ACTIVITY REPORT
2014

CONTENTS
Foreword by Franz FISCHLER, RISE Chairman ................. 3
What is RISE? .......................................................................................................... 6
Projects 2014 ......................................................................................................... 7
The Sustainable Intensification of
European Agriculture .............................................................................. 7
Nutrient Recovery and Recycling ............................................. 12
Water-related policy work ............................................................... 13
7th Forum for the Future of Agriculture ............................... 14

2

RI S E F OUN DAT I O N

AC TIV IT Y R E P O R T 2014

FOREWORD BY FRANZ FISCHLER, RISE CHAIRMAN.

I joined the Foundation at its inception in 2006 and have
had the honour of chairing it over the last eight years. Those
years have been an exciting time, watching the organisation grow from inception to where it is now: a well respected Brussels based Foundation that is known for its ability to
tackle complex multi-faceted issues that face the inter-connected worlds of the European environment and agricultural sector.

pollution of soil in Northern Spain, the focus quickly moved
to high level research projects with the objective of finding
new ways to create a more sustainable European agriculture.

In 2015 I will be stepping down as Chairman of the RISE
Foundation and handing over the responsibilitly to the
highly competent Dr Janez Potocnik (European Commissioner for the Environment 2010 to 2014). This moment of
transition feels like the opportune time to review the Foundation’s achievements to date and reflect upon its future.
When I finished my second term as Commissioner for Agriculture and Rural Development in 2004, I felt strongly that
we needed to work to find new and innovative ways to give
impetus to the rural economy, to promote investment and
growth and therefore enable land managers throughout
Europe to be better equiped to care for it. The RISE Foundation was started because the founders had identified a need
for an independent organisation, that could pull together
the forces of rural entrepeneurs, investors in rural projects,
rural policy makers, organisations interested in the countryside and environmentalists to promote positive change.
Three key areas have always been at the heart of that vision:
Agriculture, Environment and Innovation.

It is evident that the under provision of rural environmental services is the result of market failure which affects the
majority of the European land area. European land managers provide insufficient environmental ‘goods’ and and
too many environmental ‘bads’. RISE felt that a constructive way to look at these failures was to view them as public
environmental services which could be delivered by suitably incentivised land managers and it saw CAP as an effective tool which the EU had at its disposal for steering the EU
towards a more sustainable management of these public goods. Therefore in 2009, RISE put together a high level
task force whose remit was to consider the delivery of public
goods by land-managers and priorities for their public and
private support in Europe. RISE used the resulting report to
advocate for policy makers to use the next CAP reform to
support the greater provision of public goods. The European
Parliament was particularly interested in this approach and
the following year RISE, in collaboration with the Institute
for European Environmental Policy (IEEP) won the tender to
produce a study which advised the European Parliament on
the tools and mechanisms that could optimise the delivery
of environmental and social public goods as part of the reformed CAP.

Whilst in the early days of the Foundation, work was concentrated on identifying small scale innovative projects,
such as supporting coastal bay design in the UK and the de-

