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Impact of biofuel policies on agricultural commodities prices
Case of ethanol in the United States 2004 — 2013

s psle 5 alondl pslally daLasVl pslall 2JS7
S ol g ol Bl

s OF 3 ez Ln g bl St (ST, o) il i) als Lop ik OF (S gl 5 dmadl Bl polas ool dol (50l 553001 o
L5 g A o el plisy) Lol 507 Rty Bolonsl ,sliadl LSS o (g5hs g Blati] (gl 15 o (o) 353401 5] el
Al ) Blowsl o sue il LET (alz Of wils 0 Lo 5a s FUA g EY 2lee 8sB o A ) g 3530 ) o Al Sus
sl Blaud e 1S a) Sl LY 3 (soebl 2580 Bass Ao BT 1) Bud anl ) ol St e

Al de oo ld Badonne Blb (5o 353 s aded ) LS

Abstract:

Biofuels offer a potential source of renewable energy and could open vast opportunities for agriculture, but
the problem is that few biofuel programs are economically viable, and most of them have a high social and
environmental costs, the upward pressure on food prices and increased competition for resources, it may
create a potential conflict between food and fuel, and negative impacts on agricultural markets.

This study analyzes the impact of the biofuel development policy in the US on agricultural products,
particularly cereals.

Key words : biofuel, renewable energy, oil, Support, agricultural products.
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John M. Urbanchuk, contribution of the ethanol industry to the economy of the United States,
http://energy.gov/sites/prod/files/2014/05/f15/Contribution_of the Ethanol Industry to the Economy of the United

States.pdf
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Source : ENVIRONNEMENT CANADA, www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-
airpur/CAOQOL/transport/publications/ethgas/ethgasfr.pdf

173

——
| —


http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/CAOL/transport/publications/ethgas/ethgasfr.pdf
http://www.ec.gc.ca/cleanair-airpur/CAOL/transport/publications/ethgas/ethgasfr.pdf

2013 — 2004 1531 suesddt SLYS B Jptad) Bl iehy I ahdt jlawl Jo gl 3891 Slulw S

iSO Bluad -2-3

gl e 555 5 2005 2w dis Gl Y o Aelw 2 Sl SLY s Bgpal) Bl Sl )
ol Gl Y M @ e oS Bas i Ul (RFS) ssld 58l jlms cpaiatld Blall JSizul g ol 056 g
Ol Sk 35 ) S0 ol wisid (2012 2w Jol2 JslaY) e 0l JLbe 7.5 5 2001 saal) LV 3 Mgzl
o e 2009 2w 3 086 0sle 500 5 i) Jpaly 24 el o3 a8 (st Jpal aeedlls W 2017 2 ks
22012 aw o delaz) BY1 s 096 L 1 1) 20K 0 miis

O U 36zl @ ez sab Bas o ) (RES2) JLalt 2010 e (3 samld 53001 jlms foas ¢
or pdEl (a3l e 08 UL 21 5 oY1 L) 58y e 05 Lk 15 ) s (2022 e 3 J5Y) o
PO e 16 Lesn st syl
) ouey -3-3

sk Aol dhay dgml) AW LY I r (s 39850l es 21 al) DL ol (55T dg e
E5Y Gk LorglsS) phsi ot Yo O5ebe SO0 fhon Bl Szl 5 (1o 055 o) o Sisbend) 253501 L)
o> 05le 200 J) 23Lo 20155 2008 s o b e et ol Jb] (3 Rjsldes Slos 0 ASLL e 35 553,
dleY gls] ol slady Wl Lass 180 2 S )3 LS ((EBD) sl o8y e iy st ool aa
12008 2 2 V95 O5ke 400 Jf vel 1ds wisyls 2006 2w (3 V55 Osdke 100 Gy (555hbsed)
ES el pge )1 -1-3

