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SUGGESTIONS 

The Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety calls on the Committee 

on Agriculture and Rural Development, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the 

following suggestions into its motion for a resolution: 

– having regard to the Paris Agreement, Decision 1/CP.21 and the 21st Conference of 

the Parties (COP 21) to the UNFCCC, held in Paris from 30 November to 11 

December 2015, the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) and the 

Convention on Biological Diversity, 

– having regard to the European Court of Auditors Special Reports Nos 4/2014 entitled 

‘Integration of EU water policy objectives with the CAP: a partial success’ and 

21/2017 entitled ‘Greening: a more complex income support scheme, not yet 

environmentally effective’, 

– having regard to the Commission staff working document entitled ‘Agriculture and 

Sustainable Water Management in the EU’ (SWD(2017)0153), 

– having regard to Directive 2009/128/EC on the sustainable use of pesticides1 and the 

report from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on Member 

State National Action Plans and on progress in the implementation of Directive 

2009/128/EC on the sustainable use of pesticides (COM(2017)0587), 

– having regard to the briefing paper of the European Court of Auditors on the future of 

the CAP published on 19 March 2018, 

– having regard to the European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI) entitled ‘Ban glyphosate and 

protect people and the environment from toxic pesticides’, 

– having regard to the study of 16 January 2017 on animal welfare in the EU 

commissioned for its Committee on Petitions, 

– having regard to Report No 21/2017 of the European Environmental Agency in 

support of the monitoring of the Seventh Environment Action Programme, 

– having regard to the Commission communication of 14 February 2018 entitled ‘A new 

modern, Multiannual Financial Framework for a European Union that delivers 

efficiently on its priorities post-2020’ (COM(2018)0098), 

– having regard to its decision of 8 February 2018 to set up a special committee on the 

Union’s authorisation procedure for pesticides, 

– having regard to the meta-study entitled ‘Is the CAP fit for purpose? An evidence-

based fitness check assessment’2, 

– having regard to the UN process resulting in the International Assessment of 

Agricultural Knowledge, Science and Technology for Development (IAASTD) 

                                                 
1 OJ L 309, 24.11.2009, p. 71. 
2 Pe’er et al, 2017, German Centre for Integrative Biodiversity Research (iDiv). 
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assessing the potential of food and sustainability, 

– having regard to the report by the UN Special Rapporteur on the Right to Food 

(A/HRC/34/48), 

– having regard to the Cork 2.0 Declaration 2016, ‘A Better Life in Rural Areas’, issued 

at the European Conference on Rural Development, 

– having regard to the Environmental Implementation Review (EIR) announced in 2016 

(COM(2016)0316), which is a tool to help deliver the benefits of EU environmental 

law and policies for businesses and citizens through better implementation, 

A. whereas agriculture is one the sectors of the economy expected to contribute to the 

2030 objective of reducing greenhouse gas emissions by 30 % compared to 2005 

levels under the Effort Sharing Regulation; 

B. whereas both farmers and non-farmers largely agree that agriculture should deliver 

more benefits for the environment and climate as revealed during the 2017 public 

consultation on modernising and simplifying the CAP; 

C. whereas organic farming protects the environment, supports biodiversity, minimises 

soil degradation, works without the systematic use of pesticides and therefore protects 

the groundwater from harmful pollutants, but its positive achievements need to be 

taken fully into consideration in shaping the CAP; 

D. whereas the Commission’s communication on the Future of Food and Farming 

acknowledges that the CAP is the most integrated single market policy serving as 

basis for European integration, while bearing in mind that it has considerable work to 

do to meet citizens’ demands on strengthening biodiversity, on stronger commitments 

on animal welfare or on climate change and health, and should remain a common 

policy with an adequate budget and means for environment and climate measures; 

E. whereas approximately 80 % of proteins consumed, especially soya, are imported, 

mainly from Brazil, Argentina and the USA, and the EU needs urgently to come 

forward with a protein strategy in the CAP to reduce dependency on imports that drive 

deforestation and land grabbing; 

