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Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 29
Citation 1

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the 
European Community, and in particular 
Article 175(1) thereof,

Having regard to the Treaty establishing the 
European Community, and in particular 
Articles 152(4) and 175(1) thereof,

Or. en

Justification

The aim of the Directive is a reduction of the impact of pesticides on human health and the 
environment. Both human health and the environment should be mentioned as legal base for 
the Directive.
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Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 30
Recital 1

(1) In line with Articles 2 and 7 of Decision 
No 1600/2002/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 22 July 
2002 laying down the Sixth Community 
Environment Action Programme, a common 
legal framework for achieving a sustainable 
use of pesticides should be established.

(1) In line with Articles 2 and 7 of Decision 
1600/2002/EC of the European Parliament 
and of the Council of 22 July 2002 laying 
down the Sixth Community Environment 
Action Programme, a common legal 
framework for achieving a sustainable use of 
pesticides should be established in line with 
the precautionary principle.

Or. en

Justification

To ensure coherence with the Thematic Strategy for the Sustainable Use of Pesticides and the 
proposed Regulation on market placement of plant protection products. 

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 31
Recital 3

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans should be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

Or. pl

Justification

With a view to achieving a measurable reduction in pesticide use throughout the Community, 
national action plans should be coordinated with implementation plans under other relevant 
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Community legislation.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 32
Recital 3

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives, targets, timetables and 
indicators for the reduction of pesticide use 
and risks, listing the financial resources 
and budget lines for the implementation of 
the above in the estimated time, and at 
promoting non-chemical plant protection 
should be used by Member States in order to 
facilitate the implementation of this 
Directive. The national action plans may be 
coordinated with implementation plans 
under other relevant Community legislation 
and could be used for grouping together 
objectives to be achieved under other 
Community legislation related to pesticides.

Or. en

Justification

Pesticides policies that include use reduction targets are already established in Denmark, 
Sweden, the Netherlands, Belgium and Germany. The term "use reduction" better addresses 
the issue of increasing pesticides use despite the introduction of pesticides active at lower 
dosages. Farmers are economically and technically dependent on pesticides for crop 
protection. Member states should ensure that the objectives of their national action plans are 
achievable within the timeline set by allocating sufficient resources.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 33
Recital 3

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the prevention of both health 
and environmental risks, including hazards, 
and dependency of pesticide use and at 
promoting and encouraging the adoption of
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States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

non-chemical plant protection and pest 
management should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

Or. en

Justification

In relation to human health, the risks must be prevented completely not just reduced. It has to 
be clear to Member States that the aim of the objectives in the National Action Plans are for 
the purpose of addressing both the health and environmental risks of pesticide use. If the 
requirement to promote non-chemical plant protection and pest management is not 
accompanied by a genuine desire by Member States to encourage its adoption then this aim 
could be ineffective. 

Amendment by Glenis Willmott

Amendment 34
Recital 3

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of both health 
and environmental risks, including hazards, 
and dependency of pesticide use and at 
promoting and encouraging the adoption of
non-chemical plant protection and pest 
management should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

Or. en
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Justification

It has to be clear to Member States that the aim of the objectives in the National Action Plans 
are for the purpose of addressing both the health and environmental risks of pesticide use. If 
the requirement to promote non-chemical plant protection and pest management is not 
accompanied by a genuine desire by Member States to encourage its adoption then this aim 
could be ineffective.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira
Amendment 35

Recital 3

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
quantitative objectives for the reduction of 
risks, at drawing up schedules and 
indicators of the risks and intensity of 
pesticide use, and at promoting non-
chemical plant protection should be used by 
Member States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

Or. fr

Justification

Fixer des objectifs de réduction quantitative des pesticides est une composante essentielle de 
tout programme de réduction des risques liés à leur utilisation. C’est pourquoi les Plans 
d’action nationaux devraient comprendre de tels objectifs clairs encadrés dans des 
calendriers précis de réduction de l’utilisation des pesticides. Cela permettrait, en outre, aux 
Etats Membres, d’être en accord avec les objectifs qui ont été fixés dans le cadre du 6ème 
Programme d’Action Communautaire pour l’Environnement qui prévoie de « réduire les 
incidences des pesticides sur la santé humaine et sur l’environnement, et d’une manière 
générale, parvenir à une utilisation durable de ces substances, ainsi qu’à une réduction 
globale sensible des risques et de l’utilisation des pesticides.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 36
Recital 3
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(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and concrete targets with 
timetables for the reduction of dependency 
of pesticide use and at promoting non-
chemical plant protection should be used by 
Member States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

Or. en

Justification

The main goal of the national action plans is to reduce the risks and dependency of pesticides, 
but this aim can only be reached with concrete deadlines and targets.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 37
Recital 3

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-chemical 
plant protection should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
quantitative objectives for the reduction of 
risks, at drawing up schedules and 
indicators of the risks and intensity of 
pesticide use, and at promoting non-
chemical plant protection should be used by 
Member States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

Or. fr

Justification

Fixer des objectifs de réduction quantitative des pesticides est une composante essentielle de 
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tout programme de réduction des risques liés à leur utilisation. C’est pourquoi les Plans 
d’action nationaux devraient comprendre de tels objectifs clairs encadrés dans des 
calendriers précis de réduction de l’utilisation des pesticides. Cela permettrait, en outre, aux 
Etats Membres, d’être en accord avec les objectifs qui ont été fixés dans le cadre du 6ème 
Programme d’Action Communautaire pour l’Environnement qui prévoie de réduire les 
incidences des pesticides sur la santé humaine et sur l’environnement, et d’une manière 
générale, parvenir à une utilisation durable de ces substances, ainsi qu’à une réduction 
globale sensible des risques et de l’utilisation des pesticides.

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 38
Recital 3

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the reduction of risks, 
including hazards, and dependency of 
pesticide use and at promoting non-
chemical plant protection should be used by 
Member States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

(3) National action plans aiming at setting 
objectives for the more efficient use of plant 
protection products and a further reduction 
in possible risks should be used by Member 
States in order to facilitate the 
implementation of this Directive. The 
national action plans may be coordinated 
with implementation plans under other 
relevant Community legislation and could be 
used for grouping together objectives to be 
achieved under other Community legislation 
related to pesticides.

Or. de

Justification

The proposed clarification is needed with a view to making progress towards achieving the 
aim of the directive under consideration here, namely ecologically and economically effective 
plant protection in Europe. When used properly, plant protection products constitute modern 
farming tools which pose no dangers to people and the environment which might necessitate 
their substitution. On that basis, Agenda 21 (drawn up at the 1992 Rio Conference on 
Sustainable Development) also emphasises that the use of plant protection products is 
fundamental to efforts to feed the world population and regards integrated farming as the way 
forward for agriculture.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 39
Recital 4
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(4) The exchange of information on the 
objectives and actions Member States lay 
down in their national action plans is a very 
important element for achieving the 
objectives of this Directive. Therefore, it is 
appropriate to request Member States to 
report regularly to the Commission and the 
other Member States, in particular on the 
implementation and results of their national 
action plans and on their experiences.

(4) The exchange of information on the 
objectives achieved and the scope of actions 
Member States lay down in their national 
action plans is a very important element for 
achieving the objectives of this Directive. 
Therefore, it is appropriate to request 
Member States to report regularly to the 
Commission and the other Member States, 
in particular on the implementation and 
results of their national action plans and on 
their experiences.

Or. pl

Justification

In connection with information exchange between Member States, it is not the objectives set, 
but the objectives achieved, that are an important element in the action taken by Member 
States.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 40
Recital 6

(6) It is desirable that Member States set up 
systems of training for distributors, advisors 
and professional users of pesticides whereby 
those who use or will use pesticides are fully 
aware of the potential risks to human health 
and the environment and of the appropriate 
measures to reduce those risks as much as 
possible. Training activities for professional 
users may be co-ordinated with those 
organised in the framework of Council 
Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 of 20 
September 2005 on support for rural 
development by the European Agricultural 
Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD).

(6) It is desirable that Member States set up 
systems of training for distributors, advisors 
and professional users of pesticides whereby 
those who use or will use pesticides are fully 
aware of the potential risks to human health 
and the environment and of the appropriate 
measures to reduce those risks as much as 
possible. Training activities for professional 
users should be co-ordinated with those 
organised in the framework of Council 
Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 of 20 
September 2005 on support for rural 
development by the European Agricultural 
Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD).

Or. pl

Justification

With a view to achieving a measurable reduction in pesticide use throughout the Community, 
national action plans should be coordinated with implementation plans under other relevant 
Community legislation.
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Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio, Erna Hennicot-Schoepges

Amendment 41
Recital 6 a (new)

(6a) The use of illegal plant protection 
products is jeopardising the sustainable use 
of pesticides and poses a significant risk to 
the environment and to human and animal 
health. This problem needs to be addressed 
urgently.

Or. en

Justification

Counterfeiting and illegal trafficking of plant protection products in Europe is a significant 
and rapidly growing problem. This problem undermines any sustainability strategy as it 
endangers the health of consumers and farmers, harms the environment, and causes 
significant economic and reputational damage to farmers, the food value chain, governments 
and the plant protection industry.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 42
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns. Producers and retailers should 
have the responsibility to provide all 
necessary information to pesticide 
consumers and to the public.

Or. en

Justification

Pesticide producers and retailers have the information needed. Also it is their duty to 
minimise the risk of pesticide use.
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Amendment by Irena Belohorská 

Amendment 43
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed, particularly through the 
media, about both the health and 
environmental risks and short and long-
term adverse effects related to the use of 
pesticides, through awareness raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

Or. en

Justification

The public must be informed about both the health and environmental risks and adverse 
effects related to the use of pesticides. The most effective way how to inform the public is 
through the media. This would enable people to have the information necessary to make 
informed and knowledgeable decisions and actions regarding the protection of their health 
and surrounding environment 

Amendment by Dorette Corbey + Caroline Lucas

Amendment 44
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed about both the health 
and environmental risks and short and 
long-term adverse effects related to the use 
of pesticides, along with information 
regarding non-chemical alternatives,
through awareness raising campaigns, 
information passed on through retailers and 
other appropriate measures.

Or. en

Justification

The public must be informed about both the health and environmental risks and adverse 
effects related to the use of pesticides, along with information on the non-chemical 
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alternatives available. This would enable people to have the information necessary to make 
informed and knowledgeable decisions and actions regarding the protection of their health 
and surrounding environment.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer 

Amendment 45
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed about both the health 
and environmental risks and adverse effects 
related to the use of pesticides, along with 
information regarding non-chemical 
alternatives, through awareness raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures. 

Or. en

Justification

To enable people to make informed and knowledgeable decisions and actions regarding the 
protection of their health and surrounding environment (Davies and others).

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 46
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the 
use of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of plant protection products and the 
role plant protection products play in 
agriculture and food production, the 
general public should be better informed on 
the advantages and drawbacks, the benefits 
and risks and the responsible use of plant 
protection products.

Or. de

Justification

In addition to outlining the possible risks linked to the use of plant protection products, the 
proposed information and awareness-raising campaign should also highlight the benefits of 
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using such products and their importance for modern food production.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 47
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the risks from the use of 
pesticides, in particular their acute and 
chronic health effects, the general public 
should be better informed on risks and 
hazards related to the use of pesticides 
through awareness-raising campaigns, 
information passed on through retailers and 
other appropriate measures.

Member States should monitor and collect 
data on impacts of pesticide use on the 
environment and on human health and 
promote research into the long-term effects 
of pesticide use.

Or. en

Justification

It is necessary to address also the chronic health effects of pesticide use and promote 
research on these effects.

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 48
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the risks from the use of 
pesticides, in particular their acute and 
chronic health effects, the general public 
should be better informed on risks related to 
the use of pesticides through awareness-
raising campaigns, information passed on 
through retailers and other appropriate 
measures.

Member States should monitor and collect 
data on impacts of pesticide use and 
promote long-term research programmes 
on the effects of pesticide use. 
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Or. en

Justification

Long-term effects of pesticides are an area that needs further attention at the national and 
European level. Acute and chronic health affects are not gathered consistently at the national 
level and there is a systematic lack of information that this Directive should address.

Amendment by Frédérique Ries

Amendment 49
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the risks from the use of 
many pesticides, including their acute and 
chronic health effects, the general public 
should be better informed on risks related to 
the use of pesticides through awareness-
raising campaigns, information passed on 
through retailers and other appropriate 
measures.

Member States should monitor and collect 
data on health impacts of pesticide use and 
promote long-term research programmes 
on the effects of pesticide use. 

Or. en

Justification

Long-term effects of pesticides are an area that needs further attention at the national and 
European level. Acute and chronic health effects are not gathered consistently at the national 
level and there is a systematic lack of information that this Directive should address.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 50
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through campaigns to raise 
awareness among the general public (and 
non-professional users of pesticides in 
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particular), information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures to 
ensure that the general public is better 
informed.

Or. pl

Justification

The widespread use of pesticides shows that this is an issue that concerns not just 
professional users but society as a whole, whence the need for properly targeted information 
campaigns.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 51
Recital 7

(7) Considering the possible risks from the 
use of pesticides, the general public should 
be better informed on risks related to the use 
of pesticides through awareness-raising 
campaigns, information passed on through 
retailers and other appropriate measures.

(7) Considering the risks from the use of 
pesticides, in particular their acute and 
chronic health effects and their 
environmental effects, consumers and the 
general public should be informed on risks 
and hazards related to the use of pesticides 
through awareness-raising campaigns, 
information passed on through retailers and 
other appropriate measures.

Member States should monitor and collect 
data on impacts of pesticide use, including 
poisoning incidents, and promote long-term 
research programmes on the effects of 
pesticide use. 

Or. en

Justification

This amendment clarifies that consumers and the general public should be informed about 
acute and chronic effects of pesticides in human health and also environmental effects. 

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 52
Recital 9
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(9) Since Directive 2006/42/EC of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
17 May 2006 on machinery, and amending 
Directive 95/16/EC (recast) will provide for 
rules on the placing on the market of 
pesticide application equipment ensuring 
that environment requirements are met, it is 
appropriate, in order to further reduce the 
adverse impacts of pesticides on human 
health and the environment caused by such 
equipment, to provide for systems for 
regular technical inspection of pesticide 
application equipment already in use.

(9) Since Directive 2006/42/EC of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
17 May 2006 on machinery, and amending 
Directive 95/16/EC (recast) will provide for 
rules on the placing on the market of 
pesticide application equipment that will 
enable pesticide users to optimise the 
effectiveness of the treatments, thus 
ensuring that environment requirements are 
met, it is appropriate, in order to further 
reduce the adverse impacts of pesticides on 
human health and the environment caused 
by such equipment, to provide for systems 
for regular technical inspection of pesticide 
application equipment already in use.

Or. pl

Justification

Necessary clarification.

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 53
Recital 10

(10 Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally 
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives.

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying should be subject 
to a permit procedure to ensure that 
spraying takes place only where it 
represents clear advantages and in 
particular where all environmental and 
health requirements are complied with or 
where the need arises in a crisis.

Or. nl

Justification

Spraying is desirable, provided that environmentally sound pesticides are used for it. 
However, environmental and health requirements must always be complied with in this 
connection. The permit procedure should, however, be flexible if a crisis arises.
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Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 54
Recital 10

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives.

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally
banned with derogation possible where there 
are no viable alternatives, and the best 
available technology to reduce drift is used 
(e.g. low-drift nozzles) and the health of 
residents or bystanders is not affected.

Or. en

Justification

Aerial spraying does not offer environmental benefits over other spraying methods. 
Derogations should not be possible in areas where residents and bystanders might be 
affected, for example, highly populated rural areas or near areas used by the public and 
vulnerable groups such as schools.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer + Kathy Sinnott + Caroline Lucas+ 
Frédérique Ries

Amendment 55
Recital 10

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives.

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be banned. 

Or. en
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Justification

Aerial spraying should be banned because it offers no environmental benefits over other 
spraying methods (Margrete Auken and others, Kathy Sinnott).

The principal aim of pesticide regulation is supposed to be the protection of public health and 
so this should be the overriding priority and take absolute precedence over any other 
considerations. Therefore considering it has been accepted by the Commission that aerial 
spraying has the potential to cause significant adverse impacts on human health then there 
should be a complete ban on aerial spraying without any derogations (Caroline Lucas).

In support of a general ban with derogations clearly defined. Derogations should only be 
possible when the health of residents and bystanders is not affected by aerial spraying. See 
amendment to article 9 (Frédérique Ries).

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská

Amendment 56
Recital 10

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives.

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives, and the health of 
residents or bystanders is not affected.

Or. en

Justification

Derogations should not be possible if the health of residents and bystanders is affected, for 
example, in populated rural areas or near areas used by the public.

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 57
Recital 10

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
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impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally 
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives.

impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be subject to 
a notification procedure with a view to 
ensuring that it is employed only where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where no viable 
alternatives are available or proportional.

Or. de

Justification

There would seem to be no point in imposing a general ban on the aerial spraying of plant 
protection products when at the same time it is clear that in certain specific situations, in 
particular steep-slope viticulture, this application method is the only viable one. Any 
requirement to obtain a special derogation would inevitably generate considerable, and 
unnecessary, red tape and costs. The notification procedure referred to in the amendment 
would also create considerable red tape. It would make more sense to exclude viticulture-
related uses of plant protection products from the scope of this requirement, thereby making 
additional authorisation procedures superfluous.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 58
Recital 10

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be 
generally banned with derogation possible 
where it represents clear advantages and 
also offers environmental benefits 
compared to other spraying methods, or 
where there are no viable alternatives.

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Aerial spraying of pesticides should 
therefore be banned as soon as the present 
directive comes into force. It could, 
however, be carried out in certain strictly 
limited and managed conditions. In 
addition, in the event of aerial spraying, 
extensive information must be provided for 
people living near the affected areas.

Or. fr

Justification

La mesure d’interdiction des pulvérisations aériennes a mise à mal car la Commission 
propose des dérogations sans les encadrer strictement. 
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Parmi ces dérogations il est question du fait qu’il ne doit pas y avoir « d’autres solutions 
viables ». La viabilité des alternatives inclut la viabilité économique, ce qui signifie qu’il 
serait possible de demander une dérogation uniquement sur des considérations économiques. 
La pulvérisation aérienne ne devrait pas être possible uniquement parce que c’est la solution 
la moins coûteuse. 

De plus, l’évaluation comparative du risque devrait être entreprise en incluant tous les 
impacts potentiels sur la santé et sur l’environnement, par exemple les effets sur la 
biodiversité, les effets sur la ressource en eau potable… 

Afin que le principe de l’interdiction ne puisse être contourné, la seule dérogation possible 
est celle relative à des terrains non accessibles pour les engins de pulvérisation terrestre. 
Toutefois, il convient aussi d’encadrer et de limiter le recours à la pulvérisation aérienne 
dans ce cas de dérogation.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 59
Recital 10

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally 
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives.

(10) Aerial spraying of pesticides has the 
potential to cause significant adverse 
impacts on human health and the 
environment, in particular from spray drift. 
Therefore, aerial spraying shall be generally 
banned with derogation possible where it 
represents clear advantages and also offers 
environmental benefits compared to other 
spraying methods, or where there are no 
viable alternatives. Conditions governing 
derogations need to be laid down so as to 
minimise the risk of the occurrence of 
unwanted effects which have a negative 
impact on human health and the 
environment.

Or. pl

Justification

Conditions governing derogations need to be clearly laid down in order to prevent any abuse 
of this provision and help to ensure that the directive's objectives are more fully met.
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 60
Recital 11

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones should 
depend in particular on soil characteristics, 
climate, size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate.

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones should
depend in particular on soil characteristics, 
geological and topographical features, 
climate, size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate.

Or. pl

Justification

Wmywanie pestycydów sięga czasem głębiej niż występujący profil glebowy, dlatego nie tylko 
sama gleba warunkuje wymiary stref buforowych, ale podłoże skalne (tzw. skała macierzysta).

Gleby w Europie wykształcone są na różnych skałach macierzystych (np:. na wapieniach, 
piaskach, glinach, lessach, torfach), które różnią się zdolnościami absorpcyjnym. Dlatego 
podłoże skalne będzie decydowało o wielkości stref buforowych.

Rzeźba terenu, w tym ekspozycja, nachylenie stoku warunkuje procesy wymywania i 
spłukiwania, zwłaszcza po ulewach ekstremalnych – przemieszczania cząstek gleby wraz ze 
stosowanym nawozami, środkami ochrony roślin, w tym pestycydami do niższych części stoku 
wykorzystywanego rolniczo lub do zbiorników wód powierzchniowych.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 61
Recital 11
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(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones 
should depend in particular on soil 
characteristics, climate, size of the 
watercourse, as well as agricultural 
characteristics of areas concerned. Use of 
pesticides in areas for the abstraction of 
drinking water, on or along transport routes, 
such as railway lines, on sealed or very 
permeable surfaces can lead to higher risks 
of pollution of the aquatic environment. In 
such areas, pesticide use should, therefore, 
be reduced as far as possible, or eliminated, 
if appropriate.

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. Buffer zones should have a minimum 
width of 10 metres and depend in particular 
on soil characteristics, climate, size of the 
watercourse, as well as agricultural 
characteristics of areas concerned. Use of 
pesticides in areas for the abstraction of 
drinking water, on or along transport routes, 
such as railway lines, on sealed or very 
permeable surfaces can lead to higher risks 
of pollution of the aquatic environment. In 
such areas, in addition to applying the rules 
of Integrated Pest Management, pesticide 
use should, therefore, be greatly reduced, or 
eliminated, if appropriate.

Or. fr

Justification

Dans un but de renforcement de la protection du milieu aquatique, il paraît nécessaire de 
fixer une largeur minimale de 10 mètres des zones tampons. Dans le cas contraire, les Etats 
membres pourraient fixer des zones tampons trop minces pour être effectivement protectrices. 

De plus dans un objectif de renforcement de la protection des zones de captage d’eau potable 
et donc de la santé humaine, il y a lieu d’imposer des restrictions sévères à l’utilisation des 
pesticides dans ces zones spécifiques. Ces restrictions sont nécessaires en plus de 
l’application des règles de la lutte intégrée contre les nuisibles qui impliquent déjà une 
réduction « autant que possible » de l’utilisation des pesticides. Les règles de l’IPM devraient 
donc déjà constituer la base minimum de toute action contre les nuisibles et être complétées 
par des mesures encore plus restrictives.,. 

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 62
Recital 11

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
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avoiding pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate 
measures such as, the establishment of 
buffer strips or planting hedges along 
surface waters to reduce exposure of water 
bodies to spray drift. The dimensions of 
buffer zones should depend in particular on 
soil characteristics, climate, size of the 
watercourse, as well as agricultural 
characteristics of areas concerned. Use of 
pesticides in areas for the abstraction of 
drinking water, on or along transport 
routes, such as railway lines, on sealed or 
very permeable surfaces can lead to higher 
risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate.

avoiding pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by laying down, as part of the 
authorisation procedure for plant 
protection products, appropriate rules and 
provisions governing the use of such 
products. 

Or. de

Justification

When plant protection products are used, the provisions governing the use of the specific 
product, or the requirement to employ loss-reducing methods, as laid down in the official 
authorisation procedure, must be complied with. These provisions already lay down, for 
example, the distance which must be kept from bodies of water, so that the call for further 
requirements of this kind is superfluous. What is more, the use of plant protection products in 
drinking-water protection areas is already governed by national drinking water area 
regulations, in the overall context of the European drinking water regulation, and therefore 
need not be dealt with again here.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer 

Amendment 63
Recital 11

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones should 

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate 
measures, such as the establishment of 
buffer strips or planting hedges along 
surface waters to reduce exposure of water 
bodies to spray drift. The width of buffer 
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depend in particular on soil characteristics, 
climate, size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate.

zones should be at least 10 metres
depending on soil characteristics, climate, 
size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated.

Or. en

Justification

Minimum dimensions for buffer zones are necessary.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 64
Recital 11

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones should 
depend in particular on soil characteristics, 
climate, size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate.

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate 
measures, such as the establishment of 
buffer strips or planting hedges along 
surface waters to reduce exposure of water 
bodies to spray drift. The width of buffer 
zones should be at least 10 metres 
depending on soil characteristics, climate, 
size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated,. if appropriate.

Or. en
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Justification

Minimum dimensions for buffer zones are necessary.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 65
Recital 11

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones should 
depend in particular on soil characteristics,
climate, size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate.

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, for example, the establishment of 
buffer strips or planting hedges along 
surface waters to reduce exposure of water 
bodies to spray drift. The dimensions of 
buffer zones should depend in particular on 
soil characteristics, climate, size of the 
watercourse, as well as agricultural 
characteristics of areas concerned. Use of 
pesticides in areas for the abstraction of 
drinking water, on or along transport routes, 
such as railway lines, on sealed or very 
permeable surfaces can lead to higher risks 
of pollution of the aquatic environment. In 
such areas, pesticide use should, therefore, 
be reduced as far as possible, or eliminated, 
if appropriate.

Or. fr

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 66
Recital 11

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or
planting hedges along surface waters to 

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate 
measures, such as the establishment of 
mandatory no-spray zones and planting 
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reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones should 
depend in particular on soil characteristics, 
climate, size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate.  

hedges along surface waters to reduce 
exposure of water bodies to spray drift, as 
well as pesticide contamination via other 
routes such as long-range transportation.
The width of no-spray zones should depend 
in particular on soil characteristics, climate, 
size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned, but should be at least 100 
metres. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be eliminated and non-
chemical alternatives should be used.

Or. en

Justification

There are substantial external costs of pesticide use. The cost in the UK alone of removing 
pesticides from drinking water is over £120 million per year. The total costs in all EU 
Member States combined together will be far higher. Pesticides have been shown to travel 
considerable distances which can result in surface water and groundwater being at risk of 
contamination from a number of sources. Therefore to avoid pollution of the aquatic 
environment substantial measures must be introduced. 

