of the equipment, survey planning and the importance of 

collaboration, survey design, and finally a simple step-by-step SOP for the survey itself.  See 

Appendix I. 

  


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2.3. Implementation and Video Survey 

The surveys were carried out from two beach launched inshore fishing vessels; the FV “Lara B” a 19ft 

Orkney Fastliner equipped with a cuddy for protection operated by Brett Garner and the FV “William 

Stanley” an 8 m catamaran built locally by Colin Evans. 

Both vessels normally work static gear which results in a clear deck layout even on a small vessel as 

there are no winches, warps or trawl gear.   

Figure 3. The FV “Lara B” launching from the stone slip on Hells Mouth 

 

Figure 4.  The FV “William Stanley” launching from Poth Colman 
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 In addition to participating fishermen SAC Officer Alison Hargrave and Seafish Wales Officer Holly 

Whitley joined the surveys on alternate days.  This approach aimed to build capacity at a local site 

and national level to enable them to participate or lead future surveys.  

The video survey procedure closely followed that laid out in the Handbook (Appendix I).  A video log 

form used by NRW surveyors was used and was filled out at each station.  Key tasks were naturally 

delegated utilising the skills of the participants; fishermen were involved in navigating and 

manoeuvring the vessels, the site or Seafish officer present key tasks operated the topside video 

control unit and acted as recorder, the fishermen usually undertook deployment and recovery of the 

sledge and the adjustment of lights, cameras and scaling lasers.  Recording sheet was completed SAC 

or Seafish staff but the live video feed was observed by all participants who all provided 

identification and interpretation. 

Figure 5. Fisherman Brett Garner and SAC Officer Alison Hargrave undertaking video survey work off the South Llyn 

 

In addition to deployment of the Seafish video sledge a tow fish was trialled.  This piece of 

equipment was developed for use over rocky ground and sites where seaweed or seagrass cover 

would obscure the video cameras. 

Figure 6. Prototype video towfish 
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3. Results 
 

3.1. Account of survey days 

A total of 38 video stations were worked over the 3 days of survey and training, these produced over 

5 hours of video footage.  

Day 1: The first day of survey was carried out by Holly Whitely (Seafish Wales) and Brett Garner (FV 

“Lara B”).  The first stations were worked in two areas at the western end of Hells Mouth (Figure x).  

Good progress was made and deploying the video sledge proved straightforward from the small 

vessel.  The for’ard cuddy of the FV “Lara B”proved to be ideal for the topside unit keeping it out of 

the spray and in shade.  Good quality footage was recorded at 15 stations.   

Day 2: The second day of survey was carried out by Alison Hargrave (SAC Officer) and Brett Garner 

(FV “Lara B”).  The survey focused on Aberdaron Bay and areas around the islands Ynys Gwynlan-

bach and Yny Gwylan-fawr where a total of 13 video stations were worked.  The video towfish was 

tested in both areas and despite the need for some adaptations to improved directional stability 

proved to be effective in the rocky kelp beds.   

Figure 7. Video survey stations worked on Days 1 & 2 

 

Day 3: The third day of survey was carried out by Alison Hargrave (SAC Officer) and Sion Williams (FV 

William Stanley).  This work took place on the north of the Llyn Peninsula working from Porth 

Colmon.  We were unable to target the priority areas identified by NRW to the south west of the 

launch site due to sea conditions.  The decision was made to use the time to gather information on 

areas of conservation interest as directed by local knowledge.  The first stations aimed to investigate 

areas thought to contain Modiolus reef.  The second set of stations gathered footage of the seagrass 

beds in Porthdinllyn.  A further station was worked on the return passage to gather footage of a 

historic wreck close to Porth Colmon.  A total of 10 video stations were worked as a longer time was 
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spent steaming between areas.  The video towfish work well following overnight adaptations and 

proved to be effective in providing footage of the seagrass beds.   

Figure 8. Video survey stations worked on Day 3 

 

 
Figure 9. Fisherman Brett Garner and Seafish Wales Officer Holly Whitley engaged in a video survey. 
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3.2. Field log and observations 
Table 1.  Exerpts from field log sheets recorded during surveys. 

Location Station Longitude Latitude Depth 
(m) 

Sediment Conspicuous Species 

Llyn Hells Mouth 1 52.81511667 -4.6 9.5 Mixed ground of gravel, pebbles, 
areas of gravel waves and sand 

Kelp and red and green seaweed 

Llyn Hells Mouth 2 52.80828333 -4.613316667 16.5 Gravel, cobbles,, pebbles and areas 
of larger cobbles and gravel 

Hermit crabs, sponges, spiny starfish 
(marthasterias)  

Llyn Hells Mouth 3 52.80733667 -4.611585 13.5 Gravel, pebbles and cobbles with 
areas of cobble reef 

Seaweed, sponges 

Llyn Hells Mouth 4 52.80622 -4.609333333 12.5 Pebbles, cobbles, large cobbles, 
boulders 

Red seaweeds, sponges and sea 
urchins 

Llyn Hells Mouth 5 52.80646667 -4.621158333 16.5 Pebbles, cobbles, on a gradient of 
gravel and sand 

Sponges, ascidians, red seaweeds and 
hydroids 

Llyn Hells Mouth 6 52.80448667 -4.620488333 18.6 Area of gravel, pebbles, sand and 
silt. Area clean shell gravel and 
pebbles. Areas of pebbles, large 
cobbles and boulders 

Bryozoans and hydroids 

Llyn Hells Mouth 7 52.80333833 -4.616196667 21.1 Gravel, pebbles, silt, shells Scallops, hermit crabs 

Llyn Hells Mouth 8 52.80302167 -4.629961667 20 Gravel, pebbles, gravel waves and 
cobbles, areas of larger cobbles and 
large boulders 

Scallops, anemones, hydroids, 
bryozoans, spider crab 

Llyn Hells Mouth 9 52.79886 -4.63215 24 Shelly gravel and gravel waves areas, 
cobble and pebbles, areas of 
boulders and cobbles 

Hydroids, bryozoans, urchins, dead 
mans fingers 

Llyn Hells Mouth 10 52.794425 -4.631115 24.5 Pebbles, cobbles, sparse boulders. 
Area of sand 

Sponges, dead men's fingers, dogfish, 
hydroid, red seaweed 

Llyn Hells Mouth 11 52.79611667 -4.650691667 24.4 Gravel waves, pebbles, sand waves Red seaweed  

Llyn Hells Mouth 12 52.79453667 -4.657235 20.2 Cobble reef, large boulders. Area of 
gravel, pebbles cobble and 
occasional boulder 

Sponges, bryozoans, hydroids, starfish, 
soft coral 

Llyn Hells Mouth 13 52.79331833 -4.662013333 25.3 Gravel , pebbles, cobbles. Area of Hydroids, dead mans fingers, 
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cobbles and boulders bryozoans 

Llyn Hells Mouth 14 52.80064 -4.66905 14.1 Cobbles, boulders Kelp, red seaweed, sponges 

Llyn Hells Mouth 15 52.80857333 -4.608093333 16.2 Gravel, pebbles, occasional cobble Hydroids, red seaweed, sponge 

Aberdaron 16 52.7922 -4.684481333 15.4 Boulders, cobbles, Starfish, dead man's fingers, spider 
crabs, sponges, anemones 

Aberdaron 17 52.79144 -4.689571667 11.3 Area of sand then rocky reef Red seaweed, sponges, mussels 
starfish, kelp, spider crabs  

Aberdaron 18 52.78777167 -4.690278333 20 Coarse sand, gravel, pebbles Red seaweed, crab, dead mans fingers, 
ross coral, octopus, bryozoan 

Aberdaron 19 52.7865 -4.69342 14.4 Rock, cobbles, boulders Starfish, sponges, dead man's fingers, 
sponge crab, velvet crabs, bryozoans, 
red seafish 

Aberdaron 20 52.78386167 -4.697351667 20.2 Rock, boulders Dead mans fingers, sponges, bryozoa 

South Llyn Park 
Meudwy 

21 52.79324667 -4.71938 11.1 Areas of mixed ground cobble 
pebble and sand. Area of boulders 
and rock 

Octopus, red seaweed, scallops, red 
seaweed, sponges, crabs 

Aberdaron 22 52.79279333 -4.71451 12.8 Coarse sand and gravel Starfish, crabs, dead mans fingers, 
hydroids, sponges, red seaweed 

Aberdaron 23 52.79013667 -4.71998 14.1 Mixed cobble, gravel, sand Dead man's fingers, bryozoa, hydroids, 
sponges, colonial ascidians, red 
seaweeds 

Aberdaron 24 52.78722333 -4.726386667 11.7 Boulders and rock Kelp, red seaweed, hydroids, dead 
man's fingers, sponges 

Aberdaron 25 52.78686167 -4.725628333 12.6 Boulders, cobbles, coarse gravel, 
pebbles 

Sponges, kelp, hydroids, fish, bryozoa, 
dead man's fingers, red seaweed 

Aberdaron 26 52.786805 -4.724978333 13.4 Boulders, cobbles, coarse gravel, 
pebbles 

Spider crab, fish, red seaweed, sponge, 
bryozoa, hydroids, kelp 

Aberdaron 27 52.79083833 -4.689996667 12.9 Boulders, cobbles, gravel, mixed 
ground 

Kelp, red seaweed, spider crab, 
dogfish, mussel bed, dead man's 
fingers, sponges 

Aberdaron 28 52.79041667 -4.687741667 16.1 Rocky ground, cobbles, boulders 
with areas of flatter mixed ground 

Red seaweed, sponges, bryozoans, 
hydroids, spider crabs, mussels, 
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starfish, dogfish, wrasse, dead man's 
fingers 

North Llyn – Porth 
Colmon 

29 52.88728667 -4.677446667 14 Boulders, cobbles Red seaweed, fish, bryozoa, sponges 

North Llyn - Horse 
Mussel Reef area 

30 52.95864667 -4.616545 28.5 Gravel, cobbles, occasional boulders Fish, seaweed, dead man's, anemone, 
bryozoa 

North Llyn - Horse 
Mussel Reef area 

31 52.95928 -4.612898333 22.4 Gravel, areas of boulder and cobbles Dead man's fingers, sponges, bryozoa 

North Llyn - Horse 
Mussel Reef area 

32 52.96716167 -4.595511667 23.9 Gravel, cobble   

North Llyn - 
Porthdinllaen 

33 52.94420833 -4.560953333 3.5 Sand Seagrass, seaweed, fish 

North Llyn - 
Porthdinllaen 

34 52.94380333 -4.561881667 2.79 Sand Seagrass, seaweed,  

North Llyn - 
Porthdinllaen 

35 52.94358167 -4.562961667 2.3 Sand Seagrass, seaweed, Sargassum 

North Llyn - 
Porthdinllaen 

36 52.94358667 -4.562925 2.2 Sand Seagrass, seaweed, Sargassum 

North Llyn - 
Porthdinllaen 

37 52.94356167 -4.562803333 2.3 Sand Seagrass, seaweed, Sargassum, 
bivalves, anemone 

North Llyn - Porth 
Colmon 

38 52.86564333 -4.69362 5 Sand areas, boulders, bedrock, 
wreck 

Kelp, red seaweeds, fish 
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3.3. Example screenshots from footage 
Figure 10. Mussel bed at Aberdaron with rich associated fauna including brittlestars and crabs 

 

 

Figure 11. Rocky ground with dead man's fingers, sponges, hydroids and bryozoans off the island at Yny Gwylan-fawr 
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Figure 12.  Mixed rocky ground in deeper water off north Llyn 

 

 

Figure 13. The seagrass bed at Pothdinllyn (footage from the backup GoPro camera mounted on the towfish) 
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4. Conclusions 
 

4.1. Operational considerations 

The video survey work was successful in gathering high quality video footage of the seabed in the 

majority of the areas in with information gaps had been identified by NRW.  The only constraint 

encountered was due to unforeseen sea conditions off the North Lynn but survey work was able to 

continue at fall back sites suggested by the SAC Officer to gather footage to inform and support SAC 

management.   

Using local fishermen and their vessels proved to be a benefit as we were able to draw upon their 

local knowledge; this ranged from simply the best times to work in different areas in respect of the 

tide state to fine scale spatial knowledge of seabed features.  Both of these aspects are necessary 

knowledge that the fishermen require for their day to day fishing activity but which when applied to 

survey work save time and increase the likelihood success.  The fine scale spatial knowledge of small 

uncharted habitat features was surprising; Brett Garner was able to describe a rocky ridge running 

seaward from a promontory; Sion Willams was able to position the vessel and towfish directly over a 

small wooden wreck in shallow water at Porth Colmon.  It was common that once inside a target 

area the fishermen would take the lead on positioning of the survey stations directed by their local 

knowledge and by that passed on by other fishermen.  They showed a great deal of interest in the 

footage and clearly have strong curiosity to discover what is on the seabed. 

Practicalities of working on these small vessels required some organisation but a short time spent 

setting up and siting the video equipment and generator in protected positions proved to be 

worthwhile.  The FV “Lara B”, a 19ft Orkney Fastliner, is the smallest vessel that this equipment has 

been deployed from and proved to be ideal for working close inshore.  Both vessels benefited from a 

cuddy or open wheelhouse which provides protection from spray and the weather.  Working from 

an open boat would be more difficult as the topside control box does need to be kept dry. 

