#CAP4NATURE.

Agri-environment
& farmland habitats
John Finn
Teagasc

1. Status
• Priority farmland habitats monitored as
part of Article 17
• Farmland habitats in the wider
countryside – no systematic monitoring at
a national-scale
• Definition of ‘farmland’ means that many
habitats on land owned by farmers are not
eligible for farmland payments
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2. Trends
• Priority farmland habitats continue to disimprove
(Article 17 reporting by NPWS)

• Wide spectrum of farmland from High Nature
Value to intensive farmland (Matin et al., 2020) means a
variety of situations, threats and solutions.
Targeted, locally-adapted approaches will be more
effective than one-size-fits-all.
• ‘Non-eligible’ habitats disproportinately threatened
in wider countryside (Rotchés-Ribalta et al. 2020)
• Habitats in more intensive systems dominated by
hedgerows & field margins, but need to focus on
ecological quality (Larkin et al. 2019, Sheridan et al. 2015)
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3. Drivers/Pressures
• Intensification & abandonment
• Opportunities for improved inclusion of wider
range of habitats in CAP measures, and focus on
habitat quality (Larkin et al. 2019)
• Policy targets for carbon sequestration require
actions; depending on choices, such actions may
enhance or threaten biodiversity (trade-offs).
• Increased pressure to substantiate claims that food
production is sustainable
• Greater recognition by food companies of role of
biodiv. in sustainability offers new opportunities
• Conflicting financial incentives for land use
• Forthcoming EU Court of Auditors audit of
biodiversity
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4. Solutions
• Wider eligibility of farmland habitats in CAP would
incentivise habitat protection (Larkin et al., 2019; RotchésRibalta et al., in review)

• Results-based payments have important role in
supporting ecological quality, and not just actions. (O
hUallachain et al. 2016; www.rbaps.eu)

• National-scale, systematic monitoring needed to
assess state of nature in wider countryside (Finn & Ó
hUallacháin 2011, Walsh et al. 2015, Kelly et al. 2018)

• Need for farm advice with appropriate training and
skills to support farmland biodiversity.
• Need to identify effect of land use management on
synergy/antagonism in delivery of multiple
ecosystem services (food, water quantity/quality, soil
health, carbon stocks, GHG emissions, biodiversity)
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