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Disclaimer

Conformément au réglement (CEE, Euratom) n°® 354/83 du Conseil du 1er février 1983
concernant I'ouverture au public des archives historiques de la Communauté économique
européenne et de la Communauté européenne de I'énergie atomique (JO L 43 du 15.2.1983,
p. 1), tel que modifié par le réglement (CE, Euratom) n° 1700/2003 du 22 septembre 2003
(JO L 243 du 27.9.2003, p. 1), ce dossier est ouvert au public. Le cas échéant, les documents
classifies présents dans ce dossier ont été déclassifies conformément a I'article 5 dudit
reglement.

In accordance with Council Regulation (EEC, Euratom) No 354/83 of 1 February 1983
concerning the opening to the public of the historical archives of the European Economic
Community and the European Atomic Energy Community (OJ L 43, 15.2.1983, p. 1), as
amended by Regulation (EC, Euratom) No 1700/2003 of 22 September 2003 (OJ L 243,
27.9.2003, p. 1), this file is open to the public. Where necessary, classified documents in this
file have been declassified in conformity with Article 5 of the aforementioned regulation.

In Ubereinstimmung mit der Verordnung (EWG, Euratom) Nr. 354/83 des Rates vom 1.
Februar 1983 uber die Freigabe der historischen Archive der Europdaischen
Wirtschaftsgemeinschaft und der Europaischen Atomgemeinschaft (ABI. L 43 vom 15.2.1983,
S. 1), geandert durch die Verordnung (EG, Euratom) Nr. 1700/2003 vom 22. September 2003
(ABI. L 243 vom 27.9.2003, S. 1), ist diese Datei der Offentlichkeit zugénglich. Soweit
erforderlich, wurden die Verschlusssachen in dieser Datei in Ubereinstimmung mit Artikel 5
der genannten Verordnung freigegeben.
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Subject

This document fulfils the wbligation imposed on the Commission by the

Council in Article 15a(4) of Council Regulation (E&C) No 1035/72 of -

. 18 May 1972 on the common organ1zatwon of the rarket in fru1t and vegetables
to forward it a report on the working of the system of preventive w1thdrawats

‘ Yor apples and pears before 30 June 1982

Histery of the regqulatjons

BT
%
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1. On 19 February 1979 the Council agreed to the 1nser;1on 1n RecuLat?on (EEC)
No 103%/72 of an Article 152 under which the Commzcsxon, '“ter receiving
the opinion of the relevant Management Committee, could wnen certain
conditions were met, aitow Mewber States to authorize prbduceré' orga-

nizations to withdraw," dur1ng the first few months q* the marketing year,

a proportwon of the apples and or pears which congt;ed with the mwnumun

i
Y.

quality standards’ in force.. . . S g

"The conditions for applying the measure were as foilows :
- for a periocd to be determined the prices of pilot Products reguuarty

communicated by the Member States had to remain Qetween the buying=~in

price and 80% <™ ihe basic price, and

= examination of the market situation and particuLarLy of the volume of

produéfion had to reveal the risk of & coLLapse of the market and of

both of the oroducts conce;ned

»

heavy w1thdrawacs of one or

T 0

On 26 July 1979 the Commission adbpted detailed ruLes concerning the with=:

drawaLs in quest1on2. o , . e

The latte were io be authorized only if ‘the foLLow1ng cond1t1ons were met :

(a) Production .
' T [ g

The crop had to exceed by 5% or more a basic. production of 6.200.000

tonnes for apples and 2.250.000 tonnes for:pears.

[
‘
‘

0J No L 45 ', 22.2:1979, p. 1
1'0J No L 189! of 27;7.19?9, p. 47
: - ‘ P ST '

