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3.22. POLAND

Figure 3.22.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Poland
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1. Data refer to the period 2001-03.
2. Data refer to the year 2001.
3. Data refer to the year 2005.

Source: OECD Secretariat. For full details of these indicators, see Chapter 1 of the Main Report.

3.22.1. Agricultural sector trends and policy context

Agriculture plays a key role in providing employment in the national economy, but that
role has shrunk considerably over the period since 1989. The share of agriculture in total
employment was 16.2% in 2005 compared to 26.4% in 1989, but the decline in agriculture’s
contribution to GDP has been even more significant from 12.8% in 1989 to 4.1%
in 2005 [1, 2, 3, 4, 5] (Figure 3.22.1).

The volume of agricultural production decreased by 5% over the period 1990-92 to 2002-04
(Figure 3.22.2), among the largest reductions across OECD countries (Figure 3.22.2). But in the
recent period 2000 to 2006 production has begun to stabilise and even increase for some
commodities, both in value and volume terms, notably for pig and poultry products [2, 3, 6].
Trends for purchased farm input use (volume terms) over the period 1990-92 to 2002-04,
however, have been variable, decreasing for nitrogen (-2%) and phosphorus (-32%) inorganic
fertilisers, as well as for agricultural water use (-31%), but increasing for pesticides (52%) and
direct on-farm energy consumption (29%) (Figure 3.22.2). Although the use of farm inputs
stabilised and even began to rise slightly from the late 1990s, by 2005 they still remained
below their peak of the middle to late 1980s [3].

Transition from a centrally planned to a market economy has impacted significantly on
agriculture, since the early 1990s. The fundamental change in political and social
institutions as well as economic conditions has affected how land use decisions are
made and led to extensive changes in farm ownership patterns, productivity and
competitiveness [7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12]. Contrary to many other centrally planned economies in
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Central and Eastern Europe, Poland was never fully collectivised and many small private
individual farms prevailed [4, 13]. The most salient trend in farm structures over the
transition period has been the increasing fragmentation of the farm structure with a
growing number of small subsistence and semi-subsistence farms (1 to 10 hectares), which
has arisen mainly because of a lack of other employment options. There has also been a
small increase in the number of large farms (over 20 hectares) which in 2005 accounted for
about 4.5% of all farms but more than 40% of farmland largely in the western part of
Poland [1, 2, 4, 10, 14, 15]. Agricultural productivity (as measured by total factor productivity
indices) declined over the period from the early 1990s to the early 2000s, with estimates
varying at an average annual decline of between -2% to —4%, the lowest across OECD
countries [10, 13, 15, 16, 17]. This decline reflects the transition to a market economy in
terms of the poor profitability and structural problems of farming over the past 15 years,
such as low levels of education and capital investment (although investment rose
between 1990 and 2005), but also a lack of any significant adjustment in farm employment
in contrast to the much sharper reduction in the sector’s share in GDP [1, 14, 15].

Farming is now supported under the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP), with support also
provided through national expenditure within the CAP framework. Support to agriculture
has fluctuated considerably over the past 20 years. Due to the implementation of economic
reforms, support declined from around 40% of farm receipts (as measured by the OECD
Producer Support Estimate — PSE) in the mid-1980s to a negative PSE in 1990 (i.e. farmers were
implicitly taxed as domestic prices were lower than world market prices), but then gradually
rose to 13% by 2001-03, as policies were geared toward EU membership in 2004. For Poland
support under the CAP started in 2004. During Poland’s preparation for EU membership,
Polish agriculture benefited from funds allocated under the pre-accession policies (see
below). Measures taken under these policies will be continued in accordance with the Rural
Development Plan (RDP) for 2004-06. The EU15 PSE was 34% in 2002-04 compared to the 31%
OECD average [4, 7, 18]. Nearly 70% of EU15 support to farmers was output and input linked
in 2002-04, the forms of support that most encourage production [7]. Total annual budgetary
support to Polish agriculture was almost PLN 15 (EUR 4.6) billion for 2005, of which
around 47% was nationally financed, the remainder coming from EU funding [2, 7].
Agri-environmental measures in Poland accounted for about 6.1% of budget support under
the RDP [19].

Agri-environmental and environmental policy has had to address several key challenges.
Firstly, policy had to respond to the environmental problems left from the legacy of the
centrally planned economy; and secondly, policy responses have been required for EU
accession and membership. Over much of the period of transition up to the time of EU
membership agri-environmental policy was not a priority, while the government lacked
resources to invest in environmental protection [4, 20, 21]. Indirectly, however, through the
removal of government support for purchased farm inputs (e.g. fertilisers, pesticides,
energy) and other production related support, this had the effect of lowering agricultural
production intensity and consequently pressure on the environment. Even so some limited
agri-environmental measures were introduced over the 1990s, such as the: Green Lungs of
Poland Programme which was a voluntary agri-environmental scheme established by non-
governmental organisations in the early 1990s to protect high nature value agricultural
areas in north-eastern Poland; 1st National Environmental Policy (1991) which established
some regulations to protect soils and water; Protection of Agricultural and Forest Soil Act (1995)
and the Nature Conservation Act (1991), providing protection for agricultural genetic
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resources [5, 22, 23]. In 2001 a strategy was developed to protect water resources against
agricultural nitrate pollution and the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development began
to offer support for agri-environmental measures at Natura 2000 sites.

EU accession and membership from 2004 has also brought policy change. The EU
provided pre-accession funds for agriculture up to 2006 (including for environmental
purposes) through three programmes: SAPARD, the most important for agriculture in terms
of funding the establishment of institutions and systems of policy implementation; PHARE,
covering institutional building; and ISPA, to assist infrastructure development, including
environmental protection [18, 20]. The EU accession period since 2004 has required the
adoption of EU agri-environmental and environmental policies, and harmonisation of
technical standards [7, 20]. Policies under the CAP are being phased in up to 2013, when
CAP support will reach 100% of the EU15 level.

The National Agri-environmental Programme (NAEP), covering the initial period of EU
membership is a part of the broader Rural Development Plan (2004-06). The NAEP, as well as
promoting environmental beneficial farming practices and raising environmental
awareness among farmers, has three main objectives for agriculture: protection of the
environment and landscapes; development of organic farming; and conservation of
biodiversity, including agricultural genetic resources [2, 3, 24]. Since 2000 the state budget
has provided support for the maintenance of livestock populations covered by genetic
resource protection programmes, and from 2005 the protection of livestock genetic
resources has been financed under the agri-environmental programme. Funding for the
NAEP amounted to PLN 782 (USD 250) million in June 2007, with two main types of
measures: first, those implemented nationally, for example payments for organic farming,
soil and water protection (e.g. payments for buffer zones) and protection of local breeds;
and secondly, those implemented in terms of 69 priority zones with specific environmental
problems or which possess high natural value, such as payments for the maintenance of
pastures and extensive meadows [3, 24]. To comply with the EU Nitrate Directive, several
programmes and schemes have been implemented, including designation of Nitrate
Vulnerable Zones (covering 1.7% of the total land area in 2004), to regulate farms in terms of
fertiliser and manure application and storage practices, and provide farm support
investment aid for the construction of manure storage facilities [ 25, 26, 27, 28].

Agriculture is affected by national environmental and taxation policies. Under the National
Woodland Extension Plan, part of the 2nd National Environmental Policy (2000), it is planned to
expand the afforestation of land unsuitable for agriculture by 680 000 hectares between 2001
to 2020, which could have important implications for flood control and climate change
protection efforts [1, 5]. Farmers pay a lower rate (7%) of value added tax (the standard rate is
22%) on pesticides and fertilisers, and support was provided for lime fertilisers up to 2004 [5,
28]. From 2006 a fuel tax concession is provided to farmers, with PLN 650 (USD 209) million
allocated in 2006 (i.e. the total tax concession available depending on the extent of tax refund
claims by farmers) [19]. There are regulations to restrict the conversion of farmland to other
uses in some regions [9]. General budgetary expenditure covers irrigation infrastructure
improvements and management of almost PLN 50 (USD 16) million in 2006. Farmers are also
exempt from water abstraction charges under the Water Law providing their total
abstractions do not exceed 5 m? of daily abstractions from surface water and groundwater
used within the farm household [4, 5, 19, 21].
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Poland is a signatory to a number of international environmental agreements, some with
implications for agriculture including limiting emissions of: nutrients into the Baltic Sea
(HELCOM Convention); ammonia (Gothenburg Protocol); methyl bromide (Montreal Protocol);
and greenhouse gases (Kyoto Protocol). Under the National Strategic Plan for 2007-13 Rural
Development and the NAEP, there are a range of measures which contribute to reducing
GHG emissions from agriculture, including: support for afforestation of farmland [2, 3];
provision of advisory services to improve fertiliser and manure application practices; and
payments to develop manure storage capacity. In addition, under the guiding principles of
the Development Strategy of the Renewable Energy Sector (2001) support is provided to farmers
for renewable energy produced from agricultural biomass feedstock. These include:
payments for energy crops (e.g. energy willow) of PLN 216 (USD 67) per hectare; support for
bioenergy plant construction, such as straw and wood fired boilers, biogas systems, and
capacity for biofuel production; and excise tax exemptions for biofuels, although from
January 2007 these exemptions were lowered to align them with EU regulations to PLN 1.0
(USD 0.32) per litre for biodiesel and PLN 1.5 (USD 0.48) per litre for bioethanol [29, 30, 31].
As part of its commitments under the Convention of Biological Diversity, the National Strategy
for Conservation and Sustainable Use of Biological Diversity (2003) through the NAEP has
established programmes for conservation of agricultural genetic resources and the
protection of high nature value meadows and pastures [3, 32]. Poland also has a number of
bilateral and regional environmental co-operation agreements with neighbouring
countries. These include some agreements important to agriculture and the environment
in Poland, such as transboundary nature conservation, through the Carpathian Convention
(2006) covering the mountains in the South [5, 32], and transboundary river pollution,
linked to limiting nutrient flows into the Baltic Sea [5, 27].

