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In Response to the BIPRO Report 
 
 
 
We take the view it is to keep PPP as a valid and necessary me
managing the countryside that we develop a strategy for their s
the risks associated with their production, regulation, marketing an
 
To the contrary, a unilateral and undiscriminating reduction in t
outright ban, although feasible, would involved a very different d
environmental and ethical nature such as, but not limited to incre
and importing most of our food. 
 
Having defined the limits of this exercise we agree with the report
of its eight measures. 
The latter however is but a limited approach to the goal of susta
CONTRIBUTION OF AUDACE TO A THEMATIC STRATEGY FOR THE SUS
- November 2002 to further describe its complex nature and the
means to its resolution. 
 
 
A The measures for which the Commission has identified the n
in order to assess their impacts in the context of the Thematic Strate
 
 Measure I:   Aerial Spraying 

 
Although reluctant, at first, to see the benefits of such a metho
come to see it is well-founded thanks to the argumentation put fo
Français de L'Hélicoptère" (GFH - SNEH) and testimony of use
Syndicale du Peuplier de France".  
We therefore support the option of professional and regulated ae
where the regulation is proportionate to the objective and harmo
avoid market distortion. 
 
 Measure II:  Reduced or PPP-free zones 

 
Reduced or PPP-free zones approach is an element of strate
integrated crop managementi as long as it is proportionate to the 
At the moment, too many community, national and regional over
with proper implementation. Rational, coherent and logical re
understood and accepted by everyone would ensure 
implementation. 
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 Measure III:  Systematic data collection on use 
 
Systematic data collection, although it should not be limited to use, is probably the most 
important first step notion derived from the report. 
 
It should be harmonised so as to be meaningful for evaluation at community, national and 
regional level. 
 
It should integrate production, regulatory and distribution data since they all contribute to 
evaluating and controlling every parameter of the equation of sustainability of the use of PPP. 
 
Transparency of data production and evaluation will ensure compliance, reliance and 
effective use of the information. 
 
It is an indispensable tool for evaluating the situation, policy making and control. It is a burden 
for the competent authority, the industry, the distributor and the user but not one they should 
be afraid of since it will give them a reliable management tool to which they will all 
participate. 
 
 
 Measure IV:  Training and certification of users 

 
Certification and continued training of users are elements of the strategy consistent with 
integrated crop management as long as their implementation is proportionate to the 
objective. 
Following the new CAP, rationalisation is essential and a certain degree of harmonisation 
would ensure rigour and fairness. 
Economic and other benefits should be made obvious to users and hence, we believe it 
should not be made mandatory but include an incentive as is the case for doctors and GPs. 
 
 Measure V:  Technical check of spraying equipment 

 
Scientific and technical evidence of the benefit of spraying equipment monitoring on a 
mandatory basis has been fully investigated and the methodology described as early as 1988 
by Prof. Robert CAUSSIN (Gembloux-Be). 
Its rational is clear to everybody and Its implementation is very much overdue in several 
member states. We therefore support mandatory and harmonised regulation proportionate to 
the objective. 
 
Just as for helicopter application, low volume, vertical fan spray (GIROJET) or other improved 
non conventional application technologies should be evaluated against the goal of 
sustainability. These appear to be a route to quantitative reduction consistent with both risk 
limitation and agronomical improvement. 
 
 Measure VI:  Common framework for integrated pest management (IPM) 

 
Harmonisation of IPM framework is essential to ensure consistency, effectiveness, fairness and 
compliance.  A single concept should be defined and efforts to integrate national aspects 
should include relevance to revision of directive 91/414/EEC, CAP, tank mix regulation at 
member State level etc. in a manner that is proportionate to the objective. 
 
 Measure VII:  Enhanced protection of water 

 
Inserting enhanced protection of water as an item in this list is somewhat incongruous in 
respect of the scale of the subject. It amounts to opening Pandora's box at the same time as 
we unwittingly excise the forest from the tree - that is, in the attempt to define the tree we 
focus on it to the point of forgetting the forest altogether, and yet it's the forest that ultimately 
gives meaning to the tree. 
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Enhancing the protection of water should encompass many areas of the production, 
regulation, marketing and use of PPP, most of which have not been tackled in the 417 pages 
report. 
On the other hand it is an area covered by other community regulations, not least the water 
framework directive. There, nitrate plays the role of the single tree for it concentrates all the 
attention whereas its harmlessness has been scientifically proven  including in respect of both 
methaemoglobinaemia of infants and eutrophication.  
 
