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More than private goods?

Cultivate as much land as possible for agricultural production!

Melioration works(1930) Komplexmelioration 2ngphase(19611985)

- verfGofender  Sorfiuh

Raumung der Braben und Fade.

Archivder Namrparkverw;:!ing Dromling~ + |

Komplexmelioration 3rghhase(19861990)

Every n countd

De Dato Berlin, den 6. Yuiii 1773,

Grorudt bey Geovge Jocod Deder, Homigh. Pof Budhdruder.
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More than private goods?

© Oliver Lange, NLWKN Oldenburg, 2014
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More than private goods?
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Basic land use

Land use change

Extensification

‘

Land use Agricultural
category management
* Cash crops
Arable Forage crops
Grassland Meadows
intensive Meadow/pasture
Pasture
Grassland Meadows
Medium Meadow/pasture
intensity Pasture
Grassland Meadows
axtensive Meadow/pasture
Pasture
Wet
conservation 1 ;t'rtameggr%wo(;?y'
grassland Y p

Restoration No agricultural use

Stepwise mgmt-
change along
the degree of
extensification

Direct change into
conservation
grassland/
Restoration

SourceDrosler M., 2011

SourceDrosler M., 2011

Source: Schaller, L., 2015
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More than private goods?

Integrative landscape model

SourceHeilRenhubeet al.,2004:
Visualisierung und Bewertung ausgewahlter Agriculture
Landnutzungsentwicklungen

\ 4

='| Farmer 1

| v | 2
Natural, social, »| Farmer 2 |

ket Agricultural
f;:r::mw:: :'l Farmer 3 | » Landscape

el 1 2
¥ Farmer .. |

=|| Farmer n »

SourceKantelhardt 2003

Difference in

management
J A Improving labour efficiency
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More than private goods?

s

“5
El

Abandonment

SourceHeilRenhubeet al.,2004:
Visualisierung und Bewertung ausgewahlter
Landnutzungsentwicklungen
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More than privategood® Frameworks

Multifunctional agriculture

Key elements of
Multifunctionality (OECD 2001)

A The existence of multiple
commodity and non
commodity outputs that are
jointly produced by agriculture

A The fact that some of the nen
commodity outputs exhibit the
characteristics of externalities
or public goods, with the result
that markets for these goods
do not exist or function poorly.
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Classification of pure public goods, impure public goods and private goods (Sketch)

Non-Excludable

(Bengfits involve only @ small
jurisdiclion such as municipalily)

(Exeludable only to oulsiders
of @ community)

Mon-Rival

Pure public goods

* Landscape (non-use value)

* Natural habitat (non-use
value)

= Rindiversily (non-use value)

Typel

Local pure public goods

* Flood control

* Soil conservation

= Land slide prevention

* Landscape (use value by
residents)

= Cultural heritage (non-use
value: region-specific)

* Positive effects associated
with rural emplovment

Congestible

Type Il

Open access resources

* Food security

* Landscape (use value
by visilors)

Type I

Common property resources
+ Groundwater recharge

= Natural habitat (use value)
+ Biodiversity (use value)

Rival

Type I
Open access resources

Type 1l
Common pioperty resources

Excludable Type IV Type V Private goods
» Nalural habitat inon-use Club goods » Landscape (use value
value) = Food Security (if special by visitors if exclusion can be
= RBiodiversity inon-use value) arrangements were made) made)

* Natural Habitat (non-use » Cultural heritage (use value
value under special of historical buildings)
conditions) = Food securnty (use value

» Riodiversity (Non-use value by farmers)
under special conditions)

Seurce:  OECD

Source: OECD, 2001:
Multifunctionality - Towards
an Analytical Framework



More than privategood® Frameworks

EcosystenServiceframework

G¢KS O2YRAUAZ2YV A
through which natural
ecosystems, and the species
that make them up, sustain and
fulfl Kdzy 'y t AFTSEéd

Supporting services:
-Sonil structure and ferrility

Nutricnrevcling -
Y q
-hl’ruyjujériwr'ni]—\]N\E O S

-Gienetic biodiversity

\J /)

Regulating services:
-Senl retendion

Ecosystem dis-services:
-Pest damage
-Cempetition for water from
other ecosystems
Competition for pollination

