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STAKEHOLDER CATEGORIES
LARGE SHARE OF CITIZEN RESPONSES
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m EU citizen
Company/business organisation
m Business association
Non-EU citizen
m Other
Non-governmental organisation
(NGO)
m Public authority

m Academic/research institution

m Environmental organisation



SPECIFIC STAKEHOLDER CATEGORIES
EQUAL SHARES OF USERS AND NON-USERS

WHICH SPECIFIC STAKEHOLDER GROUP DO YOU REPRESENT?
ONLY GROUPS >1% SHOWN n=1431
38 34 24
(3%) (2%) (2%) B An EU resident who does not use pesticides and does not belong

to any of the groups listed

Professional user of pesticides in agricultural setting, forestry or
horticulture
m Pesticides manufacturer

Advisor on pesticide use or farm advisory service

= non-professional user of pesticides e.g. in my garden

69
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73
(5%)

104
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120
(9%)
137
(10%)
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Other

m Seed industry
® Food processor or manufacturer

379 B Beekeeper or honey industry
(28%)

A non-EU resident who does not use pesticides and does not
belong to any of the groups listed



ORIGIN OF RESPONDENTS
CLEAR SPIKE IN ITALY

n=1570 EU + UK
Austria
United Kingdom Belgium
Sweden Bulgaria
. 56 40 70 .
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CAMPAIGNS AND CLUSTERS

Campaigns:
* 30 respondents following a template published on the “shaketonpolitique” website
e EU citizens not using pesticides, mainly from France and Belgium

e 29 respondents submitting coordinated responses

e Professional users of pesticides from Italy

Clusters:
e 101 responses connected to Syngenta, all different responses

e 15 responses connected to Slowfood, all different responses
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REASONS FOR PESTICIDE USE
EFFECTIVE CROP PROTECTION

e Professional users use pesticides

for yield and quality protection To protect crop yield

e Pesticides are used because they
are most effective and because
alternative methods may have in
turn disadvantages such as
higher (labour) costs and GHG
emissions

To protect crop
quality

For aesthetic reasons

Other

e Non-professional users give
similar responses

To manage crop
vegetation
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AS A PROFESSIONAL USER, WHY DO YOU USE PESTICIDES?
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IMPORTANCE OF ISSUES FOR FUTURE POLICIES

| l
° Overa" relatively even Use of new technologies and innovations such as precision farming “ 19% m
I/

distribution with variations f f
Traini d guid ticid t d th d risk

between Stakeholder raining and guidance orcite;:icga:epues.szrzid:sre uce the use and risk o 11% m

categories

21%

Use of more pest-resistant crops that could help to reduce the use and
; . - 15%
risk of chemical pesticides

e Technological

developments and reSiStant Availability of less hazardous and non-chemical pesticides on the market 9% 15%
crops receive high

12% 7% 5%

|mp0rta nce Measures to protect the aquatic environment and drinking water 9% 12%
® Ed Ucatlon d nd data Enforcement of the existing Directive for example by more frequent
. audits by the Commission in Member States and taking legal action in 14% 11%
collection of less case of non-compliance
importance to respondents . S :
Restrict the use of pesticides in certain public areas like parks, nature 16% 8%

reserves and others

e Strongly diverging views on|

economic measures tO Collect data on the use of pesticides in the EU : 16% 12% 7%
reflect external effects in
pestici de prices_ Low Inform and educate EU c:fifzei'z Z?::ts tti'::; (reissks and potential harmful s% 6% 13% et
ranking from pesticide

38%

. . Introduce economic measures (e.g. tax, price increase) to reflect the cost
|ndUStry and prOfeSSK)naI of the pesticides’ potential negative impact (e.g. on water quality, on m 7% %%ES% 6%
| | | |
20% 30%

human health and on biodiversity) in their price
users
0% 10% 70%  80%  90%  100%
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EXPECTED EFFECTIVENESS OF POLICY OPTIONS

° Va r|at|0n between Sta keholder Introduce economic incentives and stimuli for the application of integrated pest

management by pesticide users and other alternative methods for pest

categories management
. . . i Promote information on the existence and availability'of low-risk and non-
[ ] Econom IC |ncent|ves score h |g h chemical alternatives to more hazardous chemical pesticides

among all stakeholder groups

Increased sampling and inspection of food imported from outside the EU for
traces of pesticides

e EU citizens who do not use

peStICIdeS a nd NGOS ConSIder Promote the expansion of organic farming in the EU
effectiveness of the promotion S ,

. . . Increased sampling and inspection of food produced in the EU for traces of L
of organic farming as high pesticides

Introduce more detailed labelling or colour codes on pesticides packaging to

® Ma ny prOfeSS|0na| pest|C|de inform users and purchasel;\se::Ht:‘gatﬁ:rizgirzn::::tpose to human and animal
users (EU citizens and

businesses) rank increased e prescription ke system o purchase them " |
sampling for imports as most
. . Set stricter rules for the use, handling and disposal of pesticides including the &%
E'ﬁ:ect|ve 0pt|0n recycling of empty containers
 Effectiveness of sampling of EU Nationtl Action Pians on the :%%Zigéﬁg 5::}?3:?;3? ncluding penattes for MMiga
products and waste treatment
Increase the price of more hazardous chemical pesticides to discourage and
ra n ked IOW by mOSt reduce their use
stakeholders - sow  100m

OF RESPONSES
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IMPACT OF ACHIEVING THE FARM-TO-FORK OBJECTIVES

e Variation between stakeholder
categories

* NGOs and EU citizens not using
pesticides professionally see
high benefits for environmental
quality, food safety and public
health

e Professional users and
agricultural value chain
industries (businesses, trade
unions and EU citizens) see
risks for food production in the
EU and farmers’ incomes

o Affordability of food expected to
develop negatively
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Biodiversity in the EU

Water quality in the EU

Safety of food produced in the EU

Public health of citizens in the EU

Quality of food produced in the EU

Quantities of food imported from outside the EU

EU food security

Incomes/profitability of EU farmers, foresters and
horticulturalists

Ability to control pests in the EU

Quantities of food produced in the EU

Affordability of food produced in the EU 26%

| \
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

% OF RESPONSES

m A major improvement or increase Some improvement or increase m No change

Some dis-improvement or decrease A major dis-improvement or decrease Don't know/decline to answer



OVERVIEW OF RESPONSES FROM POSITION PAPERS

Key themes: -
e The importance of IPM o s
e The need for low-risk alternatives to chemical pesticides e

e Concerns around environmental and human health impacts of
pesticide use

e Indicators based on the use of pesticides
163 respondents

submitted
Views on policy options: position papers

e Taxation - support from stakeholders with environmental background
(e.g. env. authorities, NGOs); opposition from professional users

e Targets - also, support and opposition along similar lines
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Bright ideas. Sustainable change.

Contact: SUD_study@ramboll.com



