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This is a very well thought out and thorough proposal. With sensible ideas that reforms the CAP into more of a contract for delivery of public goods rather than the current state of play which remains clouded with historical production support. 

Here are a few comments, questions and points of suggestion:

We support the ideas of the HNV System Support Scheme as a means of targeting funds towards some of our most fragile but valuable farmland for biodiversity, where areas of remaining semi-natural habitat require additional support in order to retain less financially viable farming practice. We propose that Plantlife’s Important Plant Area network could be used as a basis of identifying HNV land and capturing zones of opportunity where sensitive farming practice would be of great benefit to the semi-natural plant life that still remains.

We have our reservations as to whether continuing to prioritise organic farming systems with additional support payments is the best way forward. Although Plantlife is generally in support of organic systems, there is the potential for considerable variation with regards the systems benefits to biodiversity depending of the intensity of the approach. There are also many farmers running extensive conventional systems that could be delivering far more public goods than some organic systems. We just feel there may be better ways of rewarding the benefits of integrated, extensive production rather than just singling out organic systems. 

We are in full support of the additional rules suggested that need to be added to current regulation to fill the gaps in cross-compliance. Particularly the need for additional protection of permanent grassland over 15 years old, ensuring any size land parcel is protected. This would address the current problems with the EIA regulation.

We support the highly targeted approach to agri-environment schemes as a means of ensuring desired outcomes are met for high risk species and habitats. Our only comment would be to ensure that this captures all species and habitats and not just those included with in Habitat Directives which poorly represent many high risk species groups.

With regard funding allocation of schemes, we question why maximum and minimum spending rules per scheme are agreed at EU level. Obviously there needs to be fair allocation across schemes to ensure they are being used effectively but perhaps funding allocation should be at country level responsibility.

Under the Basic Farm Subsidy Scheme we would just like to mention the need to not exclude small farm woodlands (even if they are not grazed) to ensure favourable management is encouraged (e.g. coppicing and use for small scale wood fuel production). Although perhaps the needs of these threatened habitats will be sufficiently met by the other schemes?
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