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1. Introduction

1.1 Objective of the study

The imbalances in bargaining power between the contracting parties in the food supply chain
have drawn much attention, including from policy makers. The European Commission is
committed to facilitate the restructuring of the sector by encouraging the creation of voluntary
agricultural producer organisations. DG Agriculture and Rural Development has launched a large
study, “Support for Farmers' Cooperatives”, that will provide the background knowledge that
will help farmers organise themselves in cooperatives as a tool to consolidate their market
orientation and so generate a solid market income. In the framework of this study, this report
provides the relevant knowledge from Spain. In this context, the specific objectives of the
project, and this country report, are the following:

The first goal is to provide a comprehensive description of the current level of development of
cooperatives and other forms of producer organisations in Spain. The description presented in
this report will pay special attention to the following drivers and constraints for the
development of cooperatives:

e Economic and fiscal incentives or disincentives and other public support measures at
regional and national;

e Legal aspects, including those related to competition law and tax law;

e Historical, cultural and sociologically relevant aspects;

o The relationship between cooperatives/POs and the actors of the food chain;
e Internal governance of the cooperatives/POs.

Second, identify laws and regulations that enable or constrain cooperative development and
third, to identify specific support measures and initiatives which have proved to be effective and
efficient for promoting cooperatives and other forms of producer organisations in the
agricultural sector in Spain.

1.2 Analytical framework

There are at least three main factors that determine the success of cooperatives in current food
chains. These factors relate to (a) position in the food supply chain, (b) internal governance, and
(c) the institutional environment. The position of the cooperative in the food supply chain refers
to the competitiveness of the cooperative vis-a-vis its customers, such as processors,
wholesalers and retailers. The internal governance refers to its decision-making processes, the
role of the different governing bodies, and the allocation of control rights to the management
(and the agency problems that goes with delegation of decision rights). The institutional
environment refers to the social, cultural, political and legal context in which the cooperative is
operating, and which may have a supporting or constraining effect on the performance of the
cooperative. Those three factors constitute the three building blocks of the analytical framework
applied in this study (Figure 1).




Institutional environment /

Policy Measures

\4 \4
Position in the Food Chain Internal Governance
v \4
Performance of the
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Figure 1. The core concepts of the study and their interrelatedness

1.3 Definition of the cooperative

In this study on cooperatives and policy measures we have used the following definition of
cooperatives and Producer Organisations (POs). A cooperative/PO is an enterprise
characterized by user-ownership, user-control and user-benefit:

e [t is user-owned because the users of the services of the cooperative/PO also own the
cooperative organisation; ownership means that the users are the main providers of the
equity capital in the organisation;

e Itis user-controlled because the users of the services of the cooperative/PO are also the
ones that decide on the strategies and policies of the organisation;

e It is for user-benefit, because all the benefits of the cooperative are distributed to its
users on the basis of their use; thus, individual benefit is in proportion to individual use.

This definition of cooperatives and POs (hereafter shortened in the text as cooperatives)
includes cooperatives of cooperatives and associations of producer organisations (often called
federated, secondary or second tier cooperatives).

There are diverse types of producer organisations and cooperatives in Spain, the most common
being first and second tier cooperatives, the majority of which are set up under regional but not
national legislation. As a result of different autonomous community legislative frameworks, they
have significant differences, with distinct social, political, and legislative histories and
characteristics.

As well there exist community exploitation of common lands cooperatives - “CEC”- where land is
held in common and there are rules governing the ceding of the land to the entity. Cooperatives
with common use of machinery - “CUMA”- exist in the Basque Country, Navarra and Galicia.
SATs (“sociedades agrarias de transformacion”) are perhaps the most popular form of collective
entrepreneurship in agriculture after cooperatives. SATs are somewhat like general
partnerships and capitalistic companies at the same time. Their membership is limited to
farmers, farm workers or those with farm related purposes, but their statutes and bylaws allow
voting in proportion to share capital when decisions that need to be taken are financial in
nature. The characteristics of SATs, as well as the most relevant differences between
autonomous community legislation, are explained in more detail in the Legal Questionnaire
performed as part of this report.