0 From

Provisioning services:
foad, fiber, and fuel

production

Non-marketed services:
-Water supply

- Fyellimation . 1 - ; :
‘)-f]:r.lu?\hu;;m'e 0O M (b ‘:b T L ﬁg[‘ltllltlll'ﬂl 'Sf“_irt'f-"i'-'f'i""l'f-'-"f"’” o
-Natural control of plant pests *‘ ecosvstems -t’_.frﬁ-i-:.'.rc'.-:'.fr:mgf mirigarion
-Food sources & habitat for y 'f*h":""'f"_f"f”' ff”‘_‘-"-'-'"“f"'-"'
beneficial insects -Wildlife habitat
-Water purification P, *
-Ammosphenic regilation * *

Ecosystem dis-services:

-Habitat loss

=MNurrient runoff

-Pesticide poisoning of
non-target species

-

e

Feedback effect of dis-services from agriculture to agricultural input (c.g.,

remcval of natural enemy habitat can encourage pest outbreaks)
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Zhang et al., 2007: Ecosystem
services and diservices to
agriculture
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ldentifying Mechanisms

\ Soils Water, nutrients
26 projects and waste
EUR 197 million 26 projects
Soil functions; Soil water EUR 182 million
resources; Soil-improving Wuter munugement; nutrient
cropping systems; Curbon recycling; fertigation; waste
sequestrution valoriselion; bioeconomy

Genetic resources Animal produc-

and breeding tion systems
33 projects 22 projects
AGRIRESEAREH FACTSHEET EUR 132 million

CULTURAL RESEARCH
ATLION IN A N 4

Distribution of budget over priorities
(EUR mlllion - 2014-2020)

Human and
social capital
153
Resource
management
552
Rural growth
{inc. policy support)
561
Healthy plants
Inte-lg;ratﬁ and livestock
ecologic
approaches... 343
183

Balanced efforts between sustainable primary
production and wider rural innovation

Lenasschiallef//1 16092027 (/1\¥IbSIDEANational-GonferéneetBologaa // Italy



ldentifying Mechanisms

CONSOLE EFFECT contracts2.0
CONTRACTS FOR :
CONtract Solutions for Effective and ENVIRONMENTAL GOODS Innovative
lasting delivery of agri-environmental- ]%‘:?;r:r(]::s
climate public goods by EU agriculture \" = and nature
and forestry

{ PEGASUS
AGRIRESEARCH.FACTSHEET e b Gk

PUBLIC GOODS FROM
3 7 =t -

A A

Public Goods under Horizon 2020 Societal Challenge 2 (SC2)

é 7‘ Key themes Low-Input Farming

O \Q})) Public Goods — Drinking Water — and Territories U N I S E C O
s - b Integrating knowledge for

2 5 141 M€ 466 - Land management - Agriculture -

i improving ecosystem-based
Forestry - Governance & Business models P 5 ¥ AGRO-ECOLOGICALKNOWLEDGE HUB

Projects or expected EU contribution Participations in ~ Rural-urban farming

U Public goods, from theory to practice (5 projects) p

U Land management, highature value farming and rurairban synergies (7 projects) (@ CASE

U Capitalising on native biodiversity in farmland landscape (2 projects) SHOWCASIng synergies between
U Pollinators (1 project) agriculture, biodiyersity and

i Drinking water quality and agriculture (3 projects) Lcosystem screes @ help

. . . armers Capltallsmg on native

U Forest ecosystem services (4 projects) biodiversity

U Building resilient mountain value chains delivering private and public goods (1 project)

U Integration of plant protection in a global health approach (1 project)
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ldentifying Mechanisms

Ay A
CONSOLE

CONtract Solutions for Effective and
lasting delivery of agri-environmental-

climate public goods by EU agriculture

and forestry
: AGRIRESEARCH.FACTSHEET
PUBLIC GOODS FROM
REAND FUR L
Public Goods under Horizon 2020 Societal Challenge 2 (SC2)
7 Key themes
E@ é \Q X PI-JPII( Gomjs[— r[t)’nnkmg Water —
25 141 M€ 466 For;s:/mirg:::i:::‘:etgs:::stu:o;els
Projects or expected EU contribution Participations in ~ Rural-urban
U Public goods, from theory to practice (5 projects) p
(7 CASE
~
U Capitalising on native biodiversity in farmland landscape (2 projects) SHOWCASIng synergies between

agriculture, biodiversity and
Ecosystem services to help
farmers capitalising on native
biodiversity
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ldentifying Mechanisms