I b o RV R U 1 Y ale Je 2SN a S L sl peld) el ] (sl )
U TS et 52 pa ) aZ (ALENA) A1 sl a3l & slasl) pe Joll oo aasld) Jsili) ©lajls 250
O LS ol ¥es 0.54 i sadt aledu LoV algadl Tase ] Islawl o9l )t 1 8L %2.5 5 %1.9
ZWl & aedsad &gV sl e 9050 055 OF Lay A5kl as )l e Bline IS 2 33l g3 e sl
ZEY oo N7 ol ¥ sl Sl B8 0B WS Bl 3 LE 5Ll ) s dgs @ Bz Y1 Lo sle))
S
Slo)ly e AL ey 28 5 sl Dl JSlY) 5 288 dplY) @ialy cn sl OV E sl de e
LS IS i Ledlin 5 g lall e dle ) laly dg¥1 dmpally Cutgaes 5558 Jsilay)
S Jply) z ] ved dulw BsUS ko -G

BaLasV) V) 344 3 Ladlos o Bl (o) 5801 plaszl 5 25y 20T Al 3:ls e WUE s

) g 2l L gl e alazsl gl
Bl i) jads | B dealuall -1

AV s SLYS 3 ol 381 sl (3 el Slulw Sl g @iles wal dof gBlall Rad) i g
(A Vs 3iE (35S ARl S ¥ JslY) gl) 0B s e g Bl slas e B A1 el dlg o)Lzl
e Andlie A5 JPY) allee OF V) (ool odn omm (2Ll aaidl lafsll 480V dnd) i g5 058
(Ja glad (3 pasadl Lid) (oo k¥ ALY s OF ) LaY1 we colisl (B) Jotdl (3 e 38 LoS” 0T 2 (st
LB Ll ) sl ] sem Y1 0B olelladl) U 3 U

174

——
| —



2015/ 08 548t — iyl ) St 5151 ioes

Sepl slaByl B idaddl Syl dadl s jais S Il ealew sk 1(3) o3y Jgdad!

2012 | 2011 | 2010 | 2009 | 2008 | 2007 | 2006 | 2005 | 2004 g
48 52 56 57 61 61 62 62 60 %o Jpt) 095 dmed) dnd
41 45 49 51 57 58 60 60 58 %o Jpy! 3srp Lasd) ds

7 7 7 6 4 3 3 2 2 %o yoUrsY) d

Source: Renewable Fuels Association, Ethanol industry outlook 2013, p 9

(Jad) plad B baddl Sgral ads B dealuwdl -1-1

IV ablan STy slllg olish (4 Jgdl sl s Laial) &) plad Bng j2ds 3 Y] 2 s] bl oy
el sgallall sl Lo Ialaze) 5 Y sl LY 3 gladll Pgzaly lslgll e i plad 3 Lidl |2 gty
3535l o BeaS) ki Y P Ll e psllll SLoSIl ) e IS

e 903 o (S gl 2 Y gl ahid) Slsll e 3 JSY Ables G et Jeddl e
%40 o= Ja Y g @l aggillall i) 522 Sotas 055 a5 awdl oda 2013 e %17 o0 ST 1) 2004
B gl | o (ol ) i) lizill LB plas das ais o Ll G Bngl sds Cl3ll o e
Loidl of gm b 2011 aiw sy 2l s o)y oSl we el s (3 Slgndd L) e 9011 Jsiley $dignal
9690 o 5Ty Sl 80§ s ol B0 s i

