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utcomes

Main

on Cross Compliance
Agriculture Unit, JRC Ispra
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Our objective

Technical support to DG AGRI and Member States
Sound implementation of Cross Compliance

Audit Identify the few weak points
JRC Support to be 100% robust

Exchange of information with Member States 
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Information exchanges

- Workshops, conference
FAS-GAEC, MARS-PAC (Ljubljana)

- Experts group meeting
March (WebDB), June (1st & 2nd Pillar), November (risk analysis)

- Technical visits (Administration, farmer, controller, field visit …)
PL, HU, SE, DK, LV, EE

- Bilateral discussion

- Website
WikiCAP, GAEC WebDB, MARS Website (http://mars.jrc.ec.europa.eu/)
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Main ‘message’

- Annex IV implementation
All issues and standards to be implemented

From 3 to 11 standards implemented

EU level playing field

- FAS implementation
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Outcomes

Risk analysis (RA)

Too many risk criteria Equivalent to random

Need of guidelines to chose RA criteria

Difficulty to assess RA pertinence
Small number of infringements

Sample within Eligibility sample
95% of farmers excluded

Not enough use of GIS (LPIS, vulnerable zones, …)
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Outcomes

Minimum control rate
Control rate in SPS MS slightly > 1%

Difficulty to ensure all controls

Introduction of SMR for SAPS in 2009
Decrease of control rate

1% first pillar AND 1% second pillar
Not always reached
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Outcomes

GAEC definition

Missing standards of ‘Annex IV’
Already in national law or in SMR

EU subsidies = EU legislation to be implemented (allow sanction)

Need of justification, explanation for some requirements
12% slope, remove cut grass from pasture

Difficulty to define control criteria
Machinery use (depth of gullies)

NB: difficulty to ensure baseline need of AEM
Not enough animal to maintain pasture
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Outcomes

Sanction table

Extent, permanence, severity not always defined

Intentional not defined or rarely used

‘soft’, lenient sanction level
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Outcomes

GAEC control

Bad eligibility assessment or definition
Create confusion on GAEC management

Wet zones, bushy zones

Clear definition of control points
Subjectivity of controllers

Difficulty to practically assess control point defined
2 years old trees
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Outcomes

GAEC control

Need to register parcel history
crop rotation or new permanent pasture

Need of reference
Identify and locate landscape features removal
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Outcomes

Control report

Need of check list

Cross check of different control reports
‘All for one, one for all’

‘Intentional’ rarely used

How to evidence the ‘check of non mandatory check’?
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Outcomes

Permanent Pastures

Locate and follow new created 
Permanent Pasture

5 years follow-up

Not a priority
Ratio not at Risk at national level

NB: Presentation from Vincenzo
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Outcomes

Farm Advisory System

Better target farmers who need FAS
Small farms, Farmers closed to retirement …

Not a priority
No financial sanction

Part time farmers do not care about Farm 
activity

Lack of feedback data
No financial support
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Outcomes

Farm Advisory System

Small adjustment replaced by a FAS

FAS really improve CC awareness
However, need of farmers survey

Should provide remediation solutions

NB: Presentation of Vincenzo and Inge
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Outcomes

Farmers’ comments

Farmers are not treated equally across MS

Subsidies needful (more equity between MS)

Huge paper workload

SPS simplification ‘killed’ by cross compliance
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Outcomes

Farmers’ comments
Side-effects

Increase area to spread manure increase of price
Increase width of buffer strip not enough surface to 
spread manure
Financial PP or AEM support < SPS support

Tune GAEC requirements
Deadlines depending on latitude

Differences between 1st and 2nd pillar
Cross Compliance and sanction tables
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Solutions

Transpose national law into EU law
Must exist for few fraudulent or ‘non conscientious’ farmers

Whole list of requirements must be yearly issued
New farmers must be aware
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Solutions

Clarify requirements
Clarify control points

Notice, guidelines

Improve control reports
Exchange ‘good examples’

Description of anomaly
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Solutions

Use of GAEC WebDB

Overview of all MS
Requirements
Control points
Specific definitions (water network, buffer limit…)

Share other information
WebDB for SMR, FAS
WikiCAP (legislation, technical information)

Watercourse

Buffer zone
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Solutions

Use of FAS

Increase communication to farmer

Explanation of background, 
basis of cross compliance

Information on other MS

Remediation solutions examples
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Solutions

Use of GIS – Remote sensing imagery

Characterise holding location, structure (vulnerable 
zone, DEM, water network)

Risk analysis
Control campaign efficiency
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Solutions

Use of GIS – Remote sensing imagery

Provide information on:
land use, land cover, infringements

Risk analysis
Improve field visit efficiency
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Solutions

Use of GIS – Remote sensing imagery

Support to create reference layers
Landscape features

© UK 
Perspectives

© Space Imaging, 
Ikonos 2005

reference

Trees planted 

Trees removed 

New pond 
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Solutions

Support to create reference layers

Features digitised
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Solutions

Support to create reference layers

Features located
Farmers’ declaration
Administration agreement
Features located
Attribute table 
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According to GAEC web database (GAEC defined by MS in 2007)

Standards where some requirements defined by 
Member States may be detected using RS images
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Solutions

Now you have the floor

Questions ?
Remarks?
Missing issues?
Expectations?
Doubts? (crop price fluctuation, animals for 
field works…)
…