3.22.2. Environmental performance of agriculture

Environmental concerns related to agriculture have changed dramatically over the past
20 years. With the reduction in farm production and purchased input support, and shift to a
market economy, farming moved from an intensive production orientated system to
adoption of more extensive farming methods, linked particularly to the large decrease in use
of purchased farm inputs, and in some areas adoption of agri-environmental management
practices. In the pre-transition period the primary agri-environmental problems were soil
erosion, heavy pollution of some water bodies and poor uptake of environmentally beneficial
farming practices [3, 4, 5]. Over the 1990s certain environmental problems persist, due to the
legacy of decades of damaging farming practices, notably soil erosion and in some areas
industrial pollution of farmed soils, especially from acidification and heavy metals [3, 4, 33].
The pressure on water and air quality, and biodiversity has eased with more extensive
farming practices, but pollution continues in some regions, while land use change and
cessation of farming has led to damage to biodiversity in some areas [3, 5, 33].

Soil erosion and soil acidification are major and widespread environmental
problems [3, 11, 22, 33, 34]. According to assessment in 2005 about 29% of Poland’s total land
area is at risk of water erosion and about 28% at risk to wind erosion. In 2005 a total of
about 19% of the total agricultural land area is at risk of medium to strong wind erosion,
and around 28% and 13% of agricultural and forest land was at risk to medium and strong
water erosion and gully erosion respectively (Figure 3.22.3) [14]. Farming areas worst
affected by water erosion are mainly in the North and mountainous South East
(e.g. Matopolskie and Lubuskie districts), while central and eastern regions are mostly
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endangered by wind erosion (e.g. L6édzkie and Mazowieckie districts) [33]. Soil acidification
in the late 1990s was estimated to be a problem on over 50% of agricultural land, and
primarily originates from natural conditions, mainly unfavourable climate, soil and
hydrological conditions, but also from industrial pollution [1, 3, 11]. Soil conservation
practices are not widely adopted by farmers, mainly because of the lack of resources for
farmers to undertake preventive measures, such as liming acidic soils and the creation of
wind shields (hedges and trees) [3, 33]. The liming of soils through use of calcium
fertilisers, for example, to counteract soil acidification has decreased from over 180 kg/ha
of agricultural land (expressed as pure calcium) in the late 1980s to around 94 kg/ha
in 2001/02 [3].

Overall water pollution from agricultural sources is not as acute as in many other OECD
European countries, as the intensity of fertiliser and pesticide use, as well as livestock
operations, are appreciably below those for most OECD countries [3, 5, 26]. But recent trends
are mixed and in some locations inappropriate farming practices have led to pollution risks.
While the intensity of nutrient surplus per hectare of agricultural are more than 50% lower
than the OECD and EU15 averages (Figure 3.22.2), since the late 1990s nutrient surpluses
have begun to rise after dropping sharply in the transition period from the late 1980s, with a
similar development also apparent for pesticides. Although intensive cropping and livestock
operations are a source of pollution, a key problem is the inadequate storage of manure on
small farms and the poor uptake of environmental farm management practices on small
farms that limit pollution from nutrients and pesticides [3, 4, 20, 28, 33].

There have been large reductions in agricultural nutrient surpluses (Figure 3.22.2). The
trends in the intensity of nutrient surpluses per hectare of total farmland, both of nitrogen
(N) and phosphorus (P), over the period from the late 1980s to 2004 fluctuated considerably.
In the late 1980s nutrient surpluses were at a level comparable to those of the EU15 average,
although by the early 1990s there was a sharp reduction, especially for phosphorus. From
around the late 1990s while there has been a slow increase in surpluses, they were still well
below the averages for the OECD and EU15 by 2002-04 (Figure 3.22.2). The reduction in
support to fertilisers and crop and livestock products during the transition period largely
explains the decrease in nutrient surpluses. This is highlighted by the fluctuations in the use
of inorganic N fertilisers which fell from (figures in brackets are for P fertilisers) around
1400 000 (900 000) tonnes in the late 1980s down to 650 000 (230 000) tonnes in the
early 1990s, rising to about 860 000 (315 000) tonnes by 2002-04 [3].

Overall the agricultural pollution of water bodies from nutrients is generally low [21]. In 2002,
0.4% of surface water monitoring sites across the country exceeded the EU standards on nitrate
in drinking water (50 mg NOs/1) [1, 3]. But excessive eutrophication is apparent in about 50% of
lakes located in agricultural water catchments, while the Ministry of Health data for 2000
estimated that 24% of farm wells had water of poor quality in excess of the EU drinking water
standards [3, 5, 25]. Poland also contributes to nutrient loadings into the Baltic Sea, and is the
major contributor to pollution of the Baltic [5]. Agriculture contributes about 45-50% of national
nitrogen discharge and 30-35% of phosphorus discharge into the Baltic, and although the
absolute level of nutrient discharge has declined since 1990, Poland’s share of agricultural
nutrients into the Baltic remains high compared to other Baltic states [3, 4, 5, 25].

The rising levels of nitrogen surpluses since the late 1990s, however, have increased
pressure on water quality in certain areas. Some 1.7% of the total land area in 2004 was
designated as Nitrate Vulnerable Zones (NVZs) under the EU Nitrates Directive [1, 25, 26, 27]. It
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was estimated by the Government in 2001 that for Poland to comply with the Nitrates Directive
(e.g. cost of installing manure storage facilities) would cost over PLN 12 (USD 3) billion [26, 28].
For phosphate the trend has been different since over most of the period from the early 1990s
phosphate surpluses have been declining, reducing the potential pollution of water bodies.
Heavy metal pollution of water from use of inorganic fertilisers and manure, is also minor
mainly due to the low intensity of using fertilisers and manure surpluses compared to other
OECD European countries [35]. Concentrations of heavy metals in the vast majority of
Poland’s soils (about 97% of the farmed area) are at a natural level or only slightly
elevated [36].

In those areas suffering nutrient pollution of water from agriculture this is predominantly
associated with small farms. About 50% of farms in 2000 had storage facilities for manure
and only 4% had liquid manure tanks with sufficient capacity for four months of manure
production, while this is obligatory in NVZs [3, 25]. Moreover, there are low rates of uptake
of nutrient management plans or soil nutrient testing. These problems are partly linked to
farmers’ lack of capital to invest in manure storage and other manure treatment
technologies; and also to inadequate knowledge of nutrient management practices [27].
Poland has also suffered the historic legacy that prior to 1990 investment in manure
storage systems was not a priority [27].

The increase in pesticide use was among the highest across OECD countries from 1990-92
to 2001-03, but the trend has fluctuated considerably over this period (Figure 3.22.2). Pesticide
use declined from around 12 000 tonnes (of active ingredients) in the mid/late 1980s to around
7 000 tonnes by the early/mid-1990s, then rose to nearly 10 000 tonnes by 2002-04 [3]. The
reduction in support to pesticides and crops during the transition period explains much of the
decrease in pesticides use in the early 1990s [4]. The more recent growth in pesticide use is
largely linked to the expansion in cereals and horticultural production, and the use of
pesticides to help raise crop yields taking into account that pesticide application rates are
considerably lower than many other OECD European countries [2, 3, 5, 6]. To a limited extent
the growth in pesticide use has been restricted with the expansion in organic farming, with
more than half of the total organic area under arable and horticultural crops in 2002 [2]. Even
though organic farming grew rapidly over the 1990s, by 2003-05 it only accounted for 0.6% of
agricultural land compared to the EU15 average of nearly 4% |2, 14, 37, 38].

With the growth in pesticide use since the mid-1990s the pressure on water quality has
been increased, although there is little information on pesticide concentrations in surface
and groundwater. The highly persistent DDT pesticides, which were banned from use at
the end of the 1970’s, were detected in rivers and the Baltic Sea up to 2000, at levels below
limits harmful to human health but of some concern for their impact on aquatic
ecosystems [39]. There are also concerns for environmental pollution from inadequate
pesticide application technologies and inappropriate storage and waste disposal [4].

As agriculture is largely rain-fed use of irrigation is limited accounting for 0.6% of the total
farmland area in 2003 [14]. Farming’s share in national water use was 9% in 2001-03,
although agricultural water use declined by over 30% between 1990 and 2003 (compared to
an 18% reduction for national water use), largely because of the sharp reduction in
irrigation water use [5]. Particular concerns related to agriculture and water resources are:
the limited capacity of on-farm water storage facilities, which does not provide adequate
protection against periodic floods and droughts; and also lowering of groundwater levels in
some rural areas [1, 4, 6].
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There has been a major reduction in air pollution linked to agriculture. Agricultural
ammonia emissions decreased by -22% between 1990-92 and 2001, among the largest
reductions across OECD countries (Figure 3.22.2) [3]. Farming accounted for nearly all
ammonia emissions in 2001, with the drop in emission levels mainly due to the decrease in
livestock numbers and nitrogen fertiliser use. With total ammonia emissions falling to
326 000 tonnes by 2001 [6], Poland has already achieved its 2010 target of 468 000 tonnes
required under the Gothenburg Protocol [S]. Further reductions in ammonia emissions could be
achieved if poor manure storage and fertiliser spreading practices were improved [33]. For
methyl bromide use (an ozone depleting substance) Poland reduced its use between 1991
to 2003 by 70% as agreed by the phase-out schedule under the Montreal Protocol which sought
this level of reduction by 2003 and to eliminate all use by 2005. But Poland, together with a
number of other OECD countries, was granted a “Critical Use Exemption” for 2005 (equivalent
to over 20% of 1991 levels) which effectively gives more time for users to develop alternatives.

