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Background to study

• European Parliamentary Research Service  

• Timing: April 2017 – November 2017

• Rationale and approach 

• European Implementation Assessment

• Desk review of data (EIR and EEA indicators)

• Collection of the stakeholder views on the progress of the 7th EAP  



Stakeholder Consultations

• Survey
• 75 responses

• Interviews
• Fill in gaps in the survey responses with respect to:

• A) organisations that didn’t participate; and

• B) some question responses.

• 13 stakeholder interviews

• Focus group 
• To present the data from the consultations and to discuss, challenge 

and validate the results; and
• To provide feedback on the first set of recommendations and suggest 

new ones.



Conclusions

• The 7th EAP is generally seen as an important, ambitious, and very 
relevant part of the agenda;
• Objectives remain relevant, but some gaps have developed (as knowledge has 

grown) – e.g. biodiversity, circular economy, chemicals
• Policy coherence has some problems, with the CAP being the highest profile 

example. 

• Perception that progress to date is mixed and EU/MSs will not be able to 
meet Programme objectives by 2020 in several areas;
• Positive areas - European climate and energy package, climate adaptation strategy, 

water legislation, sustainable innovation and research and development
• Less positive - natural capital and biodiversity, healthy fish stocks, air and soil 

quality, nitrogen and phosphorus pollution, sustainable forestry, sustainable design, 
production and consumption, risks from chemicals and  biocides, alignment with 
Paris Climate Agreement and the UN’s Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). 

• Outlook to 2020 varies from not promising (Objective 1) uncertain (Objective 2); 
lack of data makes Objective 3 uncertain. 



Conclusions

• Overall perception of benefit and added value

• Problem of lack of funding 

• Increase its focus on the implementation of objectives by providing 
more detail on them;

• Address knowledge gaps and policy gaps (using knowledge); 
• Gaps include: economic value of ecosystems and natural capital, impact of 

alien species, environmental pressure of consumption, endocrine disruptors, 
nanomaterials, the combined effects of chemicals, the impact of 
pharmaceuticals on the environment, persistent, bioaccumulative and toxic 
(PBT) substances, micro-plastics, hazards assessment methods, registration 
of nanomaterials, the social aspect of sustainability, nature based solutions 
for urban development, cities and their hinterland, and the interlinkages 
between various global targets.

• Support for an 8th EAP, if content suitable and all actors play a 
more active role in defining and achieving targets. 


