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Mitgliedstaaten etablieren Begleitung und

Die Kommission prift und nationale GAP-Plane jahrliche
genehmigt GAP Plane Analyse des Handlungsbedarfs, Festlegung ~Umsetzungs-
und begleitet die der Zielwerte und Etappenziele, berichte
Umsetzung

Interventionsdesign, Verwaltungs-und
Koordinierungssystem, basierend auf dem
Partnerschaftsprinzip

Zuverlassigkeits-
erklarung und
Ergebnisprifung

Festlegungi"des EU-
Rechtsrahmens

9 Ziele, gemeinsame Indikatoren,
Definition genereller Interventionstypen

« Umsetzung nach MaRgabe des GAP-
Strategie-Plans

Verbesserung der 6konomischen, sozialen und
okologischen Wirkungen der Politik

European
Commission

Quelle: Gemeinsame Agrarpolitik/ELER nach 2020 —Vorschlage Erwartungen an Deutschland &
Niedersachsen. Juli 2019. Hannover. Peter Kaltenegger. GD AGRI. Europaische Kommission



Mehr Ergebnisorientierung
// Die Ziele der neuen GAP

FAIRERES KRAFTEVERHALTNIS IN

STEIGERUNG DER

WETTBEWERBSFAHIGKEIT DER LEBENSMITTELVERSORGUNGSKETTE
SICHERUNG KLIMASCHUTZMABNAHMEN
ANGEMESSENER @
EINKOMMEN

DIES UMWELTSCHUTZ
GAP-ZIELE
oot ERHALTUNG
VON GESUNDHEIT UND (il 0 C@ VON LANDSCHAFTEN
LEBENSMITTELQUALITAT WO UND BIOLOGISCHER
VIELFALT

LEBENDINGE i

LANDLICHE FORDERUNG

GEBIETE DES GENERATIONSWECHSELS

Quelle: https://ec.europa.eu/info/food-farming-fisheries/key-policies/common-agricultural- [info@men-d.de]

policy/future-cap/key-policy-objectives-future-cap_de



ARTEN VON INTERVENTIONEN

Quelle: Gemeinsame Agrarpolitik/ELER nach 2020 —Vorschlage Erwartungen an Deutschland &
Niedersachsen. Juli 2019. Hannover. Peter Kaltenegger. GD AGRI. Europaische Kommission

Zur Gewahrleistung der Zieler-
reichung stellen die Mitglieds-
staaten Beratungsdienste bereit,
die wirtschaftliche, ékologische
und soziale Aspekte abdecken.
(Verpflichtende Themen -Teil des
GAP-Plans.)

European
Commission
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Derzeitige Struktur Forderung Neue Struktur
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Neue, verstirkte Konditionalitat

Obligatorisch

Greenin
fur_ g GAB — Grundanforderungen an die Betriebsfiihrung
Landwirte {Alle rechtl. Bestimmungen) Verpflichtend
i = flir Landwirt
Obliga- GLOZ — Guter landwirtschaftlicher und Gkologischer Hrkandwirte
torisch Zustand

. Cross-Compliance
fuir ) (vom MS ausgearbeitet und mit KOM abgestimmt

Landwirte 10 Stiick davon 2 neu : Moor- und Feuchtgebiete
Néhrstoffbilanz auf Betriebsebene

E European
Commission

Quelle: Gemeinsame Agrarpolitik/ELER nach 2020 —Vorschlage Erwartungen an Deutschland &
Niedersachsen. Juli 2019. Hannover. Peter Kaltenegger. GD AGRI. Européische Kommission



Mehr Ergebnisorientierung
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Quelle:http://www.juntaex.es/filescms/con03/uploaded_files/PaginaPrincipal/DireccionesGenerales/DirGralPoliticaAgrariaComunit
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Moving towards a more healthy and sustainable EU food system,
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Bringing nature
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Mehr Ergebnisorientierung

Ziele Impact Assessment: Modernisation and simplification

“‘Address simplification by streamlining the design and delivery of the
B CAP on relevant EU objectives through a shift from compliance to

* performance, in line with the requirements of Budget Focused on
Results.”
“Annex 7 assesses the simplification under the new delivery model,
driven by the shift towards performance and a streamlined CAP
implementation approach. Simplification of programming and
notification procedures, better adaptation to local needs and better
coordination of the actions of the two pillars can reduce

administrative burden and can also improve the acceptance of the
CAP.”