1.4 Method of data collection

Multiple sources of information have been used, such as databases, interviews, corporate
documents and academic and trade journal articles. The databases used are Amadeus, FADN,
Eurostat and a database from DG Agri on the producer organisations in the fruit and vegetable
sector. Also data provided by Copa-Cogeca has been used. In addition, information on individual
cooperatives has been collected by studying annual reports, other corporate publications and
websites as well as SABI (sistema de andlisis de balances ibérico). Interviews have been
conducted with representatives of national associations of cooperatives, managers and board
members of individual cooperatives, and academic or professional experts on cooperatives.

1.5 Period under study
This report covers the period from 2000 to 2010 and presents the most up-to-date information.

This refers to both the factual data that has been collected and the literature that has been
reviewed. In certain cases, where indicated, more recent data has been included from 2011.




2 Facts and figures on agriculture

2.1 Share of agriculture in the economy (not limited to cooperatives)

A study of farmers’ cooperatives can best start at the farmers” side, in agriculture. In 2010
agriculture was 2.45% of GDP (Figure 2). This is based on Eurostat data from 2011.

Spain has followed in the last 20 years the same tendencies as European agriculture, with
agriculture becoming less important in terms of the overall economy. However, these changes
have not affected equally all regions, resulting in regional and functional specializations. This has
allowed the sector to become more competitive, notwithstanding its reduced size. In addition,
2010 has been a difficult year for the Spanish economy in general with lower prices affecting
farmers. However, many farmers have focused on exports, reaching a record of 22,029 million
Euros representing 8.12% more than 2009 (Cooperativas Agroalimentarias, 2011).

As well, in spite of its reduction and the overall loss of employment derived there from (though
in 2010, employment in agriculture started to recover), agriculture continues to be a key
element of rural development and of many regional economies (Molinero, 2006; Ministry of
Agriculture and Fishing, 2011).
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Figure 2 Share of agriculture in GDP. Source: Eurostat Nat. Accounts and INE (2008-2010)
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2.2 Agricultural output per sector

Within agriculture, several sectors exist and in reference to this study of 8 sectors, Spain is
present in all. The most important is the fruit and vegetable sector, followed by pig meat. Olive
oil and table olives have experienced an important increase, as has wine. Dairy remains constant
and the cereals sector remains important although fluctuating. Sheep meat has experienced a
decline. Sugar outputs are relatively minimal (but have been included due to the presence of a
large sugar cooperative). In Chapter 5 each of these sectors is dealt with in greater detail, both
from a general perspective and from the cooperative perspective. Figure 4 provides information
on the main sectors in Spain.
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Figure 4 Development of the different sectors in agriculture, value of production at producer
prices, in millions of Euro. Source: Agriculture Economic Accounts, Eurostat

Figure 5 shows the development in output for the period 2001 -2009, calculated on a 3-year
average around 2001 and around 2009 (thus, 2008, 2009, 2010). Fruits and vegetables exhibit
the highest growth at over 2% followed by dairy. Sugar beet is clearly in decline as is the sheep
and goat sectors. (See individual sectors in Chapter 5 for a more detailed description of the
characteristics and trends in each sector.) Overall growth in outputs, although positive, is
approximately 3%.
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Figure 5 Trends in Output per Sector, 2001-2009. Source: Economic Accounts of Agriculture,
Eurostat.




2.3 Development in the number of farms

The number of farms in Spain is given in Table 1 and Figure 6 Sugar and dairy show the highest
decline in number of farms, with cereals, pig meat and fruits and vegetables decreasing as well.
Wine and olives hover at a decrease of about 1%. Although there is evidence of some
consolidation and/or abandonment of activity the decrease in the number of farms is well below
that of the figure for the EU (8.3% from 2003 to 2008- Alimarket, 2009) and is evidence of the
“atomization” of farms in Spain. The high number of farms attests to the endurance of the
“Mediterranean” model of agriculture and is seen as a persistent “problem” for those who argue
for an increase in size as a method to gain competitiveness. Cooperatives in Spain traditionally
have tended to opt for growth through the creation of second level cooperatives. Below in
section 3.2 there is further discussion of consolidation and mergers in the agricultural
cooperative sector.