The 2011-2014 CAP reform process was a key moment for
policy makers to use the agricultural policy to support the
better provision of ecosystem services and RISE worked tire-
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lessly during the reform process to advocate for a focus on
public goods. The report was widely distributed and members of the Foundation spoke at conferences, meetings and
workshops, contributed to literature and policymakers briefings at both the Parliament and the Commission. However,
despite the work of RISE and that of many others, the reform
was a missed opportunity. It went little way to achieving
its greening targets and resulted in creating an even more
complex bureaucracy, one that Juncker’s Commission is already calling to simplify.
Another key moment during this time was the development
of the Renewable Energy Directive of 2009. The Foundation
urged policy makers engaged in promoting biofuels and setting high level targets for biofuel use in Europe to take caution and consider carefully the impact that this may have
on food security and the environment globally through indirect land use change. The Foundation produced a biotech
manifesto, gave speeches and briefings and co-organised a
conference on biofuels in the UK. Its concerns, turned out to
be well founded and in September 2012, the Commission
drafted a reform to the EU’s biofuel policy as it officially recognised the conflict between using crops for food and biofuels; a clear example of why organisations like RISE are
essential in supporting policy makers view issues from another perspective.
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As evidence on the growing population and middle classes combined with declining agricultural land, resources and
the impact of climate change become more stark, tackling
food security has become a key agenda of governments
world wide. Whilst it is crucial that we urgently tackle the
lack of food on the global scale, changing trends in diet
and the enormous quantity of food waste, we must consider how we are going to produce more with less resources
whilst simultaneously reducing agriculture’s environmental impact. No easy task. One key solution that was being
both advocated and criticised in this multi-sectoral debate,
was sustainable intensification. RISE decided to tackle this
concept head on. As an independent organisation it was
well placed to take an unbiased objective view of sustainable intensification, exploring and clarifying its definition
and looking at how we can put European agriculture onto
a path of greater sustainable intensification.
In 2013, the Foundation launched its project on the Sustainable Intensification of European Agriculture which was directed by Professor Allan Buckwell with contributions from
Professors Winfried Blum and Alois Heissenhuber and their
teams. The resulting report has helped cement the niche
focus of RISE as an organisation that can tackle complex
subjects giving policy makers access to the key issues at
stake and areas that need further work and research. This
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is particulary important as policy makers seem to have less
and less time to access the plethora of research, essential in
backing up policy decisions, and academics often complain
about their lack of access to policy makers.
The final report was released in June 2014 at the Centre
for European Policy Studies (CEPS) to great aclaim. It was
downloaded and read by key stakeholders across Europe
and referred to in the highest eshelons of the Commission,
Parliament, NGOs and agri-industry. The resulting recommendations (which will be covered later in this activity report) will form a crucial part of RISE’s work in preparing for
the next major policy dates - the Multi-Financial Framework
mid term review in 2016 and the consultation for the 2020
CAP reform which is expected to start in 2017 (although
could start as early as 2016 in parallel with the mid term review).
Since its inception, the RISE Foundation has proved itself
to be a small yet dynamic and forward thinking organisation that can punch well above its weight. Here in this
foreward I have only had the time to reflect on a few of the
topics covered by the Foundation, but its work has also addressed areas such as food chain sustainability, Mercosur,
water sustainabililty, habitat banking and landscape-scale
conservation.
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The future of the Foundation looks simarly bright. Under
the new Chairmanship of Potocnik, RISE will look at how
to improve the uptake of nutrient recycling to agriculture
in Europe and address food waste as a contribution to the
better sustainable management of the land. It is generally acknowledged that the prime challenges facing EU agriculture post 2020 will still be to improve productivity to help
ensuring food security at a lower resource cost; to respond
to growing environmental and sustainability requirements;
and to contribute to reasonable living standards for primary producers who will have to cope with price volatility, including that arising from the effects of climate change. The
planned work under the new Chairman Potocnik, together
with the work on sustainble intensification, will ensure that
RISE will be well placed to provide constructive and evidence
based recommendations.
I am therefore very pleased to pass on the role of Chairman
into the very capable hands of Janez Potocnik and I know
he will use his wealth of experience and inspirational vision
to lead RISE into a successful future.
Franz Fischler
Chairman
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WHAT IS RISE?

The RISE Foundation, established in 2006 by former Commissioner for Agriculture and Rural Development, Franz
Fischler, his Chief of Staff Corrado Pirzio-Biroli, the
European Landowners Organization (ELO) and the
Friends of the Countryside (FCS), is an organisation committed to bringing together all stakeholders interested in
responding positively and proactively to the constellation of challenges which have converged over the past
few years to threaten European rural vitality. RISE supports sustainable agriculture and rural communities
in Europe according to a long-term vision which is not
only resource efficient and increasingly productive,
but also works to ensure ecosystem resilience, produces
safe and healthy food, manages the countryside and
improves the quality of life in rural areas. Our long-term
vision is a productive, green agricultural sector supporting a vibrant rural economy in Europe.
RISE is a public utility foundation under Belgian Law approved by Royal Decree (September 2006). It is an independent organisation, governed by its Board of Directors
and advised by an Advisory Committee.

