
From: Professor John Shepherd CBE FRS 
Fiske Cottage 
Yoxford Road 

Westleton 
Suffolk IP17 3AE 

To: Professor Ian Boyd 
Chief Scientific Advisor 
DEFRA  

24 October 2016 
Dear Ian 
 

Complaint re Inadequate Evidence-based Management by Natural England (and 
other DEFRA agencies) 

 
I am writing to lodge a formal complaint about a matter that I mentioned to you some 
months ago, namely the appallingly inadequate standards of science and evidence being 
accepted by Natural England for the management of their Higher Level Stewardship 
programme. The specific example of concern is the Wetland Restoration programme in 
the New Forest, as described in more detail below. Despite extensive communication 
with NE staff and Board members I have failed to get them to take any action to improve 
the selection, monitoring or evaluation of projects for this programme. Large sums of 
public money are therefore being spent on projects where there is no credible evidence 
that they are necessary, desirable or succeeding in meeting their objectives. I therefore 
now request you to set up a formal enquiry into this matter.  
 
There is a time-critical element here, since NE has in the past few days submitted a 
thoroughly inadequate “Assessment of Evidence Supporting a Programme of Wetland 
Restoration Projects in the New Forest Site of Special Scientific Interest”, and cited this 
(in an “Assurance Report” by Dr Tim Hill, NE Chief Scientist) as a basis for maintaining 
their support for a specific project at Latchmore Brook that is due to be considered for 
Planning Permission by the National Park Authority in 21 days (on 15 November). Some 
interim relief may therefore be needed, and it would be appropriate for NE support for 
this project (and any similar projects that have not been completed) to be withdrawn 
pending the outcome of your enquiry. 
 
With this letter I am sending copies of  
1) My letter of objection to the NPA planning authority relating to this specific project 

(although there are many other examples that you will wish to examine). This 
provides a succinct summary of the evidence-related issues of concern. 

2) The “Assessment of Evidence” by Thomas et al, as mentioned above  
3) The “Assurance Report” by Tim Hill, mentioned above 
4) My comments on the “Assessment of Evidence” report. 
 
I think that these will suffice to show you the reasons for my challenge to the adequacy of 
the evidence. Briefly, neither Natural England nor the NPA nor the Forestry Commission 
(which manages the works) has undertaken any credible monitoring of the consequences 



of any of these projects for the past 10 years. There is therefore no adequate evidence that 
recent projects have achieved their objectives, and no valid basis for asserting that those 
now in progress or planned are likely to do so either. 
 
I apologise for having to draw this matter to your attention, but having failed to make any 
progress with Natural England, even at CEO and Board level, I find myself with no 
alternative. 
  
 
Yours sincerely 

   
Professor John Shepherd CBE FRS  

 
 
 