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 67
Recital 11

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate measures 
such as, the establishment of buffer strips or 
planting hedges along surface waters to 
reduce exposure of water bodies to spray 
drift. The dimensions of buffer zones should 
depend in particular on soil characteristics, 
climate, size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 

(11) The aquatic environment is especially 
sensitive to pesticides. It is therefore 
necessary that particular attention is paid to 
avoid pollution of surface water and 
groundwater by taking appropriate 
measures, such as the establishment of 
buffer strips or planting hedges along
surface waters to reduce exposure of water 
bodies to spray drift and run-off. The width
of buffer zones should be at least 15 metres 
depending on soil characteristics, climate, 
size of the watercourse, as well as 
agricultural characteristics of areas 
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abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, if appropriate. 

concerned. Use of pesticides in areas for the 
abstraction of drinking water, on or along 
transport routes, such as railway lines, on 
sealed or very permeable surfaces can lead 
to higher risks of pollution of the aquatic 
environment. In such areas, pesticide use 
should, therefore, be prohibited.

Or. en

Justification

A buffer zone of 15 metres around watercourses is ideal for the purpose of reducing drift and 
un-off of pesticides. In Denmark, for example, the government targeted a 10-12 metre buffer 
zone around all watercourses and lakes over 100 m2 and this Directive should go beyond 
measures already in practise by some Member states to achieve the highest level of 
protection. Pesticide use should be prohibited in areas for abstraction of drinking water.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 68
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports grounds or 
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, where appropriate.

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports and recreation 
grounds or children’s playgrounds and in 
the vicinity of public healthcare facilities 
(clinics, hospitals, rehabilitation centres, 
health resorts, hospices), the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, where appropriate.

Or. pl

Justification

Sports grounds are often combined with recreation grounds. Leisure and recreation facilities 
are also used for sporting activities. Such facilities and the people using them should not be 
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exposed to pesticide pollution.

Areas where healthcare facilities (clinics, hospitals, sanatoriums, rehabilitation centres, 
hospices, etc.) are located should be protected against the harmful effects of pesticides.

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott + Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 69
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports grounds or 
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, where appropriate.

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as residential areas, public parks, 
sports grounds or children’s playgrounds, 
the risks from exposure to pesticides of the 
general public are high. Use of pesticides in 
and around those areas should, therefore, be 
prohibited.

Or. en

Justification

Considering the acute and chronic adverse health impacts that exposure to pesticides can 
cause, pesticide use should be prohibited in any area where members of the public may be 
exposed, particularly to protect sensitive groups, such as, babies, children, pregnant women, 
the elderly, people who are already ill and who may be taking medication, amongst other 
vulnerable groups. (Roberto Musacchio)

The European Commission has acknowledged that the risks from exposure to pesticides in 
areas used by the general public are high. Therefore considering the acute and chronic 
adverse health impacts that exposure to pesticides can cause then pesticide use should be 
prohibited in any area where members of the public may be exposed, particularly, although 
not exclusively, to protect sensitive groups, such as, babies, children, pregnant women, the 
elderly, people who are already ill and who may be taking medication, amongst other 
vulnerable groups. (Kathy Sinnott)
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Amendment by Frédérique Ries

Amendment 70
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports grounds or 
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, where appropriate.

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as residential areas, public parks, 
sports grounds or children’s playgrounds, 
the risks from exposure to pesticides of the 
general public are high. Use of pesticides in 
and around those areas must, therefore, be
prohibited.

Or. en

Justification

The European Commission has acknowledged that the risks from exposure to pesticides in 
areas used by the general public are high. Therefore, considering the known acute and 
chronic adverse health impacts that exposure to pesticides can cause, pesticide use should be 
prohibited in any area where the public may be exposed. 

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 71
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports grounds or 
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 

(12) With a view to achieving the 
Community objectives for such areas, 
measures to reduce the use of plant 
protection products may be required in very 
sensitive areas, such as Natura 2000 sites 
protected in accordance with Council 
Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 April 1979 on 
the conservation of wild birds, and Council 
Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992 on the 
conservation of natural habitats and of wild 
fauna and flora. Due account should be 
taken of this aspect in the national action 
and management plans for specially 
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possible, or eliminated, where appropriate. protected areas. In other places such as 
public parks, sports grounds or children’s 
playgrounds, the provisions governing the 
use of plant protection products laid down 
as part of the authorisation procedure must 
ensure that the general public faces no 
higher risk of exposure to such products 
and/or that the use of such products is kept 
to a minimum.

Or. de

Justification

The proposed restriction on the use of authorised plant protection products is technically 
inappropriate and unacceptable. Restricting the use of plant protection products in so-called 
sensitive areas implies a risk which is ruled out by strict national provisions governing 
authorisation and use. The provisions governing use laid down as part of the authorisation 
procedure rule out risks to human health and the environment, making further provisions 
superfluous. 

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 72
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports grounds or 
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, where appropriate.

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as residential areas, public parks, 
schools, sports grounds or children’s 
playgrounds, the risks from exposure to 
pesticides of the general public are high. Use 
of pesticides in and around those areas 
should, therefore, be prohibited.

Or. en

Justification

The European Commission has acknowledged that the risks from exposure to pesticides in 
areas used by the general public are high. Therefore considering the acute and chronic 
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adverse health impacts that exposure to pesticides can cause then pesticide use should be 
prohibited in any area where members of the public may be exposed, particularly, although 
not exclusively, to protect sensitive groups, such as, babies, children, pregnant women, the 
elderly, people who are already ill and who may be taking medication.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 73
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports grounds or
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, where appropriate.

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as residential areas, public parks, 
sports grounds, school grounds and 
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in and around
those areas should, therefore, be prohibited
and non-chemical alternatives should be 
used.

Or. en

Justification

The Commission has acknowledged that the risks from exposure to pesticides in areas used by 
the general public are high. Therefore considering the acute and chronic adverse health 
impacts exposure to pesticides can cause then pesticide use should be prohibited in and 
around any area where members of the public may be exposed, (especially if they are at risk 
of long-term exposures, such as residents living near treated areas), particularly, although 
not exclusively, to protect vulnerable groups.  

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 74
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
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Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as public parks, sports grounds or 
children’s playgrounds, the risks from 
exposure to pesticides of the general public 
are high. Use of pesticides in those areas 
should, therefore, be reduced as far as 
possible, or eliminated, where appropriate.

Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds, 
and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 
1992 on the conservation of natural habitats 
and of wild fauna and flora. In other places 
such as residential areas, public parks, 
sports grounds or children’s playgrounds, 
the risks from exposure to pesticides of the 
general public are high. Use of pesticides in
those areas should, therefore, be prohibited 
and non-chemical alternatives should be 
used.

Or. en

Justification

The European Commission has acknowledged that the risks from exposure to pesticides in 
areas used by the general public are high. Therefore considering the acute and chronic 
adverse health impacts that exposure to pesticides can cause then pesticide use should be 
prohibited in any area where members of the public may be exposed, particularly, although 
not exclusively, to protect sensitive groups, such as, babies, children, pregnant women, the 
elderly, people who are already ill and who may be taking medication, amongst other 
vulnerable groups.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 75
Recital 12

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds 
, and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 
May 1992 on the conservation of natural 
habitats and of wild fauna and flora . In 
other places such as public parks, sports 
grounds or children’s playgrounds, the risks 
from exposure to pesticides of the general 
public are high. Use of pesticides in those 
areas should, therefore, be reduced as far 
as possible, or eliminated, where 
appropriate.

(12) Use of pesticides can be particularly 
dangerous in very sensitive areas, such as 
Natura 2000 sites protected in accordance 
with Council Directive 79/409/EEC of 2 
April 1979 on the conservation of wild birds
, and Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 
May 1992 on the conservation of natural 
habitats and of wild fauna and flora . In 
other places such as public parks, sports 
grounds or children’s playgrounds, the risks 
from exposure to pesticides of the general 
public are high. Any use of pesticides in 
these areas should therefore be banned by 
2015 at the latest in order to achieve the 
standards sought for protected areas as set 
out in Article 4 of Directive 2000/60/EC.
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Or. fr

Justification

This amendment is added for the sake of coherence with the Water Framework Directive.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 76
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards 
of Integrated Pest Management by all 
farmers would result in a better targeted 
use of all available pest control measures, 
including pesticides. Therefore, it 
contributes to a further reduction of the 
risks to human health and the 
environment. Member States should 
promote low pesticide-input farming, in 
particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

deleted

Or. pl

Justification

W nowym projekcie dotyczącym wprowadzania do obrotu środków ochrony roślin (COM 
2006/388) zawarta jest definicja „zintegrowanego zarządzania szkodnikami”. Jest to 
staranne rozpatrzenie wszelkich dostępnych technik kontroli szkodników, a następnie 
włączenie odpowiednich środków, które hamują rozwój populacji szkodników i utrzymują 
środki ochrony roślin i inne formy interwencji na poziomie uzasadnionym ekonomicznie oraz 
zmniejszają lub minimalizują ryzyko dla zdrowia ludzi i środowiska.

Pojęcie to w takim zakresie stosowane jest w USA, ale nie ma nigdzie na świecie nie 
charakteru normatywnego, ani charakteru obligatoryjnego (artykuł 13, punkt 7 i 8 niniejszej 
dyrektywy).

Państwa członkowskie powinny zachęcać do stosowania norm w zakresie zintegrowanego 
zarządzania szkodnikami dla poszczególnych upraw, ale wtedy, kiedy zostaną prawnie 
usankcjonowane.
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Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 77
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management. Member States should use 
economic instruments for the promotion of 
Integrated Pest Management, and to reduce 
the risks of pesticide use.

Or. en

Justification

Economic instruments are generally the most effective tools in reducing environmental risks.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 78
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment and enables 
pesticide use to be cut down. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management 
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implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

and organic farming, and establish 
necessary conditions for implementation of 
integrated pest management techniques. 
Additionally, Member States should make it 
compulsory to apply the methods and 
practices of Integrated Pest Management in 
accordance with the type of farming. A tax 
on pesticides should be introduced as one 
means of providing funding for the
development of general and specific 
Integrated Pest Management methods and 
practices.

Or. fr

Justification

The general and specific rules of Integrated Pest Management should be defined at European 
and national level. These systems should be put in place as a minimum on all agricultural 
land except land being farmed organically. By 2014 the application of these rules should be a 
condition for the granting of CAP aid. In addition, the Member States should support the 
development of organic farming, a system that uses no synthetic pesticides. Tax and fee 
systems have proved to be a good way of reducing pesticide use in several European 
countries. The Member States should be allowed to choose the system that best suits their 
needs.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 79
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment and enables 
pesticide use to be cut down. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should make it compulsory 
to apply the methods and practices of 
Integrated Pest Management in accordance 
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with the type of farming. A tax on 
pesticides should be introduced, as should 
measures to provide funding for the 
development of general and specific 
Integrated Pest Management methods and 
practices.

Or. fr

Justification

The general and specific rules of Integrated Pest Management should be defined at European 
and national level. These systems should be put in place as a minimum on all agricultural 
land except land being farmed organically. By 2014 the application of these rules should be a 
condition for the granting of CAP aid. In addition, the Member States should support the 
development of organic farming, a system that uses no synthetic pesticides. Tax and fee 
systems have proved to be a good way of reducing pesticide use in several European 
countries. The Member States should be allowed to choose the system that best suits their 
needs.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 80
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of use and risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management 
and organic farming, and establish 
necessary conditions for implementation of 
integrated pest management techniques. 
Additionally, Member States should 
encourage the use of crop-specific standards 
of Integrated Pest Management.

Member States should use the necessary 
financial instruments to provide advice and 
training for farmers.

Or. en
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Justification

IPM methods and organic farming are knowledge intensive and training and advise is 
particularly necessary during the conversion to IPM or organic. 

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 81
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment and the overall 
reduction of pesticide use. Member States 
should promote organic farming as well as
low pesticide-input farming, in particular 
Integrated Pest Management, and establish 
necessary conditions for implementation of 
integrated pest management techniques. 
Additionally, Member States should 
implement mandatory crop-specific 
standards of Integrated Pest Management. 

Or. en

Justification

The promotion of non-chemical methods should not be restricted to promoting general 
standards of IPM but also include organic farming and crop-specific standards of IPM. 

Amendment by Christofer Fjellner

Amendment 82
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 

(14) The application of Integrated Pest 
Management by all farmers would result in a 
better targeted use of all available pest 
control measures, including pesticides. 
Therefore, it contributes to a further 
reduction of the risks to human health and 
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health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

the environment. Member States should 
promote low pesticide-input farming, in 
particular Integrated Pest Management, and 
establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

Or. sv

Justification

Integrated pest management is extremely important as it restricts the use of chemical 
pesticides to the absolutely necessary. It is therefore of great importance to create conditions 
which enable users to apply integrated pest management. On the other hand, general 
standards of integrated pest management should not be made an operational requirement 
since there are wide regional variations in the Community and, therefore, different 
requirements in terms of measures to reduce environmental impact. Major administrative 
problems and burdens may also arise if integrated pest management is to constitute a cross-
compliance condition of the common agricultural policy.

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 83
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment and the 
reduction of pesticide use. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming,
in particular Integrated Pest Management 
and increase of land under organic 
farming, and establish necessary conditions 
for implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should implement 
mandatory crop-specific standards of 
Integrated Pest Management. 

A levy on pesticide products should be 



PE 388.389v01-00 38/179 AM\662795EN.doc

EN

equated as one of the measures to finance 
the implementation of general and crop-
specific methods and practices of 
Integrated Pest Management and the 
increase of land under organic farming.

Or. en

Justification

The promotion of non-chemical methods should not be restricted to promoting general 
standards of IPM but also include organic farming and crop-specific standards of IPM. A 
tax/levy on pesticides has been found a successful way to fund measures for pesticide 
reduction in many European countries. Member States should be given a choice of different 
tax/levy systems in order for them to choose the most suitable to their needs.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 84
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management,
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

(14) The application of general standards of 
non-chemical methods of plant protection 
and pest and crop management by all 
farmers would result in a better targeted use 
of all available pest control measures. 
Therefore, it contributes to a reduction, with 
the aim of elimination, of the risks to 
human health and the environment. Member 
States should promote low pesticide-input 
farming, in particular non-chemical 
methods of plant protection and pest and 
crop management, and establish necessary 
conditions for implementation of non-
chemical methods of plant protection and 
pest and crop management techniques. 
Additionally, Member States should 
encourage the use of crop-specific standards, 
methods and practices of non-chemical 
alternatives to plant protection and pest and 
crop management.

Or. en

Justification

Some pesticide use is purely for “cosmetic” purposes, which is not related to any specific 
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pests or diseases and therefore is not for pest management or plant protection. Considering 
the recognised risks and acute and chronic adverse impacts for human health, as detailed 
more fully in the Impact Assessment of the Thematic Strategy, Member States need to promote 
and encourage the widespread adoption of non-chemical alternatives to plant protection and 
pest and crop management.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 85
Recital 14

(14) The application of general standards of 
Integrated Pest Management by all farmers 
would result in a better targeted use of all 
available pest control measures, including 
pesticides. Therefore, it contributes to a 
further reduction of the risks to human 
health and the environment. Member States 
should promote low pesticide-input farming, 
in particular Integrated Pest Management, 
and establish necessary conditions for 
implementation of integrated pest 
management techniques. Additionally, 
Member States should encourage the use of 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

(14) The application of general and crop-
specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management by all farmers would result in a 
better targeted use of all available pest 
control measures, including pesticides. 
Therefore, it contributes to a further 
reduction of the risks to human health and 
the environment and the reduction of 
pesticide use. Member States should 
promote low pesticide-input farming, in 
particular general and crop-specific 
standards of Integrated Pest Management 
and organic farming. 

Or. en

Justification

The promotion of non-chemical methods should not be restricted to promoting general 
standards of IPM but also include organic farming and crop-specific standards of IPM.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 86
Recital 14 a (new)

(14a) The polluter pays principle should be 
applied with regard to the costs linked to 
implementing this Directive. A levy on 
pesticide products should therefore be 
considered by the Member States in order 
to finance the implementation of their 
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national action plans. 

Or. en

Justification

The producers' responsibility for external costs of pesticide use should be strengthened. A 
levy/tax on pesticide products should be an option for the member states for achieving use 
reduction and for creating specific income in order to cover the costs linked to the National 
Action Plans.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + 

Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 87
Recital 15

(15) It is necessary to measure the progress 
achieved in the reduction of risks and 
adverse impacts from pesticide use for 
human health and the environment. 
Appropriate means are harmonised risk 
indicators that will be established at 
Community level. Member States should use 
those indicators for risk management at 
national level and for reporting purposes, 
while the Commission should calculate 
indicators to evaluate progress at 
Community level. Until common indicators 
are available, Member States should be 
entitled to use their national indicators.

(15) It is necessary to measure the progress 
achieved in the reduction of use, risks and 
adverse impacts from pesticide use for 
human health and the environment. 
Appropriate means are harmonised use and
risk indicators that will be established at 
Community level. Member States should use 
those indicators for risk management and 
use reduction at national level and for 
reporting purposes, while the Commission 
should calculate indicators to evaluate 
progress at Community level. Until common 
indicators are available, Member States 
should be entitled to use their national 
indicators. 

Or. en

Justification

Pesticides use reduction policies are already established in Denmark, Sweden, the 
Netherlands, Belgium and Germany. The term "use reduction" better addresses the issue of 
increasing pesticides use despite the introduction of pesticides active at lower dosages. 
Farmers are economically and technically dependent on pesticides for crop protection. All 
these countries have some type of use indicators in place and in most cases a decrease in 
pesticide use is directly related to reduction in risk. (Chris Davies and others)

The inclusion of use/intensity targets brings the proposal in line with the mandate set in the 
Sixth Environmental Action Programme (2001-2010) ”reduce the impact of pesticides on 
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human health and the environment [...] as well as a significant overall reduction in risks and 
of the use of pesticides”. (Erna Hennicot-Schoepges and others)

L’inclusion d’outils pour mesurer les progrès réalisés dans la réduction de l’utilisation et des 
risques liés aux pesticides, permettra aux Etats membres d’être en accord avec les objectifs 
qui ont été fixés dans le cadre du 6ème Programme d’Action Communautaire pour 
l’Environnement qui prévoie de réduire les incidences des pesticides sur la santé humaine et 
sur l’environnement, et d’une manière générale, parvenir à une utilisation durable de ces 
substances, ainsi qu’à une réduction globale sensible des risques et de l’utilisation des 
pesticides.(Anne Laperrouze)

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 88
Recital 15

(15) It is necessary to measure the progress 
achieved in the reduction of risks and 
adverse impacts from pesticide use for 
human health and the environment. 
Appropriate means are harmonised risk 
indicators that will be established at 
Community level. Member States should use 
those indicators for risk management at 
national level and for reporting purposes, 
while the Commission should calculate 
indicators to evaluate progress at 
Community level. Until common indicators 
are available, Member States should be 
entitled to use their national indicators. 

(15) It is necessary to measure the progress 
achieved in preventing the risks and adverse 
impacts from pesticide use for human health 
and the environment. Appropriate means are 
harmonised risk indicators that will be 
established at Community level. Member 
States should use those indicators for risk 
management at national level and for 
reporting purposes, while the Commission 
should calculate indicators to evaluate 
progress at Community level. Until common 
indicators are available, Member States 
should be entitled to use their national 
indicators, which must be in line with the 
requirements of this Directive and be in 
relation to both the health and 
environmental risks of pesticide use. Public 
participation in the development and 
setting of national indicators is required, in 
addition to the participation of all other 
relevant stakeholders. This includes a 
requirement for full public access to 
information to assist in the public’s 
participation. 

Or. en

Justification

In relation to human health, the risks and adverse impacts must be prevented completely not 
merely reduced. It has to be made clear to Member States that the national indicators are in 
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relation to both health and environmental risks of pesticide use. It also has to be clear to 
Member States what the requirements are for public participation in the development, 
workings and amendments of national indicators to be in line with the Spirit of Directive 
2003/35/EC providing for public participation.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 89
Recital 15

(15) It is necessary to measure the progress 
achieved in the reduction of risks and 
adverse impacts from pesticide use for 
human health and the environment. 
Appropriate means are harmonised risk 
indicators that will be established at 
Community level. Member States should use 
those indicators for risk management at 
national level and for reporting purposes, 
while the Commission should calculate 
indicators to evaluate progress at 
Community level. Until common indicators 
are available, Member States should be 
entitled to use their national indicators.

(15) It is necessary to measure the progress 
achieved in the reduction of use of 
pesticides and of their risks and adverse 
impacts for human health and the 
environment. Appropriate means are 
harmonised use and risk indicators that will 
be established at Community level. Member 
States should use those indicators to manage 
reduction of pesticides and risk reduction at 
national level and for reporting purposes, 
while the Commission should calculate 
indicators to evaluate progress at 
Community level. Until common indicators 
are available, Member States should be 
entitled to use their national indicators. 
Provisions relating to full public 
participation and access to information 
should be put in place.

Or. fr

Justification

The inclusion of tools to measure progress achieved in reducing pesticide use and the risks 
thereof will enable the Member States to comply with the aims set out in the 6th Community 
Action Programme for the Environment, which provides for reducing the effects of pesticides 
on human health and the environment and, in general terms, achieving sustainable use of 
these substances, as well as a significant overall reduction in the risks and use of pesticides.

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz, Erna Hennicot-Schoepges and Christa Klaß

Amendment 90
Recital 15 a (new)

(15a) With a view to applying the polluter-
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pays principle, the Commission should 
examine appropriate ways of involving 
manufacturers of plant protection products 
and/or their active agents in the work of 
dealing with and rectifying damage which 
may be caused to human health or the 
environment through the use of plant 
protection products.

Or. de

Justification

As in other areas of European health and environmental policy, manufacturers should also be 
liable for the damage caused by plant protection products and/or their active agents.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 91
Article 1

This Directive establishes a framework for 
achieving a more sustainable use of 
pesticides by reducing the risks and impacts 
of pesticide use on human health and the 
environment in a way that is consistent with 
the necessary crop protection.

This Directive establishes a framework for 
preventing the risks and impacts of pesticide 
use on human health and the environment 
according to the precautionary principle,
and encourages the promotion and 
adoption of non-chemical alternatives to 
plant protection. 

Or. en

Justification

In relation to human health, the impacts must be prevented completely not merely reduced. 
The only real solution to eliminate adverse impacts of pesticides on public health, animals, 
wildlife and the wider environment is to take a preventative approach with the widespread 
adoption of truly sustainable non-chemical methods. This would be more in line with the 
objectives for sustainable crop protection. The precautionary principle should be the 
principle underlying all aspects of pesticide policy. 

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer

Amendment 92
Article 1
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This Directive establishes a framework for 
achieving a more sustainable use of 
pesticides by reducing the risks and impacts 
of pesticide use on human health and the 
environment in a way that is consistent with 
the necessary crop protection.

This Directive establishes a framework for 
achieving a more sustainable use of 
pesticides by reducing use and the risks and 
impacts of pesticide use on human health 
and the environment in line with the 
precautionary principle and encouraging 
the promotion and adoption of non-
chemical alternatives to plant protection. 

Or. en

Justification

To ensure coherence with the Thematic Strategy for the Sustainable Use of Pesticides and the 
proposed Regulation on market placement of plant protection products. Insofar non-chemical 
alternatives are available on the market at an economic price, they should be used instead of 
pesticides.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 93
Article 1

This Directive establishes a framework for 
achieving a more sustainable use of 
pesticides by reducing the risks and impacts 
of pesticide use on human health and the 
environment in a way that is consistent with 
the necessary crop protection.

This Directive establishes a framework for 
achieving a more sustainable use of 
pesticides by reducing use of pesticides and 
reducing the risks and impacts of pesticide 
use on human health and the environment on 
the basis of the precautionary principle.

Or. fr

Justification

The precautionary principle allows us to ensure that protecting health and the environment is 
a priority in the context of crop protection. The implication here is that, as well as being the 
principle which guides the evaluation and licensing of pesticides, the precautionary principle 
would entail a strategy to minimise pesticide use, given their potentially dangerous 
properties.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 94
Article 1

This Directive establishes a framework for This Directive establishes a framework for 
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achieving a more sustainable use of 
pesticides by reducing the risks and impacts 
of pesticide use on human health and the 
environment in a way that is consistent with 
the necessary crop protection.

achieving a more sustainable use of 
pesticides by reducing use and the risks and 
impacts of pesticide use on human health 
and the environment by applying the "No, 
unless" principle, which means that no 
pesticides shall be used in the growing of 
crops or in other pest control applications 
unless it is determined that no other 
method, practice or system of control is 
available to prevent unreasonable pest 
damage.

Or. en

Justification

Preference should be given to non-chemical systems of pest management before pesticides are 
used. This is also the spirit underlying Integrated Pest Management systems.

Amendment by Irena Belohorská

Amendment 95
Article 2, paragraph 1

1. This Directive shall apply to pesticides in 
the form of plant protection products as 
defined in Regulation (EC) No. (...) 
concerning the placing of plant protection 
products on the market. 

1. This Directive shall apply to pesticides in 
the form of:
(a) plant protection products as defined in 
Regulation (EC) No. (...) concerning the 
placing of plant protection products on the 
market,

(b) biocidal products as defined in Directive 
98/8/EC of the European Parliament and 
of the Council of 16 February 1998 
concerning the placing of biocidal products 
on the market1 belonging to product types 
14 - 19 as defined in Annex V thereto.
1 OJ L 123, 24.4.1998, p. 1. Directive as last 
amended by Commission Directive 2006/140/EC 
(OJ L 414, 30.12.2006, p. 78).

Or. en

Justification

Pest control products are very similar to plant protection products (PPPs). They can contain 
the same active substances as PPPs and sometimes have identical formulations (e.g. 
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rodenticides can fall under both legislations depending on whether they are applied to PPPs 
or whether they are used to protect hygiene or public health). Also the application methods 
can be very similar, e.g. some public health insecticides under the biocides directive are used 
by aerial spraying, just like some PPPs. Some pest control products are used indoors (e.g. 
repellents) and therefore can cause direct exposure to humans.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 96
Article 2, paragraph 1

1. This Directive shall apply to pesticides in 
the form of plant protection products as 
defined in Regulation (EC) No […] 
concerning the placing of plant protection 
products on the market.