• Dr. Cees VEERMAN (Minister of Agriculture, Nature
and Food Quality 2002 -2007 and previous President
of the EU Council of Agriculture Ministers)

• Mr. Michel BARNIER
(former Commissioner for Internal Market)

• Mr. Luc COENE
(Governor of the Central Bank of Belgium)

• Mr. José Manuel SILVA RODRIGUEZ
(former Director-General of DG AGRI and Rural
Development and Research Innovation and Science)

• Mr. Dirk AHNER
(EC Director General for Regional Policy - 2007-2011)

• Mr. John ATKIN
(Chief Operating Officer of Syngenta)

• Ms. Sandra KALNIETE
(MEP, Latvia)

• Mr. Giuseppe VISCONTI
(former President of the Friends of the Countryside)

• New Mr. Robert STURDY
(ex-MEP and farmer)

• New Mr. Chrisoph BUREN
(President of the European Landowners’ Organisation)

Board of Directors:
• Dr. Dipl. Ing. Franz FISCHLER
Chairman (European Commissioner for Agriculture
and Rural Development, 1995-2004)

• Dr. Corrado PIRZIO-BIROLI
CEO (Former Chief of Staff of Dr Franz Fischler).

• Mr. Thierry DE L’ESCAILLE
Treasurer (Secretary General of the European Landowners’ Organisation).

• Mr. Alex SCHAUB
Vice Chair (EC Director General, first for Competition
and then for the Internal Market 1996-2006)

• Mr. Daniel JANSSEN
Vice Chair (Chairman of the Board of Directors of
Solvay S.A. 1998-2006)

• Dr. Paolo DE CASTRO (MEP and Shadow Rapporteur for the Agriculture and Rural Development
Committee in the European Parliament)
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Advisory Committee
• Em. Professor Winfried BLUM
•
•
•
•
•
•

Chair (Em. Professor of Soil Sciences, BOKU)
Em. Professor Allan BUCKWELL
Dr Ladislav MIKO
(DG SANCO)
Em. Professor Alois HEISSENHUBER
(Technical University of Munich)
Dr Dino SOZZI
(Syngenta)
Mr Henri RIEUX
(BUNGE)
Ms Mella FREWEN
(Food and Drink Europe)
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PROJECTS 2014

n

The Sustainable Intensification of
European Agriculture

The project
RISE’s Sustainable Intensification (SI) project was
launched in 2013, with the ambition of exploring the
concept in a European context. The concept has come
to the fore in recent years as a response to the challenges to global food security. These challenges are principally continuing population and economic growth in
the face of scarcities of agricultural land and water and
the dangers posed by climate change, agricultural pollution and biodiversity loss.

It is generally agreed that it would be unacceptably
damaging to climate and biodiversity if a large expansion of global agricultural production to feed the growing and higher-income population were based on further conversion of forest, grasslands and wetlands. There
has been large-scale destruction of these ecosystems
over the last 150 years and much evidence to show the
biodiversity loss, pollution, and climate impacts of this
land use change.
This leads to the conclusion that the next increment in
global food output must come from continued intensification of existing agricultural land – but this must be accompanied by a step reduction in the negative environmental impacts of agriculture. These are the arguments
which lead ineluctably towards the concept of the sustainable intensification of existing agricultural land.
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The term ‘sustainable intensification’, whilst very useful to describe the changes that need to be made, has
become embroiled in a value-laden debate. RISE decided to tackle the concept head on, to review the discussions on its meaning to date and to define clearly what
it means, reviewing what needs to change in Europe to
put it onto a path of greater sustainable intensification
and to highlight key recommendations and areas for future research.

ment. They are based on information, education, public
health campaigns, and sometimes the use of economic
instruments and regulatory controls, policies which can
take decades to have significant effects. These are not
reasons to ignore such policies, indeed they are reasons
to accelerate their uptake. But in the meantime it is observed that no authorities are suggesting that it is conceivable that further increases in agricultural production
may not be necessary.

The aim of the report was to analyse the meaning of
sustainable intensification as it affects European agricultural production. Whilst the report recognised that tackling food security must deal with policies and efforts to
contain food consumption growth and reduce waste,
as well as expanding supplies, it was decided to focus
only on production for two key reasons. Firstly, if waste
reduction strategies, and human dietary change policies were to be successfully enacted and implemented
it is possible that the required expansion of production
could be substantially less than the large increases calculated by the UN and other sources. However, starting
from today’s circumstances, further consumption side
policies are likely to take many years to agree and imple-