In this instance, multiple, excessive, overlapping regulations that are not readily understood by 
everyone and where the financial constraints replace common sense and integrated crop 
management run counter the general objective. 
We therefore take the risk to see regulation itself being mistaken for the objective it purports to 
serve that is water protection. 
 
We wish to see rationalisation and harmonisation of the regulation with an emphasis on sound 
scientific and professional advice to help integrated crop management rather than 
overabundant coercive measures. 
 
Water protection is also an area where the strategy can least make the economy of the 
propositions made in AUDACE's contribution to the Thematic Strategy - November 2002, 
relating more precisely to PPPs' production, regulation and  marketing. 
 
For instance, a producer carelessly leaving a highly ground water polluting impurity in its PPP 
and a regulatory body's failure to effectively control the said product once on the market 
would ruin the efforts of millions of conscientious users. 
Again, a producer failing to reveal and implement its state of the art technology to produce a 
purer PPP would cause users to create unacceptable risks to health and the environment. 
 
 Measure VIII:  Quantitative use reduction 

 
Across the board quantitative use reduction per se cannot be an element of the strategy 
consistent with integrated crop management unless it is the result of a professional evaluation 
within the limit of a particular situation. 
 
At this point of the analyses, the question arises to know if modern society accepts PPP with 
their inevitable imperfection or rejects the idea of a sanitary protection of plants and crops for 
which it is advisable all the same to be reminded that the practice is considered necessary by 
the agricultures across the whole world, including among the most deprived, and not only by 
the agrochemical industry. 
 
Users and distributors of PPP as well as advisors in crop production largely contributed to 
creating, for the benefit of all the consumers, a food of which quality, quantity  and price 
would certainly have been welcomed by previous generations. 
 
The search for alternative methods to PPP is dependent on its accordance with these 
inseparable three values, the observance of which by the great majority of our agriculture  
today deserves respect. 
 
 
 
B Optimize efforts and wills in order to meet the essential requirements and not simply 
wallow in unnecessarily alarmist views commands to go beyond the eight points proposed for 
further evaluation. 
 
To this end it is necessary to distinguish between real risk from abuse or imperfection and the 
risk, unavoidable but bearable, resulting from the use of any chemical substance.  
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Adopt measures that are not only concerned with the optimum use of PPP by farmers: 
 

 competent authorities at national level 
 

- accessible, coherent and logical regulations so that they can be understood and 
accepted by the multitude of users 

- immediate and transparent reaction to the occurrence of unintended effects, 
including users' observations 

- applicable doses specified by the marketing authorisation MA in relation to the 
reality of use 

- regular control of PPP's conformity with the conditions that have led to their 
registration 

- effective control of publicity, including a ban in favour of informative 
communication 

 
 competent authorities at community level (dir 91/414/EEC) 

 
- set up essential requirements for adjuvant - co-formulant 
- harmonisation of national regulation extended to commercial products PPP 
- community evaluation of substances independent from the industrial logic 
- suppression of compensation for impact assessment of PPP on health and the 

environment 
 

 industry 
 

- labelling including information on the constituents of the formulation 
- clear recognition of the adverse effects 
- implementation of up-to-date technology as part of the industrial process 
- sanctions and effective recourse in case of violation of soft laws - self regulation of 

the industry 
- application of the regulation pertaining to "Green Marketing" 
- end to production and marketing in third countries of PPP that do not meet the 

essential requirements 
 

 industry - distribution 
 

- revision of the activity  advising - selling 
- commercial practices and incentives aiming at maximising sales of PPP 

 
 
Most of these points have been developed in the CONTRIBUTION OF AUDACE TO A THEMATIC 
STRATEGY FOR THE SUSTAINABLE USE OF PESTICIDES - November 2002 [www.audace.org] 
 
 

31 January 2005 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                           
i  "integrated crop management" as expressed above, should be taken literally as part of a professional approach 
to farming with informed judgment and common sense and not as the scheme promoted by the industry. 