/| Programme:Horizon 2020 Sister Project:
Budget:2,9 Million Euro "
Duration:01.09.2015 31.08.2018 { PEGASUS
Coordination:UNIBO -

Partners:14 Partners; 13 EU MS

Objective
to provide a (consistent) conceptual basis, evidence, tooldraptbved incentive and policy options to

support the "smart" provision of public goodBy the EU agriculture and forestry ecosystems in the light of
trade-offs and conflicts brought about by prospective intensification scenarios usmagsdisciplinary

approach

Specificobjective
to design and evaluate improved, applicable governance mechanisms for the smart delivery of public goa

and avoidance of publicads

LenasSchallef//1 460902027 /L IbSIDEANational-Gonferéncéf/rBologna // Italy



ldentifying Mechanisms

Validating performance
and applicability

A

Evaluation of effectiveness and
efficiency of mechanisms

A
W/

Designing mechanisms for
improved PG supply

A

I

Valuation of PG demand and supply

A

Sketching governance
weaknesses and options

LenasSehiallef//1 46092027 (L 1bSIDEA National-Gonfereneesd Bologna // Italy
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Designing targeted mechanisms

- Co-design
422] Participatory modelling
Strengths
Weaknesses
/ \ _ Local and EU stakeholder workshops
Enabling factors | P

| Barriers for uptake \

| Evaluation of effects of |

/ locally developed /744 15 in depth studies
governance strategy on | f

PG provision

Developing local scenarios
Designing mechanism
Setting target levels

Face to face expert interviews
91 stakeholders in 3™ local workshops (12 CSRs)

Valuation of the
supply and demand for the
‘hotspot’ public good provision

Demand and supply side valuation

Identifying failures of current system

Defining criteria of good mechanisms
Sketching potential mechanisms

Mind mapping the PG/mechanism system

118 stakeholders in 2" [ocal workshops
5 stakeholders in 2" EU workshop

24 interviews/2 group discussion
148 stakeholders in 1% local workshops
5 stakeholders in 15t EU workshop

Mismatches between local level

public good demand and supply

Schaller et al. (2018)
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ldentifying system relationships

o Market
area planning
Standards
Advice and
e e e ——————————— = —— U/ St
A
- gras Lobby
]
]
]
H Jobs
H aministratian
]
]
L]
'l “T
i Finangial -\gnnl.‘n..'al
IinCentives policy
sclent Grants for -
- -
Protein crops
dominated Legislation
Crop rotatiog and
directives
ey
: \_ ‘gp/t Blosnlitl;/ef
Vieetings and ) Y et
Lecal THINK Chemical
Meeting —_— S | Chmate
TANK Indu E m B Public support OI
locations sy =3 1 ° /o (CAP and others) % V ch
-y " = Environmental and o ‘i\\
=ma [] =y socioeconomic e,, ‘ﬁ VAR
T regulation
infl New Hunters 1 [ o Mountain olive 4/ risk
i inhabitants ] =3 ° ® Climatic conditions % | =S (Vel)) \
Vienme 1 "= }/ Flood risk
Farmer ] < Anmal
“:f:fw i =3 n Economic situation % \
[ % T el Aesmellcs
Infrastructul 1 g <
— " ' * s -
and transport [ =3 ity eritage
[ == [ —
Agricultural
ol | pars | - | — D S S T T e P
Marchield O ED B ED D national governments
Landuse in
Marghrifeid

Habitats and |
Blodiversity
Landscape I
Q

g et F—"""‘"" Targettiet al. (2021)

Economic viabilty

Schaller et al. (2018)
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ldentifying Mechanisms Al