The study was led by Professor Allan Buckwell who in the
report defines SI for a European context, makes the case
for why it is needed as a paradigm for future agricultural policymaking, and reviews existing literature on the
subject. This is followed by three case studies. Professor
Winfried Blum of the Universität für Bodenkultur, Vienna,
looks into soil quality across Europe in order to determine
which farmland has the potential for SI, Professor Alois
Heissenhuber of the Technische Universität München,
explores the potential for European nutrient recycling
and the main barriers to its uptake and finally, Professor
Heissenhuber also looks into the potential for a symbiosis
between intensive farming and biodiversity through the
positing of landscape and field level structures.
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A consultative approach
It is very important for the Foundation that any work undertaken and recommendations generated from its research are firmly tied into the current discourse. To support this, the Foundation aims for an interactive, consultative approach. For the SI project, the Foundation organised two consultation workshops and referred to a
number of interlocutors who very kindly gave their time
for the benefit of the project.
The first workshop was held in January 2014 at the European Parliament, by kind invitation of Paolo de Castro,
MEP and Chairman of the Parliament’s Agriculture and
Rural Development Committee. Fifty experts, including
academics, Commission and Parliament staff and NGOs
debated the initial findings of the report from the report
Director, Professor Allan Buckwell and contributing Professor’s Winfried Blum and Alois Heissenhuber before a
panel of invited speakers were asked to respond. These
included Professor Friedhelm Taube of Kiel University, Mr
Robert Sturdy, MEP, Ms Trees Robijns of Birdlife Europe
and Mr Dino Sozzi of Syngenta. The discussion, chaired
by Franz Fischler, continued back at the RISE offices.
While the attendees expressed support for the concept,
they urged that the project focus even more specifically
on policy recommendations, as they felt that systematic
thinking about green CAP reform was in short supply.
The second consultation was held as one of the pre-Forum for the future of Agriculture (FFA) workshops in
March 2014. Whilst the first workshop was a closed invite
only workshop, the second one was open to the public
and was attended by 120 participants. The presentations
of the three professors were followed by responses from
five invited panellists, Professor Les Firbank of Leeds University, Professor Martin van Ittersum from Wageningen
University, Dr. Martijn Gipmans of BASF, Dr. Maria-Luisa
Paracchini from the European Commission’s Joint Research Centre and Mr. Claudio de Paola Director of the
SOLSTARE project in the Lombardy region. The responses were followed by a very lively debate that continued
throughout the FFA.

The results
The report concluded that the term sustainable intensification was indeed a useful term to address the changes

AC TIV IT Y R E P O R T 2014

that need to be made to face the global challenges of
the future when used in the following context:
• That it means simultaneously improving the productivity and environmental management of agricultural
land;
• That it does not point to a single development path
for all agricultural systems or farms. The direction of
the path and the actions required to meet it will depend partly on the conditions, particularly the current
agricultural and environmental performance of a farm
of system;
• That a sustainable intensification path could equally
mean an increase in the output per hectare of environmental services of the farm or an increase in agricultural products per hectare. It does not only mean
the latter.
When applied to the EU, the emphasis must be placed
on the first word of the couplet, sustainability. EU agricultural production is already amongst the most intensive in the world and the resulting steady productivity
growth in Europe has meant that the area of EU agricultural encroachment onto new lands is not the problem.
Indeed, the reverse process of agricultural abandonment is more often of concern for environmental and
social reasons. A critical EU issue is that the past intensification of agriculture is also associated with pervasive
undesirable environmental damage in the exporting
countries. Therefore it is argued that the role of European sustainable intensification is to show how high intensity productive agriculture can be combined with much
higher standards of environmental performance.
Where European agriculture should be intensified, is
through the intensification of knowledge. A great deal of
intensification can and must, in the future take the form
of added knowledge which will affect how physical inputs are combined and managed i.e. ‘more knowledge
per hectare’. Similarly, increasing levels of knowledge are
needed to manage the ecosystem services on which agriculture relies. Intensification of agriculture, especially in
Europe is therefore not primarily about the use of more
fertilisers, pesticides and machinery applied per hectare,
but the development of much more knowledge intensive management of scarce resources to produce outputs with minimal disturbance to the natural environmental and environmental outputs.
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Actions to progress sustainable intensification
in Europe.
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Monitoring developments is a key part of the process
which is all too frequently given low priority by governments.