1. This Directive shall apply to pesticides in 
the form of plant protection products as 
defined in Regulation (EC) No […] 
concerning the placing of plant protection 
products for use in agricultural and non-
agricultural contexts on the market.

Or. fr

Justification

The measures must apply to both agricultural and non-agricultural use.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 97
Article 2, paragraph 2

2. This Directive shall apply without 
prejudice to any other relevant Community 
legislation.

2. This Directive shall apply without 
prejudice to any other relevant Community 
legislation and to national fiscal measures 
to promote the use of sustainable pesticides.

Or. nl

Justification

If Member States so wish, they must remain free to promote more sustainable use of 
pesticides by means of fiscal instruments.
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Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 98
Article 2, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Member States may grant subsidies or 
adopt fiscal measures to promote the use of 
more sustainable crop protection products. 
They may do so, inter alia, by introducing a 
pesticide levy for all products with the 
exception of non-chemical products. 

Or. nl

Justification

If Member States so wish, they must remain free to promote more sustainable use of 
pesticides by means of fiscal instruments.

Amendment by Jens-Peter Bonde

Amendment 99
Article 2, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. The provisions of this directive may not 
prevent Member States from applying the 
precautionary principle in restricting or 
prohibiting pesticides.

Or. da

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 100
Article 3, point (b)

(b) 'professional user' means any natural or 
legal person who carries out the use of 
pesticides in the framework of his 
professional activity, including operators, 
technicians, employers, self-employed 
people in the farming or the non-farming 
sector;

(b) 'user' means any natural or legal person 
who carries out the use of pesticides in the 
framework of his activity, including 
operators, technicians, employers, self-
employed people in the farming or the non-
farming sector. Users also include golf 
courses, tennis clubs and other leisure 
centres, municipalities, through their 
parks, and public amenities, such as car 
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parks, roads, railway infrastructure, etc.;
(This amendment applies to the whole 
legislative text and necessitates technical 
adjustments throughout that text.)

Or. de

Justification

The English text uses the term 'professional user', incorrectly translated into German as 
'gewerblicher Anwender'. The directive should not be aimed exclusively at farmers, but 
should cover all other users of plant protection products as well. 

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 101
Article 3, point (d)

(d) ‘adviser’ means any natural or legal 
person who provides advises on the use of 
pesticides, including private self-employed 
advising services, commercial agents, food 
producers or retailers where relevant

(d) ‘adviser’ means any natural or legal
person who has the level of education and 
training stipulated by the Member States in 
order to authorise that person to provide 
advice on the use of pesticides, in the 
context of uses authorised by the country in 
which the plant product is produced and of 
the maximum residue limits laid down by 
the Community

Or. el

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 102
Article 3, point (e)

(e) ‘pesticide application equipment’ means 
any apparatus specifically designed for the 
application of pesticides or pesticide-
containing products

(e) ‘pesticide application equipment’ means 
any apparatus used for the application of 
pesticides or pesticide-containing products

Or. nl

Justification

Apparatus need not in every case be specifically designed for crop protection purposes in 
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order to be used for such purposes. The formulation should therefore be changed.

Amendment by Irena Belohorská

Amendment 103
Article 3, point (g)

(g) 'aerial spraying' means any application of 
pesticides by aircraft or helicopter

(g) 'aerial spraying' means any application of 
pesticides by an air-borne vehicle

Or. en

Justification

Current definition of 'aerial spraying' does not cover all possibilities of application of 
pesticides from the air. Pesticides can be applied by other air-borne vehicles, different from 
aircraft or helicopters.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 104
Article 3, point (h)

(h) ‘integrated pest management’ means 
integrated pest management as defined in 
Regulation (EC) No […]

deleted

Or. pl

Justification

W nowym projekcie dotyczącym wprowadzania do obrotu środków ochrony roślin (COM 
2006/388) jest definicja „zintegrowanego zarządzania szkodnikami”. Jest to staranne 
rozpatrzenie wszelkich dostępnych technik kontroli szkodników, a następnie włączenie 
odpowiednich środków, które hamują rozwój populacji szkodników i utrzymują środki 
ochrony roślin i inne formy interwencji na poziomie uzasadnionym ekonomicznie oraz 
zmniejszają lub minimalizują ryzyko dla zdrowia ludzi i środowiska.

Pojęcie to w takim zakresie stosowane jest w USA, ale nie ma nigdzie na świecie nie 
charakteru normatywnego, ani charakteru obligatoryjnego.

Definicja „zintegrowanego zarządzania szkodnikami” stanowi jedynie kalkę definicji norm 
ISO serii 9 000 (normy dotyczące jakości) i ISO 14 000 (normy dotyczące zarządzania 
środowiskiem). W powyższej definicji jednak nie występują elementy normatywne, takie jak: 
cel, metody, procedury, techniki postępowania, które są szczegółowo omówione w normach 
ISO. Dopóki nie powstanie analogiczny akt normatywny ze wszystkimi takimi elementami 
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opisanymi jak wyżej nie ma sensu wprowadzać tak skonstruowanej definicji.

Z powodów logicznych w żadnej definicji nie można zastosować powtórzenia: zintegrowanie 
zarządzanie szkodnikami” oznacza zintegrowane zarządzanie szkodnikami zgodnie.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio, Erna Hennicot-Schoepges

Amendment 105
Article 3, point (i a) (new)

(ia) ‘non-chemical methods of plant 
protection and pest and crop management’ 
means the use of pest control and 
management techniques that do not have 
chemical properties. Non-chemical 
methods of plant protection and pest and 
crop management include rotation, 
physical and mechanical control and 
natural predator management.

Or. en

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 106
Article 3, point (i a) (new)

(ia) ‘non-chemical methods of plant 
protection and pest and crop management’ 
means the use of pest control and 
management techniques that do not rely on 
chemical properties. Non-chemical 
methods of plant protection and pest and 
crop management include rotation, 
physical and mechanical control and 
natural predator management.

Or. en

Justification

The only real solution to eliminate the adverse impacts of pesticides on public health, 
animals, wildlife and wider environment is to take a preventative and truly sustainable 
approach by prioritising non-chemical methods of plant protection and pest and crop 
management. This would be more in line with the objectives for sustainable crop protection, 
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as reliance on complex chemicals designed to kill plants, insects or other forms of life, cannot 
be classified as sustainable. 

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 107
Article 3, point (i a) (new)

ia) ‘application frequency’ refers to a 
utilisation indicator which expresses the 
average number of times that a piece of 
agricultural land can be treated with the 
prescribed dose, calculated on the basis of 
the total quantities of each pesticide sold.

Or. fr

Justification

La fréquence de traitement ou la fréquence de l’application (FA) est calculée en divisant le 
volume vendu pour chaque produit particulier ou substance active par le dosage recommandé 
par hectare pour un usage particulier. 
Les résultats de ces calculs pour chaque pesticide et récolte sont divisés par le nombre total 
d’hectares en culture.

∑
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singredientactiveall year
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SA est la quantité vendue de produit formulé individuel ou de substances actives par an. 
SD est la dose standard définie pour chaque produit formulé individuel ou les substances 
actives pour chaque récolte/type de récolte (dose recommandée par l’Etat Membre ou si 
absent, dose recommandée par le fabricant). 
AGRA est la surface totale des terres arables.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 108
Article 3, points (i a) and (i b) (new)

(ia) “use reduction” means reduction of 
applications of pesticides and is not 
necessarily dependent on volume 
(ib) “treatment frequency index” is based 
on the fixed standard dose of active 
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substance per hectare needed for one 
treatment against the pest in question. 
Therefore, it is not necessarily dependent 
on volume and can be used to evaluate use 
reduction.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment brings the Directive in line with the objective of use reduction and clarifies 
that use reduction is not linked to a decrease in the volume of pesticides but rather to the 
decrease in the number or rate of applications to the levels necessary to crop protection. 
Regardless of whether the amount of active substance needed for one treatment is 1 kg/ha or 
a few grams/ha (for very potent substances), a "treatment frequency index" of e.g. 2.0 would 
mean that the area with arable crops on average had been sprayed 2 times with the 
recommended dose. Treatment frequency index is a reliable use indicator already in use in 
some Member States, including Denmark.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 109
Article 4, title

National action plans to reduce risks and 
dependence on pesticides

National action plans for the prevention of
both health and environmental risks, 
including hazards, and dependency on 
pesticides and for promoting and 
encouraging the adoption of non-chemical 
alternatives

Or. en

Justification

In relation to human health, the impacts must be eliminated not merely reduced. It has to be 
clear to Member States that the aim of the National Action Plans are for the purpose of 
preventing both the health and environmental risks of pesticide use. 

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 110
Article 4, title

National action plans to reduce risks and 
dependence on pesticides

National action plans to minimise risks and 
dependence on pesticides
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Or. nl

Justification

It is important to minimise the negative aspects of the use of pesticides. 

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 111
Article 4, title and paragraph - 1 (new)

National action plans to reduce risks and 
dependence on pesticides

National action plans to reduce risks and use 
of pesticides 

-1. Within one year, Member States shall 
adopt a background report with the 
objective of identifying national trends in 
pesticide use and risks and the priority 
areas and crops to be addressed in the 
national action plan. 

Or. en

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 112
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including hazards,
and dependence on pesticides.

1. Member States shall, after consulting 
farmers' associations, environmental 
organisations, industry and other 
stakeholders, adopt national action plans to 
set up targets, measures and timetables to 
reduce risks, including hazards, and 
dependence on pesticides.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged, and to specific national, 
regional and local conditions;

Or. el
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Amendment by Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 113
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks including hazard 
and dependence on pesticides. 

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, indicators and 
timetables to reduce use and risks including 
hazard and dependence on pesticides from 
the baseline year. When setting their 
national targets, Member States shall take 
into account the EU target of 50% 
reduction of use in 10 years from the 
baseline year and national reduction 
targets already in place.

Or. en

Justification

In the EU the overuse of pesticides and thus savings potential in both economic and 
environmental terms is very significant. Given the varying effort of different member states to 
reduces pesticides use it is however not possible to force a uniform reduction target upon 
every member state. The member states shall, thus, set individual reduction targets that takes 
into account and ensures the realisation of the overall EU target of 50% reduction.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 114
Article 4, paragraph 1, first subparagraph

Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including hazards, 
and dependence on pesticides.

Member States shall, after consulting 
farmers’ and winegrowers’ associations, 
environmental protection organisations, 
and the industrial and other sectors 
concerned, adopt national action plans to set 
up targets, measures and timetables to 
reduce risks, including hazards, and 
dependence on pesticides.

Or. fr

Justification

In order to be effective and realistic, national action plans must be drawn up in collaboration 
with the interested parties.
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Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 115
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1a (new)

National action plans shall include 
integrated pest management as referred to 
in Article 13, priority being assigned to 
non-chemical crop protection measures.

Or. nl

Justification

Integrated crop protection should be encouraged.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 116
Article 4, paragraph 1

Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including 
hazards, and dependence on pesticides.

1. In the year following the entry into force 
of the present directive, the Member States 
shall make a report establishing the 
tendencies and problems specific to 
pesticide use and identifying indicators and 
objectives for reducing the risks and the 
use of pesticides.
Within two years Member States shall 
adopt national action plans for achieving the 
statutory quantitative objective of reducing 
by 25% the pesticide application frequency 
at European level within five years of the 
reference year, taking into account the 
reduction objectives already established, 
and of reducing by 50% the pesticide 
application frequency at European level 
within ten years of the reference year, 
taking into account the reduction objectives 
already established

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.
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The annual value that serves as a reference 
for calculating reduction of pesticide use 
must correspond to average utilisation 
during the three calendar years preceding 
the entry into force of the present directive.

Or. fr

Justification

Quantitative reduction objectives are essential components of any risk reduction programme. 
The Member States’ national action plans should include clear targets linked to time 
schedules for reducing pesticide use. A target of reducing the treatment frequency index (TFI) 
by 25% within 5 years and by 50% within 10 years should be set. The TFI is an indicator of 
the environmental load, which expresses the number of times that a piece of agricultural land 
can be treated with a standard dose.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 117
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks including hazard 
and dependence on pesticides. 

1. Member States shall adopt and implement 
without undue delay national action plans to 
set up targets, indicators and timetables to 
reduce use and risks including hazard and 
dependence on pesticides from the baseline 
year. 

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the health, social, economic 
and environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged. Minimum requirements for the 
national action plans are listed in the 
guidance document in Annex IIb.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment clarifies the need for clear indicators and targets within the NAPs.
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 118
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including hazards, 
and dependence on pesticides. 

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce with the aim of 
eliminating both the health and 
environmental risks, including hazards, and 
dependence on pesticides, and to promote 
the widespread adoption of non-chemical 
alternatives to plant protection. 

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the health, social, economic 
and environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged and to all relevant stakeholder 
groups.

Or. en

Justification

The only real solution to eliminate the adverse impacts of pesticides on human and animal 
health and the environment is to take a preventative approach with the widespread adoption 
of truly sustainable non-chemical methods of plant protection and pest and crop management. 
This would be more in line with the objectives for sustainable crop protection. 

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 119
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks including hazard 
and dependence on pesticides. 

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets and indicators for the 
reduction of risks and use of pesticides 
within 5 years and 10 years of the baseline 
year. The EU target shall be set at a 25% 
reduction in the frequency of application 
within 5 years from the baseline year and a 
50% reduction within 10 years. Member 
States shall set their national targets taking 
into account the EU target and national 
reduction targets already in place. 

When drawing up and revising their national When drawing up and revising their national 
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action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the health, social, economic 
and environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged. Minimum requirements for the 
national action plans are listed in Annex 
IIb.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment adds clear timetables for drafting NAPs. Furthermore, quantitative 
reduction targets are an important component of any risk/use reduction programme. 

Amendment by Irena Belohorská, Anne Laperrouze; Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Ambroise 
Guellec, Françoise Grossetête

Amendment 120
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including hazards, 
and dependence on pesticides.

1. Member States shall adopt and implement 
without undue delay national action plans to 
set up targets, measures and timetables to 
reduce risks, including hazards, and 
dependence on pesticides. The national 
action plans shall as a minimum include:
(a) for other than biological pesticides and 
low-risk substances as defined in 
Regulation (...), quantitative use reduction 
targets measured as a treatment frequency 
index. The treatment frequency index will 
be adapted to the specific conditions of 
each Member State. The treatment 
frequency index will have to be 
communicated immediately to the 
Commission for its approval. For active 
substances of very high concern (as defined 
in REACH Article 57) the reduction target 
shall be a minimum 50% reduction in 
relation to the treatment frequency index 
calculated for the year 2005 by the end of 
2013, unless the Member State can prove 
that it has already achieved a comparable 
or higher target based on another year of 
reference from the period 1995-2004; 
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(b) for pesticide formulations classified as 
toxic or very toxic pursuant to Directive 
1999/45/EC of the European Parliament 
and of the Council of 31 May 1999 
concerning the approximation of the laws, 
regulations and administrative provisions 
of the Member States relating to the 
classification, packaging and labelling of 
dangerous preparations1, quantitative use 
reduction target measured as sold volumes. 
This target shall be a minimum 50% 
reduction calculated in relation to the year 
2005 by the end of 2013, unless the
Member State can prove that it has already 
achieved a comparable or higher reduction 
target based on another year of reference 
from the period 1995-2004.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the health, social, economic 
and environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged
1 OJ L 200, 30.7.1999, p. 1. Directive as last 
amended by Regulation /(EC) No 1907/2006 (OJ L 
396, 30.12.2006, p. 1).

Or. en

Justification

For biological pesticides and low-risk substances no restrictions are necessary. For active 
substances of very high concern (e.g. mutagenic, carcinogenic) the reduction target shall be 
minimum 50% reduction from treatment frequency index calculated for year 2005 by the end 
of 2013. For the rest of pesticides, treatment frequency index(adapted to specific conditions of 
each Member State) will be used. For pesticide formulations classified as toxic or very toxic 
quantitative use reduction target measured as sold volumes and shall be at least 50%. 

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 121
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including hazards, 

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including hazards, 
and dependence on pesticides and to 



PE 388.389v01-00 60/179 AM\662795EN.doc

EN

and dependence on pesticides. implement the measures provided for in 
Articles 5 and 16 of the present directive.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, public health, 
economic and environmental impacts of the 
measures envisaged.

Or. fr

Justification

This amendment links the national action plans to the provisions of the framework directive. 
It also means that the public health impact can be studied.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 122
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt national action 
plans to set up targets, measures and 
timetables to reduce risks, including 
hazards, and dependence on pesticides.

No more than one year after the entry into 
force of this Directive, Member States shall 
adopt national action plans to set up targets, 
measures and timetables to minimise risks, 
including hazards, and dependence on 
pesticides and to encourage the use of non-
chemical crop protection methods. The 
target figures shall accord with the 
provisions of Article 4(1) and Article 16 of 
Directive 2000/60/EC of the European 
Parliament and the Council of 23 October 
2000 establishing a framework for 
Community action in the field of water 
policy1. 

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the social, economic and 
environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged.

When drawing up and revising their national 
action plans, Member States shall give due 
consideration to the health, social, economic 
and environmental impacts of the measures 
envisaged
1 OJ L 327, 22.12.2000, p. 1.

Or. nl
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Justification

It is important to minimise the undesirable aspects of the use of pesticides. In addition, it is 
important to base national action plans partly on the objectives laid down in the Water 
Framework Directive. 

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 123
Article 4, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. The baseline year shall be the average 
use and risks in the last three calendar 
years 'January through December' before 
the entry into force of the Directive.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment clarifies the need for clear indicators and targets within the NAPS.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 124
Article 4, paragraph 1a (new)

1a. Alongside a general use reduction 
target measured as a treatment frequency 
index, the national action plans shall as a 
minimum include specific use reduction 
targets for the following substances:
(a) for active substances of very high 
concern (as defined in REACH Article 57) 
the reduction target shall be a minimum 
50% reduction in relation to the treatment 
frequency index calculated for the year 
2005 by the end of 2013, unless the 
Member State can prove that it has already 
achieved a comparable or higher target 
based on another year of reference from 
the period 1995-2004; 
(b) for pesticide formulations classified as 
toxic or very toxic pursuant to Directive 
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1995/45/EC, quantitative use reduction 
target measured as sold volumes. This 
target shall be a minimum 50% reduction 
calculated in relation to the year 2005 by 
the end of 2013, unless the Member State 
can prove that it has already achieved a 
comparable or higher reduction target 
based on another year of reference from 
the period 1995-2004.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment clarifies the need for clear indicators and targets within the NAPs. 

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 125
Article 4, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. The drafting and implementation of 
national action plans shall be eligible for 
Community funding.

Or. el

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 126
Article 4, paragraph 1 b (new)

1b. The Commission shall draw up a 
biennial report presenting the results of 
implementing the national action plans, 
with particular regard to risk reduction in 
all the Member States.

Or. el

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 127
Article 4, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1
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2. Within three years after the entry into 
force of this Directive, Member States shall 
communicate their national action plans to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States.

2. Within three years after the entry into 
force of this Directive, Member States shall 
communicate their national action plans to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States. The Commission shall make the 
national action plans and the results of 
implementation available to the public via 
the Internet.

Or. en

Justification

The national action plans should be public and their implementation should be transparent.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 128
Article 4, paragraph 2

2. Within three years after the entry into 
force of this Directive, Member States shall 
communicate their national action plans to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States. 

2. Within 18 months after the entry into 
force of this Directive, Member States shall 
communicate their adopted national action 
plans to the Commission and to the other 
Member States. 

The national action plans shall be reviewed 
at least every five years and any changes to 
the national action plans shall be reported to 
the Commission without undue delay.

The national action plans shall be reviewed 
at least once every two years and any 
changes to the national action plans shall be 
reported to the Commission without undue 
delay.

Or. en

Justification

Considering the risks and adverse health impacts of pesticide use and the acknowledgement 
by the Commission that there are shortcomings in the existing legal framework and that the 
actual use phase has not been sufficiently addressed, then Member States need to 
communicate their adopted national action plans to the Commission and other Member States 
in a shorter time-scale than 3 years. National action plans should be reviewed at least once 
every 2 years to check on any changes or developments. 
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Amendment by Kathy Sinnott + Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 129
Article 4, paragraph 2

2. Within three years after the entry into 
force of this Directive, Member States shall 
communicate their national action plans to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States.

2. Within two years after the entry into force 
of this Directive, Member States shall 
communicate their national action plans to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States.

Within two years after the entry into force 
of this Directive, Member States shall 
investigate the possibilities for minimising 
the use of pesticides in all their major crops 
by defining crop-specific methods and 
practices for Integrated Pest Management.

The national action plans shall be reviewed 
at least every five years and any changes to 
the national action plans shall be reported to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States.

The national action plans shall be reviewed 
at least every three years and any changes to 
the national action plans shall be reported to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States.

Or. en

Justification

A regular revision of the National Action Plans and implementation of crop-specific IPM are 
key elements for achieving reduction of use and risk. 

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 130
Article 4, paragraph 2

2. Within three years after the entry into 
force of this Directive, Member States shall 
communicate their national action plans to 
the Commission and to the other Member 
States.

2. Within two years after the entry into force 
of this Directive, Member States shall 
examine the possibility of minimising the 
use of pesticides on all crops cultivated on 
all farms with the aim of putting in place 
the specific methods and practices of 
Integrated Pest Control.

The national action plans shall be reviewed 
at least every five years and any changes to 
the national action plans shall be reported to 
the Commission without undue delay.

The national action plans shall be reviewed 
at least every three years and any changes to 
the national action plans shall be reported to 
the Commission without undue delay.
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Or. fr

Justification

A regular revision of the national action plans and establishment of the rules of Integrated 
Pest Management are the key to a genuine reduction in the use of pesticides and the risks 
associated with to such use.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 131
Article 4, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2 a (new)

2a. The Commission shall put in place an 
internet portal designed to provide the 
public with information on the national 
action plans, any changes to these and the 
main results of their implementation.

Or. fr

Justification

This amendment aims to promote public information and transparency.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio, Erna Hennicot-Schoepges + Caroline Lucas + Frédérique Ries

Amendment 132
Article 4, paragraph 3

3. Where relevant, the Commission shall 
make the information communicated in 
accordance with paragraph 2 available to 
third countries.

3. The Commission shall make the 
information communicated in accordance 
with paragraph 2 available to third countries 
and to the public.

Or. en

Justification

The public must be fully involved in the drafting, development, implementation, workings, 
monitoring and amendments of national action plans to be in line with the Spirit of Directive 
2003/35/EC providing for public participation. (Caroline Lucas)

The public has a “right to know” in matters concerning their health and the environment. 
Information about National Action Plans should be made available on the Internet, on the 
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European Commission website. (Frédérique Ries)

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 133
Article 4, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. The Member States shall make the 
information provided under paragraph 2 
available to the public on a website.

Or. fr

Justification

For reasons of clarity and transparency, the public must have access to this type of 
information, inter alia in order to allow public participation in drawing up, revising and 
monitoring the national action programmes.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 134
Article 4, paragraph 4

4. The provisions on public participation as 
laid down in Article 2 of Directive 
2003/35/EC shall apply to the preparation 
and the modification of the national action 
plans.

4. The provisions on public participation as 
laid down in Article 2 of Directive 
2003/35/EC shall apply to the preparation 
of the national background report, as well 
as to the preparation and the modification of 
the national action plans. All relevant 
stakeholders and the wider public shall be 
consulted on all aspects of the national 
background report and the national action 
plans, including drafting, development, 
implementation, workings, monitoring and 
amendments. Balanced representation of 
stakeholders must be ensured, including 
those adversely affected by the use.

Or. en

Justification

To ensure public participation in the preparation of the national background report and the 
national action plans in line with Directive 2003/35/EC providing for public participation.
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 135
Article 4, paragraph 4

4. The provisions on public participation as 
laid down in Article 2 of Directive 
2003/35/EC shall apply to the preparation 
and the modification of the national action 
plans.

4. The provisions on public participation as 
laid down in Article 2 of Directive 
2003/35/EC shall apply to the preparation 
and the modification of the national action 
plans. All relevant stakeholders and the 
wider public shall be consulted on all 
aspects of the national action plans, 
including drafting, development, 
implementation, workings, monitoring and 
amendments. There must be a balanced 
representation of stakeholders, including 
those affected by the use of pesticides, such 
as representation of rural residents and 
communities' interests. 

Or. en

Justification

It has to be clear to Member States what the requirements are for public participation in the 
preparation, workings and modification of the national action plans to be in line with the 
Spirit of Directive 2003/35/EC providing for public participation. All relevant Stakeholders 
must be involved in all aspects of the national action plans. This must include representatives 
of rural residents, farmers, (both organic and conventional), pesticide manufacturers, and 
environmental and consumer groups.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 136
Article 4, paragraph 4

4. The provisions on public participation as 
laid down in Article 2 of Directive 
2003/35/EC shall apply to the preparation 
and the modification of the national action 
plans.

4. The provisions on public participation as 
laid down in Article 2 of Directive 
2003/35/EC shall apply to the preparation 
of the basic national report and to the 
preparation and the modification of the 
national action plans. The competent 
authorities must put in place a process of 
public consultation including 
representation of consumer and 
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environmental protection associations.

Or. fr

Justification

Public participation must be as broad as possible. The public must therefore include not only 
pesticide manufacturers and users, but also consumer and environmental protection 
associations.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 137
Article 4, paragraph 4, subparagraph 1 a (new)

Farmers’ and wine producers’ 
organisations and organisations concerned 
with protecting the environment, the 
industrial sector and other relevant sectors 
must be involved in a suitable, effective 
fashion in preparing and modifying those 
plans.

Or. fr

Justification

If national action plans are to be effective and realistic, they must be drawn up in conjunction 
with the interested parties.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 138
Article 4, paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. The Member States must establish a 
mechanism for financing the introduction 
of the national action plans, funded by a 
system of taxes or levies on pesticides.

Or. fr

Justification

In certain European countries, tax or levy schemes have proved to be a good way of reducing 
pesticide use. Such schemes should be introduced throughout the EU and they should enable 
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funding to be provided for measures designed to reduce risks and to reduce pesticide use 
pursuant to national action plans, and also for an effective system for monitoring and 
reporting on the results achieved under those plans. The Member States should be able to 
select the funding system which is best suited to their needs.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 139
Article 4, paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Member States shall reinforce their 
existing efforts to control and prevent 
illegal use of plant protection products, in 
collaboration with the relevant 
stakeholders.
Member States shall report on a regular 
basis on controls in place regarding illegal 
use.

