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1.  Agenda 
 
The agenda was approved without substantial modification. 
 
2.  Approval of the draft summary record of the previous meeting 
 
The minutes of the previous meeting were approved without modification. It was recalled 
that this is an informal meeting and that only a summary record would be provided. 
 
3. The role of the Agri-Environment Correspondents' Group 
 
The chairperson, Mrs. Anna Barnett from DG Environment, welcomed the participants, 
and reminded them that the Agri-Environment Correspondents Group (AECG) was set 
up in 1997 at the request of the Environment Policy Review Group – the group of 
Environment Ministry Directors General that meets under the leadership of the DG 
Environment Director General. The aim of the AECG meetings is to provide an informal 
forum to discuss the interface between agriculture and environment, and related policies. 
Participants are encouraged to be open about integration issues. The summary records are 
short, and contributions are not attributed to particular Member States.  
 
4. Biodiversity: an update on the Year of Biodiversity; implications for farming 

and agricultural policy; next steps.  
Presentation by Claudia Olazabal, Deputy Head of Unit B2, DG ENV 

 
The presentation focused on the outcomes of the 2010 Year of Biodiversity at both EU 
and international level. After recognising that the EU and the international community 
have failed to reach the 2010 biodiversity objectives, a new roadmap for 2050 and new 
immediate targets by 2020 were set. At EU level both the roadmap and the immediate 
targets include the objective of restoration of ecosystem services. The presentation 
covered the main elements of the new EU biodiversity strategy. A similar exercise was 
introduced at global level in the 10th Conference of the Parties of the UN Convention on 
Biological Diversity in Nagoya in October 2010. An overview of the main outcomes of 
this conference was presented. 
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[The debate focused on how to how to conciliate the functions of agriculture (producing 
food, fuel and commodities) with the need to provide ecosystem services. Agreement has 
been reached on the fact that soil, water and biodiversity protection make part of the 
long-term maintenance of production capacity even in a concurrence context. ] 
 
5.  Green Infrastructure and Connectivity: challenges and opportunities 

Presentation by Marco Fritz, Policy officer Unit B2 and Jérémie Crespin, Policy 
officer Unit B1, DG ENV 

 
After the description of the current situation of biodiversity in EU the concept of green 
infrastructure, its meaning, potential benefits and aspects of agricultural management 
were presented. Implementation elements and policy options within the present and 
forthcoming CAP reform were also outlined. The fact that green infrastructure covers 
more aspects than purely biodiversity considerations and takes into account a large scale 
of ecosystem services was emphasised. 
 
Several Member States expressed their doubts on the following points: the inclusion of 
the GI concept into the Commission's legal proposals; its financing; demarcation line 
between the green elements of the first pillar and the rural development (RD); how cost-
efficiency can be introduced to the existing CAP payment system; how set-aside can be 
reintroduced in the CAP. The contradiction between the existing payment systems in 
Member States and the introduction of new principles like cost-efficiency, outcome-
based and multifunctional policy design was also pointed out. 
 
DG ENV reassured Member States on the following point: the fine-tuning and the 
elaboration of implementation modalities (including green infrastructure funding) is 
undergoing. The results of the previously launched studies are expected in spring 2011. 
The funding could be ensured by the yearly 105Bn € of unused funds – in coherence with 
the Communication of the Commission on sustainable growth. This communication 
covers among others the question of financing eco-innovation, green infrastructure and 
natural ecosystems. 
 
As regards cost-efficiency, the Commission emphasised the need to measure taxpayers' 
contribution to the provision of public benefits. As for green infrastructure services, the 
effects can be measured if the operations are properly designed along environmental 
issues. 
 
6.  Forthcoming Communication on Financing NATURA 2000 

Presentation by Marco Cipriani, Policy officer Unit B3, DG ENV 
 
The presentation started with a summary of the state of play on biodiversity loss, 
conservation status, financing needs and the present cover of these need by community 
financing (35%). Elements of the forthcoming communication of the Commission and 
budgetary needs made also part of the presentation. 
 