@Al (B (S Jad1 pllad B ellgranal) okl g Lhddl syl Jgla) D1 y5has 1(4) o) Jged

Jea Osabe 1303l
ded Mgraall it il o S
% I3 ) plad B - syl e e o0 (S Y en | Y e

Yo Y| Tahid ) ! (oo Oy | (O Oghey | g
2.535 4967.15268 | 3.410 | 3692.063 125.925 55.168 81.058 3404.436 2004
2.868 5034.41479 | 3.907 | 3695.971 144.417 63.269 92.961 3904.362 2005
3.549 5090.13993 | 4.892 | 3693.081 180.665 79.149 116.294 4884.348 2006
4.744 5084.36691 | 6.587 | 3661.404 241.205 105.671 155.263 6521.046 2007
7.195 4785.1427 9.615 | 3580.694 344.318 150.846 221.637 9308.754 2008
8.770 4612.75268 | 12.298 | 3289.675 404.575 177.244 260.424 | 10937.808 2009
10.566 4655.09464 | 14.626 | 3362.856 491.872 215.489 316.617 | 13297.914 2010
11.266 4573.03142 | 15.797 | 3261.422 515.220 225.718 331.646 | 13929.132 2011
10.925 4474.98503 | 15.666 | 3120.755 488.916 214.194 314.714 | 13217.988 2012
10.849 4531.92181 | 17.426 | 2821.48 491.680 215.405 316.493 | 13292.706 2013
) Lals ) e 2SI Blall laglas 315 wllans  Je alozel Ul slae) e 1yl

http://www.eia.gov/totalenergy/data/monthly/#renewable consulté le 02/03/ 2015
http://www.eia.gov/dnav/pet/hist/LeafHandler.ashx?n=pet&s=mcrimus1&f=a consulté le 02/03/ 2015
http://www.eia.gov/totalenergy/data/annual/#consumption consulté le 02/03/ 2015

Wt Loy foop 0sle 19.2 Yo alanegme il 0 SV LI (3 bl pn josd) Mgl oo ) 2L

Mgz o bagy 22 Sy sl 3 i ¥ S5l Y) plisizal by o) 281SU Lid) 257 06 2011 — 2007 5z

Log 44 s 50800 sdn OB, 800zl e %050 sy sl OF Lpeel 13 5 o 2011 2w @ s Jol Ly 25
Akl DY) (3 Olhol Sgd Wl 3 OLYI e 1S Gt S5 Y ke A g LowgzeS D3l

175

——
| —


http://www.eia.gov/totalenergy/data/monthly/#renewable
http://www.eia.gov/dnav/pet/hist/LeafHandler.ashx?n=pet&s=mcrimus1&f=a
http://www.eia.gov/totalenergy/data/annual/#consumption

2013 — 2004 1531 suesddt SLYS B Jptad) Bl iehy I ahdt jlawl Jo gl 3891 Slulw S

V93 0.89 4 il a1 ) ol 1031 sl LS 3 JslaY) pldsaa) zls) o Sl il

sl M O ¥es 0.29 adl (2if Lwge sl 28 5 2011 @ 0l Nes 1.29 5 5 2010 2 3 Wl
FOOI N3 0.06 + ozl o BLE U] 385 JSeY) e 2ila] O U £} of ) Lzl (2011 = 2000
D9 S B il Ihgnal (3 8o 335 ) 3T Ul s ) 8gn) womts o JaY) ps el B ailey
et o 3 ) 2 e 5 Y Inel i e Sl ale wg a5 S lam g s
il e slaze)
rigaddl Slaylgll 8y i B dealuwd! -2-1

sLasl e 2SN saol) SLY S (5l 3g3gl) pldszl mlll a4l Aadd) Slsll 50 (2i% Glan Lad
23 Al o> bl Sl 856 ais s 342 OF pb 5V Oled) (3 badl jlanl L)l we 2ol Spoae Wl
s Velo) Bl Al e Ligin Vg e 50 o 5T JSlaY) pliseind 5y Com o lalsin gk (5! 3350
LS™ Syl Joopd) s o si )lie s iad Jaidl) o 3yl 8 o) 2SS alets 3 el 2l ST 0T YL 2011
Lal alaidl olsylll 3 adsdl oo gl 0fy foondl e L)L Adand) A el 5 8>S e (L) (5) gl amios
Agilall AIEY) i 3 A el A el Al OF ) iy Vg Syl 2] ¢y e

Sl Bdoadl DU B el Al T 5 Bladd) 131l 895 jads Wigs (D) wBy ol

AT G Lo | Y9y AU 32 o ey AUSS (& Rt e SR g & )
Yo Joryd! Ay sl gy Syl | Syl 8y Lhaddl Osyl Jeord! jaes Jagua
(el ¥59) ( (Y35 Oghe) (Jeort Oscbo) (el S¥93)
13.432 61.56 9.552 17153.670 241.205 71.12 2007
9.849 87.44 9.552 33395.559 344.318 96.99 2008
15.468 52.20 9.552 24985.307 404,575 61.76 2009
12.085 69.49 9.552 38877.942 491.872 79.04 2010
9.184 94.46 9.552 53587.722 515.22 104.01 2011
9.097 95.46 9.552 51340.888 488.916 105.01 2012
9.178 9453 9.552 51172.824 491.68 104.08 2013