F. whereas the Special Eurobarometer study No 442 on the attitudes of Europeans 

towards animal welfare indicates that 82 % of European citizens consider that the 

welfare of farm animals should be improved; 

G. whereas certain aspects of the intensification of agricultural systems have put 

significant pressure on the environment, along with the continued loss of soil 

functions and an increase in water pollution; whereas well designed policy instruments 

could mitigate such negative impacts, and the CAP should be redesigned to promote 

and support fully sustainable agriculture models;  

H. whereas the 2015 European Environment Agency assessment entitled ‘State of nature 

in the EU’ states that the main pressures and threats to terrestrial ecosystems reported 

by Member States are agriculture and the modification of natural conditions; whereas 



 

AD\1151983EN.docx 5/17 PE618.229v02-00 

 EN 

the continuation of current practices will have a profound and damaging impact on 

nature as well as on future economic prosperity; whereas environmentally harmful 

subsidies should be phased out; 

I. whereas the CAP is of paramount importance across Europe for around 12 million 

agricultural holdings; 

J. whereas farmland makes up 47 % of European territory and there are 22 million 

farmers and agricultural workers in the EU; 

K. whereas small farmers account for about 40 % of EU farms, but receive only 8 % of 

CAP subsidies; 

L. whereas the CAP objective on the sustainable management of natural resources and 

climate action is yet to be achieved; 

M. whereas the consumption of saturated fats and red meat in the Union remains well 

above the recommended nutritional values, and the food industry continues to make a 

substantial contribution to greenhouse gas and nitrogen emissions; 

N. whereas the current CAP has played a limited role in supporting the expansion of 

organic farming, which in 2015 covered only 6 % of the utilised agricultural area 

(UAA) in the Union; 

O. whereas the CAP’s objectives, as set out in Article 39 of the Treaty on the Functioning 

of the European Union (TFEU), are still valid and relevant, and whereas further goals 

should be to ensure food safety and sovereignty, and the resilience and sustainability 

of the EU’s agriculture systems and territories to better preserve them for the future; 

P. whereas the CAP aims to integrate environmental objectives by ensuring that its rules 

are compatible, and farmers comply, with the environmental requirements laid down 

in Union legislation and by promoting the development of sustainable farming 

practices that preserve the environment and biodiversity; 

Q. whereas the CAP should play an important role in ensuring sustainable food 

production, a fair standard of living across regions and Member States, affordable 

prices for citizens and consumers, the sustainable use and protection of natural 

resources, the cohesion of rural and urban areas, access to quality food and healthy 

diets, and coherence with sustainable development and climate goals, while delivering 

on the commitments regarding environmental protection, climate action, and animal 

and plant health and welfare; 

R. whereas Parliament must play a comprehensive role in setting a clear policy 

framework to set common goals at European level and to ensure full democratic 

debate on strategic issues which have an impact on the everyday lives of all citizens 

when it comes to the use of natural resources, the quality of our food, health and the 

transition to fully sustainable agricultural practices; 

S. whereas the Commission’s communication on the Future of Food and Farming 

recognises the need for the CAP to better address fundamental health problems; 



 

PE618.229v02-00 6/17 AD\1151983EN.docx 

EN 

T. whereas it is important that the future CAP is coherent with the United Nations’ 

Sustainable Development Goals, the Paris Agreement and EU policies, particularly in 

the areas of sustainability, the environment, climate, public health and food; 

U. whereas the future CAP will have to play an enhanced role in sustainable 

development, public health and environmental and climate protection, with specific 

objectives to be agreed at EU level and delivered by the Members States, as 

recommended by the European Court of Auditors, on biodiversity, climate change and 

antimicrobial resistance, as well as on air, soil and water protection; 

V. whereas, out of the three pillars of sustainable development, the 

monitoring/measurement of progress in the environmental pillar is the weakest1; 

whereas the Commission’s CAP communication proposes that the new delivery model 

be more results-driven, so addressing the need for data on relevant indicators to 

deliver this model is crucial; 

