
 
 

 

Dinas a Sir Abertawe 
 

Cofnodion Cyfarfod y Panel Craffu Perfformiad – Yr 
Amgylchedd Naturiol 

 
O bell drwy Microsoft Teams  

Dydd Iau, 26 Awst 2021 am 2.00 pm 

 
Yn Bresennol: Y Cynghorydd P K Jones (Cadeirydd) oedd yn llywyddu 

 
Y Cynghorydd(wyr) Y Cynghorydd(wyr) Y Cynghorydd(wyr) 
E W Fitzgerald S J Gallagher O G James 
M H Jones H Lawson H M Morris 
B J Rowlands W G Thomas  
 
 
Mynychwyr eraill  
Mark Thomas 
 
Emily Davies 
Jeremy Davies  
Chris Howell  
Deborah Hill 

Aelod y Cabinet dros Wella'r Amgylchedd a Rheoli 
Isadeiledd 
Swyddog Craffu 
Arweinydd Grŵp - Parciau a Glanhau   
Pennaeth Gwastraff, Parciau a Glanhau 
Arweinydd Tîm: Tîm Cadwraeth Natur 

  
 
Ymddiheuriadau am absenoldeb 
Y Cynghorydd(wy): J A Hale, I E Mann, C Richards, M Sherwood a/ac L J Tyler-
Lloyd 
 
 

 
52 Datgeliadau o fuddiannau personol a rhagfarnol 

 
Yn unol â'r Côd Ymddygiad a fabwysiadwyd gan Ddinas a Sir Abertawe, ni  
ddatganwyd unrhyw fuddiannau. 
  
 

53 Gwahardd pleidleisiau Chwip a Datgan Chwipiau'r Pleidiau 
 
Yn unol â Mesur Llywodraeth Leol (Cymru) 2011, ni ddatganwyd pleidleisiau chwip na 
chwipiau'r pleidiau. 
 

54 Cofnodion y Cyfarfod(ydd) Blaenorol 
 
Cytunwyd bod cofnodion cyfarfod Panel Craffu Perfformiad yr Amgylchedd Naturiol, a 
gynhaliwyd ar 29 Mehefin 2021, yn gofnod cywir. 
 

55 Cwestiynau gan y Cyhoedd 
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Ni chafwyd cwestiynau gan y cyhoedd. 
 

56 Gwywiad yr Onnen 
 

Derbyniodd y Panel yr wybodaeth ddiweddaraf gan y Cynghorydd Mark Thomas, Aelod y 
Cabinet dros Wella'r Amgylchedd a Rheoli Isadeiledd a Jeremy Davies, Arweinydd Grŵp 
- Parciau a Glanhau.  

 
Canolbwyntiwyd ar y canlynol yn ystod y drafodaeth: 

 Cyd-destun ac amlinelliad o Glefyd Coed Ynn. Mae'r clefyd yn effeithio ar goed 
ynn drwy rwystro'r systemau cludo dŵr. Os nad ymdrinnir â'r rhain, bydd y coed 
mewn perygl o gwympo ac yn cyflwyno perygl dybryd i'r ardal gyfagos. 

 Materion rhanbarthol a'r DU ehangach. Mae hon yn broblem sylweddol, gymhleth 
a drud. Mae hon yn broblem ledled Ewrop a disgwylir iddi effeithio ar 90% o goed 
ynn.  

 Derbyniodd y Cabinet a'r Cynghorwyr sesiynau briffio ym mis Mai 2019, ac erbyn 
hyn mae gan wefan y cyngor adran Cwestiynau Cyffredin.  

 Ystyrir hyn fel risg gorfforaethol, ac fe'i nodwyd felly - mae hyn yn cael effaith 
sylweddol ar yr amgylchedd, ond mae hefyd effeithiau ariannol sylweddol i'w 
hysgwyddo o ganlyniad i arolygu pob coeden ar holl dir y cyngor.   