4.2. Relationship building and collaboration 

The recent Highly Protect Marine Conservation Zone consultation in Wales caused a degree of 

conflict between nature conservation interests and marine stakeholders, particularly fishermen.  

There is a desire amongst practitioners involved in marine conservation and fisheries management 

to rebuild relationships between fishermen, management bodies and conservation interests.  The 

planning stage of this trial served as an opportunity for some bridge building to take place between 

NRW officers, SAC officers and the local fishermen who live and work in the Pen Llŷn a'r Sarnau SAC.  

The dialogue that has taken place during, and subsequent to, this trial has served to strengthen 

relationships between NRW, SAC officers and the local fishing industry. 

The survey work was carried out using a partnership approach with the fishermen utilizing their skills 

and knowledge working alongside SAC site officers and scientists who brought formal science-based 

skills.  The joint working approach enabled wide-ranging discussions on ecology, management 

policies and site management issues to take place with the result that all participants were able to 

develop a better shared understanding. 
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4.3. Legacy: beyond video surveys 

The trial surveys served to build the capacity in terms of skills and experience for the participants to 

undertake future collaborative seabed surveys without the requirement for outside support.  All 

participants, fishermen, Seafish and SAC officers alike, stated when asked that they would be 

confident in carrying out similar work in the future.  This may be valuable for addressing site specific 

management issues or requirements for seabed habitat information to inform management.   

Site management issues are varied and require more than seabed habitat information to inform 

them, likewise the requirement for marine monitoring data covers a wide range of information from 

seawater chemistry to population status of protected species.  Discussions during this trial 

highlighted that fishermen may be able to play a role in gathering information or collaborating with 

scientists in monitoring and research.  Some examples that were suggested were: 

 Seasonal observations or sightings of key species e.g. seabird or marine mammals, 

 Surveillance and early warning of invasive non-native species, 

 Provision of survey platforms for bird surveys, 

 Vessels as survey platforms for instrumentation such as temperature or sea water chemistry 

loggers, 

 Climate change surveillance by recording unusual species or changes in behaviour of 

currently common species, 

 Collaborations between researchers and fishermen 

The Welsh Fishermen’s Association is developing a project to take these ideas forward with NRW in 

2014. 
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EVIDENCE TO THE ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABILITY COMMITTEE INQUIRY 
INTO PROGRESS ON MARINE POLICY IN WALES 

 
13th February 2015 

 
 
Wales Environment Link (WEL) is a network of environmental and countryside Non-

Governmental Organisations in Wales, most of whom have an all-Wales remit. WEL is officially 

recognised as the intermediary body between the government and the environmental NGO 

sector in Wales. Its vision is to increase the effectiveness of the environmental sector in its 

ability to protect and improve the environment through facilitating and articulating the voice of 

the sector. 

This evidence is submitted by WEL's Marine Working Group (MWG) representing the views of 

the following member organisations – Marine Conservation Society, RSPB Cymru, Wildlife 

Trusts Wales and WWF Cymru. 

WEL welcomes this opportunity to present written evidence to the Environment and 

Sustainability Committee’s review of progress on marine policy in Wales. We have focussed 

our comments on the top-line issues and the progress made since the Committee’s letter to 

Alun Davies AM (the then Minister for Natural Resources and Food) in May 2014 which 

provided further recommendations regarding marine policy implementation to the 2013 inquiry. 

We look forward to elaborating on our written submission at the Committee’s oral evidence 

session. 

Summary of key points: 

• The review of sea fisheries legislation, commenced in 2010, needs to be 

completed as a priority to ensure effective protection and management of stocks 

and the environment. 

• To ensure sustainable development in the Welsh marine area, the Welsh National 

Marine Plan needs to fully implement an ecosystem based approach and balance 

economic growth with that of social and environmental requirements. Success of 

the Plan will also be heavily reliant on long term monitoring and effective use of 

the marine planning portal. 

• There are known gaps within the Marine Protected Area (MPA) Network that need 

to be completed; work to identify other gaps has stalled risking our ability to 
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achieve an ecologically coherent network of MPAs. Improvements to managing 

the network are underway, but slow delivery has hindered progress 

• Proposed measures currently being consulted on to achieve Good 

Environmental Status of our seas by 2020 under the Marine Strategy Framework 

Directive (MSFD) are unambitious and do not offer anything new, compromising 

our ability to achieve agreed targets. 

• An effective evidence base underpins the Marine Transition Programme, but 

inadequate resourcing of data collection means that there are still large gaps in 

our understanding of the marine environment. 

• Resourcing of the Marine Transitions Programme remains an issue; the 2015/16 

budget no longer has a ring fenced allowance for marine work, despite 

increasing work to deliver against legislative obligations.  

• Lessons have been learned from previous ill-fated stakeholder engagement 

experiences, but the new Wales Marine Stakeholder Advisory Group is not yet 

functioning as it was intended. 

We expand and provide further detail below. 

 

General Comments 

WEL welcomed the Committee’s assessment of progress made since its original inquiry into 

marine policy in Wales, as set out in the follow-up letter to the Minister in May 2014. We were 

pleased that in response to this letter the then Minister for Natural Resources and Food, Alun 

Davies AM, released a marine policy progress report on 3rd July 2014 which contained a 

number of updates and further actions on the Welsh Government’s Marine and Fisheries 

Strategic Action Plan (MFSAP). 

WEL believes that the publication of the MFSAP represents positive opportunities to 

sustainably manage the land and sea in an integrated manner through an ecosystem-based 

approach (EBA). However, we are yet to see these initiatives reflected in the Government’s 

wider programme of work on the environment and natural resources in Wales (e.g. Natural 

Resource Management and the Environment Bill) and we remain concerned that these work 

areas do not provide sufficient consideration of Wales’ marine environment.  

Since the Committee’s last evidence session in January 2014, WEL has responded to Welsh 

Government’s White Paper consultation on proposals for an Environment (Wales) Bill. Overall 

our responses indicated our concerns over the general emphasis on economy and perceived 

change in focus from biodiversity to natural resource management. It is important to remember 

that our international obligations require Welsh Government have a duty to conserve 

biodiversity in its own right for its intrinsic and non-use value. Furthermore, we would welcome 

a binding measure within the Environment Bill for the delivery of an ecosystem-based 

approach to marine management. This will ensure that sustainable use of marine resources 

will continue to provide opportunities to benefit from non-developmental values such as 

tourism, health and wellbeing services and delivery of Welsh Government’s ambition to live 

within our environmental limits.  
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WEL believes that it is critical that marine management be afforded the necessary level of 

political focus and vital resources to ensure effective management of Welsh seas, in order to 

deliver UK and Welsh Government’s shared vision of clean, healthy, safe, productive and 

biologically diverse seas. We have serious concerns regarding the ability for Welsh 

Government to achieve its programme of work for marine through their new Marine Transition 

Programme given current and possible future resource constraints facing this Department of 

Government. We highlight these concerns further below. 

Fisheries 
 
WEL are encouraged by the commitment from Government to develop sustainable, local and 

shared management of marine activities, including fisheries, within the Marine and Fisheries 

Strategic Action Plan. We also welcomed further commitment from the Minister in his July 

2014 update to implement obligations under the new EU Common Fisheries Policy (CFP), 

including establishing Quota Management Groups to facilitate discussion and agreement on 

Welsh quota options. Enacting changes under the new CFP and supporting sustainable 

fisheries at a local scale is essential if Welsh Government is to achieve Good Environmental 

Status by 2020 and an ecosystem-based approach to marine management. 

WEL are aware that work on data capture and discards monitoring, which is an important 

requirement of the new CFP, is underway. The sampling regime in Wales is part of a joint 

England and Wales programme under the Data Collection Framework (DCF) which is the 

statutory evidence gathering part of the Common Fisheries Policy. WEL hope that the data 

capture process will not only assist delivery of the MSFD requirements for commercial and 

non-commercial stocks but also support a move towards ecosystem-based management of 

commercial fisheries.  

Strengthening fisheries management legislation through consultation is critical to ensure 

sustainable management of fisheries in Welsh waters. However we are still awaiting the 

outcome of the 2014 consultation regarding the implementation of a system of penalty points 

on vessel licenses (a requirement under the EU Fisheries Control Regulation), which we 

believe would be a useful deterrent and a sensible way of addressing infringements. We urge 

Welsh Government to implement this system without further delay. 

Fisheries enforcement still remains an issue within Welsh waters. Illegal landings undermine 

efforts to sustainably manage fish stocks. Limitations are in part due to a limited number of 

enforcement staff and the complexity of the legislation that mitigates against effective 

management. A review of fisheries legislation was announced by the then fisheries Minister 

Elin Jones AM in 2010 and was expected to take 5 years to complete. Whilst some legislative 

measures have been taken forward, further progress is needed to ensure this commitment is 

completed on time. WEL would suggest that the developing Environment Bill is used to 

address any legislative issues delaying effective fisheries management, ensuring an 

ecosystem-based approach and a greater level of control for adaptive management of Welsh 

seas. This would enable provision of more rapid preventative measures, through emergency 

orders as used recently in Scotland, and effort management in line with the limits of the marine 

ecosystem. In addition, this would ensure that Welsh Government ambitions for the growth of 

sustainable aquaculture, as announced by the then minister Alun Davies AM in May 2013, 

could be considered. To date WEL has not seen an effective roadmap as to how the ambition 

to double Welsh aquaculture will be delivered, beyond a review and possible repeal of the Sea 

Fisheries (Shellfish) Act 1967 proposed in the draft Environment Bill. 
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Marine Planning 

WEL believes that marine planning should provide the framework for sustainable decision-

making for Welsh seas, adding real value to the existing Marine Policy Statement. We 

therefore support Welsh Government’s intention to develop a Plan by 2015 and remain 

committed to working with Government and other stakeholders in elaborating the Plan through 

the Marine Planning Stakeholder Reference Group. However, we have reservations over 

Welsh Government’s ability to deliver a meaningful, fit-for-purpose plan within the current time 

frame without a significant increase in resources. 

WEL welcomed the opportunity to input to the public consultation on the draft Vision and 

Objectives and the draft Strategic Scoping Exercise (SSE) of the Wales National Marine Plan 

(WNMP) in late summer 2014.  WEL has deep concerns over the current wording of the draft 

Vision and Objectives of the Plan and the extent to which they adequately reflect sustainable 

development of the Welsh marine environment. The draft Vision and Objectives highlight an 

overriding priority to secure jobs and growth in the Welsh marine environment over the next 20 

years. This contradicts the ecosystem-based approach, the Marine Policy Statement, and the 

adopted definition of Sustainable Development, which seeks to achieve equal weighting 

between the need for strategic growth and social and environmental requirements. 

It is our view that marine planning should support sustainable development, not growth at any 

cost. It should be recognised that in some instances development may not always be possible 

or advisable and that healthy ecosystems provide the foundation for sustainable development 

and lasting economic benefit. Based on the current draft Vision and Objectives, WEL believes 

that Welsh Government’s approach to marine planning must be revised and go much further to 

embed an ecosystem-based approach throughout the Plan if they are to achieve sustainable 

development.  

WEL are concerned, that little consideration seems to have been directed towards 

implementing an ecosystem-based approach through the Plan, or how the Plan will be 

developed to support delivery of Descriptor targets under the EU Marine Strategy Framework 

Directive (MSFD). Further work needs to be undertaken in both these areas if the Plan is to 

successfully support delivery of sustainable development and Good Environmental Status 

(GES) in the Welsh marine area. Wales Environment Link recently commissioned research to 

understand how marine planning can contribute towards achieving GES of our seas by 2020. 

The report provides a list of recommendations on how marine planning can help achieve 

specific Descriptor targets as well as how strategic planning can contribute to the effective 

management of the Marine Protected Area Network (the completion of which is a key 

requirement of the EU MSFD). This list of recommendations has been provided to Welsh 

Government and we hope that this will support strategic thinking on the integration of Welsh 

Government’s national and international marine commitments. WEL has also provided 

guidance to Welsh Government on the application of an ecosystem-based approach to marine 

planning including recommendations on how this approach could be applied throughout the 

Marine Plan development process. 

The draft Strategic Scoping Exercise highlighted that there are still significant uncertainties and 

gaps in our understanding of ecosystem functions and cumulative impacts of our activities. It is 

our view that long term monitoring programmes are essential in increasing our understanding 
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to enable informed and effective management. The Sustainability Appraisal, which is currently 

being undertaken to inform the likely effects of Plan policies on the social, environmental and 

economic aspects of the marine environment, should therefore adopt a precautionary 

approach where such gaps are identified. 

Delivering an Ecologically Coherent Network of MPAs 

Welsh seas play a pivotal role in contributing to an Ecologically Coherent Network (ECN) of 

well-managed Marine Protected Areas as required under the Marine Strategy Framework 

Directive (MSFD) and other international commitments. Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) are 

essential to the conservation and recovery of the marine environment and the wildlife it 

supports, whilst allowing sustainable and legitimate use of our seas to continue. Independent 

research has demonstrated that healthy marine ecosystems play a direct role in supporting key 

marine industries, including fisheries and tourism. 