W. whereas water and agriculture are intrinsically linked, and the sustainable management 

of water in the agricultural sector is essential to guarantee good quality and sufficient 

food production and to ensure the preservation of water resources; 

X. whereas only economically healthy farms will be capable of delivering on EU 

environmental and climate objectives; 

Y. whereas the CAP, as a sectoral and common policy, must be the cornerstone of the 

reconciliation between environmental and climate objectives and the economic 

sustainability of the farming sector by developing the contribution from each farmer 

and wider rural communities to environmental and climate challenges, including 

harnessing the potential of the circular economy, and by rewarding farmers who have 

already adopted practices and production models combining both environmental and 

economic performances; whereas there is a potential for some agricultural practices to 

achieve a greater environmental performance in the CAP, while also returning greater 

margins to farmers by reducing production costs; 

Z. whereas a link should be established between the CAP and Directive 2009/128/EC 

establishing a framework for Community action to achieve the sustainable use of 

pesticides; whereas, on the basis of Article 191(2) TFEU, the CAP should guarantee 

compliance with the ‘polluter pays’ principle in order to avoid a competitive 

disadvantage for the most virtuous companies when reducing the use of pesticides; 

AA. whereas the use of pesticides, the degradation of biodiversity and changes in the 

agricultural environment have a negative impact on the number of pollinators and the 

variety of pollinator species; whereas the challenges faced by pollinators, both 

domesticated and wild, are significant and the effect on EU agriculture and food 

security could be detrimental given the dependency of the majority of EU production 

on pollinating services; whereas a public consultation under the EU Pollinators 

Initiative was launched in January 2018 to identify the best approach and necessary 

steps to tackle the decline of pollinators in the EU; 

                                                 
1 UN Statistics Division, 2016 
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AB. whereas Mediterranean EU regions are more vulnerable to the impacts of climate 

change, such as drought, fires and desertification, so greater efforts will be required by 

farmers in these areas to adapt their activities to the altered environment; whereas such 

efforts should be reflected and supported in the CAP policy framework; 

AC. whereas increasing the long-term resilience and sustainability of the agricultural 

systems and territories will benefit the EU as a whole; 

AD. whereas it is recognised that a unified approach towards European agricultural and 

forest ecosystems is not appropriate, recalling, for example, the eligibility rule on a 

maximum of 100 trees per hectare (or maximum canopy cover), threatening 

ecosystems and habitats based on agroforestry; 

AE. whereas the greening measures in the current CAP did not reach their full potential, in 

part because of complex exemptions, and could be subject to further improvement; 

whereas those measures show how the lack of binding measurable targets to be 

achieved can lead to failure in providing environmental public goods; 

AF. whereas the evidence-based ‘Fitness Check’ meta-assessment of scientific studies 

found that greening measures did not significantly improve environmental 

performance, largely because those requirements were already being met; 

AG. whereas greening measures were based on pre-existing cross-compliance measures, 

namely maintaining permanent pasture, and to a lesser extent on crop rotation and 

landscape features; 

AH. whereas the European Court of Auditors has underlined the fact that the green 

payments introduced as part of the 2013 reform create added complexity and 

bureaucracy, are difficult to understand, and fail to significantly enhance the CAP’s 

environmental and climate performance; 

AI. whereas the provision of CAP payments should be made strongly conditional upon the 

delivery of public goods, especially concerning the environment and quality jobs, in 

order to meet the demands of society; 

AJ. whereas there is a need for a recast CAP to deliver at the level of what is at stake, 

there is an imperative to give the co-legislators the means to fully exercise their 

mission within a regulated time frame, and there are the uncertainties related to Brexit; 

AK. whereas the future of food security in Europe must be ensured for both the UK and the 

EU 27, with the utmost efforts being made to minimise disruption to production and 

access to food for both parties; whereas all efforts must be made to ensure unitary 

alignment in environmental and food safety standards so as to ensure that both UK and 

EU citizens face no reduction in food quality and food safety; 