Table 1 shows both the number of farms in total and in relation to which main types for 2000
and 2007, as well as the development.

Table 1 Number of farms

% change
2000 2007 per year
Cereals 143,540 114,290 -3.20
Sugar 55,480 38,150 -5.21
Pig meat 25,480 21,700 -2.27
Sheep meat 80,540 81,540 0.18
Total fruits and vegetables 272,980 225,080 -2.72
horticulture 55,980 42,080
fruit and citrus fruit 217,000 183,000
Olive oil and table olives 231,650 214,800 -1.07
Wine 86,460 80,630 -0.99
Dairy 46,910 26,640 -7.77
Beef 54,270 42,510 -3.43

Source: Eurostat, Farm Structure Survey.

Figure 6 below, provides the data in graphical format.

Numbers of farms per sector Other
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Figure 6 Number of farms 2000 - 2007 with data per specialist type of farming. Source: Eurostat,
Farm Structure Survey.
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2.4 Size of farms

Farms come in different sizes from small part-time farms to large exploitations. Figure 7 shows
the distribution of farms per size class, measured in European Size Units (ESU). Along with the
sheer number of farms, the small to medium size of farms in Spain is also indicative of the
“atomization” of the whole of the agricultural sector. Dairy and pig meat farms are the exception
for Spain, demonstrating farms of larger size but are still of relatively small size compared to the
European standard (COGECA). The sugar sector has larger farms as well, but as the sugar
market is small and decreasing this fact is less significant. The average total farm size for Spain
according to the 2009 Spanish Office for National Statistics, Agricultural Census was 30.9 ha
(“usable land”, 24 ha).

Sheep farming is predictably notable for its large number of tiny traditional operations. Fruits
and vegetables display little deviation from the small to medium size. The size of Spanish farms
is in line with the small size of businesses in the Spanish agri-food industry. Out of 31,824 such
companies, only 3.44% have more than 50 workers and 96.54% are small to medium
enterprises. Consequently there is a substantial disparity between the size of producers and
clients, which translates into a clear advantage for the large supermarkets such as Carrefour or
Mercadona which are five to six times larger than the very largest agro alimentary company in
Spain (Baamonde, 2009).

Distribution of farms per ESU size classes
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Figure 7 Number of farms per size class, measured in ESU, per specialist type of farming. Source:
Eurostat, Farm Structure Survey.
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2.5 Age of farmers: distribution of farms to age classes

The age of farmers differs. In Spain, with about a third of the farmers over 65, there is a great
difficulty in attracting younger farmers. This is caused by several factors: parents encouraging
their children to enter other professions and not continue with the family farm, as farming is
seen as a difficult and not very profitable occupation; young people viewing farming as an
unstable and insecure future as well as not having a socially valuable reputation and young
women in particular having few role models and/or little encouragement to enter farming. As
well, young immigrants who, until the recent crisis, made up an important labour group on
farms, find themselves with little access to capital to take up farming, even if there is an interest
and technical experience.

This state of affairs may have an effect on decision making, as older farmers have a shorter term
view on the necessity for investment, growth, upgrades, cooperative organisational change,
mergers and “upheaval” in general. Farms are at times viewed by older farmers as potential land

11



investments (pre-housing bust, where agricultural lands were re-zoned for urbanisation) which
would provide an inheritance for a younger generation. Infrastructure funds were used, at times,
on supplies and to cover farm costs rather than invest in necessary technology, farm structure
upgrades and cooperative organisational change and investment. As an example, in some areas
of southern Spain approximately 30% of greenhouses have obsolete designs, as older farmers
were reluctant to invest in upgrades thinking that the land would be used more lucratively for
construction. This assumption proved to be false when the housing bubble burst and currently
there is a significant level of low producing greenhouses. The average older age of farmers has
had an effect on the vision for the cooperatives in general, whether through resistance to
mergers, investment in cooperative infrastructure or to less local and more
national/international focus. Older farmers in Spain also by definition signify a lesser degree of
professionalization and management/business expertise, particularly in areas beyond
production.

