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“Simplification — the farmers' point of view”

* Commissions' online survey addressed to farmers

* Running from March 7 to April 8, 2024 — 26 886 replies received

O To understand the burden placed on farmers by procedures and rules linked to

financial support under the common agricultural policy (CAP), as well as other
EU rules for food and agriculture in the EU;

O To help in identifying sources of concern and complexity in the way these
policies and schemes are applied in the EU countries;

o To help in identifying areas where improvements could be made.

* Advertised through contacts with national authorities, farmers’ organisations, and via
social media
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Methodological points

* Survey relied on self-selection of respondents
* Some categories of respondents and countries are underrepresented
* First insights focus on answers given by farmers to closed questions

* Further and in-depth analysis (closed and open questions) will be done at later
stage, including for respondents other than farmers

* Due to rounding, some totals may not correspond with the sum of the separate
figures
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Respondents (1)

Responding farmers by type of production
(% of all responding farmers)

Multiple replies were possible

All respondents by profession All respondents by country/region Cereals

Other field crops

Farmers not Horticulture, without greenhouses

applying for
pRIIng Farm advisors and Horticulture, in greenhouses
CAP support h q oth _
16% other respon ents ther, Spain, Wine -
3% 23% 20%
\ oive oil [
Other permanent crops - m farmers applying
Italy, 5% Pigs - for CAP support
26 886 _\— Germany Poultry meat I £
. B Tarmers not
replies Farmers Hungary, , 17% applying for CAP
applying 6% Laying hens [l support
for CAP Austria, Beef |
support 9% France Portugal,
81% 10% 12% Sheep and goats -
i |
Apiculture I
Forestry -
oer - |
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Respondents (2)

Respondents by farm size - % of all farmers

More than
500 ha No land Less than 5

251-500 ha \ | 10%
7% ‘
101-250ha__
19%

51-100 ha
19%

5-50 ha
39%

Respondents by age group - % of all farmers

Not provided,

\{

65 or over, 9%
Below 30, 7%

__From 30 to
39,21%

From 40 to
49, 27%

From 50 to
64, 36%
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First insights: Experience with CAP aid applications (1)

Use of outside help to prepare and submit
CAP aid application(s) (2023)

% of farmers applying for CAP support

22%

59%
19%

H None m Yes, for some CAP aid m Yes, for all CAP aid
applications applications

Type of help used for CAP aid application
% of farmers applying for CAP support
For the type of help multiple replies were possible

Private company Public authority Farmers' Other No outside help
(consultant, bank association,
etc.) cooperative
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First insights: Experience with CAP aid applications (2)

Time spent annually on administrative tasks linked to
application(s) of CAP aid, including documentation for conditionality

% of farmers applying for CAP support

I don't know / Not
applicable _1to 2 working

5%, o days
/ 16%

More than 6
working days _

33%
——__3to 4 working
days
22%
5 to 6 working
days

24%
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First insights: Experience with CAP aid applications (3)

Received information from authorities of errors in CAP aid
application or the need to amend it to avoid penalties

% of farmers applying for CAP suppnﬁ

0% 20% 40% 0% 80% 100%

W Yes H No B | don't know / Not Applicable
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First insights: Experience with CAP aid applications (4)

Use of mobile devices to provide geo-tagged photos to the
authorities

% of farmers applying for CAP support

Farmers using
mobile devices and
~ not having issues
with this use
24%

Farmers not
using mobile__

devices
50% Farmers using
__mobile devices
and having
issues with this
use
26%

Most common types of issues raised by farmers
using mobile devices to provide geo-tagged
photos to the authorities

Multiple replies were possible

Not easy to use
Time consuming
Application does not work properly

Lack of immediate feedback on the accuracy of
the picture provided
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First insights: recording data

Recording of data according to the type of operations on farm - % of farmers
Multiple replies were possible; recording for authorities, certification or for other purposes

et hbie biL

1. Animal
identification
and
movements

2. Animal
welfare

3. Use of 4. Animal 5. Use of 6. Use of 7.Manure 8. Water use 9. Carbon 10. Soil
veterinary health (e.g. pesticides fertilisers management removals and analysis
medicines control of greenhouse

diseases) gas emissions

M a) Manual recording (e.g. paper-based, computer-based spreadsheets)
B b) Use of management software/ application(s) (e.g. for crops, water, soil, accountancy software)

@ c) Automatic recording by sensors/ connected machinery (e.g. sensors on soil, livestock, connected harvesters)

11.Yield,
production,
prices of your
products

Employment
and social
issues
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Required to report the same piece of
data several times (includes proofs)

% of farmers

6%

m Yes

= No 24%

B Question not
answered

50%
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Reporting of the same piece of data more than once

% of farmers

Multiple replies were possible

Tax and financial administration (e.g. tax declaration, invoices, transport documents)

Land use/land allocation (e.g. areas under different crops)
Environment related (e.g. nutrients, fertilisers, water, soil, nature)
Pesticide use, plant health

Data on yield, production, prices of your products

Species and numbers of animals

Social issues (salaries, social security, security at work)
Description of farm facilities (e.g. number of barns)

Quality requirements (e.g. organic, labelling, marketing standards)
Animal health (e.g. control of diseases)

Use of veterinary medicines

Animal welfare (e.g. the useable area per animal)

Other

First insights: reporting obligations
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First insights: on-site checks

Time spent on average on a single on-site check visit (incl.
preparation & follow-up) - % of farmers who have been
checked at least once

Number of farm on-site checks in the last 3 1%
years - % of farmers | °

m Up to half working day

m Up to 2 working days

31%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

| | [ | i [ | i .
Never Yes, once Yes, twice Yes, 3 times or more ® More than 2 worklng 20%_/

days

B No answer

32%
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Next steps

Further and in-depth analysis of the replies to the survey

Complemented by in-depth follow-up interviews with selected
participants who have given their consent to be contacted

The results will be integrated in the analysis to be published by
autumn 2024 on simplification from farmers’ viewpoint

- Another study will cover the New Delivery Model as a whole and

feed the report to EP and Council due by end of 2025
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