From: 515 " <512e @minlnv.nl>

Sent: Wed, 17 Nov 2021 13:28:40 +0100

To: "512e " <5126 @minbuza.nl>

Cc: 512 " <512e @minlnv.nl>; "Becks-Vermeer, dr. .T.M. (Ingrid)"
</512e s@ctgb.nl>; " s12e " <iB12e 1@minlnv.nl>

Subject: Re: Politico Frankrijk en Pollinators.

HOi 512e

Bedankt voor de info.

Dit zal waarschijnlijk te maken hebben met de richtlijn duurzaam gebruik pesticiden. Dat kent een artikel dat lidstaten
vraagt om de effecten en risico’s in specifieke gebieden (KRW gebieden, natura 2000 gebieden, publiek toegankelijke
gebieden) terug te dringen.

Belangrijke kanttekening hierbij is dat het gaat om gebruik IN de gebieden. In NL zijn natura 2000 gebieden bijna
overal natuurgebieden in eigendom van SBB, NM of de landschappen. In andere lidstaten, waaronder Frankrijk, zijn
het ook vaak extensief gebruikte landbouwgebieden.

Wel speelt in Nederland een rechtszaak over mogelijke effecten van (gewijzigd) gebruik van gwb in
landbouwpercelen grenzend aan N2000 gebieden.

Groetjes

512e

512e

LNV/PAV/team gewasbescherming
Verstuurd vanaf mijn iPad

Op 17 nov. 2021 om 13:08 heeft 512¢ N (@minbuza.nl> het volgende
geschreven:

DRIVING THE DAY

FRANCE HAS SIX MONTHS TO SLASH PESTICIDE USE IN EU-PROTECTED AREAS: The
French government has been put on a tight deadline to orchestrate a major pesticide clean-up in EU
protected natural areas, following a ruling from the country’s top court that handed a big win to nonprofit
France Nature Environnement.

Delays, delays: In a ruling this week, the Conseil d’Etat, France’s highest administrative court, said
previous administrations had failed to implement an EU directive that says pesticide use should be
“minimized or prohibited” in the bloc’s Natura 2000 network of natural protected areas.

Natura 2000 areas make up around 13 percent of French territory, out of which 15 percent are agricultural
areas.

Catch-up time: The court ordered the agriculture, health, finance, economy and ecological transition
cabinets to, “within six months, take the necessary measures to enforce” the directive, as required by its
transposition into French law.

NGO cheers: France Nature Environnement, which submitted the case to the court last year, said: “This
decision ... aims to put an end to more than 10 years of culpable inaction by successive governments that
have been too attentive to the lobbies of chemical agriculture or the majority unions.”

The French agriculture ministry did not reply to a request for comment before publication.


minlnv.nl
mailto:s@ctgb.nl
minbuza.nl
minbuza.nl
minlnv.nl
mailto:1@minlnv.nl

POLLINATORS

LJUBLJANA NUDGES EU COUNTRIES TO TAKE ACTION: Slovenia’s agriculture chief and
Agrifish Council chair, s12¢ wants EU countries to step up action on pollinator protection, as
he seeks to advance one of the top goals of Ljubljana’s EU Council presidency before it concludes at the
end of this year.

Bee tips: During the Agrifish Council on Monday, Podgorsek urged his fellow farm ministers to adopt a
set of specific measures recommended by experts in a recent EU workshop on pollinators, telling them
they were “extremely relevant for agriculture and for the preparation of the CAP strategic plans,” which
countries are meant to submit to Brussels by the end of this year.

To-do list: He said that setting up an EU-wide monitoring system for pollinators to report on trends and
species was “of essence” to ensure the development of appropriate action and said interventions should be
“scaled up to the landscape level,” in order to combat the biodiversity decline squeezing beekeepers back
at home. He also said countries should beef up farmer advisory and training schemes and reward farmers
for adopting good practices.

Temperature check: The discussion on one of the top priorities of the Slovenian presidency prompted a
limited response from EU countries, with only around half of EU countries taking the floor to comment.
The Slovene push received the backing of Latvia, Slovakia and Bulgaria, who welcomed the
recommended actions, while countries like Poland, Lithuania and Hungary stressed the need to strike a
balance between bee protection and safeguarding farmers’ access to plant protection products.

Forest or bees? Luxembourg’s farm minister Romain Schneider opted to chime in during the pollinator
debate but caused some confusion as he started commenting on the EU Forest Strategy conclusions
instead — which was actually the next point on the agenda. His notes were, however, promptly swapped
out, allowing him to declare that protecting pollinators was “a priority for our government” and that he
looked forward to giving his views on forests up next.

From: 512e

Sent: Wednesday, November 17, 2021 13:06

To: 512 <512e @minlnv.nl>; 'Becks-Vermeer, dr. .T.M. (Ingrid)’ <512 @ctgb.nl>;
'51.2e ' «512e @min|nv_n|>; 5.12e

<5i2e @minlnv.nl>

Subject: Politico

MORE PESTICIDES

NGO CRIES FOUL OVER DRAFT REPORT ON GLYPHOSATE RENEWAL: A new analysis by
French nonprofit Générations Futures accuses four EU countries under the Assessment Group on
Glyphosate (AGG) of using double standards in a draft report on the potential renewal of glyphosate’s EU
license.

Gulp: In their study, out on Tuesday, the nonprofit said the AGG’s draft Renewal Assessment Report
(RAR) is “gravely biased” and marred with “numerous flaws.”

Double standards claim: After examining the studies used for the RAR, the nonprofit argues the four
AGG countries — France, Hungary, the Netherlands and Sweden — sidelined numerous “pertinent”
university studies “while, at the same time, [considered] as acceptable industry studies which are clearly
unacceptable” because they flout international rules set by the OECD. “We really think that there is a
double standard in the evaluation of studies, depending on whether they come from the scientific literature
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ook, die verband houdt met risico's verbonden aan het elektronisch
verzenden van berichten.

This message may contain information that is not intended for you. If you
are not the addressee or if this message was sent to you by mistake, you
are requested to inform the sender and delete the message.

The State accepts no liability for damage of any kind resulting from the
risks inherent in the electronic transmission of messages.