“Overlapping in the reporting obligations. The current implementation
has allowed Commission services to identify the coexistence of
different reporting obligations covering the same or similar
information. (...) A future CAP organised under a single CAP
Strategic plan and a single set of reporting mechanisms should allow
for important simplification in this domain.”

10 [info@men-d.de]




Ergebnisorientierte

Politikumsetzung

Was wir direkt steuern> Was wir direkt beeinflussen ~ Was wir indirekt beeinflus[se>

: Unmittelbare Globale
|| nput | Output ~—— Ergebnis _’|I Wirkung % Wirkung |

e

Verwaltung - Audit

Umsetzung - Monitoring

Politik - Bewertung

11 ‘ info@men-d.de]




Umsetzung

Outputindikatoren Ergebnisindikatoren

& 4

Absicherung der GAP Verwaltung der GAP-Plane

Outputindikatoren geben Ergebnisindikatoren geben Ma3nah-
Manahmen eine Zahl. Sie dienen men einen Zweck. Sie werden zur

dem Zweck, Ausgaben an Qutput zu Lielsetzung in GAP-Planen und zur
kniipfen. Sie werden fiir den Uberwachung der Fortschritte bei
diesen Zielen verwendet (jahrliche

jahrlichen Leistungsabschluss
Lelstungsilberpriifung).

verwendet,

Quelle: Europdische Kommission.

Bewertung der Politik

Wirkungsindikatoren

et

Politische Leistung der GAP

Wirkungsindikatoren tragen
zur Evaluierung der Leistung
in Bezug auf allgemeine Ziele
bei (Halbzeit- und
Ex-post-Evaluierung).

Europaische
Kommission

o



hgr'lcultural Knowledge and
Innovation Systems (AKIS)

Qutput indicators

.17 Number of projects supporting genetic resources

European Innovation Partnership
for agricultural knowledge and
innowation (EIP)**

0.1 Number of EIP operational groups

0.2 Number of advisors sefting wp or participating in EIP
operational Eroups

Investments

.18 Number of supported on-farm productive investments

0.18a: Numnber of supported on-farm non-productive

investment operations or units receiving support under
EAFRD"

.19 Number of supported local infrastructures

(.20 Number of supported non-productive investments

.21 Number of off-farm productive investments

Broad type of intervention

Output indicators (per intervention)

CAP support

0.3 Number of CAP support beneficiaries

Decoupled direct support

(0.4 Number of ha for decoupled DP

0.5 Number of beneficiaries for decoupled DP

0.6 Mumber of ha subject to enhanced income support for
young farmers

Installation grants

(0.22 Number of farmers receiving installation grants

.23 Number of rural entrepreneurs receiving installation
grants

0.23a: Number of small farms receiving development support
under EAFRD"

0.6a Number of ha for complementary redistributive income
support’

(060 Number of units (ha or livestock units] for eco-schemes®

0.7 Number of beneficiaries subject to enhanced income
support for young farmers

Risk management tools

0.8 Number of farmers covered by supported risk
management instruments

Cooperation

0.24 Number of supported producer groups/organisations

(.25 Number of farmers receiving support to participate in EU
guality schemes

(0.26 Number of generational renewal projects (young/non-
young farmers)

0.27 Number of local development strategies (LEADER)

.28 Number of other cooperation groups (excluding EIP
reported under 0.1)

0.8a: Number of mutual funds for agricultural, climate and
sanitary risk management receiving support under EAFRD [by
type of hazards)?

