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EU Commission Vision for Agriculture 
and Food: Objectives

• Ensure lasting food security and support 
sustainable food systems.

• Improve the competitiveness and resilience
of EU agriculture.

• Drive the green and digital transition in the 
agri-food industry.

• Foster innovation and uphold global 
leadership in sustainable agriculture.

• Protect the environment and promote public
health.
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1. Concrete action to facilitate the 
authorization of biopesticides.

2. More cautious approach on pesticides 
toolbox.

3. No Import Tolerances for the “most 
hazardous pesticides banned in the EU”?

4. Clear commitment to new breeding 
technologies (NBTs).

5. Assessment of export ban for hazardous 
chemicals, including pesticides that are 
banned in the EU.

EU Commission Vision for Agriculture 
and Food: Crop Protection & Trade



The EU Crop Protection Toolbox – Developments since 2019

Source: CropLife Europe, Version 15.01.25



EU Commission Vision for Agriculture and 
Food - Facilitate biologics

• Objective: Speed up market access for biopesticides.

• Key Elements:
• Define biocontrol active substances.
• Enable provisional authorizations for products under 

evaluation.
• Establish a fast-track approval and authorization 

procedure.

• Assessment
• Important proposal to facilitate market access.
• Definition of biopesticide is key to allow broad range of 

innovative products to the market.
• Biopesticides will not replace synthetic chemical 

pesticides.
• Fast track-approval for biopesticides should not lead to an 

even slower approval of chemical pesticides.



EU Commission Vision for Agriculture and 
Food - A more cautious Toolbox Approach

• Pace Discrepancy: EU Commission acknowledges that 
withdrawal of active substances from the EU market is 
outpacing the introduction of biological/low-risk alternatives.

• Potential Impact: Continued trend may compromise the EU’s 
food production capability.

• Commission’s Approach: Future pesticide bans will be 
carefully considered if no alternatives are available - except 
when a pesticide poses a clear threat to human health or the 
environment.

• Assessment: 
• Important initative to address the toolbox issue in the EU,
• Unclear how it will be implemented,
• Lack of precision.



EU MRL Policies – A play in (so far) three 
acts

Act 1: The EU introduces environmental factors in 
MRL setting.

Act 2: From risk assessment to political 
considerations – European Parliament blocks 
several MRL proposals to ensure amongst others 
a “level playing field” for EU growers.

Act 3: Politics before science: Does the EU 
Commission fall in line with Parliament and 
(some) EU Member States?
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EU MRL Policies – Environmental Factors

• Issue: Since 2023, the EU started considering
environmental considerations in MRL/import tolerance 
setting for EU non-approved active substances.

• First action: MRLs for clothianidin & thiamethoxam 
lowered to LOQ due to pollinator concerns (Effective Q1 
2023, applies Q1 2026).

• Planned: More substances to follow (e.g. Quinoxyfen, 
Lufenuron, Imidacloprid). 

• Legal challenge: Indian firm Maud Tea & Seed Co. Ltd 
sued the EU; case dismissed for alleged inadmissibilty, 
now under appeal.
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EU MRL Policies – Blockade by the 
European Parliament
• Member States and the European Parliament continue objecting MRLs/ITs 

for substances banned in the EU. 

• Latest Case in European Parliament from September 2024: Objections for 
MRLs set fer benomyl, carbendazim, thiophanate-methyl, cyproconazole, 
spirodiclofen.

• Voting results: 522 in favor, 127 against, 28 abstentions

• Arguments used by Members of Parliament and Member States are strongly 
related to creating a level-playing field for European farmers.

• Limited options for EU Commission to react.
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EU MRL Policies – EU Commission Vision 
for Agriculture and Food

Key Quote: "The Commission will establish a principle that the 
most hazardous pesticides banned in the EU... are not allowed 
back to the EU through imported products."
Planned Action (2025): An Impact Assessment will evaluate 
competitive and international implications, potentially leading to 
legal amendments.
Analysis: Imprecise & Risky

• Vague Scope: "Most hazardous" is undefined, leading to 
ambiguity.

• Future & Conditional: Implementation depends on a 2025 
impact assessment and potential legal changes ("if appropriate").

• High Retaliation Risk: Unilateral action could provoke strong 
responses from trade partners.

• Potential WTO Issues: May violate non-discrimination rules 
without clear scientific justification.

• Bottom Line: Proposal lacks precision and risks significant trade 
friction and potential WTO challenges.
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• Extra-territorial application of EU law
• Non-compliance with WTO rules
• Non-reliance on international standards and 

principles
• Discriminates against imports from non-EU 

countries
• Might trigger substantial retaliatory measures by 

trading partners
• Might impact the availability of innovative new 

active substance on the EU markets

EU MRL Policies – A Recipe for Trouble



EU Agri-Food Trade: A Strategic Strength 
for Farmers and Consumers
Key Figures on EU Agri-Food Trade(2023/2024):
• Exports: €235.4 billion | Imports: €171.8 billion
• Trade Surplus: €63.6 billion

Examples for the benefits of trade
• Farmers: EU livestock farming at today's level would not be possible 

without imports of animal feed: EU only ~75% self-sufficient in protein 
feeds. ~73% of oilseed meals and ~94–97% of soy protein imported, 
mainly from Brazil and USA.

• Food Industry - Adding Value to Imported Raw Materials:
• Cocoa → Chocolate:

• EU imports 1.8M tonnes of cocoa beans; exports €10–11B of 
chocolate.

• Coffee → Coffee Industry:
• 2.7M tonnes coffee beans imported; European coffee market 

worth €44–45B.
• Consumers: Food Security and Affordabiltiy

• Net-importer in calories; imports critical to meeting dietary needs.
• Imports enable year-round access to diverse foods like coffee, 

chocolate, pasta.

Sources: European Commission, Eurostat, CropLife Europe (2024/2025)



Conclusion: Enable Competitiveness and Co-operation 
Instead of Hampering Trade

Enabling innovation: Development and introduction of technological innovations into the 
market must be supported as a matter of priority; innovation-friendly regulatory framework; 
necessary infrastructural conditions for technological innovations which benefit rural areas;

Multilateral engagement: Global challenges require global solutions, and the EU should 
continue to engage with and within relevant global multilateral fora, especially the World 
Trade Organisation;

Equivalence agreements: Negotiating agreements based on equivalent outcomes would 
offer the great advantage of recognising that different production methods can be equally 
sustainable, if they achieve the same desired environmental and safety outcomes;

Capacity building and access to innovation: Bilateral cooperation with trading partners 
should also involve support for adopting practices and technologies which improve yields in 
a sustainable way, and that are appropriate for local contexts.



Thank you for your attention!
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