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I. INTRODUCTION

With regard to the agricultural surpluses accumulated in the
European Community, particularly in the case of milk, an argument
is repeatedly put forward in public discussion which, in a
nutshell, goes like this :

"Why don't we use these excessive agricultural surpluses for food
aid, as more than 400 million people in the world are seriously

undernourished or starving. We are not doing nearly enough to
help theml!"

This appeal also has something to do with the difficulties which
have arisen as a result of the surpluses in agricultural products
and is not least dictated by the desire to release the excess
pressure in this way. In fact the European Community is being
called upon by all international agencies dealing with development
aid and the welfare of the people of the Third World to produce
more food and make more available than before. This applies
particularly to cereals.

A statement to this effect was made in Brussels at the beginning
. of April 1980 by the Chairman of the international committee set
up to investigate international development issues (the "Brandt
Commission") at a public hearing of the European Parliament on
hunger in the world. At the same time, however, he stressed that
quite apart from the requirements of development policy, there
was a need to reform the common agricultural policy. All over
the world increasingly vociferous demands are being made for a
substantial increase in the food aid supplied to developing
countries. In the last two years the volume of aid supplied in
the form of cereals has barely reached the minimum target of 10
million t per annum set by the World Food Conference. This
target was confirmed at the Economic Summit of the Western
industrialized nations held at Venice on 22 and 23 June 1980

(Annex 1I).

The basic problems of food aid are concentrated in two areas :



a) the fact that there are agricultural surpluses and that an
effort is made to place them on the world market, on a

commercial or non-commercial basis;

b) the benefit of food aid to the recipient developing countries.

"A grave danger arises with regard to the benefits of food aid -
quite apart from other aspects such as financing. Despite all
attempts by powerful pressure groups, including the recipient
countries themselves, to minimize its importance, it is a fact
that the amount of food aid now being distributed has had an
adverse effect on overall agricultural development policy. The
developing countries too have now come to understand that in the
long run they cannot achieve security of food supplies by
continually increasing their imports, but only by making a much
bigger effort themselves. Furthermore, for some time now in
almost all developing countries the potential for increasing
production has not been fully exploited and yet outside help in
harnessing that potential can generally play only a peripheral
role, The fact that food aid can to some extent be counted on
reduces pressure on recipients to take action themselves. The
situation is particularly dangerous when food aid is delivered in
large quantities and amounts to budgetary assistance for the
recipient country. Food aid is at its most plausible as disaster
relief (1)".

Statements about the significance and purpose of food aid are
therefore contradictory. The role of the common agricultural
policy in relation to food aid policy is also disputed. The
effort to incorporate it more firmly in a long-term strategy and
plan should not, however, be neglected.

(1) "Hilfe die keine ist" ("Aid which isn't") -~ Frankfurter
Allgemeiner Zeitung, 5 July 1980 ~ O. Matzke.



II. The Main features of the European Community's

current food aid activities

European Community food aid is based on three products, viz,
cereals (particularly wheat, wheat flour and rice), skimmed milk

powder {(which may have added vitamins) and butterocil.

A. Cereals

Community aid is granted under the Food Aid Convention (part of
the International Wheat Agreement), which, pending the

renegotiation now in progress, has been extended until 30 June
l981.

Under the 1980 Food Aid Convention, which entered into force on

1 July 1980, 12 donor countries committed themselves to supplying
developing countries with a total of 7 612 million t per annum of
wheat and other cereals for human consumption. The new convention
which will supersede the 1971 Agreement, is to set a target of 10
million t of international aid per year in accordance with the
decisions of the World Food Conference. At the beginning of the
1971 Convention the minimum amount supplied by the present donor
countries had been only 4.2 million t. 3By far the most important
donor today is the United States, which accounts for 4.47 million
t (almost 60 % of the total commitment), followed by the
Community with 1.65 million t (a share of just under 22 %).

Food Aid Convention 1980

t
USA 4 470 000
Community 1l 650 000
Canada 600 000
Australia 400 000
Japan 300 000
Sweden 40 000
Argentina 35 000
Norway 30 000
Switzerland 27 000
Finland 20 000
Austria 20 000
Spain 20 000
Total 7 612 000




So far the Community countries have provided 1287 000 t of
cereals per year and from 1981 this figure will increase to

1 650 000 t (Community and Member States together). At the
present time 720 500 t of cereals are made available from the
Community budget, and in 1981 this figure will rise to 927 000 t.
The remainder will be allocated on a bilateral basis by the
individual Member States (1).