T Regulation (EEC) No 325/79.
2 .
Regulation (EEC) No 1596/79,

e
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(b) Prices

The producer prices communicated pursuant to Article 17(1) of the
basic Regulation had to remain for eight successive market days, on the
same representative market, between the buying in price and 80% of the

basic price.
t

The same Regulation laid down the maximum quantities which
" could be the subject of preventive withdrawats,ndepending on the level

of production , as well as the varieties, sizes and quality category

of the apples and pears covered by the arrangements; it made it obligatory

for producers' organizations to inform the Member Statf concerned before~

hand of the proposed schedule of preventive withdrawals and stipulated

the level of the prices to be paid under the arrangeme?ts in question.
Experience gained when the system was applied for the firstitime, during the
1979/80 marketing year, showed that the eight-day observati?n period for
producer prices was too LOng if the measure was to be fully effective. .
In order to remedy this situation the Commission shortened the observat%oh?
period from eight to five days in ifs Regulation of 30 July 1980. At the same
time it increased the size of fruit which may be with drawn and included an
additional Variety1, | .
On 28 April 1981 the Council reiaxed the conditions for operating the preventive
withdrawgls provided for in Articie 15a of Regulation 1035/?22 by abolishing
the strict criterion concerning price levels and allowing thée Commission

greater laititude in assessing the market situation.

. . .. - . .. . 3
The implementing provisions in this respect were amended by the Commission™ to-
allow preventive withdrawals to be authorized as socon as producer prices fell
below the basic price on a representative market. The other implementing

provisions remained unchanged.

. : e

Regulation (EEC) No 2030/80, %0.7.1980, 0 No L 198, 31.7.1980, p. 21

2 .
Reyulastion (EEC) No 1116/81, 28.4 98, 04 No-118, 30.4.71980, p. 1
3 . . o I ‘
Regulation (EEC) No 1915/81, 10.7.1781, 0J No L 189, 1.7.1981, p. 17

t



Application

L L P
The conditions necessary to trigger off preventive withdrawals

have never been met for pears since crop forecasts have always been lower

than the threshold in force.

For appLes, on the other hand, the situation has been as

follows :

1e

1979/80 marketing year

With a forecast apple crop of 6.837.000 tonhes and in view of price tends,
the Commission adopted Regulation (EEC) No 2305/791 which allowed

Member States to authorize on producers' organizations to make
preventive withdrawals on the basis of thelb;eakdown set out in Table 1

in the Annex.

Partly because this was .the first time that the system had been .applied
and partly because the price gonditions applicable led to a delay in
adopting the measure, en noth1ng like the quanu1t1es eligible were

iy

withdrawn.

»Accorc1ng to t%e figures available, onLy France and Italy participated,

w1thdraw1ng 40/ and 8% respect1vety of the quantities which had been

authorized.

1980/81 marketing year

The crop for the 1980/81 marketing year was estimated at some
6.996.000 tonnes, which was far above the activating Leyel for preven—
tive withdrawals. The efficiency of the preventive withdrawal arrange-

ments improved considerably durgﬂg the marketing year in guestion since,
in the
as a result of the reduction/price observation period from eight

successive market days to five the measure was adopted earlier in the

season and involved an average of 46% of the total quantity authorized

by Regulation (EEC) No 2609/802, amended by-Regutation (EEC)

No 2987/803. In sohé countéies the proportion was almost 100%

(see Table 2). /

T 04 No L 264, 20.10.1979, p. 17

2
0J No L 268, 11.10.1980, p. 20
3 04 Mo L 310, 20.11.1980, p. 8
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1981/82 marketing year

The apple crop was far below normal (4.965.000 tonnes for the Community of
Ten)1, and it was not therefore possible, or necessary,to undertake

preventive withdrawals.

Results

Production of apples and pears varies quit; considerably in the Community
from one marketing year to the next which means that supply sometimes
exceeds demand (resu(ting, some years, in large withdrawals). It may,

on the other hand, fall short of demand by about 800.000 tonnes.

During the two years in which preventive withdrawals were authorized for
apples, and in contrast to 1978/79, the majority of withdrawals occurred
during October, November and December (see Tables 4,5 and 6), that

is to say, during the period in which such withdrawals are authorized.

Leaving aside Decembér, when normal withdrawals are made at a higher
price than preventive ones, total withdrawals in October and Novembér
were only 7,05% in 1978/79 as compared with 34,667% in 197%9/80 and 47 ;405
in 1980/81 of the total quantity withdrawn from the market.

and sraphilc

Price trends on the producer markets (Table 7 Viere positive, with a
constant improvement at the end of the two marketing years in question,
whereas in 1978/79, when the production Level was similar (6.776.000 tonnes),

prices dropped from March onwards.

