EUROPEAN AGRICULTURAL POLICY TOOK A WRONG TURN.

From my perspective, european agricultural policy took awrong turn with the reforms started

in 1993.

The EU cerealpolicy was blown up by the dutyfree import of corn glutenfeed. Instead of

protecting its market the EU chose to lower its prices in combination with direct payments.

The result isthat our products are being dumped and that we have to live with the image of

being subsidyaddicts.

In the same time we lost the production of feedpeas and now grow more cereals than ever!

The EU now produces only 23% of its consumption of plantproteine.

The reforms are being “ sold” with unfair arguments:

- direct payments for the “european model”: one can not explain the relation with the
amount of payments received and the contribution to the “model”

- thelinkage with cross compliance. A linkage as logic as linking trafficrules and
social securitypayments.

- “more marketoriented”: sounds good, but isunfair. | don’t consider our sector as lazy or
not-marketoriented before the reforms.

- “decoupled”: We must sow at |east the same surface of “subsidycrops’ asin the period of
reference to cash our full payment. A dairyfarmer gets more when he has a bigger quotum.
Such payments have an influence on the decisions of farmers and their banks. Saying
those payments are not trade disturbing is not fair, to put it mildly.

During the debates about the sugarreform | noticed how demoralising the changes are. People

in my neighbourhood realise how vulnerable they are with all those subsidies. Farmers

deserve more dignity!

| don’t blamein the first place the European decisionmakers for taking the wrong turn. |

blame the farmersrepresentatives who supported that decision. Two examples: before the

decision on Agenda 2000 a leader of French cerealproducers asked for lower institutional
prices and more direct payments. Otherwise their new found officesin Bejing and other
places would not have enough business. Recently aleader of Dutch dairyfarmers said that the
dairyform and finally the end of the quotasystem would give the chance to regain a part of the
worldmarket. In both cases that sounds to me as * Give us taxpayersmoney so that we can
make life of farmers elsewhere worse.” The stories about the European model and the cross-
compliance were made up afterwards. The work of farmers deserves a representation with
more dignity than is performed by the friends of exportoriented agribusiness.

A simpler CAP?

- Back with the good, old importduty. Aplicable for all countries or groups of countries to
protect their foodproduction.

- No more surpluses with good supplymanagement. Obligatory set asideisasimpletool..
And is more reasonable nowadays because it can simply combine the goals of farmpolicy
and energypolicy by using land for set a side for energycrops.

- Direct payments only for real greenservices or as compensation for natural handicaps.
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