Agricultural greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions rose by 4% from 1990-92 to 2002-04
(Figure 3.22.2). However, there were considerable annual fluctuations in agricultural GHG
emissions over this period and by 2004 emissions (nearly 34 million tonnes of CO,
equivalent) were below the level of the late 1980s (50 million tonnes of CO, equivalent
tonnes) [29]. This compares to an overall decrease across the economy of 21% from 1990-92
to 2002-04, and a commitment under the Kyoto Protocol to reduce total emissions by 6%
over 2008-12 compared to 1990 levels. Agriculture’s share of national total GHGs was 7%
by 2002-04. Much of the rise in agricultural GHGs was due to the recent growth in livestock
numbers (raising methane emissions), higher fertiliser use (increasing nitrous oxide
emissions) and greater use of energy. Projections suggest that agricultural GHG emissions
could stabilise in the period from 2005 to 2008-12, as a result of an expected decrease in
cattle production offset by a rise in crop, pig and poultry production [29, 40]. This implies
that agricultural GHG emissions by 2008-12 could remain at around 30% below the level of
the late 1980s [29].

Agriculture has contributed to higher GHG emissions by increasing direct on-farm energy
consumption, partly offset by agricultural GHG carbon sinks from expanding renewable
energy production and developing afforestation of agricultural land. Direct on-farm energy
consumption rose by 29% between 1990-92 and 2002-04 compared to a reduction of 4% for
total national energy consumption, with farming contributing 8% of total energy
consumption (Figure 3.22.2). The growth in agricultural energy consumption is largely
explained by the substitution of farm labour for machinery, with farm employment
declining by around 20% between 1990-92 and 2001-03 compared to an increase in the
number of farm tractors by nearly 9% (26% increase in terms of average tractor power) over
the period 1995 to 2005 [14].

While production of renewable energy from agricultural and other biomass feedstocks is
growing, it provides only about 4% of total primary energy supply in 2006 [29, 30, 41, 42].
Agricultural biomass feedstocks are mainly used for: heating, about 450 local thermal
power stations and 250 000 biomass heated boilers in farm dwellings of around
5 000 Megawatts were established between 2001 and 2004; and for liquid fuel production
(biodiesel and bioethanol), mainly from molasses, low quality cereals, potatoes and other
agricultural products [29, 30]. Biofuel production was estimated at 113 million litres of
bioethanol and 72 000 tonnes of methyl esters used in biofuels annually in 2005 [29, 42].
There is considerable potential to expand current biomass feedstocks, especially from
short rotation farm forestry [30, 41], but to achieve the government’s biofuel goal of 5.75%
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share of total transportation fuel by 2010 would require a significant increase in production
from current levels [43]. Of the 20 agricultural biogas plants that were installed in the 1980s
only one is currently in operation [29].

Agricultural carbon sequestration has been affected by two main developments. First, the
16% decrease in the area under permanent pasture over the period 1990 to 2004 has likely
led to a reduction in soil organic carbon, and second, the afforestation of farmland under
various government schemes is probably increasing carbon sequestration. Under the
National Woodland Extension Programme, for example, 111 300 hectares of farmland were
converted to forestry between 1995 and 2000, which was under 1% of the total agricultural
land area [3].

Poland is widely perceived to have a rich biodiversity in agricultural areas, compared to many
other OECD European countries [1, 3, 33]. But pressure on biodiversity from agricultural
activities is becoming more evident, although evaluating the effects of farming on biodiversity
since 1990 is complex [3, 4]. Unlike many other centrally planned economies the lack of farm
collectivisation lowered pressure on biodiversity [8], while over the early to mid-1990s threats
to biodiversity diminished, especially with the reduction in use of fertilisers and pesticides.
Since the mid/late 1990s, however, there has been some intensification of agricultural
(e.g. higher pesticide use), while the fragmentation of farms into a growing number of small
and semi-subsistence units has led to the poor uptake of farming practices to help biodiversity
and low investment in environmental protection (e.g. manure storage). However, the
fragmentation of farm holdings has contributed to a mosaic landscape structure, to the benefit
of biodiversity by providing a greater diversity of habitats.

Protection of agricultural genetic resources is being addressed through in situ programmes
and ex situ collections of genetic material [3, 33, 44]. The number of registered plant varieties has
risen steadily with 917 varieties registered by the Research Centre for Cultivar Testing in 2000.
Between 1986 and 1995, between 30-32 varieties were registered every year, whereas in 2006
the number increased to 47 varieties annually [44]. But the shift toward monoculture and less
complex rotations since 1990 has possibly diminished crop plant diversity and, although
information is incomplete, evidence suggests the genetic erosion of plant resources over
recent decades [3, 44]. Even so, some 300-400 plant genetic materials are added to the national
plant gene bank annually [32]. For livestock, 32 programmes were implemented in 2002 for the
conservation of livestock genetic resources, covering 75 breeds, varieties and sub-species of
livestock and fish [44]. In situ and ex situ livestock conservation programmes were introduced
from 1999 and since this period the National Coordination Centre for Animal Genetic
Resources has been monitoring the size of livestock breeding populations [3, 32].

A major share of agricultural land is designated as having a high nature value, and
with 53% (2002-04) of the total land area farmed this has important implications for
biodiversity [3, 33, 45]. There is a great diversity of habitats on agricultural land. Around
50% of meadows and pastures are classified as semi-natural (about 10% of total farmland),
which include wet meadows and other important wetland habitats. Also farmland
comprises over 40% of national protected landscapes (which cover around a quarter of the
total land area) in 2002 [3, 46]. The main threats to the high nature value agricultural
habitats are: their conversion to forestry and urban use; their shift to more intensive forms
of management (i.e. higher fertiliser and pesticide use); and in some marginal areas their
abandonment to overgrowth where it may be too costly to convert them to cropland or
forestry [11, 33]. The nearly 12% reduction in area farmed between 1990-92 and 2002-04
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was among the highest across OECD countries, with a decrease in arable and permanent
crop land by 11% and permanent pasture by 16% over this period. Nearly 18% of farmland
was estimated to be idled or abandoned in 2002, with this share rising to over 30% in some
regions (e.g. Lubuskie, Podkarpacie,Slask) [1, 3]. The overgrowth of grazed wet meadows is
considered to be one of the most serious threats to open wetlands [46].

An important area of semi-natural grasslands and cultural farmed landscapes is in the
Carpathians, a mountainous region extending over 7 European countries. This includes the
Tatra mountains in south eastern Poland, which is recognised as a UNESCO Biosphere
Reserve since 1996 [5, 32, 47]. These grasslands are considered to be among the most species
rich in Europe with many protected plant species, such as those belonging to the orchid
family [23, 48]. But their continued existence is coming under a variety of threats,
especially the increase in the area under fallow and the drastic reduction in livestock over
the 1990s, especially the sheep flock. This has led to the abandonment of some semi-
natural grasslands or for others under grazing below a level necessary to maintain the
plant species richness of the grasslands [47, 48]. The Carpathians also have significance for
Poland (and other bordering countries) in terms of their cultural landscape value, in
particular, associated with transhumance shepherding [49]. The major decline in extensive
sheep production since the early 1990s, however, has led to the disappearance of
shepherding tracks and historic mountain shepherd huts to the detriment of the cultural
landscape [49].

The extensive farming system in many parts of the country has been beneficial to wild
species conservation. With the extensive nature of farming practices and diverse habitat
structures in most rural areas, this is providing favourable conditions for many wild
species of flora and fauna [3]. But the abandonment of farmland in some areas and
intensification and removal of habitat features in others is increasing pressure on wild
species, although monitoring of wild species, especially related to farming activities, is
only beginning to be established [1, 3]. An estimated 2.2% of vascular wild plant species
occurring in Poland are endangered or threatened as a result of the cessation of grazing
and mowing practices; ploughing grassland; and the use of fertilisers and pesticides [3].
Research has shown that grassland butterflies in southern Poland are also subject to similar
threats as plant species [50]. Even so, most game species have recovered in numbers
since 1995, such as the various species of deer, bears, wild boars, foxes and moose, but a
few populations have declined markedly, such as hares and partridges [6]. Wolf numbers, a
wholly protected species in Poland (the largest population in Europe), have also increased.

Over the short period farmland bird populations have been monitored (2000-04), the
population index has declined slightly (Figure 3.22.4) [1]. But Poland was considered to have
had relatively stable farmland bird populations over recent decades [51]. The decline in
farmland bird numbers is of concern as farming was estimated to have posed a threat to
around 25% of important bird habitats through changes in management practices and land
use in the late 1990s [52]. Moreover, Poland, is host to major remaining populations of
many of Europe’s endangered farmland bird species, such as the Corncrake (Crex crex), Corn
Bunting (Miliaria calandra), Whinchat (Saxicola rubetra), Aquatic Warbler (Acrocephalus
paludicola), White Stork (Ciconia ciconia) and Orotlan Bunting (Emberiza hortulana) [3, 53].
Recent research suggests that abandonment of farmland has been a major influence on
bird populations, but with both negative and positive impacts on bird species and
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populations [53, 54, 55]. In addition, intensification of farming and removal of habitat
features has had adverse impacts on bird populations. For some other farmland bird
species, such as the Little Owl (Athene noctua), the cause of their decline is unclear [56].