The Commission considers that the application of preventive withdrawals .
during the 1979/80 and 1980/81 marketing years had the following

advantages :

!

1 . ' ' .
These figures refer to harvested production
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=~ Part of the market surplus was disposedygt the beginning of the marketing

year with the consequent psychological effect on prices;

- Withdrawals involved those products - of permissible varieties =

which met the minimum quality standards in force;

- Each Member State had advance knowledge of the quantities eligible;
could have
thisVYmade it easier for them to dispose of the products withdrawn in
one of the ways provided for in Article 21 of Regulation (EEC)

No 1035/72;

-Withdrawals were made at a lower price than would have been the case if

intervention had occurred Later in the marketing year.

1

[l

In view of the positive results with apples during the last three
marketing years, the Commission proposes that the Councij apply the measure
provided for in Article 15a of the basic Regulation on a7permanent basis;
it also considers that the arrangements should continue to apply to dessert

experience
pears, even though no practical/has yet bean gained with th1s product.
In the future there could be exceptionally large crops of pears, which have
the same marketing characteristics as apples. This has already occurred

on the Commuriity market in the past.

A proposal for a Regulation along these lines is attached.




Tableau 1

Retraits préventifs : pommes CAMPAGNE 1979/80 Q. : Tonnes
' ECU., : 100 kg
Etats membres Conditions de production Conditions prix
Production to=- | % de répartition quantita-— Mois Px base Px achat| Prix communiqués confor-
tale prévue en | produc—]tive des retraits mément a l'art. 17,
1979/80 tion . s par. 1 du réglement de
autorisés |réalisés
base
- Belgique 285,136 4,17 10.639 - Septembre 19,18 9,78 Marché représentatif
- Danemark 84 789 1,26 | 3.163 . Octobre 19,18 9,90 de
_ Saint Trond
- Allemagne (R.F.) 1.760.050 25,74 65 .668 - Novembre 19,56 10,04
- France 1.820.222 26,62 67.913 27.040 Décembre 20,95 10,80 .
- pendant 8 jours :
- Irtande 15. 043 0,22 561 - prix entre 10,40
- Italie 1.900.225 27,79 70.898 5 778 prix constaté se et 14,11 Ecu/100 kg
situant entre le
= Luxembourg 6.838 0,10 255 - orix d'achat et o)
- Pays=-Bas 599.675 8,77 22.374 - 80 % du prix de
- Royaume-Uni 365.822 5,35 | 13.649 - base pendant 8
§ jours de marché
successifs.
i 6.837.800 100 . 255.120 32.818




Retraits préventifs : pommes

Tableau 2

CAMPAGNE 1980/81 Q. : Tonnes
ECU : 100 kg
Etats membres Conditions de production ] Conditions prix
|
Production | Production Répartition quantitative . . . _
totale en des varie- des retraits Mois Pxbase |Px achat Pr1x‘commug1q?es cor
X s - -formément a L'art.17,
1980/ 81 tés rete- % (1) ! ar. 1 du réal. Base
nues Art.4 Autorisés {Adaptés |Réalises” | par. 9t-
du Régl. f
1596/79 Septembre} 20,42 10,40
‘ éOctobre 20,42 10,52 Marché représentatif
Belgique 310.800 240.600 6,47 20.600 | 30.600 .29.028 'Novembre | 21,13 10,95 de St. Trond :
Danemark 81.000 21.400 0,58 1.847 1.202 - .Décembre | 23,52 12,06
pendant 5 jours de
AlLL .F. . . . . 11 3 .
Llemagne (R.F.) [1.773.000 270.000 7,26] 23.116 | 23.116 4_5?3 narche successifs
France 1.904.000 1.287.000 [34,60] 110.166 |101.766 66 .689 (du 26 septembre au
; prix constaté
Irlande 10.800 3.000 | 0,08 255 900 ; _ 2 octobre 1980), le
] ? se situant prix a fluctué entre
Italie 1.990.000 1.545.000 41,52 132.200 |122.200 20.453 i entre 80 % du 13,70 et 16,07 Ecu/
Luxembourg 7.500 1.800 | 0,05 159 159 - | prix de base 100 kg
i et le prix *R
Pays-Bas 560.000 335.000 9,01 28.688 | 36.688 23.310 |
| d'achat
Royaume-Uni 359.000 16.000 0,43 1.369 2.369 1.369
(1) chiffres
provisoires ;6'996'000 3.719.800 100 | 318.400 | 318.400 | 145.372