Sl 5 a1 Bl Sliglas 315 Sllans e Islazel C Ul sls] e 1Rl
* http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases/commodity-price-data consulté le 16/02/2015
O (L Y- e B PN ()

said (35S OF ) Bl iy o)A sV e Sladl ks Bnese Lo bl e WS 3 s

IR RPOW-Z R PR ES ST NP I FONUS S R ST PP PPN VRN DS SV JEP PR 1Y [ MV R PR ROL I B

Blyl 3 ULV lomd (il vl dozad (A ol Shle Slasl i e 251 (oo 3g8sl) 241 dm

Sl Bad slas¥l UV Sa V6 Lol i do wekd) 1os OF 1] LY e cdisliasl 315187 co gl B5i

3 o P el e OF J) 85| ) Gt Sl ¢ LY o)l SUlE S ULy @A eV el

Fig gl @V b e asds A eV Ol e 1S sds Sl kb (e3lasVl SU) e ¥ 05 S 4STT
Al Lol S sk s sl

12 Jl ¥l plsial o el 09 S A8 56 Sllagl o aes 2SS e @l QW1 () Jidl JM e

Mag gV Copghd) Bsi Sse 3 5Vp2 42l Sl Gl x5l 3587 R Y 209.82 U adSdl of

176

——
| —


http://databank.worldbank.org/data/databases/commodity-price-data

2015/ 08 548t — iyl ) St 5151 ioes

33 50 e el éﬁf‘y\ oY jlasl Sk al ) 6lo] cobl¥) jzis J (3 Lalas) as 48 ) dle of o
Ul ads (3 e 33l gl Abls sud Gl Slalll il ae ale e g chadsie Ay SeliST
JplY alusianl Sy jaisd 1S54 el sl LSS :(6) 0By Jguonl)
CO, 8K b Osle 130

o ol ST | e ) AT o Sl Sl Jgr s Ughe A Osle O gind)
¢S ded b Jlor) bz o) Jdsld)
Bugll s
209.825 629.476 10.981 45.133 34.151 525407.544 24686.724 2007
209.825 629.476 15.675 64.426 48.751 750016.113 35240.15 2008
209.825 629.476 18.419 75.701 57.283 881270.709 41407.26 2009
209.825 629.476 22.393 92.036 69.643 1071426.94 50341.913 2010
209.825 629.476 23.456 96.404 72.949 1122284.83 52731.515 2011
209.825 629.476 22.258 91.482 69.224 1064987.21 | 50039.33717 | 2012
209.825 629.476 22.384 92.000 69.615 1071007.32 50322.1971 2013
Glad) o M2l

el e gl 38 ls) B AN Jewloal! pltsiiat b Wb
AR ey addt jland B gl 38841 5T OUT -1

el U 2L A 2 Al e Cblly oell G B e ek 3l sl s Sax
o (T MW e gel I ald) Bl @ 3 OF (S k) (UL Vs gl 2] & aedl sdn n pisizd) o
S 056 0f S LS Lede (Al 8505 ams 598l 25y Andsind) abodl el 1) (1 850 302 035 0T S
oSkl miy 2510E 53LeS S gl g o 51 el gLyl bl ) e G gLyl IS e 3,80 8 5ypea
Lli ae S L ald o 3g3el) sl (3 Iy e 066 O S LS gl ol ol sdl e Ly Wlazal )
by g o) 29501 Y alansll Sl Jlaal gy s
Bt o sl B e 53] I e el dld) el 3 Gt s 2] g Of S gt sl e
& dlsap &l el 2 WS g sl e oo syl a Ll 315 ) s e 25801 2] slpe Jlad ¢l
380 2] slge el p DLV 0 g aie i Lo g Bpeas 3T 20T ) Ler sl 185 of Lemls) (LY s Lyjlan
fodh (L)) o 51 Bl e ] s OF (S sl Sl s (3 sl o @ s V) i) e g (ssd
REZV P [ e SREE U N (A IE BB PR U VN N W
il e ol 358l 5y ALl S -2

poid) oomd) g B s G B oL LS Rl Lol jlanl e godl sl sy sl Y1 Al
RN P REH A S JEEAN] zWl & e
TNESNIY S YRS USTR BY)