However, this said, it has also been suggested in interviews for this study (although as of yet
without empirical studies) that women cooperative members (even older ones) are more willing
to invest in strategic cooperative activities if sufficiently justified, than men, who prefer to spend
money elsewhere. In Spain traditionally the male is the member of the cooperative, even though
the woman is an equal worker/owner in the farm. When initiatives are voted on by the
membership, the lack of voting representation by women may affect decision-making. Gender
studies/member decision making and cooperative investment is included in Chapter 7 as future
research.

EU27
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United Kingdom of Great Britain...
Slovakia
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Romania
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Spain M Between 35 and 44 years

Denmark
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Sweden
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Belgium
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Figure 8 Percentage of farmers per age class, per Member State and EU27, 2007 (ranked with
countries with the lowest percentage of young farmers on top). Source: Eurostat, Farm Structure
Survey.
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2.6 Specialisation of farm production

Cooperatives might not only have member-farmers with different farm sizes or different age.
Farms also have a different composition of their production portfolios and therefore their input.
This is even true for specialist farms, where, for example, some so called specialist dairy farmers
also have beef or sheep or sell hay. In addition, a lot of mixed (non-specialized) farms exist. The
heterogeneity of farming in terms of specialisation can be estimated by calculating the share that
specialized farms have in the total production. This is shown in Figure 9 (split into 9A for plant
production and 9B for animal production).

There has been a gradual slight trend in specialisation in most sectors, the highest being in the
sheep, cow and wine sector and of a slight de-specialisation with respect to cereals and sugar.
With respect to fruits and vegetables, the heterogeneity is quite regionally varied, as in the south
farmers using intensive production techniques are very specialised while in the north and centre
of Spain cooperatives are more highly diversified in product.

Specialization of production (plant)

Olive oil and table olives
Wine
m 2007
Fruit and vegetables
N 2005
Sugar m 2003
N 2000
Cereals
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 5SO0% 60% 70% 80%
Area on spedialized farms
Specialization of production (animal)
Pigs
W 2007
Sheep
B 2005
2003
Cows B 2000
T T T
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 10086
Animals on specialized farms (%)

Figure 9 A & B Heterogeneity in farm production: the share of specialist farm types in total
production.. Source: Economic Accounts of Agriculture, Eurostat.
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2.7 Economic indicators of farms

The description of agriculture concludes with some economic indicators (Table 2). These
indicators focus on the net value added and income from farming for farmers, as well as the level
of their investment. While some of this investment is in the equity of the cooperatives, by far the
most is in farm assets. Net value added is lowest in the wine and olive oil sectors and highest in
dairy, pork and to a lesser extent sheep meat, with fruit and vegetable, cereals and sugar
occupying a middle position, the income and investment in relation to each sector, reflecting
such range as well.

Of particular note is the low utilised agricultural area for fruits and vegetables due to intensive
agriculture whilst pig meat is notable for the economic size of its farms.

Table 2 Economic indicators for farms

Economic indicators average per farm (2006-2008)