AL. whereas farming activity has a substantial impact on the environment, climate, health, 

food safety, biodiversity and animal welfare, but can also contribute to climate change 

mitigation by reducing greenhouse gas emissions and by sequestering carbon; whereas 

there is a need for the CAP to address these issues with dedicated instruments and 

models; 
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AM. whereas the CAP needs adequate tools to address the vulnerability of agriculture to 

climate change and at the same time to reduce the pressure on freshwater reserves 

exerted by the sector, which accounts for 50 % of freshwater use in the EU; 

AN. whereas the Commission’s Europe 2020 Strategy – A resource-efficient Europe calls 

for a change in consumption patterns in order to sustain the future integrity of the food 

chain from farm to fork; 

AO. whereas the future CAP should provide farmers with more adequate instruments to 

protect, conserve and enhance the Union’s natural capital and to reverse particularly 

worrying downward trends in biodiversity, such as those concerning grassland 

butterflies and farmland birds; 

AP. whereas the future CAP should address ammonia emissions from the agricultural 

sector, which in 2015 accounted for 94 % of total ammonia emissions across the 

Union, contributing to air pollution, eutrophication and acidification of the ecosystem; 

1. Notes the Commission communication on the Future and Food and Farming and 

welcomes the recognition that one of the CAP’s objectives shall be to enhance and 

ensure the sustainable management of natural resources and to contribute to the 

environmental and climate objectives of the EU; 

2. Stresses in particular that future CAP policies must contribute to economically, 

environmentally and socially sustainable agricultural production, health and other EU 

policies, and help to meet already agreed international commitments, in particular the 

COP21 Paris Agreement, the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

and the Convention on Biological Diversity; 

3. Calls for a CAP that has as its top priority the transition of each European farm 

towards a sustainable undertaking which is fully integrated into the circular economy, 

combining economic with environmental performance standards without any 

reduction in social or employment standards; 

4. Calls for a CAP that ensures all farmers, including small farmers, receive a fair 

remunerative income and which respects environmental limits, thereby ensuring 

resilience and long-term productivity; 

5. Recalls that the future CAP needs to encourage farmers to serve society as a whole by 

introducing or continuing to apply agricultural production methods that are compatible 

with environment protection and the preservation of landscapes, soils, natural 

resources and genetic diversity; 

6. Recalls that Parliament has already stressed the urgent need to take action to deal with 

the main causes of biodiversity loss, namely habitat destruction and degradation 

arising primarily from excessive land consumption, pollution, intensive farming, use 

of synthetic chemical pesticides and fertilisers, the spread of alien species and climate 

change; calls therefore for a CAP which is consistent with other EU environmental, 

social and health policy objectives and international commitments such as the 

Sustainable Development Goals and climate treaties; 
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7. Calls for support through new financial instruments and national measures for young 

farmers making new investments, with a view to the generational renewal of farmers; 

8. Recognises that agro-ecological practices such as agroforestry can play an important 

role in this regard; 

9. Calls for an increase in the share of organic agricultural production; 

10. Calls for a reformed CAP that is simple, accountable and clearly oriented towards 

delivering results on sustainable agriculture; considers that the reform should make 

administrative procedures less complex and burdensome for farmers and improve 

performance monitoring at Member State level; 

11.  Calls for a results-based CAP that is consistent with other EU policies and has as its 

top priority the transition to market-driven and sustainable European agriculture by 

enhancing long-term productivity and competiveness and setting European 

environmental, sustainable and societal development performance targets for the 

delivery of public goods; 

12.  Emphasises the need to deliver public goods and ecosystem services related to soil, 

water, biodiversity, air quality, climate action and the provision of landscape 

amenities; 

13. Calls on the Member States and the Commission to ensure that the future CAP 

supports more sustainable production systems and the enhanced delivery of public 

goods from land management; 

14. Recalls that Parliament has stressed that the preservation of biodiversity is key for 

long-term food and feed production, and is therefore in farmers’ own interests; 