3.22.3. Overall agri-environmental performance

Overall agricultural pressure on the environment has been low since 1990, compared to
that in many OECD countries [5]. The agricultural system is largely characterised by small
and semi-subsistence farms especially in the Eastern part of the country, as Poland was
never fully collectivised pre-1990. These farms use a low intensity of purchased farm
inputs (e.g. fertilisers, pesticides, energy and water) and have a diversity of habitats across
the agricultural landscape [5]. Although the use of farm inputs stabilised and even began to
rise slightly from the late 1990s, by 2005 they still remained below their peak of the middle
to late 1980s [3]. But the rising levels of agricultural nutrient surpluses and pesticides since
the late 1990s have increased pressure on water quality. Moreover, soil erosion and soil
acidification are major and widespread environmental problems associated with farming
activities. Also declines in farmland bird populations and changes in land management
practices have raised concerns with respect to agriculture’s impact on biodiversity.

While improvements are being made to agri-environmental monitoring many data gaps
remain, which need to be addressed if policy makers are to be provided with the
information required to effectively monitor and evaluate agri-environmental performance
and policies. Agriculture plays only a limited role in the environmental protection
monitoring activities of the Unit of Environmental Monitoring of the Chief Inspectorate of
Environment Protection (GIOS) [33]. Data related to soil degradation are only available from
surveys conducted in the late 1990s and there are no time series data available nor
information on soil conservation practices [22]. More quantitative data on erosion
processes at the catchment level are needed to support policy and management schemes
aimed to combat erosion [22]. It is not possible to adequately assess the extent of water
pollution from agriculture as there is no national water monitoring system for farm
pollutant sources of rivers, lakes, groundwater, and coastal waters although projects
financed by PHARE are seeking to improve the monitoring system. Similarly the extent of
agri-biodiversity monitoring is still too limited [43], but from 2000 the monitoring of
farmland bird populations was established.

Agri-environmental policies have been strengthened in the period since EU membership, but
the low level of environmental awareness of farmers is an impediment to the success of
these policies. The National Agri-environmental Plan (NAEP), part of the broader Rural
Development Plan, is placing particular emphasis on environmental protection, especially
lowering water and air pollution, development of organic farming, and biodiversity
conservation [2, 3, 24]. A serious barrier to meeting the higher environmental standards
required under these agri-environmental programmes and other EU and international
environmental policies, however, is the low level of environmental awareness among
farmers [3]. The large number of small holdings, their weak financial base, coupled with low
educational standards, are obstacles to meeting agri-environmental policy objectives [3].
According to recent research only 30% of farmers are aware of the potential detrimental
impact of their activities on the environment, while there is a chronic lack of investment in
the necessary facilities (e.g. manure storage tanks) and equipment (e.g manure spreaders)
that could bring environmental improvements [3]. Also farmers have stocks of obsolete
capital (e.g. old machinery) that impede environmental and production efficiency gains [16].
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Despite the relatively low environmental pressure of the farming sector, a number of
concerns remain. Given the lack of manure storage facilities and uptake on nutrient
management plans, a considerable effort will be required for Poland to comply with the EU
Nitrate Directive and meet Poland’s HELCOM commitments to limit nutrient pollution of the
Baltic Sea [28]. While nutrient run-off into the Baltic has been significantly reduced and
measures adopted to address the problem, Poland still contributes the major share of
nutrient inputs from agriculture into the Baltic. This reflects not only the progress of other
Baltic countries in reducing their nutrient inputs, but also that Poland has a greater share
of arable land and population than other Baltic countries [5].

There has been success in lowering the use of methyl bromide use over the 1990s, but a
further reduction in use will be required if Poland is to phase out use completely as agreed
under the Montreal Protocol. But granting Critical Use Exemptions, to give farmers additional
time to find methyl bromide substitutes, may impede the effectiveness of achieving
reduction targets and act as a disincentive to finding alternatives.

Tax exemptions on fossil fuel used by farmers provide a disincentive to improve energy
efficiency, and help further reduce greenhouse gas emissions, especially as agricultural
GHG emissions and direct on-farm energy use have been increasing. Renewable energy
production based on agricultural biomass, however, is being expanded. Although the
current intensity of pesticide and fertiliser use is low, but recently on a rising trend, the
reduced value added tax on these inputs does not encourage more efficient use, hence,
lowering potential environmental pressure [5].

Agriculture supports a rich and abundant biodiversity [51, 53]. A major concern for
biodiversity, however, is the abandonment of agricultural land to plant overgrowth,
especially where this involves semi-natural grasslands. In some western parts of Poland
the intensification of farming (e.g. higher stocking rates, and greater use of fertilisers
and pesticides) is also increasing the pressure on biodiversity. The introduction of
agri-environmental measures to protect biodiversity will be important, as Poland is host to
major remaining populations of many of Europeans endangered farmland bird species [3,
53], while the Carpathians (of which a part falls within Polish territory and is a UNESCO
Biosphere Reserve) are an important area of farmed mountainous semi-natural grasslands
and cultural landscapes.

Projections suggest that agricultural production is likely to remain stable up to 2015, but
the consequences of these projections for the environment are unclear. This is because the
projections expect that while dairy and beef cattle production may contract, crop
(e.g. cereals and sugar beet), pig and poultry production could expand [29, 40]. However, not
all projections of Polish agriculture show consistent results when compared with each
other. Moreover, the agricultural sector is undergoing structural changes which have
environmental implications. A key aspect to structural change in agriculture, which may
impact on agri-environmental performance, is the extent to which small semi-subsistence
farms can escape the vicious circle of low technical efficiency and technological and
educational limitations [15]. As much as 40% of those engaged in agriculture have only
elementary education compared to around 10% in industry [16]. Improvements in human
capital are clearly crucial to the future of Polish farming and in raising agri-environmental
performance, both by improving the efficiency of those remaining in farming and also
increasing opportunities for others to leave the sector and seek other employment [16].
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Figure 3.22.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average

Percentage change 1990-92 to 2002-04! Absolute and economy-wide change/level

__| [t/ ESiRioiad Variable Unit Poland 0ECD
Agricultural production Index 1990-92 95 105

volume (1999-01 = 100)  to 2002-04
Agricultural land area 000 hectares 1990-92 -2221 -48 901

t0 2002-04
. Agricultural nitrogen (N) Kg N/hectare 2002-04 48 74

balance
) Agricultural phosphorus (P) Kg P/hectare 2002-04 3 10
balance

Agricultural pesticide use tonnes 1990-92 +3 375 -46 762

t0 2001-03
Direct on-farm energy 000 tonnes of oil 1990-92 +1 009 +1997

consumption equivalent to 2002-04
Agricultural water use Million m3 1990-92 —475 +8 102

t0 2001-03
9 Irrigation water application Megalitres/ha 2001-03 0.9 8.4

77 rates of irrigated land

11 Agricultural ammonia 000 tonnes 1990-92 -90 +115

-22 emissions 10 2001-03
-3 Agricultural greenhouse gas 000 tonnes 1990-92 +985 -30 462

'l:l 4 emissions CO, equivalent  to 2002-04

-80 -40 0 40 80
%
n.a.: Data not available. Zero equals value between -0.5% to < +0.5%.
1. For agricultural water use, pesticide use, irrigation water application rates, and agricultural ammonia emissions the % change is over
the period 1990-92 to 2001-03.
2. Percentage change in nitrogen and phosphorus balances in tonnes.
Source: OECD Secretariat. For full details of these indicators, see Chapter 1 of the Main Report.

Figure 3.22.3. Agriculture and forest land at risk Figure 3.22.4. Index of population trends
to erosion of farmland birds
B 1995 [ 2005 2000 to 2006

Areain ‘000 ha EU15 — — — Poland
10000 Index 100 = 2000

9000 [ 100

8000 | 9 | \\

7000 | 6 | N

6000 | o | A

5000 [ S N

92 ~

4000 |- \

3000 | 90 \\ T———

2000 [ 88 I \ e

1000 |- 86 - \\ e

0 84 | -——-
Windy Water surface Gully 82 ! ! ! ! !

Source: Central Statistical Office in Poland. 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006

Source: State Environmental Monitoring Scheme in Poland.
StatLink Sizm http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/300842283258

444 ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



3. OECD COUNTRY TRENDS OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS RELATED TO AGRICULTURE SINCE 1990

Bibliography

[1] Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development (2006), National Strategic Plan for 2007-2013 Rural
Development, Warsaw, Poland, www.minrol.gov.pl/DesktopDefault.aspx?TabOrgld=1210&Langld=1.

[2] Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development (2006), Agriculture and Food Economy in Poland 2004-2006,
Warsaw, Poland, www.minrol.gov.pl/DesktopDefault.aspx?TabOrgld=1210&Langld=1.

[3] Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development (2005), Rural Development Plan for Poland 2004-2006,
Warsaw, Poland, www.minrol.gov.pl/DesktopDefault.aspx?TabOrgld=1210&Langld=1.

[4] OECD, (1999), The Agri-environmental Situation and Policies in the Czech Republic, Hungary and Poland,
Paris, France, www.oecd.org/tad/env.

[5] OECD (2003), Environmental Performance Reviews — Poland, Paris, France,

[6] Central Statistical Office (2006), Concise Statistical Yearbook of Poland 2006, Warsaw, Poland,
www.stat.gou.pl/.