Fruit and Olive oil and

Cereals Sugar vegetables table olives Dairy Wine  Pig meat Sheep meat
Economic size - ESU 22.50 40.43 26.45 21.07 39.67 22.00 179.90 34.30
Total labour input - AWU 0.97 1.29 1.53 1.36 1.63 1.33 1.73 1.38
Total Utilised Agricultural Area (ha) 75.0 45.6 8.3 13.3 22.1 19.6 22.0 61.7
Total output € 39,589 54,917 40,145 20,911 112,636 28,755 201,430 66,282
Farm Net Value Added € 30,729 37,235 26,595 17,177 56,950 19,783 67,414 40,571
Farm Net Income € 26,098 29,953 19,872 12,640 53,982 15,353 56,129 35,655
Total assets € 331,782 377,304 262,008 247,420 502,906 194,205 482,766 343,178
Net worth € 325,718 370,193 254,955 245,888 487,705 189,716 445,917 330,234
Gross Investment € 1,300 -1,277 1,428 506 5,157 1,926 9,334 3,093
Net Investment € -1,659 -4,699 -875 -1,055 2212 -963 -734 -619
Total subsidies - excl. on investm. € 14,065 14,609 1,437 3,832 10,720 1,347 4,938 13,608
Farms represented 83,183 25,890 144,397 149,587 23,773 53,783 15,867 33,717

note: less than 3 years available

Source: DG Agri, FADN.
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3 Evolution, position and performance of cooperatives

3.1 Types of cooperatives-Cooperatives in General

Institutional background to cooperatives in Spain

In Spain cooperatives are seen, at least theoretically, to be firmly within the notion of the “social
economy” as are the entities described above in section 2.3. Whether this categorization is
accepted on a cultural level varies according to region. The recent Spanish Social Economy Law
places them within a framework which does not privilege the economic over the social but
rather envisions them as tied together. This in some ways is a slight reorientation from the
direction that cooperative law and policy has taken which has emphasized the economic (see
below on historical evolution of cooperative laws).

Figure 10 below shows the evolution of the number of cooperatives and employees whilst Figure
11 demonstrates the workers per cooperative sector. The decline in the number of cooperatives,
whilst the number of members remains relatively stable is noteworthy. A common theme in the
discussion of Spanish cooperatives is their size and whether or not mergers are the way
forward. Recently Spanish cooperatives have experienced such concentration, as discussed
below.

Development of number of cooperatives and members
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Figure 10 Development of number of cooperatives and workers. Source: Ministry of
Employment and Immigration (2011)
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Figure 11 Distribution of employment by cooperative sector. Source: Ministry of Employment

and Immigration (2011)

The two regions with the most cooperatives are Catalonia and Andalusia, with 5,003 and 4,764
respectively. This is followed by Valencia (2,818) and Murcia (1,522) and trailed by the Basque
Country (1,478) and Castilla La Mancha (1,445). In terms of employees however, Andalusia leads
with 63,037 cooperative workers followed by the Basque Country with 55, 019 workers.
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Figure 12 Geographical distribution of number of cooperatives 2011
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Origins of the Cooperative Movement and Cooperative Laws

The origins of cooperatives in Spain can be located in the late 1800s and early 1900s where
cooperation was initially encouraged by the Catholic union movement in its effort to
counterbalance the socialist worker movements. At such time the social wing of the Catholic
Church set out to protect the rights of small farm owners, lest they be “swept away” by socialism
in response to the high debt levels and ruin that was facing farmers due to unscrupulous lenders.
In 1902 the first credit cooperatives were created (Gomez Lépez, 2008/2009).

The Associations Act was brought into force in 1887 followed by the Farm Unions Act in 1906,
providing a consolidation of the movement and also a framework in which farm “unions” or
cooperatives could begin formal development. This was evidenced by the fact that the number of
such farm unions rose from six in 1906 to 1,772 a mere six years later in 1912 (Julid y Segura,
1987). It should be noted that these cooperatives were fundamentally of an economic ordering
nature, (such as in-house credit sections, services and commercialisation), rather than of a
blatantly political nature. For example, the cooperative laws did nothing to merge the interests
of farm workers and farm owners (Gémez Lépez, 2008/2009).

Parallel to this development was that of the more politically motivated cooperatives and unions
that were formed to collectively farm land held in common. During the second Republic these
cooperatives found more support and there were some incidences of expropriation and
collectivisation of farmlands. Some cooperatives of this form still exist today and although in
small numbers their numbers have curiously increased recently (OSCAE, 2010).