15.  Underlines the need to ensure that the future CAP and its expenditure effectively 

achieve the set objectives through compliance and through greater coherence across 

policy areas, this being of particular relevance with regard to the sustainable 

management of natural resources and the instruments dedicated to this aim under the 

CAP; 

16. Recalls that Parliament has already highlighted that the ‘Fitness Check’ on the Natura 

Directive stresses the need to improve coherence with the CAP, and highlights the 

worrying decline in species and habitats linked to agriculture; calls on the Commission 

to carry out an evaluation of the impact of the CAP on biodiversity; calls further for 

higher Natura 2000 payments to better incentivise the protection of agricultural Natura 

2000 sites, which are in a very poor state; 

17. Emphasises that farmers must be adequately rewarded for maintaining and protecting 

existing habitats; highlights, in this regard, that rules for agri-environmental schemes 

may incentivise farmers to remove existing habitats and plant new habitats in order to 

receive payments; points out that this could undermine efforts to enhance biodiversity 

and environmental protection, and therefore reiterates the need to reward farmers for 

habitat maintenance and protection; 
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18. Calls for the integrity of the first pillar to be maintained, built on enhanced cross-

compliance of support measures calibrated to maximise the results expected for each 

farmer and rewarding farmers for the public goods they can deliver, such as climate 

action and the conservation of wildlife; underlines that the CAP should contain 

payments for ecosystem services, overseen by environmental authorities, building on 

the existing LIFE Programme approach; stresses, however, the importance of active 

family farms of all sizes in maintaining diverse agricultural activity, and that measures 

would therefore be better targeted if the focus were placed on family farms; 

19. Strongly believes that the conditionality between direct payments and greening 

measures needs to be maintained in order to ensure a more sustainable European 

agricultural sector, and calls for a new voluntary incentive scheme for farmers willing 

to go beyond the current agro-environmental measures; 

20. Calls on the Commission to focus on the quality of life in rural areas in order to make 

living there attractive for all people, especially the younger generation; 

21. Calls for cross-compliance or for the system that will replace it to include all species-

specific farm animal welfare legislation and the directives on laying hens and broilers; 

22. Calls for a first pillar, defined at EU level, that recognises the importance of a clear 

link between granting targeted direct aid, which is strongly conditional on 

environmental and social results bringing about long-term environmentally and 

economically sustainable benefits, and the delivery of public goods and services, that 

includes adequate mechanisms for rewarding farmers, on the basis of ambitious 

common criteria and clearly measurable objectives defined at EU level, and that better 

supports farmers in their transition towards economic and environmental performance; 

23. Calls on the Commission to ensure that the first pillar remains the main income 

support scheme for farmers and the guarantee of a level playing field within the single 

market; stresses therefore that the Commission should prevent policy dissimilarities 

between Member States in their respective national CAP implementation plans insofar 

as these could cause market distortions and unfair competition at EU level; 

24. Warns against any possible national co-financing of direct payments, as this would 

result in disrupting the common nature of the CAP; 

25. Warns against the risks deriving from the possibility for Member States to 

independently define their national plans and to review their decisions annually, 

without a strong common set of rules, objectives and measures defined at EU level; 

highlights that such a possibility would expose farmers to a great degree of uncertainty 

deriving from political decisions taken at national level and could have a negative 

impact on environmental challenges; 

26. Calls on the Commission to introduce a new and comprehensive legal framework 

which allows for coherent implementation of environmental and climate actions such 

as greening, cross-compliance – which includes good agricultural and environmental 

conditions (GAECs) and statutory management requirements (SMRs) – and agri-

environment-climate measures (AECMs) for rural development, so that farmers can 

deliver more efficiently and in a simpler and more targeted manner on environmental 
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protection, biodiversity and climate action, while ensuring that Member States have 

adequate control and taking local conditions into account; stresses the need to ensure a 

clear separation of measures under Pillar I and Pillar II; 

27. Considers that a share of up to 30 % of the first pillar should be devoted to this 

European incentive scheme decided by Member States as a contractual incitement 

scheme for a transition towards an agriculture combining economic with 

environmental performance standards; 