Measurement
The study started off with gauging where Europe was,
globally, on the path of sustainable intensification, and
what efforts had been made to measure SI at the farm
level. It became immediately apparent that whilst it was
easy to find data on the measurement of intensity of
output at the farm level and per country, there was no
convergence on the tools to measure sustainability at
the farm level or by country. Indeed, a review of 49 academic and other investigations into the sustainability
of farming systems turned up 500 different indicators of
sustainability with little convergence on the core set of
sustainability indicators produced by e.g. IRENA.
With this in mind, one of the first actions proposed by the
study was that collective societal actions are required to
assemble and publicise the evidence on the economic, environmental and social performance of agriculture.
Member States in the EU have invested considerable resources over many years to devise methods for collecting and collating the data on common basis but there
remain clear deficiencies in farm level data, notably:
• The recording of non-agricultural incomes of farming
households
• The recording of environmental performance at the
farm level
Whilst rural development and agri-environmental policy
have become a steadily larger part of European policy,
there has not been a parallel development of the farm
level evidence base to support these policies which is
proving to be a handicap in providing the evidence for
policy change. Specific gaps include:
• The development of methodologies and metrics for
international comparisons of agricultural sustainability
without which it is very difficult to assess the relative
environmental impacts of displacing imported protein with EU production.
• A better understanding is needed of the relationships
between land management practises, the factors
which drive them and the impacts of environmental
variables.
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Policy actions
The Common Agricultural Policy is the largest operational policy for influencing the rural environment, as reflected in the number and variety of measures and in the financial resources available for those measures. The report commented that whilst the 2011-14 reform debate
ostensibly gave prominence to the improvement of the
sustainability of agriculture, it did not advance it very far.
Therefore the report sets out suggested broad policy
level questions, setting an agenda for future reforms of
the CAP. These include:
• Was the strategy of greening pillar 1 a mistake?
• Has the dilution of greening drained it of impact?
Should cross compliance and greening conditions be
strengthened?
• Should environmental payments be results-based
rather than prescriptive?
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• Are the principles which underlie the determination of
payment rates for environmental services correct?
• If environmental land management contracts with individual farmers are too costly to administer would it
help to operate instead through collectives of farmers
at higher, landscape or river catchment scale?
• Is a common European policy for integrating environment into agricultural practice the wrong basis
through which to operate, should this be devolved to
Member States?
• Are there alternative ways, outside the CAP, for achieving delivery of the environmental services from agriculture? Is more strongly enforced environmental regulation a major part of the answer?

• Farmers have the choice of either adopting a farming
system created specifically for their sustainability attributes, such as agro-ecology, organic or integrated
pest management, or, one of the 43 farming practises
identified in the report which tackle particular problems of sustainability.
• To more actively engage in measuring farm level environmental performance to stimulate and guide action.
• To work collaboratively in groups of farmers to improve environmental performance.
• To consider whether significantly higher environmental performance would be brought about through private sustainability schemes.

Actions for farmers and agribusiness

Areas meriting further research

Whist the report highlighted the successful development of agricultural policy as being very much dependent on the active participation of farmers in its development, it also highlighted the following specific actions
for farmers and agribusiness:

Finally the report outlined a summary of areas meriting
further research:
• Internationally comparable indicators of environmental impacts of agricultural production.

11

R I S E F OUN DATI O N

• Social sustainability indicators.
• Detecting the proximity of environmental thresholds
in European agriculture and thus boundaries for safe
operation.
• Assessing how much of EU agriculture could be
classed as currently unsustainable with respect to
specified indicators.
• Inclusion in the Farm Accountancy Data Network
(FADN) of a wider range of non-farming income
earned by agricultural households.
• Inclusion in the FADN of farm-level environmental
performance.
• Completion of the development and compilation of
IRENA agri-environmental indicators.
• Reviewing the choices confronting the next reform of
the CAP.
• Assessing the potential contribution to farm-based
public good provision through actions beyond CAPbased and other public payments.
• The establishment of current levels of land farmed and
output produced by ‘sustainable farming systems’ and
their potential to deliver sustainable intensification.
• Finding a framework which could help farmers judge
the environmental value and economic cost of adopting practices to improve environmental performance.
• Establishment and benchmarking of practicable
farm-level indicators of environmental performance.
• Assessing the scope and impediments to collaborative provision of environmental management by farmers in a naturally defined area.
• Evaluating the past and prospective contribution to
improved environmental land management of commercial certification and sustainability schemes.
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Launch of full report
The final report was launched in June 2014 at the Centre for European Policy Studies (CEPS) in Brussels and
final report was sent to over 50 journalists and mailed
to 10,000 contacts working in the agricultural and environmental sectors. It had a tremendous response across
both the environmental and agricultural sectors at all
levels. RISE will continue to highlight the recommendations of the report to key policy makers in the run up to
the Multi-Financial Framework Mid-Term Review in 2016
and the next CAP reform.