Coupled support

0.9 Number of ha benefitting from coupled support

Kmowledge exchange and
information

0.29 Number of farmers trained/given advice

0295 Number of plans studies or awareness actions
supported by EAFRD®

Ty — - - -

.10 Number of heads benefitting from coupled support

Payments for natural constraints

and other region specific

constraints

(.11 Number of ha receiving ANC top up (3 categories)

012 Number of ha receiving support under Natura 2000 or
the Water Framework Directive

0.12a: Numnber of ha receiving support under the Water
Framewaork Directive®

Horizontal indicators

.31 Number of ha under environmental practices {synthesis
indicator on physical area covered by conditionality, ELS,
AECM, forestry measures, organic farming)

0.32 Number of ha subject to conditionality (broken down b
GAEP practice]

Payments for management
commitments [environment-
climate, genetic resources,
animal welfare)

0.13 Number of ha (agricultural) covered by
environment/dimate commitments going beyvond mandato
reguirements

0.14 Number of ha (forestry) covered by environment/climate
commitments going beyond mandatory requirements

0.14a: Number of forestry units other than ha covered by
environment/cdimate commitments going beyond mandatory
reguirements’

Sectorial programmes

0.33 Number of producer organisations setting up an
operational fund/program

0.34 Number of promotion and information actions, and
market monitoring

0.34a Mumber of actions or units supported in the wine
sector”

0.35 Number of actions for beskeeping

preservation/improvement

.15 Number of ha with support for organic farming

farming®

0.15a Number of units ather than ha supported for organic

.16 Number of livestock units covered by support for animal
welfare, health or increased biosecurity measures

*Support to operational Groups under EIP falls under the provisions of cooperation.
# New Indicator proposed by the Council Presidency




climate*

contributing to climate change, mitigation and

adaptation, and to renewable energy or biomaterials
production

|?‘=l

]

Afforested land

Area supported for afforestation and creation of
woodland, including agroforestry

=
"]
oi

Inwestment support to the

Total investment to improve the performance of the

forest secror®

forestry sector

=
i
oa

Improving soils

Share of agricultural land under management
commitments beneficial for s0il management

-
i
=

Improving air quality

Share of agricultural land under commitments to reduce
ammonia emission

-
[
=1

Protecting water quality

Share of agricultural land under management
commitments for water quality

=]
(=]
[y

Sustainable nutrient
management

Share of agricultural land under commitments related to
improved nutrient management

=
L%

Sustainable water use

Share of irrigated land under commitmenis to improve
water balance

=
P
(=]
1]

Environmental performance in

Share of livestock units {LU) under supported

the livestock sector®

commitments to improve emvironmental sustainability

=l
Lo

Environment-/climate-related
performance through
investment

Share of farmers with support in investments related to
care fior the environment or climate

=
P
La
[-1]

Environment-/dimate-related

Number of operations contributing to environmental

performance through
investment in rural areas”

sustainability, dimate mitigation and adaptation goals in
rural areas

E.24 | Environmental/climate Share of farmers receiving support for
performance through advice/training related to environmental- climate
knowledge performance

=
[r&}

Organic farming®

Share of Utilised Agricultural Area (UAA] supported by
the CAP for organic farming maintenance or CoONVersion

=
s
L

Supporting sustainable forest
management

Share of forest land under management cCommitments to
support forest protection and management.

|?‘=l

[a}]

Protecting forest ecosystems

Share of forest land under management commitments

SEIViCes

=
[

Preserving habitats and
species

Share of agricultural land under management
commitments supporting biodiversity conservation or
restoration

=
P
=
1]

Investments related to

Share of farms benefitting from CAP investment SUpport

biodiversity”

contributing to biodiversity

=
ra
o

Supporting Matura 2000

Area in Natura 2000 sites under commitments for

|?‘=l

(e]

Code | Result indicators (only based on interventions supported by the CAP)

Rl Enhancing performance Share of farmers receiving support for advice, training,
through knowledge and knowledge exchange, or participation in operational
innovation groups to enhance economic, envircnmental, dimate

and resource efficiency performance

B2 Linking advice and knowledge | Mumber of advisors integrated within AKIS (compared to
SYSIEMS total number of farmers)

R.3 Digitisimg agriculture Share of farmers benefitting from support to precision

farming technelogy through CAP

R4 Linking income support to Share of UAA covered by income support and subject to
standards and good practices conditionality

RS Risk Management Share of farms with CAP risk management tools

RE Redistribution to smaller farms | Percentage additional support per hectare for eligible

farms below average farm size (compared to average)