 Mae Uned Gwasanaethau Coed yr Adran Parciau wedi blaenoriaethu coed 
categori 3 a 4 yn ei lefel uchaf o ran ymateb. Mae hyn yn effeithio ar y gallu i 
wneud llai o waith brys a gwaith coedyddiaeth sy'n gysylltiedig ag incwm. 

 Mae'n anodd mynd i'r afael â choed categori 3 a 4 am eu bod yn heriol ac yn 
cymryd cryn amser.  

 Mae priffyrdd cyhoeddus, parciau a mynwentydd wedi'u blaenoriaethu o ran cael 
gwared ar goed peryglus.  

 Mae pren oddi ar goed sydd wedi'u torri sydd mewn cyflwr y gellir ei ailddefnyddio 
yn cael ei adennill ar gyfer y Prosiect Ailddefnyddio Coed Gwastraff, a'i ddefnyddio 
i gynhyrchu meinciau, sydd wedyn yn cael eu gosod ym mharciau Abertawe.  

 Mae gosod coed newydd yn lle coed sydd wedi'u torri yn parhau i fod yn her. 
Mewn rhai achosion, efallai na fydd angen ailblannu coed, gan ganiatáu i natur 
gymryd drosodd yn naturiol.  

 Mae costau ariannol uniongyrchol o oddeutu £150,000 y flwyddyn. Mae costau 
anuniongyrchol ar gyfer gwaith arall yn cael eu hosgoi.  

 Defnyddir contractwyr i dorri coed pan fydd nifer mawr o goed yn meddiannu un 
lleoliad ac yn gyffredinol gyfagos i'r briffordd.  

 Sicrhawyd cyllid gan Lywodraeth Cymru i brynu peiriannau ac offer.  

 Holodd yr Aelodau am y strategaethau ailblannu sy'n cael eu defnyddio a pha 
goed sy'n cymryd lle'r coed ynn a dorrwyd. Esboniodd swyddogion fod y clefyd yn 
debygol o effeithio ar unrhyw goed ynn newydd, beth bynnag fo'u hoedran. 

 Mae dangosyddion cynnar yn dangos y gall fod gan 5-10% o goed ymwrthedd 
genetig. Cwblhawyd arolygon blynyddol er mwyn cadarnhau cyflwr coed.  

 Nid yw coed ynn unigol a dorrwyd o reidrwydd yn cael eu hailblannu yn y lleoliad 
lle cawsant eu torri, ond caniateir i natur weithredu'n naturiol yn yr ardaloedd drwy 
dyfu fflora a ffawna.  
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 Strategaeth Isadeiledd Gwyrdd Ehangach – mae'r coed a blannwyd o rywogaethau 
brodorol a chymysg, er mwyn sicrhau na fydd unrhyw glefydau newydd yn effeithio 
arnynt i gyd.  

 Bioamrywiaeth – mae nifer o rywogaethau yn gwbl ddibynnol ar goed ynn. Mae 
canllawiau lleol ar gael i ddelio â hyn. Tua 50 rhywogaeth o goed i fod yn 
gynhalwyr ar gyfer cen sy'n dibynnu ar goed ynn.  

 O ran adfywio coed ifanc, byddant o'r un stoc genetig, er y byddant yn darparu 
cynefin uniongyrchol i rai rhywogaethau. Gall gadael bonion hefyd ddarparu 
cynefin ar gyfer cen.  

 Gall rhywogaethau goresgynnol o fasarnen gymryd drosodd os na chânt eu rheoli. 

 Holodd yr Aelodau beth y mae'r cyngor wedi'i wneud i sicrhau ymwybyddiaeth o'r 
pwnc hwn ymhlith tirfeddianwyr preifat. Esboniodd swyddogion fod cyfathrebu a 
chyhoeddiadau helaeth wedi'u cynnal.  