28. Considers that the transition towards sustainable farming systems must be facilitated 

by independent, transparent, sufficiently and publically funded agricultural extension 

services (FAS) in all Member States and regions and by increasing bottom-up 

participatory research between researchers and farmers and effective peer-to-peer 

exchanges in the EU innovation partnerships (EIP), especially for agro-ecological 

approaches taking advantage of and encouraging natural processes to boost yields and 

resilience; 

29. Considers that special attention should be paid in the FAS and EIP to encourage 

alternatives to pesticides, especially uptake of the 8 IPM principles to reduce pesticide 

use dependency, and to move towards achieving a pesticide-free future; considers that 

taking advantage of and encouraging natural processes to boost yields and resilience is 

likely to lower production costs based on current experience; 

30. Calls for a less complex and more efficient renovated second pillar that is focused on 

truly incentivising territorial and sector development policies, putting investment, 

training and advice, smart solutions, sustainability, research, innovation, animal 

welfare, farm economies and rural livelihoods at its core while allowing Member 

States to adopt specific approaches to reflect local conditions and needs, including the 

compensation of extra costs related to natural handicaps and of more ambitious agro-

environmental-climate schemes; 

31. Underlines the importance of rural development, including LEADER and CLLD 

initiatives, in supporting multi-functional agriculture and in fostering partnerships 

between farmers, local communities, civil society and additional entrepreneurial 

activities, in order to generate income from diversified economic activities such as 

agri-tourism, and to secure community-supported agriculture and the provision of 

social services in rural areas; 

32. Calls for a second pillar that sees animal welfare as a compulsory part of rural 

development programmes in the EU, and provides for a minimum spending 

requirement on animal welfare measures, as well as long-term incentives to encourage 

more farmers to adopt higher animal welfare standards that extend beyond current 

legislation; 

33. Calls for the promotion of resource efficiency, including water, to be strengthened in 

the future CAP, and encourages the empowerment of farmers to take informed 

decisions on water and nutrient requirements thanks to smart technologies, adequate 

practices and direct access to information such as satellite data; 

34. Calls for measures that increase the recycling of nutrients; calls for the agricultural 
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structural policy to be aligned with the environmental support scheme, for example by 

better combining crop and livestock farming; 

35. Underlines the need for payments under the rural development scheme to farmers 

located in areas facing natural constraints such as difficult climate conditions, steep 

slopes or soil quality; calls for the simplification and better focussing of the ANC 

scheme for the post-2020 period; 

36. Considers that only with such a complementary model, which includes clearly defined 

objectives and is coherent with other EU policies, can the EU’s ambitious goals with 

regard to the environment and rural development be reached; underlines that a 

flexible, national programming approach should continue to be applied to Pillar II, 

while common rules and standards should be at the core of Pillar I, in order to ensure 

an efficient level playing field for all farmers in the EU; 

37. Believes that, when risk management tools are not sufficient to cope with massive 

market disturbances, the future CAP should be able to react better, more efficiently 

and more quickly to market crises, via European crisis management measures aimed at 

restoring balanced market conditions; 

38.  Stresses that one of the key challenges facing the future CAP is farmer’s dependency 

on the use of artificial fertilisers and chemical pesticides, which can have a negative 

impact on water quality and are linked to biodiversity loss; reiterates that crop 

rotation, as part of integral pest management, remains one of the most effective tools 

for preserving biodiversity and restoring soil health; 

39. Calls for development of a specific measure within rural development to encourage 

the serious reduction of pesticide use, based around the European Union’s eight 

principles of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) and encouraging the uptake of non-

chemical alternatives; 

40. Underlines the importance of pollination and of biodiversity preservation; calls on the 

Commission and on Member States to set aside pesticide-free areas in order to prevent 

bee mortality related to pesticide use; 

41. Urges the Commission and Member States to ensure that future agricultural policy 

addresses the findings on the decline of pollinators and offers adequate solutions; 