BT Enhancing support to farms in | Percentage additional support per hectare in areas with
areas with specific needs higher needs {compared to average)

B8 Targeting farms in sectors in Share of farmers benefitting from coupled support for
difficulties improving competitiveness, sustainability or quality

R.S Farm modernisaticn Share of farmers receiving investment support to

restructure and madernise, incuding to improve
resource efficiency

R.Sa | Promoting internationally EU Number of third country markets targeted with
agri-food products” promotion and information actions supported with

sectoral types of interventions

R.10 | Better supply chain Share of farmers participating in supported Producer
organisation Groups, Producer Organisations, local markets, short

supply chain circuits and quality schemes

R.11 | Concentration of supply Share of value of marketed production by Producer Q5

with operational programmes

R.12 | Adaptation to climate change | Share of agricultural land under commitments to

improve climate adaptation

R.13 | Reducing emissions in the Share of livestock units under support to reduce GHG
livestock sector emissions and/or ammaonia, including manure

management

B.14 | Carbon storage in seils and Share of agricultural land under commitments to
biomass reducing emissions, maintaining and/or enhancing

carbon storage (permanent grassland, agricultural land in
peatland, forest, etc )

R.15 | Green energy from agriculture | Investments in renewable energy production capacity,
and forestry including bic-based [MW)

R.16 | Enhance energy efficiency Energy savings in agriculture

Blea | Investments related 1o Share of farms benefitting from CAP investment support

Preserving landscape features

Share of agriculture land under commitments for
managing landscape features, including hedgerows
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Generational renewal

MNumber of young farmers setting up a farm with support
from the CAP

Indicator name

R.1 Enhancing performance through knowledge and innovation: Share of
farmers receiving support for advice, training, knowledge exchange, or
participation in EIP operational groups to enhance economic, social
environmental, dimate and resource efficiency performance.

Label as proposed by
the Presidency

R.1 Enhancing performance through knowledge and innovation: Number
of persons benefitting from support for adwvice, training, knowledge
exchange, or participating in EIP operational groups or other cooperation
Eroups/actions.

Definition and aim

To quantify the coverage of interventions supporting the provision of
enhance economic, social, environmental, climate and resource efficiency
performance, as well as animal health,_-thus contributing to all specific
objectives defined in Article & and in particular to the cross-cutting
objective on knowledge and innovation in Article 5.

R.31 | Growthand jobs in rural areas | Mew jobs in supported projects

R.31a | LEADER coverage® share of rural population covered by local development
sirategies

B.32 | Developing the rural Number of bio-economy businesses developed with

biceconomy support

E.33 | Digitising the rural economy Rural population coverad by a supported Smart Villages
strategy

E.34 | Connecting rural Eurcpe Share of rural population benefitting from improved
access to services and infrastructure through CAP
support

B.35 | Promoting sodial inclusion Mumber of people from minority and/or vulnerable
groups benefitting from supported social inclusion
projects

B.36 | Limiting antibiotic use Share of livestock units concerned by supported actions
to limit the use of antibiotics (prevention/reduction)

B.37 | Sustainable pesticide use Share of agricultural land concerned by supported
specific actions which lead to a sustainable use of
pesticides in_order to reduce risks and impacts of
pesticides

B3B8 | Improving animal welfare Share of livestock units covered by supported action to
improve animal welfare

R.38a | Informing EU citizens on agri- Number of days with promotion and information actions

food products*

in the EU supported with sectoral types of interventions

# New Indicator proposed by the Presidency

Types of intervention
concerned

Following types of interventions may be concerned, when specific
reguirements or conditions linked to the intervention can justify it:

For Rural Development:

* Article 72: Knowledge exchange and information actions

+ Article 71: in relation to EIP Operational Group projects in accordance
with Article 114

For Sectoral types of interventions:

*  Advice: Article 43{1)(o) and {p), 43{2){h) and (k] in the F&V sector and
Article 60{1)(b) in- hops, olives oil and table clives and “other sectors’
as defined in Article 38