Such a network needs to include representative, rare, unique and nationally important species 

or habitats. Under the EU MSFD, Wales needs to “establish spatial protection measures that 

contribute to a coherent and representative network of marine protected areas, adequately 

covering the diversity of the constituent ecosystems” by 2016. The ecologically coherent MPA 

network is to be made up of sites of national and international importance. In Wales this would 

include, Marine Conservation Zones (MCZs) designated under the Marine and Coastal Access 

Act (England and Wales), EU Special Protected Areas (SPAs) and Special Areas of 

Conservation (SACs) designated under the EU Birds and Habitats Directives respectively, as 

well as marine components of existing Sites of Special Scientific Interest (Wildlife & 

Countryside Act 1981) and Ramsar sites (Ramsar Convention). 

WEL welcomed further progress in the implementation of the EU Birds Directive in 2014 

through the consultation and designation of three SPA maintenance extensions in the Welsh 

inshore area. With appropriate management, these new sites will ensure that internationally 

important seabird populations which choose to breed in Wales are not only afforded protection 

at their nesting sites, but also in key areas where they spend time feeding, loafing and 

preening.  

However, significant work still needs to be undertaken by Welsh Government to complete 

Wales’ contribution to the Natura 2000 network. A number of European Protected Species, 

including seabirds and cetaceans, are still lacking adequate protection. Further SPA’s are 

required for offshore feeding aggregations, inshore wintering areas and other sites for non-

breeding water birds. Furthermore, there is a requirement under the Habitats Directive to have 

a representative network for qualifying European Protected Species such as harbour porpoise, 

which is currently the subject of a formal complaint to the European Commission on the failure 

of the UK to propose SACs for this species. 

WEL were pleased that the end of 2014 marked the enactment of part 5 of the Marine and 

Coastal Access Act (England and Wales) by Welsh Government. This has enabled the waters 

around Skomer to make the transition from a designated Marine Nature Reserve to Wales’s 

first Marine Conservation Zone (MCZ)1. However, WEL believe that progress on the direction 

set out in the Welsh Government’s ‘Report of the Task and Finish Team on MCZs in Wales’ to 

“work closely with the other UK administrations to ensure that MCZs in Welsh seas contribute 

                                                 
1
 The 10 MCZ sites that were consulted on in 2012 were formally withdrawn as announced by the 

Minister for Natural Resources and Food in a written statement on 18
th
 July 2013. 
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to a coherent MPA network” has demonstrated very limited progress. In a statement on the 

18th of July 2013, the then minister Alun Davies announced that Welsh Government would be 

“in a position to reach a view on whether further action is needed early next year, after 

considering the outcome of our MPA assessment”. In February 2014, Welsh Government 

provided a report to the National Assembly for Wales on Marine Protected Areas, stating that 

“Should any gaps be identified we will work collaboratively with a range of stakeholders to 

consider possible options for fulfilling Wales’ contribution to a coherent network of MPAs”. We 

eagerly await an update of this assessment to be shared with marine stakeholders. It is WELs 

view that protecting nationally important habitats and species, through designation of domestic 

sites such as MCZs, are essential to fill the gaps within the current network comprised 

primarily of internationally designated sites. 

WEL were also disappointed to learn that the five sites in the Welsh offshore area being 

considered for designation in Tranche 2 of the Defra-led MCZ process have been dropped 

from the consultation announced on 30th January. Whilst we understand this decision did not 

wish to pre-empt the outcome of the Silk Commission, we seek assurance from Welsh 

Government that these sites will be taken forward for designation should further conservation 

powers in the offshore be devolved to Wales in future. This would also provide the opportunity 

for more sensible ecosystem-based delineation of the MPA boundaries, which are currently 

artificially defined by the 12nm territorial boundary.  

MPA management  

The EU Habitats and Birds Directives form the cornerstone of Europe's nature conservation 

policy and are a key delivery mechanism for the spatial protection of Wales’ unique 

biodiversity. Effective management of the Welsh MPA network is therefore essential and 

needs to be addressed. 

WEL welcomed the announcement by the Minister in July 2014 to create a MPA Management 

Steering Group to agree priorities and a consistent approach across Wales in order to ensure 

that MPAs are well managed. We are aware that the Group has now been set up and an 

informal consultation led by Natural Resources Wales (NRW) on MPA management has been 

shared as an output. However, we remain concerned over the slow progress being made to 

develop a consistent and effective approach to the management of the Welsh MPA network. 

WEL believes that further progress needs to be made by Welsh Government in securing 

effective management, monitoring and enforcement of existing sites. If the right approach is 

taken, with the correct management structure in place, Wales will be in a stronger position to 

deliver their contribution to the EU MSFD target of GES by 2020. Without effective 

management, designation of new sites and current designations will fail to make a meaningful 

contribution to the UK network. WEL is pleased that NRW are looking at the management of 

the network of sites as a whole in Wales, but we have concerns on the progress to date in 

delivering effective management of existing sites. WEL are aware of ongoing work by Welsh 

Government in regards to the review of regulation 35 packages (the management plans that 

cover the current suite of designated marine sites in Wales). We would appreciate an update 

on the progress of this work, and advocate that any proposed changes are considered in 

conjunction with the outputs from the Management Steering Group.   

WEL welcomes the ambition to improve the management of the Marine Protected Area (MPA) 

network in Wales, and the recognition that management requires robust decisions and 

effective management structures to ensure the MPA network achieves its conservation 
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objectives.  WEL are particularly pleased that the recommendations arising from the review 

highlight the need to increase awareness of the value of a well managed network and 

development of a sound evidence base.  Ecologically speaking, a network approach has the 

potential to deliver for a range of species, including mobile, ensuring that they benefit from 

management measures across their entire range. However an ecosystem-based 

approach also includes a site based management, which is appropriate for certain species and 

habitats, therefore balance between these approaches must be struck. WEL would also 

highlight the need for dedicated officers to liaise at a local level, addressing specific issues and 

to ensure consistency across the network. In our view this would require an increase in 

investment in marine management over the current spending.  

Finally we would also highlight NRWs important LIFE bid work in relation to the management 

of the Natura 2000 network, of which the current MPAs are part. We understand that the 

project has now developed specific pilots in line with ambitions to provide a basis for an area 

based approach to management. WEL urges that progress in this area be fed into the 

Management Steering Group work-stream. 

EU Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD) 

WEL are pleased that Welsh Government has committed to working with Defra and the UK 

Devolved Administrations to ensure a joined-up approach to managing human activities in the 

marine environment. We believe this is critical if Good Environmental Status (GES) is to be 

achieved in European waters by 2020. 

WEL noted inclusion within the Welsh Government’s MFSAP of the requirement to identify and 

implement a Marine Monitoring Programme by 2014, a Programme of Measures by 2016 and 

a commitment to undertake an evidence audit of Welsh waters to identify and seek to fill any 

gaps necessary to meet targets under the MSFD.  

Despite this, we are deeply concerned about the current lack of ambition from Defra and the 

UK Devolved Administrations to implement new measures to support delivery of GES by 2020. 

Existing measures such as the Common Fisheries Policy, marine planning and the UK’s MPA 

network (when complete) will contribute towards achieving targets for some Descriptors, 

however, new measures for Descriptors such as marine litter (which historically has had less 

targeted management at a UK scale) will need additional management if the UK is to meet 

GES of its marine waters by 2020. WEL are aware that lack of long-term data is likely to be 

proposed as an exemption for implementing measures for some Descriptors, however in such 

cases a precautionary approach should be adopted (a requirement of the ecosystem-based 

approach) and management to reduce the risk of damaging activities having an impact on the 

marine environment should be implemented. 

We note the commitment from Defra and the UK Devolved Administrations to work at OSPAR 

Regional Seas level to ensure a joined-up approach to managing human activities in the 

marine environment. We currently have reservations as to the level of co-ordinated effort made 

between Member States and between Devolved Administrations to ensure that existing 

measures are being implemented consistently across Regional Seas. We recommend that, as 

part of the consultation on Programmes of Measures, identification of gaps in measures across 

marine areas is undertaken with a view to fill these gaps in a standardised way to ensure 

consistency across Regional Seas.  

Whilst WEL welcome the opportunity to input into the Joint UK administration Programme of 

Measures currently being consulted on, WEL believe that there has been little opportunity to 
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date to engage with the Marine Strategy Framework Directive in Wales beyond that provided 

through the Celtic Seas Partnership project. Effective stakeholder engagement is a key 

requirement of the ecosystem based approach (a requirement of the MSFD) and will ensure 

that Welsh Government are aware of all monitoring and management measures currently 

being undertaken in Wales, enabling a better understanding of what further work needs to be 

undertaken to achieve GES. WEL recommends that engagement on MSFD management and 

monitoring takes place early in the development process and that, post-adoption of measures, 

Welsh Government should continue to work with stakeholders to review the effectiveness of 

measures put forward. 

Evidence Collection 

Within the Committee’s 2013 recommendations there was a clear wish for Welsh Government 

to identify existing data sources to underpin the marine planning process in Wales. The 

committee also recommended Welsh Government explored opportunities to work with industry, 

university research centres and the Third sector to co-ordinate data collection efforts.  

WEL welcomed a number of evidence-related initiatives outlined in the Marine and Fisheries 

Strategic Action Plan in 2013. These have since been packaged up to form one strand of the 

Marine and Fisheries Division’s ‘Marine Transition Programme’, labelled the Effective Evidence 

Base project. This information will be used to inform evidence-based marine policy decision 

making within Welsh Government. WEL believe it is critical that a commitment is made to 

maintaining resources for the Effective Evidence Base project to ensure ongoing work in this 

area continues, particularly for the ongoing identification of priority research areas. Welsh 

Government’s ‘Report of the Task and Finish Team on MCZs in Wales’ stated it will “maximise 

EU funding opportunities to address identified evidence gaps through collaborative working.” 

WEL hopes that this recommendation is delivered upon and used to ensure that projects such 

as the Effective Evidence Base project are delivered with adequate resourcing. 

The Marine and Fisheries Strategic Action Plan also committed Welsh Government by the end 

of 2014 to “Establish a clear marine evidence governance structure including a Marine 

Evidence Group and develop a Welsh marine and fisheries evidence strategy including 

prioritised evidence and research needs”. This has not been delivered as far as we know. 

Given that an effective evidence base underpins delivery of the Marine Transition Programme, 

and marine planning in particular, we would be interested in hearing Welsh Government’s 

proposals for taking forward this strand of work. 

WEL have been engaged in the development of the marine planning evidence portal for Wales 

through our involvement with the Marine Planning Stakeholder Reference Group (MPSRG). 

We believe that the portal will be a critical tool for stakeholders and marine planning authorities 

to make planning decisions based on best available evidence and enable better consideration 

of cumulative and in-combination effects of human activities in the marine area. Whilst the 

portal promises to be a useful tool, we believe further improvements in its functionality and 

content would encourage greater use and add value to the decision-making process. It is our 

view that if the portal were able to ratify and verify data sources from all sectors, it would 

provide an extremely useful standardised marine data resource to inform and support delivery 

of Welsh marine policy. Furthermore such an approach would help identify data gaps ensuring 

resources are targeted to where most needed. 
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Stakeholder engagement 

WEL welcomed the formation of the Wales Marine Stakeholder Advisory Group (WMSAG) in 

July 2014, which has been created to advise the implementation of the Government’s Marine 

Transition Programme (MTP). Although the development of the group is still in its infancy, WEL 

are pleased that there is now a clear mechanism for stakeholders’ views to be heard. The 

permanent continuation of this group should ensure greater stakeholder ‘buy in’ of marine 

governance and support Welsh Government in its implementation of marine policy in Wales. 

It is too early to provide opinion on the effectiveness of the WMSAG in ensuring stakeholder 

views are considered in the development of marine management decisions. However, it is our 

view that Welsh Government could benefit from the substantial knowledge available from its 

members. We would suggest that, rather than the WMSAG meeting format consisting of 

updates from Welsh Government and NRW, these are instead provided in advance, with 

meetings used as workshops to discuss proposed developments. From such discussions, 

Task and Finish Teams (TFT) could be identified as necessary providing an essential 

mechanism to ensure effective Welsh Government collaborative working with stakeholders. 

This is how the WMSAG was intended to run as highlighted by the Minister in his July 2014 

update “I want this group…to work proactively to support our work and will encourage it to 

establish Task and Finish Groups to do so. It will also work with the existing fisheries 

stakeholder groups…” 

WEL are pleased that the role of the Inshore Fisheries Groups and Wales Marine and 

Fisheries Advisory Group has been revised following a review of their role in 2014. Whilst the 

approach is still in its infancy, it does appear to be making some progress in utilising the 

stakeholder input to the management of Welsh seas. However WEL feels that better use 

should be made of other existing multi-interest groups such as the coastal forums (such as 

Pembrokeshire Coastal Forum and the Severn Estuary Partnership) relevant authority groups, 

and ecosystem groups. These groups represent a diverse range of interests, and should in our 

view have specific work programmes that add value to Welsh Government’s priorities set out in 

the Marine and Fisheries Strategic Action Plan. 