[7] OECD (2005), “Enlargement of the European Union”, Chapter 3, in OECD, Agricultural Policies in OECD
Countries: Monitoring and Evaluation 2005, Paris, France, wwuw.oecd.org/agr/policy.

[8] Kuemmerle, T., V.C. Radeloff, K. Perzanowski and P. Hostert (2006), “Cross-border comparison of
land cover and landscape pattern in Eastern Europe using a hybrid classification technique”,
Remote Sensing of Environment, Vol. 103, pp. 449-464.

[9] sikor, T (2006), “Agri-environmental governance and political systems in Central and Eastern Europe”,
International Journal of Agricultural Resources, Governance and Ecology, Vol. 5, No. 4, pp. 413-427.

[10] Davidova, S., M. Gorton, T. Ratinger, K. Zawalinska and B. Iraizoz (2005), “Farm productivity and
profitability: A comparative analysis of selected new and existing EU Member States”, Comparative
Economic Studies, Vol. 47, pp. 652-674.

[11] Sumelius, J., S. Backman and T. Sipildinen (2005), “Agri-environmental problems in Central and Eastern
European countries before and during transition”, Sociologia Ruralis, Vol. 45, No. 3, pp. 153-170.

[12] Rozelle, S. and J.FM. Swinnen (2004), “Transition and Agriculture”, Journal of Economic Literature,
Vol. 42, No. 2, pp. 404-456.

[13] OECD (2004), “Rural development”, pp. 164-189, in OECD Economic Surveys 2004 Poland, Paris, France,
www.oecd.org/eco.

[14] Central Statistical Office (2006), Statistical Yearbook of Agriculture and Rural Areas 2006, Warsaw,
Poland, www.stat.gov.pl/.

[15] Latruffe, L., K. Balcombe, S. Davidova and K. Zawalinska (2004), “Determinants of technical
efficiency of crop and livestock farms in Poland”, Applied Economics, Vol. 36, pp. 1255-1263.

[16] Latruffe, L., K. Balcombe, S. Davidova and K. Zawaliriska (2005), “Technical and scale efficiency of crop
and livestock farms in Poland: does specialisation matter?”, Agricultural Economics, Vol. 32, pp. 281-296.

[17] Balcombe, K., S. Davidova and L. Latruffe (2005), Productivity change in Polish agriculture: An application of
a bootstrap procedure to Malmquist indices, paper presented to the European Association of Agricultural
Economists, 24-27 August, Copenhagen, Denmark, http://agecon.lib.umn.edu/cgi-bin/view.pl.

[18] OECD (2003), “Poland”, Chapter 5, in OECD, Agricultural Policies in OECD Countries: Monitoring and
Evaluation 2003, Paris, France, www.oecd.org/agr/policy.

[19] OECD (2007), Agricultural Policies in OECD Countries: Monitoring and Evaluation 2006, Paris, France,
www.oecd.org/agr/policy.

[20] Zellei, A., M. Gorton, and P. Lowe (2005), “Agri-environmental policy systems in transition and
preparation for EU membership”, Land Use Policy, Vol. 22, pp. 225-234.

[21] Friends of the Earth (2004), EU Enlargement and Agriculture: Risks and Opportunities, Friends of the
Earth Europe, Brussels, Belgium, www.foeeurope.org/agriculture/publications/E&A.htm.

[22] Jadczyszyn, J., T. Stuczynski, P. Szabelak, R. Wawer and M. Zieliriski (2004), “History and current
status of research and policies regarding soil erosion in Poland”, in OECD, Agricultural Impacts on Soil
Erosion and Soil Biodiversity: Developing Indicators for Policy Analysis, Paris, France, www.oecd.org/tad/
env/indicators.

[23] Oszlanyji, J., K. Grodziiska, O. Badea and Y. Shparyk (2004), “Nature conservation in Central and
Eastern Europe with a special emphasis on the Carpathian mountains”, Environmental Pollution,
Vol. 130, pp. 127-134.

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008 445



3. OECD COUNTRY TRENDS OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS RELATED TO AGRICULTURE SINCE 1990

[24] Zidétkowska, J. and D. Kirschke (2006), Financing agri-environmental programs in Poland: The importance
of regional preferences, paper presented to the International Association of Agricultural Economists
Conference, 12-18 August, Gold Coast, Australia.

[25] Fotyma, M. and I. Duer (2006), “Implementation of Nitrate Directive to Poland”, Acta Agriculturae
Slovenica, Vol. 87, No. 1, pp. 51-58.

[26] Gatzweiler, F. and K. Hagedom (eds.) (2003), “The Challenge of the Nitrate Directive to Acceding
Countries: A comparative analysis of Poland, Lithuania and Slovakia”, Vol. 2 in Institutional Change in
Central and Eastern European Agriculture and Environment, Central and Eastern European Sustainable
Agriculture Project, FAO, Rome, Italy, http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/handle/123456789/16971.

[27] Gorton, M., P. Lowe and A. Zellei (2005), “Pre-accession Europeanisation: The strategic realignment
of the environmental policy systems of Lithuania, Poland and Slovakia towards agricultural
pollution in preparation for EU membership”, Sociologia Ruralis, Vol. 45, No. 3, pp. 202-223.

[28] Karaczun, Z. (2005), “Preparing for EU environmental policy in Poland: the case of the nitrates
directive”, Land Use Policy, Vol. 22, pp. 245-253.

[29] Ministry of the Environment (2006), Republic of Poland: The fourth national communication under the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, see the UNFCCC website at http://unfccc.int/
national_reports/annex_i_natcom/submitted_natcom/items/3625.php.

[30] Nilsson, L.J., M. Pisarek, J. Buriak, A. Oniszk-Poptawska, P. Bucko, K. Ericsson and L. Jaworski (2006),
“Energy policy and the role of bioenergy in Poland”, Energy Policy, Vol. 34, Issue 15, pp. 2263-2278.

[31] United States Foreign Agricultural Service (2007), Poland agricultural situation: New tax regulation for
biofuels, Global Agriculture Information Network, Washington DC, United States, www.fas.usda.gov/
gainfiles/200701/146279966.pdf.

[32] Ministry of the Environment (2005), Third National Report of Poland to the Convention on Biological
Diversity, Secretariat to the Convention on Biological Diversity, Montreal, Canada, www.biodiv.org/
reports/list.aspx?menu=chm.

[33] Karaczun, Z. (2002), Background study on the link between agriculture and environment in accession
countries — National report for Poland, Agricultural University, Warsaw, Poland, and the Institute for
European Environmental Policy, London, www.ieep.eu/.

[34] Rejman, J. and J. Rodzik (2006), “Poland” , in John Boardman and Jean Poesen (eds.), Soil Erosion in
Europe, Wiley, Chichester, United Kingdom

[35] Dach, J. and D. Starmans (2005), “Heavy metals balance in Polish and Dutch agronomy: Actual state
and previsions for the future”, Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment, Vol. 107, pp. 309-316.

[36] Inspection for Environmental Protection (2003), The State of the Environment in Poland 1996-2001
Report, Warsaw, Poland, www.gios.gov.pl/index7.php?temat=118.

[37] Tyburski, T. (2003), “Organic Farming in Poland: Past, Present and Future Perspectives”, in OECD,
Organic Agriculture: Sustainability, Markets and Policies, Paris, France, www.oecd.org/tad/env.

[38] Hovi, M., J. Zastawny and S. Patel (eds.) (2005), Sustaining Animal Health and Food Safety in Organic
Farming, Proceedings of the 3rd Workshop, September, Falenty, Poland, www.safonetwork.org/
publications/ws3/index.html.

[39] Ministry of the Environment (2005), Poland: National Implementation Plan for the Stockholm Convention,
Warsaw, Poland, www.mos.gov.pl/mos/publikac/index_eng.htm.

[40] OECD (2007), Agricultural Commodities Outlook Database, Paris, France, www.oecd.org/tad.

[41] Ignaciuk, AS.M. and R.B. Dellink (2006), “Biomass and multi-product crops for agricultural and
energy production — an AGE analysis”, Energy Economics, Vol. 28, pp. 308-325.

[42] Energy Regulatory Office, Warsaw, Poland, website information and database on biofuels,
www.ure.gouv.pl/portal/pl/356/2272/Dane_dotyczace_rynku_biopaliw_cieklych.html.

[43] US Department of Agriculture (2007), Poland Agricultural Situation- New Tax Regulations for
Biofuels 2007, USDA Foreign Agricultural Service, GAIN Report No. PL7003, www.fas.usda.gov/
scriptsw/AttacheRep/default.asp.

[44] Liro, A., E. Martyniuk, T. Oleksiak and W. Podyma (2003), “Agri-biodiversity Indicators in Poland”,
in OECD, Agriculture and Biodiversity: Developing Indicators for Policy Analysis, Paris, France,
www.oecd.org/tad/env/indicators.

446 ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



3. OECD COUNTRY TRENDS OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS RELATED TO AGRICULTURE SINCE 1990

[45] Kotomyjska , 1. and N. Dobrzyiiska (2005), The Poland National Report: Europe’s Living Countryside,
promoting policies for sustainable rural development, joint publication by WWF, UK Land Use Policy
Group and the Netherlands Stichting Natuur en Milieu, http://www.panda.org/about_wwf/
where_we_work/europe/where/poland/index.cfm

[46] Dembek, W. (2002), “Wetlands in Poland: present threats and perspectives for protection”, Journal
of Water and Land Development, No. 6, pp. 3-17.

[47] Krumalova, V. and S. Biackman (2003), Agriculture and protection of landscape area of the White
Carpathians, CEESA Discussion Paper, No. 19, Research Institute for Agricultural Economics, Prague,
Czech Republic, http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/handle/123456789/16991.

