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Summary of the address by M, Jear»f*aahei" Dénian %

Bleme. Gongres natipnal de la HMuj hallue, de la Coopérsati
et du Crédit agric 25 (520d Nationsl Congress of
Aﬂgrlcultural Friendly 5001¢t1ea, Co—operaTlveu and Credit)

in Vichy on turday‘ 23 May 1970

A ————

Cn Saturday, 2; May M. Jean*“ranqoiorﬁeniauf : the
* Commission of the Buropean Communltleb, poae An- Vlchy;¥o the 52éme
jGon&res natlanal de la mutuallte.'ﬁe la uocperetjonvéc :du Crédi
*agrlco s, T e 7 : e

M, Deniau reférred to ¢e¥tain of the causes of malaise among
‘the agricultural population’and: pointed out that the-aim of the
‘Commission of-thé Fureopean Communities-in the proposals it had
submitted to the Council of Ministsrs was' to ensure” that farrers
enjoyed a fair income and llvlng cordlt»on“ more in line with those
engoyed in’ other ocuupatlons. e SR L -
"He ricalled that since haramber 1969 a .new:.scale of
“'had been proposéd which would improve-outlets for. farm pr
lessen the financial burden. Although the quesiien.ef sury
had sometimes been overstated, up to the point of giving the im
sion that it was the only problem of present—day agriculture or,
again, that it was. a specifically Eurovean p“obiﬁm, better control_
over markets or adaptutlon to requirements was ncne the less neces-
sary. Annual nutlay in the Community on market suppoxnt t+alene could
be put at 13 000 million new French frands, I uhould ‘vz possible
to envisage putting these sums nrog*essgveiv to better use in an
“endeavour to mcdernize the structures of prccuct1an.

¥. Deniau pc inted to the upveiopments in’ the recent Commission
proposals compared with the 1968 memorandum cn the refoim of agri=
culture and stressed in particular the flexibility oi the proposed
measures and the ccucept of 5radua7‘1mplementat*on of uhe‘reforms‘
envisaged. It would doubtless berneceSSer to carry flexibility
"even further, for everything which is too rigid is in danger of
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- turning out to be economically unsound or inapplicable in human
terms. The road to be taken was that of development contracts .
licking aid from the State with undertakings to be fulfilled by -
the beneficiaries. Since geéneral regulatlons or -absolute criteria
rTare uﬁllkely to be appropriate, it was the agricultural frlendly
societies, co-operatives and credit 1nst1tut10ns which could pl

" a new and determiring role in responsibility for and admlnlstratlon
of operations on these lines.

Speaking of the caming negotiations on enlargement, M. Deniau
stressed that the possibilities they ccould offer to producers in
continental EBurope, and in particular to French farmers, depended
~ . .essentially on two conditioms:

: (g}péifsé acceptance ky Great Britain of the basic rules of the
. el . ... coOmmOR aﬁrlcultur policy and of the solidarity which this
invelved ir various fields;

~{h) But also, the-improyement of France's,own. agr;culbu”e, espe—
- - eially-as’ regards _the marxetlng Qf«prodncts._‘uAlthougn in
certain cases the Brltiah.mirket offered very. interesting
ontlets, it should not.be forgotten- that: British farming,
which was very. modern =znd Highdy competlzlve,'could also steyp
up -its- own production e e e e

izu pointed out that wh speaking of

P Ir conclusion, ®. Den
Lt agriculture we na& of :ourss, to thln of “bhe: ra&uct ‘but also of
- the farmers, that is f@ 'say of the” muman’ ‘beings involved.  Some-
thing which may be theoretically periect ‘can be®in danger of proving
unacceptsab nd therefore useless. . - The true problem
, - was to fze But for there to be & choice the
i - possibiliit -must exist. - It was therefore neces-
sary to =zc¢ dn t%a plénea of 1ndus rluly”ﬁt;on and of

‘regional polis
takina Stt;ra

In this conmecticn, it was not ¥z asonable to ﬂdndam & priori
. this or that form of f&r@iug, partluularlj the family farm. What
was important was to asso iate, in the pursult of certain objectives,

cl
guarantees ard fuature pr sye ts by giving new life to- the concept of
‘responsibility. - : ) e :
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