PRODUCTION TOTALE

DES VARIETES DE POMMES OE T‘BLE POUVANT

BENEFICIER DES RETRAITS PREVENTIFS (art, & DU REGLEMENT 1596/79)

Tableau 3

en tonnes

BELGIQUE

DANMARK

DEUTSCHLAND

FRANCC

i IRELAND

ITALIA

LUXEMBOURG

NEDER~
LAND

UNITED
KI*GDOM

CE-EC

GOLDEN
DELICIOUS

IMPERATORE

SCHOMNE VAN
BOSKOOP

RED.DELICIOUS
ET MUTATTIONS

STAKK
BELICIOUS

STARKKIMSON
BLACKSTAYMAN
STAYMANRED
STAYMANWINESAP
RICHARDRED

MAC INTOCH RED

TOTAL

170.700

68.900

1.m

240,600

11.000

5.300

5.100

21,400

205,000

65.000

270,000

N .222.000

? 65.000

1,287,0(0

3.000

3.000

785,010

347,000

413,000

1,5/5.000

_§9urc_en

irce @ Communications des Ftats membres

200.000

135.000

335.000

16.000

16,000

2.6144500

347,000

274,20

484,100

3.719. 804
|

d

N



Tableau 4

POMMES = APPEL = MELE - APPELEN = APPLES - AEBLER

Breakdown of the total quantities withdrawn from the market

Expressed in percentages (%)

1978/1979
(sans possibilité de retraits préventifs)

en pourcentage Belgique [Deutsch- France | Ireland | Italia | Neder- | united C.t.
de la quantité v . 1)
totale retirée Belgie ltand land Kingdom E.G.
du marche 1,77 4,64 24,63 0,18 25,46 31,88 1,44 100
Retrait par mois
Aolut 78 0,03 - - - - 0,30 - 0,10
Septembre 0,45 1,55 - - 1,10 0,90 ~ 0,69
Octobre 1,26 - - - 9,73 1,22 0,48 3,02
Novembre 2,27 - 0,31 - 4,74 7,78 0,22 4,03
décembre 3,23 3,53 12,84 - 3,77 7,70 10,17 7,27
janvier 3,48 7,18 7,70 - 0,04 4,63 14,50 4,33
féevrier 7,86 32,70 10,03 13,87 2,70 5,63 14,09 7,62
mars 16,20 22,44 14,04 1,61 4,30 9,70 14,24 10,80
avril 13,18 19,69 18,11 - 9,25 12,73 11,36 13,52
mai 19,98 9,52 17,53 9,26 17,39 19,30 7,81 17,82
juin 32,06 3,39 19,44 75 ,66 46,98 30,11 27,13 30,80
Retraits en

tonnes (55 7% de 44 .538 17.576 | 93.335 665 96.504 | 120.829 5.478 | 378.974

la production)
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Tableau 5
1979 /1980 %
(avec possibilité de retraits préventifs)

en pourcentage | Belgique | Deutsch—| France | Ireland | Italia | Neder- United C.E.

de la quantité . . . 7

totale retiree | B€lgie | land v ' Land Kingdom | £.8!

