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Chair: Tasso Haniotis, DG AGRI Director C - Strategy, simplification and policy analysis 

Delegations present: all organisations were present, except Beelife, CEMA, CEPM, 

Concord, Crop Life Europe, EMB, EPHA, EURAF, Greenpeace, SACAR and WWF. 

1. Approval of the agenda and of the minutes of previous meeting 

The agenda was approved. 

G. List of points discussed  

1b) Adoption of New Rules of Procedures of the CDGs  (Stock taking of Civil Dialogue 

Groups meeting held on 01/07/2021) 

The Commission representative reminded that in June 2021, the Commission decided to 

extend the current CDGs organisation from 1 July 2021 to the end of 2022, by means of 

Commission Decision (EU) 2021/1112 of 25 June 2021 amending Decision 2013/767/EU as 

regards the extension of the mandate of the member organisations of the civil dialogue 

groups dealing with matters covered by the common agricultural policy. 

The necessity to renew the mandate for member organisations coincided with the final phase 

of the inter-institutional negotiations on the new Common Agricultural Policy. Therefore, a 

temporary prolongation of the members organisations mandate was necessary until the end of 

2022 given that new CAP will be applicable only as from 2023. This comes from a logic that 

CDG organisation should match the CAP architecture. 

In addition to a mere extension of the mandate, the Commission decided to take over the role 

of the chair of the CDGs meetings, reflecting practice in other policy areas. Certain 

arrangements with regard to the agenda and the minutes of the meetings would also be 

aligned with the practices followed in other expert groups, as explained in a dedicated CDGs 

stocktaking meeting on 1 July. As a consequence of these changes, new Rules of Procedures 

were necessary. A draft proposal was shared with members through Circa-BC. The new rules 

reflect changes stipulated in the Commission Decision on the extension of the mandate.  

 

The members did not comments this proposal and the new rules of procedure were 

considered approved by the group.  
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COPA stated that it is important to have regular meetings of the CDG, more than two per 

year. Moreover, they stated that if working groups are established within the framework of 

this CDG, membership should be limited to the CDG members only. If needed, external 

members may participate with an observatory status.  

 
2) Presentation of the CAP reform by Commissioner Wojciechowski 

Commissioner Wojciechowski presented the political compromise reached by the 

Council and the European Parliament in June 2021 on the CAP reform post-2023. His 

intervention focused on the main novelties, opportunities and environmental ambition of 

the new CAP in line with the Farm to Fork (F2F) and Biodiversity Strategies. He stressed 

the importance of the internal convergence and redistributive income support for small 

farmers, as well as the Farm Advisory Service (FAS) as key elements to support farms in 

the sustainability transition. He recalled the new social conditionality, opportunities on 

animal welfare through the eco-schemes, short food supply chains and the need for 

Member States to be ambitious and strategic in the preparation of the CAP national plans. 

On this last point, the Commissioner explained that Member States were invited to set 

national values as contribution to the achievement of relevant Green Deal targets in 2030. 

The CDG members were informed that the strategic plans will be thoroughly assessed by 

the Commission in a transparent way. Lastly, during his introductory intervention, the 

Commissioner recalled the importance of ensuring an open and constructive dialogue 

with all stakeholders in the preparatory activities at Member State level.  

The Commissioner’s intervention was followed by a round of questions and answers. 

IFOAM: expressed concerns about the state of play of the CAP Strategic Plans and new 

delivery model. 

EFFAT: thanked for the Commissioner’s support for social conditionality and questioned 

whether any EU guidelines on this topic are going to be made available to assist Member 

States. 

COPA: questioned the coherence between CAP obligations (e.g. permanent grassland) 

and farmers’ ability to respond to market demand; questioned about possible delays in 

the submission of the strategic plans and internal Commission’s approval. 

ELO: CAP complexity might demotivate farmers. Decision makers have overloaded the 

CAP with high expectations. The CAP might not be able to deliver with possible long 

term consequences such as budget cuts and decreasing support for the policy and 

agriculture.  

CELCAA: asked about the timeline of the delegated/implementing acts being prepared 

by the Commission. 

COGECA: expressed concern about decreasing number of farmers, complex rules, 

increasing inputs prices and ability to produce food in some EU countries (e.g. Croatia).  

EFNCP: important to remunerate farmers for public goods. Majority of measures 

proposed by some Member States (e.g. Germany) in eco-schemes are a simple shift from 

second to first pillar with higher payment.  

EEB: CAP reform is not considered a good compromise; see poor strategic planning by 

Member States; interventions do not always meet prioritised needs; large delays, poor 
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transparency; questioning whether draft strategic plans will be made publically available. 

Transparency between the Commission and Member States to be guaranteed.  

FEFAC: Why is the Commission ignoring impact studies on F2F targets? 

CEJA: welcome ambition on organic but wondering how fast the CAP can deliver on the 

biodiversity and F2F objectives; questioned what the Commission and Member State can 

do to protect European farmers in case of negative consequences from F2F; recalled that 

time is needed to implement changes on the ground; lastly stressed that sustainability 

need to be addressed in its three dimensions (social, economic and environmental). 