Or. en

Justification

A basic requirement for the sustainable use of plant protection products is the full 
implementation and enforcement of existing legal requirements. National Authorities should 
thus enforce existing legislation more forcefully and effectively use existing monitoring and 
enforcement requirements.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 140
Article 4 a (new)

4a. Member States shall provide adequate 
financing for the implementation of their 
national action plans which could be 
funded by a levy on pesticide products.

Or. en

Justification

A tax/levy has been found a successful way to fund measures for pesticide reduction in many 
countries and should be implemented in all countries as a tool for funding the measures under 
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the national action plans, including an effective reporting-monitoring-information (on line) 
system. Member States should be given a choice of different tax/levy systems and they should 
choose the most suitable for their needs. 

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 141
Article 5, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that all 
professional users, distributors and advisers 
have access to appropriate training.

1. Member States shall ensure that all 
professional users, distributors and advisers 
have access to appropriate training in all 
Member States and that minimum 
requirements that are binding throughout 
the Community are laid down;

Or. pl

Justification

The introduction of minimum requirements will raise training standards and help to foster the 
exchange of experience between users in the various Member States.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 142
Article 5, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that all 
professional users, distributors and advisers 
have access to appropriate training.

1. Member States shall ensure that all 
professional users, distributors and advisers 
have access to appropriate training, 
including regular updating on new 
information available.

Or. en

Justification

In many cases, pesticide pollution to the environment and to agricultural products is due to 
the lack of appropriate knowledge. Professional users, distributors and advisers should be up 
to date with all relevant information available. 



AM\662795EN.doc 71/179 PE 388.389v01-00

EN

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 143
Article 5, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that all 
professional users, distributors and advisers 
have access to appropriate training.

1. Member States shall ensure that all 
professional users, distributors and advisers 
have access to appropriate training which 
matches their level and specific role in 
integrated pest management.

Or. el

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 144
Article 5, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1 a (new)

In the case of microbusiness-type farms or 
wineries the Member States shall ensure 
that one person working as a professional 
user within the meaning of Article 3(b) has 
access to such training. 

Or. fr

Justification

In the case of a microbusiness it is pointless to insist that all of its employees and also its 
head undergo training. Only one person from the business need receive training.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Erna Hennicot-Schoepges

Amendment 145
Article 5, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. Member States shall ensure that 
professional users, distributors and 
advisers are aware of the existence and 
risks of illegal (counterfeit) plant protection 
products, and are properly trained to 
identify such products.

Or. en
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Justification

Counterfeiting and illegal trafficking of plant protection products in Europe is a significant 
problem. Making professional users and distributors aware is important to tackle the problem 
of illegal trafficking of plant protection products.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 146
Article 5, paragraph 2

2. Within two years from the date referred to 
in Article 20(1), Member States shall 
establish certificate systems providing 
evidence of attendance to a whole training 
session covering as a minimum the subjects 
listed in Annex I.

2. Within three years from the date referred 
to in Article 20(1), Member States shall 
establish certificate systems providing 
evidence that the notions covering as a 
minimum the subjects listed in Annex I have 
been acquired.

The terms and conditions for issuing and 
withdrawing certificates shall be laid down 
in the systems. Certificates shall be valid 
for a maximum of five years.

Or. fr

Justification

This amendment stems from the need for a timescale which is consistent with the one relating 
to the introduction of the national action plans. It enables the terms and conditions governing 
the issue and the withdrawal of certificates (the validity of which will be restricted to five 
years) to be laid down.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 147
Article 5, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1 a (new)

The certificate issued to a trainee (where 
that trainee is a professional user from a 
microbusiness-type farm or winery) shall 
be valid for that farm or winery, with 
particular reference to the provisions laid 
down in Article 6(2). 

Or. fr
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Justification

Cet amendement résulte des modifications de l’article 5, paragraphe 1, et prend en compte 
les obligations de l’article 6, paragraphe 2, rendant obligatoire la présentation d’un certificat 
pour l’achat de produits phytosanitaire.
Afin de prendre en compte la réalité de l’économie et du fonctionnement des micro-
entreprises agricoles et viticoles, il est nécessaire que le certificat délivré à l’issue de la 
formation à la personne de l’exploitation ayant assisté à cette formation, puisse être utilisé 
par toute autre personne travaillant au sein de l’exploitation pour l’achat de produits qui ne 
sont pas autorisés pour un usage non professionnel. 
Cela correspond de plus aux définitions de l’article 3b, stipulant que l’utilisateur 
professionnel est « toute personne physique ou morale ». 

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 148
Article 5, paragraph 3

3. The Commission may, in accordance 
with the procedure referred to in Article 
18(3), amend Annex I for adaptation to 
technical and scientific progress.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

Follow-up amendment, since paragraphs 2 and 3 of Article 18 are to be deleted.

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 149
Article 5, paragraph 3

3. The Commission may, in accordance with 
the procedure referred to in Article 18(3), 
amend Annex I for adaptation to technical 
and scientific progress.

3. The Commission may, in accordance with 
the procedure referred to in Article 18(3), 
amend Annex I for adaptation to technical 
and scientific progress. Accordingly, and 
insofar as the competent national 
authorities consider it necessary, the 
holders of the certificates referred to in 
paragraph 2 shall update their training.

Or. el
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Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Caroline Lucas

Amendment 150
Article 6, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that 
distributors selling pesticides classified as 
toxic or very toxic pursuant to Directive 
1999/45/EC of the European Parliament and 
of the Council, have at least one person in 
their employment, who has a certificate 
referred to in Article 5(2), and who shall be 
present and available at the place of sales to 
provide information to customers as regards 
pesticide use.

1. Member States shall ensure that 
distributors selling pesticides classified as 
toxic or very toxic pursuant to Directive 
1999/45/EC of the European Parliament and 
of the Council, have at least one person in 
their employment, who has a certificate 
referred to in Article 5(2), and who shall be 
present and available at the place of sales to 
provide information to customers as regards 
pesticide use as well as the health and 
environmental risks and potential adverse 
impacts.

Or. en

Justification

Pesticides users should be aware of the health risks of their use. Therefore information must 
be provided at the point of sale, and not only in relation to those pesticides classified as toxic 
or very toxic, as all pesticides are deliberately designed to be toxic and so can pose hazards 
for human health. Therefore, anyone who purchases pesticides, as well as those who use 
them, whether professional or non-professional, must be made aware of the risks and 
potential adverse health impacts of pesticide use. (Chris Davies and others)

Those who buy pesticides are not always aware of the health risks of their use. Therefore 
information must be provided at the point of sale, and not only in relation to those pesticides 
classified as toxic or very toxic, as all pesticides are deliberately designed to be toxic and can 
pose hazards for human health. Therefore, anyone who purchases or uses pesticides, whether 
professional or non-professional, must be made aware of the risks and potential adverse 
health impacts of pesticide use. (Caroline Lucas)

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 151
Article 6, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that 
distributors selling pesticides classified as 
toxic or very toxic pursuant to Directive 
1999/45/EC of the European Parliament 
and of the Council, have at least one person 

1. Member States shall ensure that 
distributors selling pesticides have at least 
one person in their employment, who has a 
certificate referred to in Article 5(2), and 
who shall be present and available at the 
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in their employment, who has a certificate 
referred to in Article 5(2), and who shall be 
present and available at the place of sales to 
provide information to customers as regards 
pesticide use.

place of sales to provide information to 
customers as regards pesticide use.

Or. fr

Justification

The scope of the certificate must be extended to cover sellers of all products and not just of 
toxic or highly toxic ones. 

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Irena Belohorská, Margrete 
Auken, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + 

Caroline Lucas + Irena Belohorská 

Amendment 152
Article 6, paragraph 3, subparagraph 1

3. Member States shall require distributors 
placing pesticides for non-professional use 
on the market to provide general information 
regarding the risks of pesticide use, in 
particular on hazards, exposure, proper 
storage, handling and application, as well as 
disposal. 

3. Member States shall require distributors 
placing pesticides for non-professional use 
on the market to provide general information 
regarding the risks and potential adverse 
health and environmental impacts of 
pesticide use, in particular on hazards, 
exposure, proper storage, handling and 
application, as well as disposal. 

Or. en

Justification

Pesticides users, whether professional or non-professional, must be fully informed of the risks 
and potential adverse health and environmental impacts of pesticide use (Davies and others + 
Hennicot-Schoepges and others).

Anyone who uses pesticides whether professional or non-professional must be fully informed 
of the risks and potential adverse health and environmental impacts of pesticide use (Lucas + 
Belohorska).

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Irena Belohorská, Margrete 
Auken, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman 

Amendment 153
Article 6, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2
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The measures provided for in paragraphs 1 
and 2 shall be established within four years
from the date referred to in Article 20(1).

The measures provided for in paragraphs 1 
and 2 shall be established within two years 
from the date referred to in Article 20(1).

Or. en

Justification

Considering the importance for any pesticide user to be properly informed, 4 years from the 
date referred to in Article 20(1) is inadequate for establishing the measures in paragraphs 1 
and 2 and should be established within two years. 

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 154
Article 6, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2

The measures provided for in paragraphs 1 
and 2 shall be established within four years
from the date referred to in Article 20(1).

The measures provided for in paragraphs 1 
and 2 shall be established within one year
from the date referred to in Article 20(1).

Or. en

Justification

Considering the importance for any pesticide user to be properly informed, then 4 years from 
the date referred to in Article 20(1) is inadequate for establishing the measures in paragraphs 
1 and 2 and should be established within one year. 

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio, Erna Hennicot-Schoepges

Amendment 155
Article 6, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Member States shall ensure that 
existing inspection and enforcement 
measures are used to ensure that illegal 
(counterfeit) plant protection products are 
not offered for sale.

Or. en

Justification

Better enforcement of existing legislation is key in tackling the problem of counterfeiting and 



AM\662795EN.doc 77/179 PE 388.389v01-00

EN

illegal trafficking of plant protection products.  

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 156
Article 7

Awareness programmes Information programmes

Member States shall promote and facilitate
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their 
health and environmental effects and non-
chemical alternatives.

Member States shall promote and facilitate
information programmes and availability of 
information for the general public 
concerning the advantages and drawbacks 
of the use of plant protection products.

Or. de

Justification

The use of plant protection products is fundamental to the production of safe, high-quality 
foodstuffs and feedingstuffs. Plant protection products are used in organic farming as well. 
The information programmes should highlight the advantages and drawbacks of using plant 
protection products and possible alternatives.

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 157
Article 7

Awareness programmes Inspections of application equipment
Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding 
their health and environmental effects and 
non-chemical alternatives.

Inspections of pesticide-application 
equipment must cover all aspects which are 
important to guaranteeing a high level of 
safety and protection for human health and 
the environment and optimum application.

Or. de

Justification

Inspections of application equipment and methods must guarantee their safety and encompass 
information about the health and environmental impact of pesticides or non-chemical 
alternatives.
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 158
Article 7

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their 
health and environmental effects and non-
chemical alternatives.

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their 
impact (negative effect) on human health 
and the environment, and non-chemical 
alternatives.

Or. pl

Justification

Pesticide use can have unwanted adverse side-effects on human health (particularly among 
children, pregnant women and foetuses) and the environment (soil, air, water). It is therefore 
particularly important for this information to be brought to the attention of the general 
public.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 159
Article 7

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their 
health and environmental effects and non-
chemical alternatives.

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information for the general public relating 
to plant protection product and biocide use, 
their health and environmental effects and 
non-chemical alternatives, as well as 
information on pesticide residues in 
agricultural products.

Or. en

Justification

Pesticide use has several adverse effects, as many aspects as possible should be 
communicated to the public.
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Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 160
Article 7

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their
health and environmental effects and non-
chemical alternatives.

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
information programmes and availability of 
information for the general public
concerning the advantages and risks and 
possible health and environmental effects 
stemming from the use of plant protection 
products. In addition, information shall be 
provided about the role of plant protection 
products in agriculture and food 
production, the responsible use of plant 
protection products and non-chemical 
alternatives.

Or. de

Justification

The amendment is designed to ensure that the proposed information and public awareness 
programmes should not deal solely with the risks linked to the use of plant protection 
products, risks which are currently the main focus of public criticism. Instead, as called for in 
the amendment, the aim should be to provide objective information on the need to use plant 
protection products, and ways of making such use sustainable, and their importance for 
modern food production.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas + Glenis Willmott, Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 161
Article 7

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their
health and environmental effects and non-
chemical alternatives.

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their 
health and environmental risks and short 
and long-term adverse effects, and non-
chemical alternatives.

Or. en

Justification

The public must be informed about both the health and environmental risks and short and 
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long-term adverse effects related to the use of pesticides, along with information on the non-
chemical alternatives available. This would enable people to have the information necessary
to make informed and knowledgeable decisions and actions regarding the protection of their 
health and surrounding environment.

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Esther De Lange

Amendment 162
Article 7

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their 
health and environmental effects and non-
chemical alternatives.

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
balanced information relating to pesticides 
for the general public.

Or. nl

Justification

Awareness programmes should provide information about both the disadvantages and the 
advantages of using crop protection products. As it stands, the text is too one-sidedly 
concerned with risks and hazards. Crop protection products enable more efficient use to be 
made of farmland, for example.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 163
Article 7

Awareness programmes Awareness programmes, monitoring and 
research

Member States shall promote and facilitate 
awareness programmes and availability of 
information relating to pesticides for the 
general public, in particular regarding their 
health and environmental effects and non-
chemical alternatives.

1. Member States shall promote and 
facilitate awareness programmes and 
availability of information relating to 
pesticides for the general public, in 
particular regarding their acute and chronic 
health and environmental effects, hazards
and non-chemical alternatives.

2. Member States shall set in place 
mandatory systems for gathering 
information on pesticide acute and chronic 
poisoning incidents, especially among 
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pesticide operators, workers, residents and 
any other groups that may be exposed to 
pesticides regularly. 
3. Member States shall regularly monitor 
and collect information on indicator 
species exposed to pesticides and on 
pesticides in the environment, such as in 
fresh and marine waters, soil and air, and 
report on this information regularly to the 
Commission. 
4. Member States shall carry out long-term 
research programmes into specific 
situations where pesticides have been 
linked to impacts on human health and the 
environment, including studies on high-
risk groups, biological diversity and 
combination effects.
5. To enhance comparability of 
information, the Commission, in 
cooperation with the Member States, shall 
develop within three years of the entry into 
force of this Directive a strategic guidance 
document on monitoring and surveying of 
impacts on human health and the 
environment from use of pesticides.

Or. en

Justification

Awareness programmes should not forget chronic health effects of pesticides. Monitoring and 
research are necessary in Member States to collect information and quantify health and 
environmental impacts of pesticides. A reporting system is already in place in the EU for 
pesticide residues in food but no system exists to monitor poisoning incidents and 
environmental effects of pesticides.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 164
Article 8, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that pesticide 
application equipment and accessories in 
professional use shall be subject to 
inspections at regular intervals.

1. Member States shall ensure that pesticide 
application equipment and accessories in 
professional use shall be subject to 
inspections at regular intervals not 
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exceeding five years.

Or. fr

Justification

A maximum interval for the inspection of crop sprayers must be laid down.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 165
Article 8, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that pesticide 
application equipment and accessories in 
professional use shall be subject to 
inspections at regular intervals.

1. Member States shall ensure that pesticide 
application equipment and accessories in 
professional use shall be subject to 
mandatory inspections at regular intervals.

For that purpose, they shall establish 
certificate systems designed to allow the 
verification of inspections.

For that purpose, they shall establish 
mandatory certificate systems designed to 
allow the verification of inspections.

Or. pl

Justification

Safe handling of pesticides is extremely important. An obligation to carry out inspections will 
ensure oversight of the implementation of the provisions of this directive – particularly as 
regards safety.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 166
Article 8, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall ensure that pesticide 
application equipment and accessories in 
professional use shall be subject to 
inspections at regular intervals.

1. Member States shall introduce incentive 
schemes designed to ensure that pesticide 
application equipment and accessories in 
professional use shall be subject to 
inspections at regular intervals.

For that purpose, they shall establish 
certificate systems designed to allow the 
verification of inspections.

Or. de
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Justification

Incentive schemes are more likely to persuade users to agree to equipment inspections than 
compulsory measures.

Amendment by Glenis Willmott

Amendment 167
Article 8, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. This Article shall not apply to low-
volume, manual equipment such as 
knapsack sprayers and weed wipes.

Or. en

Justification

Given the numbers and types of sprayers involved, ranging from knapsack sprayers to "weed 
wipers" and the current definition of pesticide application equipment covering any equipment 
designed to apply pesticides the costs and administrative burden of testing every single 
handheld sprayer would be hugely disproportionate to the environmental benefits.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 168
Article 8, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. The Member States may allow an 
exemption from the provisions laid down in 
this Article in the case of equipment the 
inspection of which represents in 
administrative terms a burden which is 
disproportionate to the scale of the hazards 
associated with the use of that equipment.

Or. fr

Justification

Where small items of equipment are concerned the inspection formalities may be out of 
proportion to the hazards which such equipment may present.
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Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 169
Article 8, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. The inspections shall verify that the 
pesticide application equipment and 
accessories are satisfying the essential health 
and safety and environmental requirements 
listed in Annex II.

2. The inspections shall verify that the 
pesticide application equipment and 
accessories are satisfying the essential health 
and safety and environmental requirements.

Or. de

Justification

Follow-up amendment in line with the deletion of Annex II.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 170
Article 8, paragraph 3

3. Within five years from the date referred 
to in Article 20(1), Member States shall 
ensure that all pesticide application 
equipment and accessories for professional 
use have been inspected at least once, and 
that only pesticide application equipment 
and accessories having successfully passed 
inspection are in professional use.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

In keeping with the subsidiarity principle, this specific provision is unnecessary.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 171
Article 8, paragraph 3

3. Within five years from the date referred to 
in Article 20(1), Member States shall ensure 
that all pesticide application equipment and 
accessories for professional use have been 

3. Within two years from the date referred to 
in Article 20(1), Member States shall ensure 
that all pesticide application equipment and 
accessories for professional use have been 
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inspected at least once, and that only 
pesticide application equipment and 
accessories having successfully passed 
inspection are in professional use.

inspected at least once, and that only 
pesticide application equipment and 
accessories having successfully passed 
inspection are in professional use. 
Compulsory inspections must subsequently 
take place at least once a year and random 
inspections should also be considered.

Or. en

Justification

Spraying pesticides is a hazardous activity and therefore all application equipment and 
accessories for professional use should be tested on a regular basis as damage could occur to 
the equipment at any time, (even shortly after it may have passed one test and long before 
another). Compulsory testing of at least once a year, as well as the possibility of random 
testing should be required after the initial inspection, which should be within two years from 
the date referred to in Article 20(1).

Amendment by Glenis Willmott

Amendment 172
Article 8, paragraph 3

3. Within five years from the date referred to 
in Article 20(1), Member States shall ensure 
that all pesticide application equipment and 
accessories for professional use have been 
inspected at least once, and that only 
pesticide application equipment and 
accessories having successfully passed 
inspection are in professional use.

3. Within five years from the date referred to 
in Article 20(1), Member States shall ensure 
that all pesticide application equipment and 
accessories for professional use have been 
inspected at least once, and that only 
pesticide application equipment and 
accessories having successfully passed 
inspection are in professional use. 
Compulsory inspections must subsequently 
take place at least every five years.

Or. en

Justification

After the initial test within 5 years of the date referred to in article 20(1) there should be 
provisions for further testing every 5 years The Commission proposal is silent on this.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 173
Article 8, paragraph 3
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3. Within five years from the date referred to 
in Article 20(1), Member States shall ensure 
that all pesticide application equipment and 
accessories for professional use have been 
inspected at least once, and that only 
pesticide application equipment and 
accessories having successfully passed 
inspection are in professional use.

3. Within five years from the date referred to 
in Article 20(1), Member States shall ensure 
that application-equipment inspection 
facilities have been approved and are in 
existence throughout the rural area 
concerned.

Within seven years from the date referred 
to in Article 20(1), Member States shall 
ensure that all pesticide application 
equipment and accessories for professional 
use have been inspected at least once, and 
that only pesticide application equipment 
and accessories having successfully passed 
inspection are in professional use.

Or. fr

Justification

Le degré d’exigence de l’annexe II est très élevé et de telles inspections ne pourront avoir lieu 
que sur des bancs d’essai. Aujourd’hui, de telles installations n’existent pas en nombre 
suffisant dans les Etats membres, et ne sont pas homologuées. 
Il convient donc, pour la bonne applicabilité de l’article 8, paragraphe 3, de prévoir d’abord 
la mise en place des installations d’inspection, avant d’imposer l’inspection du matériel. 
De plus, un délai de sept ans pour l’inspection du matériel est raisonnable, dans la mesure où 
le niveau d’exigence étant élevé, le coût d’acquisition d’un équipement adéquat est très lourd 
pour les petites exploitations agricoles et viticoles.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 174
Article 8, paragraph 4

4. Member States shall designate bodies 
responsible for carrying out the inspections 
and inform the Commission thereof.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

Superfluous.
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Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 175
Article 8, paragraph 5

5. The Commission may, in accordance 
with the procedure referred to in Article 
18(3), amend Annex II for adaptation to 
technical progress.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

Follow-up amendment in line with the deletion of Annex II.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 176
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prohibit aerial 
spraying subject to paragraphs 2-6.

1. Member States shall prohibit aerial 
spraying subject to paragraphs 2-7.

Or. fr

Justification

La mesure d’interdiction des pulvérisations aériennes a mise à mal car la Commission 
propose des dérogations sans les encadrer strictement. 

Parmi ces dérogations il est question du fait qu’il ne doit pas y avoir « d’autres solutions 
viables ». La viabilité des alternatives inclut la viabilité économique, ce qui signifie qu’il 
serait possible de demander une dérogation uniquement sur des considérations économiques. 
La pulvérisation aérienne ne devrait pas être possible uniquement parce que c’est la solution 
la moins coûteuse. 

De plus, l’évaluation comparative du risque devrait être entreprise en incluant tous les 
impacts potentiels sur la santé et sur l’environnement, par exemple les effets sur la 
biodiversité, les effets sur la ressource en eau potable.

Afin que le principe de l’interdiction ne puisse être contourné, la seule dérogation possible 
est celle relative à des terrains non accessibles pour les engins de pulvérisation terrestre. 
Toutefois, il convient aussi d'encadrer et de limiter le recours à la pulvérasation aérienne 
dans ce cas de dérogation.
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Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 177
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prohibit aerial 
spraying subject to paragraphs 2-6.

1. Member States shall authorise aerial 
spraying in keeping with the provisions of 
paragraphs 2-5.

Or. de

Justification

Für ein generelles Verbot der Ausbringung von Pestiziden aus der Luft, wie in Artikel 9 
vorgeschlagen, gibt es keine fachliche Begründung. Für bestimmte Sonderkulturen in 
zahlreichen Regionen Europas hat das Sprühen aus der Luft eine lange Tradition, wie z. B. im 
Weinbau in Steillagen. Das landgestützte Ausbringen von Pestiziden ist mit einem 
unverhältnismäßig hohen Aufwand verbunden. Darüber hinaus ermöglicht das Sprühen aus 
der Luft leicht kontrollierbaren und reduzierten Einsatz von Pestiziden und 
Pflanzenschutzmitteln. Nach Untersuchungen in Steillagen von Weinbergen in Deutschland 
ist die Menge der ausgebrachten Pestizide erheblich niedriger als bei individueller 
landgestützter Ausbringung. Durch nationale Regelungen werden bereits heute Abstände zur 
Wohnbebauung, Anmeldepflichten, Genehmigungspflichten, die Sperrung von Straßen und 
witterungsbedingte Vorgaben so angewandt, dass eine erhöhte Gefährdung der Umwelt und 
des Menschen weitgehend ausgeschlossen werden kann. Im Übrigen liegt es in der 
Entscheidung der Mitgliedstaaten anhand des Kriterienkatalogs von Artikel 9 Kulturpflanzen, 
Gebiete und besondere Auflagen zu genehmigen.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 178
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prohibit aerial 
spraying subject to paragraphs 2-6.

1. Member States shall prohibit all aerial 
spraying.

Or. en

Justification

Considering it has been accepted by the Commission that aerial spraying has the potential to 
cause significant adverse impacts on human health then there should be a complete ban on 
aerial spraying without any derogations. 
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas + Christofer Fjellner

Amendment 179
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall define and make 
public crops, areas and particular 
requirements for application, where by way 
of derogation from paragraph 1, aerial 
spraying may be authorised.

deleted

Or. xm

Justification

As per justification for Article 9, paragraph 1. (Caroline Lucas)

It is impossible for Member States to name all the crops and areas concerned in advance or 
to say under which particular conditions aerial spraying may be authorised. Derogations 
should instead by granted in accordance with Article 9(4). (Christofer Fjellner)

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 180
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall define and make 
public crops, areas and particular 
requirements for application, where by way 
of derogation from paragraph 1, aerial 
spraying may be authorised.

4. Derogations may be granted only where 
the following conditions are fulfilled:

(a) the area where aerial spraying is to be 
carried out is not accessible to land-based 
spraying machines on account of the 
nature of the terrain; 
(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying;
(c) the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2).
Aerial spraying may not be carried out if 
any of the following conditions is met:
(a) it is raining,
(b) there is a wind blowing at over 20 kph,
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(c) the crops on inaccessible land are 
situated less than 200 metres away from 
dwellings or activity areas (economic, 
commercial or leisure activities, parks and 
gardens),
(d) the crops on inaccessible land are less 
than 150 metres away from any highway.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 9(1)

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 181
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall define and make 
public crops, areas and particular 
requirements for application, where by way 
of derogation from paragraph 1, aerial 
spraying may be authorised.

2. Member States shall define and make 
public crops, areas and particular 
requirements for application, where aerial 
spraying may be authorised.

Or. de

Justification

See justification for the amendment to Article 9(1).