[48] Sikor, T. (2005), “Property and agri-environmental legislation in Central and Eastern Europe”,
Sociologia Ruralis, Vol. 45, No. 3, pp. 187-201.

[49] Drozdz, A. (2005), “The role of the Co-operative herding system in upholding extensive sheep
farming in the Polish mountains”, Pozarnskie Towarzystwo Przyjaciét Nauk, Tom 99 (supplement),
pp. 95-103

[50] Skérka, P., J. Settele and M. Woyciechowski (2007), “Effects of management cessation on grassland
butterflies in southern Poland”, Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment, Vol. 121, pp. 319-324.

[51] Kujawa, K. (2002), “Population density and species composition changes for breeding bird species
in farmland woodlots in western Poland between 1964 and 1994”, Agriculture, Ecosystems and
Environment, Vol. 91, pp. 261-271.

[52] BirdLife International (2004), Biodiversity indicator for Europe: population trends of wild birds, The
Pan-European Common Bird Monitoring Database, Birdlife International and European Bird
Census Council, www.birdlife.org/publications/index.html.

[53] Ortowski, G. (2005), “Endangered and declining bird species of abandoned farmland in south-western
Poland”, Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment, Vol. 111, pp. 231-236.

[54] Ortowski, G. (2004), “Abandoned cropland as a habitat of the Whinchat Saxicola ruberta in SW
Poland”, Acta Ornithologica, Vol. 39, No. 1, pp. 59-65.

[55] Ortowski, G. (2006), “Cropland use by birds wintering in arable landscape in south-western
Poland”, Agriculture, Ecosystems and Environment, Vol. 116, pp. 273-279.

[56] Zmihorski, M., D. Altenburg-Bacia, J. Romanowski, M. Kowalski and G. Osojca (2006), “Long term
decline of the little owl (Athene Noctua Scop., 1769) in Central Poland”, Polish Journal of Ecology,
Vol. 54, No. 2, pp. 321-324.

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008 447



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Table of Contents

L Highlights ... ... 15
Overall agri-environmental performance. ........... ... ... 15
Agri-environmental performance in specificareas .............. ... ... ... ... 16
Caveats and limitations . ........ ..ottt e e 19
Matching indicator Criteria. .. .....c.oou it e 20

II. Background and Scope of the Report. ... ... ... ... ... ... ..., 23
1. Objectives and SCOPE. .« . .« . vttt ettt e e e 23
2. Data and information SOUrCes. . ... ...ttt 24
3. Progress made since the OECD 2001 Agri-environmental Indicator Report. . ... 25
4. Structure of the Report. ... ...t e 26
Bibliography . . ... ..o 28
Annex I.A1. List of indicatorsin Chapter 1 ......... ... ... . i ... 29
Annex II.A2. Indicators in Chapter 1 assessed according

to the OECD indicator criteria. ...t . 31

Chapter 1. OECD Trends of Environmental Conditions related to Agriculture

SINCE 1990 . . ... 37

1.1. Agricultural productionandland........... .. .. .. i 38
1.1, INtroduCtion . .. ..o vttt e 39
1.1.2. Agricultural production ........... .. .. i 39
1.1.3. Agriculturalland use. . ....... ... 40
1.1.4. Linkages between agricultural production and land use............. 46
Bibliography . . ..o 47
1.2, NULTIENES ..ot e e 48
1.2.1. Nitrogenbalance ....... ... ... 52
1.2.2. Phosphorusbalance ........ ... ... 56
1.2.3. Regional (sub-national) nutrient balances. ........................ 60
Bibliography . ... ... 62
1.3 PestiCIdes . ..ottt e 63
1.3.1. Pesticide USe. .. ..ottt 63
1.3.2. Pesticide riskindicators ........... ... i i 67
Bibliography . ... ..o 74
1, ENeIgY . oot 76
Bibliography . .. ..o 83
1. S0l o 84
Bibliography . . ... .. 90

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.6, WWater. . ..o
161, Wateruse ... .
1.6.2. Water qUality . .. ..o oot

Bibliography . . ...

Background . ...
1.7.1. Ammonia emissions, acidification and eutrophication..............
1.7.2. Methyl bromide use and ozone depletion ........... ... ... ... ....
1.7.3. Greenhouse gas emissions and climate change....................
Bibliography . . ...
1.8, BiOdIVEISITY . .ottt ittt e e
Background . ...... ...
1.8.1. GeneticdiVersity .... ..ottt
1.8.2. Wild species diversity . . ... ..ottt
1.8.3. Ecosystem diversity. .. ... ..ot
Bibliography . . ... .o
1.9. Farmmanagement . ...... ...ttt
1.9.1. Overview of environmental farm management ....................
1.9.2. Nutrient management ... ..........uiuitmetne i
1.9.3. Pestmanagement .............. .
1.9.4. Soilmanagement. ....... ...ttt
1.9.5. Watermanagement. . ......... ... i
1.9.6. Biodiversity management ... ..........uiiitne
1.9.7. Organic management . ... ....ooutunttntmn e,
Bibliography . . ... ...

Chapter 2. OECD Progress in Developing Agri-environmental Indicators ...........

2.1, INtrodUCHiON. . . ottt e e
2.2. Progress in developing OECD Agri-environmental Indicators ..............
2.2.1. Soil: Erosion, biodiversity and soil organic carbon..................
2.2.2. Water: Useand waterquality ............ ... ..
2.2.3. Biodiversity: Genetic, wild species and ecosystem diversity .........
2.2.4. Land: Landscapes and ecosystem functions.......................
2.25. Farmmanagement .. ...ttt e
2.3. Overall assessment. . .. ..ottt e

Annex 2.A1. Agri-environmental Indicators of Regional Importance
and/or under Development. .......... ... .. i i
Annex 2.A2. A Qualitative Assessment of the Agri-environmental Indicators
included in Annex 2.A1 according to the OECD Indicator Criteria . . ..

Bibliography . ... ..o e

Chapter 3. OECD Country Trends of Environmental Conditions related
to Agriculture since 1990 . . .. ... ... ... ...

Background to the country sections . ...ttt
3.1 AUSHTAlIA . . oo
B2, AUSHIIA . oottt
3.3 Belgium. ..o
B34, Canada . ..o e

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



TABLE OF CONTENTS

3.5. Czech Republic . ... .. it e e 256
3.6. DenmMarK. . . ..o 269
3.7. FInland . ... 284
3.8, FranCe. ... ... 296
3.9, GeIMIANY . . .ottt e 305
3.0, GIEECE . . .o 313
3L HUNGALY ottt e 324
312, Iceland . ..o 336
313 Ireland. . .o e 344
B4 ALy . . e 357
TR T -1 - ¥ o P 366
3016, KOTa. . ..t 377
3.17. LUREMDbDOUIE. . . . .ottt e e e 386
318  MEXICO. . vt vttt e et e e e 393
3.19. Netherlands . ... ... ot 402
3.20. New Zealand . ... ..ot e 413
B3 2L NOTWAY .« o oottt e e et 423
B3.22.P0land . . ..o 433
3.23.Portugal. . . .o 448
3.24. Slovak Republic . . . ..o 459
32, PN e et e 472
3.26. SWEAEIL. . o oot t 486
3.27.Switzerland .. ... 498
328, TUIKEY . o ottt 507
3.29. United Kingdom . ........ ... . i 522
3.30. United States . . ... oottt e 532
3.31. EUropean UniOmn. . . ..o ottt ettt e e e e e e e 545
Chapter 4. Using Agri-environmental Indicators for Policy Analysis ............... 551
4.1. Policy context to OECD agri-environmental performance ................. 552
4.2. Tracking agri-environmental performance.............. ... ... ... ... ... 554
4.2.1. Evolution of Agri-environmental Indicators to track sustainable
development. . . ... oot 554
4.2.2. Tracking national agri-environmental performance ................ 556
4.2.3. International reporting on environmental conditions
inagriculture ....... ... .. 559
4.2.4. Non-governmental organisations (NGOS) .............c..cooven.... 561
4.3. Using Agri-environmental Indicators for policy analysis.................. 562
4.3.1. OECD member COUNtIies . .........c.uiiuiinniinennenennennnn. 563
4.3.2. International governmental organisations ........................ 565
4.3.3. Research cCOmMmMUNItY . ......ouiiniint e 567
4.4. Knowledge gaps in using Agri-environmental Indicators. ................. 568
Bibliography . . ... 571

List of boxes

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008 7



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.8.1. Defining agricultural biodiversity ......... ... ... i 134
2.1. Soil biodiversity in agriculturalland . ......... ... . ... . il 182
2.2. Agricultural livestock pathogens and water pollution . ..................... 187
2.3. The impact of agriculture on aquatic ecosystems. . ............ ... ... ...... 188
4.1. Main agri-environmental measures in OECD countries..................... 553
4.2. Selected international and regional environmental agreements relevant

to agriculture. . . ... o 555
List of tables

1.1.1. OECD and world agricultural production ................c.o i .. 39

1.1.2. OECD and world agricultural exports ......... ...t . 40

1.3.1. Germany: Percentageriskindices ......... ... .. ... ... il 70

1.7.1. Total OECD emissions of acidifying pollutants ............ ... ... ... ...... 114

1.7.2. Ammonia emission targets to 2010 under the Convention on Long-range

Transboundary Air Pollution. .. ... ... .. i 116

1.7.3. Methyl bromide use and progress in meeting the phase-out schedule

under the Montreal Protocol . ......... ...ttt 120
1.7.4. Critical Use Exemptions (CUESs) for methyl bromide agreed
under the Montreal Protocol for 2005. ... ... ... it 121