Resourcing 

Whilst we appreciate that in these austere times additional resource is difficult to guarantee, 

we would ask Welsh Government to consider the delivery of the marine programme of work in 

the wider context and across the cabinet portfolio. With that in mind, we welcomed the 

continued financial commitment from Welsh Government since the 2013 inquiry to maintain the 

staff levels within the fisheries team of the Marine and Fisheries Division. That said, WEL is 

gravely concerned that without adequate resources ring fenced in 2015/16 for other strands of 

the Marine Transition Programme (MTP), and with possible cuts to NRW funding, there is a 

real risk that the ambitious targets and commitments set out within the Marine and Fisheries 

Strategic Action Plan, brought together under the MTP, will falter.  
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Ymchwiliad Pwyllgor Amgylchedd a Chynaliadwyedd Cynulliad 
Cenedlaethol Cymru i Bolisi Morol yng Nghymru 
 
Sylwadau gan Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru 
 
Chwefror 2015 
 
 
1. Diben Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru 
 
Diben Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru yw sicrhau bod yr amgylchedd ac adnoddau 
naturiol Cymru’n cael eu cynnal yn gynaliadwy, eu gwella’n gynaliadwy a’u 
defnyddio’n gynaliadwy, heddiw ac yn y dyfodol. 
 
Mae Cymru’n wynebu llawer o heriau – i’w phobl a’i chymunedau, i’w 
heconomi ac i’w hamgylchedd a’i bywyd gwyllt. Mae’r materion allweddol yn 
cynnwys her y newid yn yr hinsawdd, colli bioamrywiaeth, yr angen i greu a 
chynnal swyddi a’r angen i gynhyrchu ynni. Rydym yn credu, trwy ddatgloi’r 
potensial a geir yn adnoddau Cymru, trwy eu rheoli a’u defnyddio mewn ffordd 
fwy cydgysylltiedig ac integredig, y gallant helpu i oresgyn yr heriau a 
wynebwn. 
 
Fel rhan o’r gwaith o oresgyn yr heriau hyn: 
 
Byddwn yn gweithio dros gymunedau yng Nghymru i sicrhau bod pobl a’u 
cartrefi'n cael eu gwarchod rhag digwyddiadau amgylcheddol megis llifogydd 
a llygredd. Byddwn yn darparu cyfleoedd i bobl ddysgu, defnyddio a chael 
budd o adnoddau naturiol Cymru.  
 
Byddwn yn gweithio dros economi Cymru ac yn galluogi defnydd cynaliadwy 
o’n hadnoddau naturiol er mwyn cynnal swyddi a menter. Byddwn yn helpu 
busnesau a datblygwyr i ddeall ac ystyried effeithiau amgylcheddol wrth 
iddynt wneud penderfyniadau pwysig.  
 
Byddwn yn gweithio i gynnal a gwella ansawdd yr amgylchedd i bawb. 
Byddwn yn helpu i wneud yr amgylchedd ac adnoddau naturiol yn fwy gwydn 
yn wyneb y newid yn yr hinsawdd a phwysau eraill. 
 
Byddwn yn defnyddio ein gwybodaeth, ac yn dysgu o’r wybodaeth sydd gan 
eraill, i wneud Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n sefydliad effeithlon, effeithiol a 
medrus i bobl ac amgylchedd Cymru.  
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2. Rôl Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru yn yr amgylchedd morol 
 

Mae’r amgylchedd morol yn ffurfio bron hanner arwynebedd tiriogaethol 
Cymru ac mae’n cyflenwi buddion pwysig i’r gymdeithas, gan gynnwys 
swyddi, bwyd ac adnodd ar gyfer hamdden ac ymlacio. Mae’n bwysig i’n 
moroedd fod yn iach a chael eu rheoli’n gynaliadwy er mwyn sicrhau y gallwn 
barhau i’w mwynhau a chael budd ohonynt yn y dyfodol. 

 
Mae gan Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru rôl sylweddol yn y gwaith o reoli’r 
amgylchedd morol yn gynaliadwy o’r glannau hyd at 12 milltir fôr ohonynt.  
 
Yn gryno, mae ein rôl yn yr amgylchedd morol yn cynnwys y pethau canlynol 
(ond nid yw’n gyfyngedig iddynt): 
 

 Gwaith cynghori, rheoli a monitro mewn perthynas â chadwraeth natur 
a bioamrywiaeth 

 Gwaith cynghori, rheoleiddio a monitro mewn perthynas ag ansawdd 
dŵr, gan gynnwys ein rôl fel awdurdod cymwys ar gyfer y Gyfarwyddeb 
Fframwaith Dŵr 

 Cynghori ar berygl llifogydd arfordirol / erydu arfordirol a’u rheoli 

 Rheoli pysgodfeydd (Dyfrdwy, Cilfach Porth Tywyn, pysgod mudol) 

 Cynghori ar dirweddau / morweddau 

 Gwaith cynghori a rheoli ar gyfer hamdden a mynediad 

 Gwaith rheoleiddio, gan gynnwys Trwyddedu Morol 
 
 
3. Cynnydd yn erbyn yr argymhellion o’r Ymchwiliad i Bolisi Morol ym 

mis Ionawr 2013 
 
Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n croesawu’r gwaith craffu parhaus gan y 
Pwyllgor ar gynnydd polisi morol yng Nghymru. Rhoddodd Cyngor Cefn 
Gwlad Cymru ac Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd Cymru ill dau dystiolaeth fanwl i’r 
ymchwiliad gwreiddiol ym mis Ionawr 2013 a rhoddodd Cyfoeth Naturiol 
Cymru dystiolaeth i’r adolygiad cyntaf o’r ymchwiliad ym mis Chwefror 2014. 
Felly dylai’r Pwyllgor gyfeirio’n ôl at y dogfennau blaenorol hynny.  
 
At ddibenion y sylwadau hyn, fel yn achos yr adolygiad cyntaf yn 2014, 
byddwn yn canolbwyntio yn ein sylwadau ar y cynnydd sydd wedi’i wneud 
mewn perthynas â’r 13 argymhelliad a ddaeth allan o’r ymchwiliad gwreiddiol, 
yr ydym wedi’u trefnu’n 4 maes allweddol: 
 

 Polisi Morol yng Nghymru (argymhellion 1, 2 a 3) 

 Cynllunio Morol (argymhellion 4, 5 a 6) 

 Ardaloedd Morol Gwarchodedig (argymhellion 7, 8, 9, 10 ac 11) 

 Trwyddedu Morol (argymhellion 12 a 13) 
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4. Polisi Morol yng Nghymru 
 
Erbyn hyn mae Is-adran y Môr a Physgodfeydd Llywodraeth Cymru wedi’i 
sefydlu ers dwy flynedd ac yn gweithio’n llwyddiannus tuag at, fel y bwriedid, 
ddull mwy integredig o gyflawni polisi morol a rheoli’r amgylchedd morol. 
Mae’r dull integredig hwn wedi cael ei atgyfnerthu ymhellach trwy greu 
Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru, gan gyfuno swyddogaethau morol hen gyrff 
Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd a Chyngor Cefn Gwlad Cymru.   
 
Mae Cynllun Gweithredu Strategol y Môr a Physgodfeydd, a gymerodd i 
ystyriaeth argymhellion ymchwiliad gwreiddiol y Pwyllgor, yn dal i fod yn 
gynllun lefel uchel, uchelgeisiol, ond un sydd wedi darparu ffocws clir a 
blaenoriaethau ar gyfer y gwaith o gyflawni polisi morol. Mae her gynyddol 
sicrhau adnoddau yn y sector cyhoeddus yn gyffredinol wedi golygu, mwy nag 
erioed, ei bod yn hanfodol nodi meysydd gwaith blaenoriaethol yn glir.  
 
I’r perwyl hwn, dros y flwyddyn ddiwethaf, rydym wedi sefydlu cyswllt 
rheolaidd rhwng Llywodraeth Cymru, Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru a’r Cyd-bwyllgor 
Cadwraeth Natur, er mwyn nodi blaenoriaethau morol a rennir. Mae rhaglenni 
morol Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru yntau hefyd wedi cael eu datblygu a’u 
blaenoriaethu i lywio ac ymateb i flaenoriaethau’r Llywodraeth.  
 
Mae’r dull hwn o gyflawni mewn partneriaeth, nid yn unig rhwng Cyfoeth 
Naturiol Cymru a Llywodraeth Cymru, ond gyda llawer o bartneriaid allweddol 
eraill, yn dangos dealltwriaeth gyffredin gynyddol o’r heriau yr ydym i gyd yn 
eu hwynebu wrth weithio i sicrhau y rheolir ein moroedd yn gynaliadwy ac 
mae hefyd yn ein galluogi i ddefnyddio adnoddau’n fwy effeithlon. 
 
Mae’r diddordeb parhaus mewn cynlluniau mawr i gynhyrchu ynni 
adnewyddadwy ym moroedd Cymru’n pwysleisio’r her barhaus o sicrhau bod 
meysydd polisi perthnasol nad ydynt o fewn cylch gwaith Is-adran y Môr a 
Physgodfeydd, megis ynni a dŵr morol, yn cael eu cynnwys i raddau digonol 
yn y gwaith o ddatblygu a chyflawni polisi morol, ac yn arbennig y broses 
cynllunio morol. Mae gan Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru rôl gynghori ar draws y 
meysydd polisi hyn ac felly gall gynorthwyo â’r gwaith o ganfod 
rhyngberthnasoedd a materion o bwys rhwng y meysydd polisi a phenderfynu 
pellgyrhaeddol hyn sydd i gyd yn effeithio ar iechyd a chynhyrchiant ein 
moroedd.  
  
Wrth ymateb i adolygiad y Pwyllgor o’r ymchwiliad yn 2014, gwnaeth y 
Gweinidog nifer o ymrwymiadau i barhau i gydweithio’n agos â rhanddeiliaid. 
Rydym yn croesawu’r ymrwymiad hwn, ac yn nodi bod y Grŵp Cynghori ar 
Strategaeth Forol Cymru bellach yn gweithio’n effeithiol fel seinfwrdd ar gyfer 
gwaith Llywodraeth Cymru wrth fwrw ymlaen â’r Cynllun Gweithredu 
Strategol. Mae Grwpiau Cynghori Pysgodfeydd y Glannau a Grŵp Cynghori 
Pysgodfeydd Morol Cymru hefyd wedi ymsefydlu erbyn hyn ac yn darparu 
cyswllt effeithiol â rhanddeiliaid a chydweithio gyda’r sector pysgota a 
sefydliadau cysylltiedig. Mae nifer o ymgynghoriadau arwyddocaol â 
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rhanddeiliaid i fod i ddigwydd yn 20151; bydd yn bwysig sicrhau bod y rhain 
mor integredig ag sy’n bosibl yn nhermau amserau a negeseuon er mwyn 
adeiladu ar yr ymgysylltu llwyddiannus sydd wedi bod hyd yma ac er mwyn 
osgoi dryswch a blinder ymysg rhanddeiliaid.  
 
 
5. Cynllunio Morol 
 
Mewn tystiolaeth flaenorol nodasom, er bod y cynnydd wrth weithredu 
cynllunio morol wedi bod yn arafach yng Nghymru nag mewn rhannau eraill 
o’r Deyrnas Unedig, ein bod yn croesawu ymrwymiad parhaus y 
Gweinidogion i gael Cynllun Morol Cenedlaethol cyntaf Cymru ar waith erbyn 
diwedd 2015.  Mae’r ymrwymiad hwn wedi bod yn ysgogydd cryf sydd wedi 
arwain at gynnydd sylweddol wrth weithredu cynllunio morol yn y flwyddyn 
ddiwethaf. 
 
Rydym yn falch o fod wedi gweithio gyda Llywodraeth Cymru, a rhoi cyngor 
iddi, dros y flwyddyn ddiwethaf yn y gwaith o fwrw ymlaen â dau gam 
allweddol mewn gweithredu cynllunio morol, sef:  

a) cyhoeddi Ymarfer Cwmpasu Strategol Drafft  - y sail dystiolaeth ar 
gyfer y cynllun morol, a 

b) ymgynghoriad Llywodraeth Cymru ar y weledigaeth a’r amcanion ar 
gyfer y cynllun. 

 
Mae’r dogfennau hyn wedi cychwyn y broses o bennu cwmpas a chyfeiriad i’r 
cynllun a nodi’r sail dystiolaeth fydd yn sylfaen iddo. Rydym yn cydnabod y 
bydd y cynllun cyntaf yn un lefel uchel, fydd yn gosod y cyfeiriad a pholisi 
strategol, ond y bydd cynlluniau dilynol yn datblygu dros amser o ran eu 
manylion a’u heffeithiolrwydd wrth i’n dealltwriaeth o’r maes morol wella.  
 
Fel y dywedwyd o’r blaen, bydd data a thystiolaeth (amgylcheddol, 
economaidd a chymdeithasol) yn chwarae rhan sylweddol yn y gwaith o 
gefnogi’r broses cynllunio. Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n casglu a chadw 
amrywiaeth o ddata amgylcheddol a rheoleiddiol a fydd yn berthnasol i 
gynllunio morol. Er hynny, un o’r prif heriau o hyd o ran rheoli adnoddau morol 
yn gynaliadwy yw’r bylchau yn ein gwybodaeth a’n dealltwriaeth o’r maes 
morol. Y broses cynllunio morol fydd y fframwaith trosfwaol i flaenoriaethu 
anghenion o ran gwybodaeth ar gyfer y gwaith o gynllunio a rheoli’r 
amgylchedd morol. Rydym yn croesawu’r ffaith fod yr Ymarfer Cwmpasu 
Strategol drafft wedi cael ei lunio, ond yn cydnabod bod gwaith i’w wneud o 
hyd i weld yn glir anghenion penodol o ran tystiolaeth i gefnogi’r gwaith o 
gyflawni polisi cynllunio morol; dylai’r ddealltwriaeth hon ddatblygu wrth i’r 
broses cynllunio fynd rhagddi. Hefyd mae rhagor o gyfleoedd i hybu rhannu 
data ar draws sectorau. 
 