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 182
Article 9, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall designate the 
authorities competent for granting 
derogations, and inform the Commission 
thereof.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

As per justification for Article 9, paragraph 1.
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Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 183
Article 9, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall designate the 
authorities competent for granting 
derogations, and inform the Commission 
thereof.

3. Member States shall designate the 
authorities competent for granting 
authorisations, and inform the Commission 
thereof.

Or. de

Justification

See justification for the amendment to Article 9(1).

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 184
Article 9, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall designate the 
authorities competent for granting 
derogations, and inform the Commission 
thereof.

3. Member States shall designate the 
authorities competent for monitoring aerial 
spraying, and inform the Commission 
thereof.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 9(1).

Amendment by Caroline Lucas + Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + 
Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 185
Article 9, paragraph 4

4. Derogations may only be granted where 
the following conditions are fulfilled:

deleted

(a) there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 
reduced impacts on health and the 
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environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides
(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying
(c) the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2). 
The authorisation shall specify the 
measures necessary for warning residents, 
bystanders and for protecting the 
environment in the vicinity of the area 
sprayed.

Or. en

Justification

As per justification for Article 9, paragraph 1. (Caroline Lucas)

Arial spraying should be banned without derogations. (Margrete Auken and others)

In support of a general ban without derogations. (Kathy Sinnott)

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 186
Article 9, paragraph 4

4. Derogations may only be granted where 
the following conditions are fulfilled:

4. A professional user wishing to apply 
pesticides by aerial spraying shall submit to 
the competent authority six weeks prior to 
the planned aerial-spraying period a 
notification specifying the area concerned 
(exact location and size), the type of crop 
concerned, the type of pesticide to be used, 
the farmer requesting aerial spraying, the 
supplier carrying out the aerial spraying, 
the type and registration number of the 
machine/aircraft and the place of 
registration, and also the planned spraying 
period.

(a) there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 

The spraying period shall not exceed two 
calendar weeks.
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reduced impacts on health and the 
environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides
(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

The notification shall contain at least the 
following information concerning the 
requesting farmer and the supplier 
carrying out the aerial spraying: the 
names, addresses, telephone and fax 
numbers, e-mail addresses and website 
addresses of the farmer and the aerial 
sprayer (if such websites exist).

(c) the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2).
The authorisation shall specify the 
measures necessary for warning residents, 
bystanders and for protecting the 
environment in the vicinity of the area 
sprayed.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 9(1).

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 187
Article 9, paragraph 4

4. Derogations may only be granted where 
the following conditions are fulfilled:

4. Authorisations may only be granted 
where the following conditions are fulfilled:

(a) there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 
reduced impacts on health and the 
environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides

(a) there must be no viable, economically 
acceptable alternatives, or there must be 
clear advantages in terms of reduced impacts 
on health and the environment in 
comparison to land-based application of 
pesticides

(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

(c) the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2).

(c) the pilot or operator preparing and 
carrying out the aerial spraying must hold a 
certificate referred to in Article 5(2).

The authorisation shall specify the measures 
necessary for warning residents, bystanders 

The authorisation shall specify the measures 
necessary for warning residents, bystanders 
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and for protecting the environment in the 
vicinity of the area sprayed.

and for protecting the environment in the 
vicinity of the area sprayed.

Or. de

Justification

See justification for the amendment to Article 9(1).

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 188
Article 9, paragraph 4

4. Derogations may only be granted where
the following conditions are fulfilled:

4. Aerial spraying shall be authorised only 
under the following conditions:

(a) there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 
reduced impacts on health and the 
environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides

(a) there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 
reduced impacts on health and the 
environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides

(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

(c) the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2).

(c) the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2).

The authorisation shall specify the 
measures necessary for warning residents, 
bystanders and for protecting the 
environment in the vicinity of the area 
sprayed.

(ca) all the requisite measures must be 
taken in order to provide warning in good 
time for residents and bystanders and for 
protecting the environment in the vicinity of 
the area sprayed

(cb) aerial spraying shall be notified in 
advance to the competent authority and 
where appropriate authorised by that 
authority.

Or. fr

Justification

The decision to introduce an authorisation or notification procedure is left to the Member 
States’ discretion. In any event, spraying is admissible only if the provisions laid down in 
paragraph 4 are complied with. Furthermore, the Commission proposal was needlessly 
bureaucratic.
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 189
Article 9, paragraph 4, point (a)

(a) there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 
reduced impacts on health and the 
environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides;

(a) there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 
reduced impacts on human health and the 
environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides;

Or. pl

Justification

Necessary clarification.

Amendment by Frédérique Ries

Amendment 190
Article 9, paragraph 4, points (a) - (c)

(a). there must be no viable alternatives, or 
there must be clear advantages in terms of 
reduced impacts on health and the 
environment in comparison to land-based 
application of pesticides 

(a). there must be no viable alternatives

(b). the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

(b). the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

(c). the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2).

(c). the operator carrying out the aerial 
spraying must hold a certificate referred to 
in Article 5(2)

(ca) the area to be sprayed is not in close 
proximity to public or residential areas and 
there are no effects on the health of 
residents or bystanders.

Or. en

Justification

In support of a general ban of aerial spraying practice with derogations clearly defined.
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Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 191
Article 9, paragraph 4, point (b)

(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying

(b) the pesticides used must be explicitly 
authorised for aerial spraying; substances 
classified as very toxic (R50) to aquatic 
organisms shall not be authorised for aerial 
spraying

Or. en

Justification

Substances should be authorised with special precaution for aerial spraying. Pollution to the 
aquatic environment due to drifts should be minimised, that is why certain hazardous 
substances should not be used for aerial spraying.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 192
Article 9, paragraph 4, points (c a) and (c b) (new)

(ca) the aerial craft is equipped with the 
best available technology to reduce spray 
drift (e.g. low-drift nozzles)
(cb) the socio-economic and environmental 
benefits outweigh the potential effects on 
the health of residents and bystanders

Or. en

Justification

In support of a general ban with derogations clearly defined.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská

Amendment 193
Article 9, paragraph 4, point (c a) (new)

(ca) there are no impacts on residents and 
bystanders 

Or. en
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Justification

Derogations should not be possible if the health of residents or bystanders is affected 
negatively.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas + Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + 
Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 194
Article 9, paragraph 5

5. A professional user wishing to apply 
pesticides by aerial spraying shall submit a 
request to the competent authority 
accompanied by data supporting that the 
conditions referred to in paragraph 4 are 
fulfilled.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

As per justification for Article 9, paragraph 4.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 195
Article 9, paragraph 5

5. A professional user wishing to apply 
pesticides by aerial spraying shall submit a 
request to the competent authority 
accompanied by data supporting that the 
conditions referred to in paragraph 4 are 
fulfilled.

5. The competent authority shall take a 
decision concerning the aerial-spraying 
notification and shall forward it to the 
notifier without delay.

The decision relating to the aerial spraying 
shall be published without delay on the 
websites of the competent authority, of its 
parent ministry or administration, of the 
agriculture ministry, of the environment or 
ecology ministry and of the local and 
regional administrations concerned.
It shall be displayed in a visible and readily 
identifiable fashion on the premises of the 
public administrations and of the shops and 
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businesses in the localities affected by the 
aerial spraying.
Within a one-kilometre-wide perimeter 
around the fields affected by aerial 
spraying, signs shall be put up indicating 
the period of aerial spraying and the fields 
or areas affected.
Persons living within the perimeter referred 
to in the above subparagraph shall be 
informed without delay of the aerial 
spraying through the distribution of a 
document containing the information 
referred to in paragraph 4 and the 
conditions referred to in paragraph 2.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 9(1).

Amendment by Irena Belohorská

Amendment 196
Article 9, paragraph 5

5. A professional user wishing to apply 
pesticides by aerial spraying shall submit a 
request to the competent authority 
accompanied by data supporting that the 
conditions referred to in paragraph 4 are 
fulfilled. 

5. A professional user wishing to apply 
pesticides by aerial spraying shall submit a 
request to the competent authority 
accompanied by data supporting that the 
conditions referred to in paragraph 4 are 
fulfilled. The notification shall contain 
information about the time of spraying, the 
amounts and the type of pesticides applied.

Or. en

Justification

The public should be fully informed about the time of spraying, the amounts and the type of 
pesticides applied in order to be able to protect themselves from the risk of exposure.
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas + Werner Langen + Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto 
Musacchio + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 197
Article 9, paragraph 6

6. The competent authorities shall keep 
records of derogations granted.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

As per justification for Article 9, paragraph 4.

Amendment by Frédérique Ries + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman, 
Anders Wijkman

Amendment 198
Article 9, paragraph 6

6. The competent authorities shall keep 
records of derogations granted.

6. The competent authorities shall keep 
records of derogations granted and shall 
make them available to the public.

Or. en

Justification

The public should have access to information and the competent authorities shall make it 
available. (Frédérique Ries)

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann
Amendment 199

Article 9, paragraph 6

6. The competent authorities shall keep 
records of derogations granted.

6. Professional users shall give the 
competent authority three days' notice that 
aerial spraying is to be carried out.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 9(1).
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Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 200
Article 9, paragraph 6 a (new)

6a. The competent authorities shall keep 
records of derogations granted for five 
years after the date upon which the aerial 
spraying was notified.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 9(1).

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 201
Article 9 a (new)

Article 9a
Ground spraying

Farmers shall inform any neighbours who 
could be exposed to the spray drift before 
the product is used and who have requested 
to be informed by means of a centralised 
system of information or signalling. 

Or. en

Justification

In the previous article on aerial spraying, provisions are set for warning residents and 
bystanders. Similar provisions have to be set for ground spraying to warn residents. 
Numbering is henceforth changed. 

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 202
Article 10

Article 10 Deleted
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Specific measures to protect the aquatic 
environment
1. Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, preference is given to:
(a) products that are not dangerous for the 
aquatic environment
(b) most efficient application techniques, 
including the use of low-drift application 
equipment.
2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are 
established on fields adjacent to water 
courses, and in particular to safeguard 
zones for the abstraction of drinking water 
established in accordance with Article 7(3) 
of Directive 2000/60/EC.
The dimensions of the buffer zones shall be 
defined as a function of the risks of 
pollution and the agricultural 
characteristics of the area concerned.
3. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate measures are taken to limit the 
aerial drift of pesticides at least in vertical 
crops, including orchards, vineyards, and 
hops directly adjacent to a water course.
4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far 
as possible or eliminated if appropriate on 
or along roads, railway lines, very 
permeable surfaces or other infrastructure 
close to surface water or groundwater, or 
on sealed 

Or. de

Justification

Artikel 10 ist zu streichen, da es sich hierbei um zulassungsrelevante Fragen handelt, die im 
Rahmen der nationalen Pflanzenschutzmittelzulassung bereits mittelspezifisch festgelegt 
werden. Eine wie in Artikel 10 vorgesehene pauschale Forderung nach Festlegung von 
Pufferbereichen etc. wird den speziellen Anforderungen der verschiedenen Wirkstoffe bzw. 
Pflanzenschutzmittel nicht gerecht.
Bei der Verwendung von Pflanzenschutzmitteln müssen die im Rahmen der nationalen 



PE 388.389v01-00 102/179 AM\662795EN.doc

EN

Pflanzenschutzmittelzulassung festgelegten Anwendungsbestimmungen des spezifischen 
Mittels eingehalten werden. In diesen zulassungsrelevanten Bestimmungen wird unter 
anderem der Abstand zu Gewässern bereits geregelt, so dass die Festlegung in dieser 
Richtlinie zu einer Doppelregulierung führen würde. Ebenso beinhalten die 
Anwendungsbestimmungen die Pflicht zur Verwendung abdriftmindernder Techniken oder 
ähnliches. Somit sind weiterführende Auflagen entbehrlich. Neben diesen spezifischen 
Anwendungsbestimmungen zusätzliche Auflagen zu erteilen, wäre fachlich nicht geboten und 
würde der speziellen Situation vor Ort nicht gerecht werden. Weiterhin wird die 
Pflanzenschutzmittelanwendung in Trinkwasserschutzgebieten bereits durch nationale 
Trinkwasserschutzgebietsverordnungen auf Grundlage der EU-Trinkwasserverordnung 
geregelt und muss an dieser Stelle nicht noch einmal aufgeführt werden. Ebenso werden in 
Zukunft auch die Bewirtschaftungspläne und Maßnahmenprogramme nach der 
Wasserrahmenrichtlinie und der Grundwasserrichtlinie diese Regelungsbereiche aufgreifen.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 203
Article 10, paragraph 1, introduction

1. Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, preference is given to:

1. Within two years of the entry into force 
of this Directive, Member States shall 
ensure that, when pesticides are used in the 
vicinity of water bodies, preference is given 
to:

Or. fr

Justification

La proposition de directive préconise la mise en place de bandes tampons qui doivent être 
déterminées « en fonction des risques de pollution et des caractéristiques agricoles des zones 
à protéger ». Dans un but de renforcement de la protection du milieu aquatique, il y a lieu 
d’aller plus loin et d’obliger les Etats Membres à mettre en place des zones tampons de 10 
mètres minimum dans les champs longeant les cours d’eau, dans les 2 ans de l’entrée en 
vigueur de la directive. Une zone tampon de 10 mètres autours des cours d’eau a déjà été 
mise en place dans certains Etats membres, comme au Danemark par exemple. 

De plus, lorsqu’il n’est pas possible de supprimer l’utilisation des pesticides, il y a lieu au 
minimum de réduire sévèrement leur application sur ou le long des routes et des voies ferrées, 
sur les surfaces très perméables ou d’autres infrastructures proches d’eaux souterraines ou 
superficielles, ou sur des surfaces imperméables où le risque de ruissellement dans les eaux 
de surfaces ou dans les égouts est élevée. Ces restrictions sont nécessaires en plus de 
l’application des règles de la lutte intégrée contre les nuisibles qui impliquent déjà une 
réduction « autant que possible » de l’utilisation des pesticides. Les règles de l’IPM devraient 
donc déjà constituer la base minimum de toute action contre les nuisibles et être complétées 
par des mesures encore plus restrictives. 
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 204
Article 10, paragraph 1, introduction

1. Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, preference is given to:

1. Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, particularly bodies of drinking 
water, preference is given to:

Or. pl

Justification

Drinking water resources are of fundamental importance to society. Bodies of drinking water 
should therefore be given special protection. 

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 205
Article 10, paragraph 1, introduction

1. Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, preference is given to:

1. Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, particularly those intended for use 
as drinking water, preference is given to:

Or. nl

Justification

Water bodies intended for use as drinking water require extra protection.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Glenis Willmott + Werner Langen

Amendment 206
Article 10, paragraph 1, introduction and point (a)

1.Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, preference is given to:

1.Member States shall ensure that, when 
pesticides are used in the vicinity of water 
bodies, and in particular water bodies used 
for human consumption, preference is 
given to:

(a) products that are not dangerous for the 
aquatic environment

(a) products that are not of high risk of 
entering the aquatic environment
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Or. xm

Justification

Water bodies used for drinking water abstraction purposes should particularly be protected 
in order to ensure that objectives set under Article 7 of the WFD relating to the protection of 
water bodies intended for the abstraction of drinking water as well as the 0.1microgram/liter 
values as set by the drinking water directive can be achieved. (Dan Jørgensen and others)

Bodies of water used for human consumption should be subject to special protection in order 
to uphold the provisions of Article 7 of the water framework directive. (Werner Langen)

Amendment by Frieda Brepoels

Amendment 207
Article 10, paragraph 1, point (a)

(a) products that are not dangerous for the 
aquatic environment;

(a) products that entail less risks to the 
water;

Or. nl

Justification

De kaderrichtlijn water, de richtlijn biociden, de nieuwe richtlijn prioritaire stoffen in het 
oppervlakte water, de regelgeving inzake drinkwater en nog enkele andere richtlijnen vormen 
reeds een behoorlijk kader inzake de bescherming van het "aquatische milieu". Het lijkt dan 
ook aangewezen dat er eerst in detail onderzocht wordt of het bestaande kader niet reeds 
voldoende bescherming biedt en dat er in deze richtlijn een link gelegd wordt met de 
bestaande wetgevende instrumenten zodat er enkel nieuwe, bijkomende maatregelen 
opgenomen worden.  
Daarenboven zou de term "gevaarlijk" te verregaand zijn omdat "gevaarlijke producten" 
volgens het Gemeenschapsrecht sowiezo niet in de nabijheid van water mogen gebruikt 
worden.

Amendment by Irena Belohorská

Amendment 208
Article 10, paragraph 1, point (a)

(a) products that are not dangerous for the 
aquatic environment 

(a) products that are classified as not 
dangerous for the aquatic environment 
pursuant to Directive 1999/45/EC of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
31 May 1999 concerning the 
approximation of the laws, regulations and 
administrative provisions of the Member 
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States relating to the classification, 
packaging and labelling of dangerous 
preparations.

Or. en

Justification

For the purposes of clarity, it needs to be precisely defined which substances are classified as 
not dangerous for the aquatic environment.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 209
Article 10, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to water courses, and in
particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

2. Member States shall ensure that buffer 
zones at least 10 metres wide, where 
pesticides must not be applied or stored, are 
established on fields adjacent to water 
courses, and in particular to safeguard zones 
for the abstraction of drinking water 
established in accordance with Article 7(3) 
of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to amendment to Article 10(1).

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 210
Article 10, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to water courses, and in 
particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

2. Member States shall ensure that buffer 
zones of at least 15 metres in width, where 
pesticides must not be applied or stored, are 
established on fields adjacent to water 
courses, and in particular to safeguard zones 
for the abstraction of drinking water 
established in accordance with Article 7(3) 
of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en
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Justification

Buffer zones should have a minimum size of 15 metres where the use of pesticides should be 
prohibited. Pesticides should be prohibited in permeable areas were the risks of run-off and 
leaching are the greatest.

Amendment by Ambroise Guellec

Amendment 211
Article 10, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to water courses, and in 
particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

2. Member States shall take the necessary 
action to protect bodies of water, in 
particular by ensuring that appropriate 
buffer zones, where pesticides must not be 
applied or stored, are established on fields 
adjacent to water courses, and in particular 
to safeguard zones for the abstraction of 
drinking water established in accordance 
with Article 7(3) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. fr

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 212
Article 10, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to water courses, and in 
particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to residential areas, water 
courses, and in particular to safeguard zones 
for the abstraction of drinking water 
established in accordance with Article 7(3) 
of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. nl

Justification

For residential areas, clean water is essential. They should therefore also be mentioned in the 
text.
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Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 213
Article 10, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to water courses, and in 
particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

2. Member States shall take approriate 
action to protect bodies of water, in 
particular by ensuring that appropriate 
buffer zones, where pesticides must not be 
applied or stored, are established on fields 
adjacent to water courses, and in particular 
to safeguard zones for the abstraction of 
drinking water established in accordance 
with Article 7(3) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

The dimensions of the buffer zones shall be 
defined as a function of the risks of 
pollution and the agricultural 
characteristics of the area concerned.

Or. fr

Justification

This amendment strengthens the link between the Framework Directive on water and this 
Directive.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 214
Article 10, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to water courses, and in 
particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC. 

2. Within one year after the entry into force 
of this Directive, Member States shall 
ensure that mandatory no-spray zones of at 
least 100 metres in width, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent or near to water courses, 
and in particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

The dimensions of the buffer zones shall be 
defined as a function of the risks of 
pollution and the agricultural 
characteristics of the area concerned.
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Or. en

Justification

This is in line with the amendment suggested for Recital 11. Pesticides have been shown to 
travel considerable distances which can result in surface water and groundwater being at risk 
of contamination from a number of sources. Therefore to avoid pollution of the aquatic 
environment substantial measures must be introduced. 

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, 

Amendment 215
Article 10, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are established 
on fields adjacent to water courses, and in 
particular to safeguard zones for the 
abstraction of drinking water established in 
accordance with Article 7(3) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

2. Member States shall ensure that buffer 
zones of at least 10 metres in width, where 
pesticides must not be applied or stored, are 
established on fields adjacent to water 
courses, and in particular to safeguard zones 
for the abstraction of drinking water 
established in accordance with Article 7(3) 
of Directive 2000/60/EC.

The dimensions of the buffer zones shall be 
defined as a function of the risks of pollution 
and the agricultural characteristics of the 
area concerned.

The dimensions of the buffer zones shall be 
defined as a function of the risks of pollution 
and the agricultural characteristics of the 
area concerned. 

Furthermore Member States shall ensure 
that, in safeguard zones for the abstraction 
of drinking water in accordance with 
Article 7(3) of Directive 2000/60/EC, 
additional measures are taken to prevent 
contamination of water with pesticides 
including, where necessary, tighter 
restrictions on use of some high-risk 
products, enhanced use of buffer zones, 
specific training and awareness of advisors 
and spray operators, and strict enforcement 
of best practice in filling, mixing and 
disposal of pesticides.

Or. en

Justification

Buffer zones should be at least 10 meters to ensure a general minimum protection of water 
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courses and bodies. However, although buffer zones are necessary, they are not sufficient to 
address the problems of the proven routes of pesticides to water. They will not necessarily 
prevent leaching through field drains or surface run-off which is one of the main pathways. It 
is therefore important that other measures be implemented to ensure that the objectives set in 
article 7 (3) of the Water Framework Directive can be adequately achieved and ensure 
protection of water bodies intended for drinking water abstraction.

Amendment by Irena Belohorská

Amendment 216
Article 10, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2

The dimensions of the buffer zones shall be 
defined as a function of the risks of pollution 
and the agricultural characteristics of the 
area concerned.

The dimensions of the buffer zones shall be 
defined as a function of the risks of pollution 
and the agricultural and climate
characteristics of the area concerned.

Or. en

Justification

Not only agricultural, but also weather conditions must be taken into consideration.

Amendment by Jens-Peter Bonde

Amendment 217
Article 10, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2 a (new)

Member States may specify whatever 
pesticide-free zones they consider necessary 
to safeguard drinking water resources. 
Such pesticide-free zones may cover the 
entire Member State.

Or. da

Justification

It is important to ensure that the victory won in the groundwater directive is carried forward 
into this directive in order to ensure the availability of drinking water.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 218
Article 10, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2 a (new)
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Safeguard zones established in accordance 
with Article 7(3) of Directive 2000/60/EC 
shall be of such size as the competent 
national body deems necessary to protect 
drinking water supplies and may cover the 
whole territory of a Member State. 

Or. en

Justification

The Water Framework Directive (article 7) provides for the introduction of safeguard zones 
to protect drinking water bodies. Following the agreement between Parliament and Council 
on the Ground Water Directive (2006/118/EC) it was made clear that in special cases such 
zones could cover the whole territory of a Member State. This was done to provide the 
necessary protection particularly in cases where groundwater is abstracted and used 
uncleansed as drinking water and this amendment simply introduces the formulation from the 
Ground Water Directive with regard to the dimensions of such safeguard zones.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 219
Article 10, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate measures are taken to limit the 
aerial drift of pesticides at least in vertical 
crops, including orchards, vineyards, and 
hops directly adjacent to a water course.

3. Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate measures are taken to limit the 
aerial drift and long-range transportation of 
pesticides at least in vertical crops, including 
orchards, vineyards, and hops directly 
adjacent or near to a water course, by 
ensuring that pesticide use in such areas is 
prohibited and non-chemical alternatives 
are used. 

Or. en

Justification

Pesticides have been shown to travel considerable distances which can result in water 
courses being at risk of contamination from a number of sources. Therefore to avoid pollution 
of the aquatic environment substantial measures must be introduced.

Amendment by Christofer Fjellner

Amendment 220
Article 10, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall ensure that 3. Member States shall ensure that 
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appropriate measures are taken to limit the 
aerial drift of pesticides at least in vertical 
crops, including orchards, vineyards, and 
hops directly adjacent to a water course.

appropriate measures are taken to limit the 
aerial drift of pesticides directly adjacent to 
a water course.

Or. sv

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 221
Article 10, paragraph 4

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far as 
possible or eliminated if appropriate on or 
along roads, railway lines, very permeable
surfaces or other infrastructure close to 
surface water or groundwater, or on sealed 
surfaces with high risk of run-off into 
surface water or sewage systems.

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far as 
possible or eliminated if appropriate on or 
along roads, railway lines, surfaces made up 
of permeable rock, in sloping areas or other 
infrastructure close to surface water or 
groundwater, or on sealed surfaces with high 
risk of run-off into surface water or sewage 
systems.

Or. pl

Justification

Loose rocks favour the penetration of various substances and rainwater into the lower strata. 
For example, sandy ground facilitates the migration of compounds dissolved in water deep 
into the soil, as opposed to clayey soil, which is only slightly permeable.

Steeply inclined slopes accentuate leaching and runoff – particularly after fierce downpours –
of mixtures of earth particles and any fertilisers and plant protection products including 
pesticides that have been used, to lower parts of slopes used for farming or into surface 
water.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira, Marie-Noëlle Lienemann

Amendment 222
Article 10, paragraph 4

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far as 
possible or eliminated if appropriate on or 
along roads, railway lines, very permeable 
surfaces or other infrastructure close to 
surface water or groundwater, or on sealed 

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is greatly reduced 
or eliminated if appropriate on or along 
roads, railway lines, very permeable surfaces 
or other infrastructure close to surface water 
or groundwater, or on sealed surfaces with 
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surfaces with high risk of run-off into 
surface water or sewage systems.

high risk of run-off into surface water or 
sewage systems.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to amendment to Article 10(1).

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 223
Article 10, paragraph 4

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far as 
possible or eliminated if appropriate on or 
along roads, railway lines, very permeable 
surfaces or other infrastructure close to 
surface water or groundwater, or on sealed 
surfaces with high risk of run-off into 
surface water or sewage systems.

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is eliminated on or 
along roads, railway lines, very permeable
surfaces or other infrastructure close to 
surface water or groundwater, or on sealed 
surfaces with high risk of run-off into 
surface water or sewage systems. In all 
these areas non-chemical alternatives 
should be used.

Or. en

Justification

To eliminate pollution of these areas non-chemical alternatives should be used.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer

Amendment 224
Article 10, paragraph 4

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far as 
possible or eliminated if appropriate on or 
along roads, railway lines, very permeable 
surfaces or other infrastructure close to 
surface water or groundwater, or on sealed 
surfaces with high risk of run-off into 
surface water or sewage systems.