n

Nutrient Recovery and Recycling

The section of the Sustainable Intensification report on
nutrient recycling highlighted to RISE the urgent need
to look more closely at closing the nutrient loop in Europe, in particular as part of our drive for a more circular
economy. There are many issues of concern in the way
agriculture uses two of its most critical plant nutrients:
nitrogen and phosphorus and how these interact with
soil organic matter and carbon. Concern is also growing around agriculture’s dependence on finite resources such as mined phosphorus and what this means for
food security and the impact these nutrients in their current form of use are having on our environment. With
this in mind RISE worked with Professor Allan Buckwell
to develop a new research project: ‘Nutrient Recovery
and Recycling in European agriculture – a review of
issues, opportunities, actions and policies’.
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This report will aim to pull together the information out
there on NRR in relation to agriculture to create a more
cohesive picture of where we are in Europe and how we
can ensure a more systematic uptake of NRR across Europe. The study will engage a multidisciplinary approach
to bring together in a more integrated way knowledge
and expertise which is found in the quite distinct worlds
of agricultural science and farming, the food industry, water and sewage treatment industries, environmental and
waste regulation and renewable energy. In doing so it will
identify and examine the challenges facing a significant
increase in the rates of recovery and recycling of these resources. The challenges seem likely to fall into three categories: technical, economic and cultural/attitudinal.
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The report will again take a consultative approach which
will entail an workshop of experts (planned for the European Parliament), and a conference organised on behalf
of the European Commission by the RISE Foundation in
collaboration with the ELO at the EXPO Milan 2015. The
final report will be released at the FFA 2016.
The fundraising for this project was launched in December 2015 and the Foundation aims to start the project as
soon as the budget has been found.

The study will have two sections. The first part will be
factual, assembling the evidence of the scale and importance of the concerns mentioned above.
The second part will be more analytical. It will find and
pool information and expert judgment on the technical
potential for increasing nutrient recovery in European
conditions. In doing so it will identify and examine the
challenges facing a significant increase in the rates of recovery and recycling of these resources.

n

Based on the challenges explored in these two sections,
the project will then attempt to identify specific actions
and policy adjustments to unblock obstacles and positively incentivize the further development of nutrient recovery and recycling in agriculture. It is important to emphasise that there are private as well as collective public
interests in achieving better utilization of plant nutrients
in agriculture therefore this section will certainly focus
on ensuring stronger private action, this is not solely a
matter for public policy.

RISE continues to participate in the in the European Innovation Partnership (EIP) on Water as a member of Task
Force, whilst RISE’s CEO, Corrado Pirzio-Biroli, represents
the ELO on the Steering Group. The EIP is a European
Commission led stakeholder platform which was set
up as a result of the Europe 2020 Flagship Initiative for
an Innovation Union. It has been designed to support
and facilitate the development of innovative solutions
to deal with the many water related challenges being
faced both in Europe and the wider world.

Water-related policy work

RISE continues to advocate for the greater inclusion of
agriculture in the EIP on water.
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7th Forum for the Future of Agriculture

RISE is a founding member of the Forum for the Future
of Agriculture (FFA) and continues to play an important
role in the development of ideas for the conference. By
tradition, the Chairman of the RISE Foundation plays a
crucial role as Chair of the FFA.

de
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At the 7th Forum for Agriculture (FFA) on April 1st in Brussels high level speakers and panellists came together to
discuss and debate the issue of “how to sustainably produce more with less and trade better”. The event was attended by over 1500 and ran for one and a half days.