                                                 
1
 Mae’r ymgynghoriadau morol allweddol yn 2015 yn cynnwys: Rhaglen Mesurau arfaethedig 

Cyfarwyddeb Fframwaith y Strategaeth Forol a lansiwyd yn ddiweddar; Cynllun Morol 
Cenedlaethol drafft i Gymru; ymgynghoriad posibl ar AGA ac ACA morol newydd; a’r 
ymgynghoriad cyfredol ar Gynlluniau Rheoli Basnau Afonydd. 
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Mae monitro’r amgylchedd morol yn rhan bwysig o’n sail dystiolaeth. Mae 
gwaith monitro a wneir gan CNC yn cyfrannu at nifer o feysydd polisi morol 
gan gynnwys, er enghraifft, y Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith Dŵr, Cyfarwyddeb 
Fframwaith y Strategaeth Forol, y Gyfarwyddeb Cynefinoedd ac, fel y mae’n 
mynd rhagddo, cynllunio morol. Rydym yn parhau i weithio’n ddiwyd fel 
cyfrannwr i Strategaeth Monitro ac Asesu Morol y Deyrnas Unedig a’r grwpiau 
tystiolaeth cysylltiedig ac rydym yn gwneud gwaith i nodi blaenoriaethau o ran 
tystiolaeth bioamrywiaeth forol i Gymru ac fel rhan o waith blaenoriaethu’r 
Deyrnas Unedig gyda Defra. 
 
Un her y mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n cynorthwyo Llywodraeth Cymru i fynd 
i’r afael â hi yw sefydlu perthynas glir rhwng cynllunio morol (sy’n cael ei 
lywodraethu gan Ddeddf y Môr a Mynediad i’r Arfordir) a gwaith integredig i 
reoli adnoddau naturiol (a fydd yn cael ei lywodraethu gan Ddeddf yr 
Amgylchedd i Gymru). Mae hyn yn gysylltiedig â mater ehangach sef sicrhau 
bod y berthynas rhwng y cynllun morol a threfnau cynllunio eraill sy’n bodoli 
(gan gynnwys cynllunio defnydd tir, cynlluniau rheoli basnau afonydd a 
chynlluniau rheoli traethlin) yn cael ei diffinio a bod y trefnau’n ystyried ei 
gilydd. Dylai gwreiddio egwyddorion Rheolaeth Integredig ar Barthau 
Arfordirol yn y cynllun morol, yn ôl y bwriad a gadarnhawyd gan y Gweinidog 
ym mis Mai 2014 yn ei ymateb i adolygiad y Pwyllgor yn 2014, helpu gyda 
chymhlethdod gweithgareddau a threfnau cynllunio a rheoli cysylltiedig ar y 
glannau.      
 
Yn ddiweddar lansiodd gweinyddiaethau llywodraethol y Deyrnas Unedig 
ymgynghoriad ar y cyd ar Raglen Mesurau drafft y Deyrnas Unedig i sicrhau 
Statws Amgylcheddol Da o dan Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith y Strategaeth Forol. 
Dyma’r cam allweddol olaf yng nghylch cyntaf y gwaith o weithredu’r 
Gyfarwyddeb. Felly yn 2015 dylai dau fframwaith strategol allweddol ar gyfer 
cynllunio a rheoli ym moroedd Cymru a’r Môr Celtaidd ehangach gael eu 
cwblhau; mae hwn yn gam allweddol tuag at reolaeth gynaliadwy fwy 
integredig ar yr amgylchedd morol ond dylid cydnabod ei fod yn ddechrau 
proses ailadroddus yn hytrach na’i diwedd. 
 
Edrychwn ymlaen at barhau i weithio’n agos gyda Llywodraeth Cymru a’i 
chynghori ar garreg filltir allweddol sef cynhyrchu’r Cynllun Morol 
Cenedlaethol cyntaf i Gymru eleni. Mae’r amserlen yn dal i fod yn 
uchelgeisiol, ond yn gyflawnadwy os caiff adnoddau eu blaenoriaethu mewn 
modd addas, a chynorthwyo i gynhyrchu’r cynllun yw un o brif flaenoriaethau 
CNC yn y maes morol. 
 
 
6. Ardaloedd Morol Gwarchodedig 
 
Rhaid i Gymru gyfrannu at rwydwaith cydlynol o ardaloedd morol 
gwarchodedig a reolir yn dda erbyn 2016, er mwyn cydymffurfio â 
Chyfarwyddeb Fframwaith y Strategaeth Forol a Deddf y Môr a Mynediad i’r 
Arfordir (2009). Fel y nodwyd yn yr Ymchwiliad blaenorol, ac yn yr adolygiad 
cyntaf, mae problemau o hyd mewn perthynas â rheoli safleoedd sy’n bodoli 
eisoes, a chydlyniant y rhwydwaith. 
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Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n parhau i weithio’n agos gyda Llywodraeth 
Cymru a’r cyrff cadwraeth natur statudol a gweinyddiaethau eraill ar draws y 
Deyrnas Unedig i bwyso a mesur rhwydwaith ardaloedd morol gwarchodedig 
y Deyrnas Unedig. Mae’r gwaith yn gymhleth a thasg heriol yw ei gydgysylltu, 
ond erbyn hyn disgwylir canlyniadau llawn y gwaith hwn, a’r dadansoddiad yn 
eu sgil o unrhyw fylchau o ran safleoedd Cymru, yn 2016. Bydd hyn yn llywio 
rhaglen waith yn y dyfodol i lenwi unrhyw fylchau a ganfyddir. 
 
Fel y dangoswyd yn ein tystiolaeth i’r adolygiad o’r ymchwiliad y llynedd, 
rydym eisoes yn gwybod am rai bylchau yn y rhwydwaith, yn enwedig mewn 
perthynas ag Ardaloedd Gwarchodaeth Arbennig o dan y Gyfarwyddeb Adar 
ac Ardaloedd Cadwraeth Arbennig ar gyfer llamhidyddion o dan y 
Gyfarwyddeb Cynefinoedd. Nodwyd y ddau fwlch hyn gan y Gweinidog yn ei 
ddatganiad ym mis Mai 2014. Mae cynnydd sylweddol wedi cael ei wneud yn 
y meysydd hyn yn y flwyddyn ddiwethaf, yn benodol: 

 Estyn tair nythfa adar môr a ddynodwyd gan y Llywodraeth ym mis 
Hydref 2014, yn dilyn ymgynghoriad ac argymhelliad yn ei sgil i’r 
Llywodraeth gan CNC. 

 Mae gwaith y Cyd-bwyllgor Cadwraeth Natur (ar ran cyrff cadwraeth 
natur statudol y Deyrnas Unedig, gan gynnwys Cyfoeth Naturiol 
Cymru) i ganfod ardaloedd pwysig i adar ar y môr wedi cael ei gwblhau 
erbyn hyn ac mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n bwrw ymlaen â gwaith ar 
dair AGA bosibl yn nyfroedd Cymru eleni ar gyfer adar drycin Manaw, 
trochyddion gyddfgoch a rhywogaethau o fôr-wenoliaid. 

 Mae’r Gweithgor Mamaliaid Morol Rhyngasiantaethol wedi cyflwyno 
cyngor cychwynnol i weinyddiaethau llywodraethol y Deyrnas Unedig 
ar ardaloedd posibl ar gyfer ACA i lamhidyddion gan gynnwys 
safleoedd posibl yn nyfroedd Cymru; ar ôl cyflwyno’r cyngor 
cychwynnol mae gwaith ar y gweill i ganfod ardaloedd addas. 

 
Un o’r prif amcanion ar gyfer rhwydwaith o ardaloedd morol gwarchodedig 
yng Nghymru yw iddynt gael eu rheoli’n effeithiol fel y gallant gyfrannu at 
iechyd a gwydnwch yr amgylchedd morol. Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n 
parhau i weithio’n agos gyda’r Llywodraeth ar y maes hwn. Cafodd Grŵp 
Llywio Rheoli Ardaloedd Morol Gwarchodedig i Gymru ei greu yn 2014 i 
ddarparu cydgysylltu strategol i waith rheoli Ardaloedd Morol Gwarchodedig 
ym moroedd Cymru. Fel ei dasg gyntaf, cytunodd y Grŵp Llywio ar 
Weledigaeth ac Amcanion ar gyfer y rhwydwaith Ardaloedd Morol 
Gwarchodedig ac erbyn hyn mae’n trafod, gyda rhanddeiliaid, ddewisiadau ar 
gyfer dull rheoli ar sail ardaloedd i’r rhwydwaith Ardaloedd Morol 
Gwarchodedig fel rhwydwaith integredig yn hytrach na safleoedd unigol ar 
wahân. 
 
Yn ddiweddar mae Defra wedi dechrau ar ymgynghoriad ar ail gyfres o 
Barthau Cadwraeth Morol yn nyfroedd Lloegr a dyfroedd môr mawr y Deyrnas 
Unedig. Nid yw’r gyfres hon o safleoedd yn cynnwys unrhyw safleoedd yn 
nyfroedd môr mawr Cymru, gan ein bod yn aros am ganlyniad argymhellion 
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Comisiwn Silk 22.  Fodd bynnag, mae cynnydd wedi cael ei wneud gyda 
gweithredu darpariaethau Parthau Cadwraeth Morol yn Neddf y Môr a 
Mynediad i’r Arfordir yn nyfroedd tiriogaethol Cymru yn y flwyddyn ddiwethaf. 
Cychwynnwyd Rhan V o Ddeddf y Môr a Mynediad i’r Arfordir ym mis Rhagfyr 
2014 gan drosi’r moroedd o gwmpas Ynys Sgomer yn awtomatig o 
Warchodfa Natur Forol i Barth Cadwraeth Morol – y cyntaf yn nyfroedd 
Cymru. Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru wedi cadarnhau ei fod wedi ymrwymo o 
hyd, am y tro, i barhau â’r trefniadau rheoli lleol ar Ynys Sgomer. Yn y tymor 
hirach, fodd bynnag, bydd trefniadau rheoli ar Ynys Sgomer yn cael eu 
hystyried fel rhan o’r adolygiad dros Gymru gyfan o drefniadau rheoli 
Ardaloedd Morol Gwarchodedig sy’n cael ei gyflawni gan Grŵp Llywio Rheoli 
Ardaloedd Morol Gwarchodedig Cymru. 
 
Ar adeg pan fo pwysau cynyddol ar adnoddau, er hynny gwelwyd cynnydd 
sylweddol yn 2014 tuag at rwydwaith mwy cydlynol o Ardaloedd Morol 
Gwarchodedig a reolir yn dda. Dylid gweld cynnydd pwysig yn y flwyddyn 
nesaf hefyd gyda gwaith i fynd i’r afael â’r bylchau a erys yn y safleoedd a 
rhagor o drefniadau i wella rheolaeth. Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru wedi 
ymrwymo o hyd i’w rôl yn y gwaith o sicrhau’r gwelliannau hyn. 
 
 
7. Trwyddedu Morol 
 
Dros y flwyddyn ddiwethaf ers yr adolygiad blaenorol o’r ymchwiliad, mae’r 
dyletswyddau trwyddedu morol wedi cael eu cynnal a’u gwella yn Cyfoeth 
Naturiol Cymru. Mae’r tîm trwyddedu morol yn parhau i ddarparu gwasanaeth 
effeithiol ac i weithredu newidiadau i’r broses i gynorthwyo â phenderfyniadau 
amserol a phrofiad gwell i’r cwsmer. Mae gan y tîm berthynas ddatblygedig ac 
adeiladol gyda Llywodraeth Cymru ac mae’n gweithio’n ddiwyd gyda’r 
Llywodraeth ar amrywiaeth o faterion gan gynnwys adolygiad o ffioedd a 
chynllunio morol. Mae’r tîm hefyd wrthi’n ymgysylltu â nifer o randdeiliaid 
megis Ystad y Goron, Marine Energy Pembrokeshire a Phorthladdoedd 
Cymru fel y gall lywio a chynorthwyo â materion strategol megis datblygiadau 
ynni o’r tonnau ac o’r llanw. 
 
Mae’r holl geisiadau am drwyddedau morol a ddaw i law ac y penderfynir 
arnynt yn cael eu cyhoeddi ar wefan CNC. Mae’r holl ddogfennau trwyddedu 
morol yn cael eu storio ar ein System Rheoli Dogfennau fewnol a gall y 
cyhoedd gael dogfennau o wneud cais onid ydynt yn cael eu hystyried yn 
gyfrinachol. Mae’r weithdrefn hon yn bodloni’r gofynion a geir o ran cofrestr 
gyhoeddus yn y ddeddfwriaeth forol berthnasol sef Rheoliadau Gwaith Morol 
(Asesu Effeithiau Amgylcheddol) 2007 (fel y’u diwygiwyd), Deddf y Môr a 
Mynediad i’r Arfordir 2009 a Rheoliadau Trwyddedu Morol (Cofrestr o 
Wybodaeth Trwyddedu) (Cymru) 2011.  
 

