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IPM in CZ - current situation 

• Not new for growers of grapewine, fruits, and 
vegetables (system of IP+organic agriculture –well 

established, subsided)  

• Field crops might be a problem  

• Need for concept, guidelines, advisory service 
and update of current information  



Control system for field crops 

• Part of WG on setting up of NAP 

• 1st draft of system – March 2013  

• Cooperation between  research and control institutions 

• Continuously discussed with farmers organisations  

• Final draft of system + comments  –  December 2013  

• Checklist for field crops + guideline published – April 
2014 

 

• Support for farmers (guildeline for field crops, 
thresholds, monitoring facilities, DSS, red/yellow/green 
list of pesticides, advisory system, public awareness – 
seminars for farmers)   

 

 

 

 



Who is responsible for inspection of 
compliance? 

• Central institute for Supervising and Testing in 
Agriculture (former SPA) – independency 

• Internal guideline for inspectors has been 
designed  

• Farmers informed in advance, advised, visited, 
checked and according to the results – 
passed/failed – need for improvement for the 
following year)  

 

 



Background of control system for field crops 

• Annex 3 of Directive 2009/128 ES transformed 
into the checklist  

• System of bonus (getting points) not malus 
(lower motivation) 

• According to the cultivated area or proportion 
of harmful organisms  

• 20 questions in total, 10-30 pts./question 

 

 



System of evaluation 

• Control covers area where field crops are cultivated 

• Full/reduced/zero points are delivered according to the 
area/proportion of harmful organisms for those the 
principle is accomplished 

Full amount of points – principle accomplished on 
more than 75 % of cultivated area 

Reduced amount of points – principle 
accomplished on 50 - 75 % of cultivated area 

Zero points – principle accomplished on less 
than 50 % of cultivated area 



What kind of evidence can be used? 

• Written or electronic evidence kept by farmer (obligatory 
evidence of fertilizer+pesticide usage, voluntary evidence 
on thresholds or evaluation of efficacy) 

• Accounting records – purchase of monitoring facilities, 
seeds for flowering strips, advisory/monitoring service, 
etc. 

• Check on spot/in field (possession of facilities, post-
harvest management)  

• Confirmation of attendance on 
seminar/lecture/qualification or confirmation of contract 
with independent advisory service 

 

 



Who must prove requirements are 
accomplished? 

• It is up to farmer to prove that he fulfills 
required obligations (2014)  

– Written/electronic evidence  

– Accounting records  

– Possession of facilities  

– Certifications 

– Existence of adopted measures  

• Inspector judges relevance of presented 
materials/measures  

 



Results of inspection 

• Amount of points reflects 
degree of IPM 
implementation 

• Fulfilling of limit = complying 
with obligation 

• Limit for complying  is 120 
pts. (maximum 350 pts.)  

• Not complying   

– 1st year – recommendation of 
correcting measures 

– 2nd year – repeated control, check 
if farmer meets the requirements 



Sanctions    

• Farmers below the limit are advised and next year 
checked if recommended measures have been 
implemented into the growing technology = must get 
at least  120 pts. 

 

 

• NO sanctions planned for 
2014 (just recommendation) 
 

• Controls not linked with 
current subsidies 



Whate can be found there? 

• Crop specific guidelines,R/Y/G list ….  

• Check list 

• Guideline for score  

 system 

Information resource  

Websites of CISTA  

since April 2014 

 



Phytosanitary portal – new tool for support  



Phytosanitary portal - content 

• Crop specific guidelines  

• Photo gallery (pests, 
disesases, disorders, 
weeds and crops)  

• „R/Y/G list of pesticides“ 
(registered pesticide/chosen 
pest/plant) 

• Results of large scale 
monitoring of pests 

• Prognosis and models for 
Decision support  

• …still being developed 

 



The point is …  

• All information is available to promote farmers to 
pass own control to prove their own technology and 
help to identify deficiencies in current practice in 
term of IPM (preparation for formally kept control) 

• Controls will be carried out by local inspectors 
knowing conditions and are able to decide if farmer 
reconsiders all available economically acceptable 
options  

• First year will be mostly „get to know“ the system 
itself (arise public awareness, get educated farmers 
+advisers)  



Conclusion - perspectives 

• Build up support system to promote adoption 
of key IPM principles (development of Phytosanitary 

portal, advisory system, introduction of new elements into the 
current AEO, GAEC, RDP, etc.)  

• Evaluation of outcomes of control of 
compliance (results of 2014 will be crucial for adjustment 

of control system for next years – expected results beginning 
of 2015  



Thank you for your attention 

… I am keen on IPM 