* The specific intervention "Experimental production” in the F&WV
sector (Article 43(1)(b)), or in hops/olive oil and table olives and
‘other sectors’ (Article 60{1){a))-

» For wine sector, Article 52(1){b}-“iryvactments” and (e} "tangible and
intangible investments in innovation for knowledge exchange"-

+ For apiculture, Article 49(1){a) “technical assistance” Article 45(1}ic
“actions to rationalise transhumance” and Article 49(1)(f)
"implementation of research programs”

Unit of measurement

MNumber of persons®

lMoment of data

Operations for which a first payment {excluding advance paymentci-to the

collection beneficiary was made in the Financial Year concerned.
This indicator is cumulative over the period.
Methodology Number of persons benefitting beraficiares-of from relevant paid

SUpport:
- The number of persons bereficiariesis cumulated over time
- The benefitting person kerefcanis accounted gt the moment of
the first payment (glthough it is a partial payment).
- All persons participating in EIP operational groups and in
knowledge exchange and information actions for which a
payment was made in the Financial Year concerned are included.

* This reflects the changes to Annex | proposed by the Resssrizs-Presidency




Context and Impact indicators

Context and Impact indicators

Context Indicator

20

Context and Impact indicators

20
Agricultural L6 c.28 C.27 Total factor productivity in
productivity agriculture
C.29 Labour productivity
C.14 in agriculture
C.15 in forestry
C.16 in the food industry
Agricultural L7 c.20 L.O06 Agricultural imports and exports
trade
Other gainful Cc.21 C.20 Tourism infrastructure
activities
Farming Li7a C.22 C.i9 Agricultural area under organic
practices farming
C.33 C.23 Farming intensity
L.238 c.24 R.09_PI | Value of production under EU quality
schemes
Biodiversity 118 C.25 C.35 Farmland birds index (FBI}
L19 C.26 Percantage of species and habitats of
Community interest related to
agriculture with stable or increasing
trands
Water L1 C.27 ‘Water use in agriculture
c.28 Water quality
L15 C.40 Gross puirient balance - pitrooen.
C.40 Gross nutrient balance — phosphorus
Li6 Mitrates in ground water
Soil Li1 C.29 C.41 Soil organic sratker carbon in arable
agricultural land
Li3 C.40 C.42 Soil erosion by water
Energy L12 Cc.41 C.43 Production of renewable energy from
agriculture and forestry
C.42 C.44 Energy use in agricultura, forestoy
and food industry
Climate Li0 .43 C.45 Greenhouse gas emissions_from
agriculture
1.9 c.44 Index-of farm-racilierce—Adaptation
tiolte ok
Agricultural sector resilience
progress indicator
C.45 Direct agricultural loss attributed to
disasters
Air L14 C.46 C.45 Ammonia emissions_from agriculture
Health L26 C.47 Antimicrobials sales in food
producing animals
L27 C.48 Risk and impacts of pesticides
Modernisation L1 Share of CAP budget for knowledge
sharing and innovation
Fairness L.24 Distribution of CAP support

Population c.o1 Population numbers
c.02 .04 Population density
c.o3 C.02 Age structure of the population
Total area c.04 C.02 Total area
c.os C.21 Land cover
Labour market L.22 C.06 C.05 Employment rate
cC.07 C.07 Unemploymeant rate
c.08 Employment
C.11 By sector
By type of region
C.13 By sconomic activity
Economy L23 C.09 C.08 GDP per capita
L25 C.10 .00 Poverty rate
cC.11 Gross value added
C.10 By sector
C.10 By type of region
In agriculture
1.8 R.02_PI | For primary producers
Farms and C.13 C.17 Agricultural holdings (farms)
farmers c.13 C.22 Farm |labour force
c.14 C.23 Age structure of farm managers
c.15 C.24 Agricultural training of farm
managers
L21 C.16 News farm_managers
Agricultural C.17 C.18 Agricultural area
land C.18 .20 Irrigable land
C.19 C.24 Farming in Matura 2000 areas
c.20 C.32 Areas facing natural and other
specific constraints [ANCs)
L20 c.21 Agricultural land covered with
landscape faatures
Livestock c.22 c.21 Livestock unitssombers
c.23 Livastock density
Agricultural and 1.3 c.24 C.25 Agricultural factor income
farm income 1.2 C.25 C.26 Comparison of agricultural income
with non-agricultural labour costs
C.26 Farm jncomenetvyalseaddad
1.4 by type of farming
by region
by farm size
1.5 in Areas facing natural and other
specific constraints
C.27 C.28 Gross fixed capital formation in
agriculture