B. Skimmed milk powder and butteroil

Skimmed milk powder (150 00O t) and butteroil (45 00O t) are
supplied exclusively via the Community (2). The European
Community is the largest donor of milk products and virtually the
only suppller of butteroil.

The Community has decided to supply 150 000 t of skimmed milk
powder again in 1981. Although the developing countries would
like this aid to be increased, the Commission feels unable at
present to do so, as there does not seem to be any guarantee that
extra aid will be used properly.

The biggest direct aid project in connection with these supplies
is Operation Flood II in India, which receives 31 000 t of
skimmed milk powder and 12 700 t of butteroil per year. This
project is probably also the biggest integrated independent rural
development project in the world. It is aimed at setting up
village-owned agricultural cooperatives, combined with extension
of urban distribution centres for ligquid milk produced in
hygienic conditions.

Naturally a contribution of 150 000 t of skimmed milk powder per
year is also in the interests of the European dairy industry and
the common agricultural policy. Stepping up aid in the form of

(1) Annex II provides a breakdown of the amounts allocated to
recipient countries and organizations under the 1980 programme.
Annex IIT summarizes the amounts supplied between 1974/75 and
1980/81.

(2) For allocation see Annex II.



buttercil, will benefit both the European dairy sector and the
recipients, particularly in North Africa, the Middle East and
Asia,

In the case of milk products, however, the planning, supervision
and monitoring of distribution is a delicate matter and also the

risk of upsetting the domestic market is greatest in this sector.

C. Costs

The cost of food aid is borne partly by the Community's
development aid budget, which shows the cost at world market
prices, and partly by the European Agricultural Guidance and
Guarantee Fund EAGGF (FEOGA), which pays for the subsidies to
cover the difference between the world market price and the
higher Community price.

In the 1979 Community budget 639 136 000 EUA was earmarked for
food aid (350 800 000 EUA for EAGGF refunds and 287 336 000 EUA
for the actual cost of the products).

A total of 603 513 000 EUA was earmarked for 1980 (254 723 000 EUA
for export refunds and 348 790 000 EUA to cover the cost of goods
bought at world market prices, plus transportation). EAGGF

expenditure for food aid accounts for 3.8 % of total expenditure
under the "Guarantee" Section.

It is worth noting that the European Community enters into
individual commitments which are subsequently incorporated into
budget estimates, while all other donor countries do it the other

way round.

D. Who receives Community food aid?

The three most important criteria for allocating food aid to

developing countries are :

- The import requirement, particularly for cereals, which was

estimated by the World Food Council at about 24 million t for



the 1979/80 crop year (12 % more than in the previous year).
The countries with the biggest reguirements are Egypt, Indonesis,
Bangladesh, Viet Nam, Sri Lanka and Pakistan.

- Priority for the poorest countries, i.e. those with an annual

per capita income of less than g325.

- Balance of payments deficit, i.e. countries whose foreign
exchange receipts are insufficient to pay for their import
requirements on the world market.

Annex IT contains a complete list of recipient countries for
1980.

III. The overall requirement

The developing countries' import requirement for bread-making
cereals is estimated at about 80 million t and could increase to
100 million t in ten years time. In spite of considerable
progress in agricultural production in the Third World, in the
last ten years there has hardly been any improvement in the per
capita food supply as the population has continued to increase
sharply. This is shown in the figures published by the UN Food
and Agriculture Organization (FAO), according to which in 1979
total food produstion in the developing countries was 29 % higher
than at the beginning of the decade (three-year average for
1969~71 = 100). Over the same period, however, food production
per head of population increased by only 5 %. In the
industrialized countries total food production increased by 21 %
and per capita production, which was already high anyway, by

12 %. The trend in Africa over the ten-year period in question
was particularly unfavourable. Admittedly, food production
increased by 17 % overall, but there was a 9 % reduction per head
of population. In a number of countries, such as Algeria, Congo,
Mauritania, Morocco, Mozambigque and Togo, per capita production
fell during the ten-year period by even more than 20 %. In the
developing countries, therefore, the increase in food production

could not keep pace with the enormous population explosion. The



FAO has calculated that, taking all countries of the world into
account, there was an average increase in food production in the
seventies of 24 % overall and 5 % per capita.