                                                 
2
 Mae Rhan 2 o Gomisiwn Silk, Bil Cymru a Deddf Cymru 2014, yn argymell y “dylid ymestyn 

cyfrifoldebau gweithredol presennol Gweinidogion Cymru dros gadwraeth forol a thrwyddedu 

yn ardal glannau Cymru i ddyfroedd môr Cymru”. 
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Byddai angen ystyried datblygu cofrestr gyhoeddus ar-lein fel rhan o unrhyw 
strategaeth technoleg gwybodaeth a chyfathrebu yn y dyfodol yn CNC. 
Byddai angen i system o’r fath gefnogi holl drefnau trwyddedu CNC gan na 
fyddai’n gost effeithiol na phriodol datblygu system benodol ar gyfer 
trwyddedu morol. 
 
 
8. I gloi 
 
Mae’r sector cyhoeddus yn wynebu cyfnod anodd wrth fodloni galw cynyddol 
am wasanaethau yng nghyd-destun pwysau ar adnoddau. Yn yr amgylchedd 
morol mae hyn i’w deimlo i’r byw fel cynnydd sydyn mewn gofynion ac 
ymrwymiadau i gyflawni polisïau a deddfwriaeth ar y cyd â phwysau ar 
adnoddau ar draws pob rhan o’r sector cyhoeddus, yn y Llywodraeth ac 
mewn cyrff cynghori a chyflawni hyd braich, gan gynnwys Cyfoeth Naturiol 
Cymru. 
 
Er gwaethaf hyn, mae cynnydd da wedi cael ei wneud yn ddiweddar gyda 
chyflawni polisi morol yng Nghymru a gyda dull mwyfwy integredig o gynllunio 
a rheoli’r amgylchedd a gweithgareddau morol. Un elfen bwysig yn y cynnydd 
da yw’r dull mwyfwy partneriaethol o gyflawni oddi wrth y Llywodraeth ac ar 
draws pob sector. Elfen bwysig arall yw cydnabod yr angen i flaenoriaethu 
gwaith yn glir er mwyn cyflawni canlyniadau. Bydd y ddwy elfen hyn, sef 
gweithio partneriaethol a blaenoriaethu, yn hanfodol er mwyn cynnal 
momentwm y gwaith cyflawni. 
 
Mae cyfleoedd cyffrous o’n blaen yng Nghymru; er enghraifft, Cynllun Morol 
Cenedlaethol cyntaf Cymru, rhagor o gamau sylweddol tuag at sicrhau 
rhwydwaith cydlynol o Ardaloedd Morol Gwarchodedig a reolir yn dda, ac o 
bosibl rhoi cynlluniau ynni adnewyddadwy morol ar waith. Yn wir, un o’r prif 
heriau yn y flwyddyn i ddod fydd sicrhau nad yw rhanddeiliaid morol yn cael 
eu llethu gydag ymgynghoriadau a thrafodaethau digyswllt, ond eu bod yn 
teimlo’n rhan o strategaeth gydlynol i wella iechyd ein moroedd a’r defnydd 
cynaliadwy ohonynt.   
 
Mae Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru’n falch o fod yn rhan o raglen uchelgeisiol o 
waith yng Nghymru i sicrhau bod ein moroedd yn iach ac yn cael eu rheoli’n 
gynaliadwy fel y gallwn barhau i’w mwynhau a chael budd ohonynt yn y 
dyfodol. 
 
 
 
Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru  
 
Chwefror 2015 
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Y Pwyllgor Amgylchedd a Chynaliadwyedd 
 

Lleoliad: 

Ystafell Bwyllgora 3 - y Senedd 

 

 

 

Dyddiad: 

Dydd Iau, 5 Chwefror 2015  

 

Amser: 

08.45 

 

I gael rhagor o wybodaeth, cysylltwch â:  

Alun Davidson 

Clerc y Pwyllgor 

0300 200 6565 

SeneddAmgylch@Cynulliad.Cymru  

  

 

Agenda 

 

 

1 Cyflwyniadau, ymddiheuriadau a dirprwyon    
Cafwyd ymddiheuriadau gan Jeff Cuthbert. Mynychodd Gwyn R Price fel dirprwy. 

Trawsgrifiad 
Gweld trawsgrifiad o’r cyfarfod.  

2 Y Bil Llesiant Cenedlaethau’r Dyfodol (Cymru) – Cyfnod 2 – ystyried y 

gwelliannau (09:00-15:00)   

3.1 Yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 26.21, gwaredodd y Pwyllgor y gwelliannau i'r Bil yn y 

drefn a ganlyn: 

 

Gwelliant 23 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 
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Eitem 5



Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 23 

 

Gan y derbyniwyd gwelliant 23, methodd gwelliant 120 (Antoinette Sandbach). 

 

Gwelliant 24 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 24 

 

Gwelliant 25 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 25 

 

Gwelliant 160 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 160. 

 

Gwelliant 161 (Llyr Gruffydd)  
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O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 161. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 162 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Gwelliant 26C (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 26C. 

 

Gwelliant 26A (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 26A 

 

Gwelliant 26B (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 
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William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 26B. 

 

Gwelliant 26D (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Llyr Gruffydd  Antoinette Sandbach 

Alun Ffred Jones   

Julie Morgan    

William Powell   

Gwyn Price   

Jenny Rathbone   

Joyce Watson   

8 0 2 

Derbyniwyd Gwelliant 26D. 

 

Gwelliant 26E (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 26E. 

 

Gwelliant 26F (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 
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Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 26F. 

 

Gwelliant 26 (Carl Sargeant)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw Russell George  

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd  

Gwyn Price Alun Ffred Jones  

Jenny Rathbone William Powell  

Joyce Watson Antoinette Sandbach  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 26. 

 

Gwelliant 27F (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 27F. 

 

Gwelliant 27G (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 27G. 

Tudalen y pecyn 66



 

Gwelliant 27A (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 27A 

 

Gwelliant 27B (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 27B. 

 

Gwelliant 27C (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 27C. 
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Gwelliant 27H (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 27H. 

 

Gwelliant 27D (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 27D. 

 

Gwelliant 27I (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 27I. 

 

Gwelliant 27J (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Tudalen y pecyn 68



Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 27J. 

 

Gwelliant 27E (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 27E. 

 

Gwelliant 27 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw Russell George  

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd  

Gwyn Price Alun Ffred Jones  

Jenny Rathbone William Powell  

Joyce Watson Antoinette Sandbach  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 27. 

 

Gwelliant 28 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Tudalen y pecyn 69



Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 28. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 29 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

  

Gwelliant 30B (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred 

Jones 

Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan   

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette 

Sandbach 

 

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 30B. 

 

Gwelliant 30A (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 30A 

 

Gwelliant 30C (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  
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Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 30C. 

 

Gwelliant 30D (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 30D. 

 

Gwelliant 30E (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd Gwelliant 30E. 

 

Gwelliant 30 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw Russell George  

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd  
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Gwyn Price Alun Ffred Jones  

Jenny Rathbone William Powell  

Joyce Watson Antoinette Sandbach  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 30. 

 

Gwelliant 100 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 100. 

 

Gwelliant 101 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 101. 

 

Gwelliant 102 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  
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5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 102. 

 

Gwelliant 103 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 103. 

 

Gwelliant 119 (Russell George)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 119. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 163 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 31 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Gwelliant 104 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  
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William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 104. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 32 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 33 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 34 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 35 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Gwelliant 105 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 105. 

 

Gwelliant 122 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 
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fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 122. 

 

Gwelliant 123 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 123. 

 

Gwelliant 124 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 124. 

 

Gwelliant 106 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 
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gwrthodwyd gwelliant 106. 

 

Gwelliant 125 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 125. 

 

Gwelliant 164 (Llyr Gruffydd)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 164. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 165 (Llyr Gruffydd) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34 (i). 

 

Gwelliant 107 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 107. 
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Gwelliant 126 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 126. 

 

Gwelliant 127 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 127. 

 

Gwelliant 128 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 128. 
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Gwelliant 166 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 166. 

 

Gwelliant 167 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones William Powell  

Antoinette 

Sandbach 

Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

4 6 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 167. 

 

Gwelliant 129 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

William Powell Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 129. 

 

Gwelliant 130 (Antoinette Sandbach)   
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O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

William Powell Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 130 

 

Gwelliant 131 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

William Powell Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 131. 

 

Gwelliant 132 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

William Powell Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 132. 

 

Gwelliant 133 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 
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Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

William Powell Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 133. 

 

Gwelliant 134 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

William Powell Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 134. 

 

Gwelliant 135 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

William Powell Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 135. 

 

Gwelliant 108 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

William Powell Mick Antoniw  
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 Russell George  

 Llyr Gruffydd  

 Alun Ffred Jones  

 Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

1 9 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 108. 

 

Gwelliant 168 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 168 

 

Gwelliant 169 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 169. 

 

Gwelliant 73 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 
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Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 73 

 

Gan y derbyniwyd gwelliant 73, methodd gwelliant 70 (Llyr Gruffydd). 

 

Gwelliant 99 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones  Llyr Gruffydd 

Julie Morgan   Antoinette Sandbach 

Gwyn Price  William Powell 

Jenny Rathbone   

Joyce Watson   

6 0 4 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 99 

 

Gwelliant 109 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

William Powell Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 109. 

 

Gwelliant 136 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw William Powell 

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  
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 Joyce Watson  

4 5 1 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 136. 

 

Gwelliant 171 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Alun Ffred Jones  Llyr Gruffydd 

Julie Morgan   Antoinette Sandbach 

Gwyn Price  William Powell 

Jenny Rathbone   

Joyce Watson   

6 0 4 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 171 

 

Gwelliant 172 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw William Powell 

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

 Julie Morgan   

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

2 7 1 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 172. 

 

Gwelliant 137 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw William Powell 

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

 Julie Morgan   

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

2 7 1 
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Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 137. 

 

Gwelliant 110 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 110. 

 

Gwelliant 173 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Llyr Gruffydd  William Powell 

Julie Morgan  Antoinette Sandbach 

Gwyn Price   

Jenny Rathbone   

Alun Ffred Jones   

Joyce Watson   

7 0 3 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 173 

 

Gwelliant 174 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 174. 
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Gwelliant 175 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 175. 

 

Gwelliant 111 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 111. 

 

Gwelliant 36 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 36 

 

Gwelliant 112 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 
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Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 112 

 

Gwelliant 113 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 113. 

 

Gwelliant 138 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 138. 

 

Gwelliant 85A (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  
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Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 85A. 

 

Gwelliant 85 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 85 

 

Gwelliant 86 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 86 

 

Gwelliant 87 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 
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Derbyniwyd gwelliant 87 

 

Gwelliant 88 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 88 

 

Gwelliant 89 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 89 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 90A (Llyr Gruffydd) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34 (i). 

 

Gwelliant 90 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 90 

 

Gwelliant 140 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw Alun Ffred Jones 
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Antoinette Sandbach Llyr Gruffydd  

 Julie Morgan   

 William Powell  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

2 7 1 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 140 

 

Gwelliant 91 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 91 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 176 (Llyr Gruffydd) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34 (i). 

 

Gwelliant 92 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 92 

 

Gwelliant 93 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 
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Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 93 

 

Gwelliant 94 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 94 

 

Gwelliant 95 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 95 

 

Gwelliant 96 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 96 

 

Gwelliant 97 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 
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Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 97 

 

Gwelliant 114 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 114. 

 

Gwelliant 74 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan   Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  Antoinette Sandbach 

Joyce Watson  William Powell 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 74 

 

Gwelliant 141 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan   

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 
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Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)). Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 141. 

 

Gwelliant 115 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Llyr Gruffydd Mick Antoniw  

Alun Ffred Jones Russell George  

William Powell Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Antoinette Sandbach  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 115 

 

Gwelliant 143 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 143. 

 

Gwelliant 144 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 
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fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 144. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 116 (William Powell) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Tynnwyd gwelliant 177 (Llyr Gruffydd) yn ôl yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 26.66 (i). 

 

Gwelliant 1 (Carl Sargeant) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 1 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 178 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 179 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Gwelliant 145 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 145. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 180 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 37 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 
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Gwelliant 2 (Carl Sargeant) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 2 

 

Gwelliant 3 (Carl Sargeant) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 3 

 

Gwelliant 4 (Carl Sargeant) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 4 

 

Gwelliant 38A (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  
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5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 38A. 

 

Gwelliant 38B (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 38B. 

 

Gwelliant 38 (Carl Sargeant) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 38 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 5 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 6 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 7 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 8 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 9 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 
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Gwelliant 181 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 181. 

 

Gwelliant 182 (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 182. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 39 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 40 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 10 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 41 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 11 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 12 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 42 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 
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Derbyniwyd gwelliant 13 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 14 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 15 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 43 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

  

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 44 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 45 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 46 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 47 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 16 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 48 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 49 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 50 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 51 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 52 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Gwelliant 75 (Carl Sargeant) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 75 
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Gwelliant 146 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw Alun Ffred Jones 

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

William Powell Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

4 5 1 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 146 

 

Gwelliant 147 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw Alun Ffred Jones 

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

William Powell Gwyn Price  

Antoinette Sandbach Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

4 5 1 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 147 

 

Gwelliant 76 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 76 

 

Gwelliant 77 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 
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Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 77 

 

Gwelliant 148 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 148. 