ECVC: welcome the level of ambition set under the F2F and Biodiversity strategies; 

concern raised over the low level of ambition at MS level, CAP payments still based on 

the number of hectares, with voluntary approach on capping; questioned how to deal with 

trade-offs and low level of ambition, as well as CAP opportunities to address gender 

equality.  

Commissioner reassured the CDG members about the importance of guaranteeing a 

transparent and inclusive approach during the preparation of the Strategic Plans at 

national level. The same transparency will be also guaranteed at Commission level 

during the assessment and approval of those plans. He stressed the need for Member 

States to be ambitious in the identification of the relevant needs and definition of the 

relevant interventions to meet the challenges faced by the European farmers, while 

delivering on the Green Deal objectives. Commissioner reassured that there is no 

flexibility on the deadline for the submission of the Strategic Plans, also in the interest of 

Member States and farmers. He explained that secondary legislation is currently being 

developed as set down in the basic legislation in order to ensure a smooth 

implementation of the new CAP. As regards the impact of the F2F targets, the 

Commissioner informed that a close monitoring will be ensured by the Commission 

during the implementation of the strategy. This will be done hand in hand with the 

assessment of the Strategic Plans and level of ambition set by Member States. On the 

different studies carried out to assess the potential impact of some relevant F2F and 

Biodiversity targets, Commissioner invited the CDG members to take a look at the 

factsheet factsheet-farmtofork-comparison-table_en.pdf (europa.eu) that was recently 

made available by the Commission, providing further details on the elements taken into 

account by the respective studies, and their limitations. 

3) JRC Study on modelling environmental and climate ambition in the agricultural 

sector - Exploring the potential effects of selected Farm to Fork and Biodiversity 

strategies targets in the framework of the 2030 Climate targets and the post 2020 

Common Agricultural Policy  

 

DG JRC: explained that the study aimed at exploring the impact of some selected F2F 

and Biodiversity strategies targets in the framework of the 2030 Climate targets and the 

post 2020 CAP. They presented the objectives, scope and details of the assessment that 

have been published at the following link:     

https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC121368   

The chair recalled the long in-house experience on policy assessment, quality of studies, 

limitations and added values of current models; highlighted the importance of consumers 

behaviour analysis on F2F, and the definition of a list of common indicators to monitor 

achievements of a broad range tools at MS disposal, under different climatic conditions; 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/food-farming-fisheries/key_policies/documents/factsheet-farmtofork-comparison-table_en.pdf
https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC121368
https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC121368
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recalled the importance of a global approach to sustainability transition, while 

emphasising that action is urgently needed, irrespective of third countries’ commitments. 

The chair also informed that targeted impact assessments will be done for individual F2F 

initiatives and recalled that close contacts with Member States are ongoing to ensure that 

SWOT and needs assessment are duly addressed by Member States and followed-up by 

ambitious Strategic Plans to accompanying farmers in the sustainability transition. 

Lastly, the chair recalled the overall support by Council and Parliament of the political 

orientation of the F2F and Biodiversity strategies.  

IFOAM: recalled the importance of assessing the impact of aspirational targets, but let’s 

avoid to get stuck looking for the perfect models; focus should be on measures to achieve 

those targets; questioning whether the Commission has the right models to assess the 

efforts of Member States to achieve Green Deal targets and how the Commission intends 

to assess the level of ambition. 

COPA: called for a cumulative impact assessment of the F2F strategy; stated that F2F 

will lead to a reduction in production, with consequences on import and export; 

questioned how the study is linked to the 2050 Green Deal carbon neutrality.  

ECVC: questioned the reasons for doing such a study with clear limitations; no link to 

small farmers; clear leakage effects on third countries.  

COGECA: questioned about the follow-up given by DG AGRI   

4) AOB 

The chair invited the CDG members to participate at the upcoming event on land market 

organised by the Commission on 29 October 2021 (afternoon). Further details will be 

shared in due time. 

H. Next meeting 

The chair informed that the date of the next CDG meeting will be communicated as soon 

as possible. Members were invited to suggest points for the agenda to be discussed in the 

forthcoming meetings.  

 

Tassos HANIOTIS 

 

 

(e-signed) 
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List of participants– Minutes 

Meeting of the CDG CAP 

18 October 2021 

 

MEMBER ORGANISATION  
NUMBER OF 

PERSONS 

Bee Life -- 

Birdlife 2 

CEETTAR 1 

CEJA 2 

CELCAA 4 

CEMA -- 

C.E.P.M -- 

COGECA 6 

CONCORD -- 

COPA 6 

ECPA -- 

ECVC 2 

EEB 2 

EFA 1 

EFFAT 3 

EFNCP 1 

ELO 3 

EMB -- 

EPHA -- 

EURAF -- 
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EuroCommerce 1 

Euromontana 2 

FoodDrinkEurope 6 

Greenpeace European Unit -- 

IFOAM Organics Europe 3 

PAN Europe 1 

SACAR -- 

SMEUnited 1 

WWF -- 
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