du marche 12,92 17,51 18,54 0,22 27,84 21,44 1,53 100
Retrait par mois
Rolt 79 . 0,96 0,18 - - - 4,67 | 1,46 | 1,18
Septgmbre 5,99 8,05 0,16 - 10,70 4,74 9,48 6,35
Octobre 27,93 12,03 9,23 - 17,43 | 16,11 | 24,20 |16,10
Novembre 19,73 16,14 17,76 8,60 13,82 26,45 23,50 18,56
Décembre 10,80 11,86 |- 12,90 34,18 9,83 11,52 9,11 11,29
Janvier 7,93 10,96 13,23 19,87 0,61 7,83 8,79 7,43
Février 11,82 28,30 15,85 16,75 13,71 9,27 12,95 15,46
Mars 7,- 8,94 15,18 11,85 14,12 7,60 5,28 10,95
Avril 3,46 2,55 10,11 7,17 9,93 6,23 2,63 6,92
Mai 2,77 0,99 5,09 1,58 6,61 3,53 2,62 4,12
Juin 1,61 - 0,49 - 3,24 2,05 - 1,64
Retraits en tonnes
-préventifs - 27,040} - - 5.778 - - 32.818
-autres . 70.897 96.146 | 74.732 1.216 | 147.031 | 117.687| 8.411 516.121
(7,9 % de la

production) .




Tableau 6 /1/1
1980/1981
(avec possibilité de retraits préventifs)

En pourcentage | Belgique|Deutsch|France |Ireland| Italia | Neder- Junited | C.E. Ellas
de la quantiteé . . (1)
totale retirée Belgie land land Kingdom | E.G. 2)
du marche 10,43 6,83 | 35,40 0,17 31,66 10,68 4,83 | 100
Retrait par mois
Aot 80 0,33 - - - 0,01 0,36 0,45 0,10 =
Septembre 4,35 8,56 2,23 - 1,19 2,26 5,01 2,69 -
Octobre 32,82 8,73 | 31,66 - 18,47 25,72 9,21 | 24,26 -
Novembre 29,28 13,72 | 16,34 | 22,66 28,67 3496 1 10,53 | 23,14 -
Décembre 8,20 20,41 10,77 | 59,40 7,98] 11,551 9,44 | 10,38 -
Janvier 5,43 23,16 7,046 | 12,23 0,92 5,31 13,80 6,18 =
Février 2,99 14,68 9,19 5,- 3,93 1,93 9,58 6,49 -
Mars 1,93 5,43 7,9 - 2,42 1,1 8,86 4,69 -
Avril 2,90 2,78 5,57 0,71 2,33 2,25 9,37 3,90 -
Mai 3,20 1,89 4,64 - 6,18 3,91 9,82 4,96 =
Juin 8,57 0,64 4,62 - 27,90| 10,64: 13,93 | 13,21 100,-
Retraits an ton- .

-préventifs "9 29.028 | 4.523 | 66.689 - 20.453| 23.310| 1.369 [145.372 -
-autres 23.676 [29.990 |112.139 | 879,- [139.486 30.606| 23.034 [359.810}( 12.615
(7,2 % de lLa :

productior de

la CEE)
(1) Danmark et Luxembourg : néant

(2) Les retraits en Grece ont été effectués sur la base d'une constatation de "crise grave"
du marché des pommes (Réglement (CEE) n® 1716/81 du 26.6.1981, publié au J.0. L 170
du 27.6.1981, p. 32).



Evolution prix & la production . : Tableau 7

ECU/100 kg net

POMMES -~ Golden Delicious - Catégorie I 1)

o - e A e e e o e e e S W e o i S = e e o L S e M m eSS E eSS eSS s S as e mae =

: St Truiden Nimes Tettnang Verona Geldermalsen : Luxembourg Dublin Odense

: AOUT : (James (James : (James : : (James

: : Grieve) : Grieve) : Grieve) : : Grieve)

: 1976/77 : 80,09 : S : 1 24,45 22,50 - : : 28,93

: 1977/78 T 53,77 s : : : 71,99 : - : : 25,9

: 1978/79 - : 29,03 : : : ' 1 33,74 : - : : -

: 1979/80 : 15,70 : : : : 28,60 S : T 29,51

+ 1980/81 : 36,33 : : : : 142,62 : T P49,41

: 1981/82 : : ‘ : : s : _ : : '

: SEPTEMBRE : : : (James _ (James : (James ‘ : : (James
: : : Grieve) : : Grieve) : Grieve) : : Grieve)