42. Insists upon a results-based approach to payments; proposes therefore the inclusion of 

indicators such as soil health and biodiversity, the presence of taxa and species 

richness, humus and topsoil creation, soil cover against erosion, nutrient losses and 

water quality, and biodiversity, including the richness and abundance of bird species, 

wild pollinators and insects; 

43.  Calls for robust CAP objectives to be set in the basic regulation, in line with 

environmental legislation and based on quantified and ambitious result indicators; 

highlights that national CAP strategic plans should be evidence-based and designed 

with the involvement of the relevant environmental authorities, in consultation with all 

relevant stakeholders (including small farmers, environmental NGOs and civil society 

representatives), and must obligatorily follow the partnership principle; 
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44. Calls on the Commission to ensure that the Member States set quantified targets 

wherever possible and introduce indicators for measuring the progress of the targets 

set in their strategic plans; 

45. Asks the Commission to provide clear guidance and support for Member States when 

developing their strategic plans to ensure that these plans are robust and of a high 

quality; 

46. Reiterates that the ‘Fitness Check’ on the Birds and Habitats Directives stresses the 

need to improve coherence with the CAP and underlines the rapid decline in species 

and habitats linked to agriculture; calls on the Commission to carry out an evaluation 

of the impact of the CAP on biodiversity; 

47. Asks the Commission to ensure effective and realistic monitoring schemes, based on 

robust and scientific sampling methodologies to track progress on all objectives; 

48. Calls on the Commission to deliver on its proposal for a results-based policy and to 

provide support from technical assistance and under other policy actions and measures 

to cover monitoring and data gathering on all relevant indicators, this being of 

particular relevance given the data gap on environmental indicators; 

 49. Emphasises that the CAP’s goals are focused on food production and considers that 

the CAP must deliver on the bio-economy agenda and bio-sourced chemistry strategy, 

basing this on the principles of the circular economy and taking into account the real 

climate contribution of the different uses and types of biomass, and must contribute to 

the revival of rural communities through expert jobs and innovation, in particular as 

regards wood and other biomass products of high added value and intermediate crops; 

considers that the CAP should also encourage the use of agricultural waste and 

residues for bioenergy as an additional support to rural areas and farmers; considers 

that the CAP must include an ambitious European green energy and chemistry strategy 

based on the co-production of plant protein; 

50. Calls on the Commission to take a medium- to long-term view in reviewing its policy 

on proteins, ensuring that its legislative proposals for CAP reform include adequate 

and reliable new measures and instruments which support farmers in improving crop 

rotation systems so as to substantially reduce the current protein deficit and price 

volatility; 

51. Consider that the future CAP should promote protein crop cultivation as an important 

tool for ensuring the transition from intensive monocultures with a high input of 

synthetic chemical pesticides and a high environmental impact towards diversified 

agro-ecological systems; 

52. Believes that the best way to use protein crops is for food for humans; believes that 

their production should therefore follow an order of priorities which favours direct 

human consumption followed by the production of animal feed, and which permits 

biofuel production from waste only; 

53. Calls for the strong promotion of agroforestry which can improve people’s quality of 

life by improving microclimates, increasing resilience at farm and landscape level, 
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enhancing landscapes and providing multipurpose recreational and productive 

ecosystems; underlines the need to identify and address any gaps that could hamper 

the development of agroforestry systems, including the lack of possibilities to certify 

products from ‘trees outside forests’ in regions of the EU under existing certification 

schemes;  

54. Underlines the important role of sustainably managed forests for the adaptation of 

forests to climate change, and highlights the significance of the forest-wood value 

chain for sustaining rural livelihood, creating jobs, growth and social stability in rural 

areas, and contributing to new value chains in line with the circular economy and 

bioeconomy; 

55. Considers that the CAP needs to manage the risks associated with climate change and 

land degradation across the whole farmed landscape by investing in making agro-

ecosystems resilient and robust through investing in ecological infrastructure to build 

topsoils, reverse soil erosion, introduce/lengthen crop rotations, add more trees to the 

landscape and boost on-farm biological and structural diversity; 

