|

7/ “““\\\ A ECO" SEARCH

% // RESEARCH IN AGRICULTURAL & APPLIED ECONOMICS

The World’s Largest Open Access Agricultural & Applied Economics Digital Library

This document is discoverable and free to researchers across the
globe due to the work of AgEcon Search.

Help ensure our sustainability.

Give to AgEcon Search

AgEcon Search
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu
aesearch@umn.edu

Papers downloaded from AgEcon Search may be used for non-commercial purposes and personal study only.
No other use, including posting to another Internet site, is permitted without permission from the copyright
owner (not AgEcon Search), or as allowed under the provisions of Fair Use, U.S. Copyright Act, Title 17 U.S.C.


https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/
mailto:aesearch@umn.edu

SUPPLY OF ECOSYSTEM SERVICES BY NATURA-2000
PAYMENTS
ANALYSIS OF THE INSTRUMENT AND ITS
IMPLEMENTATION

Karin Reiter und Achim Sander

Karin.Reiter@vti.bund.de

Johann Heinrich von Thinen-Institute, Institute of Rural Studies,
Bundesallee 50, 38116 Braunschweig, Germany

GE LA

2012

Vortrag anlasslich der 52. Jahrestagung der GEWISOLA
,,Herausforderungen des globalen Wandels ftir
Agrarentwicklung und Welternahrung“
Universitat Hohenheim, 26. bis 28. September 2012

Copyright 2012 by authors. All rights reserved. Readers may make verbatim
copies of this document for non-commercial purposes by any means, provided
that this copyright notice appears on all such copies.



SUPPLY OF ECOSYSTEM SERVICES BY NATURA-2000 PAYMENTS
ANALYSIS OF THE INSTRUMENT AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION

Summary

The paper presents the results of mid-term-evaluation of rural development plans of five
German Federal States. It focuses on a comparative analysis of the implementation of Natura-
2000-Payments (Code 213) and shows the relationship between voluntariness on one hand
and administrative law in Natura-2000 areas and Cross Compliance Standards on the other
hand.
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1 Background

The European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD) is the most important fi-
nancial fund to implement the Natura-2000 network of protected areas. Within EAFRD,
Natura-2000 payments are - beside agri-environment-measures (AEM) or payments for con-
servation and upgrading of rural heritage - a core instrument aiming at farmers in Natura-2000
areas. Farmers applying for Natura-2000 or AEM payments have to comply with Cross Com-
pliance (CC) Standards. While AEM payments compensate only those commitments going
beyond the relevant CC-Standards, Natura-2000 payments compensate for farmers’ additional
costs and income forgone related to the handicap for agricultural production in Natura-2000
areas. Thus, handicaps resulting from CC-Standards directly linked to Natura-2000 sites can
be compensated, too.

2 Methods

The evaluation of Natura-2000 payments is conducted according to the Common Monitoring
and Evaluation Framework of the European Commission. Output indicators as UAA sup-
ported are based on an analysis of IACS-data. Target areas supported are based on an addi-
tional geographic intersection of UAA supported (IACS-GIS-Data) with Natura-2000 sites.
To quantify the share of UAA which show additional environmental effects resulting from the
Natura-2000 payments (net effect) of the total UAA supported, dead weight effects have to be
estimated. Roughly, dead weight effects occur on those Natura-2000 areas supported for
which the standard legal requirements are similar to the commitments according to the
Natura-2000 payments.

3 Results

Fig. 1 shows options of Natura-2000 payments realised in the evaluated Federal States in rela-
tion to the different protection levels. The blue blocks reflect the different CC-Standards for
no-Natura-2000 sites, Natura-2000 sites and Natura-2000 sites under higher protection level
resulting from additional State by-laws (“Naturschutzgebietsverordnungen”, NSG-VO). The
two latter categories are characterised by higher CC-Standards resulting from the Natura-2000
management plans and the applicable legal obligations of the NSG-VO. The hatched blocks
reflect options of Natura-2000 payments. If Natura-2000 payments solely compensate handi-
caps resulting from legal obligations, these payments do not trigger additional environmental
services but have to be regarded as dead weight effects.



Figure 1: Schematic presentation of options of Natura-2000 payments
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Fig. 2 shows the relation between net and dead weight effects in the evaluated Federal States.
We determine the effects by intersecting the different GIS layers and comparing the commit-
ments of Natura-2000 payments with the legal obligations imposed by the various NSG-VOs.

Figure 2: Ecosystem services triggered by Natura-2000 payments
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Source: Extrapolation on the basis of case studies (Reiter & Sander 2010)

References

REITER, K., SANDER, A. (2010). Halbzeitbewertung von PROFIL: Teil 2-Kapitel 12; Zahlungen im
Rahmen von Natura 2000 und Zahlungen im Zusammenhang mit der Richtlinie 2000/60/EG
(ELER-Code 213). Braunschweig: vTI, 31 p. Evaluation Reports sorted by Federal States:
http://www.vti.bund.de/de/startseite/institute/Ir/projekte/laufende-projekte.html



	Titelblatt_Reiter-Sander_DE
	Posterbeitrag Reiter-Sander 1_2012