 Holodd yr Aelodau faint o ymchwil sy'n cael ei gwneud ynghylch ymwrthedd 
genetig. Mae swyddogion yn cymryd rhan mewn prosiectau ehangach i ddarparu 
samplau ar gyfer ymchwil ehangach ledled y DU. Mae prosiectau ymchwil 
cenedlaethol yn parhau.  

 Cododd yr Aelodau ymholiadau am arwyddion a byrddau gwybodaeth parhaol 
mewn ardaloedd lle effeithir ar ganran fwy o goetir. Esboniodd swyddogion fod 
arwyddion yn cael eu darparu cyn ac yn ystod y gwaith torri, gan adael arwyddion 
bioddiraddadwy hefyd ar ôl cwblhau gwaith ar raddfa fwy. Awgrymwyd arwyddion 
parhaol.  

 Ymrwymodd swyddogion i hysbysebu aelodau'n well am dorri arfaethedig mewn 
wardiau.  

 Awgrymodd yr Aelodau raglen noddi coed, a fyddai'n caniatáu i aelodau o'r 
cyhoedd ymgysylltu ag ailblannu.  

 
Ystyriodd aelodau'r panel yr wybodaeth a ddarparwyd, gan ofyn cwestiynau, a mynegi'u 
barn am y ffordd ymlaen. Diolchodd y Cadeirydd iddynt am eu mewnbwn 
 
CYTUNWYD y byddai'r Panel yn ysgrifennu at Aelodau'r Cabinet gyda'i farn a'i 
argymhellion.  

 
57 Cynllun Gwaith 

 
58 Llthyrau 

 
Derbyniodd y Panel yr ohebiaeth a anfonwyd yn dilyn cyfarfod y Panel a gynhaliwyd ar 
29 Mehefin 2021. 
 
 
 
Daeth y cyfarfod i ben am 2.55  
 
 

 



 

OVERVIEW & SCRUTINY / TROSOLWG A CHRAFFU 
 

SWANSEA COUNCIL / CYNGOR ABERTAWE 
GUILDHALL, SWANSEA, SA1 4PE / NEUADD Y DDINAS, ABERTAWE, SA1 4PE 

 

www.swansea.gov.uk / www.abertawe.gov.uk 
 

I dderbyn yr wybodaeth hon mewn fformat arall neu yn Gymraeg, cysylltwch â’r person uchod 
To receive this information in alternative format, or in Welsh please contact the above 

 

To: 
Councillor Mark Thomas 
Cabinet Member for Environment 
Enhancement and Infrastructure 
Management 
 
 
BY EMAIL 

Please ask for: 
Gofynnwch am: 

Overview & Scrutiny 
  

Direct Line: 
Llinell Uniongyrochol: 

01792 637732 
  

e-Mail 
e-Bost: 

scrutiny@swansea.gov.uk 

  
  

Date 
Dyddiad: 

16th September 2021 

Summary: This is a letter from the Natural Environment Scrutiny Performance Panel 
to the Cabinet Member for Environment Enhancement & Infrastructure Management. 
The letter concerns the meeting held on 26 August 2021 and the updates received 
regarding Ash Dieback.   

 
 
Dear Councillor Thomas, 

On 26 August 2021 the Panel met to discuss the Council management of Ash Dieback. 
The Panel were grateful to all who attended to provide information and answer 
questions. We are writing to you to reflect on what we learnt from the discussion and 
to share the observations of the Panel. 

Ash Dieback  

Officers provided information outlining and highlighting the nature of Ash Dieback. We 
heard that this disease affects Ash trees by blocking the water transport systems, and, 
if not dealt with, trees are at risk of collapsing, presenting an immediate danger to the 
surrounding area.  

You explained to us that this is a wider regional and UK issue posing a significant, 
complex and expensive problem, adversely affecting 90% of Ash trees.  