Indicators in Annex | of the proposed CAP Strategic Plan Regulation associated to Green Deal targets

Green Deal targets related to the agricultural

sector

Impact indicators
(as laid down in Annex |) or
Context indicators (as envisaged in secondary

Output and result indicators
(as laid down in Annex I)

Reducing by 50% the use and the risk of
chemical pesticides by 2030

Reducing by 50% the use of high-risk
pesticides

Reducing by 50% the sales of antimicrobials
for farmed animals and in aquaculture by
2030

Reducing nutrient losses by at least 50% in
2030

Achieve 25% agricultural area under organic
farming by 2030

Completing fast broadband internet access
in rural areas reach

Increasing land for biodiversity, including
agricultural area under high-diversity
landscape features

legislation)

1.27 Sustainable use of pesticides: reduce risks and R.37 Sustainable pesticide use: share of agricultural land

impacts of pesticides

in food producing animals
o
xx“o

.15 Improving water qu2"
on agricultural land \N\

60

C.32 Agrlculturaodrea under organic farming

.20 Enhanced provision of ecosystem services:

share of UAA covered with landscape features

concerned by supported specific actions which lead to a
sustainable use of pesticides

e

1.26 Limiting antibiotic use in agriculture: saleg 6\(\\)\'410 Limiting antibiotic use: share of livestock units

concerned by supported actions to limit use of antibiotics

>S5 hutrient balance R.21 Sustainable nutrient management: share of agricultural

land under commitments related to
management

improved nutrient

0.15 Number of ha with support for organic farming

R.34 Connecting rural Europe: share of rural population
benefitting from improved access to services and
infrastructure through CAP support

R.29 Preserving landscape features: share of agriculture
land under commitments for managing landscape features,
including hedgerows

17

Quelle: How to integrate the Green Deal Targets into the CAP Strategic Plans?
Ricard RAMON | SUMQY, AGRI C, European Commission. Expert Group on Monitoring and Evaluation, 25.11.2020.
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Reporting 0.4-Ecoscheme, 0.13, 0.31, 0.32, R.4 - Example 2

Peatland

Ecoscheme Organic farming

Management commitment, total
excluding forestry

Management  commitment  peatland
minimum water level

- Management commitment sustainable
1 Arable forest management

=! land Subindicator 1 - total agricultural area
under environmental practice
Subindicator 2 - total agricultural area
paid for environmental interventions

Forest

Livestock farm with permanent Subindicator 3 - total forestry area
- under environmental practice
grassland, partly located in a Natura At loast one GAEC
2000 site GAEC 1 - maintenance PG
. Total area: 33 ha GAEC 1 - UAA for the ratio
GAEC 1 - PG ratio (PG/UAA
- Forest area: 3 ha ratio (PG/UAA)
« UAA: 30 ha GAEC 2 wetland and peatland
« Arable land: 10 ha crops in annual GAEC 3 ban of burning stubble
rotation GAEC 4 buffer strips
« Permanent grassland: 20 ha, of which 5 GAEC 5on FasT _
. GAEC 6 reducing soil degradation
ha in Natura 2000 GAEC 7 on no bare soil
« Peatland: 2 ha (0.5 ha arable land and GAEC 8 crop rotation
1.5 ha PG) GAEC 9 total agricultural areas subject to
« BISS paid on whole UAA share of non-productive areas
Ecoscheme organic farming: 30 ha GAEC 9 - hectares of non productive
M £ it ts areas/features
anagemen Cc?mm' ments. GAEC 9 - areas subject to retention of
Peatland minimum water level: 2 ha landscape features
Forestry sustainable management: 3 ha GAEC 10 PG in Natura 2000

2

2

3

30

30

3

30

20
30

n.a.

