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Thank you for your letter of 22 e in response to mine of
14 June, about UK Environmental Achievements. I have also seen
a copy of yours of 18 June to Nicholas Ridley.

I fear T am still left with the impression that you have not
fully appreciated the very real changes which we have made in
the past few years in order to achieve the right balancg between
agriculture an onservation. am equally concerned at the
impression which etters ;iv@ that the 1981 Act will be
largely ineffective in achieving its intended goals. There i
very little evidence that this is the case; indeed, it would
surprising if there were, given the fact that it has been in

/o years. Perhaps morw‘<ihjnificuntly,

any re: ﬂ recognition of the

z 1 selves are playing
_ nserva X n at considerable personal cos

and. the 1act that elfective conservation cannot be achieved
other LQ41 througn the full co-operation and active participation
of the lustry

By all means let us consider ways of improving the operation

of the 81 Act I am also, as I indicated in my Jwrlffr letter
looking at the possibility of including in the

structures directives a provision to Hi?eguw?d areas
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Many thanks for your letter of 14 June about our booklet UK
Environmental Achievements.

I note your view, shared by others, that we did not in this
boocklet make enough of our achievements in protecting wildlife
and the countryside, and indeed I am happy to look for future
opportunities, as you suggest, for getting our story across.

I sympathise with your views on the unbalanced nature of some

of the criticisms of our policies, and I agree entirely on

the credit due for the efforts being made to reduce the excesses
of CAP.

But we must also not be complacent. Of course it would be

absurd for conservation reasons to try to stifle general progress
and development in agriculture. As you say, the landscape

which so many are keen to conserve today is itself the product
of past changes in practice. But there are none the less grounds
for concern. A lot of the change now taking place has a pace

and scale not experienced in the past. Much of the charm of
British landscape lies in its variety. This applies both to
richer lowland country with hedge and copse and to wider areas
of heath and moor in the uplands. It is this variety which

is often at risk with current changes. Further, there can

be no doubt that since the war there has been extensive
destruction of wildlife habitats in this country with resulting
loss of fauna and flora. We cannot afford to discover five

years on that the Wildlife and Countryside Act has not curbed
this destructive trend.

For all these reasons we need to take an early relook at the
Act and the way it is working. Hence the importance of the
discussion we are shortly to have with the Prime Minister

on the basis of a paper which our officials are currently
working up. Hence also the value of following up Nicholas
Ridley's helpful suggestion of an initiative in Europe to
take land out of intensive farming and thus serve the two

objectives of reducing agricultural surplusses and conserving
countryside.

I am copying this letter to the Prime Minister, Cabinet
colleagues, the Chief Whip and Sir Robert Armstrong.
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PATRICK JENKIN

The Rt Hon Michael Jopling MP
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Thank you for your letter of & June about the booklet on
Environmental Achievements. This has now been published, and
so there is no possibility of adding to it. You do however
raise the interesting question whether we should undertake
in the EC an initiative to take large areas of farmland out

of intensive agricultural use and conserve them as "natural®
countryside.

The Wildlife and Countryside Act does of course provide in
this country a framework for action by the Nature Conservancy
Council and local authorities to conserve particular areas

of countryside and in pursuance of a remit from the Prime
Minister I shall be consulting colleagues shortly on possible
ways of strengthening the Act and modifying the related
compensation arrangements. Officials are currently engaged

in preparatory work. I think however that in this exercise

we shall be primarily considering measures which are within
our national discretion.

As you imply, a successful initiative to reduce agricultural
surpluses by taking land out of intensive agricultural use
would depend upon the cooperation of other EC couhntries. I
have no doubt that would be hard to obtain, and would in any
event take a long time to negotiate, but it seems worth
considering. I suggest therefore, subject to Michael Jopling's
views, that officials examine this possibility and report

on it as a further stage to the work currently in train on
measures to strengthen the Wildlife and Countryside Act.

I am copying this letter to Michael Jopling and to the other
recipients of your letter (other members of the Cabinet, the
Chief Whip and Sir Robert Armstrong).

The Rt Hon Nicholas Ridley MP
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I agree with Arthur Cockfield's comments on the booklet

on Environmental achievements, and share his concer about
the public perception of our farming policy. The protection
of the countryside and of wildlife is rightly of great and
growing public concern, and we ought to have a better tale
to tell.

I have just read Kenneth Carlisle's excellent CPC booklet
"Conserving the Countryside", which makes alarming reading,
It confirms, to my mind, the need for us to give a stronger
lead,

My view is that the issue of protecting the natural
countryside and wildlife habitats is inextricably bound up
with farmin policy, and that is bound up with the Common
Agricultural Pollcy. To make progress I believe we cught
to plan an 1iAitiative within Europe, expressed in terms of
a deliberate policy of tak11q land out__of intensive agricultural

production across the in order to reser and
extend natural countryside areas The Americans have succeeded

in setting aside something like 50 million acres. I see
no reason why the EEC Member States cannot agree to a set
aside policy too, This would make a sizeable contribution
to reducing surpluses,

I think this 1issue is of great political importance
and I therefore suggest it would be a good idea to establish
a working party to formulate a policy designed to reverse
the process of despoilation of the countryside, If we can
persuade Europe to adopt, such a policy we would achieve two
of our objectives P&*’ cxidm%ﬁ important sites and reducing
European farm produCtlon

I am copying this letter to recipients of your Private

Secretary's letter, AZiMJV?_——éhxi
SNt

NICHOLAS RIDL