Community food aid is not nearly enough to meet even the direst
need in the developing countries. In 1980 the developing countries
were hoping to receive 2.5 million t of cereals, 300 000 t of milk
powder and 140 000 t of butteroil from the Community alone, twice

as much as was available.

IV. Food aid and the common agricultural policy

A, Generally speaking, Community food aid is a useful concomitant
of the common agricultural policy, provided that it follows
its own development aid objectives, emergency aid is given
priority, nutritional standards are improved and, above all,
economic and social development is promoted by the continuity
of aid.

It is self-destructive when it tries to take the short-term
demands of the common agricultural policy into consideration.

It is one of the tasks of European agriculture to provide

high-guality Community agricultural products for food aid on a
regular and continuous basis.

B. However, Community food aid cannot be considered simply as a
means of disposing of agricultural surpluses, but must be seen
as an Instrument of development aid in the proper sense of the

term.

This means that the food aid provided by European agriculture
is more useful when it is pursuing its own goals and not the
short-term goals of agricultural policy. In the pursuit of
its own objectives the fact that it might not be a good thing
for development policy must be borne in mind, particularly the
danger that it might upset the precarious market balance in
the recipient countries themselves.

10



Food aid should not be misused as a pretext or justification for
producing unnecessary agricultural surpluses in the industrialized

countries.

However, the criticisms usually made do not draw a distinction
between the original grounds for granting food aid to dispose of
surpluses and the purpose it is actually meant to serve (namely,

to combat hunger and promote rural development) .

Whatever its historical origins, Community food aid long ago
developed beyond the mere distribution of surpluses, to become an

integral part of development policy.

Yet, it is not so much a guestion of whether the surpluses are a
bad thing in themselves, as claimed by many opponents of the
common agricultural policy, but whether and to what extent it
makes sense economically for production surplus to a country's
own requirements to be used to feed people in the poorest
countries of the world in particular and to help them in their

development.

The Commission has always made every effort to bring Community

food aid closer to this goal.

The major debate in the European Parliament on Hunger in the
World (16 and 17 September 1980 which was systematically
prepared by all the committees concerned, (particularly
Agriculture, External Economic Relations and Budgets Committees)
over a period of a year under the certral coordination of the
Italian member, Mr Ferrero (Committee on Development) produced
new, constructive, ideas for this important area of Community
development policy.

Note : See the lecture given at the College of Burope in Bruges,
Belgium, in July 1979 by Lorimer D.M. Mackenzie, Head of
the Food Aid Division at the Commission of the European
Communities.,



V. The Commission's views (1)

1. The common development policy and the common agricultural

policy are complementary to each other

On the whole the European agricultural organizations have
always supported the Community's development aid policy.

That policy is a touchstone of theilir maturity and their

sense of responsibility. At the same time it is perfectly
legitimate for farmers to react strongly to our attempt to
promote foreign trade in agricultural as well as industrial

products.

(1) Address by Finn Olav GUNDELACH, Vice-President of the
Commission, at the 20th FAO Conference in Rome in November
1979 (Green Europe - Newsletter, In Brief N° 4 - November
1979) and interview with Claude Cheysson, Commission Member
with special responsibility for development policy, in the

monthly review "Agriculture et Coopération", Paris, N° 25,

June 1980, pp. 8-12.



Table 1

Overall trade between developing countries and the Community

in 000 million EUA

Trade 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979
Community imports from all
developing countries 31,9 , 55,0 70,0 75,2 71,2 88,3
of which OPEC 15,3 38,9 33,4 41,8 42,3 38,2 51,9
ACP 6,2 10,5 8,4 10,5 12,5 MNM,9 14,8
Annual increase in imports
from ACP +28%  +¥70%  -17%  +20% +19% -5% 424X
ACP share of total Community
imports 7,4% 8% 6,7% 6,6% 7,3% 6,7¥ 6%
Community exports to all
developing countries 22,9 35,2 44, 50, 61,8 66,5 69,7
of which OPEC 6,6 1,4 18,4 24,1 29,7 34,1 30,3
ACP 4,4 6,1 8,1 9,8 12,5 12,7 11,8
Annual increase in exports
to ACP +10%  +37%  +337% 422X  +27% +2X 7%
ACP share of total Community
exports 5,54 5,3%  6,7% 7% 7,6 7,37 6%
EEC~ACP Trade Balance -1,7 ~“4,4 -0,6 -0,6 0,0 +0,8 -3