3y ) Uiby suaze 21 2398 Uslezed (el 383)) iy sl ) jland g Bl bl i Cp 301 L]
Y UK e asldl aall ol U
y=at Xt foXo t e

177

——
| —



2013 — 2004 1531 suesddt SLYS B Jptad) Bl iehy I ahdt jlawl Jo gl 3891 Slulw S

S sl LY 3 sl A REE N EEMUER T IC o BRI JoV) el jasll Xq -
SV dmtll LY e 8 sl 3 Jren ) 5 gl el el X -
W il il folae (S el il Bales ol bl Je g il 1 gy B B

3 AN S RPA RN PG E WU S PR EE NS EiUg P
MP =a+ p1MU+ B, MXP ................ (2)

O

¢l [ Voult 5,1 aw MP

(bl 28V saall LY & sl Y 2] @ Redsadd 5,00 oles” MU
ol N1 aell SLY e 5,0 o ysle MXP
rstadYl ol 5 WST1 oLl -2-2

:CS}““ PJW A -

5y DUy 5 e Bl M) Sll) 2w loY) ) el SULy Ladsezal oSlel ad) jLall Z3sadd) i

ol dlan pidy 2012 = 1996 sl wipslally Jsluy) #) @ dedsed) 5010 LS 2l 285,31 2213
toh WS il ol 2 S e (EVIEWS) slam Y1 ol Lozl Jlady)
(2) Uslaedd uowil 3500 Qe s 1(7) o3y Jguond)

Dependent Variable: MP
Method: Least Squares

Date: 04/21M15 Time: 22:36

Sample: 1996 2012

Included obsemvations: 17

Wariable Coefficient Std. Error  t-Statistic Prob.

MU 1.102545 0.179639 6.135863 0.0000

MXP -2 981432 0.922080 -3.233376 0.0060

C 226.6949 4676466 4847563 0.0003
R-squared 0812930 Mean dependent var 1481494
Adjusted R-squared 0786205 S.D. dependent var 67 63507
S.E. of regression 3127306 Alkaike info criterion 9.882176
Sum squared resid 13692.06 Schwarz criterion 10.02921
Log likelihood -30.99850 F-statistic 30.41908
Durbin-\Watson stat 1.618496 Prob(F-statistic) 0.000008
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Wihite Heteroskedasticity Test:

F-statistic 0868049 Frobability 0.510734
Obs*R-squared 3815057 Probability 0431613

Test Equation:

Dependent Wariable: RESID"2
Method: Least Sqguares

Date: 05/21/15 Time: 08:23
Sample: 1996 2012

Included observations: 17

“ariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C -1741.941 4575069 -0.380497 o.7102
ML -36.51752 42 37595 -0.861751 0.4057
L2 0.330304 0.305898 1.079785 0.3015
NP 107.9251 207 4686 0.520200 0.6124
NP2 -0.933184 2.566324 -0.363627 07225
R-squared 0224415 Mean dependent var 8054153
Adjusted R-squared -0.034113 S.D. dependent var 1065009
S E. of regression 1083.023 Akaike info criterion 17.05283
Sum squared resid 14075254 Schwarz criterion 17. 29789
Log likelihood -139.9490 F-statistic 0.868049
Durbin-\Watson stat 1.332664 Prob(F-statistic) 0510734
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Jarque-Bera 0.966565
Probability 0.616756

9
Series: Residuals
8 Sample 1996 2012
7 Observations 17
6 Mean 0.000000
5 Median -8.791152
Maximum 63.24062
a4 Minimum -42.43233
Std. Dev. 29.25327
3 Skewness 0.556552
> Kurtosis 2.645653
1
o]
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Dependent Wariable: LWP

Method: Least Squares

Date: 04/19/15 Time: 18:57

Sample: 1975 2013

Included observations: 39

Convergence achieved after 8 iterations

“Wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.

