Partially Endorses

ENCA IG Sustainable Land use 
I share the analysis on the potential of a reformed CAP to deliver beneficial environmental outcomes. The NGO proposal is aligned with a vision on progressively transforming the CAP from income support to an instrument rewarding the environmental goods and services provided by land managers. It has been introduced by the British Land Use Policy Group (LUPG) in March 2009. BfN supported this and during ENCA meeting it was debated. However: neither ENCA IG nor BfN have a view on the best delivery architecture for the CAP, Though: With my resonse I will express shared belief and some constructive comments on the ideas presented here.

I fully agree with the critique on the environmental outcome of the budget on “preservation and management of natural resources”. This can easily be demonstrated by the obvious failure of meeting the European 2010 biodiversity goal. There is an urgent need to strengthen the interrelation between agriculture and the maintenance of the European Biodiversity: The farm community itself should have a self interest in improving the environmental performance, because it maintains the ability for continuous food production, which is the primary role for farming. Though in order to fulfil this function in the long run, it is necessary to make the agricultural systems more resilient against external shocks, like climate change, loss of biodiversity or rising oil prices. And this is best done, if agriculture moves to more sustainability. 

This NGO proposal is a bold reform proposal. This is welcomed, because it will help to set ambitious goals. It goes beyond existing visions and helps not only to answer the questions: “What should be the role of the CAP?” but also makes constructive contributions to the question “How can we use CAP funds more effectively? “ In this proposal there has been made a clear statement that environmental goods are the ones to be regarded as public goods, fulfilling the economic characteristics to be classified as such. I think it should be possible to get a consensus on it. 

Please see attached file for the complete response.

Proposed changes: 

It‘s not pillars we want to see, it‘s outcome. It‘s a merit of this constructive proposal that it moves away from the Pillar-type discussion and the debate on the distribution between these two pillars. However the question on allocation between schemes will remain and be highly controversial. This proposal provides a full range of arguments , why and how the existing CAP Budget can be better used to influence landmanagement decisions for beneficial and desired environmental and social outcomes. Though: CAP influences is limited to this extent. To influence consumer decisions in Europe and behavior it needs additonal instruments, but this is another story. I wish this proposal , that it will get the attention it deserves, and that it will play an important role in the upcoming reform debate.
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