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far as 
possible or eliminated on or along roads, 
railway lines, very permeable surfaces or 
other infrastructure close to surface water or 
groundwater, or on sealed surfaces with high 
risk of run-off into surface water or sewage 
systems. In all these areas use of non-
chemical alternatives should be promoted.



AM\662795EN.doc 113/179 PE 388.389v01-00

EN

Or. en

Justification

To eliminate pollution of these areas non-chemical alternatives should be used. 

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 225
Article 10, paragraph 4

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is reduced as far as 
possible or eliminated if appropriate on or 
along roads, railway lines, very permeable 
surfaces or other infrastructure close to 
surface water or groundwater, or on sealed 
surfaces with high risk of run-off into 
surface water or sewage systems.

4. Member States shall ensure that 
application of pesticides is prohibited on or 
along roads, railway lines, very permeable 
surfaces or other infrastructure close to 
surface water or groundwater, or on sealed 
surfaces with high risk of run-off into 
surface water or sewage systems.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment consistent with the aim to have a new buffer zone with a minimum width of 15 
metres where the use of pesticides should be prohibited.

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 226
Article 11

Article 11
Reduction of pesticide use in sensitive areas
Member States shall, taking due account of 
the necessary hygiene and public safety 
requirements, ensure that the following 
measures are adopted:
(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, 
public gardens, sports grounds, school 
grounds and playgrounds

Deleted
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(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted in special conservation areas 
or other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.
The prohibition or restriction referred to in 
point (b) may be based on the results of 
relevant risk assessments.

Or. de

Justification

Artikel 11 ist zu streichen, da es sich hierbei einerseits um zulassungsrelevante Fragen 
handelt, die im Rahmen der nationalen Pflanzenschutzmittelzulassung bereits mittelspezifisch 
festgelegt werden. Andererseits werden in Art. 11 Maßnahmen in NATURA 2000 
Schutzgebieten gefordert, die im Rahmen der Managementpläne für die einzelnen 
Schutzgebiete bereits hinreichend und präzise geregelt werden. 
Die angestrebte Einschränkung der Nutzung zugelassener Pflanzenschutzmittel ist sachlich 
nicht geboten und daher nicht akzeptabel. Die Begrenzung der 
Pflanzenschutzmittelanwendungen in so genannten empfindlichen Gebieten impliziert eine 
Gefahr durch die Anwendung dieser Mittel, die aufgrund strenger staatlicher Zulassungs- und 
Anwendungsbestimmungen nicht gegeben ist. Die im Zulassungsprozess festgelegten 
Anwendungsbestimmungen verhindern eine Gefährdung von Menschen und Umwelt. Es muss 
vielmehr sichergestellt werden, dass auch auf außerlandwirtschaftlichen Flächen nur 
sachkundige Personen nach guter fachlicher Praxis Pflanzenschutzmaßnahmen mit geprüften 
Geräten durchführen. Teilweise kann gerade der Einsatz von Pflanzenschutzmitteln in Natura 
2000 Gebieten zwingend notwendig werden, um schützenswerten Ökosystemen oder 
Einzelarten das Überleben zu sichern.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 227
Article 11, Introduction

Member States shall, taking due account of 
the necessary hygiene and public safety 
requirements, ensure that the following 
measures are adopted:

Member States shall, on the basis of the 
results of appropriate risk assessments, 
ensure that the following measures are 
adopted:

Or. de

Justification

Any decision to reduce the use of plant protection products in sensitive areas must be based 
on an appropriate risk assessment. The aim should not be to impose a ban, but rather to bring 
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about the careful, light use of a given plant protection product, in keeping with the specific 
protection objective.

The regulations governing Natura 2000 sites lay down comprehensive bans and requirements, 
so that any further specific provisions are superfluous, in keeping with the subsidiarity 
principle.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen + Kathy Sinnott + Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 228
Article 11, introduction

Member States shall, taking due account of 
the necessary hygiene and public safety 
requirements, ensure that the following 
measures are adopted:

Within two years after the entry into force 
this Directive, Member States shall, taking 
due account of the necessary hygiene and 
public safety requirements, ensure that the 
following measures are adopted:

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 229
Article 11, introduction

Member States shall, taking due account of 
the necessary hygiene and public safety 
requirements, ensure that the following 
measures are adopted:

Within two years of the entry into force of 
this Directive, Member States shall, taking 
due account of the necessary hygiene and 
public safety requirements, ensure that the 
following measures are adopted:

Or. fr

Justification

The proposal for a directive recommends that the use of pesticides should be ‘prohibited or 
restricted to the minimum necessary’ in areas deemed sensitive on account of the presence of 
the general public or of populations at risk, such as children. The use of pesticides in such 
areas should be banned either entirely or within at least 200 metres of the areas in question.
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 230
Article 11, introduction

Member States shall, taking due account of 
the necessary hygiene and public safety 
requirements, ensure that the following 
measures are adopted:

Within one year after the entry into force of 
this Directive, Member States shall, taking 
due account of the necessary hygiene and 
public safety requirements, ensure that the 
following measures are adopted:

Or. en

Justification

The Commission has acknowledged that risks from exposure to pesticides in areas used by the 
general public are high. Therefore pesticide use should be prohibited in and around any area 
where members of the public may be exposed, especially if living near treated areas. 
Pesticides can travel vast distances and some US states have no-spray zones of up to 2.5 
miles around schools. Therefore substantial legislative measures must be introduced to 
prevent public exposure and protect vulnerable groups.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 231
Article 11, point (a)

– (a) the use of pesticides shall be 
prohibited or restricted to the minimum 
necessary in areas used by the general public 
or by sensitive population, at least in parks, 
public gardens, sports grounds, school 
grounds and playgrounds.

The use of pesticides shall be restricted to 
the minimum necessary or prohibited in 
areas used regularly by the general public or 
by sensitive population, at least in parks, 
public gardens, sports grounds, school 
grounds and playgrounds.

Or. de

Justification

Any decision to reduce the use of plant protection products in sensitive areas must be based 
on an appropriate risk assessment. The aim should not be to impose a ban, but rather to bring 
about the careful, light use of a given plant protection product, in keeping with the specific 
protection objective.

The regulations governing Natura 2000 sites lay down comprehensive bans and requirements, 
so that any further specific provisions are superfluous, in keeping with the subsidiarity 
principle.
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Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 232
Article 11, point (a)

– (a) the use of pesticides shall be 
prohibited or restricted to the minimum 
necessary in areas used by the general public 
or by sensitive population, at least in parks, 
public gardens, sports grounds, school 
grounds and playgrounds.

(a) the use of pesticides shall be restricted to 
the minimum necessary in areas used by the 
general public or by sensitive population, at 
least in parks, public gardens, sports 
grounds, school grounds and playgrounds.

Or. de

Justification

Follow-up amendment in keeping with the deletion of Annex II.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 233
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
in all areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, in particular children, 
at least in residential areas, parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds, and in substantial no-spray 
zones including in fields around these 
areas, particularly, although not 
exclusively, to protect sensitive groups such 
as babies, children, pregnant women, the 
elderly and those with pre-existing medical 
conditions and who may be taking 
medication. In all these areas non-chemical 
alternatives should be used

Or. en

Justification

Spraying in areas used by the public, in particular by vulnerable groups such as children, 
should be prohibited, similarly to what has been approved, for example, for lawns in Canada. 
In other sensitive areas, spraying should be banned or severely restricted. Substantial no-
spray zones should be set around areas used by the public and particularly by sensitive 
population. No-spray zones can be as large as 2.5 miles around schools, as it happens in 
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some areas in the US.

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 234
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
in all areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, in particular children,
at least in residential areas, parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds, and in substantial no-spray 
zones including in fields around these 
areas 

Or. en

Justification

Spraying in areas used by the public, in particular by vulnerable groups such as children, 
should be prohibited, similarly to what has been approved, for example, for lawns in Canada. 
In other sensitive areas, spraying should be banned or severely restricted. Substantial no-spray 
zones should be set around areas used by the public and particularly by sensitive population. 
No-spray zones can be as large as 2.5 miles around schools, as it happens in some areas in the 
US.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 235
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population (in particular 
children), at least in parks, public gardens, 
sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds, and within a perimeter 
extending at least 200 metres from the edge 
of those areas

Or. fr
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 236
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports and recreation grounds, 
school grounds and playgrounds and in the 
vicinity of public healthcare facilities 
(clinics, hospitals, rehabilitation centres, 
health resorts, hospices);

Or. pl

Justification

Sports grounds are often combined with recreation grounds. Leisure and recreation facilities 
are also used for sporting activities. Such facilities and the people using them should not be 
exposed to pesticide pollution.

Areas where healthcare facilities (clinics, hospitals, sanatoriums, rehabilitation centres, 
hospices, etc.) are located should be protected against the harmful effects of pesticides.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 237
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds; local inhabitants shall always 
be informed about the time, the place and 
the possible effects of the sprayings

Or. en

Justification

All possible instruments should be used in order to avoid the unnecessary pesticide exposure 
of the public.
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Amendment by Frédérique Ries

Amendment 238
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
in all areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, in particular children,
at least in residential areas, parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds, and in no-spray buffer zones 
around these areas

Or. en

Justification

Spraying in areas used by the public, in particular by vulnerable groups such as children 
should be prohibited, similarly to what has been approved, for example, for lawns in Canada. 
In other sensitive areas, spraying should be banned or severely restricted. No-spray zones 
can be as large as 2.5 miles around schools, as it happens in some areas in the U such as 
California.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 239
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
in all areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in residential 
areas, parks, public gardens, sports grounds, 
school grounds, playgrounds and in a zone 
of at least 1500 metres in width in fields, 
vineyards, orchards etc. around these 
areas, particularly, although not 
exclusively, to protect sensitive groups such 
as babies, children, pregnant women, the 
elderly and those with pre-existing medical 
conditions and who may be taking 
medication. In all these areas non-chemical 
alternatives should be used.

Or. en
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Justification

The Commission has acknowledged that risks from exposure to pesticides in areas used by the 
general public are high. Therefore pesticide use should be prohibited in and around any area 
where members of the public may be exposed, especially if living near treated areas. 
Pesticides can travel vast distances and some US states have no-spray zones of up to 2.5 
miles around schools. Therefore substantial legislative measures must be introduced to 
prevent public exposure and protect vulnerable groups.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 240
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
in all areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, in particular children,
at least in residential areas, parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds, and in substantial no-spray 
zones around those areas including in 
fields. 

Or. en

Justification

Spraying in areas used by the public, in particular by vulnerable groups such as children 
should be prohibited, similarly to what has been approved, for example, for lawns in Canada. 
In other sensitive areas, spraying should be banned or severely restricted. Substantial no-
spray zones should be set around areas used by the public and particularly by sensitive 
population. No-spray zones can be as large as 2.5 miles around schools, as it happens in 
some areas in the US.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 241
Article 11, point (a)

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted to the minimum necessary in 
areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, at least in parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and
playgrounds

(a) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
in all areas used by the general public or by 
sensitive population, in particular children, 
at least in residential areas, parks, public 
gardens, sports grounds, school grounds and 
playgrounds, and in substantial no-spray 
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zones including fields around these areas. 

Or. en

Justification

Spraying in areas used by the public, in particular by vulnerable groups such as children 
should be prohibited, similarly to what has been approved, for example, for lawns in Canada. 
In other sensitive areas, spraying should be banned or severely restricted. Substantial no-
spray zones should be set around areas used by the public and particularly by sensitive 
population. No-spray zones can be as large as 2.5 miles around schools, as in some areas in 
the US.

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 242
Article 11, paragraph 1, point (a) a (new)

(aa) Member States shall ensure that 
appropriate buffer zones, where pesticides 
must not be applied or stored, are 
established on areas of land adjacent to the 
areas referred to in point (a).

Or. nl

Justification

Appropriate buffer zones must be indicated for this on the land too.

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Esther De Lange + Richard Seeber

Amendment 243
Article 11, paragraph 1, point (b)

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted in special conservation areas 
or other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

deleted

Or. nl



AM\662795EN.doc 123/179 PE 388.389v01-00

EN

Justification

Restriction of crop protection products is already prescribed in Natura 2000 areas; it is 
therefore unnecessary to introduce extra rules in this field. In practice, the Wild Birds and 
Habitats Directives impose severe administrative burdens on businesspeople and farmers, 
and the implementation of the directives in some Member States enormously restricts the 
freedom of movement of those to whom they apply. The paragraph is therefore superfluous 
and can only result in unnecessary debate. (Lambert van Nistelrooij)

See justification to Article 11, introduction (Seeber)

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 244
Article 11, point (b)

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted in special conservation areas or 
other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

(b) the use of pesticides shall be restricted in 
special conservation areas or other areas 
identified for the purposes of establishing 
the necessary conservation measures in 
accordance with Articles 3 and 4 of 
Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 10, 
and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

Or. de

Justification

See the justification for the amendment to the introduction in Article 11.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer + Kathy Sinnott + Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 245
Article 11, point (b)

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted in special conservation areas or 
other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or strongly restricted in conservation areas 
or other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

Or. en
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Justification

see justification to Article 11, point (a).

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio + Frédérique Ries

Amendment 246
Article 11, point (b)

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted in special conservation areas or 
other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or severely restricted in conservation areas 
or other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

Or. en

Justification

see justification to Article 9, point (a).

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 247
Article 11, point (b)

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted in special conservation areas or 
other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or greatly restricted in special conservation 
areas or other areas identified for the 
purposes of establishing the necessary 
conservation measures in accordance with 
Articles 3 and 4 of Directive 79/409/EEC 
and Articles 6, 10, and 12 of Directive 
92/43/EEC.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 11, introduction.
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 248
Article 11, point (b) 

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
or restricted in special conservation areas or 
other areas identified for the purposes of 
establishing the necessary conservation 
measures in accordance with Articles 3 and 
4 of Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 
10, and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC.

(b) the use of pesticides shall be prohibited 
in special conservation areas or other areas 
identified for the purposes of establishing 
the necessary conservation measures in 
accordance with Articles 3 and 4 of 
Directive 79/409/EEC and Articles 6, 10, 
and 12 of Directive 92/43/EEC. 

Or. en

Justification

Pesticide use should be prohibited in special conservation areas to prevent risks and adverse 
impacts of pesticides on birds, wildlife and the wider environment. As an alternative such 
areas should adopt truly sustainable non-chemical and natural methods of pest management. 
This would be more in line with the objectives for sustainable crop protection.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 249
Article 11, paragraph 2

The prohibition or restriction referred to in 
point (b) may be based on the results of 
relevant risk assessments.

The prohibition referred to in point (b) may 
be based on the results of relevant risk 
assessments.

Or. en

Justification

see justification to Article 11, letter (b).

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Esther de Lange + Werner Langen + Richard Seeber

Amendment 250
Article 11, paragraph 2

The prohibition or restriction referred to in 
point (b) may be based on the results of 
relevant risk assessments.

deleted
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Or. nl

Justification

If Article 11(b) lapses (see Amendment 9), this paragraph will be unnecessary. (Lambert van 
Nistelrooij and others).

See justification to Article 11, introduction (Langen + Seeber)

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Glenis Willmott

Amendment 251
Article 12, paragraph 1, point (d a) (new)

(da) storage and preparation of spraying 
equipment and chemicals

Or. en

Justification

It is important that measures cover the whole process.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 252
Article 12, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall adopt the necessary 
measures to ensure that the following 
operations do not endanger the health or 
safety of humans and the environment:

1. Member States shall adopt the necessary 
measures to ensure that the following 
operations do not endanger the health or 
safety of humans and the environment:

(a) storage, handling, dilution and mixing of 
pesticides before application

(a) safe storage, handling, dilution and 
mixing of pesticides before application

(b) handling of packaging and remnants of 
pesticides

(b) safe handling of packaging and remnants 
of pesticides

(c) treatment of mixtures remaining after 
application

(c) treatment of mixtures remaining after 
application

(d) cleaning of the equipment used for 
application.

(d) preparation, cleaning and storage of the 
equipment used for application, together 
with spraying gear and equipment and 
chemicals.

Or. pl
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Justification

Appropriate treatment and safe storage of pesticide waste are necessary in order to minimise 
the risk of pesticide pollution.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 253
Article 12, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall ensure that storage 
areas for pesticides shall be constructed in 
such a way as to prevent unwanted releases.

3. Member States shall treat pesticides as 
priority hazardous substances endangering 
the environment and human health and 
shall ensure that storage areas for pesticides 
shall be constructed in such a way as to 
prevent unwanted releases.

Or. pl

Justification

Annex II to the European Parliament and Council Directive on environmental quality 
standards in the field of water policy and amending Directive 2000/60/EC (Annex X) includes 
a number of pesticides in the list of priority hazardous substances.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 254
Article 13, title

Article 13 deleted
Integrated Pest Management

Or. pl

Justification

W nowym projekcie dotyczącego wprowadzania do obrotu środków ochrony roślin (COM 
2006/388) jest definicja „zintegrowanego zarządzania szkodnikami”. Jest to staranne 
rozpatrzenie wszelkich dostępnych technik kontroli szkodników, a następnie włączenie 
odpowiednich środków, które hamują rozwój populacji szkodników i utrzymują środki 
ochrony roślin i inne formy interwencji na poziomie uzasadnionym ekonomicznie oraz 
zmniejszają lub minimalizują ryzyko dla zdrowia ludzi i środowiska.

Pojęcie to w takim zakresie stosowane jest w USA, ale nie ma nigdzie na świecie nie 
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charakteru normatywnego, ani charakteru obligatoryjnego. Plany wprowadzenia 
„zintegrowanego zarządzania szkodnikami” zgodnie z zapisem w punktach 7 i 8 niniejszego 
artykułu nie mogą być podstawą prawną do jego wdrażania (punkt 2 niniejszego artykułu).

Wobec wirtualnego istnienia definicji (punkt 7 i 8 niniejszego artykułu mówiącego o planach 
tworzenia norm „zintegrowanego zarządzania szkodnikami” ) nie ma sensu powoływanie 
jakichkolwiek ciał nadzorujących zapisów niniejszej dyrektywy, dat wprowadzania tych norm, 
a tym bardziej do zachęcania rolników (punkt 6) do ich wprowadzania dla poszczególnych 
upraw.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 255
Article 13, title

Integrated Pest Management Integrated Pest Management and Organic 
Farming

Or. en

Justification

IPM should be implemented as a minimum for all agricultural land except land under 
organic farming. Targets for the increase of land under organic farming shall be set for a 
further reduction of pesticide use and risks. A tax/levy on pesticides should be a used as a tool 
for funding the implementation of an effective extension service and training of farmers in 
IPM techniques and pesticide use reduction. Advisory services on IPM should be free for 
farmers.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen + Kathy Sinnott + Roberto Musacchio + Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 256
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that professional 
users of pesticides shift towards a more 
environmentally-friendly use of all available 
crop protection measures, giving priority to 
low-risk alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures – including banning use and 
refusing approval of pesticides – to promote 
low pesticide-input farming, including 
integrated pest management and organic 
farming, and to ensure that professional 
users of pesticides shift towards a more 
environmentally-friendly use of all available 
crop protection measures, giving priority to 
low-risk alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
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the same pest problem. impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem.

Or. en

Justification

IPM should be implemented as fast as possible as a minimum for all agricultural land except 
land under organic farming and targets for the increase of land under organic farming shall 
be set for the reduction of pesticide use and risks. (Dan Jørgensen)

IPM should be implemented as a minimum for all agricultural land except land under organic 
farming. Targets for the increase of land under organic farming shall be set for the reduction 
of pesticide use and risks. A tax/levy on pesticides should be a used as a tool for funding the 
implementation of an effective extension service and training of farmers in IPM techniques 
and pesticide use reduction. Advisory services on IPM should be free for farmers. (Kathy 
Sinnott)

IPM should be implemented as a minimum for all agricultural land except land under organic 
farming. A tax/levy on pesticides should be a used as a tool for funding the implementation of 
an effective extension service and training of farmers in IPM techniques and pesticide use 
reduction. Advisory services on IPM should be free for farmers. (Roberto Musacchio + 
Hiltrud Breyer).

Amendment by Stéphane Le Foll

Amendment 257
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that
professional users of pesticides shift towards 
a more environmentally-friendly use of all 
available crop protection measures, giving 
priority to low-risk alternatives wherever 
possible, and otherwise to the products with 
minimum impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem.

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, in particular through integrated 
pest management and new, more economic 
production methods which combine 
economic performance with the protection 
of ecosystems. Redirection of direct support 
under the common agricultural policy may 
in particular help professional users of 
pesticides shift towards a more 
environmentally-friendly use of all available 
crop protection measures, giving priority to 
low-risk alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem. Conservation of the 
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broadest possible biodiversity is a necessary 
condition for the introduction of 
combinations of cultivated plants which by 
regenerating ecoystems will enable the use 
of pesticides to be reduced.

Or. fr

Justification

Le développement de la poltique agricole commune a favorisé le développement d'une 
agriculture intensive qui pose un certain nombre de problèmes environnementaux menaçant 
l'équilibre de la planète et pouvant parfois altérer la santé humaine. des eforts ont déjà été 
engagés par les agriculteurs pour réduire l'uitlisation de pesticides. Il leur faudra demain 
aller plus loin. Le développement d'une agriculture durable efficace économiquement et sur 
la plan environnemental passe par un changement des modes de production. Certains 
nouveaux modèles de production existent déjà et ont été expérimentés par les agriculteurs 
(agriculture biologique, agriculture de conservation...). La recherche se penche sur ces 
questions. La politique agricole commune doit de plus en plus participer au développment de 
ces nouveaux modèles. 

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 258
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that professional 
users of pesticides shift towards a more 
environmentally-friendly use of all available 
crop protection measures, giving priority to 
low-risk alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem.

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures, including the use of economic 
instruments, to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that professional 
users of pesticides shift towards a more 
environmentally-friendly use of all available 
crop protection measures, giving priority to 
low-risk alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem. The Commission 
shall put forward a proposal for a 
Community level pesticide tax-levy system.

Or. en

Justification

Economic instruments are generally the most effective tools in reducing environmental risks. 
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A European level tax-levy system can reach to a balanced European pesticide market, and 
can prevent illegal trading.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 259
Article 13, paragraph 1

(1) Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that 
professional users of pesticides shift 
towards a more environmentally-friendly 
use of all available crop protection 
measures, giving priority to low-risk 
alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem.

(1) Member States shall introduce incentive 
schemes to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management.

Or. de

Justification

Incentive schemes are more likely to secure user acceptance of procedures involving lower 
inputs of plant protection products or of integrated plant protection than compulsory 
measures. In addition, attention must be drawn to the fact that the impact of plant protection 
products on human health and the environment will be assessed as part of the authorisation 
procedure. It must be assumed that when properly used authorised plant protection products 
will have no further impact on the area in question.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 260
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that professional 
users of pesticides shift towards a more 
environmentally-friendly use of all available 
crop protection measures, giving priority to 

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including non-chemical methods 
of pest management, and to ensure that 
professional users of pesticides shift towards 
a more environmentally-friendly use of all 
available crop protection measures, giving 
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low-risk alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem.

priority to non-chemical and natural
alternatives.

Or. en

Justification

The priority should always be given to non-chemical methods of pest management as the only 
truly preventative and sustainable solution which is more in line with the objectives for 
sustainable crop protection, than the reliance on complex chemicals designed to kill plants, 
insects or other forms of life, which cannot be classified as sustainable. Member States need 
to promote and encourage the widespread adoption of non-chemical alternatives to plant 
protection and pest and crop management.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 261
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that professional 
users of pesticides shift towards a more 
environmentally-friendly use of all available 
crop protection measures, giving priority to 
low-risk alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem.

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures to promote low pesticide-input 
farming, including integrated pest 
management, and to ensure that professional 
users of pesticides switch as quickly as 
possible to a more environmentally-friendly 
use of all available crop protection 
measures, giving priority to low-risk 
alternatives wherever possible, and 
otherwise to the products with minimum 
impact on human health and the 
environment among the ones available for 
the same pest problem.

Or. nl

Justification

It is important that professional pesticide users should switch as quickly as possible to more 
environmentally-friendly use of the various crop protection measures available.
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 262
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish or support 
the establishment of all necessary conditions 
for implementation of integrated pest 
management

2. Member States shall establish or support 
the establishment of all necessary conditions 
for implementation of non-chemical 
methods of plant protection and pest and 
crop management.

Or. en

Justification

Considering the recognised risks and acute and chronic adverse impacts for human health, as 
detailed more fully in the Impact Assessment of the Thematic Strategy, Member States need to 
promote and encourage the widespread adoption of non-chemical alternatives to plant 
protection and pest and crop management.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 263
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish or support 
the establishment of all necessary 
conditions for implementation of integrated 
pest management.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

Text already incorporated in paragraph 1.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 264
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish or support 
the establishment of all necessary conditions 
for implementation of integrated pest 
management.

2. Member States shall establish or support 
the establishment of all necessary conditions 
for implementation of integrated pest 
management, and shall draw up 
descriptions, per crop, of the best integrated 
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crop protection practices, assigning priority 
to non-chemcial crop protection.

Or. nl

Justification

Best practices relating to non-chemical methods of crop protection help professional users to 
make environmentally friendly choices of crop protection products.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 265
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish or support 
the establishment of all necessary conditions 
for implementation of integrated pest 
management.

2. Member States shall establish or support 
the establishment of all necessary conditions 
for implementation of integrated pest 
management and non-chemical methods of 
plant protection and pest and crop 
management.

Or. en

Justification

EU Directive 91/414/EEC requires that a pesticide shall not be approved unless it has been 
established that there will be “no harmful effect” on humans or animals. Priority should be 
given to non-chemical and natural methods of pest management as the only truly preventative 
and sustainable solution which is obviously more in line with the objectives for sustainable 
crop protection, than the reliance on complex chemicals designed to kill plants, insects or 
other forms of life, which cannot be classified as sustainable. Member States need to promote 
and encourage the widespread adoption of non-chemical alternatives to plant protection.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 266
Article 13, paragraph 3

3. In particular, Member States shall ensure 
that farmers have at their disposal systems, 
including training in accordance with Article 
5, and tools for pest monitoring and decision 
making, as well as advisory services on 

3. In particular, Member States shall ensure 
that farmers have at their disposal systems, 
including training in accordance with Article 
5, and tools for pest monitoring and decision 
making, as well as advisory services on 
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integrated pest management. integrated pest management and non-
chemical methods of plant protection and 
pest and crop management.