Land use CSR

system*  Code

Mechanisms Optimisation approach

regulation financial collaboration  Market advisory &
incenttives and partner mechanisms information

ships awareness
building
X Optimal design of public AES scheme
X X Optimal spatial targeting, optimal management for PG;
- S a— N X eeeveresses s, OPUMa design of private PES scheme L
g X Optimal public payment scheme (collective)
§ s | (targeting, resulbased, collective incentives) " - X ..., Optimal public payment scheme (collective)
-g X Optimal spatial allocation of land use
.......................................................................................... o iG] GlIoeEten @ MSEsEss ehtimel mEnGEEment e PE
X Optimal (de)centralisation of governance
X X Optimal design of subsidies, Optimal mix of mechanisms
§  FUS  RG D e CORN 112 L= igulai subisidie= Optimal mixpimechanisims B
E X X X Optimal mix of mechanisms incl. public and market basedrfat.
§ X X Optimal mix of mechanisms
§ . < < < Optimal mix of mechanisms; optimagmt for PG; optimal payment
scheme
ILUS DE1 X X X X X X Optimal mix of mechanisms, optimal management for PG;
% g ELUS X Optimal design of collective action
8 8 FOR X Optimal design of collective action

*Land use system: ILUS: Intensive land use system, ELUS: Extensive land use sys{Pat. RALUS: Risk of abandonmegsehtamDiseFarestry
LenasSchallef//1 16092021 i/ L\¢IDSIDEA National-Conferéncek/rBolognia // 1taly Schaller et al. (2018)



ldentifying Mechanisms Al

CONCLUSIONS FOR CAP DEVELOPMENT

A Locallyadapted, contexspecific and targeted solutions
A Financial incentives are still of utter importance

A Effectiveness of financial incentives could be enhanced
(better targeting, better schemes)

A Consider the interplay of mutually supporting
mechanisms in mechanisms mixes

A Encourage engagement of local stakeholders in policy
design and foster selesponsibility

A Support collective action and focus information,
education ancawarenessbuliding

[P S IR U2 SN ~ LV VICTRIVIOIRTRRIST) ST 33 RITERITIC BVIT T RO RSICIN]
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ldentifying Mechanisms

J : : .
6.% Programme: Horizon 2020 SISterTJeCtS' f?
CONSOLE Budget:5 Million Euro A
CONtract Solutions for Effective and Duratlon 15201930102022 ENV|%8HH€N<:T1-;?L?C§QDS
lasting delivery of agri-environmental- Coord | natlon U N I BO
climate public goocs by EU agriculture Partners:24 partners in 13 countries

and forestry

Main objective:
to boost innovation in the lasting delivery AgritEnvironmentalClimatic Public Goods by EU agriculture
and forestry

Specific objective:
Inventory and an epost qualitative assessment of existing (implemented) contract solutions for the
improved delivery ohgrienvironmentaiclimate public goods (AECPGS) in the EU and in third countries

LenasSehiallef//1 46092027 (L 1bSIDEA National-Gonfereneesd Bologna // Italy
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ldentitying Mechanisms
UKEUK5 DE5 #LL LV4
o P, ¥ FI3
¥ %BA 1 R >
: 5 NL2 P
— £ LV3
CONSOLE IRL1 w; a e V2
IRL2 DE2 pL3
DE3
] IRL3 DE1
CONSOLE case studies.. PL2
NL4 PL4
[]121 resultbased contract PL1
solutions FR1 PL2
. . NS DE6
[118 contract solutions with - AT4
collective/collaborative BE3 AT1
' ' AT2:
Implementation = 1
: BE4 7 .
[ 13 valuechainbasedcontract | AT3: o
solutions BE1 i
FR4 BG »
[110 Landenure basedcontract x —..— I
solutions 52 ' BG3
< = S
FR3 Freeana.,
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CONSOLE

VCS8: 0 C a Mdliao 6 d Batilla

Under the conditions of the contractsof the i C a ddl Elulinoo-
program,farmerssupply Barilla with soft wheatby respectten ISCC
rulesthataffecttheir way of production

Involved parties Conditions of participation
A 500farmers 10 ISCC rulese.g. crop rotation, a
A 14 mills minimum percentage of area allocated to
A Barilla (private flowers, specific variety selection,
company) certified seeds, no use of neonicotinoids,
no use of glyphosate, etc.

U Farmers receive a price premium from the mills with
which they sign a contract. Barilla purchase the product
from the mills.

U Annual audits by an independent thirgarty control body
G2 I ff &dzaONRMAVBING LINREBKS
of total farmers are tested.