1.7.5. Total OECD gross greenhouse gas emissions.............................. 124

1.7.6. Main sources and types of gross greenhouse gas emissions. ................ 127

1.8.1. Area of transgenic crops for major producing countries .................... 139

1.8.2. Plant genetic resource conservation activities for OECD countries ........... 139

1.8.3. Livestock genetic resource conservation activities for OECD countries. . ...... 144

1.8.4. Share of farm woodland in agricultural land area. ........... ... ... ... .... 157

1.8.5. Share of farm fallow in agricultural landarea............... ... ... ...... 157

1.9.1. Countries recording adoption of environmental farm management

PIaCiCeS . ..t 164

1.9.2. Overview of farmer incentives to adopt environmental farm management

PraCHICES . ittt ettt e e e e 166
2.1. Net water balance in a Japanese rice field irrigation system: 2003............ 185

List of figures

II.1. The Driving Force-State-Response framework: Coverage of indicators........ 24

1.1.1. Production, yields and area harvested and future projections for selected

commodities and OECD COUNTII®S . . ... ov vttt 41
1.1.2. Volume of total agricultural production ... ........ ... ... ... ... oL 43
1.1.3. Share of agricultural land use in the nationallandarea .................... 44
1.1.4. Agriculturalland area ....... ... ... . ... 45
1.1.5. Agricultural production volume index and agriculturalland area............ 46
1.2.1. Main elements in the OECD gross nutrient (nitrogen and phosphorus)

balance calculation .......... ... e 50
1.2.2. Gross nitrogen balance estimates .............. . ... ... . . ... 51
1.2.3. Gross nitrogen balances for selected OECD countries ...................... 53
1.2.4. Inorganic nitrogen fertilisers and livestock manure nitrogen input

innitrogen balances. . ... ... 54

8 ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.2.5. Agricultural use of inorganic nitrogen and phosphate fertilisers............. 54
1.2.6. Contribution of the main sources of nitrogen inputs and outputs
in nitrogen balances. . . .. ... .. 56
1.2.7. Nitrogen efficiency based on gross nitrogen balances . ..................... 57
1.2.8. Gross phosphorus balance estimates ..., 58
1.2.9. Gross phosphorus balance for selected OECD countries .................... 59
1.2.10. Contribution of the main sources of phosphorus inputs and outputs
in phosphorusbalances ........... .. i 60
1.2.11. Phosphorus efficiency based on phosphorus balances ..................... 61
1.2.12. Spatial distribution of nitrogen balances in Canadaand Poland ............. 62
1.3.1. Pesticide usein agriculture. ... ... ... ... i 65
1.3.2. Pesticide use for selected OECD COUNEIIES . .. .. .ovtnininnee e 66
1.3.3. Belgium: Risk for aquatic species due to use of pesticides in arable land,
horticulture and outside of agriculture.......... ... .. ... ... . .. 69
1.3.4. Denmark: The annual trend in frequency of pesticide application ........... 70
1.3.5. The Netherlands: Potential chronic effects scores for aquatic and terrestrial
organisms and leaching into groundwater. ............................... 71
1.3.6. Norway: Trends of health risk, environmental risk and sales of pesticides .... 72
1.3.7. Sweden: National level pesticide risk indicators and the number
of hectare doses .. ... ...ttt 73
1.3.8. United Kingdom (England and Wales): Total area of pesticide applications.... 74
1.4.1. Simplified energy “model” of an agricultural system....................... 78
1.4.2. Direct on-farm energy CONSUMPLION . . . ..ottt 79
1.4.3. Direct on-farm energy consumption for selected OECD countries............ 80
1.4.4. Agricultural employment and farm machineryuse ........................ 81
1.4.5. Composition of on-farm energy consumption in the EU15
and the United States .. ...ttt e 82
1.5.1. Agricultural land area classified as having moderate to severe water
EIOSION TISK . . oo e 87
1.5.2. Trends in agricultural land area classified as having moderate to severe
water erosion risk. ... ... 88
1.5.3. Agricultural land area classified as having moderate to severe wind
EIOSION TISK . . oo e 89
1.6.1. Agricultural Water USE. . ... ..ottt e e 95
1.6.2. Share of national water use in annual freshwater resources and share
of agricultural water use in nationaluse ......... ... ... ... .. .. L, 96
1.6.3. Irrigated area, irrigation water use and irrigation water application rates. . . . . 97
1.6.4. Share of agricultural groundwater use in total groundwater use, and total
groundwater use in total water use. .. ... i 99
1.6.5. Share of agriculture in total emissions of nitrates and phosphorus
Insurface Water .. ... .. i e 102
1.6.6. Share of agriculture in total emissions of nitrates and phosphorus
INCoastal Water . ... ... oot 103
1.6.7. Share of monitoring sites in agricultural areas exceeding national drinking
water limits for nitrates and phosphorus in surface water.................. 104
1.6.8. Share of monitoring sites in agricultural areas exceeding national drinking
water limits for nitrates in groundwater ............ ... ... .. 105

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008 9



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.6.9. Share of monitoring sites in agricultural areas where one or more pesticides

are present in surface and groundwater. . . .......... . i il 106
1.6.10. Share of monitoring sites in agricultural areas exceeding national drinking
water limits for pesticides in surface water and groundwater ............... 107
1.7.1. Impacts of agriculture on air quality: Multi-pollutants, multi-effects......... 110
1.7.2. Ammonia emissions from agriculture ......... ... .. .. o oL 112
1.7.3. Emissions of acidifying airborne pollutants for the EU15, US and OECD...... .. 113
1.7.4. Agricultural ammonia emission trends for selected OECD countries ......... 114
1.7.5. Share of the main sources of agricultural ammonia emissions
INOECD COUNEIIES ..o\ttt ittt ettt e e e e e e e e 117
1.7.6. Methyl bromide USe . . ... ..ottt e e e e 119
1.7.7. Global methyl bromide use by majorsectors.............. ..., 121
1.7.8. Agricultural gross greenhouse gas emissions ............................. 125
1.7.9. Gross agricultural greenhouse gas emissions in carbon dioxide equivalent
for selected OECD COUNEIIES . . .ottt t ittt et 126
1.7.10. Agricultural production and agricultural greenhouse gas emissions. ......... 128
1.7.11. Main sources of methane and nitrous oxide emissions in OECD agriculture... 129
1.7.12. Contribution of main sources in agricultural greenhouse gas emissions . .. ... 130
1.8.1. OECD agri-biodiversity indicators framework . .............. ... ... . ... .... 135
1.8.2. Change in the number of plant varieties registered and certified
formarketing ... .. . L 137
1.8.3. Change in the share of the one-to-five dominant crop varieties in total
marketed crop production ... ...........i.i it 138
1.8.4. Change in the number of livestock breeds registered and certified
formarketing ... .. . 141
1.8.5. Change in the share of the three major livestock breeds in total livestock
NUINDEIS. . .ottt ettt e e e e e e e e e 142
1.8.6. Total number of cattle, pigs, poultry and sheep in endangered and critical
risk status and under conservation programmes . .................. ... 143
1.8.7. Share of selected wild species that use agricultural land as primary habitat. .. 148
1.8.8. Population trends of farmland birds .. ......... .. .. .. L oL 149
1.8.9. Change in agricultural land use and otherusesofland..................... 152
1.8.10. Permanent pasture and arable and permanent cropland ................... 155
1.8.11. Share of arable and permanent cropland, permanent pasture
and other agricultural land in total agricultural land area................... 156
1.8.12. Share of national Important Bird Areas where intensive agricultural practices
pose a serious threat or a high impact on the areas’ ecological functions . . ... 158
1.9.1. OECD farm management indicator framework............................ 162
1.9.2. Share of agricultural land area under nutrient management plans........... 168
1.9.3. Share of total number of farms under nutrient managementplans .......... 169
1.9.4. Share of total number of farms using soil nutrient testing . . . ............... 170
1.9.5. Share of total arable and permanent crop area under integrated pest
MAaNaZEIMENT. . ..ttt e 171
1.9.6. Share of arable crop area under soil conservation practices................. 172
1.9.7. Share of total arable and permanent crop area under all-year
VEEELAtiVE COVET . . oottt ettt e e e e e et 173
1.9.8. Share of irrigated land area using different irrigation technology systems .... 174

10 ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1.9.9.
1.9.10.
2.1.
2.2.

2.3.
24.
2.5.
2.6.
2.7.

2.8.
2.9.
2.10.
2.11.

3.1.1.
3.1.2.
3.1.3.
3.1.4.
3.2.1
3.2.2.
3.2.3.

3.2.4.
3.3.1.
3.3.2.
3.3.3.
3.34.
3.4.1.
3.4.2.
3.4.3.
3.4.4.
3.5.1.
3.5.2.
3.5.3.

3.54.
3.6.1.
3.6.2.
3.6.3.

3.6.4.

3.7.1.

3.7.2.
3.7.3.

Share of agricultural land area under biodiversity management plans. ... ...
Share of agricultural land area under certified organic farm management . . ..
Canadian soil organic carbon stocks in agricultural soils by different classes . .

United States soil organic carbon stocks in agricultural soils by different

ClaSSES o . ot
Agricultural, industrial, and household water charges ....................
National crop varieties that are endangered ........... ... ... ... ... ...,
National crop varieties thatarenotatrisk. ......... ... .. ... .. .. ... ..
Edge density of agricultural fieldsin Finland. ........... .. ... ... ... ....

