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The day was wasted snoozing through a spin seminar on agri-environment issues. My grapevine had warned me that anything organised by DEFRA / EA would be no more than a publicity stunt but I didn’t listen. So in return for inflated fee, tedious time and lousy lunch I suffered such gems as “indicators can be indicative” and “compaction can damage drainage”, plus proverbial pearls voiced verbatim from Jonathan Porritt as visionary guru (…!!) ~  and much more in similar vein as utterances from that whimsical wonderland of pseudo-science sadly shared nowadays by advisers and activists alike. Conclusions were drawn decisively on dire needs for regulatory rigidity demanded from data for which correlation coefficients were seldom >0.8 and often rather <0.7. So much for statistical significance in this fanciful fairyland of pseudo-science! 



All these “pressures as drivers” for ‘improved’ policies were provided from only one side of the fence. There was one token talk by a farmer whose affiliation suggested he might well be more friend than foe for the ministry men but fortunately he provided a pleasantly purple patch in pleading pragmatism against the pompous piety. However his talk, just 1 against 11 others, was trampled under triumphal tirades of salivating eco-saviours determined to dismiss the nastiest knock-on of authoritarian auditing in pushing up produce prices paid by Percy Public as crop consumers, many on not much more than minimum money incomes. Inevitably all the ardent advocates were post-war professionals who have enjoyed big benefits from real-term halving of food costs ~ had they never had it so good they would surely show more sympathy for those who will suffer significantly from imposition of their “new 3rd way” policies.



So much (again) for “joined-up thinking” ~ “disjointed twittering” would be nearer the mark. Established policy promotes fresh food for protective functionality against major killing diseases. Economic (self) evidence asserts that price alone dictates purchase for people (under?) privileged enough to be beyond Chelsea’s Chattering Commune. Yet  emergent policy will deliberately push up prices in order to  contrive parity for uncompetitive neo-naturalism, in effect an eco-political cartel that will only impose net harm on Percy Public whatever the wonderland whimsies of our warrior-worrier worthies. A paradigm portrait for conquest and crucifixion of consensus commonsense by contrived correctness as dominant “driver” ~ a dangerous drift as decisions can be made favouring the fortunate regardless of evidential merit, much like Creationist codswallop threatens Darwinian determinism!
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Oh yes – why was I there? Well I expected to amplify my awareness of real issues & current concerns couched as evidential pros and cons, not simplistic strictures and sillies like those illustrated above … more gems ~ “methane is mostly made by intestinal muck” (yes, everyone  knows, so what?) and “shallow streams don’t denitrify” (ditto, for all with just a smidgen in sewage). My principal purpose was to gauge emerging expectation in pesticide policy because regulatory rigidity will favour improved performance from FRED’s SPRAY system which has been independently shown to halve drift with standard drops and sustain standard drift with halved drops (VMD). Yet all I got was off-the-cuff comment that crop protection might be penalised unduly if assigned 8 (I think) of the 40 (I think) indicators presently proposed. Who cares? ~ practitioners need numbers, whilst weightings waffle promotes only purposeless pontificating! 



[] following day heard (BBC R4 Today) for first time about Margaret Beckett’s Number 10 agri-eco conference ~ evidently the Warwick one simply served to supply scientific credibility for impending implementation ~ not so much spin as swerve in cricketing terms. No doubt FoE got to attend the London bash ~ even though absent from the Warwick one, their views were well represented by the ministry men. Why don’t the NFU and other farming pressure groups recruit scientific support to counteract these stitch-ups? NB No mention of the London bash in Warwick and no mention of the Warwick one in R4’s coverage! 
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This bash triggered flashbacks of Weeds’ posters in Brighton last November. Brighton gob-smacked me by its revelation of the extent to which Meacher’s ministry mates had so speedily siphoned spending out of tough technical themes needed to advance operational efficiency and squirted it into simplistic stuff sufficing for ecological PhDs but not a lot more apart from policies promoting more of the same!  All  days nowadays are field days for FoE, GreenPeace, Soil Association and their anti-agricultural allies amongst Chelsea’s chattering media  manipulators and Islington’s infiltrating political peddlers.



However the Weeds’ stuff was small beer by comparison with the pinnacle of pretentious playmaking portrayed in the opening presentation on identification of an indicator set for GB Soil. The playmakers must have really lost their marbles with this one ~ hopelessness of  which was candidly conceded yet no hint even of humility ~ on the contrary, was deemed defensible for delivering a global gold for GB in soil sports. No-one mentioned that maybe it wasn’t worth much in the absence of any competition ~ like being best at snooker or croquet when no-one else plays! One gem … “a review of potential indicators of soil quality found that they are oriented towards agriculture” ~ well, now, there’s a surprise! With only government funded bodies sponsoring this stuff how on earth can fair reference be made to supposed “stakeholders” ~ the only real stakeholder here is Percy Public whose purse as ever stumped up despite overwhelmingly rather seeing it spent on urgent needy realities, certainly not soil stamp-collecting! 



With all but one of the presentations squarely on the “something must be done” side of the regulatory fence I suppose a good time was had by all honing shared prejudices against anything that might make money out of the countryside. With professional worry-warriors’ jobs so dependent on maintaining this impression, it’s inevitable but also ironical that rural subsidies increasingly favour donters who only ever take money out of national pot for advocating increasing restrictions on those whose endeavours can put a little back into it, at least in principle! But then that’s the modern madness ~ doers always  dominated by donters pontificating the opinionated prejudices of corporate correctness clap-trappers. 



Oh yes, the one dissenting presentation came on behalf of the NFU ~ no surprise there, only sadness that their opposition to ever-increasing imposition nowadays always seems to be overwhelmed by overtones of apology for daring to dissent! It really is about time that sensible science fought back!
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