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Evaluation of the 7th EAP

• Evaluation of the 7th Environment Action Programme

• January 2018 – December 2018

• Approach: 

• This will be achieved through: 

• Stakeholder consultations (open public survey; interviews; two workshops) – Member 

States, The Commission, NGOs, trade associations (industry, agriculture), Citizens; 

• Issue specific papers (5-7) (Currently working on two: “Synergies between the 7th EAP, 

the SDGs, and the Juncker Priorities”; and “Evolution from the 6th to the 7th EAP”) 



Workshop – 21st June

• Workshop Focus:

• Like to focus on the 4 “enabling” objectives of the 7th EAP

• Better implementation of legislation;

• Better information by improving the knowledge base;

• More and wiser investment for environment and climate policy; and

• Full integration of environmental requirements and considerations into other 

policies.

• Outcomes:
• A workshop report will be presented to the Commission and will feed into the 

second workshop in September, and the final report (early 2019).



Agenda
Time Presentation topic

13.30 - 14.00 Registration

14.00 – 14.30

Introduction and scene setting 

 Welcome - Mr. Cor Lamers (CoR)

 Purpose of the evaluation (backward looking) (DG ENV)

 Current status (public consultation open, targeted stakeholder consultation starting) (DG ENV)

 Purpose of today – summary of agenda and approach (seeking views – complementary to public and targeted consultations) (Trinomics)

14.30 – 15.00

Work to date 

 European Parliament review – stakeholder views (Trinomics)

 DG Environment - Environmental implementation review (DG ENV)

 European Environment Agency (EEA) 7th EAP indicators (EEA)

15:00 – 17:00

Breakout sessions on the 7th EAP Enabling Framework

Three groups, moving through three groups of questions, with vision of what the other groups have said as a starting point. Questions grouped as follows: 

A. How has the 7th EAP influenced environment and climate policy (e.g. local, regional, national and EU level; interaction between governments and 

stakeholders; cross-sector coherence? What could we have done better?

B. Is it useful to have a long-term strategy for environment and climate policy (e.g. increased visibility; better implementation; coherence with other policy 

strategies)? What could we have done better?

C. Did the 7th EAP address the right challenges and set the right priorities? Was it the right structure? What could we have done better? 

More detail on these questions is provided below this agenda

15:00 - 16:15

Group A Group B Group C

Question order: A, B, C Question order: B, C, A Question order: C, A, B

16:15 – 16:30 Tea/ coffee break

16:30 – 17:00 Presentation of the results of the breakout sessions 

17:00 – 17:30 Conclusion 



Questions and groups

A. How has the 7th EAP influenced environment and climate policy (e.g. 
local, regional, national and EU level; interaction between 
governments and stakeholders; cross-sector coherence? What could we 
have done better?

B. Is it useful to have a long-term strategy for environment and climate 
policy (e.g. increased visibility; better implementation; coherence 
with other policy strategies)? What could we have done better?

C. Did the 7th EAP address the right challenges and set the right 
priorities? Was it the right structure? What could we have done better? 

Cumulative process, each group builds on / responds to the previous group 
(or two groups) responses to the questions



High level guiding questions

• At which governance level(s) (EU, national, regional, local, none) has the 
7th EAP been useful in helping to address environmental concerns? 

• How has the 7th EAP influenced policy-making at these levels?

• Can you name any specific national or regional /local policy/strategy 
that was influenced by the 7th EAP? 

• Can you describe the nature of this influence? For example:
• Direct influence – without the 7th EAP actions would not have occurred.
• 7th EAP was mentioned (during the formulation of the strategy / policy) as 

containing specific or general requirements on this issue.
• 7th EAP related monitoring (e.g. EEA or DG ENV reporting) highlighted a need to 

act.

• Have there been any specific actions that have derived from the 7th 
EAP?



High level guiding questions

• Has the EAP led to better implementation of EU environment and climate-law?

• Has the EAP made the decision-making-process for policy more effective?

• Was the 7th EAP useful in achieving the following: Synergies between policy/initiatives/actions 
(in terms of the cost / efficiency of implementing them or integration between policy areas eg
environment and agriculture). Streamlining between these actions? 

• Has the 7th EAP has been useful for me/ my institution as a strategic document?

• Has it has been beneficial to have the 7th EAP? (as opposed to just having Member State level 
objectives).

• Has the EAP helped to develop a shared understanding about environmental and climate-policy-
challenges between Member States and the EU Institutions? And within Member States – between 
the national and regional / local level?

• Do the 7th EAP objectives cover all of the environmental issues, and all of the issues related to 
environmental policy making (i.e. knowledge collection and use) and policy implementation, that 
they should?

• How could the 7th EAP have been better prepared or presented?