The Conference was opened by two revered keynote
speakers, Pascal LAMY, Honorary President of Notre Europe – Jacques Delors Institute, and Olivier de SCHUTTER, Special Rapporteur on the Right for Food for the
United Nations. Drawing upon decades of experience
in international trade negotiations, Lamy warned that
climate change, the new role of biofuels and changing
global dietary patterns would lead to more price volatility. He argued that the complex new reality of food will
have a heavy impact on global regulations and many
people will have limited access to food due to affordability which may increase political tension. Lamy reasoned that to try and combat these problems we will
need larger and deeper markets and a level playing field
of ‘precaution’ to set standards for international trade to
enable us to keep the benefits of economies of scale and
efficiency.
Whilst De Schutter agreed with Lamy with regards to
his predictions on prices volatility and access to food,
he disagreed with the free market emphasis of Lamy,
arguing that the specialisaton of certain countries into
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high-intensity large scale farming that has been seen as
a solution to ‘feed the world’ no longer worked in the
21st century. Instead, he contended, we will see an international shift “from feeding countries to helping countries feed themselves” with small and medium sized
farmers in developing countries playing a greater role
in linking global agriculture. According to him, there
is now a much larger focus in stimulating local growth
and small farmers in order to grow the local economy
which would lead to better local and regional markets.
He also saw a shift from just food security to a focus on
food security and nutrition, recognition that extensive
crops such a corn and wheat cannot solve food security. Finally he saw a greater concern for environmental
security which urgently needs to address the four major
concerns of soil health, an overdependence on nitrogen
and fertilizers, pressure on fresh water systems and climate change. To the threat on the environment, he said
he saw agro-ecology as the answer, “making nature into
the ally of farmers”.
Following the key note speakers, the conference led into
three panel sessions on environmental land use and natural resources in EU policies, TTIP negotiations and increasing the competitiveness and investment in farm
businesses. The TTIP session was in particular of the moment as trade negotiations were ongoing and the pan-

el reflected the variety of opinions that make this such
a difficult negotiation. Marc VANHEU-KELEN, Chef de
Cabinet to Trade Commissioner Karel De GUCHT, European Commission, underlined two principle arguments
for including agriculture in the negotiations, the first being the clear economic benefits of open markets, and
the second, the strategic advantage of facilitating better
global communication and implementation of coordinated standards. He reminded the audience that the US
still represents the biggest external market for European food and agricultural markets, despite barriers making this costly for European producers. As such, the TTIP
presents a possibility to dramatically boost the European
agricultural sector by removing tariff and some non-tariff (regulatory) barriers. In her position as Deputy Under-Secretary at the US Department of Agriculture, Darci
VETTER endorsed Mr Vanheu-Kelens view, adding that
leaving agriculture out of the TTIP negotiations does
not make economic or political sense. She predicted the
greatest challenge in the negotiations as overcoming
regulatory issues and would like to see the existing system of European regulation for biotechnology function
in a more timely manner. Panelist Paolo TESTORI COGGI,
Director General for Health and Consumers at the Commission warned that it was quite clear that while some
concessions would be essential, Europe will not reform
its biotechnology evaluation system whilst John ATKIN
of Syngenta argued that we should ultimately be working towards a more global standardization. In contrast to
the generally positive view of the other panelists was the
response of Allen HERSHKOWITZ, Senior scientist for the
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Natural Resources Defense Unit who criticized the negotiations, saying that the whole focus and direction of
the TTIP seemed to be much more on transnational processes and procuring investment than on the sustainable development of agriculture.
The FFA also saw for the first time the addition of ‘breakout’ sessions, a new format of session at the conference
which aims to encourage greater interaction and debate
with the audience. The three breakout sessions for this
year’s conference were inspired by the RISE report on
the sustainable intensification of agriculture from three
different angles: policy approaches, practical approaches and perspectives beyond Europe. All three simultaneous discussions generated a varied and energetic debate provided an invaluable input into the RISE thinking
on the issues involved.
Fischler concluded his last FFA as Chairman by saying
that he was leaving the event feeling that we are at a
crossroads. That what we have done over the past twenty years, through attempted policy reforms, is no longer
enough. He called for real innovation, that we must be
prepared to develop new policies, not only to amend
the existing ones. That we need new policy instruments, new forms of implementation and new forms of
negotiations. We also need new commitment from all
stakeholders and we should first and foremost invest in
knowledge per hectare – this is the future of successful yields. He concluded by quoting Mikhail ORLOV “we
must be the drivers of a mentality change”.

© Arnaud de Villenfagne

RI S E F OUN DAT I O N

15

The RISE Foundation
67 Rue de Trèves
BE - 1040 Brussels
Tel: + 32 (0) 2 234 30 00
Fax: +32 (0) 2 234 30 09
Email: rise@risefoundation.eu
Website: www.risefoundation.eu

Sister organisations:

