ECR Group reaction to proposal for a new EU Common Agricultural Policy from Birdlife International, EEB, IFOAM, WWF & EFNCB 

We very much welcome the submission from the above groups regarding their proposals to change the CAP. The ECR group believes that it is vitally important that the CAP is properly reformed so that it can deal with the challenges of the 21st century and so we are pleased to see new ideas being proposed ahead of the beginning of formal negotiations towards the end of next year. 

There is much in this proposal that we can support, namely the need to radically reform the current policy and the need for the concept of "public goods" to be further used as a basis for the justification of CAP payments. We also welcome the focus on a policy which provides environmental benefits and the criticism of the current system which is based on historic and obsolete production based mechanisms. 

The vision of a European agriculture which produces healthy, safe and high quality food while using natural resources in a rational and environmentally sensitive way is certainly a vision that we support, however the functioning of a market system which allows farmers to react to demand is also a vital element of our vision of a future, reformed CAP. 

We are interested in exploring the possibility of a flat rate payment per hectare within the first pillar, however we are mindful that this would need to be linked to programmes within the second pillar which can compensate farmers who farm in environmentally sensitive areas or in areas where it is difficult to farm.  

The concept of "public money for public goods" should be the basis for future payments. The notion that farmers should be compensated for carrying out a public good by managing the land and by adhering to strict environmental and animal welfare rules is a very important justification for the continuation of payments to farmers. 
We do not feel that any specific type of farming should be singled out within a future reformed CAP. Both organic and conventional farming have their merits and both should be equally supported and equally able to react to market demand.  

In principle the general policy objectives of the paper can be supported by the ECR group however it is also important to remember that the CAP should first and foremost be a policy which provides the framework to enable farmers to earn a living from the land. We believe that in order to do this effectively, in many areas there needs to be less market management and farmers need to be able to adjust their productivity based on market demand. 

We thank the participating groups for their proposal and look forward to constructive engagement with them during the upcoming CAP reform negotiations.