: 1976/717 t23,76° 22,14 115,34 : 23,85 : 32,24 : 19,57 : : 20,08

1 1977/78 P 38,43 : 50,16 1 45,75 1 49,65 147,45 i 43,95 : : 24,15

: 1978/79 * 17,35 22,92 117,82 P 47,14 : 13,93 : - : : 22,79

: }g;gﬁg? t 13,15 : 20,62 11,82 : 37,90 16,32 : 16,01 : : 18,85

: : 18,57 : 23,55 : 27,85 .t o40,26 123,10 T 16,49 : P2

: 1981/82 : ! : ! : : . .7 . ’ 21,91

: OCTOBRE : : : : Utrecht

:1976/77 : 17,07 22,93 : 22,98 1 25,59 122,47 ;19,29 : -

2 1977/78 * 37,05 51,22 : 35,66 : 51,78 241,59 : 38,06 : 58,48

: 1978/79 : 13,70 : 24,88 122,69 246,71 222,44 :17,13 t 34,77

: 1979/80 112,83 119,82 117,77 : 382 : 21,58 P 14,78 : 30,12

: 1980/81 : 14,53 : 197,67 : 22,39 : 35,56 : 25,69 19,25 1 41,58

: 1981/82 : : : : : :

——— o - - O e Y e e . e WP WD W Y S e G SPGB R A R N A G WS S v Be  dm e e e -
- - v e o S . P e D e S G PR e B M A e E A R S e e An e G G D D G Ge e GR  E GRS T AR e W G Cn e




POMMES - Golden Delicious - Catégorie I ECU/100 ky net

- e > > o oee ma wn m e - . . . S S e e mn M M A e W= R A W4 TE W e A = e e N G MR e G A A TR A R A S G SR R A e e e em En e L e e e

St Truiden Nimes Tettnang Veron: Utrecht ~uxenbourg Dublin Olense

: NOVEMBRE | , : :

P : : : Y, o= : . Az on 28 17 : N
1976/77 . 15,05 . 25,05 . 19,31 . 24,95 . l?,48 . fé,uu . 38, .
1977;78 . 37:71 . 51,13 . 28,87 . 47,60 . 37,59 . 36,75 : 46,1§ : 3/,?1

: 1978/79 . 18,07 . 23,48 . 20,66 . 38,67 . 21,34 . ?4,68 : 29,93 : 37,82

: 1979/80 . 12,26 . 22,31 . 15,61 . 31,42 . 25,13 . 13,55 : 29,80 . -

: 1980/81 ¢ 14,54 . 21,17 . 21,01 . 35,32 . 24,59 . 19,25 32,46 .-

: 1981/82 : : . '

: DECEMBRE : :

;'1976/77 ; 20,60 ; 24,92 ; 16,07 ; 25;1? ; 24,51 ; 15,92 ; 3¢.21 ; 2¢,%0

. 1977/78  : 38,05 . 52,77 . 30,09 L 49,30 - . 39,27¢D 1 - . 43,01 . 27,90

. 1978/79  : 14,33 . 24,05 . 17,02 . 38,20 . 21,89 . 14,59 . 30,76 : 35,57

: 1979/80 ¢ 13,91 . 22,40 . 15,09 . 30,3t . 21,70 . 13,55 . 25,49 o -

: 1980781 . : 17,34 : 21,37 : 19,95 . 36,69 . 24,88 . 19,25 . 31,57 .-

: 1981/82 : : . ' ‘

: JANVIER .

; 1976/77 ; 20,43 o ; 28,23 ; 21,72 ; 26,70 ; 23,59 ; - ; 37,18 ; 35,17

: 1977/78 . 36,81 . 52,49 . 34,9 . 58,13 . 42,36 . - . §6,34 . ?8,62

: 1978/79 . 17,59 . 25,94 . 18,16 . 43,6% . 24,83 . 15,64 . f0,§8 . 30,67

: 1979/80 . 16,49 . 26,06 . 15,42 . 51,30 . 23,92 . - . 25,66 -

: 1980/81 . 18,41 . 24,65 . 19,52 . 37,90 . 27,51 . - . 28,37 -

: 1981/82 : :

o o e = P S . > 4 A e G o e = M e e W N G e e e e S e e S B et W B T e e e T = S A e G S e e W Y o A T T e S S A e B M e e e G e T S e T WP N M e S AN M A e W e o b L MG SR Am  An e e S S e S S