Council Management  

You explained to Panel Members that the Council has considered and recorded this 
issue as a corporate risk – having significant impact on the environment, but also 
significant financial impacts to bear. We heard that Cabinet and Councillors received 
briefings in May 2019, and also that the Council website now has an FAQ section to 
promote information and share resources.  

http://www.swansea.gov.uk/
http://www.abertawe.gov.uk/
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Officers explained that in managing this issue, the Parks Department Tree Services 
Unit has prioritised category 3 and 4 trees as the highest level of response. The Panel 
understood that there is some difficulty in tackling category 3 and 4 trees as the poor 
condition of such trees means operations are logistically challenging and time 
consuming. You explained to us that this does hinder the capacity to carry out less 
urgent work as well as some income-generating arboricultural work. 

Officers assured us that public highways, parks and cemeteries have been prioritised 
in terms of removal of dangerous trees, highlighting the importance of public safety. 
Officers explained that external contractors are used where large numbers of trees 
occupy a single location and are generally adjacent to the highway.  

We heard that funding has been secured from the Welsh Government to purchase 
machinery and equipment. You explained that some wood from felled trees is able to 
be recovered for the Waste Wood Re-Use Project, and utilised to manufacture 
products, such as benches, which can then be installed around Swansea’s parks and 
open spaces.  

The Panel queried what measures the Council has taken to ensure awareness of this 
disease amongst private landowners. Officers explained that extensive 
communication and publication had been undertaken, in line with the guidance under 
The Ash Dieback Action Plan Toolkit, as prepared by The Tree Council.  

Members raised queries surrounding lack of signage and permanent information 
boards in areas where a larger percentage of woodland is affected. Officers explained 
that signage is provided before and during felling,  leaving bio-degradable signs 
following completion of larger scale work. Members suggested more permanent 
signage after works are completed to better inform the public about Ash Dieback 
management.  Officers took this suggestion on board and undertook to provide better 
signs and information boards where applicable.  

Panel Members questioned the availability of information regarding planned felling. 
Officers undertook to inform individual ward members of approaching felling projects 
in applicable areas.  

Panel Members also suggested a programme of tree sponsorship, allowing members 
of the public to engage with the re-planting programme. Officers undertook to look into 
this idea and acknowledged this could provide positive outcomes.   

Biodiversity 

Members queried the replanting strategies being utilised and the types of trees being 
used to replace the felled Ash. Officers explained that replacement of felled trees 
remains a challenge and, in some cases, the replanting of trees may not be necessary. 
We heard that single Ash trees felled are not necessarily replanted at the location 
felled, but nature is allowed to replace the areas naturally with flora and fauna. 

https://treecouncil.org.uk/science-and-research/ash-dieback/local-authority-ash-dieback-action-plan-toolkit/
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It was pleasing to hear that under the wider Green Infrastructure strategy, trees 
planted are of both native and mixed species, to ensure any new diseases will not 
affect all trees.  

The Panel were interested to hear about early research, indicating that between 5-
10% of trees may have a genetic resistance to Ash Dieback disease. Officers 
explained that annual surveys are completed by the Council to confirm and review the 
on-going condition of trees on council-owned land, thereby avoiding the need to fell 
trees if recovery is at all possible.  

Members queried the extent of research being done into this possible genetic 
resistance. Officers explained that some of the Swansea Council team are involved in 
wider national projects to provide samples for broader research across the UK.  

Officers highlighted other aspects of general biodiversity issues, such as some species 
which are wholly dependent on Ash trees. We heard that circa 50 species of trees can 
provide alternative hosts for lichen dependant on Ash, and that there is localised 
guidance available to deal with this issue.  

Officers also explained that leaving Ash tree stumps may provide an immediate habitat 
for lichen to thrive. It was pleasing to hear that the Council’s Tree management team 
are working so closely with the Nature Conservation team to manage this issue.  

Your response  

We are interested in any thoughts you may have on the contents of this letter but, in 
this instance, we require no formal written response. 
 
 
Yours sincerely,  
 
Councillor Peter Jones 
Convener, Natural Environment Scrutiny Performance Panel 
 cllr.peter.jones@swansea.gov.uk  
 

mailto:cllr.peter.jones@swansea.gov.uk
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