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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Increased use of annual payments to land managers for ecological outcomes indicates a growing interest in
exploring the potential of this approach. In this viewpoint, we drew on the experiences of all schemes paying for
biodiversity outcomes/results on agricultural land operating in the EU and EFTA countries with the aim of
reviewing the decisive elements of the schemes’ design and implementation as well as the challenges and op-
portunities of adopting a results-based approach. We analysed the characteristics of results-based schemes using
evidence from peer-reviewed literature, technical reports, scheme practitioners and experts in agri-environment-
climate policy. We developed a typology of the schemes and explored critical issues influencing the feasibility
and performance of results-based schemes. The evidence to date shows that there are at least 11 advantages to
the results-based approach not found in management-based schemes with similar objectives, dealing with en-
vironmental efficiency, farmers’ participation and development of local biodiversity-based projects. Although
results-based approaches have specific challenges at every stage of design and implementation, for many of these
the existing schemes provide potential solutions. There is also some apprehension about trying a results-based
approach in Mediterranean, central and eastern EU Member States. We conclude that there is clear potential to
expand the approach in the European Union for the Rural Development programming period for 2021-2028.
Nevertheless, evidence is needed about the approach’s efficiency in delivering conservation outcomes in the long
term, its additionality, impact on the knowledge and attitudes of land managers and society at large, develop-
ment of ways of rewarding the achievement of actual results, as well as its potential for stimulating innovative
grassroots solutions.
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1. Introduction dependent on HNV farming systems and are protected under the Ha-

bitats Directive have an unfavourable conservation status (EEA, 2015).

In the words of MclIntyre et al. (1992), the ‘struggle to maintain
biodiversity is going to be won or lost in agricultural systems’. For
terrestrial systems globally, agricultural expansion remains the most
prominent threat, while in Europe, increased specialization and in-
tensification, and abandonment of high nature value (HNV) farmland
(Oppermann et al., 2012) threaten biodiversity on farmland (Stoate
et al.,, 2009; Polakova et al., 2011). As a result, a particularly high
proportion of semi-natural habitats, and associated species, that are
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Meaningful engagement of farmers remains the key to the fate of bio-
diversity in the long term (de Snoo et al., 2013).

In the European Union (EU), by far the largest source of funding for
practical nature conservation is being delivered through the agri-en-
vironment-climate schemes (AES) implemented under the Common
Agricultural Policy (CAP) (Poldkovéa et al., 2011). A review of mon-
itoring evidence suggests that most AES lead to biodiversity benefits,
but the performance of some has been unsatisfactory (Batary et al.,
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