U There are food safety, quality and environmental B
standards. Barilla is expected to cover the entire purchs TR .- B4
of soft wheat through farms that are in compliance with 7 o et {J *
the ten rules. (i R




VC10: o0oOrganic

Only grapes produced ecologically are bought by the winery A " "f 1
Herederodel Marquésde Riscal S.A., to producetwo selectedwine % Orgam Vymle N kaé‘&a

varieties Grape producersare not associated,however, they are = .
integratedinto the value chainby complyingto the winery standards & ) 2
and have periodic controlson quality and residuesand havea strict
protocolof organicproductionof high standards

Facts: Controls/monitoring: strict control by the
A 100 farmers certification authorities
A 400 ha Product requirementsOrganic certification,

grapevine quality for premium wines

U Grapevine producers produce grapes with organic
certification and guarantee the selling each year to the
Riscalwinery.

They receive a fixed price and their product is

transformed into wine of two high value labels.

Riscak They receive a stable amount of organic grapes
that transform, bottle and distribute to high end
retailers, restaurants and exports.




VC1: ALMO Alpine oxen | _Amo

Under the ALMO brand, establishedoriginally by a group of 45
farmers,a meatprocessingcompany,a foundationfor animalwelfare,
and 400 farmers, organisedin an associationand managingalpine
pastureswork togetherto produceandmarketalpineoxenwith higher
animalwelfarestandards

First, oxen meat was marketedby small butcheries 2001 a strong
expansiontook place as the meat processingcompany joined the
ALMO -program

The animal protection associationn VI EFRF O T E developed
additionalanimalwelfare criteriato guarantednigh animalhealthand
welfare standardson the farms Since 2014 farms can be certified
basedn thesecriteria

ALMO 8 Alpine o
~_Austria
: “f"?’r wh ﬂ.‘lv..f"\.fﬁ,:.,f» ‘ 'v. _ .

U Farmers get fixed prices for the oxen, which are on
average 23% higher than the market price.
U Products are sold using diverse points of sales, includin

some large companies of the Austrian food chain.
Additionally, the meat production company sells the mea
products via an online store.




§ Resultbased
contractsolutions

Farmersfollow recommendedmeasuresto build up S\ Bllesioniccindort

humus in soil. CQ® sequesteredis measured by The I—Lu‘mur()gram of th1
means of soil sampling and soil analysis (3 soil : dU
samplesincl. validation sample) Farmers receive \ 7 Okoreglon {am
payments via emission certificatetrading system COTNER ;

. . Y
CQ certificatesare boughtby private sector

Free management decisions (low perceived ris
Educational measures and humus community

& -

Strictmeasurementslong contractduration
Further benefits for the farmer (soil fertility)

l l'lulljb ,J Aufbau )\}

© OkoregionKaindorf

TN A O A
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CONSOLE

The association AFSAL(Farmersand Wild Animals in
Alsace)s coordinatingthe croppingsystemsof about 140
farmerslocatedin three different static protected areas,
to favour the development of populations of the
protected Europearhamster

U Farmers willing to participate must join the AFSAL
association

U Prescribed integration of hamster friendly crops in
crop rotation (neighboring fields)

U Costbased payment opportunity costs

U Resultbased payment for hamster burrows

D SRS Source: Alsace

§ / Chamberof
I o s ;’ Agriculture, Bas
7 borsl i Rhin DDT,
- s /( AFSAL, 2020
B |
‘o/ e AN
» / Z R O

© ONCFS © NicolasBusseICNRS/IPHG

2
Lileweré = Egadité + Frurerniréd
REFUBLIGUE FRAMGAISE

MINISTERE
DE L' AGRICULTURE

DE L' AGROALIMENTAIRE [
ET DE LA FORET
L

a collectiveapproachin the
RDHramework




% - )
<= ' Land tenure .based SOLE Conservation and restoration of
4y’ contract solutions

grasslands in Strandzha and
Undera project financedpartially by LIFE+the BulgarianSociety Sakar mountains for restoring local
for Protectionof Birdsandfarmerspurchasedandleasedout over biodiversity and endangered bird
600halandto farmerswith requirementsto restoreand maintain species

the high nature value pasturesto protect the Europeansouslik

(restorationof bushlandpastures removingunwantedvegetation w* ’41»‘ ;1“’];
to maintainmosaichabitat; sustainablenanagemenbf grassland - B 5 M

throughlivestockgrazingor mowing sowingnative grassspecies)