Source : SOEC




Table 2

Trade in foodstuffs between ACP States and the Community

Trade 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979
Community imports from all
developing countries 5,9 6,7 7,1 9,3 13,0 11,8 12,4
of which ACP 1,64 1,8 2,1 2,8 4,5 4,1 3,9
Annual increase in imports
from ACP countries -  +28,6% +16,7% +33,3% +60,7% -8,9% -4,9%
ACP share of total Community
imports 10,5% 12,24 13,4% 14,5% 20,04 19,5% 17,42
Community exports to all
developing countries 1,9 2,6 3,1 3,2 4,0 4, 5,0
of which ACP 0,5 0,6 0,6 0,7 0,9 1,1 i,1
Annual increase in exports '
to ACP countries - +10,0% - +16,7% +28,6% +22,24 -
ACP share of total Community
exports no,4% 9,8% 9,74 10,3% 11,4% 12,9% 11,1%

Source : EUROSTAT

According to data from the Statistical Office of the European
Communities, in 1979 the European Community imported from third
countries (including all developing countries) food, beverages
and tobacco worth about 29 440 million EUA. This was a 7.5 %
increase over 1978. At the same time the value of Community food,
beverages and tobacco exports increased by about 15 % to 13 080
million EUA. The Community import surplus amounted to 15 680
million EUA, 1.7 % higher than in 1978.

Imports of food, beverages and tobacco from developing countries
account roughly half of the Community's entire imports of such
products, although in the last two years there has been a slight

drop in percentage terms.



While almost the entire agricultural production of the ACP
countries and a considerable proportion of that of the Southern
Mediterranean countries enjoy free access to the Community market,
a closer examination of the Community's food, beverages and
tobacco imports shows that the ACP products which are in direct

competition with Community products are of only marginal
importance.

Let us take 1978 as an example. In that year only a guarter of
the developing countries' exports to the Community related to
products in which there was a common organization of the market
(sugar, tobacco, meat), while the remaining three-quarters
consisted largely of tropical products such as coffee, cocoa, tea
and spices. Moreover, the products in respect of which there is
common organization of the market are likely to be traditional
exports which the parties are keen to maintain. The same goes for
the preferential access to the Community granted to some 10 000

tonnes of beef exported from certain ACP countries,

The European Community's sugar imports from African, Caribbean and
Pacific developing countries (1.3 million t) must be seen from the
angle of development aid. The Community regards these imports

as an investment in the future, expecting the countries in
question to be able to remain our trading partners. The costs of
the market organization for sugar, which are determined by ACP

sugar imports, are borne by the Community budget.

As for other products, what is involved is the continuation of
traditional patterns of trade and not new concessions.

A closer examination of the figures shows that the trade is by no
means one way. We export food, beverages and tobacco to the ACP
countries and they supply us with agricultural products.



It is worth noting, finally, that compared with the first Lomé
Convention, not a single new concession has been made in the
second Lomé Convention (Lomé II), with one possible exception,
namely that out of season a few tonnes of onions and tomatoes are
imported into the Community from developing countries. The fact
that we in the temperate zone produce some 800 000 t of tomatoes

under glass using expensive natural gas should not be overlooked.

2. The existence of agricultural surpluses in the Community is

not in itself a bad thing. It must be seen in connection
with the problem of world hunger.

According to the alarming analyses published by the FAO, the

World Bank and other international organizations, more than 400
million people throughout the world are either starving or on the
brink of starvation. At the moment there is no hope of any
improvement., All those who are really able to commit themselves
should encourage the production of foodstuffs, give a considerable
amount of food aid to the poorest people and those most threatened
by famine and help to improve the organization of world

agricultural markets.

As a result of a choice freely made by our associated States, 40 %
of the financial resources of the European Development Fund is
earmarked for rural development in the ACP countries, which is a
much higher percentage than that spent in this sector by other
official donors, whether bilateral or multilateral.

If a simplistic approach to the problem is adopted, there are two
schools of thought. One considers European agricultural surpluses
to be a disaster, which is ruining European taxpayers. The other
asserts with just as much conviction that surpluses should be
distributed to the starving people of the world. Can this kind
of simplification help? In fact, our strategy must be geared to

a careful analysis of nutritional problems.

