


discriminated because of additional national GAECS should not 
worry, as any member state are very concerned not to harm the 
competitiveness of their farmers, as they are part of a common 
market. Any Government is very aware about this fact. 

3.  
 

 

E-mail to AGRI.C1 
on 24/03 

Establishment of a proportionate , efficient and dissuasive penalty 
system at member state level, art 11, 2 and whereas 21 

We in organic Denmark are very pleased with whereas 21), that says 
that member states shall decide on a proportionate , efficient and 
dissuasive penalty system. 

We propose that DK farmers shall make an climate account and a 
eco-field space account, a climate emission that pass a certain level 
should lead to a proportionate reduction of basic income support, 
just as a eco-field space result under a decided index value should 
lead to a reduced Basic income support. Climate- and eco-fields 
space deliveries that are better that the decided levels for full Basic 
income support can be remunerated by eco-scheme payments. 

Our model is a way forward to orientate money towards green 
delivery rather than for owning land and a way forward to true cost 
accounting, Just as recommended in the F2F that wants less 
sustainable products to be more expensive than more sustainable 
products. Applying this model dedicated maintenance payment to 
organic farming will no longer be necessary !  and this is a 
recognition of organic farming as well as an advantage as the future 
possibilities for organic farming is then less vulnerable to shift in 
political opinions 

The first step is to introduce an architecture as described with a 
climate and a eco-fields space account system as key elements. Next 
step I step is to decide the level of ambition in respect of the Climate 
emission ceiling and the minimum required eco-field space index. 

Basic rules to be followed by Member 
States for establishing the control system 
for conditionality and penalties to be 
applied will be established in the 
Horizontal Regulation. The Commission 
proposed common basic requirements for 
proportionate sanctions that will ensure 
the deterrent effect of the system and 
level playing field across the Union. 
Members States will have the possibility 
to adjust the criteria of the sanction 
mechanism to the characteristics of their 
GAECs. 
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meeting compute indicators and to generate data 
for monitoring. 

Researchers are particularly involved in 
developing: (i) accounting methodologies 
(to count e.g. C and nutrients on farms, 
GHG emissions); (ii) the use of satellite 
images (notably to map landscape 
elements, monitor land use and ultimately 
to replace statistical surveys); (iii) the use 
and share of administrative data to 
develop notably agri-environmental 
indicators; (iv) surveys and models to 
derive relevant indicators where data and 
direct measurement is lacking (e.g. on soil 
erosion); (v) to develop collaborative data 
collection (e.g. for the EU pollinator 
monitoring scheme).  

An example of an ongoing Horizon 2020 
project fostering the development of 
indicators in the field of agricultural 
policies and data 
(https://www.mef4cap.eu/). For the 
forthcoming Horizon Europe 
programme, the Commission has 

Earth observation data in combination 
with data technologies offer to support 
sustainable agricultural production as 
well as to monitoring and evaluation 
(https://ec.europa.eu/info/files/agriculture





authorising active substances under the condition of providing wise 
bufferstrips to protect water, and that there are no linking to the CAP 
on such matter? 

Does the European Commission not see a problem in for instance 
offering coupled support to Romanian sugar beet growers using 
neonicotinoids? 

Does the European Commission not recognise that it as part of the 
2013-CAP reform was asked by European Parliament and Council to 
monitor IPM and to make sure it would be integrated into Cross 
compliance when defined by all member states, and that therefore that 
the European Commission should have collected the needed evidence 
allowing to develop a specific output indicator on this matter as from 
now? 

IPM has according to article 14 of the SUD have 8 principles, with the 
main topic being crop rotation, so how come European Commission 
when defining IPM only highlight 2 of these principles and not the 8? 

 

the authorisation may be sanctioned and 
in the most severe cases may lose up to 
all their CAP payments. 

CAP rules can complement but cannot 
replace or contradict the EU legal 
framework for plant protection products
and the (emergency) authorisations based 
on this framework. 

 

The future conditionality framework will 
include all provisions of the SUD 
relevant for farming. All the compulsory 
elements of IPM will be covered, in 
particular by GAEC standards, though 
the link to be made between the CAP 
Strategic Plans and the SUD (Annex XI 
of the proposal for a Strategic Plans 
Regulation). 

 

Note that on 20 May 2020 the 
Commission adopted its report on the 
experience gained by Member States on 
the implementation of national targets 
established in their National Action Plans 
and on progress in the implementation of 
Directive 2009/128/EC on the 
sustainable use of pesticides
(COM(2020) 204 final). This report 
includes useful information on the 
implementation of the SUD, including on 





 
The Council paper also proposes 2 other 
options apart from social conditionality.
 
For more information, please contact the 
Council of the EU. 
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Chat of the CDG 

meeting 

How the EC will ensure that eco-schemes developed by MC and their 
implementation rules are acceptable to a wide range of farmers?  It is 
not acceptable to penalize farmers to receive full direct support 

 

Under its structured dialogue with 
Member States the Commission is 
following how Member States organise 
the partnership and consultation process 
with all stakeholders, including farmers. 
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