(1) Geldermalsen



POMMES - Golden Delicious - Catégorie I ECU/130 kg nct

————————————————————————————————————————— .5..--....--.--.._-...---_-_---_...._——_----—————--—_-—_—-----—--—--——-----—----_....-_...-.....____......
St Truiden Nimes : Tettnang Verona Utrecht Luxembourg Dublin Odense

: FEVRIER

. 1976/77 & 19,05 : 29,81 : 23,19 . 29,24 . 23,57 .- . 34,14 . 35,15

: 1977/78 : 36,23 51,85 : 36,09 ;66,14 . 38,73 : - s Lh 45 . 36,96

: 1978/79 : 15,92 : 27,30 : 24,30 C 47,14 : 20,46 P : 34,08 : 31,64

: 1979/80 116,05 : 24,52 : 17,338 (1) : 30,48 : 22,36 : - : 29,05 : -

: 1980/81  : 19,95 : 25,49 . 25,90 . 37,65 . 30,97 ;- . 27,73 . T

: 1981/82 : : : ' :

: MARS . _

: 1976/77 119,73 131,48 : 24,69 129,78 i 26,65 ;- : 35,06 23,30

2 1977/78 : 32,87 - " 49,85 : 38,93 1 67,30 : 39,52 ;- : 52,78 : 32,90

: 1978/79 2 17,93 1 26,28 1 22,29 : 42,34 : 20,98 - - : 32,87 : 27,31

: 1979/80 1 17,35 227,66 : 19,75 1 31,63 : 25,80 - : 28,59 P -

: 1980/81 : 25,91 . 29,90 . 28,11 . 36,76 . 33,18 . - . 28,27 .-

: 1981/82 : : :

+ AVRIL

: 1976/77 1 22,15 : 34,61 : 25,62 1 33,17 i 30,648 - o - : 21,69

1 1977/78 P 35,02 1 48,53 1 37,57 1 66,86 2 37,67 - - : 51,89 : 25,10

: 1978/79 117,94 1 24,08 : 22,05 1 35,97 : 24,14 ;- : 29,20 : 26,61

: 1979/80 : 18,91 1 30,60 : 25,89 : 38,83 1 28,73 - : 25,07 : -

: 1980/81 1 26,64 . 30,43 . 28,38 . 27,36 . 377 .- . 33,07 . -

: 1981/82 : : : :
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(1) Stade




POMMES - Golden Delicious - Categorie I

1976/77
1977/78
- 1978/79
1979/80
1980/81
1981/82

JUIN

1976/77
1977/78
1978/79
1979/80
1980/81
- 1981/82
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27,77
31,60
16,19

22,92
26549

: 18,18
122,141

1 29,31(2)
:25:13(2

ECU/100 kg net
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41,67
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31,93
44,10
19,90
28,99
39,36
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Proposal for a

s A R T s D Y™ s S s A T I o . e ooy

amending Regulation (EEC) No 1035/72 as regards

preventive withdrawals of apples and pears

D P 0 Hew e -




EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM

Pursuant to Art1cle 15a of Regulat1on (EEC) No 1035/72 the system of preventive
withdrawals expires on 30 June 1982

Under paragraph 4 of the Article in question the Commission must report to the
Council on the working of the system'Before the above date.

Experience has shown that the preventive withdrawal arrangements fulfilled their
objective of stabilizing prices and avoiding heavy market 'surpluses very effectively 1

up to the end of the 1979/80 and 1980/81 marketing years.

The monthly withdrawal fugures show that during the market1ng years in quest1on
the percentage of the product withdrawn increased cons1d¢rably during the
months in which preventive withdrawals operated compared w1th the same per1ods
of previous market1ng years when the measure was not in iorce.

g
Moreover, it sould be pointed out that the Commission preposal ‘does not
automatically imply application of preventive withdrawal arrangements if

such a step s not justified by market conditions.

Nor can it be claimed that the possibility of operating preventive withdrawals
has constituted an incitement to structural overproduction of apples apd )
pears, since producers' organizations may, in any case, make withdrawals under
Article 15 of Regulation (EEC) No 1035/72.



It is for this reason that the Commission proposes that the measure i

force up to 30 June 1982 be retained permanently for dessert apples

pears. ‘//
.