1o



The only effective means of combatting malnutrition is to provide
the foodstuffs which give the starving the calories they need.
Generally speaking, these calories are to be found only in bread
cereals, for which there is an enormous need.

The developing countries' current import requirement is estimated
at 80 million t per year (compared with a figure of approximately
63 million in 1976). 1In 10 years time it will have risen to 100
million t.

From this, we can draw our first conclusion, namely that we do not
produce nearly enough wheat and other cereals to cope with this
demand on a long-term basis. In contrast, dairy products are of
secondary importance and are of no use whatsoever for starving
people who do not get enough calories. They are often difficult
to use from the food hygiene angle and dietary habits must also

be taken into account. There is no doubt that at the moment there

is a much greater need for flour than, say, for butter.

It is an undisputed fact that the principal aim of the common
agricultural policy is to guarantee a secure and independent
supply of foodstuffs in Europe and provide a "zZone of stability”
to protect Community producers and consumers from unforeseeable

disturbances and uncontrollable events on the world market.

VI. New proposals for increasing the effectiveness of food aid

The Commission has submitted proposals to the Council on several
occasions (particularly in 1974 and 1978) aimed at increasing the
effectiveness of the food aid which the Community supplies to
developing countries. So far an overall solution has not been
found, owing to failure to agree on the Commission's administrative

powers.

Nevertheless, in July 1980 the Commission proposed to start the
ball rolling, without waiting for further measures, in three key

areas 3



1. multiannual aid programming;

2. participation in the building up of stocks in the
beneficiary countries;

3. varying the supply of goods available.

The importance of these measures found expression in the course

of the preparatory work for the European Parliament debate on
hunger in the world.

1. Multiannual programming, which the Commission has been

advocating for a long time, is the only possible way to :

-~ coordinate food aid with other development operations and

measures, particularly rural development schemes:;

~ help the recipient countries put into effect the "national
food strategies" proposed by the World Food Council.

2. The Community, it was argued, should state that it is
prepared to supply specific quantities of food products for
building up reserve stocks whenever a sational or regional
food security programme is implemented by the countries in
question.

3. In order to adapt its aid better to actual needs, the
Community should extend the range of products it supplies.
This applies particularly to sugar and vegetable oil (for
which there is a shortfall in the Community itself), under the
normal annual programmes. For certain operations, especilally
in emergencies, it should be possible to supply other

foodstuffs (e.g. pulses, meat and baby food) on a much more
regular basis.




ANNEX T

Extract from the Declaration made at the
Economic Summit of the Western Industrialized

Countries in Venice (22-23 June 1980)

... We are deeply conscicus that extreme poverty and chronic
malnutrition afflict hundreds of millions of people of developing
countries. The first requirement in these countries is to improve
their ability to feed themselves and reduce their dependence on

food imports.

We are ready to join with them and the international agencies
concerned in their comprehensive long term strategies to increase
food production, and to help improve national as well as
international research services. We will support and, where
appropriate, supplement initiatives of the World Bank and of the
Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) to improve grain storage
and food-handling facilities. We underline the importance of
wider membership of the new Food Aid Convention so as to secure
at least 10 million tonnes of food aid annually and of an
equitable replenishment of the International Fund for Agricultural
Development.

High priority should be given to efforts to cope with population
growth and to existing United Nations and other programmes for

supporting these efforts.

We strongly support the general capital increase of the World
Bank, increases in the funding of the regional development banks,
and the sixth replenishment of the International Development
Association. We would welcome an increase in the rate of lending
of these institutions, within the limits of their present
replenishments, as needed to fulfil the programmes described
above. It is essential that all members, especially the major

donors, provide their full contributions on the agreed schedule.



ANNEX I {ctd)

We welcome the report of the Brandt Commission. We shall

carefully consider its recommendations.

The democratic industrialized countries cannot alone carry the
responsibility of aid and other different contributions to
developing countries : it must be equitably shared by the oil-
exporting countries and the industrialized Communist countries.
The Personal Representatives are instructed to review aid
policies and procedures and other contributions to developing

countries and to report back their conclusions to the next
Summit.
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ANNEX TI

Community Food Aid Programme for 1980

On 28 May 1980 the Council adopted the 1980 food aid programmes

for skimmed-milk powder,
programmes involve 150 000 t of skimmed-milk powder,
butteroil and 720 500 t of cereals.

butteroil and cereals.

