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be almost impossible. Farm quotas,
preferably saleable, can get some-
where near this desirable aim and, of
course, allow both producer and sales-
men to plan their work.

Having farmed during the extraor-
dinary period when at one and the
same time producers were paid to
slaughter their cows while their neigh-
bours were subsidised to increase pro-
duction, I suggest we look critically at
ideas that may be put forward.

For example, the NFU is promoting
a scheme to “buy out” milk produc-
tion from herds of less than 45 cows. .

Apart from its questionable moral-
ity in this country, it will be a non-
starter among our fellow Europeans
who believe in the small farm where
economic performance will often
equal the larger undertakings. Any-
way this is, like earlier efforts, merely
tinkering with the problem. A price
free-for-all or realistic quotas are the
only answer.

H J NITCH-SMITH
Ashley Farm, Bentworth,
Alton, Hampshlre

Cruising closer to
nuclear war

siR — In your article“The Grim Reaper”,
(FW, Sept 30) George Crossley gave the
facts. One’s imagination fills in the pic-
ture of the fearful suffering to humans
and animals from blast, burns, radia-
tion sickness and eventual starvation.

The one aim of the Campaign for
Nuclear Disarmament is to prevent
this happening.

We believe it is essential for Britain
to have a real defence; a defence
which should be effective, non-pro-
vocative, non-nuclear, legitimate and
set in the context of a comprehensive
strategy for disarmament and world
security.

We believe, too, that bringing
Cruise missiles here increases our dan-
ger. The Minister of Defence said:
“More than 1000 megatons would be
required to destroy Cruise missiles on

9

the assumption that they had been dis-

persed.”
In these times of international fear
and suspicion we could be the number

one target. This is not national de-
fence — it is national suicide.

The media like to concentrate on
the bizarre aspects of our campaign
and to discredit it. The truth is that
the vast majority of our-members are
very ordinary people, who love life.

RUTH WHITE
The Mill House, Blean,
Canterbury, Kent.

Thoughtson .
slaughter policy

siR—One problem unexplained in
your article “The Grim Reaper” by
George Crossley was how the sick and
starving livestock would be slaughtered.
A doctor recently advised the peo-
ple of Wiltshire that the best he would
be able to do for a majority of his
patients after a nuclear war, would be
to bash their skulls in with a stone.
This is fair enough for us humans.
At the best we protest weakly, mostly
we ignore the reality like ostriches
with our heads in the sand and, at
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worst, we lie to ourselves.

But our animals deserve better.
They are in no way responsible for
building enough bombs to destroy our
species several times over. They have
done nothing to feed the hate and fear
that is the grist of international poli-
tics. I would urge all those who have
animals to make sure that they have
humane ways of slaughtering them all
if a nuclear war should happen.

R F STEARN
Rookyard Farm, Old Newton,
Stowmarket, Suffolk.

Silage pollution
worse, even S0

SIR — Your article “Winter muck
spreading under threat” (FW, Sept 9),
requires séme comment. To the non-
legal mind the 1974 Act can present
what appears to be a confusing picture
and it clearly is open to interpretation;
one is obviously needed for ‘“good
agricultural practice”. '

I can only guess at this stage just
what interpretation will be used, but
surely any interpretation will be in
accordance with guidelines already
issued by the Ministry?

I have every sympathy for Liz Rig-
bey having to write her own inter-
pretation to a pending situation from
the interpretation of others but just to
put the record straight, or at least
straighter, I cannot see water author-
ities consenting to discharges of slurry
from land to watercourses. Furth-
ermore, the article claimed that . . .
farmers who pollute watercourses re-
‘ceive verbal, then written warnings
befor¢ prosecution . . .

I suppose that such a procedure
may have been followed with some
farmers on some occasions, but this
must not be regarded as the norm.

Indeed, over the past two years, the
North West Water Authority has pre-
sented articles.on farm drainage pollu-
tion in periodicals, yet this last silage
season has proved disastrous in terms
of water pollution.

So, where do we go from here?
Obviously towards something much,
much stricter than the present system.