2
10
n.a.
30
n.a.
10
10
30

0.5 stone walls
1 - trees

n.a.

5
30

Whole UAA

Ecoscheme organic (30ha) + peatland
minimum water level (2ha) - no double
counting

Whole UAA

Whole PG area
Whole UAA

Not relevant at farm level — aggregated and
calculated at MS level
On peatland

Whole arable land
No water courses in the farm
Whole UAA
No risk of degradation in the farm
Whole arable land
Whole arable land
Whole UAA

1.5 ha (5 % of UAA)

Applied only to hedges, which are not
present in the holding

Designated PG in Natura 2000
Ha under income support and conditionality

L]
*- To be used for the Numerator

18‘
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Mehr Ergebnisorientierung

Anforderungen an Indikatoren - Fazit

Sehr viele Indikatoren auf EU-Ebene — keine Verschlankung zum
aktuellen Set an Indikatoren.

Entkopplung von Monitoring (Output-/Ergebnisindikatoren) von der
Evaluierung.

Entkopplung (von Teilen der) Output-Indikatoren von den
Ergebnisindikatoren (Output=,Teil-Anzahl“ / Ergebnis = ,Voll-Anzahl®).

Es muss uber die Ergebnisindikatoren nicht mehr jeder EURO und
CENT erfasst werden! Mehrfachzuordnungen aber wenn es geht
vermeiden.
EU-Indikatoren zur Verwendung der GAP-Mittel insgesamt
GAP-SP Indikatoren zur Ubersetzung des EU-Rahmens auf die
nationale Ebene.
Der GAP-SP muss nicht Details der regionalen Ebene abdecken.

19 [info@men-d.de]



Eine Mdglichkeit der Verwendung der Daten
/77 Nicht nur Berichtslegung auch Offentlichkeitsarbeit

|® a8 https://agridata.eceuropa.eu/extensions/Dashboardindicators/Environment.html?select=EU27_FLAG,1

QI 1}| ‘ Q www.bmel.de/gap strategieplan

> e )

Selected Year: 2018 E|

Bulk download & Info €@ Re-set Selections| ©

Share of EU expenditure for rural development spent on
environment and climate in 2618

54.7%

Share of EU expenditure for rural development spent on enviro...
In 2018
188%

0%
68%
48%
28%
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R U T T A R L

L...ml.,m.u..hll.hm

W Other W AECM

B Organic

A
¢ Land cover (% of total area)
In2818
166%

0%
60%
4e%
20%

L
&8

G

@ Agricultural B Matural QOther
W Forestry W Artificial

LA SRS A - A L

Rural development expenditure contribution to eco-systems (%)
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168%
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196 6ee

EU-27

|_IEEY
W Cross-compliance

I Greening
W AECM

ts for envir (EUR/ha)

Selected CAP pay

In2818

2@ee

1566

1@60
* *
* *
*

-
»
500 .
I. :
o | o= --._ _J
AN S

& ® g gt & e & @

W AECM-EU

™ AECM - MNational co-
financing

* Greening - EU (right
axis)




Mehr Ergebnisorientierung
Anforderungen an Indikatoren - Fazit

EU-weite Aggregierbarkeit ist notwendig.

Je mehr EU-weite Anwendbarkeit von Ergebnisindikatoren gefordert
wird, desto weniger aussagekraftig kdnnen diese flr einen
Mitgliedstaat oder eine Teilregion sein.

Die Indikatoren mussen praktikabel, d.h. Gber die IT direkt erhebbar
sein. Automatisiert, kontinuierlich.