These aid

45 000 t of
The following Tables provide

a breakdown of the guantities allocated to the various recipient
countries and organizations.

Table 1 - 1980 skimmed-milk powder food aid programme

Recipient countries g??gzzzégs Recipient cogntries g?igzgzégs
and agencies (tonnes) and agencies (tonnes)
COUNTRIES COUNTRIES
Afghanistan token entry | Philippines 1l 000
Angola " n Rwanda 600
Bolivia " " Sao Tome 50
Burundi 100 Senegal 1 860
Cape Verde 400 Sierra Leone 1 000
Central African Republic 200 Somalia 2 200
Chad token entry | Sri lanka 500
comoros 800 Syria 600
Ecuador 500 Tanzania 2 000
Egypt 7 Q0O Thailand 3 000
El salvador 700 Togo 400
Eguatorial Guinea 300 Upper Volta 2 000
Ethiopia 2 700 Viet Nam token entry
Ghana 2 500 Yemen (PDR) " "
Guinea-Bissau token entry | Zalire " "
Guyana 500 Zambia 1 500
Honduras 2 000 Zimbabwe token entry
India 31 000
Indonesia 1 625 AGENCIES
Jamaica 1 o000 Caritas Germ. 3 000
Jordan 1 500 ICRC 3 000
Lebanon 1 100 LICROSS 2 000
Lesotho 300 NGOs 25 000
Madagascar token entry | UNHCR 3 500
Mali 300 UNRWA 1 550
Malta 400 WEFP 30 000
Mauritania 1 ooo Reserve 6 565
Mozambique token entry
Nicaragua 1 o000 TOTAL 150 000
pPakistan 750
Peru 1 000




ANNEX IT {(ctd)

Table 2 -~ 1980 butteroil food aid programme

Recipient COgntries g?igg;iégs Recipient cogntries 2??22;5;38
and agencies (tonnes) and agencies (tonnes)
COUNTRIES COUNTRIES
Afghanistan token entry Sierra Leone 200
Bangladesh 3 000 Somalia 600
Bolivia token entry Sri Lanka 200
Burundi 50 Sudan 200
Cape Verde 250 Syria 200
Central African Republic token entry Tanzania 400
Chad 200 Thailand 286
Egypt 2 800 Togo 150
El Salvador 200 Upper Volta 100
Equatorial Guinea 100 Viet Nam token entry
Ethiopia 1 000 Zambia 500
Ghana 200 Zaire token entry
Guinea 200 Zimbabwe " "
Guinea Bissau token entry
Guyana 100 AGENCIES
Honduras 515 Caritas Germ. 500
India 12 700 ICRC 1 000
Jamaica 200 LTICROSS 500
Jordan 1 125 NGOs 1l 000
Lebanon 700 UNHCR 1 500
Lesotho 50 UNRWA 3 900
Mali 200 WFP 5 000
Mauritania 500 Reserve 2 774
Mozambique token entry
Pakistan 1 o000
Peru 500 TOTAL 45 000
Rwanda 200
Sao Tome 200

9
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ANNEX II (ctd)

Table 3 -~ 1980 cereals food aid programme

Recipient countries ag?ii:izd Recipient countries a§§g§2i2d

and agencies £ and agencies €
COUNTRIES COUNTRIES
Afghanistan token entry| Sierra Leone 5 500
Angola " " Somalia 15 000
Bangladesh 105 000 Sudan 5 000
Benin 5 000 Sri Lanka 20 000
Bolivia token entry| Swaziland 1 000
Burundi " " Syria 1 000
Cape Verde 7 000 Tanzania 15 000
Central African Republic token entry | Tunisia token entry
Chad 4 000 | Uganda " "
comoros 4 000 Upper Volta " "
Djibouti 2 000 viet Nam " "
Egypt 100 000 | Yemen AR n "
Equatorial Guinea 2 000 Yemen PDR " "
Ethiopia 15 000 Zaire " "
Gambia 2 500 Zambia 10 000
Ghana 5 000 Zimbabwe token entry
Guinea 7 000
Guinea~Bissau 7 000 AGENCIES
Guyana 1 000 Caritas 6 500
Honduras 3 500 ICRC 15 000
Jamaica token entry | LICROSS 1 500
Jordan 14 000 | UNHCR (Displaced persons
Kenya 5 000 in Ogaden) 5 000
Lesotho 3 000 | UNHCR (South East Asia) 7 000
Lebanon 10 000 UNRWA 40 000
Madagascar 12 000 | wrFp (Kampuchea) 35 000
Maldives 1 500 | WFP {(Relief) 20 000
Mali 8 000 | WFP (Projects) 45 000
Malta token entry Reserve 46 400
Mauritania 7 000 —
Mozambique 10 000 TOTAL 720 500
Nepal 8 000
Nicaragua 8 600
Niger token entry
Pakistan 50 000
Peru 4 500
Philippines 3 000
Rwanda 2 000
Sac Tome/Principe 1 000
Senegal 7 000




