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Groupe de Bruges  
Minutes
Internal meetings and round table debate
November 6 2008, Bucarest, Romania
Present: Franco Sotte, Mihaela Luca, Jan-Krzysztof Ardanowksi, Piotr Dabrowksi, Hans Popp, Franz Greif, Valérie Ciolos, Arvydas Koudys, Klaus Wagner, Edwin Hecker, Emilio Chiodo, Adolf Marksteiner, Zdenek Linhart, Fatos Fico, Martá Stauder, Alina Bernecker, Herman van Wissen, B. Soldaat (minutes)
First internal meeting

· Opening and welcome by Franco Sotte. 
Vice chair Franco Sotte replaced Arie van den Brand who was unable to attend.
· Introduction of new members and guests
Miss Mihaela Luca is undersecretary of the Romanian Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Rural Development

Mr. Jan-Krzysztof Ardanowksi is agricultral counsellor of the president of the Polish Republic.

Miss Valérie Ciolos is representing het husband, Dacian Ciolos, Romanian Minister of Agriculture.

Mr. Klaus Wagner is from the Federal Institute of Agricultural Economics.

Mr. Adolf Marksteiner is representing the Austrian Chamber of Agriculture and is also member of the Eco-Social Forum.

Mr. Fatos Fico is director of the Albanian Foundation for Training and Development.

Miss Alina Bernecker has replaced miss Ioana Popescu from the Center for Rural Assistance, Timisoara, Romania.

Mr. Hermand van Wissen is the agricultural counsellor in Romania for the Dutch Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality.

· What is keeping everybody busy?
· F. Sotte: is professor of agricultural economics in Ancona, Italy and chairman of the Associazione Allessandro Bartola. This foundation since 2004 issues an electronic newsletter, agriregionieuropa, which so far has had over 100,000 contacts. Last year they started also with e-learming courses, attracting some 800 persons
· M. Luca: is undersecretary of the Romanian Ministry of Agriculture and as such closely involved with the CAP, especially concerning Pillar 1 and food safety regulations. She has a special focus on small farms. Over 60% over all farms in Romania are smaller dan 0.5 hectare. They are characterised by low incomes, subsidtence farming and selling on local markets. They have no financial capacity for modern inputs, but play an important role for local markets, rural communities and the environment.

· J.-K. Ardanowksi: is counsellor for the president of the Polish Republic and also has a farm of 16 ha.

· H. Popp: retired professor in Bern, Switzerland and can be considered the creator of the concept of multi-functionality of agriculture

· M. Stauder: researcher at the AKII in Budapest, Hungary. Her primary field of study is the role of food retail in Hungary and other Central and Eastern European countries and the concentration processes taking place. They also have established relationships with a Chines university

· F. Greif: retired researcher of the Federal Institute of Agricultural Economics in Vienna, Austria. Has organised many contact with scientific institutes in CEE countries and has contacts in Mongolia on the subject Rural Development. He has also established contacts with the Eco-Social Forum and is dissimenating the ideas of the Groupe de Bruges in a column in the Land und Raum (Land and Space) magazine.

· V. Ciolos: wife of Dacian Ciolos and agro-economist. She has a special focus on the position of small farms for over 10 years
· A. Bernecker: director of the Center for Rural Assistance (CAR). CAR has been involved in rural development since 2000 and has over the years obtained a lot of experience especially in community development and rural empowerment at grass roots level. CAR is also member of RuralNet, a network of Romanian NGO’s and of European networks such as PREPARE

· H. Van Wissen: agricultural counsellor in Romania for the Dutch ministry of Agriculture since August this year. Before stationed in Egypt where he was engaged in the development of Egypt’s first Rural Development plan, which has an incentives based approach. His main question is how to make marginal farming sustainable?

· A. Kuodys: since 30 years researcher at the Lithuanian Institute of Agrarian Economics, where is currently head of the unit. He is also a part-time farmer
· K. Wagner: is researcher at the Federal Institute of Agricultural Economics in Vienna, Austria, which resides under the Ministry of Agriculture. He is currently involved in the evaluation of the Rural Development programma 2000-2006. Has been involved in numerous international projects with various countries, Romania among others, with a focus on the integration of agriculture in the regional economy

· E. Hecker: since May this year working as a consultant for Schuttelaar & Partners, a consultancy in life sciences. They executed a study on small farms and regional products in Holland. End of November they are organising, together with the Wageningen University a seminar in Brussels on the Future of Food
· E. Chiodo: is teacher and researcher at the University di Teramo in the South of Italy. Is involved in research on small farms, developing strategies for direct selling, certification and quality improvement.

· A. Marksteiner: is member of the Austrian Chamber of Agriculture responsible for life stock affairs and in this position has much to do with both Pillar I and II.