Farmersrent the land for zeroleaseA accesgo land
Farmers benefit from providing grazing space for their
animals and for using the hay for fodder

By meeting environmental requirements farmers are eligi
for governmental subsidy (practicbased efforts)

SvetoslavSpasov

© SvetoslavSpasoy Bulgarian Society for Protection of Birds



Successful Mechanisms

CONSOLE

LESSONS LEARNED from existing contract solutions
A Low intensive agriculture, low incomegrienvironmental contract solutions
represent an important part of income

A Low risk, negligible or positive income effects, eastlygratableinto the
farming system and reacting on social pressurereating winwin situations

A The environmental option is just economically more feasii@@vironmental
management pays off

To

Producing for a companytrust and the chance to market products

To

Land seeks land managersand offered meets demand by farmers

LenasSchallef//1 460902027 /L IbSIDEANational-Gonferéncéf/rBologna // Italy



Research perspectives

Inter- (andtrans-) disciplinaryresearch
Farmersattitudes and motivations
CINY¥SNERQ gAfftAy3aySaa G2 | RILWN GK
Farmlevel costs of implementation of management changes
Effectiveness, efficiency and acceptance of incentives
Frameworks, decision support tools and design guides
Businessnodels

Technologyor ecologisatior?

X

C: C: C: C: oo

LenasSchallef//1 460902027 /L IbSIDEANational-Gonferéncéf/rBologna // Italy



Research perspectives

CONSOLE

100%
Economic factors Social
category: A
+ percentage of total influence
household gross
revenue from
75% farming/forestry
* Tenure
Compa-
{ ™~ .
Farm structure category: tibility
. Very likely + Farm size Perceived
< H = Full or Part-time
g " Likely - Specialisation usefulness —
g °% . Neutral * Organic Attitude tention
P N
o [ uniikely Result towards
. Very unlikely Farmar charactaristics deminstm use
category: bility )
. NA . Age Perceived
» Education ease of use
* Successor
25%
' B Social-
efficacy
Dispositional factors:
» Emvironmental concern
= Participation In AES
* Satisfaction with AES
0% N U Perceived
risk
colectve and tenure Result-based Value chain External stimuli
Willingness to enroll in the contract typology

5 Q! f etalNFrehcoming) EichhornKantelhardt& Schaller (forthcoming)

LenasSchaller//1 160920271 H/L\¥IbSIDEANational-Gonferénee-HBologna // Italy



Research perspectives

CONSOLE .

tn

System features

ecosystems and public
goods

Agricultural, forestry,
food production
components
Technology

Policy conditions

Legal conditions
Market situation
Other actors,- - -

State of environment, |

Specific

AECPG Contract features:

* Tenure-related — Land tenure
* Reference parameter for payment — Result-based
High degree of cooperation among farmers/actors — Collective
Full connection with private goods provision — Value-chain

# General

o (Ohiert nf rantrarct enlutinn: AFCPG

tvne and nthere

Decision context:
CAP instruments
Other policies
Other (e.g., private initiatives)

institutions, govel

4

Target public
good|(s)

Contract
features for

implementation
and evaluation

Technical feasibility:

Sources of funding

Practices & measurements

Availability of expertise

Actors:
*  |nvolved

*  Acceptance
*  Motivation

Other factors:

Cost-
effectiveness
Pilot & full-scale
implementation

Payment for scheme:

Monitoring and
evaluating indicators
Calculating payments
Adrministrative support

Legal
framewaork

Viaggiet al. (forthcoming)

l

Scale
l

|

Choice of contract type

'

!

|

!

3

Result-based

Collective

Value-chain

Land tenure

Mixed

Others/None

LenasSchiallet//1460912027 (/L IDSIDEA National-Confereneet/Bolognia // Italy




ldentifying Mechanisms

Rural Economy and

Semi-natural Community

/ [ Agricultural Societies (SE)J [Conservation Association (EE)

Farmers and ‘Abejas Farmers Collective
Silvestres’ conservation Natuurrijk Limburg (NL)
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A last thought!
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A last thought!