¥

Food

Aid - Cereals

July and June.
of the corresponding budgetary period of the respective countries.

Donors 1974/75 1975/76 1976/77 1977/78 1978/79 1979/80 1980/81
(UBDHGBGDHBBQ'HDﬂﬂﬂ!lﬂﬂl’anﬂ ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ o 1 ooot 00 000BOROONOOODOODODOAODACOD o060 GS 00D

Argentina 20 - 22 34 30 23 35
Australia 340 268 230 257 312 325 400
Austria - - - - - 20 20
Canada _ 594 1 034 1176 884 735 550 600
European Community 1 413 928 1131 1 451 1 352 1 287 1 650
Finland 24 25 33 47 9 14 20
Japan 182 33 46 141 352 680 300
Norway - 10 10 10 10 30 30
Swgden 316 47 122 105 104 99 80
Switzerland 29 35 33 22 32 32 27
gnltgd States 4 712 4 284 6 147 5 896 6 188 5 436 5 732

thers 753 199 137 495 620 500 500
Total 8 383 6 863 9 087 9 342 9 744 8 996 9 394

Note : For the period 1974/75 to 1978/79 the figures refer to deliveries between

For 1979/80 they refer to the quantities provided for in respect

IIT XINNV




SALG af De Europriske Frellesskabers Tidende og Europa-Parlamentets modedokumenter
samt af publikationer med angivelse af forkortelsen BV varetages af:

VERTRIEBSBUROS fiir Amtsblatter, Sitzungsberichte des Europaischen Parlamentes,
Veroffenthichungen mit Angabe der Abkiirzung BV:

Of " Exionues "Egnpepides. (EE) v &pvoupa tév awedsidnewy 705 Eiammainnd |
xal ol Exdhoeg mod gésouy w6 supdore BV Surilevza mpbg TOQAHEH a4+

owvaBoukioy
T Areliveeig:

The Official Journal ((]) and session documents of the European Parliament (EP doc.)
as well as the publications with mention of the abbreviation BV can be OBTAINED at:

[.a VENTE des Journaux Officiels (JO), des documents de séance du Parlement curopéen (P doc.)
et des publicattons avee mention du sigle BV ¢st assurde par:

I fascicolr della Gazzerta Ufficiale, i document di seduta del Parlamento Europeo
¢ le pubblicazioni comporranti Pindicazione BV possono esscre ACQUISTATI presso:

De VERKOOP van Publikatiebladen, zittingsdocumenten van het FEuropese Parlement
en publikaties waarbij de letters BV vermeld staan worde verzorgd door:

Belgique — Belgle

Momteur belge — Belgisch Staatsblad

Rue de Louvamn 40-42 — tLeuvensestraat 40-42
1000 Bruxelles — 1000 Brussel
Tel 512 00 26

Sous-depdts — Agentschappen

Libraine europeenne — Europese Boekhandel
Rue de la Lo 244 — Welslraal 244
1040 Bruxelles — 1040 Brussel

CREDQC .

Rue de la Montagne 34 - Bte 11 — Bergstraat 34
- Bus 114 .