Das Monitoring muss mindestens jahrlich und automatisiert
belastbare, aussagekraftige und glaubhafte Informationen zur
Verfligung stellen.
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Quelle: https://imww.bmel.de/DE/themen/laendliche-
regionen/foerderung-des-laendlichen-raumes/eu-

ELER-Forderung der lindlichen Riume 2014-2020 I e A
Geplanter Mitteleinsatz der Bundeslinder*

Baden-Wirttemberg 710 635 480 1825
Bayern 1.516 1116 926 - 3558
Brandenburg / Berlin 1.051 295 0 1346
Hessen 319 182 150 651
Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 937 2 0 1198
Niedersachsen / Bremen 1.120 06 673 2299
Nordrhein-Westfalen 618 557 B 1183
Rheinland-Pfalz 300 221 141 662
Saarland 34 25 0 | 59
Sachsen 879 260 0 i
Sachsen-Anhalt 859 239 98 119
Schleswig-Holstein 4 203 248 870
Thiringen 0 199 21 900
1) einschlieBlich Umschichtung

2) soweit im Rahmen der ELER-Programme ausgewiesen

* in Millionen Euro gerundet

© BMEL (Oktober2015)



Mehr Ergebnisorientierung

Anforderungen an Indikatoren - Fazit

Leistungsberichte (aktuell Durchftihrungsbericht) Gber SFC, als
Schnittstelle MS/EU zur strukturierten Datentibertragung, sind kaum
lesbar. Das ist zum Nachweis — nicht zur Information (,Das ist zum
Verkauf — nicht zum Verzehr").

Es werden nur die Daten erfasst, die auch tber die GAP gefordert
werden. Das heisst, es gibt noch sehr viel mehr!

Belastbarkeit der Daten im Hinterkopf behalten (z.B.
Berichterstattung Leistungsreserve aktuelle Forderperiode oder
zusatzliche nationale Mittel).

GAP-Monitoring/Leistungsberichterstattung kann somit kein
Monitoring sein, dass Deutschland als Ganzes oder einzelne
Themen vollstandig erfasst wie z.B. Biodiversitat oder Entwicklung
landlicher Raume.
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Erstellung GAP Strategieplan
Unsicherheiten in der Zeitplanung

EU-Ebene
Ende Verhandlungen im Trilog
Detailierungsgrad der Interventionsbeschreibung
Detailierungsgrad zur Ergebniserzielung (Outputs,
Einheitswerte, Ergebnisindikatoren)
Datenanforderungen Monitoring und Evaluation

Nationale Ebene
Gesetzgebungsverfahren 1. Saule inkl. Konditionalitaten und
Eco-Schemes mit Auswirkungen auf die 2. Saule der GAP.
Administrative Abwicklung der ,Ergebnisorientierung®; z.B.
Datenerfassung und Aufbereitung flr den einzigen jahrlichen
Leistungsbericht zum GAP-SP-Plan — IT-Systeme.
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Q1/2019 Q3/2019 Q1/2020 03/2020 Q1/2021 03/2 Q1/2022 Q3/2022 Q1/2023 Q4/2023
Str i ! eltpriifung (SUP) Abschluss SUP
| [ W | [ | L B
Beschreibung der Interventionsstrategie i.w.5.
il u.a. D ion der Inter { D i ELER], der Fi
Inkrafttreten
* ]
I L T Abstimmungsverfahren mit KOM
R — I R - beinhaltet u.a. informelle Absti Notifizi ok en
ﬁ Bundesministerium 0.01. Warkshop SWOT-Analys= BMEL, Referat 813
E:;Ei:x’:&maﬂ 0,10, Warkshop Bedarfzanzlyse (Stand: Januar 2021)
Warenkorb ’% Suche Q Meni = 2 /13.05. E-Seminar Griine Archi und Intery i
6./17.09. E-Seminar Entwicklung des [indlichen Raums und Interventionsbeschreibungen

Startseite > Themen ) Landwirtschaft > EU-Agrarpolitik + Férderung > i litik (GAP) > jeplan fir die publik De B/18.02. E-Seminar Lancwirtschaftliche Procuidion und Westbewerasfahighei:

GAP-Strategieplan fiir die Bundesrepublik

Deutschland o

Alle EU-Mitgliedstaaten miissen fiir die neue GAP-Forderperiode ab 2021 erstmals einen Nationalen

Strategieplan fiir die 1. und die 2. Sdule der GAP entwickeln. Das sieht der im Juni 2018 vorgelegte Entwurf

der ission fiir eine GAP- i g Vor.

Quelle: https://www.bmel.de/DE/themen/landwirtschaft/eu-agrarpolitik-und- [info@men-d.de]

foerderung/gap/gap-strategieplan.html
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