 

Gwelliant 149 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 149. 

 

Gwelliant 78 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 78 

Tudalen y pecyn 99



 

Gwelliant 150 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 150. 

 

Gwelliant 151 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 151. 

 

Gwelliant 152 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 152. 
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Gwelliant 153 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 153. 

 

Gwelliant 154 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 154. 

 

Gwelliant 117 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 117. 

 

Gwelliant 155 (Antoinette Sandbach)   
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O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 155. 

 

Gwelliant 17 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 17. 

 

Gwelliant 156 (Antoinette Sandbach)   

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 156. 

 

Gwelliant 157 (Antoinette Sandbach)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Tudalen y pecyn 102



Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 157. 

 

Gwelliant 158 (Antoinette Sandbach)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw Llyr Gruffydd 

William Powell Julie Morgan Alun Ffred Jones 

Antoinette Sandbach Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 158. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 79 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 80 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 81 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 82 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

  

Gwelliant 18 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 18. 

 

Gwelliant 159 (Antoinette Sandbach)   
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O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw Llyr Gruffydd 

Antoinette Sandbach Julie Morgan Alun Ffred Jones 

 Gwyn Price William Powell 

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

2 5 3 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 159. 

 

Gwelliant 118 (William Powell)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 118. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 53 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 54 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 55 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 56 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 57 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 58 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 59 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 60 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 
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Derbyniwyd gwelliant 19 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 20 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 83 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 21 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 183 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 184 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 185 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 186 (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 22 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 62A (Llyr Gruffydd) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 62 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 63 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 64 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 66 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 65 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 67 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 68 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 69 (Carl Sargeant) ei gynnig. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 98 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 
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Gwelliant 121 (Antoinette Sandbach)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

William Powell Llyr Gruffydd  

Antoinette Sandbach Alun Ffred Jones  

 Julie Morgan  

 Gwyn Price  

 Jenny Rathbone  

 Joyce Watson  

3 7 0 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 121. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 84 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 70 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 71 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 72 (Carl Sargeant) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Gwelliant 61A (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  

William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 61A. 

 

Gwelliant 61B (Llyr Gruffydd)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Russell George Mick Antoniw  

Llyr Gruffydd Julie Morgan  

Alun Ffred Jones Gwyn Price  
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William Powell Jenny Rathbone  

Antoinette Sandbach Joyce Watson  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei bleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 61B. 

 

Gwelliant 61 (Carl Sargeant)  

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Mick Antoniw  Russell George 

Julie Morgan  Llyr Gruffydd 

Gwyn Price  Alun Ffred Jones 

Jenny Rathbone  William Powell 

Joyce Watson  Antoinette Sandbach 

5 0 5 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 61. 

 

Gan y gwrthodwyd gwelliant 114, methodd gwelliant 121 (Peter Black). 

 

Gwelliant 124 (Mark Isherwood) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Janet Finch-Saunders  Christine Chapman Peter Black 

Mark Isherwood Alun Davies Jocelyn Davies 

 Mike Hedges Rhodri Glyn Thomas  

 Sandy Mewies  

 Gwyn Price  

2 5 3 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 124. 

 

Tynnwyd gwelliant 83 (Peter Black) yn ôl yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 26.66(i). 

 

Gwelliant 125 (Mark Isherwood) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Peter Black Christine Chapman Jocelyn Davies 

Janet Finch-Saunders  Alun Davies Rhodri Glyn Thomas  

Mark Isherwood Mike Hedges  

 Sandy Mewies  
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 Gwyn Price  

3 5 2 

Gwrthodwyd gwelliant 125. 

 

Gan y gwrthodwyd gwelliant 125, methodd gwelliant 126 (Mark Isherwood). 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 10 (Jocelyn Davies) ei gynnig. 

 

Derbyniwyd gwelliant 2 (Leighton Andrews) yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 17.34(i). 

 

Ni chafodd gwelliant 84 (Peter Black) ei gynnig. 
 

Gwelliant 85 (Peter Black) 

O blaid Yn erbyn Ymatal 

Peter Black Christine Chapman  

Janet Finch-Saunders  Alun Davies  

Mark Isherwood Mike Hedges  

Jocelyn Davies Sandy Mewies  

Rhodri Glyn Thomas  Gwyn Price  

5 5 0 

Gan fod y bleidlais yn gyfartal, defnyddiodd y Cadeirydd ei phleidlais 

fwrw yn negyddol (yn unol â Rheol Sefydlog 6.20 (ii)).  Gan hynny, 

gwrthodwyd gwelliant 85. 
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Mae cyfyngiadau ar y ddogfen hon
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Baltic House,  Mount Stuart Square,  Cardiff,  CF10 5FH               : enquiry@waleslink.org 

Cadeirydd / Chair:  Bill Upham            Cyfarwyddwraig / Director:  Susan Evans           www.waleslink.org 

 
Wales Environment Link (WEL) is a network of environmental and countryside Non-
Governmental Organisations in Wales, most of whom have an all-Wales remit. WEL is 
officially designated the intermediary body between the government and the 
environmental NGO sector in Wales. Its vision is to increase the effectiveness of the 
environmental sector in its ability to protect and improve the environment through 
facilitating and articulating the voice of the sector.   
 
WEL welcomes this opportunity to present written evidence to the Environment and 
Sustainability Committee’s Task & Finish Group inquiry into the proposed driftnet ban.  
 
Summary of WEL position on proposed ban  
 
WEL strongly supports curbs on damaging fishing practices, legal or illegal, and 
actively promotes measures to eliminate bycatch of seabirds and other marine wildlife, 
especially as this impact suffers from poor monitoring, control and enforcement and 
often goes unreported. 
 
If the current legislation was strengthened, applied appropriately and enforced 
rigorously WEL feels that there would be no need for a complete ban on drift net 
fisheries in Europe. WEL suggest a risk-based, regional approach to any conflicts 
between small-scale driftnets and non-target or unauthorised species, ensuring that 
the Member States and the Commission act swiftly to address conflicts on a case-by-
case basis. 
 
Where damaging interactions with seabirds and other marine wildlife occur, Member 
States should prioritise EMFF aid to support research and development of mitigation 
measures, and the transition as appropriate to alternative fishing gears and 
methodologies where proven to be less damaging than small-scale driftnetting. It is 
WELs view that small-scale driftnet fisheries scientifically proven to have negligible 
environmental impact are exempted from a ban. 
 
Further information 
 
On 14 May 2014, the Commission proposed a ban on small-scale drift net fishing 
throughout EU waters from 1st January 2015, subject to agreement by the Member 
States and the European Parliament.  The Commission’s proposal refers to driftnets of 
less than 2.5km in length.  The use of driftnets longer than 2.5km has already been 
prohibited in the EU since 1992, except in the ‘Baltic Sea, the Belts and the Sound’ 
although the ban was extended to those areas in Jan 2008.  Since 2002, all driftnets – 
irrespective of length – have also been prohibited in EU waters when specifically 
targeted at highly migratory species such as tuna and swordfish.  
 

National Assembly for Wales 
Environment and Sustainability Committee 
BDF 01- European Commission’s proposals 
to ban driftnet fishing 
Response from Wales Environment Link
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Driftnets, legal or otherwise, are still widely used in EU waters, including France, 
Portugal, Slovenia, Romania, Bulgaria, and the UK where they are typically used by 
coastal fishermen.  In the UK (mainly England), typical target species (for which 
driftnets are claimed by fishermen to be highly selective for both species and size of 
fish) are herring, mackerel, sole sea bass, salmon, sardine, sprat and mullet.   
 
The rationale behind this blanket ban is to address the major bycatch impacts of such 
driftnetting on vulnerable and protected species such as cetaceans, turtles and sharks 
in the Mediterranean.  The Commission also perceives a more widespread problem, 
characterising driftnet fishing as ‘carried out by an undefinable number of small-scale 
multipurpose fishing vessels, the vast majority of which operate without any regular 
scientific control and monitoring’.  
 
Given the non-discriminatory nature of the proposal, WEL recommends the 
Commission reconsider their proposal for a blanket ban on drift net fisheries and 
instead look at ways in which the legislation can be modified to strengthen its 
enforcement and apply it in a more targeted and appropriate manner taking into 
account the specifics of particular fisheries. There is a strong case for stricter 
enforcement to halt illegal driftnet fishing in EU waters.   
 
However, WEL oppose a blanket, EU-wide ban on small-scale driftnet fishing on the 
grounds that it is disproportionate by penalising responsible small-scale fishermen who 
use driftnets sustainably with negligible adverse environmental impact. The ban has 
the potential to promote gear-switching in some regions into other damaging fishing 
methods such as bottom-set gillnets which may pose an even greater threat to by 
catch of seabirds and other marine wildlife. Therefore WEL propose that the necessary 
steps are taken to enforce lack of compliance and any such occurrences are 
penalised, including by withholding fishing opportunities and EU financial support as 
appropriate.  
 
WEL is also concerned that the proposed ban will not be foolproof against the deficit in 
control and enforcement which is manifestly the main problem under current 
legislation. It also runs counter to the new CFP which seeks to set measures derived 
from a results-based approach and regionalised decision-making.  
 
It is important that small-scale driftnet fisheries scientifically proven to have negligible 
environmental impact are exempted from a ban, we suggest there is a role for 
observer studies that can verify claims of negligible or no impacts on cetaceans and 
marine mammals. Thus ensuring that exemptions from any ban are based on solid 
evidence.  
 
Finally WEL suggests that the Minister for Natural Resources and Food, with his UK 
counterparts requests that the EU must impose economic sanctions on Members 
States who do not take measureable and timely steps in achieving the above points. 
In particular, Member States must impose suitable deterrents to fishers breaking these 
laws such as severe penalties that may reduce fishing opportunities and carry 
significant fine or criminal conviction. The UK and wider EU seafood supply chain must 
take proactive steps (including implementing robust traceability regimes and testing 
high risk products) to ensure that seafood caught in illegal drift net fisheries is not 
bought or sold.   
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The following WEL members support this document: 

 

Marine Conservation Society 
RSPB Cymru 
Wildlife Trusts Wales 
WWF Cymru 
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Ty Cambria    29 Newport Road      Cardiff      CF24 0TP 
 
Croesewir gohebiaeth yn y Gymraeg a’r Saesneg 
Correspondence welcomed in Welsh and English 

 

Ymchwiliad Pwyllgor Amgylchedd a 

Chynaliadwyedd Cynulliad Cenedlaethol 

BDF 02  

Comisiwn Ewropeaidd i wahardd pysgota rhwyd ddrifft 

Ymateb gan Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

 
 
Clerc y Pwyllgor 
Pwyllgor yr Amgylchedd a Chynaliadwyedd 
Cynulliad Cenedlaethol Cymru 
Bae Caerdydd  
CF99 1NA 
 
Annwyl Alun 
 
Cynigion y Comisiwn Ewropeaidd i wahardd pysgota â rhwydi drifft 
 
Diolch am y cyfle i gyflwyno sylwadau ynghylch effaith bosibl cynigion y Comisiwn 
Ewropeaidd i wahardd pysgota â rhwydi drifft. 
 
Nid ymatebodd Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru i ymgynghoriad yr UE yn 2014 ynghylch gwahardd 
pysgota â rhwydi drifft, ond byddai’n cefnogi’r syniad o gyfyngu ar bysgodfeydd 
Ewropeaidd sy’n effeithio ar rywogaethau sydd o bryder cadwraethol, fel môr-grwbanod, 
mamaliaid ac adar môr. Ymddengys y byddai cynnig yr UE, fel y mae ar hyn o bryd, yn 
effeithio mewn modd anghymesur ar y pysgotwyr yng Nghymru sy’n defnyddio dulliau 
cynaliadwy a bach eu heffaith o bysgota â rhwydi drifft. Byddai CNC yn cefnogi dull 
rhanbartholedig, yn seiliedig ar dystiolaeth, o reoli pysgota â rhwydi drifft yng Nghymru, yn 
unol â’r Polisi Pysgodfeydd Cyffredin newydd, a hefyd y defnydd o dechnoleg (fel 
dyfeisiadau sain tanddwr, neu ‘pingers’ fel y’u gelwir), lle bo hynny’n briodol.  
 
 
Yn gywir 
 

 
 
Ceri Davies 
Cyfarwyddwr Gwybodaeth, Strategaeth a Chynllunio 
 
 
 

 
Ein cyf/Our ref: 
Eich cyf/Your ref: 
 

 
Ebost/Email: 
ceri.davies@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk 
Ffôn/Phone: 03000 654248 
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WFA-CPC 
Welsh Fishermen’s Association Ltd – Cymdeithas Pysgotwyr Cymru cyf 

Registered Address :   

Ty Madog 32 Queens Street, Aberystwyth, Ceredigion SY23 2HN 
Administration Address :   

The Office Maes-Y-Dre New Road Newcastle Emlyn Carmarthenshire SA38 9BA 

Telephone :  07855782236 / 07896184751 
email :  office@wfa-cpc.co.uk 

 

Environment & Sustainability Committee 28/01/2015 

European Commission’s Proposal to Prohibit all Drift Net Fishing in EU Waters 

 

Dear Chairman, 

 

As a fisheries stakeholder representative body in Wales the Welsh Fisherman’s Association Ltd – Cymdeithas 

Pysgotwyr Cymru Cyf (WFA-CPC), on behalf our constituent member Associations, is grateful for the 

opportunity to submit evidence for your consideration in respect of the “European Commission’s Proposal to 

Prohibit all Drift Net Fishing in EU Waters”  

 

BACKGROUND: 

The Commission’s proposals surprisingly and without our knowledge developed as a result of increasing 

external pressure to address the unacceptable incidence of highly protected species by-catch primarily within 

the Mediterranean and Black Sea of cetaceans, turtles and seabirds. 