Or. en

Justification

See justification to Article 13, paragraph 2

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 267
Article 13, paragraph 3

3. In particular, Member States shall ensure 
that farmers have at their disposal systems, 
including training in accordance with Article
5, and tools for pest monitoring and decision 
making, as well as advisory services on
integrated pest management.

3. In particular, Member States shall ensure 
that farmers have at their disposal systems, 
including training in accordance with Article 
5, and tools for pest monitoring and decision 
making, as well as advisory services on non-
chemical methods of plant protection and 
pest and crop management.

Or. en

Justification

As per Justifications for Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 268
Article 13, paragraph 4

4. By 30 June 2013, Member States will 
report to the Commission on the 
implementation of paragraphs 2 and 3, and 
in particular, whether the necessary 
conditions for implementation of integrated 
pest management are in place.

4. By 30 June 2010, Member States will 
report to the Commission on the 
implementation of paragraphs 2 and 3, and 
in particular, whether the necessary 
conditions for implementation of non-
chemical methods of plant protection and 
pest and crop management are in place.

Or. en
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Justification

As per Justifications for Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer + Roberto Musacchio + Dan Jørgensen + 
Kathy Sinnott 

Amendment 269
Article 13, paragraph 4

4. By 30 June 2013, Member States will 
report to the Commission on the 
implementation of paragraphs 2 and 3, and 
in particular, whether the necessary 
conditions for implementation of integrated 
pest management are in place.

4. By 30 June 2011, Member States will 
report to the Commission on the 
implementation of paragraphs 2 and 3, and 
in particular, whether the necessary 
conditions for implementation of integrated 
pest management are in place.

Or. en

Justification

IPM standards should be implemented faster than foreseen by the Commission.(Margrete 
Auken, Hiltrud Breyer)

IPM should be implemented as a minimum for all agricultural land except land under organic 
farming. Targets for the increase of land under organic farming shall be set for a further 
reduction of pesticide use and risks. A tax/levy on pesticides should be a used as a tool for 
funding the implementation of an effective extension service and training of farmers in IPM 
techniques and pesticide use reduction. (Roberto Musacchio)

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen + Kathy Sinnott + Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer + Roberto 
Musacchio

Amendment 270
Article 13, paragraph 5

5. Member States shall ensure that, at the 
latest by 1 January 2014, all professional 
users of pesticides implement the general 
standards for Integrated Pest Management.

5. Member States shall ensure that, at the 
latest by 1 January 2012, all professional 
users of pesticides implement the general 
and crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management. 

Or. en
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Justification

See justification to Article 14, paragraph 1 (Dan Jørgensen, Kathy Sinnott).

IPM standards should be implemented faster than foreseen by the Commission. (Margrete 
Auken, Hiltrud Breyer) 

IPM should be implemented as a minimum for all agricultural land except land under organic 
farming. Targets for the increase of land under organic farming shall be set for a further 
reduction of pesticide use and risks. A tax/levy on pesticides should be a used as a tool for 
funding the implementation of an effective extension service and training of farmers in IPM 
techniques and pesticide use reduction. (Roberto Musacchio)

Amendment by Richard Seeber + Frieda Brepoels + Christofer Fjellner

Amendment 271
Article 13, paragraph 5

5. Member States shall ensure that, at the 
latest by 1 January 2014, all professional 
users of pesticides implement the general 
standards for Integrated Pest Management.

deleted

Or. xm

Justification

Die Anwendung der Normen des integrierten Pflanzenschutzes ist schon in Artikel 52 der 
Verordnung über das Inverkehrbringen von Pflanzenschutzmittel geregelt und braucht hier 
nicht extra angeführt werden.(Richard Seeber)

Een harmonisatie van de IPM normen zal leiden tot een verbetering van de 
concurrentiepositie van de landbouwers. In de huidige formulering van het artikel is bepaald 
dat de algemene criteria voor de IPM normen later zullen vastgesteld worden maar dat deze 
wel uiterlijk eind 2014 geïmplementeerd dienen te zijn. Vandaar dat het meer aangewezen is 
deze timing later vast te stellen, zodat de Lidstaten beter kunnen inschatten waar ze aan 
beginnen? (Frieda Brepoels)

Integrerat växtskydd är mycket viktigt då det begränsar användningen av kemiska 
växtskyddsmedel till vad som är absolut nödvändigt. Det är därför även av stor vikt att skapa 
förutsättningar för användare att tillämpa integrerat växtskydd. Däremot bör inte 
gemensamma standarder för integrerat växtskydd utgöra ett verksamhetskrav eftersom det 
inom gemenskapen finns stora regionala skillnader med skiftande behov av åtgärder för att 
minska miljöpåverkan. Stora administrativa problem och bördor kan även uppstå om 
integrerat växtskydd ska utgöra ett tvärvillkor i den gemensamma jordbrukpolitiken. 
(Christofer Fjellner)
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 272
Article 13, paragraph 5

5. Member States shall ensure that, at the 
latest by 1 January 2014, all professional 
users of pesticides implement the general 
standards for Integrated Pest Management.

5. Member States shall ensure that, at the 
latest by 1 January 2011, all professional 
users of pesticides implement the general 
standards for non-chemical methods of 
plant protection and pest and crop 
management.

Or. en

Justification

As per justifications for Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 273
Article 13, paragraph 6

6. Member States shall establish all 
necessary incentives to encourage farmers 
to implement crop-specific standards of 
Integrated Pest Management.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

Text already incorporated in paragraph 1.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 274
Article 13, paragraph 6

6. Member States shall establish all 
necessary incentives to encourage farmers to 
implement crop-specific standards of 
Integrated Pest Management.

6. Member States shall establish all 
necessary incentives to encourage farmers to 
implement crop-specific standards, methods 
and practices of non-chemical alternatives 
to plant protection and pest and crop 
management.
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Or. en

Justification

As per Justifications for Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 275
Article 13, paragraph 6

6. Member States shall establish all 
necessary incentives to encourage farmers 
to implement crop-specific standards of 
Integrated Pest Management.

6. Member States shall establish all 
necessary incentives, training and financial 
measures to support farmers to implement 
crop-specific standards of Integrated Pest 
Management.

Or. en

Justification

Training schemes and adequate financial support are essential for IPm and organic farming.

Amendment by Christofer Fjellner + Richard Seeber

Amendment 276
Article 13, paragraph 7

7. The general standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 
5 shall be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 52 of 
Regulation (EC) No […].

deleted

Or. sv

Justification

Integrated pest management is extremely important as it restricts the use of chemical 
pesticides to the absolutely necessary. It is therefore of great importance to create conditions 
which enable users to apply integrated pest management. On the other hand, general 
standards of integrated pest management should not be made an operational requirement 
since there are wide regional variations in the Community and, therefore, different 
requirements in terms of measures to reduce environmental impact. Major administrative 
problems and burdens may also arise if integrated pest management is to constitute a cross-
compliance condition of the common agricultural policy. (Christofer Fjellner)
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The use of integrated pest management standards is already regulated by Article 52 of the 
Regulation on the placing on the market of pesticides and there is no need for an additional 
reference here. (Richard Seeber)

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen + Kathy Sinnott 

Amendment 277
Article 13, paragraph 7

7. The general standards for Integrated Pest 
Management referred to in paragraph 5 shall 
be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 52 of 
Regulation (EC) No […].

7. The general standards for Integrated Pest 
Management referred to in paragraph 5 shall 
be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 52 of 
Regulation (EC) No […]. Public 
participation of interested stakeholders 
shall be encouraged.

Or. en

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 278
Article 13, paragraph 7

7. The general standards for Integrated Pest 
Management referred to in paragraph 5 shall 
be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 52 of 
Regulation (EC) No […].

7. The general standards for non-chemical 
methods of plant protection and pest and 
crop management referred to in paragraph 5 
shall be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 52 of 
Regulation (EC) No […] and with 
participation from all relevant stakeholders 
and the public.

Or. en

Justification

As per justifications for Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2.
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Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 279
Article 13, paragraph 7

7. The general standards for Integrated Pest 
Management referred to in paragraph 5 shall 
be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 52 of 
Regulation (EC) No […].

7. The general standards for Integrated Pest 
Management referred to in paragraph 5 shall 
be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 52 of 
Regulation (EC) No […], with public 
participation of interested stakeholders.

Or. en

Justification

Participation is important for public acceptance of IPM standards.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 280
Article 13, paragraph 8

8. The crop-specific standards for 
Integrated Pest Management referred to in 
paragraph 6 may be developed in 
accordance with the procedure laid down in 
Article 6(3) of Directive 98/34/EC.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

The introduction of crop-specific standards for integrated pest management valid throughout 
Europe should be rejected, since any such arrangement cannot take proper account of the 
differing local natural and climate-related conditions in Europe and runs counter to the 
understanding of integrated plant cultivation as a concept which makes local circumstances 
the basis for any measure taken.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen + Kathy Sinnott 

Amendment 281
Article 13, paragraph 8

8. The crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 6 

8. The crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 6 
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may be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC.

may be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC. Public participation of 
interested stakeholders shall be 
encouraged.

Or. en

Justification

See justification to Article 13, paragraph 1.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans
Amendment 282

Article 13, paragraph 8

8. The crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 6 
may be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC.

8. The crop-specific standards, methods and 
practices for non-chemical alternatives to 
plant protection and pest and crop 
management referred to in paragraph 6 may 
be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC and with participation 
from all relevant stakeholders and the 
public.

Or. en

Justification

As per Justifications for Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 283
Article 13, paragraph 8

8. The crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 6 
may be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC.

8. The crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 6 
may be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC, with public 
participation of interested stakeholders.

Or. en
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Justification

Participation is important for public acceptance of IPM standards.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 284
Article 13, paragraph 8

8. The crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 6 
may be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC.

8. The crop-specific standards for Integrated 
Pest Management referred to in paragraph 6 
may be developed in accordance with the 
procedure laid down in Article 6(3) of 
Directive 98/34/EC. Public participation of 
interested stakeholders shall be 
encouraged.

Or. en

Justification

Public participation of interested stakeholders is a key issue for good implementation of IPM 
and organic farming.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer
Amendment 285

Article 13, paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Minimum requirements for the 
development of general and crop-specific 
standards of Integrated Pest Management 
are defined in Annex IId.

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 286
Article 13, paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. For the purpose of introducing the 
crop-specific methods and practices of 
integrated pest management and assisting 
the development of organic farming, the 
Member States shall introduce a suitable 
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financing scheme based on the taxation of 
pesticide products.

Or. fr

Justification

Tax systems have proved to be a good way of reducing pesticide use in a number of EU 
Member States. The Member States must be able to select the system which is best suited to 
their needs.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen 

Amendment 287
Article 13, paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Member States shall take the necessary 
measures to promote organic farming and 
increase their land under organic farming 
to 30% within 10 years from the baseline 
year.
The baseline year shall be set as the last 
calendar year before the entry into force of 
the Directive.

Or. en

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 288
Article 13, Article 8 a (new)

8a. Minimum requirements for the 
development of general and crop-specific 
standards of Integrated Pest Management 
are listed in the guidance document in 
Annex IId.

Or. en

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 289
Article 13, paragraph 8 b (new)
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8b. Member States shall take the necessary 
measures to promote organic farming and 
increase their land under organic farming 
to reach the following targets: 
- 15% of all cultivated land in organic 
farming within 5 years from the baseline 
year;
- 30% of all cultivated land in organic 
farming within 10 years from the baseline 
year.
The baseline year shall be set as the area in 
the last calendar year (January through 
December) before the entry into force of 
the Directive.

Or. en

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 290
Article 13, paragraph 8 b (new)

8b. The Member States shall take whatever 
action is needed in order to promote 
organic farming and to increase the 
proportion of land given over to organic 
farming, with a view to achieving the 
following targets:
- 15% of agricultural land to be placed 
under the rules governing organic farming 
within five years of the entry into force of 
this Directive; 
- 30% of agricultural land to be placed 
under the rules governing organic farming 
within ten years of the entry into force of 
this Directive.

Or. fr

Justification

Promoting organic farming is also a way of reducing pesticide use and the associated risks to 
human health and the environment.
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Amendment by Frieda Brepoels

Amendment 291
Article 13, paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. The requirements applicable to 
recipients of direct payments pursuant to 
Article 3 in conjunction with Annex III to 
Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003 shall be 
deemed to have been complied with in 
respect of the use of crop protection 
products if evidence is supplied that 
training or further training pursuant to 
Articles 5 and 6 has been received and 
equipment is used which complies with the 
requirements referred to in Article 8.

Or. nl

Justification

One essential precondition for the correct use of crop protection products is relevant 
knowledge and equipment which works properly. Submission of written evidence concerning 
training and the operation of equipment therefore seems sufficient with a view to cross-
compliance. If inspections relating to other rules (cross-checks) nonetheless reveal 
infringements, the punitive measures provided for by Regulation No 1782/2003 will, of 
course, apply.

Amendment by Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 292
Article 13, paragraph 8 a (new)

8a. Member States shall take the necessary 
measures to promote organic farming, 
including by means of public procurement, 
and increase their land under organic 
farming to reach the following targets: 
- 15% of all cultivated land in organic 
farming within 5 years from the baseline 
year;

- 30% of all cultivated land in organic 
farming within 10 years from the baseline 
year.

The baseline year shall be set as the area in 
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the last calendar year (January through 
December) before the entry into force of 
the Directive.

Or. en

Justification

Self explanatory amendment setting targets in consistency with providing adequate provisions 
and financial support to IPM and organic farming.

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 293
Article 13, paragraph 8 c (new)

8c. Member States shall provide adequate 
financing for the implementation of 
general and crop-specific standards of 
Integrated Pest Management and the 
increase of land under organic farming 
which should be funded by a levy on 
pesticide products and other financing 
instruments.

Or. en

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 294
Chapter V, title

Indicators, Reporting and Information 
Exchange

Reporting and Information Exchange

Or. de

Justification

Simplification and clarification.
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Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Chris Davies, 
Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + 

Anne Ferreira

Amendment 295
Article 14, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall, in accordance with 
the procedure referred to in Article 18(3), 
develop harmonised risk indicators. Until 
those indicators are adopted, Member States 
may continue to use existing national 
indicators or adopt other appropriate 
indicators.

1. The Commission shall, in accordance with 
the procedure referred to in Article 18(3), 
develop harmonised risk and use indicators. 
Until those indicators are adopted, Member 
States may continue to use existing national 
indicators or adopt other appropriate 
indicators.

Or. en

Justification

Use targets and indicators should be set in addition to risk targets and indicators

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 296
Article 14, paragraph 1

1. The Commission shall, in accordance with 
the procedure referred to in Article 18(3), 
develop harmonised risk indicators. Until 
those indicators are adopted, Member States 
may continue to use existing national 
indicators or adopt other appropriate 
indicators.

1. The Commission shall, in accordance with 
the procedure referred to in Article 18(3), 
develop harmonised risk indicators. Until 
those indicators are adopted, Member States 
may continue to use existing national 
indicators or adopt other appropriate 
indicators, which must be in line with the 
requirements of the Directive and be in 
relation to both the health and 
environmental risks of pesticide use. Public 
participation in the development and 
setting of national indicators shall be 
required, in addition to the participation of 
all other relevant stakeholders. This 
includes a requirement for full public 
access to information to assist in the 
public’s participation.

Or. en
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Justification

This is in line with the amendment suggested for Recital 15. It has to be made clear to 
Member States that the national indicators are in relation to both the health and 
environmental risks of pesticide use. It also has to be clear to Member States what the 
requirements are for public participation in the development, setting, workings and 
amendments of national indicators, to be in line with the Spirit of Directive 2003/35/EC 
providing for public participation.

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 297
Article 14, title and paragraph 1

Indicators Information exchange
1. The Commission shall, in accordance 
with the procedure referred to in Article 
18(3), develop harmonised risk indicators. 
Until those indicators are adopted, Member 
States may continue to use existing 
national indicators or adopt other 
appropriate indicators.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

Simplification and clarification.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Chris Davies, 
Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto Musacchio 

+Anne Ferreira

Amendment 298
Article 14, paragraph 2, point (a)

(a) calculation of common and harmonised 
risk indicators at national level

(a) calculation of common and harmonised 
risk and utilisation indicators at national 
level

Or. fr
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Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 299
Article 14, paragraph 2, point (c)

(c) identification of priority active 
substances or priority crops or unsustainable 
practices that require particular attention, or 
good practices that can be set as examples in 
order to achieve the objectives of this 
Directive in reducing risk and dependency 
on plant protection products.

(c) identification of priority active 
substances or priority crops or unsustainable 
practices that require particular attention, or 
good practices that can be set as examples in 
order to achieve the objectives of this 
Directive in preventing both health and 
environmental risks, including hazards, and 
dependency on pesticides; promoting and 
encouraging the adoption of non-chemical 
alternatives to plant protection.

Or. en

Justification

In relation to human health, the risks must be prevented completely not merely reduced. This 
is in line with earlier amendments suggested.

Amendment by Glenis Willmott, Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 300
Article 14, paragraph 2, point (c)

(c) identification of priority active 
substances or priority crops or unsustainable 
practices that require particular attention, or 
good practices that can be set as examples in 
order to achieve the objectives of this 
Directive in reducing risk and dependency 
on plant protection products.

(c) identification of priority active 
substances or priority crops or unsustainable 
practices that require particular attention, or 
good practices that can be set as examples in 
order to achieve the objectives of this 
Directive in reducing both the health and 
environmental risks, including hazards, and 
dependency on pesticides; promoting and 
encouraging the adoption of non-chemical 
alternatives to plant protection.

Or. en

Amendment by Glenis Willmott

Amendment 301
Article 14, paragraph 3
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3. Member States shall communicate the 
results of the evaluations carried out 
pursuant to paragraph 2 to the Commission 
and to the other Member States.

3. Member States shall communicate the 
results of the evaluations carried out 
pursuant to paragraph 2 to the Commission 
and to the other Member States and shall 
make this information available to the 
public.

Or. en

Amendment by Caroline Lucas + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + 
Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto 

Musacchio 

Amendment 302
Article 14, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall communicate the 
results of the evaluations carried out 
pursuant to paragraph 2 to the Commission 
and to the other Member States.

3. Member States shall communicate the 
results of the evaluations carried out 
pursuant to paragraph 2 to the Commission 
and to the other Member States and to the 
public.

Or. en

Justification

This is in line with earlier amendments suggested regarding public and full Stakeholder 
participation. (Lucas)

See justification to Article 14, paragraph 1 (Wijkman + Davies and others).

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Chris Davies, 
Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto Musacchio +  

Anne Ferreira

Amendment 303
Article 14, paragraph 4, subparagraph 1

4. The Commission shall use statistical data 
collected in accordance with Regulation 
(EC) No [ESTAT...] and the information 
referred to in paragraph 3 to calculate risk 
indicators at Community level, in order to 
estimate trends in risks from pesticide use.

4. The Commission shall use statistical data 
collected in accordance with Regulation 
(EC) No [ESTAT...] and the information 
referred to in paragraph 3 to calculate risk 
and use indicators at Community level, in 
order to estimate trends in risks from 
pesticide use.
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Or. en

Justification

Use targets and indicators should be set in addition to risk targets and indicators.

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 304
Article 14, paragraph 5

5. For the purposes of paragraph 2(a) and 
paragraph 3, risk indicators shall be 
calculated on the basis of data inputs 
concerning hazard and exposure, pesticide 
use records, data on characteristics of 
pesticides, weather data and soil data.

Deleted

Or. de

Justification

Simplification and clarification.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + 
Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto 

Musacchio

Amendment 305
Article 14, paragraph 5

5. For the purposes of paragraph 2(a) and 
paragraph 3, risk indicators shall be 
calculated on the basis of data inputs 
concerning hazard and exposure, pesticide 
use records, data on characteristics of 
pesticides, weather data and soil data.

5. For the purposes of paragraph 2(a) and 
paragraph 3, risk and utilisation indicators 
shall be calculated on the basis of data inputs 
concerning hazard and exposure, pesticide 
use records, data on characteristics of 
pesticides, weather data and soil data.

Or. fr

Justification

See Justification to Article 14(1) (Wijkman + Davies and others).
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Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 306
Article 14, paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. The gathering of data may not impose 
on Community farmers and wine producers 
any additional documentary requirements 
or any unreasonable requirements to make 
information available.

Or. fr

Justification

Farmers and wine producers are already bound by extensive obligations as regards the 
submission of documents and reports. If a statistical regulation in respect of plant-health 
products were to emerge at some stage in the future, care would have to be taken in order to 
ensure that it did not impose upon farmers and wine producers any additional and 
unreasonable obligations as regards the notification and submission of reports and other 
documents.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 307
Article 14, paragraph 5 a (new)

5a. Member States shall monitor progress 
in the reduction of pesticide dependency 
and of risks by collecting the following 
information:
- the occurrence of active substances used 
in crops in agricultural products and in 
surface water, including ditches in the 
different agricultural production areas;
- the occurrence of the presence of multiple 
active substances in agricultural products 
and in surface waters;
- the use of active substances in kg/ha for 
individual crops on an annual basis and 
the reduction achieved from year to year;
- the extent of the use of Integrated Pest 
Management and the use of non-chemical
methods and practices in the crops and the 
progress achieved from year to year.
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Member States shall collect the following 
data if available:
- data on the occurrence of active 
substances in the air in the different 
agricultural production areas;
- the treatment frequency of active 
substances for individual crops and the 
reduction achieved from year to year.
Member States shall send the information 
to the Commission.

Or. en

Justification

To monitor the progress of the National use reduction plans in every Member State 
Commission should be provided with information. This enables information exchange 
between Member States and enables Commission to develop instruments for a better 
harmonisation of the reduction of the use of active substances in Member States. This 
information can be used also to learn from best practices, stimulate innovation and help 
farmers to more efficient growing methods and to a better economic performance.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen

Amendment 308
Article 15, title and paragraphs - 1 and - 2 (new)

Recordkeeping and reporting

-1. Pesticide dealers shall maintain records 
showing the receipt, sale, delivery or other
disposal of all pesticides or pesticide 
application equipment for a period of two 
years.
-2. All pesticide operators shall keep 
journals recording all applications of 
pesticides, when the applications were 
made, and any observations on the 
environmental impacts of those 
applications. These journals shall be open 
for inspection by the competent authority 
on demand. The competent authority shall 
forward this information to interested 
stakeholders such as residents and 
bystanders.
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Or. en

Justification

These recordkeeping obligations are already in practise for pesticide operators complying 
with the EUREPGAP standards or IPM standards supported by farmers associations and 
cooperatives all over Europe.

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij

Amendment 309
Article 15

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

Every three years, the Commission shall 
submit to the European Parliament and the 
Council a report on the progress in the 
implementation of this Directive and an 
assessment of national action plans, 
accompanied where appropriate by 
proposals for amendments.

Member States shall report to the 
Commission annually on their national 
action plans.

Or. nl

Justification

It is important to indicate the specific timetable for reporting by the Commission and at the 
same time to stipulate within what periods Member States are to report to the Commission.

Amendment by Anne Ferreira

Amendment 310
Article 15

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

Every five years the Commission shall 
submit to the European Parliament and the 
Council a report on the progress in the 
implementation of this Directive and of the 
national action programmes, accompanied 
where appropriate by proposals for 
amendments.

Every three years the Member States shall 
provide the Commission with a report on 
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the implementation of their national action 
programmes.

Or. fr

Justification

A regular report on the progress made in the implementation of the rules is the key to 
ensuring that this proposed legislation is a success. It will enable experience to be exchanged 
amongst the Member States and the national programmes to be assessed by the Commission, 
and where necessary it will provide an opportunity for proposing any amendments which may 
be required.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 311
Article 15

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

The Commission shall, at least every five 
years, submit to the European Parliament 
and the Council a report on the progress in 
the implementation of this Directive, 
accompanied where appropriate by 
proposals for amendments.

Or. en

Justification

A minimum five year frequency gives every parliamentary term the opportunity to overview 
the progress.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 312
Article 15

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

The Commission shall, every two years, 
submit to the European Parliament and the 
Council a report on the progress in the 
implementation of this Directive and an 
assessment of national action plans,
accompanied where appropriate by 
proposals for amendments. Member States 
shall review their national action plans at 
least once every two years, and shall report 
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annually to the Commission on their 
national action plans.

Or. en

Justification

Considering the risks and potential adverse health impacts of pesticides use, both acute and 
chronic and the acknowledgement by the Commission that there are shortcomings in the 
existing legal framework and that the actual use phase has not been sufficiently addressed, 
then Member States need to review national action plans at least once every two years and 
communicate them to the Commission annually to check on any changes or developments.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto 
Musacchio

Amendment 313
Article 15

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

The Commission shall, every three years,
submit to the European Parliament and the 
Council a report on the progress in the 
implementation of this Directive and an 
assessment of national action plans,
accompanied where appropriate by 
proposals for amendments.

Member States shall report annually to the 
Commission on their national action plans.

Or. en

Justification

A regular reporting on the progress in the implementation is a key for success. This will allow 
the exchange of experiences between MS, the assessment of national action plans by the 
Commission and implementation of amendments if necessary.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 314
Article 15

Reporting Recordkeeping and reporting

1. Pesticide dealers shall maintain records 
showing the receipt, sale, delivery or other 
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disposal of all pesticides or pesticide 
application equipment for a period of two 
years.
2. All pesticide operators shall keep 
journals recording all applications of 
pesticides, when the applications were 
made, and any observations on the 
environmental impacts of those 
applications. These journals shall be open 
for inspection by the competent authority 
on request.

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

3. The Commission shall, every three years,
submit to the European Parliament and the 
Council a report on the progress in the 
implementation of this Directive and an 
assessment of national action plans,
accompanied where appropriate by 
proposals for amendments.

