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Introduction of the audit field - farming population

* Decreasing farming population: falling from 14.5 million in 2005 to 10.7 million in
2013

* The number of young farmers (up to 44 years old) decreased from 3.3 million in
2005 to 2.3 million in 2013

Evolution of the number of farmers by age group in the 27 EU Member States
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Evolution of the number of holdings held by young farmers, the average size of their

holdings and the total number of hectares held by young farmers in the 27 EU
Member States

=@=MNumber of holding held by young farmers =@ Average size of holdings held by young farmers
5 000D DOD 25
S
g / )
& 4000000 p—
=
g
= 15 @
= 3000000 - s
E ==
o 10
5
=]
4=
5 2000000 -
@ 5
0
E
=
1 000 000D 0
2005 2007 2010 2013
million hectares 2005 2007 2010 2013
Total number of
hectares held by 57,7 54,8 55,2 51,9
young farmers
Total number of
hectares held by 172,1 172,8 174,5
farmers of all ages

T Ris.

s g
= N | o Wl |
RET
£LF SUDITORS




EU-27 Evolution of the share of young people in the total population, in the labour force

and in the farmer population in the 27 EU Member States
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Farm structure survey 2005-2013



Distribution of farmers per age group in Member States in 2007 and 2013

[ s | s | asse | sses | e
Member State .
2007 2013 2007 2013 2007 2013 2007 2013 2007 2013

Balgium 6, 1% 4.0% 22,2% 15,2% 28.6% 32,9% 22, 7% 26,8% 20,5% 21,2%
Bulgaria mm mm 1.?.5“ 18,5% 25,1% 25.31% m . Tl
9,7% 4,6% 17,4% 14,8% 27,2% 23,8% 28,5% 33,9% 17,2% 23,0%
Denmark 5,9% 25%  214% 14,7% 291%  31,2% 23,9% 27,6% 19,6% 24,0%
Germany 7.7% 6,8% 8. 2% 19,7% 33 9% 37,2% 22,6% 29,E% 7.5% 6,5%
EET - ook wew|asew | aeaw  2sax 2sax o asexw 2uex [ELIK [ S04%
8,1% 6,3% 18,3% 16,7% 24,6% 25,1% 25,5% 25,5% 23,5% 26,5%
6,9% 5,2% 15,1% 14,7%: 21.6% 23.9% 20,2% 24,9% 35,3% 31,3%

3,7% 15, 6% 12,7% 23,3% 2%, 0% 24,5% 25,2% 31,4% 33,3%

!‘E

France 236%  191%  3L5%  327%  239% 27,0% | a29% | 12,4%

Croatia Diata not available

Iealy | AaI% 45% | 107%  108%  194%  216%  239%  233% | 429%  397%

Cyprus 2,4% 1,7% 12,0% 6,9% 26,7% 21,4% 29,1% 30.1% 29.8% A0 0%
7.1% 5,0% 18,1% 14,5% 25,0% 26,3% 20,7% 24,1% 29,2% 30,1%

PSER 169% 13,9% 21,4% 25,6% 18,2% 20,9%
LB 225% 173w 338% 32,2% 2,5%  27,4% 13,9% 14,4%

— 7.6% 6% D HAER 23ax 194w 27a%  292%  215% 30,3%
a,9% s8% | 103% | 129%  293%  248%  324%  334%  23,0% 25,1%

4,0% 3,1% 23,5% 16,3% 28,7% 32,7% 26,1%
Austria 11,0% 10,9% 29,7% 24,4% 33,3% 36,5% 16,5%

121% [ 216% | 237% 0 311%  30.2% 19,3%
Portugal 8,21 7.2% 17.6% 16,6% 15,4“
17,0% 16,9% 22,6%
Slovenia _ 24,6% 26,4% 23,5%
Slovakia 25.2% 24,9% 27.3%
32.0% 30,1% 29,8%
26,7% 24,8% 29,3% 28,0% 20,56% 30,0%
K 15.0% 25,0% 26,6% 218,6% 27,9% 27.6% 30,6%
UE-27: 6,3% 6,0% 15,5% 15,3% 22,8% 22,9% 22,7% 24,7% 32,7% 31,1%

Source: Eurostat, Farm Structure Survey 2007 and 2013.



w Audit questions and Member States visited

Is the EU support to young farmers well designed to contribute
effectively towards improved generational renewal?

France (Pays de la Loire and Midi-Pyrénées)
Spain (Andalucia)
Poland (Warminsko-Mazurskie and Dolno$laskie)
Italy (Emilia-Romagna and Puglia)




e Main audit conclusions

The objectives of the EU support are not well defined
The expected results and impacts are not clear

Recommendation

Define better who should be supported and what should
be the expected result of the European’s assistance




e Main audit conclusions

The genuine needs of young farmers were not sufficiently
analysed and consequently the form, the amount and the
timing of the aid only partially address young farmer’s needs.

Recommendation

Improve the intervention logic by reinforcing needs
assessment and defining SMART objectives




e Main audit conclusions

The EU support is not sufficiently well targeted

Recommendation

Improve the targeting of the measure in order to encourage young
farmers to stay on land




e Main audit conclusions

There is little evidence that the EU support has facilitated the
setting up of young farmers and improved the generational
renewal

Recommendation

Improve the monitoring and evaluation system in order to
collect the data relevant for the assessment of the policy
results
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