Agrarumweltmaftnahme (OPUL) - Betriebe, Flichen und Leistungsabgeltungen im Zeitvergleich Tabelle 5226

Betriche (1) Alle Befricbe | Antes an allen DPU;':SmE LFishim der Anteil an der | ElLLMitel | Bundesmittel| Landesmittsl LEIiE'hanE’I
Jahre sV | mINVEKOS | Betrisben o INVEKOS-Betriebe [ LFeAlm abgeltungen (3)
m QR mit LF mit LF in % Aln;..t:i':l':che in ha in Prozent in Mio. Ewo

1983 175.287 197.095 48,9 2.302.968 2.498.183 822 247 B2 167 B& 111,82 327 62
1996 166.357 184 663 90,1 232601 2494 637 932 293 56 180,08 120,06 283,71
1997 163.716 181.634 90,1 2230429 2438422 91,5 259,35 159,89 106,62 525,86
1958 163423 176.740 925 2253954 2445113 920 26908 167,70 111,80 45, 58
1999 160.944 174.619 922 2214872 2.413.076 91,8 27198 168,05 112,03 252,06
2000 145.717 162.719 89,6 2117197 2.401.285 &2 267 BB 165,14 110,09 243,08
200 137.537 156.417 879 2248817 2.387.903 94 2 28935 176,75 117,93 584,06
2002 136.381 153.830 88,7 2257754 2387438 94 6 299 56 183,47 122 36 605,39
2003 135175 151.129 894 2.264.516 2.384.402 95,0 309,61 190,04 126,77 626,61
2004 134.114 149.185 899 2 268.81 23582604 952 31615 194 26 129 58 539 93
2005 133.096 148.370 897 2.271.888 2382271 954 322 36 198,55 132,39 653,31
2006 126.600 144083 &7, 2231135 2.368.936 94 2 317 22 185,03 129 69 541,594
2007 120177 139.261 86,3 1.996.355 2.356.607 64,7 25295 151,03 100,66 S04 B4
2008 118.270 136.353 86,7 1.968.042 2.351.448 83,7 260,15 152 68 101,79 214 62
2009 117.357 134.102 875 1.971.29§ 2.347.055 64,0 27387 160,68 107,12 41,67
2010 115817 132 653 873 1.969.700 2.339.299 642 278458 162,25 108,17 248,90
2011 114421 129.444 884 1.965.467 2.323.385 64 6 27712 161,38 107,59 245,08
2012 111.777 126.762 88,2 1.938.582 2309866 639 29043 145,14 9543 535,00
2013 108.991 124 094 87,8 1.907.825 2.300.379 629 285,02 146,35 97,57 528,93
2014 102.260 119.717 85,4 1.548.081 2.284.533 0.9 253,71 149 48 99 66 202,85
2015 90.575 113.482 798 1.736.265 2266874 766 19373 112,92 75,28 381,93
2016 91.913 112.316 81,8 1.782.767 2.263.022 [i=R:] 20543 119,67 79,78 404,58
2017 92.566 111.115 833 1.802.974 2.258.566 798 22046 126,51 88,62 435,59
2016 91.714 104968 B34 1.798.961 2254 647 796 224 22 128,75 90,09 443 05
2019 90.795 106.541 833 1.510.580 2250631 604 22806 130,87 91,50 450,43

1) Alle Betnizbe, die im betreffenden Jahr sine Pramie erhalten haben, jewsils zum Auswerungsstand des betreffienden Jahres.

2) Die OPUL-Flachensummen wurden fir die Jahre 2007 bis 2019 neu berechnet und aktualisiert, wodurch sich geanderie Zahlen
m Vergleich zum Benicht des Vorjahres engeben

3) Die Leistungsabgelnmgen bericksichtigen alle Rickforderungen und Machzahlungen auch fiir die Vorgahre: sie sind daher - sowsit notwendig - revidiert
der Wert "Leistungsabgeltungen” in Tabelle 5.2 2 7 ist daher nicht awingend ident.

Clusle: BMLAT, AMA.
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A In 2019, 450.43 million euros were paid
out to 90,795 farms under Austrian AES.
This is 83.3% of all IACS farms.

The average subsidy per farm was 4,961
euros.

Farms participate in an average of 3.1 AES
submeasures

In 2019, 1,810,580 ha or 80.4 % of
Austria's agricultural land (excluding
alpine forage areas) were supported
under AES.
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THANK YOU!
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