The Commission provided Member States with information about the outcomes of the 
stakeholders' conference of 2010: agreement on integrating N2K financing to other 
policies' funding; recognition that the uptake of the existing funding and visible outcomes 
of the N2K policy is weak; implementation and control are complicated. The reason of 
these problems might lay in the fact that N2K measures do not really fit with general 
objectives of sectoral programmes, therefore no priority is given to the site management. 
On the top of this, there is a conflict in the basic programming approach of yearly 
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commitments of the other funds and a multiannual implementation system that N2K 
management requires. 
 
7.  Presentation of a study on Natura 2000 Guidance 

Presentation by Marco Cipriani, Policy officer Unit B3, DG ENV 
 
The guidance was elaborated by a consultant. Five main tasks were defined as key points 
of the guidance: identification of species and habitats of which the conservation shall be 
a priority and overview of necessary actions in the farming sector; assessment of stress 
and threats on identified species; selection of 1 case study per Member State on a N2K 
site; elaboration of the guidance document on the management of farmlands in N2K 
areas (developed on the basis of active dialogue with GO, public bodies, NGO, scientists 
and consultants); promotion and dissemination of the guidance document. 
Key elements of the preliminary document and outcomes of the first consultation of the 
working group were also presented. 
 
The debate focused on organisation questions related to the operating timetable of the 
working group. Request of paying attention to the forest fire risk areas, the number and 
balance of delegates (both agriculture and environment bodies) and the relevance of the 
directive on sustainable biofuel production was addressed to the Commission. 
 
8.  Global Monitoring for Environment and Security (GMES) 

Presentation by Arno Kaschl, Policy analyst Unit F4, DG ENV 
 
The presentation was dedicated to explain the interest of GMES and its role in 
environment related policy making. The presentation also covered the description of 
main functions of the system in its current and future every day use. Finally, the 
importance of the EU regulation on GMES of November 2010 (R. 911/2010) was 
recalled. 
 

9.  Presentation of a study called « The climate change mitigation potential of an 
EU farm : towards a farm-based integrated assessment » 

Presentation by the Study Consultant, Dr John Tzilivakis, University of 
Hertfordshire, UK 

 
Going beyond the descriptive presentation of the main IMPACCT software functions, Mr 
Tzilivakis also give an overview of the practical functioning of the core database, the 
calculation methods as well as the practical applications of the software. This 
presentation included: 
the main components of the system (covering its modifiers and data items at farm and 
policy level), the policy component and the functioning with real life and imaginative 
data. 
 
The discussion concentrated on the possible links within the software between the 
economic data and the farm figures e.g. in terms of price of the produced public good 
that are likely to influence farmers' decision concerning the economic and environmental 
benefits. The developers also précised that the software is able to calculate the emission 
rate per kg or l of product and is able to measure agricultural emissions for a whole 
country or even at a greater extent. 
 
Finally, the Commission announced the existence of the follow up of the project aiming 
at fine-tuning and extension of the software functions both on farm and policy level. 
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10.  Sustainability of Phosphorus: result of study and next step in the EU  

Presentation by Paul Speight, Deputy Head of Unit B1, DG ENV 
 
Despite of lack of reliable global data the presentation of the current situation covered 
data on P reserves, P use in every day life, extracting limits, the state of P reserves and 
the pollution risks by Cadmium. In the second part of the presentation the P use cycle the 
waste points and the resource efficiency agenda were exposed. Commission's reflections 
on possible actions to reduce waste/recycle used stocks made also part of the exposé as 
well as the outcomes of the studies conducted in this matter. These latter include the EU 
position and MS initiatives despite of the communication gap concerning the extent of 
the P supply. 
 
During the discussion, participants wondered why the Commission cannot put the P issue 
on the agenda of the green week and completed the reflection with their own countries' 
experiences on e.g. P recycling. They also expressed the need for coordinated action 
related to extraction and cleaning of the Cadmium polluted P resources. The Commission 
reassured MS on its willingness to keep the P issue on the agenda despite the 
coordination burden between sectors which makes extremely difficult the organisation of 
a discussion on P issues during the green week. The Commission also ensured the MS 
that a needs analysis study could be finalised soon in this subject. 
 
The presentation was followed by a brief debate, particularly focused on Natura and 
Rural Development. 
 
