
WHAT DOES THE FUTURE HOLD FOR OUR FOOD AND UK FARMING? 

Part one of the National Food Strategy (NFS) https://www.nationalfoodstrategy.org/ has just 

been published. There are two main areas of focus:  

• eating well in childhood and the imperative to address this issue with disadvantaged 

children 

• food standards and trade 

Henry Dimbleby has set out a number of formal recommendations for protecting food 

production standards in trade deals. The farming press reports that this has been generally 

welcomed by the industry, although there is great concern that he has downplayed the 

potentially very serious impacts on UK food and farming of a no-deal Brexit.  

Jay Rayner, writing in the Guardian https://www.nationalfoodstrategy.org/ is critical of the 

report. 

The Agriculture Bill is now at the House of Lords Report stage before returning to the 

House of Commons.  

In early July, I wrote on behalf of CFBoA to Baroness Barbara Young (whose special 

interests include agriculture, the environment and climate change) expressing concern about 

some of the issues which I identified in the CFB July newsletter: 

• The future of food standards 

• The lack of commitment in the Bill to supporting a transition to agroecological 

food production, which would be likely to be the safest, quickest, cheapest way of 

promoting carbon capture and mitigating serious climate change impacts, as well 

as having health, widespread eco-systems and biodiversity benefits. 

• The fast-tracking of innovative technologies, such as genetic engineering of crops and 

livestock with incentivisation of farmers to adopt, without a major public debate and 

separate scrutiny.  I raised concern that this controversial technology had been veiled 

by the terminology used within the bill, reducing widespread public awareness that 

this highly significant change to our food production is about to be passed into 

legislation. 

The debate in the House of Lords which included genetic engineering of food took 

place on 28th July https://hansard.parliament.uk/Lords/2020-07-

28/debates/47D6DD2A-6DB4-440A-A881-51AAA8FEC4F4/details#contribution-

886777FF-F00C-465F-9041-75817E461D41 and these concerns are clearly shared by 

some members of the House. The debate is very interesting describing pros and cons 

and the differences between genetic modification and genetic editing. Put key words 

in your “Find” box to locate areas of discussion of interest to you. 

 

Lord Gardiner, Under-Secretary of State for Defra at the end of the debate announced 

that a public consultation will be launched in the autumn.  

 

However, it is worth noting Baroness Young’s words that “Of course, a perfectly 

good EU review of the whole issue of gene editing of crops and animals is under way 

and due to be published next April, so why are we rushing to make an amendment to 

the Bill that would jump the gun? Can we not wait to see what that review reveals? 
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Rushing to deregulate gene editing, as some wish to do, to bring us into alignment 

with the US risks us pursuing the US market, which will always be a smaller, 

specialist market for UK food products, and risk our not being able to continue to do 

business with our major existing EU markets, depending on what they decide. 

 

Therefore, why not wait to see what the EU decides to do after April 2021? In the 

meantime, the Minister would have the opportunity to lay out more clearly how his 

assurances on controls to safeguard the environment would work and it would enable 

a much broader public debate on acceptability. The noble Lord, Lord Krebs, talked 

about open and transparent consultation, but changing the entire regulatory regime for 

gene editing under cover of darkness in the Agriculture Bill without any prior public 

consultation does not seem the right way to start off in an open and transparent way 

with the general public, who, for good reason or bad, are sensitised to this issue.” 

 

I was pleased to see the Lady Young’s stance was well-aligned with some of the 

concerns and need for caution that have been expressed in the CFB Sustainable Food 

and Drink Group. 

 

There are so many uncertainties and factors in flux at present including: climate 

change with increased extremes of weather and altered seasons affecting planting and 

harvests; Brexit; the Agriculture Bill, the Environment Bill, the Trade Bill – all 

coming at these issues from a different perspective; the new Trade and Agriculture 

Commission; the National Food Strategy; the changes in patterns of supply and 

demand resulting from the pandemic. Additionally, parts of the world are becoming 

more inhospitable to food production and there are major concerns globally over soil 

erosion, and lowering of water tables with irrigation of crops for export (that is - our 

imports, for example) one of the key factors (another reason to choose British food, 

where there is relatively little need for irrigation, and where farmers are now really 

focussed on restoring organic matter to soils and building soil health).  

 

 