The system should be retained for pears despite the fact that there
no recourse to it hitherto, because preventive withdrawals could be

very effectively in the event of an exceétional harvest.

A

has been

operated

It should also be added that pears are subject to the same marketing conditions

as apples.



Proposal for a

. ) W e S e S il e - - - = A

amending Regulation (EEC) No 1035/72 as regards

preventive withdrawals of apples and pears

-

THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the
*  European Economic Community and in particular
Article 43 thereof,

Having regard to the prdposal from the Commisgion,
o .

Having regard to the opinépn of the European
Parliament, :
! !

Whereas Article 15a of Council Regulation (EEC) No 1035/721of 18 May 1972
on the common organization of the market in fruit and vegetabtes1, as last
amended by Regulation (EEC) No A 2, lays deown that preventive withdrawaLs
~ may be authorized, on a temporary basis, where the market situation and, in
particular, the size of the c¢rop and the Level of prices,give reason to fear a

collapse of the market;

Whereas the experience of the last three marketing years has shown that applica-
tion of the preventive withdrawal arrangements for dessert apples has ensured more
effective support and stabilization of the market; whereas the system should

therefore be retained for an unlimited period;

Whereas the conditions for applying the arrangements in guestion have not been
met in the case of pears; whereas in view of experience with regard to apples,

the arrangements should nonetheless also continue to be applicable to pears,

‘

. . ..

7
0J No L 118, 20.5.1972 '
0J No L




e

HAS ADOPTED THIS REGULATION :
Article 1 B

Article iSa (3) and (4) of Regulation (EEC) No 1035/72 are
hereby deleted. - '

Article 2

This Regulation shall enter into force on 1.July 1982.

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directLy.
applicable in all Member States.

Done at Brussels, . For the Council



FINANCIAL STATEMENT

1, BUDGET WEADING : Post 1501 ~ "Withdrawal overations™ APPROBIATIONS : 1982 : 120 ifio I(

2. TiTLe : Proposed Council Regulation (EEC) amending, in respect of preventive
withdirawals of apples and pears, Regulation (EECS n° 1035/72 on the common or—
sanization of the market in fruit and vegetabdles. -

5. cecaL Basis ¢ Article 43 of the Treaty.

4. AINS OF PROJECT: To make permaneni, in the light of experience gained, the systenm
of preventive withdrawals of apples and pears, provided for by Article 1i5a of
Rerulation (EEC) n® 1035/72.

. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS PERIOD OF 12 MOMTHS | CURRENT FIN%Q%IAL YEAR | FOLLOWING FéPANCIAL YEAR
)] 4

(4
5.0 EXPENDITURE
~ CHARGED YO THE EC BUOGET

AKELURDS/ INTERVENTIONS) P-e Delo ‘ Palla
~ RADIEROCHEOHE NAERTIH -

~ OTHER
§ AR eTRIS
-~ ﬂwN' ST RCEo’ r

ACawL TGS K muu

~ RATIONRL

% '

1984 . 1985 1986 .

301 ESTIMATED EXPEUDITURE Polle Polly " Pel.
S.1.1 £5

5.2 METHOD OF CALCULATION

The authorization of preventive withdrawals at the beginning of a marketing
vear permits a more efficient managément of +he market without entailing
additional costs on the EAGGF. On the country, the average buying-in-price
being lower at the beginning of the markeling year, the result is in fact z
saving, not possible to express precisely in figures.

Overall, a permanent system of preventive withdrawals will have no simificant
effect on the budget,

6.0 CAN THE PROJECT BE FINANCED FROM APPROBIATIONS EMTERED IN THE RELEVANT CHAPTER OF THE CURRENT BUDGET ?

YES/NOL
6.1 CAN THE PROJECT BE FINANCED BY TRANSFER BETWEEN CHAPTERS OF THE CURRENT BUDGET ? . e
KYEE/NEX
6.2 IS A SUPPLEMENTARY BUDGET BE NECESSARY ? .
! XYES/No
1 L1
6.3 WILL FUTURE BUDGET APPROBIATIONS BE NECESSARY 7
XYES/NO
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