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I very much support the vision outlined here. The document outlines a clear and well defined basis for future funding of the CAP. The principle of 1) environmental regulation as a base-line, 2) a basic, broad, Farm Sustainability Scheme and 3) targeted, more specialist schemes is sound. I do have number of concerns with some of the detail associated with the approach: 

• The proposal to add to the current legislation goes too far. It creates a scenario where some farmers would lose all subsidy support (assuming they did not apply for any support measures) and be subject to significantly enhanced, and potentially highly restrictive legislative requirements. Legislation is an important base-line for any system of sustainable land management. However, some of the new legislative measures that are proposed would be better placed under the basic, open to all, Farm Sustainability Scheme. These would be part of a range of options aimed at delivering landscape level improvements for resource protection and ecosystem functionality. 


• The vision is commendable for beginning to recognise the need for a longer term approach to the delivery of public goods (eg section 5.4 – targeted agri-environment schemes). The short term approach of most Rural Development Programme funding (eg agreements of 5 years) is highly unlikely to deliver the types of outcomes that are now high priority. It is questionable whether the short (5 year) duration of assured scheme agreements will engender the changes required to deliver successful and lasting outcomes. A long term approach, offering certainty to land managers, is essential. This could be given greater prominence in the operational principles of the CAP. eg section 3.1.


• Advisory support is essential to the delivery of many / most of the measures proposed in the vision document. High quality advisory support is a critical element of future land sustainable management. The vision does highlight the need for high quality advisory support, but it could be given greater prominence. 


• The approach to Natura / WFD sites sits uncomfortably in the vision. These are legislative requirements, but they are treated as an exception and eligible for funding. To solve this they will be supported by compulsory funded measures that would be very similar to management under the agri-environment options. This looks messy and confusing. Delivery of this approach is likely to be highly problematic. An alternative would be to include basic (non-damaging) management associated with Natura sites as part of the Farm Sustainability Scheme. This would ensure that management likely to adversely impact on Natura sites is prevented. Options proposed under 5.3 (farming systems delivering high levels of public goods) or 5.4 (agri-environment schemes) could then be used on a voluntary, incentive-led basis to deliver the positive management required for these sites. 
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