11.  Overview of best practices for limiting soil sealing or mitigation its effects in 

EU27 
Presentation by Thomas Strassburger, Policy officer Unit B1, DG ENV 

 
Definition of "sealed soil" and the related tendencies in the EU 27 in terms of increase of 
artificial surface constituted the starting points of the presentation. 
Data (like the present 400m² of artificial surface/capita on EU average) were exposed 
précising that their source was the Corine Land Cover, which is actually situated on the 
most favourable/optimistic end of the data range due to data collection specificities. (This 
last also means that reality in MS is likely to be more negative than the EU27 picture.) 
Another shocking example of soil sealing consisted in presenting the yearly loss 
(10.000km², the size of Berlin) of agricultural land (aggregated for the period 1990-
2000). 
 
Mitigation solutions and permeability tricks were also provided at the end of the exposé. 
 
The preference of searching for solutions at national rather than EU level made part of 
the discussion. 
 
12. How to take account of soil carbon in the EU’s post 2012 greenhouse gas 

commitment   
Presentation by Thomas Strassburger, Policy officer Unit B1, DG ENV 

 
The presentation gave a brief overview on the current reflections on how soil carbon 
stock can/must be fixed or released. Figures on GHG/carbon emissions per sector were 
provided revealing that agriculture is one of the biggest responsible for carbon emissions. 
A quick look on the mitigation methods made parte of the reflection. 
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Member States expressed their whish that the Commission should pay attention to this 
sensitive question during the preparation of the CAP reform. 
 
13. Forestry: update on the Green Paper on Forest Protection 

Presentation by Ernst Schulte, Head of Sector Forest Unit B1, DG ENV 
 

This update provided background information on EU policies and competences regarding 
the Forest Action Plan and the related discussions with the representatives of the different 
sectors (agriculture, climate change adaptation, etc.). Details on the on-going 
administrative procedures were also provided. 
 
The debate focused on the advantages of the creation of a harmonised EU-wide database 
on deforestation and afforestation (according to the Kyoto protocol) but not all Member 
States would agree with the creation of an EU-wide policy on this basis. The 
Commission emphasised the EU's common responsibility in the matter linking the 
subject to climate change, biodiversity protection that require a community level 
approach. This was also the opinion of the Council and the EP. 
 
14. Crop rotation: presentation of a study   
 Presentation by Perrine Lavelle, Bio Intelligence Service 
 
The objective of the study was to review existing practices, to link them to environmental 
impacts and policies and to promote crop rotation practices over the EU. Examples of 
crop rotation benefits were provided (recognising the high diversity of these practices). 
The classification of the environmental effects was based on the choice of crops, the soil 
structure, length and percentage of the rotation period. The conclusion outlined a clear 
link between the length of the rotation and the ecological gain (the longer the rotation 
period is the bigger the environmental benefit would be due to the self-regulation of the 
soil structure). 
 
During the debate, Member States formulated doubts concerning the realistic character of 
the conclusions of the study; however, the Commission provided evidence from literature 
confirming the consultants' conclusions. 
 
15. The environmental aspects of the CAP reform discussions from a DG ENV 

perspective 
- 1st pillar ‘greening’      
- Rural Development    
Presentation by Tímea Moreau-Tepliczky and Eva Viestova, Policy officers Unit 
B1, DG ENV 

 
Both presentations focused on the environmental whish list concerning the forthcoming 
reform of the CAP; they gave a brief overview on the green elements of the 1st and 2nd 
pillars on the basis of the communication of the Commission, including few regulatory 
aspects. The Commission emphasised that these presentations did not represent the 
official position of the Commission and were dedicated to generate discussion about 
Member States' ideas. 
 
The questions focused on Commission's ideas about the financing of N2K areas and their 
relation to the integration of high nature value areas in the 1st pillar financing structure; 
the demarcation line between the 2 CAP pillars; the integration of the Water Framework 
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Directive in the cross-compliance system; the simplification of both pillars in 
administrative and control terms; the difficulty of change management within the IACS 
system and on the landscape aspects to take into account during the reform. 
 
In its answer, the Commission outlined that there is still no clear official position 
concerning the following points: demarcation line, HNV areas and their recognition 
system, the new design of rural development measures. However, Commission expressed 
firm position concerning the greening of the first pillar, the need of integration of the 
WFD into the reformed CAP while recognising the need for irrigation in many areas. 
 
Conclusion 
 
As several delegates expressed their whish to extend the time frame of the meeting, the 
Commission promised to examine all possibilities in this matter. 
 


