
IPM has been widely practiced by 
sugar beet growers for decades
This applies especially with regards to the IPM principles/practices of crop rotation, choice of varieties, seed treatment and crop monitoring

CropLife Europe Conference 2024
Envisioning Tomorrow’s Agriculture: Building the toolbox

Realising the potential of Integrated Pest Management: Alex Krick, CIBE

https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/8f59af8a-b71c-11ed-8912-01aa75ed71a1/language-en/format-PDF/source-search


IPM WIDELY PRACTICED
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In France, out of 500 farmers surveyed, 60% of 
respondents had carried out mechanical weeding 
in 2022 on 80% of their beet acreage.
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HOW CAN SUGAR 
BEET GROWERS 
CONTINUE TO 
WIDELY 
IMPLEMENT IPM ? 

Annual CLE Conference 
5-6 March 2024

CIBE – Food Chain partner view – Sugar Beet Growers 



Going forward
To continue IPM (with innovative and 
combined strategies while entering the 
digital age), growers need flexibility, effective 
tools and far more effective alternatives.
No to arbitrary binding targets, additional
administrative burden & restrictions!
Yes to incentives and to support for new
investments!



EU SHRINKING TOOLBOX...
To protect their crops and continue to practice IPM, farmers need tools !

0



FACING NON-LEVEL PLAYING FIELD 
WITH SUGAR IMPORTS

HERBICIDE AS 
Authorised for use on 

sugar cane in Brazil
HERBICIDE AS

Status in EU
Ametryn
Aryloxyalkonoic acid
Atrazine
Diuron
Ethoxysulfuron
Glufosinate
Haloxifop-P-methyl
Hexazinone
Imazapic
Imazapir 
Metsulfuron-Methyl
MSMA
Oxadiazon
Oxyfluorfen
S-Metolachlor
Tebuthiuron
Trifluralin

Approval expired in 2002
Alkyloxyl & aryl mercury compounds are banned in the EU
Approval expired in 2004
Approval expired 30/09/2020
Approval expired 31/03/2014
Approval expired 31/07/2018
Approval expired 31/12/2020
Essential use only/used until 2004
Not approved
Approval expired on 31 December 2007 
Approved until 31/8/2026, as a Candiate for Substitution
Approval expired in 2002
Approval expired 31/12/2018
Approved until 31/12/2024, as a CfS
Approval not renewed: grace period expires 23/7/2024
Approval expired 31/12/2007 
Non inclusion voted May 2010

Source: PPPs database Brazil Source: EU pesticides database

http://www.adaf.am.gov.br/lista-de-Produtos-atox/
https://ec.europa.eu/food/plant/pesticides/eu-pesticides-database/start/screen/active-substances


COMPETITIVNESS OF 
EUROPEAN SUGAR BEET 
GROWERS & EUROPEAN 
SUGAR



IPM IMPLEMENTATION PER SE DEPENDS ON VARIOUS CONDITIONS AND ITS PRACTICES ARE HIGHLY 
FLEXIBLE → It cannot be set in stone and should not be defined with legally and impracticable 
binding rules, leading to:

• an administrative nightmare
• an increase in inputs and input costs and possibly a stagnation/drop in yields

The proposed implementation of IPM via crop-specific rules “designed to ensure that chemical 
crop protection is only used after all other non-chemical methods have been exhausted and when 
a threshold for intervention is reached” would have imposed a double conditionality ”last resort 
when everything else has been tried and failed”. This would have risked leading to situations 
where, when the use of chemical PPPs is finally allowed, it will be too late to provide satisfactory 
control of harmful organisms, be they pests, diseases or weeds. This double conditionality is not 
feasible. It is unrealistic and likely to lead to serious risk of yield reduction and even crop failure. 

For IPM to work in practice, intervention with chemical control and seed treatment should also be 
possible before all other non-chemical methods have been envisaged (let alone “exhausted”) 
when it is clear from crop monitoring and/or weather data that a threshold for chemical 
intervention will inevitably be reached. 

Effective & practicable IPM requires available, affordable and efficient tools!

IPM FUTURE FOR EU SUGAR BEET 
GROWERS



Going forward
To continue IPM (with innovative & 
combined strategies while entering the 
digital age), growers need flexibility, effective 
tools and far more effective alternatives.
No to arbitrary binding targets, additional
administrative burden & restrictions!
Yes to incentives and to support for new
investments!



FOLLOW US 

@SugarBeetEurope 

@ VISIT OUR WEBSITE

www.cibe-europe.eu

Thank you for your attention!

FOLLOW US 

CIBE - Sugar Beet Europe

https://twitter.com/SugarBeetEurope?lang=fr
http://www.cibe-europe.eu/
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCUaZwhYBoh7P0UOCMiqNcNQ?view_as=subscriber
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