 

I use the word “surprisingly” as allegedly the consultation on the EU Drift Net Ban proposals was conducted 

“on-line” during 2013,  the same consultation seemed to have been missed by everyone from within the 

fishing  community in Wales and the wider UK, a view that is further supported by our understanding that the 

North West Waters Advisory Council (NWWAC) had only first discussed the proposed ban in June of 2014,  

clearly, this suggests that there would have been no opportunity for fisheries stakeholders to contribute to and 

assist  the Commission in its preparation for such measures before embarking on this ill-considered approach. 

 

As a result of the subsequent alarm and reaction to the proposal tabled by the Commission in May 2014 the  

UK Government supported by the Devolved Administrations and UK Fishing Organisations raised strong 

objections to the Commission regarding the proposed Ban, following which, a meeting was convened by DG 

MARE in Brussels on the 17th September 2014 attended by : Acting Director DG MARE- Mrs Carla Montesi and 

Advisor-Mr Franco Biagi and the UK Fishing Representative Organisations. The purpose of this meeting was 

specifically to receive and hear evidence from UK fishing organisations and fishers regarding the measures 

proposed by the Commission to prohibit drift net fisheries in EU waters together with the concerns expressed 

by the UK fishing sector in respect of the consultation process. 

 

We are now, as I understand it, in the position whereby co- decision will determine the outcome of this  

ill-conceived proposal and the Commission have indicated to NWWAC that the process of co-decision could 

accept amendments to secure the necessary exemptions to allow small scale fisheries to continue. 

During the course of events outlined above the WFA-CPC have formally responded to the Welsh Government, 

UK Government and DG MARE we include herewith copies of the same for your consideration Paper (2) is a 

very detailed review that we believe would be invaluable to the Committee at this juncture:- 

 

1) WFA-CPC response to the EC Proposal to prohibit all drift net fishing in EU Waters 

2) A report on the current state of drift net fisheries in the UK (commissioned by Seafish) 

Q-1  THE IMPACT THESE PROPSALS WILL HAVE ON WELSH FISHERIES IF LEFT UNCHANGED 

National Assembly for Wales 
Environment and Sustainability Committee 
BDF 03 
European Commission’s proposals to ban driftnet fishing 
Response from Welsh Fisherman’s Association
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If left unchanged the Commission’s proposals to introduce a blanket ban on drift net fishing in Wales would be 

devastating to a small scale inshore fishing fleet that is dependent on access  to mixed fisheries that are vital to 

the sustainability of their annual fishing plans.  As mentioned in our response Paper (1) above the fleet in 

Wales consists predominantly of under 10 metre vessels which are limited in terms of their range of activity 

and operation to within a safe working radius of their port of origin. For that very reason fishers have an 

integral role in the sustainable management of our natural marine resources consistent with the seasonal 

availability of certain species throughout the fishing calendar in Wales. 

 

Drift netting is a traditional and passive fishing method that has historically been employed for a variety of 

species in Wales and the wider UK such as: - Herring, Mackerel, Sprat, Bass, Salmon, Sardine and Mullet.  This 

method of fishing utilises mesh sizes specific to the target species in compliance with local Byelaw Regulations, 

the fleets of nets are generally no longer than 100 to 200m which are attended by the vessel and it’s operator 

whilst deployed, minimising the potential for any incidence of unintended by-catch. 

 

The drift net fisheries in the Mediterranean and Black Sea however, could not be more different, the vessels 

engaged in drift net fisheries within this region of the EU Waters are significantly larger in scale than the 

traditional Welsh fleet, they target species such as Sword Fish and the length of nets used are in the region of 

2.5km (despite the EU banning such large scale drift nets from fishing in EU waters in June 1992). 

For the members interest please refer to paper (2) above for a detailed account of illegal drift netters 

operating within the Mediterranean, their origin and an indication of the mortality rates of protected species  

 

It is essential to understand the distinct differences between the highly regulated and environmentally benign 

drift net fisheries in Wales and the UK as opposed to the apparent out of control practices that exist within the 

Mediterranean before proposing disproportionate and devastating blanket bans on the scale of EU waters  

 

The Commissions proposed ban has been almost universally unwelcome in the UK.  Fishermen, fisheries 

managers, fishermen’s’ representative bodies and eNGO’s are all in agreement that such a ban would be 

disastrous for small scale sustainable fishers.  It is perceived as being unnecessary, heavy handed, 

disproportionate and inappropriate for UK waters.  The problems that the Commission seeks to address by the 

proposed ban do not exist in Wales or the wider UK- unusually, the Department of food Agriculture and Rural 

Affairs (DEFRA) has written to the Commission counselling against a full ban and the WFA-CPC urges the 

Committee to do likewise. 

 

To return to the issue of the impact these proposals will have on Welsh fisheries if left unchanged: 

We have in Paper (1) above indicated that between 70 and 100 fishing vessels and by extension their crews, 

related businesses and supply chains integral to the interdependent nature of our coastal economies in wales, 

fishermen either depend in part or entirely on drift netting as a vital component of an annual fishing plan 

within a seasonal mixed fishery, clearly such measures if left unchanged, would, in our considered opinion, be 

devastating environmentally, economically and socially, the longer term effects of which will undermine the 

value, heritage, culture,  language and wellbeing of our coastal communities in Wales. 

 

HOW THE PROPOSALS SHOUD BE AMENDED TO PROTECT SUSTAINABLE WELSH FISHERIES: 

As the committee will be aware the prospect of the Commission revising its own proposals are unlikely 

however the process of co-decision does give hope that the necessary exemptions can be secured to ensure 

that small scale drift net fisheries can continue in Wales. 
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What is particularly disappointing is that the Commission’s proposal for a blanket ban on drift net fisheries in 

EU waters was tabled sometime after the basic regulation of the Reformed Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) was 

agreed. 

 

The members will be aware that at the heart of the agreed reforms was regionalisation intended to support a 

de- centralised approach to fisheries management consistent with an eco-system based approach. In our 

opinion a regional approach transferring some policy functions to the member states at a regional seas level 

was intended to ensure member states could tailor measures to the characteristics of individual fisheries on a 

risk based approach and as such would focus management and enforcement accordingly. 

 

In terms of how should the Commission’s proposals be amended to protect sustainable Welsh fisheries:  

WFA-CPC would respectfully suggest the following:- 

 

 The first priority would be a complete withdrawal of the Commission's proposal for a blanket ban of 

drift net fisheries in EU waters in favour of a risk based regional approach. 

 

 If a complete withdrawal of the proposal as it exists is not possible we would favour clear exemptions 

from the proposed measures for Welsh and UK drift net fisheries. 

 

 On a similar vein derogations could be applied however derogations can be removed and therefore 

would be uncertain and unhelpful in our view. 

 

In conclusion, from the evidence you have before you particularly the detailed review in Paper ( 2) the 

Committee members will notice the regional sea area in which the issue of highly protected by-catch is of 

concern namely the Mediterranean and to re-iterate this issued has been known for decades and clearly must 

be resolved, however the current proposal tabled by the Commission is a totally disproportionate and 

inappropriate means of doing so and must be resisted. 

 

The unacceptable practice of protected species by-catch in large scale drift net fisheries in the Mediterranean 

and Black Sea arises as a result of inadequate enforcement which the EU already has powers to ensure the 

compliance of Member States the WFA-CPC respectfully suggest the EU exercise its duty at the heart of the 

problem by consulting directly with  the Members States concerned before seeking to impose ill-considered 

and inappropriate legislation that would effectively and unnecessarily extinguish a number of small but 

significant sustainable small scale fisheries in Wales and the wider UK. 

 

On the basis of our evidence and attached Papers the WFA-CPC and its constituent members would strongly 

urge the committee to reject the Commission’s proposals accordingly. 

 

Yours faithfully 

Jim Evans 

Chairman 

For and on behalf of  

Welsh Fisherman’s Association Ltd – Cymdeithas Pysgotwyr Cymru Cyf 

 

=================================================================================================== 

Company Registration Number: 7664414 
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WELSH FISHERMAN’S ASSOCIATION – CYMDEITHAS PYSGOTWYR CYMRU 

Registered Office : Ty Madog  32 Queens Road Aberystwyth Ceredigion SY23 2HN 

Administration Office : Maes-Y-Dre New Road Newcastle Emlyn SA38 9BA 

Contact :  Telephone  07855782236 / 07946 236908 

Email : office@wfa-cpc.co.uk : carol@wfa-cpc.co.uk : jim@wfa-cpc,co.uk 

 

 

 

Mr Iain Glasgow 

DEFRA 

Mailbox:  marine.commonfisheries@DEFRA.gsi.gov.uk 

 

 

Welsh Fisherman’s Association Ltd/Cymdeithas Pysgotwyr Cymru Cyf (WFA-CPC) 

Response to the 

European Commission’s Proposal to Prohibit all Drift Net Fishing in EU Waters: 

 

The concerns and objections to the proposed EU Drift Net Ban no doubt will not differ to any great 

extent from the detailed contributions already submitted by UK Fishermen’s Organisations to date; 

however, the WFA-CPC would wish to add our comments to the growing opposition towards the 

incredulous proposals of the Commission. 

The drift net fisheries that exist in Wales comprises of 70 to 100 vessels (not including unlicensed 

and non-sector) which in essence reflects the nature of the activities of the UK drift net fishers, we 

are predominantly small in scale targeting species like herring, Mackerel, Sprat, Bass, Salmon, 

Sardine and Mullet with fishermen adapting to the seasonal nature of these fisheries working within 

the safe operational range of a largely under 10m artisanal fleet. 

The economic importance of this fishery as many have already stated is vital to the financial viability 

of the small scale operators with a fishing year. 

For the European Commission to conclude that the socio-economic impacts of the proposed ban 

would be “irrelevant” at a national and sub-regional level displays an arrogance and contempt by the 

Commission toward the legitimate small scale fishers and the important contribution they make to 

the social and economic wellbeing of the coastal communities in Wales and elsewhere. 

For the Commission to suggest that fishermen can switch to other fisheries and capture methods 

underlines a complete lack of understanding for the fishing practise in which the Commission 

purports to regulate from a distance. 

The new CFP was agreed in June last year and came into force in January of this year with regional 

management and a decentralised approach at the heart of the reform, the introduction of this 

change was intended to move away from failed EU blanket measures as one size clearly does not fit 

all and yet the Commission proceeds with a blanket ban on drift netting after the agreement of the 

new CFP basic regulation. 

This course of action could possibly be understood if the Commission was in possession of evidence 

that confirmed the issues in the Mediterranean were mirrored elsewhere in EU waters and that such 

evidence highlighted an otherwise unknown incidence of by-catch of highly protected species 

cetaceans, turtles and seabirds.  In fact the Commission has proceeded with the proposed ban  

Continuation Sheet Page 2 of 2 
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before the EU has completed its own research on the nature and extent of drift netting in EU waters 

and in respect of unwanted by-catch in the Mediterranean large scale drift net fishery this practice 

has been known of for decades. 

We would therefore question why a blanket ban and why now? When the Commission has the 

authority to insist that the member states involved in such practice comply with the regulatory and 

conservation requirements within European waters. 

The Commission must address the issues of MS compliance and enforcement where it occurs as a 

failure to do so will not address the issue of vessels from other countries (which are incidentally 

equal in number to the MS fleets in the Mediterranean) exploiting the same resources in the same 

way with the same consequences therefore, it is our opinion that a blanket EU ban in itself would be 

ineffective in arresting the by-catch problems experienced in the Mediterranean and would be 

devastatingly disproportionate in terms of the nature of the Welsh and wider UK drift net fisheries. 

For your information and future reference we attach a copy of a report commissioned by the Seafish 

Industry Authority: SR 673 Report on the Current State of Drift Net Fisheries in the UK: Author Jim 

Masters: (Pelican’s Foot Associates Ltd): 

The WFA-CPC fully endorses the content of the above report and we wold wish to incorporate the 

same together with our response to the Commission’s proposals. 

We would also acknowledge with thanks the support of the Welsh and UK Government respectively 

in opposing these unnecessary, disproportionate and inappropriate measures by the European 

Commission. 

 

Jim Evans 

Chairman 

For and on behalf of 

Welsh Fisherman’s Association Ltd/Cymdeithas Pysgotwyr Cymru Cyf 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Company Registered in England/Wales: Registration Number: 7664414 
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SR673; Report on the Current State of 
DriftNet Fisheries in the UK; June 2014 

 

 

 

Author; Jim Masters 

May 2014 

ISBN No: 978-1-906634-79-7 
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