56. Recalls the strategic importance of research and innovation and calls for better 

synergy between CAP objectives and Horizon 2020 objectives in the areas of food 

production, sustainable management of resources and climate action;  

57. Asks the Commission to ensure that each imported agricultural product meets the 

same sanitary and social standards that EU products are held to by introducing 

reciprocity clauses in each trade agreement; asks the Commission to conduct a 

systematic impact assessment of the provisions regarding the agricultural sector in 

each trade agreement, and to offer specific strategies to ensure that no agricultural 

sector will suffer as a result of a trade agreement concluded with a third country, also 

taking into account EU geographical indications; 

58. Stresses that respect for sustainable agricultural production, the EU legislation and 

standards on which EU food safety regulations are based, social, economic and 

environmental EU standards, the farm-to-fork approach, reciprocity and the strict 

preservation of EU sanitary and phytosanitary standards and procedures on human and 

animal health and food safety, as defined under EU legislation, are all fundamental 

and unshakable tenets of all EU Free Trade Agreement negotiations for European 

agriculture; 

59. Stresses that, to ensure a level playing field, a common EU baseline is required that 

delivers on citizens’ rights to a healthy environment and healthy, nutritious food; 

considers that this baseline should be set to comply with relevant laws and 

international obligations, and also allow ‘no harm’ to the environment or to society; 

60.  Calls for the future CAP to be designed to better address critical public health issues, 

such as those related to antimicrobial resistance and air quality; 

61. Underlines the challenges posed to animal and human health by antimicrobial 

resistance; believes that the new legal framework should actively promote higher 

animal health and welfare as a means to combating antibiotic resistance, thereby better 

protecting public health and the farming sector as a whole; 
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62. Acknowledges the relevance of involving institutions and experts responsible for 

health and environmental policies affecting biodiversity, climate change, air, soil and 

water pollution in the CAP decision-making process; 

63. Calls for better policy coordination between the CAP and other EU policies and 

actions – in particular with Directive 2000/60/EC, Directive 91/676/EEC and 

Regulation 1107/2009 – as a means to achieving the sustainable protection of water 

resources whose quantity and quality are negatively impacted by agriculture; calls for 

incentives to support local cooperation projects between farmers and water suppliers 

to enhance the protection of water resources; 

64. Calls on the Commission to develop relevant synergies between EU flagship 

programmes for space and the CAP, and especially with the Copernicus programme 

which presents a specific interest for the farming community in terms of climate 

change and environment monitoring; 

65. Urges the Commission and the Member States to acknowledge that the new societal, 

environmental, technological and economic changes, such as those in the fields of 

clean energy, digitalisation and smart solutions, have an impact on rural life; calls on 

the Commission and the Member States to boost the potential of rural hubs for 

sustainable, inclusive and sustainable growth and innovation, taking into account the 

interests of the wider rural communities; recalls that rural areas and settlements 

require special attention and integrated efforts to develop smart villages, and calls for 

a level playing field for special technological improvements for rural hubs and grids; 

66. Calls on the Commission to introduce a new and comprehensive legal framework to 

prohibit clearly defined unfair trading practices in the food supply chain, along with 

minimum standards for enforcing these bans and sanction mechanisms; 

67. Believes that this new framework should be underpinned by the possible allocation of 

a minimum amount of the total available budget to AEMs, including organic 

agriculture, support for biodiversity, high animal health and welfare standards, and 

good plant health; 

68. Calls on the Commission to introduce a multi-funded investment approach in the post-

2020 legislative period to ensure the smooth implementation of integrated rural 

development tools with clear environmental benefits, such as the smart villages 

initiative; calls on the Commission to set up measures for the smart villages initiative 

and to create smart villages as a priority of the next rural development policy; 

69. Stresses that more options for cooperation within producer organisations (POs and 

APOs, including cooperatives) and interbranch organisations (IBOs) are required 

within the Common Market Organisation (CMO). 
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