· Z. Linhart: assistant professor at the University for Life Sciences in Pragua, Czech Republic. Is also representing the rape seed oil organisation in Brussels. His main question is: what do the products of small farmers mean for consumers?
· F. Fico: director of the Albanian Foundation for Training and Development (AFTD) an NGO involved in grass roots Rural Development projects, especially with small farms and rural handicrafts. Albania is a classical case for small farms

· B. Soldaat, independent consultant for agriculture and rural development and secretary of the Groupe de Bruges. Also coordinator of a Local Action Group for the LEADER-programme in Holland.

Chairman Sotte concludes that participants are from 11 different countries, representing Europe’s rich diversity in backgrounds, experiences and approaches.

· Brief evaluation of the meetings on May 14 and 15 2006 in Amsterdam. 
The minutes are approved

· Working groups
CAP working group: 
the Health Check will be concluded shortly. The focus of the dB is more on long term, post 2013. It is remarkable though that the debate on the Health Check concentrates on Pillar I and that mainly the traditional agricultural lobby is engaged in the debate. It does not involve a wider public and the outcomes will therefore be modest. At a meeting in Cyprus on rural development recently, however, other stakeholders were present. They also showed interest in the position of agriculture. iThe real reform will be during the budget review in 2009. The GdB will continue the existing working group, working on an integrated vision and debate that includes a wide audience. In this vision and debate there has to be more emphasis on Pillar II and on the effects of the CAP on its new members, especially concerning the position and multifunctional role of small farms. It should also include the matter of further enlargement. It seems that candidate members are interested in joining the EU for its unified market and subsequent market opportunities than the CAP itself. 

The work of the working group should also be viewed in the new context of instablility of the global financial system, rising food prices and the diffentiated effects of climate change. 

Most of all the GdB should develop methods and strategies to involve a wider audience into the debate taking the multifunctional role of agriculture as a starting point. The concept of multifunctionality is becoming widely accepted in most countries and even within the WTO-arena. 
Multifunctionality will also provide a better approach to changing consumer demand concerning health, carbon emissions, bio diversity and leisure.
It is remarked that a part from the concept of multifunctionality also the notion of diversity should be included and underlined. Diversity in a cultural, geographical and economic sense, but also in a biological sense: we need agro-bio diversity to be able to contain environmental risks. 

Franco Sotte concludes that a new vision on the CAP will include:

· a more specific elaboration of the notion of multifunctionality and how this should be included in the CAP 

· the notion of diversity, which necessitates a diversification of policy towards both territories and farm structure. Concerning farm structure, the position is not to preserve small farms per se, but to give them more space for manoeuvre, for example concerning food safety regulations to improve their position. 
· the relationship between food and health from which currently two models can be distinguished: the techno-industrial model in which there is no connection with the area of production and localized model, ‘from farm to fork’, in which products are connected to territories and to local markets. Both models use different definitions of quality.
· The notion that also in the future we still need a CAP, but one that will no longer be based on the past postion of farmers, but instead has to be based on the activities and output that farmers achieve, individually or collectively. This offers a basis for farmers and civil society to come to new forms of contract in which public spending is directly connected to performance and output. Although cross compliance is having an effect on the behavior of farmers, it lacks this direct relationship with output. 

· The a priori position that the income of farmers should no longer be a goal of the CAP but be integrated in existing national social policies and existing cohesion policies.

· In addition the notion that a part from the CAP other policies have sometimes major influences on farmers, such as the cohesion policy, regional development policies, tax systems (VAT, labour cost), the financial system (access to credits), support for investments in infrastructure, research and extension, etc.
Based on this vision methods will also have to be developed by the Groupe as a whole to communicate our views to the public.

It is remarked that in the light of current developments we don’t have to be pessimistic to get the attention of the public. The new debate on the role of market and state will affect both the CAP and the WTO and will give more room for focus on food quality, food safety and food security. 
WTO working group: 
the work of the working group has been included in the book, The Dilemmas of globalisation. The negotiations are still not concluded and neither are they expected to be concluded in the near future. For the moment it is therefore agreed not to pursue with this working group

Food supply chains: 
unfortunately the chairman of the working group, Bill Vorley, has indicated to have no time for engaging himself in the activities of the GdB. Martá Stauder and Bart Soldaat have agreed to carry this theme on. They will contact the other member, Mario Campli, on preparing a discussion paper

Round table debate on the book ‘The dilemmas of globalisation: towards a re-valuation of agriculture’

The debate is chaired by miss Gina Fintineru, Advisor to the Minister of Agriculture and Professor of the University of Agricultural Sciences and Veterinary Medicine

Secretary Bart Soldaat gives a short summary of the book. The book has been presented by Dacian Ciolos in July during the Council meeting in Brussels and been disseminated through the GdB’s network. This has led to a number of reactions, both on content and lay out of the book. The question is how to re-work the book in a way that will provoke further dissemination and debate.