Share of Canadian farmland in various classes of the habitat capacity

Cultural landscape features on agriculturalland .........................
Water retaining capacity of agriculture .............. ... . ... . ... . ...
Water retaining capacity for agricultural facilities .. ......................

Share of farmers participating in agri-environmental education

PIOZTAIMIITIES . o o ettt ettt e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e
National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Australia . .....
National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. . . .
National Landcare membership. ......... ... i
Annual quantities of insecticide and acaricide applied to the cotton crop. . ..
National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Austria . .......
National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. . . .

Area under non-use of inputs, organic farming and erosion control

measures of the OPUL agri-environmental programme. . ..................
Greenhouse gas emissions from agriculture .............................
National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Belgium . .. ....
National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. . ..
Total pesticide USe .. . ...ttt e
Greenhouse gas emissionsandsinks ................. ... ... ...
National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Canada. .. .....
National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. . ..
Share of cropland in different soil organic carbon change classes...........
Share of farmland in different wildlife habitat capacity change classes. . . ...
National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Czech Republic . .
National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. . ..

Share of samples above Czech drinking water standards for nitrates

Insurface Water . ... ...t e
Monitored numbers of partridge population............ ... ... ... ... ...
National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Denmark . .. ...
National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. . ..

Share of monitoring sites with occurrences of pesticides in groundwater

used for drinking . ... ...

Share of meadows and dry grasslands, heath, and bogs and marshes

inthetotallandarea.......... ... i
National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Finland. . ......
National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. . . .
Nitrogen fluxes in the Paimionjoki river and agricultural nitrogen balances. . .

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008

176
183

184
186
189
190
190

191
193
194
195

197
212
220
220
220
224
231

231
231
234
240
240
240
243
252
252
252
256
265

265
265
269
280

280
280
284

292
292

11



TABLE OF CONTENTS

3.7.4. Population trends of Finnish farmland butterflies in three ecological species

BIOUDS. &+ . v vttt ettt et e e e 292
3.8.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: France. ......... 296
3.8.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 302
3.8.3. Trends in key agri-environmental indicators.............................. 302
3.8.4. Trends in key agri-environmental indicators. ............ ... ... .. ... 302
3.9.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Germany .. ..... 305
3.9.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 310
3.9.3. Share of the number of farms and Utilised Agricultural Area (UAA)
under organic farming. ... ... 310
3.9.4. Share of renewable biomass and energy crop area in the total agricultural
land area . ... ..o 310
3.10.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Greece ......... 313
3.10.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 321
3.10.3. Irrigated area and irrigation water applicationrates ....................... 321
3.10.4. Ex situ accessions of plant landraces, wild and weedy relatives.............. 321
3.11.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Hungary . . . .. ... 324
3.11.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 333
3.11.3. Agricultural land affected by various classes of water erosion............... 333
3.11.4. Support payments for agri-environmental schemes and the number of paid
APPLCAIONS. ¢ .ot 333
3.12.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Iceland . .. ... ... 336
3.12.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 342
3.12.3. Annual afforestation .......... .. 342
3.12.4. Annual area of wetland restoration. .............. o i 342
3.13.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Ireland ... ...... 344
3.13.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 353
3.13.3. Riverwater quality. ... ... ..ot 353
3.13.4. Population changes for key farmland bird populations . .................... 353
3.14.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Italy. . .......... 357
3.14.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 363
3.14.3. Actual soil water erosionrisk...... ... ... .. i i 363
3.14.4. Regional change in agricultural land area: 1990 t0 2000. . ................... 363
3.15.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Japan .......... 366
3.15.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 373
3.15.3. National water retaining capacity of agriculture............. ... ... ... ..... 373
3.15.4. Share of eco-farmers in the total number of farmers....................... 373
3.16.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Korea .......... 377
3.16.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 383
3.16.3. Composition of SOilS . ... ... 383
3.16.4. National water retaining capacity of agriculture. . ......................... 383
3.17.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Luxembourg .... 386
3.17.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 391
3.17.3. Nitrate and phosphorus concentration in river sampling stations............ 391
3.17.4. Agricultural land under agri-environmental schemes ...................... 391
3.18.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Mexico ......... 393
3.18.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 399

12 ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



TABLE OF CONTENTS

3.18.3. Trends in key agri-environmental indicators. ............................. 399
3.18.4. Trends in key agri-environmental indicators. ............................. 399
3.19.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Netherlands .... 402
3.19.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 409
3.19.3. Annual mean concentrations of nitrogen and phosphorus in surface water

of rural and agricultural water catchments .............. ... ... .. ... . ... 409
3.19.4. Farmland bird populations . .. ....... ..ot 409
3.20.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: New Zealand. ... 413
3.20.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 420
3.20.3. Sectoral use of pesticides: 2004 . ... ...t 420
3.20.4. Dairy cattle enteric methane emissions per litre of milk.................... 420
3.21.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Norway. ........ 423
3.21.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 430
3.21.3. National sales of pesticides ...t 430
3.21.4. Net change in agricultural land for five counties .......................... 430
3.22.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Poland ......... 433
3.22.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 444
3.22.3. Agriculture and forest land atrisktoerosion ........... ... .. .. o .. 444
3.22.4. Index of population trends of farmland birds . ............. ... ... ... ... 444
3.23.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Portugal ........ 448
3.23.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 456
3.23.3. Numbers of local breeds under in situ conservation programmes: 2006 . . ... .. 456
3.23.4. Relation between land use and Designated Nature Conservation Areas

(DNCA): 2004 . . . .ottt e e e e e e e 456
3.24.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Slovak Republic. . 459
3.24.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 468
3.24.3. Agricultural methane (CHy) and nitrous oxide (N,0) emissions. ............. 468
3.24.4. Share of agricultural land under different types of protected areas: 2003. ... .. 468
3.25.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Spain .......... 472
3.25.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 482
3.25.3. Area of organic farming. .. ... 482
3.25.4. Share of Dehesa area in total land area for fiveregions. .................... 482
3.26.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Sweden ........ 486
3.26.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 494
3.26.3. Losses of nutrients from arable areas and therootzone.................... 494
3.26.4. Cultural featuresonarableland.......... ... ... .. .. . .. 494
3.27.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Switzerland. . ... 498
3.27.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 504
3.27.3. Support for agricultural semi-natural habitats ................ ... ... ..... 504
3.27.4. Input/output efficiency of nitrogen, phosphorous and energy in agriculture. .. 504
3.28.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Turkey ......... 507
3.28.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 518
3.28.3. Trends in key agri-environmental indicators. .............. ... ... ... ... 518
3.28.4. Trends in key agri-environmental indicators. .............. ... .. ... ..... 518
3.29.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04:

United KInGdOm . . . . oottt 522
3.29.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average.... 528

ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008 13



TABLE OF CONTENTS

3.29.3. Agri-environmentaltrends......... ... . ... i 528
3.29.4. Greenhouse gas emission trends and projections. .. ....................... 528
3.30.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: United States. ... 532
3.30.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average. ... 540
3.30.3. Soilerosiononcropland ......... ... 540
3.30.4. Change in palustrine and estuarine wetlands on non-federal land

ANd WaAtET QTA . . o .ottt ettt e 540
3.31.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04:

European Union (15) . . ...ttt e e e e e 545
3.31.2. EU1S5 agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average....... 548
3.31.3. Agri-environmental trends, EUL5 .. ... ... ... i 548
3.31.4. Agri-environmental trends, EUL5 ....... ... . i 548

This book has...

<< StatlLinks iz

A service that delivers Excel®files
from the printed page!

Look for the StatLinks at the bottom right-hand corner of the tables or graphs in this book.
To download the matching Excel® spreadsheet, just type the link into your Internet browser,
starting with the htip://dx.doi.org prefix.

If you’re reading the PDF e-book edition, and your PC is connected to the Internet, simply

click on the link. You’ll find StatLinks appearing in more OECD books.

14 ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE OF AGRICULTURE IN OECD COUNTRIES SINCE 1990 - ISBN 978-92-64-04092-2 — © OECD 2008



From:

Environmental
Performance

Environmental Performance of Agriculture in

Since 1990

OECD Countries Since 1990

@ ' Access the complete publication at:
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264040854-en

Please cite this chapter as:

OECD (2008), “OECD Country Trends of Environmental Conditions related to Agriculture since 1990:
Poland”, in Environmental Performance of Agriculture in OECD Countries Since 1990, OECD Publishing,
Paris.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264040854-27-en

This document, as well as any data and map included herein, are without prejudice to the status of or sovereignty over any
territory, to the delimitation of international frontiers and boundaries and to the name of any territory, city or area. Extracts from
publications may be subject to additional disclaimers, which are set out in the complete version of the publication, available at
the link provided.

The use of this work, whether digital or print, is governed by the Terms and Conditions to be found at
http://www.oecd.org/termsandconditions.

&) OECD


https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264040854-en
https://doi.org/10.1787/9789264040854-27-en
http://www.oecd.org/termsandconditions

	Chapter 3. OECD Country Trends of Environmental Conditions related to Agriculture since 1990
	3.22. Poland
	Figure 3.22.1. National agri-environmental and economic profile, 2002-04: Poland
	3.22.1. Agricultural sector trends and policy context
	3.22.2. Environmental performance of agriculture
	3.22.3. Overall agri-environmental performance
	Figure 3.22.2. National agri-environmental performance compared to the OECD average
	Figure 3.22.3. Agriculture and forest land at risk to erosion
	Figure 3.22.4. Index of population trends of farmland birds
	Bibliography


	Table of Contents



