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YMCHWILIAD Y PWYLLGOR I GYNLLUNIAU AMAETH-AMGYLCHEDDOL

Diben

1. Cael barn y Pwyllgor ar y materion allweddol i'w cynnwys yn ei adroddiad ar y cynlluniau amaeth-
amgylcheddol yng Nghymru. Amgaeir strwythur ac argymhellion drafft yn Atodiad 1.

Y Cefndir

2. Yn ei gyfarfod ar 17 Gorffennaf 2002, cymeradwyodd y Pwyllgor y cylch gwaith a ganlyn ar gyfer ei 
ymchwiliad i'r cynlluniau amaeth-amgylcheddol:

Ystyried effeithiolrwydd Tir Gofal o ran cyflawni ei amcanion a gwneud argymhellion ar gyfer y ffurf a 
fydd i system integredig cynlluniau amaeth-amgylcheddol yn y dyfodol yng Nghymru ac ar gyfer ariannu 
system o'r fath.

3. Ers hynny, mae'r Pwyllgor wedi clywed tystiolaeth ar lafar gan amrywiol unigolion a sefydliadau ac 
wedi derbyn nifer o gyflwyniadau ysgrifenedig. Yn ystod yr ymchwiliad, daeth sawl mater allweddol i'r 
amlwg, a fydd yn sail i adroddiad drafft ac argymhellion y Pwyllgor.

Y Camau Nesaf

4. Gan ddibynnu ar sylwadau'r Pwyllgor ac os bydd yn cymeradwyo'r prif faterion, bydd yr 
Ysgrifenyddiaeth yn llunio adroddiad drafft llawn i'w ystyried yn y cyfarfod ar 5 Mawrth 2003. 

Camau i'r Pwyllgor eu Cymryd

5. Gofynnir i'r Pwyllgor roi sylwadau ar y materion allweddol i'w cynnwys yn yr adroddiad, a'u 
cymeradwyo. 

 

Ysgrifenyddiaeth y Pwyllgorau
Ionawr 2003

 



Atodiad 1

Outline structure and content for Committee report on agri-environment schemes 

1.  Introduction

2. Terms of Reference 

To consider the effectiveness of Tir Gofal in delivering its objectives and to make recommendations for 
the future shape and funding of an integrated and tiered system of agri-environmental schemes in Wales.

3. Committee’s assessment of Tir Gofal and lessons to be learned

The Committee to express its support for the scheme and for the broad thrust of policy to direct support 
away from production to agri-environment and wider rural development measures.

Against this background, draw attention to some concerns related to Tir Gofal identified in the evidence 
received: 

●     the level of funding available and the perception that access has been limited to a relatively small 
number of farms;

●     that access can be difficult for some farm types;
●     the absence of data on environmental outcomes to allow proper evaluation;
●     the administrative burden on farmers;
●     the need to address wider environmental resource management e.g. soil, air quality;
●     the need to provide incentives to group applicants to deliver benefits across larger geographical 

areas.

4. Committee’s view of future development of agri-environment schemes

Given the Committee’s support for Tir Gofal, a suite of agri-environment schemes should be introduced 
within the pyramid framework proposed by the CAP Reform Agri-environment Working Group. This 
would aim to see a majority of farmers receiving relatively modest payments in return for meeting basic 
environmental requirements with smaller numbers gaining higher payments for more challenging 
obligations and higher payments still for co-operative schemes. 

To deliver such a programme, funding will need to be increased significantly. This, in turn, will be 
dependent on modulation and obtaining a greater share of EU rural development funds for the UK.

5. Principles upon which future schemes should be based



Assuming adequate funding can be obtained, the detail of schemes within the pyramid model should be 
developed by Welsh Assembly Government following consultation, but the Committee recommends the 
following basic principles upon which schemes should be based: 

I.  Coverage – should be available across the whole of Wales.
II.  Access - should be available and realistically achievable for all farm types.

III.  Evaluation – schemes should be informed by evidence on relevant environmental outcomes, 
with the results of subsequent evaluation used to further improve scheme design. Measurable and 
relevant environmental objectives to be identified from the outset. 

IV.  Objectives – the principal objective of all schemes should be to deliver environmental benefit. 
Whilst recognising that they can be linked, socio-economic considerations should be secondary 
to this. 

V.  Administration – administration costs and the bureaucratic burden on applicants should be 
minimised subject to the need for monitoring, evaluation, enforcement and the provision of 
advice and support.

VI.  Entry criteria - should be clear and easily understandable. The principle of whole farm coverage 
should be maintained. Objectives and selection criteria should support existing biodiversity, 
species and habitat action plans. Selection criteria for higher level schemes should reflect the 
need to target particular species or habitats. 

VII.  Integration – schemes should be integrated with other land management designations and 
schemes in order to avoid conflicting management prescriptions;

VIII.  Funding – should maintain clear financial incentives to encourage adoption of higher levels of 
the scheme. Payments should allow for limited capital costs required by agreements. The Rural 
Development Plan definition of good farming practice should set the threshold above which 
payment would be made under a broad and shallow scheme. Payment should not be made for 
delivering the requirements of existing legislation and cross-compliance. 

IX.  Advice, information and training – should be ready access to practical, locally relevant advice, 
information and training to participating farmers.
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