A Cooperative Law was brought into force in 1931 and lasted throughout the Second Republic
until 1939. In 1942 a Cooperatives Act was enacted in order to fulfil the purposes of Franco’s
regime to monitor and control cooperatives, giving the supervisory body the right to veto
members” elected management. However, many cooperatives (as so defined under the laws of
that time) were set up during the dictatorship and in 1969 7,500 cooperatives were recorded.
With the 1974 Act a business approach was introduced and after Franco’s death the 1978
Regulations solidified such an approach, encouraging second tier cooperatives to form (Julia and
Vidal, 2002). During the 1980s most autonomous communities passed their own acts and in
1987 the Cooperatives General Act was passed. The resulting regulatory framework consisted of
a “weak” national law, which provided a basic regulatory scheme applicable to those
cooperatives which chose not to set up under autonomous community laws, and many
substantively different autonomous community laws. Autonomous communities have
jurisdiction over cooperative legislation, although not over commercial legislation, and they
have assumed an important role in the promotion of cooperatives. It should be noted that the
great majority of Spanish agricultural cooperatives are governed by autonomous community
laws, for which the provisions of the particular autonomous community laws are especially
relevant. This multitude of cooperative laws is found nowhere else in the rest of Europe.

The 1987 law brought about a significant change which was the recognition of cooperatives as a
business and not as a not-for-profit, that is, that surpluses could be distributed on the basis of
member activity but not in proportion to capital invested. References to mutualism were left out
(Julia, 1994).

The following national law, the Cooperatives Law of 1999, which is still in force, defines its
purpose as “a society constituted by persons who associate, in a regime of free adhesion and
voluntarily, in order to pursue business activities.” Agricultural cooperatives, as a generalisation,
are comprised of small and medium farmer-members who are grouped around economic
projects which are not particularly guided by traditional cooperative principles of solidarity
(Moyano Estrada, 1997 and Gémez Lépez, 2009).
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However, in actual fact, cooperatives in Spain have played a very important role in the
development of rural economies. In most cases agricultural, credit and other cooperatives are
located in areas where, at least originally, no investor owned firm would have chosen to operate
(Julia and Mari, 2002). Spanish research has focused on the link between cooperatives and rural
economic development (Giagnocavo, et. al. 2010) suggesting that the “social” component and
value of cooperatives, although not necessarily established by legislative fiat, has persisted and
flourished due to the cooperative form put into practice.

The recently passed Spanish Social Economy Law includes cooperatives as one of the important
forms within the social economy in Spain. While cooperatives continue to be subject to the
statutes under which they are created, the new law attempts to give them a more pronounced
social profile. Whether this will result in achieving more in relation to the development of
cooperatives than the privileged position given to cooperatives under the Spanish Constitution
remains to be seen. In 1978, article 129.2 of the Constitution provided that public powers must
support the creation of cooperatives through adequate legislation.

Worker cooperatives (education and social services) increased during the 1980s and are an
important cooperative sector in Spain. During the opening up of European Community markets,
agricultural cooperatives went through significant changes. Credit cooperatives (which
incidentally have their own cooperative credit sector law), most notably the rural cooperative
banks, were crucial in the development of agricultural cooperatives (Giagnocavo, et al, 2010).
Their role went far beyond the traditional provision of credit—they invested in new
technologies, created advisory and risk management services and transformed individual farmer
risk into shared cooperative risk, thus fuelling innovation and advances in infrastructure, in
research and development and also community building in rural areas that had been left socially
shattered and institutionally barren by the long dictatorship. Farmers had been unaccustomed
to free markets and international trade, had little political experience and undeveloped
entrepreneurial orientation. The Cajamar Group, based in Almeria in the autonomous
community of Andalusia in southern Spain, is the largest cooperative bank in Spain and is
intertwined with the fruit and vegetable cooperatives of the province of Almeria, which
represent one of the most important agricultural cooperative sectors in Spain. Mondragon, in the
north of Spain, created in 1956, is an important national and worldwide reference for its
industrial production and retail which is also tied to its financial cooperative sector.