COLIN MOSS

Senior technical officer,

North West Water Rivers Division,
Warrington, Lancs.

Treated straw has

proved itself
SIR — So Mr Geoff Alderman, head

doubts about the value of ammonia-
treated straw (FW, Sept 23). Is he
unaware of the trial work undertaken
by several Ministry EHFs which have
demonstrated, almost without excep-
tion, that ammonia-treated straw can
be used successfully as a sole feed for
suckler cows and beef stores?

Liveweight gains averaging 1-3kg a
day using 50 per cent treated straw
have also been recorded in beef trials
and in the dairy herd it has provided a
valuable buffer to conventional forage
stocks.

While I agree that the straight-for-
‘ward addition of urea is, maybe, more
questionable, there can be little doubt
that, in areas-where there is an indige-
nous supply of straw, treatment with
ammonia will convert this straw into a
valuable feed for far less than the cur-
rent cost of making hay.

The added benefit, of course, is that
stocking rates can be intensified or the
need for conserved grass be reduced.
This combination of reduced feed cost
and more effective land utilisation has
been seized upon by thousands of
ammonia-treated straw users through-

increasing profitability.
The proof of the pudding has been
in the eating.
KEN C JORDAN
General manager,
i Straw Feed Services Ltd,
Hempton Green, Fakenham, Norfolk.

Positive view of a
negative approach

SIR — I am surprised that Mr Geoff
Alderman takes such a negative
approach to treated straw. In view of
the current interest in straw utilisation
one would have expected encourage-
ment to feed more of it.

You quote him as saying “. . . the
cost (of treatment) could not be reco-
vered-in extra production”.

Surely one of the main reasons for
feeding treated straw is that it can re-
place more expensive fodders, not
necessarily that it will give extra pro-
duction?

Comparisons between treated and
untreated spring barley straw tell a
very small part of the story. The sub-
stitution of part of a silage ration, the
replacement of hay, the use of treated
wheat straw rather than spring barley
straw — these are the major econo-
mies. .

The resulting profit improvements
are most noticeable when farm stock-

of nutrition chemistry, ADAS, has

out Britain and Europe as a means of .

enterprise ‘enlarged or hay and good
straw sold off the farm.

not sufficient merely to do feeding
trials. The effect on’ the economy of
the whole farm must be taken into
account along with other non-quantifi-
able management advantages.

It is essential, though, that treated
straw is seen for what it is — a
medium-energy-protein fodder. It will
not be of major use to dairy cows in
early lactation or to very intensive
beef, but is of ideal energy density to
form the basis of the diet for dairy
followers, sucklers and stores.

There is now a wealth of trial ex-
perience with these classes of stock —
from both inside and outside the
Ministry of Agriculture — which de-
monstrates  that ammonia-treated
straw, particularly wheat straw, can be
an economic alternative to traditional
forages.

Many farmers are now into their
third season of feeding ammonia-tre-
ated straw. Surely it is time that Mr
Alderman acknowledges that the pro-
duct has a place, even though he has
insuffient figures to include it in Bulle-
tin 33?

C J DAWSON

Hargreaves Fertiliser Industries Ltd

Skeldergate Bridge, York

Not all institutions
are losing interest

sIR—I read with some concern your
headline and column quoting Savills’
view that institutions are losing in-
terest in farming (FW, September 30).
I believe this is misleading. My own
firm’s experience is that, for the time
being, the pension funds and insur-
ance companies are not in the market
for agricultural land, but, with their
departure, there is renewed interest
from those traditional institutions
who, over the centuries, have held
land as an investment.

these traditional institutions are canny
investors, inclined to withold from
the market unless and until they be-
lieve that their timing is right. It is
clearly their present belief- that now is
the time.

Again, I believe Savills comment
on the reasons for non-availability of
sale and lease-back properties is not
wholly accurate. I agree that the wide
vacant possession margin has some
bearing on this, but, of course, that
margin is due to an increase in vacant

ing rates can be increased, the arable
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Manager should
at least £25,000
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