LMP 0.754394 0.073126 10.31634 0.0000

LF 0.344110 0141187 2 A3T25T 0.0200

c -0.017766 0.216795 -0.081947 0.9352

AR 0501687 0.139963 3.584424 0.0010

R-squared 0.938971 Mean dependent var 2211611

Adjusted R-squared 0933740 S.D. dependent var 0130874

S_E. of regression 0.033688 Akaike info criterion -3.846428

Sum squared resid 0039721 Schwarz criterion -3.675806

Lag likelihood 79.00535 F-statistic 1795002

Durkin-VYWatson stat 1.8134583 Prob(F-statistic) 0000000
Inverted AR Roots 50

EVIEWS 4 slam) melipl ol o Islaze) Ul slts] e ¢ okl
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LWP =-0.0177 + 0. 7543 LMP + 0.3441 LF ................ (%)
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White Heteroskedasticity Test:

F-statistic 0167903 Probakbility 0953249
Obs*R-sqguared 0. T55455 FProbakbility 0.944318

Test Equation:

Dependent YWariable: RESID"2
Method: Least Sguares

Date: 041915 Time: 19:11
Sample: 1975 2013

Included observations: 39

Wariable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
c -0.036662 0.0706385 -0.518669 06074
LMP 0016718 0.036380 0. 459528 0.6488
L2 -0.003916 0.008454 -0. 463237 0.6461
LF 0021020 0.074391 0282557 0. F77a2
LF~2 -0.005527 0020559 -0 268857 07897
R-sguared 0.019371 Mean dependent var 0001018
Adjusted R-squared -0.095998 5. D. dependent var 0001085
S _E. of regression 0001136 Akaike info criterion -10.60306
Sum squared resid 4_39E-05 Schwarz criterion -10.38978
Log likelihood 211.7T597 F-statistic 0167903
Durbkin-WWatson stat 1.481598 Prob({F-statistic) 0.953249
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Series: Residuals
Sample 1975 2013
Observations 39

Mean 9.35E-15
Median 0.001688
Maximum 0.050545
Minimum -0.071710
Std. Dev. 0.032331
Skewness -0.178877
Kurtosis 2.106364

Jarque-Bera 1.505682
Probability 0.471026
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Chow Breakpoint Test: 2005

F-statistic 0.727585  Probability 0.579918
Log likelihood ratio 3499579  Probability 0477942
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'. OCDE et forum international des transports, Biocarburants :lier les politiques de soutien aux bilans énergétiques et
environnementaux, Editions OCDE, Paris, 2008, p 107
- OCDE, Politiques de soutien des biocarburants une évaluation économique, Editions OCDE, Paris, 2009, p 34
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‘- M. David Treguer, Les biocarburants dans I’union Européenne et aux Etats-Unis : soutien public et liens avec les
politiques agricoles et environnementales, DEMETER 2008, p 129
°- OCDE, Politiques de soutien des biocarburants une évaluation économique, éditions OCDE, Paris, 2009, p 34
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- OCDE, Politiques de soutien des biocarburants une évaluation économique, Op. Cit.
. OCDE, évaluation des réformes de la Politique agricole aux Etats Unis, éditions OCDE, Paris, 2011, p 127

° - http://www.quechoisir.org/auto/carburant/etude-biocarburants-l-analyse-detaillee-de-I-ufc-que-choisir consulté le
17/04/ 2014

9 _Renewable Fuel Association (RFA), Ethanol Industry Outlook 2013, p 10 sur le lien:
http://www.ethanolrfa.org/page/-/PDFs/RFA%202013%20Ethanol%201Industry%200utlook.pdf?nocdn=1
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'2_ UNEP, vers la production et Iutilisation durable des ressources : Evaluation des biocarburants, Rapport du Groupe
international d’experts sur la gestion durable des ressources, 2009,. p 37
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