National and regional associations

The Spanish Confederation for Social Economy enterprises (CEPES) plays a key role in
advocating for cooperatives in general. Cooperatives participate in the social dialogue between
trade unions and employers’ organisations through the CEPES therefore CEPES is able to
promote and communicate the interests of Spanish cooperatives. It also has one representative
at the European Economic and Social Council (EESC). CEPES has a broad range of members
throughout Spain including Mondragon, Confederation of cooperatives in Catalonia, Euskadi and
Valencia, Confederations of social economy enterprises, workers cooperatives, housing
cooperatives, associations for the blind, etc.

Cooperative organisations active in sectors such as consumer goods supply, agriculture and
transport express the interests of their members through sectoral forums or councils, as
privileged actors; these cooperative organisations communicate cooperatives’ expectations on
significant issues through the regular sectoral bodies which defend the interests of the sector
and not specifically those of cooperatives within such sector. In Andalusia, CEPES Andalusia has
signed an agreement with public authorities and trade unions on the Andalusian Pact for social
economy which allows participation of cooperatives in consultations.

! See the CEPES’ website at WWW.cepes.es.
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The Spanish Confederation of workers’ cooperatives (COCECTA) participates actively in the
consultation process by interacting with the Ministry of Labour, political parties and
parliamentary representatives (CEPES, 2009).

The national confederation “Cooperativas Agro-alimentarias”? represents and defends the
economic and social interests of the agricultural cooperative movement, with approximately
70% of the total sector of agricultural cooperatives being its members.

Cooperatives Agro-alimentarias is made up of 16 Federations, Territorial Unions of Agricultural
Cooperatives (FUTs) y Sergacan, a second tier cooperative in Cantabria. The services offered by
the Federations of cooperatives are usually advisory in nature in areas such as economics,
accounting, agriculture, labour, tax, legal and commercial. They also inform the cooperative
members of new developments in their sectors. Further, they interact with official bodies for the
management of aid and subsidies (Montegut et al, 2007). They also have a Spanish Cooperative
Social-Economic Observatory (OSCAE).

Table 3 Agricultural federations of cooperatives.

Agricultural federations Community
Asociacion Gallega de cooperativas agrarias (AGACA) Galicia
Cooperativas Agro-alimentarias Castilla-La Mancha Castilla-La Mancha
Cooperativas Agro-alimentarias de Aragén Aragon
Cooperativas Agro-alimentarias de Navarra Navarra
Cooperativas Agro-alimentarias del Principado de Asturias Asturias
Cooperativas Agro-alimentarias Extremadura Extremadura
Cooperatives Agro-alimentaries Comunitat Valenciana C. of Valencia
Cooperatives Agro-alimentaries Illes Balears Balearic Islands
Federacion Andaluza de Empresas Cooperativas Agrarias (FAECA) Andalusia
Federacion de Cooperativas Agrarias de Cataluiia (FCAC) Catalonia
Federacion de Cooperativas Agrarias de Euskadi (FCAE) Basque Country
Federacion de Cooperativas Agrarias de la Rioja (FECOAR) Rioja

Federacion de Cooperativas Agrarias de Murcia (FECOAM) R. of Murcia
Unién de Cooperativas Agrarias de Madrid (UCAM) Madrid

Unidn Regional de Cooperativas Agrarias de Castilla y Leén (URCACYL) | Castilla and Leon

Three horizontal professional organisations represent producers at the national level: the Union
for Small Farmers and Livestock keepers (La Unién de Pequefios Agricultores y Ganaderos-
UPA), the Agricultural Association for Young Farmers (Asociacién Agraria Jovenes Agricultores-
ASAJA) and the Coordinator for Organisations of Farmers and Livestock Keepers (Coordinadora
de Organizaciones de Agricultores y Ganaderos-COAG).

There are various interprofessional organisations as well as the General Council of Agro-
alimentary Interprofessional Organisations in relation to fruits and vegetables, eggs, bread, milk
and dairy products, lemon and grapefruit, table olives, grape juices, oranges and small citrus,
sheep and goat, pear and apple