Points that have been put forward in the debate:

· Romania after the revolution has, as have many other former communist countries, experienced a period of strong liberalisation. For example, the governement signed a free trade agreement with Cuba and Brazil concerning the tax free import of raw sugar to accommodate their sugar factories. This has led to lower sugar prices for consumers but at the expense of domestic agriculture
· Should the level of GDP per capita not be introduced as a measure for support in the CAP? In other words: how can the goals in cohesion policies be related to direct payments. There is also a social element in which synergy between citizens, nature and farming can be promoted as a buffer against unemployment

· What European model of agriculture are we going to present that included civil society?

· Agriculture can contribute to many goals of society, but we have to remember that agricutlture is also causing problems

· We have avoid the pitfall of taking a romantic view on small farms; also agriculture is changing rapidly in the new context of competitiveness and sustainabilty

· We have to undelrine some of the concrete proposals in the book, for example the principleof trade subsidiarity by which the WTO only concerns itself with international trade, and the greening of the WTO

· We also have to stress that the WTO is not about the interests of farmers or about sustainability but merely about the interests of business

· The danger of globalisation and liberalisation is that only the big companies will survive. What will happen to rural areas when farmers are gone. It will be very expensive to manage rural areas without them

· When we talk about the market, we eventually talk about consumers. If we can convince them, referring for example to health concerns, to pay the right price for agricultural products, farmers do not need subsidies

· Public support should be linked to public goods and to performance, which means Pillar II instead of Pillar I.

· When we talk about farmers we can distinguish three types: a first type that produces mainly for international markets without support, a second type that produces partly for national and international markets and is partly involved in multifunctional agriculture and a third type that is solely dedicated to multifunctionality

· Long term support from civil society will only come when food prices are high

· We could take the Swiss model where the tasks of agriculture are part of its constitution: to provide for enough food of good quality; to maintain the landscape connected to the quality of life, to contriburte to the social and cultural life and to ecological well being.

· What has become clear that new powers are dominating global agricultural production, such as Russia and Brazil. They still have vast unused or underproductive areas. How will this affect the CAP?

· We can be sure in this context that without support agriculture in the EU will be wiped out. So: defend the CAP, but change it.

· The book should contain more concrete recommendations for our ministers

· The aims of the GdB have always been to share different opions and views; the members are linked together by their believe in democratic values, in Europe and in the importance of agriculture. We share the fact that we need a multipolar vision of the world, integrate agriculture into society and maintain a long term perspective. In this context the GdB is not a lobby group

· Liberalisation should be rules based. Support should always be based on the answers to questions: what support, for who and for what objectives?

· Regarding Europe’s position towards developing countries:it is remarkable that the EU has never developed a foreign agricultural policy, based on the same principles as the CAP, that is competitiveness, sustainability and multifunctionality.

· When we address citizens are we addressing them as tax payers or as consumers? There is a contradiction between the to. Also, the rich diversity in countries and territories is reflected in a wide varieties of consumers
· We also have to consider that a lot of developments connected to globalisation and liberalisation take place outside the scope of WTO and CAP, such as the activities of the World Bank and the IMF, but also concerning developments in agri-business and retail

· Finally: the main flaw with the WTO is that it is not connected with the Millenium Development Goals.

Second internal meeting:

· Evaluation of round table meeting on the book ‘The dilemmas of globalisation’.
The initial proposal was to use the reactions on the book to issue a second and revised edition. It is however now proposed to let the book be the book and to only update the summary made by Miss Goverde. This summary will also include the secretary as the editor and references to the background of the GdB and its members . Based on this updated summary the following actions are agreed:
· To develop a summary of the summary of four pages maximum in English, which is direct and as concrete as possible
· This short version will be send to all members. They will take care of translating this version into their own laguage

· The English version will be disseminated at all European levels in the beginning of 2009, both to the EC, European Parliament, Committee of the Regions, etc. and to the European media
· The translated versions will be disseminated by the members through their own networks and media at national level

· All versions will be put on our website and on a CD-ROM version

· The summary will be used as a base to organise round table debates or seminars in each of the members’ countries in the first half of 2009
· Preparation of the conference: 
By way of introduction to the conference Mr. Klaus Wagner of the Austrian Federal Institute of Agricultural Economics has given a presentation on the Romanian situation, which is attached to the minutes.

· Conclusion: general outlines of a working programme 2009-2010 and assessment of funding possibilities

Based on the discussions of the day it is concluded that a new method of working will be introduced. We have a number of issues on our agenda. Small working groups prepare short discussion papers on these issues. These will be disseminated to the other members for input. The input is used by the working groups to develop a final version of the papers These papers are disseminated by the secretariat on a European level and by the members through their national networks.

For the coming year the following issues will be dealt with:

· Globalisation and liberalisation: based on the book. Actions agreed previously
· The role and position of small farms: Bart Soldaat will prepare a paper based on the input of the members and the outcomes of the conference

· CAP: the existing working group, chaired by Franco Sotte, will prepare a 2 pages evealuation paper of the Health Check

· Food supply chains: the existing working group will prepare a short paper

· Enlargement: it is agreed that for this theme a paper will be prepared. There is however unclarity on the composition of the working group. 
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