Or. en

Justification

These recordkeeping obligations are already in practice for pesticide operators complying 
with the EUREPGAP standards or IPM standards supported by farmers associations and 
cooperatives all over Europe.

Amendment by Anne Laperrouze

Amendment 315
Article 15

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

Every three years the Commission shall 
submit to the European Parliament and the 
Council a report on the progress in the 
implementation of this Directive and an 
assessment of the national action 
programmes, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

Each year the Member States shall provide 
the Commission with a report on their 
national action programmes.

Or. fr
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Justification

A regular report on the progress made in the implementation of the rules is the key to success, 
since it will enable experience to be exchanged amongst the Member States. Furthermore, the 
national programmes must be assessed by the Commission and there must be an opportunity 
for proposing amendments.

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 316
Article 15

The Commission shall regularly submit to 
the European Parliament and the Council a 
report on the progress in the implementation 
of this Directive, accompanied where 
appropriate by proposals for amendments.

Every five years the Commission shall 
submit to the European Parliament and the 
Council a report on the progress in the 
implementation of this Directive, 
accompanied where appropriate by 
proposals for amendments.

Or. de

Justification

The Council and the European Parliament should receive reports every five years, hence the 
need for this stipulation.

Amendment by Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer

Amendment 317
Article 15 a (new)

Article 15a
Record keeping

Professional users of plant protection 
products shall keep records of the uses of 
pesticides for at least 10 years after the end 
of use.
They shall make the relevant information 
contained in these records available to the 
competent authority on request. They shall 
also keep this information available for 
neighbours and residents, retailers or the 
drinking water industry who request access 
to it. The information on all pesticide 
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applications on a given agricultural 
product shall be provided to retailers and 
wholesalers in the form of a pesticide 
passport.

Or. en

Justification

Retailers and wholesalers have asked for comprehensive information on the pesticides 
applied for a given product in order to better implement traceability requirements and to 
improve the analyses of pesticide residues within their quality schemes. Primary producers 
should be obliged to provide the data kept under the requirements of the present regulation 
on request to their customers.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 318
Article 15 a (new)

Article 15 a
Exchange of information and best practices
The Commission shall establish a platform 
for the exchange of information and best 
practice in the field of sustainable use of 
pesticides and integrated pest management.

Or. nl

Justification

An important component of the promotion of sustainable pesticide use and integrated pest 
management is the exchange of information and best practice between Member States and 
other interested parties. This means that the wheel does not have to be reinvented each time. 
Existing initiatives (such as the European Initiative for Sustainable Development in 
Agriculture) could be included.

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 319
Article 19

Expenditure Database
In order to support the establishment of a In order to guarantee the establishment of a 
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harmonised policy and systems in the field 
of sustainable use of pesticides, the 
Commission may finance:

harmonised policy and systems in the field 
of sustainable use of pesticides throughout 
the European internal market, the 
Commission may finance:

(a) the development of a harmonised system 
including an appropriate database for 
gathering and storing all information 
relating to pesticide risk indicators, and for 
making such information available to the 
competent authorities, other interested 
parties and the general public

(a) the development of a harmonised system 
including an appropriate database for 
gathering and storing all information 
concerning pesticides, and for making such 
information available to the competent 
authorities and other interested parties.

(b) the performance of studies necessary 
for the preparation and development of 
legislation, including the adaptation of the 
Annexes of this Directive to technical 
progress
(c) the development of guidance and best 
practices to facilitate the implementation of 
this Directive.

Or. de

Justification

Simplification, since implementing regulations and guidelines have already been drawn up in 
the Member States and steps must be taken to ensure that the Member States revise those 
provisions.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Anne Ferreira

Amendment 320
Article 19, point (a)

(a) the development of a harmonised system 
including an appropriate database for 
gathering and storing all information relating 
to pesticide risk indicators, and for making 
such information available to the competent 
authorities, other interested parties and the 
general public

(a) the development of a harmonised system 
including an appropriate database for 
gathering and storing all information relating 
to pesticide risk and use indicators, and for 
making such information available to the 
competent authorities, other interested 
parties and the general public.

Or. en
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Justification

See Justification to Article 14(2)(a) (Ferreira).

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 321
Article 20

1. Member States shall bring into force the 
laws, regulations and administrative 
provisions necessary to comply with this 
Directive by [date of entry into force + 2
years] at the latest. They shall forthwith 
communicate to the Commission the text of 
those provisions and a correlation table 
between those provisions and this Directive.

1. Member States shall bring into force the 
laws, regulations and administrative 
provisions necessary to comply with this 
Directive by [date of entry into force + 5 
years] at the latest. They shall forthwith 
communicate to the Commission the text of 
those provisions and a correlation table 
between those provisions and this Directive.

When Member States adopt those 
provisions, they shall contain a reference to 
this Directive or be accompanied by such a 
reference on the occasion of their official 
publication. Member States shall determine 
how such reference is to be made.

When Member States adopt those 
provisions, they shall contain a reference to 
this Directive or be accompanied by such a 
reference on the occasion of their official 
publication.

Or. de

Justification

Since implementing provisions already exist in the Member States, the deadline for 
compliance should be set at five years after the date of entry into force. In the meantime, the 
previous regulation will guarantee the proper use of pesticides.

Amendment by Caroline Lucas

Amendment 322
Article 20, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1

1. Member States shall bring into force the 
laws, regulations and administrative 
provisions necessary to comply with this 
Directive by [date of entry into force + 2 
years] at the latest. They shall forthwith 
communicate to the Commission the text of 
those provisions and a correlation table 
between those provisions and this Directive.

1. Member States shall bring into force the 
laws, regulations and administrative 
provisions necessary to comply with this 
Directive by [date of entry into force + 1 
year] at the latest. They shall forthwith 
communicate to the Commission the text of 
those provisions and a correlation table 
between those provisions and this Directive.
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Or. en

Justification

Considering the risks and acute and chronic adverse health impacts of pesticide use and the 
acknowledgement by the Commission that there are shortcomings in the existing legal 
framework and that the actual use phase has not been sufficiently addressed, then Member 
States should bring into force the laws, regulations and administrative provisions necessary 
to comply with this Directive in a shorter time-scale than 2 years after its entry into force.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 323
Annex I, point 1

1. all relevant legislation regarding 
pesticides and their use

1. all relevant legislation regarding 
pesticides and their use, pesticide labels and 
labeling system, pesticide terminology, 
pesticide safety, toxicity and eco-toxicity

Or. en

Justification

Improvements to the training programmes.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Caroline Lucas

Amendment 324
Annex I, point 2 (a)

– a) risks to humans (operators, 
residents, bystanders, people entering treated 
areas and those handling or eating treated 
items) and how these are exacerbated by 
factors such as smoking

a) risks to humans (operators, residents, 
bystanders, people entering treated areas and 
those handling or eating treated items) and 
all potential acute and chronic long-term 
adverse health effects of exposure and how 
these are exacerbated by factors such as 
smoking

Or. en

Justification

Pesticides users must be fully aware of the risks and the potential acute and chronic long-
term adverse health impacts of pesticide use. (Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena 
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Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud Breyer, Roberto Musacchio)

Anyone who uses pesticides must be fully aware of the risks and the potential acute and 
chronic long-term adverse health impacts of pesticide use (Caroline Lucas)

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 325
Annex I, point 2 (a)

– a) risks to humans (operators, 
residents, bystanders, people entering treated 
areas and those handling or eating treated
items) and how these are exacerbated by 
factors such as smoking

a) risks to humans (operators, residents, 
bystanders, people entering treated areas and 
those handling or eating treated items) and 
how these are exacerbated by factors such as 
smoking, eating or not wearing the 
appropriate protective equipment

Or. en

Justification

See justification to Annex I, paragraph 1.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 326
Annex I, point 2 (b)

– b) symptoms of pesticide poisoning 
and first aid measures

b) symptoms of pesticide poisoning and first 
aid measures and symptoms of chronic 
health effects

Or. en

Justification

see justification to Annex I, paragraph 1.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 327
Annex I, point 2 (c)

c) risks to non target plants, beneficial c) risks to non target plants, beneficial 
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insects, wildlife, biodiversity and the 
environment in general

insects, wildlife, biodiversity and the 
environment in general, with special 
attention to the adverse effects of pesticide 
use in agriculture, for instance the loss of 
natural enemies and the decrease of 
pollination by insects

Or. en

Justification

Pesticide use has several external costs in agriculture, therefore the recent knowledge of 
these adverse effects should be included in the training programmes.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 328
Annex I, point 3

3. notions on integrated pest management 
strategies and techniques, integrated crop 
management strategies and techniques, and 
organic farming principles; information on 
general and crop-specific standards on 
integrated pest management

3. notions on integrated crop management 
strategies and techniques, the rational 
application of a combination of biological, 
biotechnological, chemical, cultural or 
plant-breeding measures and organic 
farming principles; information on general 
and crop-specific standards and 
encouragement to use natural means of 
pest control;

Or. pl

Justification

The training programme should include material on good farming practice in accordance 
with Directive 91/414/EEC (definition of 'integrated control') and the regulation of 23 
February 2005 on maximum residue levels of pesticides in or on food and feed of plant and 
animal origin and amending Council Directive 91/414/EEC.

Amendment by Chris Davies, Dan Jørgensen, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Caroline Lucas

Amendment 329
Annex 1, point 3

3. notions on integrated pest management 
strategies and techniques, integrated crop 
management strategies and techniques, and 

3. notions on integrated pest management 
strategies and techniques, integrated crop 
management strategies and techniques, and 
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organic farming principles; information on 
general and crop-specific standards on 
integrated pest management

organic farming principles; information on 
general and crop-specific standards, 
methods and practices of non-chemical 
alternatives to plant protection and pest and 
crop management

Or. en

Justification

Some pesticide use is purely for “cosmetic” purposes, which is not related to any specific 
pests or diseases and therefore is not for pest management or plant protection. Considering 
the recognised risks and acute and chronic adverse impacts for human health, as detailed 
more fully in the Impact Assessment of the Thematic Strategy, Member States need to promote 
and encourage the widespread adoption of non-chemical alternatives to plant protection and 
pest and crop management. 

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 330
Annex I, point 3

3. notions on integrated pest management 
strategies and techniques, integrated crop 
management strategies and techniques, and 
organic farming principles; information on 
general and crop-specific standards on 
integrated pest management

3. notions on integrated pest management 
strategies and techniques, integrated crop 
management strategies and techniques, 
organic farming principles and non-
chemical crop protection, in particular 
preventive methods and biological control 
methods; information on general and crop-
specific standards on integrated pest 
management

Or. en

Justification

see justification to Annex I, paragraph 1.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 331
Annex I, point 4

4. initiation to comparative assessment at 
user level to help professional users make 
the most appropriate choices among all 

4. initiation to comparative assessment at 
user level to help professional users make 
the most appropriate choices among all 



AM\662795EN.doc 167/179 PE 388.389v01-00

EN

authorised products for a given pest 
problem, in a given situation

authorised products for a given pest 
problem, in a given situation, choosing the 
least dangerous product for human health 
and the environment 

Or. en

Justification

See justification to Annex I, paragraph 1...

Amendment by Caroline Lucas, Jill Evans

Amendment 332
Annex 1, point 5

5. measures to minimise the risks to humans, 
non-target species and the environment: safe 
working practices for storing, handling and 
mixing pesticides, and disposing of empty 
packaging, other contaminated materials and 
surplus pesticides (including tank mixes), 
whether in concentrate or dilute form; 
recommended way to control operator 
exposure (personal protection equipment) 

5. measures to minimise the risks to humans, 
non-target species and the environment: safe 
working practices for storing, handling and 
mixing pesticides, and disposing of empty 
packaging, other contaminated materials and 
surplus pesticides (including tank mixes), 
whether in concentrate or dilute form; 
recommended way to control operator 
exposure (personal protection equipment); 
knowledge of all potential exposure factors 
including long-term exposure to pesticides 
in the air, exposure to vapours after 
application, reactivation, precipitation, 
pesticides transported from outdoor 
applications and redistributed into an 
indoor air environment, exposure to 
mixtures, pesticide residues transported on 
pollen or crop dust (e.g. at harvest), 
spreading of contaminated soil and long-
range transportation

Or. en

Justification

Anyone who uses pesticides must be fully aware of all the potential exposure factors and 
related risks not only for their own health, but for the health of others who may be exposed, in 
particular residents and communities living in the locality to sprayed fields.
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Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Glenis Willmott

Amendment 333
Annex 1, point 6

6. procedures for preparing application 
equipment for work, including its 
calibration, and for its operation with 
minimum risks to the user, other humans, 
non-target animal and vegetal species, 
biodiversity and the environment

6. procedures for preparing application 
equipment for work, including its 
calibration, and for its operation with 
minimum risks to the user, other humans, 
non-target animal and vegetal species, 
biodiversity, the environment and water 
resources

Or. en

Justification

There is a need to strengthen the specific reference to protection of water resources. There is 
also a need to ensure that actions will be undertaken in case of extreme weather events and 
potential leaching of pesticides into water bodies. Weather has a very significant influence on 
levels of contamination. Wet soils provide much higher risks of pesticides run-off. Intense 
storms can significantly increase the risks of run-off both from farm yards and fields.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 334
Annex I, point 7

7. use of application equipment and its 
maintenance, and specific spraying 
techniques (e.g. low-volume spraying, low-
drift nozzles), as well as the objectives of the 
technical check of sprayers in use and ways 
to improve spray quality

7. use of application equipment and its 
maintenance, and specific spraying 
techniques to reduce pesticide use, drift and 
risks (e.g. low-volume spraying, low-drift 
nozzles), as well as the objectives of the 
technical check of sprayers in use and ways 
to improve spray quality

Or. en

Justification

See justification to Annex I, paragraph 1...

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Glenis Willmott

Amendment 335
Annex I, point 8
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8.emergency action to protect human health 
and the environment in case of accidental 
spillage and contamination

8. emergency action to protect human health,
the environment and water resources in case 
of accidental spillage, contamination and 
extreme weather events that would result in 
pesticide leaching risks

Or. en

Justification

There is a need to strengthen the specific reference to protection of water resources. There is 
also a need to ensure that actions will be undertaken in case of extreme weather events and 
potential leaching of pesticides into water bodies. Weather has a very significant influence on 
levels of contamination. Wet soils provide much higher risks of pesticides run-off. Intense 
storms can significantly increase the risks of run-off both from farm yards and fields.

Amendment by Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman + Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 336
Annex I, point 10 a (new)

10a. the specific categories in which a 
pesticide operator may be licensed, which 
may include:
a) agricultural pest control
b) forest pest control
c) seed treatment
d) aquatic pest control
e) right-of-way pest control 
f) public health pest control 
g) rodent regulatory pest control

Or. en

Justification

See justification to Annex I, paragraph 1.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Glenis Willmott

Amendment 337
Annex I, point 10 a (new)
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10a. special care in protection areas 
established under Articles 6 and 7 of the 
Water Framework Directive

Or. en

Justification

Following the WFD special protection of surface water, groundwater and the conservation of 
habitats and species directly depending on water as well as drinking water bodies requires 
specific protection and care. It is important to identify this under the training programmes so 
that professional users, distributors and advisers are aware of these needs.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Glenis Willmott

Amendment 338
Annex I, point 10 b (new)

10b. risk-based approaches which take into 
account the local catchment variables such 
as climate, soil and crop types, slopes

Or. en

Justification

Programmes should also include developing knowledge on risk assessment which takes into 
account the local conditions as part of best practices.

Amendment by Werner Langen

Amendment 339
Annex II

This annex deleted

Or. de

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio

Amendment 340
Annex II a (new)



AM\662795EN.doc 171/179 PE 388.389v01-00

EN

Annex IIa
Minimum elements of national background 

report 
Part A: Elements to be included in initial 
national pesticide use reduction studies
Description of current conditions:
• Known information on production, 
import, export, sales and distribution of 
pesticides;
• Current pesticide consumption patterns 
(overall amounts of active ingredients used; 
specific amounts of pesticides used in 
specific applications on all major crops and 
in non-agricultural uses, particularly in 
public spaces; calculation of treatment 
frequency index);
• Description of the impacts on the 
environment, the food chain and human 
health of current patterns of pesticide use, 
based on data gathered via existing 
monitoring programmes;
• Overview of current legislation and policy 
instruments and their effectiveness;
• Evaluation of the need of pesticides;
• Gaps identified in any of the information 
above. 
Scenarios for pesticide reductions:
• 30% and 50% use reduction measured by 
the treatment frequency index.
Assessment of consequences of 
implementing the various scenarios:
• Effects on the environment (including 
energy consumption, greenhouse gases);
• Effects on public health (workers, 
residents, bystanders, residues on food);
• Effects on agricultural production;
• Economic costs and benefits (including 
reduction in hidden costs) of the various 
scenarios.
Identification and assessment of elements 
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needed to achieve scenarios:
• Impact of the elements specified in the 
Directive in achieving reductions in use;
• Additional scientific data needed and how 
to gather it, e.g., additional monitoring 
capacity, research facilities;
• Additional capacity necessary for 
implementing pesticide use reduction, e.g. 
agricultural extension services, inspectors 
for control of use; 
• Possible sources of funding, including 
levies, for implementation of the various 
scenarios.
Conclusions
• Achievable pesticide use reduction targets 
for specific crops and non-agricultural pest 
control situations as well as nationally, 
which at a minimum meet the mandatory 
reduction goals set in Article 6 and which 
aim to achieve further use reductions over 
time.
Part B: Elements to be included in 
subsequent national pesticide use reduction 
studies
• Evaluation of the experiences of the 
previous three years concerning the 
implementation of the pesticide reduction 
programme.
• Other elements as above.
Setting of new targets for the next period.

Or. en

Justification

This new Annex is necessary as a guidance document for Member States for the drafting of 
the national background report and to ensure homogeneity between Member States reports 
and the assessment of the situation for the whole of the EU by the European Commission.
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Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 341
Annex II b (new)

Annex IIb
Minimum elements in the national action 
plans for the reduction of risks and use of 

pesticides
Qualitative and quantitative goals:
• Interim goals for reduction of risks and 
use reduction measured by the treatment 
frequency index;
• Goals for specific target groups or uses, 
e.g. public authorities, farmers, 
transportation right-of-ways;
• Goals for reduction of usage in pesticide 
sensitive zones;
• Goals for progressive elimination of 
pesticides and their residues from 
groundwater and other environmental 
media;
• Goals for problematic crops and/or 
regions. 
Controls over uses:
• Measures for ensuring implementation of 
Integrated Pest Management practices; 
• Controls such as bans on applications of 
pesticides near drinking water well-heads 
or in pesticide sensitive zones, such as 
nature sites and in buffer zones;
• Controls including bans on applications 
of pesticides in areas with high risk of 
exposure, e.g. schools, parks and other 
public spaces, roadsides, etc.
Research and extension:
• Research into non-chemical alternatives 
to pesticides;
• Demonstration programmes on how to 
reduce frequency of application by use of 
non-chemical pest control methods and 
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systems;
• Training of agricultural advisors in non-
chemical pest control methods and systems;
• Research into possible use reductions 
through the application of better spraying 
equipment, methods and techniques. 
Information, education and training:
• Education of all pesticide operators on 
health hazards posed by pesticides as well 
as on non-chemical pest control methods 
and systems;
• Guidance for pesticide operators, e.g. on 
storage and handling of pesticides.
Pesticide application equipment:
• Inspection of equipment in use.
Financial instruments:
• Financial support for implementation of 
Integrated Pest Management standards and 
practices; 
• Financial support for other measures to 
reduce pesticide use;
• Greater application of cross-compliance 
mechanisms.

Or. en

Justification

This new Annex is necessary as a guidance document for Member States for the 
implementation of National Action Plans and to ensure homogeneity between Member States.

Amendment by Dan Jørgensen, Chris Davies, Irena Belohorská, Margrete Auken, Hiltrud 
Breyer, Roberto Musacchio + Erna Hennicot-Schoepges, Péter Olajos, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 342
Annex II c (new)

Annex IIc 

Elements for general and crop-specific 
Integrated Pest Management criteria
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Integrated Pest Management as a 
minimum includes the following general 
criteria:
(a) The prevention and/or suppression of 
harmful organisms should be achieved or 
supported among other options especially 
by:
• use of optimum crop rotation achieving a 
balanced population of soil organisms and 
maintenance of a healthy soil, in order to 
prevent outbreak of soil-bound pests and to 
eliminate use of soil fumigants and other 
soil chemicals;
• building a soil structure that can support 
a healthy crop, for instance by stimulating 
percentage of organic matter, limiting 
depth of ploughing, preventing erosion, 
applying optimum crop sequence;
• use of adequate cultivation techniques, 
e.g. stale seedbed technique, sowing dates 
and densities, under-sowing, optimal plant 
distance, conservation tillage, hygiene 
measures, pruning;
• use of the best available resistant/tolerant 
cultivars and approved/certified seed and 
planting material;
• use of balanced fertilization based on 
information concerning nutrients already 
present in the soil and the soil structure, 
liming and irrigation/drainage practices to 
reduce susceptibility to pests and diseases. 
Use of groundwater for irrigation should be 
avoided; 
• preventing the spread of harmful 
organisms through machinery and 
equipment;
• protection and enhancement of important 
beneficial organisms, such as the 
utilization of ecological infrastructures 
inside and outside production sites, a 
minimum percentage of total field area set 
aside, planting of plant species to attract 
natural enemies of pests.
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(b) Harmful organisms must be monitored 
with appropriate methods and tools. Such 
tools should include scientifically sound 
warning, forecasting and early diagnosis 
systems, where feasible, as well as 
professionally qualified advisors, such as 
those provided for by state and private 
extension services.
(c) Based on the results of the monitoring 
the professional user has to decide whether 
and when to apply plant protection 
measures. Robust and scientifically sound 
threshold values are essential components 
for decision making. For harmful 
organisms threshold levels defined for the 
region must be taken into account before 
treatments, where feasible.
(d) Biological, physical, mechanical and 
other non-chemical methods must be 
preferred to chemical methods whenever 
feasible. Against weeds, mechanical 
weeding or other non-chemical methods 
such as use of heat should be preferred. 
Exceptions should be allowed only in case 
of bad weather conditions during a 
prolonged period of time that makes 
mechanical weeding unfeasible.
(e) The plant protection product applied 
shall be as specific as possible for the target 
and shall have the least side effects on 
human health and the environment, such 
as plant and tree extracts, mineral 
substances for prevention of fungal growth.
(f) The professional user should keep the 
use of plant protection products and other 
forms of intervention to levels that are 
necessary, e.g. by reduced doses, reduced 
application frequency or partial 
applications, considering that the level of 
risk in vegetation is acceptable and they do 
not increase the risk for development of 
resistance in populations of harmful 
organisms. 
(g) Where the risk of resistance against a 
plant protection measure is known and 
where the level of harmful organisms 
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requires repeated application of plant 
protection products to the crops, available 
ante-resistance strategies should be applied 
to maintain the effectiveness of the 
products. This may include the use of 
multiple plant protection products with 
different modes of action.
(h) Professional users should keep records 
of all plant protection products used, by 
field. Based on the records on the use of 
plant protection products and on the 
monitoring of harmful organisms the 
professional user should check the success 
of the applied plant protection measures.

Or. en

Justification

Definition of IPM.

Amendment by Kathy Sinnott

Amendment 343
Annex II d (new)

Annex IId
Minimum requirements for crop-specific 

standards of Integrated Pest Management
When developing the detailed Integrated 
Pest Management standards for individual 
crops, the following ten key elements are to 
be taken into account:
1. Methods for building a soil structure to 
serve as an adequate buffering system for 
agriculture, e.g. stimulating percentage of 
organic matter, limiting depth of 
ploughing, prevention of erosion, crop 
sequence, etc.
2. Crop rotation frequency aimed at 
enhancing a balanced population of soil 
organisms and maintenance of a healthy 
soil, in order to prevent outbreak of soil-
bound pests and to eliminate use of soil 
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fumigants and other soil chemicals.
3. Use of the best available pest-resistant 
crop varieties. For every crop, the crop-pest 
combination that gives rise to the highest 
use of pesticides is to be determined, and 
the best resistant variety selected for that 
crop-pest combination.
4. Use of optimal plant distance for each 
crop and other crop management 
techniques to prevent growth of fungi and 
other pests; for the monitoring of fungal 
diseases, all available systems including 
weather forecasting and leaf-disease 
detection equipment.
5. Provision of adequate refugia for natural 
enemies of pests, e.g. a minimum 
percentage of total field area set aside for 
non-crop plant growing, including plants to 
attract natural enemies of pests. As a 
transitional measure, biological control by 
use of (industrially grown) natural enemies 
of pests, in particular for control of pests in 
glass houses.
6. Optimal nutrient management to reduce 
susceptibility to pests and diseases, based 
on information concerning nutrients 
already present in the soil and the soil 
structure.
7. In principle, only mechanical weeding or 
other non-chemical methods such as use of 
heat, with exceptions allowed only in case 
of bad weather conditions during a 
prolonged period of time, when a herbicide 
might be applied.
8. In case pest management problems still 
exist after applying elements 1 to 7, use of 
environmentally less harmful pesticides 
such as plant and tree extracts as well as 
other pest-preventing substances, such as 
mineral substances for prevention of 
fungal growth.
9. Application of pesticides 
(a) only if use of elements 1 to 8 does not 
create a situation where the crop is 
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reasonably protected, 
(b) only on the basis of information on the 
presence of pests (scouting, sensors, on-line 
services) proving the need for applying 
pesticides, and 
(c) only using selective (not harming 
beneficial organisms) pesticides for a 
limited period of time.
10. Minimal input of other material 
resources, e.g. use of fossil energy kept to a 
minimum and no use of materials like peat, 
wild flowers and bulbs.
The Integrated Pest Management system 
shall be implemented according to the 
requirements below:
- farm-level Integrated Pest Management 
plan aimed at reducing use of pesticides,
- compliance with all existing EU-level and 
national regulations relating to the use of 
pesticides,
- farm-level register of all pesticide uses, by 
field,
- farm-level register of all measures taken 
to prevent and to reduce losses of pesticides 
to the environment.

Or. en

Justification

Given the variety of definitions and standards for IPM existing in Europe, a minimum set of 
elements is necessary as guidance document for Member States to ensure homogeneity.