1000 Bruxelies — 1000 Brusse!

Danmark

Schultz Fortag
Montergade 21

1316 Kobenhavn K
Tit (01} 12 11 95

Underageniur

Europa Boger

Gammel Torv 6 — Postbox 137
1004 Kobenhavn K

™ 101) 15 62 73

BR Deutschland

Veslag Bundesanzeiger

Breite Strale — Posttach 10 BO 06

5000 Koln 1

Tek (0221) 21 03 48

(Fernschreiber  Anzesger Bonn 8 882 595)

‘EAAGG

r K EAeuSepoudding A E
Nikng 4

Adnva (126)

TnA 3226323

TeAck 219410 elef

Npaxtépevon

BifAonwAcio MoAxo
686 Tapmoxi 10
Beooahovixn

TnA 275 271

TeAeE 412885 imo

Andere lande -

Konroret for De
Gememschaften - °

ske Frllesskabers officielle

France Espada

Service da vente en France des publications des Librerra Mundi-Prensa

Communautes eurapesnnes

Castalio 37
Madnd 1
Journat officiel Tel 275 46 55
26, rue Desaix
75732 Pans Cedex 15
Tel (1) 578 61 39
~ Service de documentation »
DEPP — Maison de I'Europe Portugal

37, tue des Francs-Bourgeoss

75004 Pans Livraria Bertrand. sarl
Tel 887 96 50
o Rua Jo4o de Deus — Venda Nova
Amadora
Tel 87 45 71
Ireland Telex 12 709 — hran -~ p

Government Publications

Sales Office
G PO Arcade
Dublin 1
or by post Schweiz - Sulase -
Statonery Office Librainie Payot
Dubiin 4 6. rue Grenus
Tol 78 96 44 1211 Gensve
Tél 31 89 50
italia
Librena dello Stato
Piazza G Verds, 10
00198 Roma — Tel (6) 8508 Sverige
Telex 62008
Libraing CE Fritzes
Regaeringsgatan 12
Nederland Box 16356
N 103 27 Stockholm
i~ en ulg I Te! 08-23 89 00

Chnistoftel Plantynsiraat
Postbus 20014
2500EA s-Gravenhage
Tel {070) 78 99 11

Svizzers

Unlted States ot America

Unlted Kingdom

European Community Information Service

HM Stationery Office

PO Box 569

London SE1 9NH

Te! (01) 928 69 77. ext 365

2100 M Strest, NW
Suite 707

Tel (202} B62 95 00

Publikationer Amt fur amihehe Veroffenthchungen der

Washington, D C 20 €37

Andere Lander - "Akres zé2eg - Other countries - Autres pays - Altri paesi - Andere landen

Europiéischen

enia emaipoy Exdhneay i Kozomamév Kowothcey - Office for Official publications of the Furopean

Communities - Office des publications officielles des Communautés curopéennes - Utficio delle pubblicasion ufficiali delle Comunira

curopee -

Bureau voor de officiele publihaties der kuropese Gemeenschappen

[.-2985 Luxembourg — 5, rue du Commerce — Tél. 490081 — CCP 19 190-81 — Compte courant bancire BIL 8-109/6003/300

Pr. Haefte DKR 6,75 Helarsabonnement
Einzelpreis DM 2,20 Jahresabonnement
Tiun Tedxoug DRA 52,50 ‘ETRoia ouvépoun
Single copy IRL 0.60/UKL 0.50/USD 1.25 Annual subscription
Prix au numéro FF 5/BFR 35 Abonnement annuel
Prezzo unitario LIT 1000 Abbonamento annuale

Prijs per nummer

HFL 2,40/BFR 35

Jaarabonnement

DKR 48,30

DM 15,80

DRA 375

IRL 4.30/UKL 3.80/USD 8.80
FF 36/BFR 250

LIT 7500

HFL 17/BFR 250

L1

KONTORET FOR DE EUROP/EISKE FAELLESSKABERS OFFICIELLE PUBLIKATIONER
AMT FUR AMTLICHE VEROFFENTLICHUNGEN DER EUROPAISCHEN GEMEINSCHAFTEN

YAHPEZIA EMIHMON EKAOZEQN TON EYPONAIKQN KOINOTHTON

OFFICE FOR OFFICIAL PUBLICATIONS OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES
OFFICE DES PUBLICATIONS OFFICIELLES DES COMMUNAUTES EUROPEENNES
UFFICIO DELLE PUBBLICAZIONI UFFICIALI DELLE COMUNITA EUROPEE
BUREAU VOOR OFFICIELE PUBLIKATIES DER EUROPESE GEMEENSCHAPPEN

L-2885 Luxembourg

ISSN 0250-5886

Kat./Cat.: CB-AV-81-175-EN-C





