
Unit2_lection 2. Activity 1 
Impact assessment

Part 1: 10’ - individual work
Take a look at the web page https://research.wur.nl/en/publications/impact-assessment-of-ec-2030-green-deal-targets-for-sustainable-c 

What’s the aim of this research output?










Part 2: 30’ - Work in pairs 
Open the paper Impact Assessment of EC 2030 Green Deal Targets for Sustainable Crop Production
Take a look at the contents index, and read pages 6 and 7, the “Introduction”, “Main Results”, and “Table 1”.

What are ILUC1 and ILUC 2? Can you explain them?














What are the consequences of the F2F strategy for apple cultivation in Trentino?


















Part 3: 10’ Restitution to the class. 
4 students chosen by the teacher, report to the class what they have found.

Integrate your answers with the new items from the discussion.
Homework: listen to the audio, read aloud 10 times and pay attention to the pronunciation
	As part of its Green Deal Roadmap, the EU Commission has launched the Farm to Fork (F2F) and Biodiversity (BD) strategies to cope with the environmental and climate challenges. Currently, it is uncertain what the implications of the proposed targets could be for EU agriculture and the food system. Explorations into the consequences are vital for both policymakers and stakeholders to have an informed debate on the future food production in the EU. 
CropLife Europe, along with CropLife International as well as several agri-food chain stakeholders commissioned this study to assess the potential impacts of six key targets of the F2F and BD 
strategies. The study focuses on the impacts on a selected number of annual crops (wheat, rapeseed, maize, sugar beet and tomatoes) and perennial crops (apples, olives, grapes, citrus and hops), taking into account the present knowledge of farmers and available technologies. 
In the study four scenarios have been developed in which the following objectives of the Green Deal are combined:
• Scenario 1: 50% reduction in the overall use and risks of pesticides and a 50% reduction in the use  of more hazardous pesticides 
• Scenario 2: 50% reduction in nutrient losses and a 20% reduction in the use of fertilisers 
• Scenario 3: at least 25% of the agricultural land under organic production 
• Scenario 4: objectives of scenarios 1 and 2 combined with the objective to place at least 10% of the agricultural land under high-diversity landscape features. In this scenario the effect of the increase of organic production to 25% of the agricultural area is not included. 
S.2 Main results							
According to the assessment at macro level, the realisation of the objectives of the F2F and BD strategies will result in a decrease of the produced volumes per crop in the entire EU on average ranging from 10 to 20% (Scenario 4).
 The production volume can decline up to 30% for some crops such as apples, but there are also crops of which the production hardly suffers as a result of the F2F strategy such as sugar beets. The produced volume of perennial crops will decline more than that of annual crops. Prices of products such as wine, olives and hops will increase.
 By consequence, international trade will change significantly: EU exports were found to decline and EU imports will increase (the volume of the import of products can double).
The realisation of the objective to increase the area under organic production to 25% will under the assumptions made in this study with respect to technological developments result in a production decline of less than 10% and go together with a price increase of just under 13%. 
Increasing the area under organic production could contribute to the reduction of the overall use and risk of pesticides and the reduction of nutrient losses, assumed that the use and risk of pesticides in organic production measured by the Harmonised Risk Indicator I would be lower than in conventional production. 
For annual crops this is indeed the case, but the findings suggest that for some perennial crops the opposite is true. In such cases, there would be no reason to shift to organic production from a sustainability point of view


	AUDIO
əz pɑːt əv ɪts griːn diːl Roadmap, ði iː-juː kəˈmɪʃən həz lɔːnʧt ðə fɑːm tə fɔːk (ɛf2ɛf) ænd ˌbaɪəʊdaɪˈvɜːsɪti (biː-diː) ˈstrætɪʤiz tə kəʊp wɪð ði ɪnˌvaɪərənˈmɛntl ənd ˈklaɪmɪt ˈʧælɪnʤɪz. ˈkʌrəntli ɪt ɪz ʌnˈsɜːtn wɒt ði ˌɪmplɪˈkeɪʃənz əv ðə prəˈpəʊzd ˈtɑːgɪts kəd bi fər iː-juː ˈægrɪkʌlʧər ənd ðə fuːd ˈsɪstɪm. ˌɛksplɔːˈreɪʃənz ˈɪntə ðə ˈkɒnsɪkwənsɪz ə ˈvaɪtl fə bəʊθ policymakers ənd ˈsteɪkˌhəʊldəz tə hæv ən ɪnˈfɔːmd dɪˈbeɪt ɒn ðə ˈfjuːʧə fuːd prəˈdʌkʃən ɪn ði iː-juː. 
CropLife ˈjʊərəp, əˈlɒŋ wɪð CropLife ˌɪntə(ː)ˈnæʃənl əz wɛl əz ˈsɛvrəl agri-fuːd ʧeɪn ˈsteɪkˌhəʊldəz kəˈmɪʃənd ðɪs ˈstʌdi tʊ əˈsɛs ðə pəʊˈtɛnʃəl ˈɪmpækts əv sɪks kiː ˈtɑːgɪts əv ði ɛf2ɛf ənd biː-diː 
ˈstrætɪʤiz. ðə ˈstʌdi ˈfəʊkəsɪz ɒn ði ˈɪmpækts ɒn ə sɪˈlɛktɪd ˈnʌmbər əv ˈænjʊəl krɒps (wiːt, rapeseed,  meɪz, ˈʃʊgə biːt ənd təˈmɑːtəʊz) ənd pəˈrɛniəl krɒps (ˈæplz, ˈɒlɪvz, greɪps, ˈsɪtrəs ənd hɒps), ˈteɪkɪŋ ˈɪntə əˈkaʊnt ðə ˈprɛznt ˈnɒlɪʤ əv ˈfɑːməz ənd əˈveɪləbl tɛkˈnɒləʤiz.
 ɪn ðə ˈstʌdi fɔː sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊz həv biːn dɪˈvɛləpt ɪn wɪʧ ðə ˈfɒləʊɪŋ əbˈʤɛktɪvz əv ðə griːn diːl  ɑː kəmˈbaɪnd: 

• sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊ 1: 50% rɪˈdʌkʃən ɪn ði ˈəʊvərɔːl juːz ənd rɪsks əv ˈpɛstɪsaɪdz ənd eɪ 50% rɪˈdʌkʃən ɪn ðə juːz  əv mɔː ˈhæzədəs ˈpɛstɪsaɪdz 
• sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊ 2: 50% rɪˈdʌkʃən ɪn ˈnjuːtrɪənt ˈlɒsɪz ənd eɪ 20% rɪˈdʌkʃən ɪn ðə juːz əv ˈfɜːtɪlaɪzəz 
• sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊ 3: ət liːst 25% əv ði ˌægrɪˈkʌlʧərəl lænd ˈʌndər ɔːˈgænɪk prəˈdʌkʃən 
• sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊ 4: əbˈʤɛktɪvz əv sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊz 1 ænd 2 kəmˈbaɪnd wɪð ði əbˈʤɛktɪv tə pleɪs ət liːst 10% əv ðiː ˌægrɪˈkʌlʧərəl lænd ˈʌndə haɪ-daɪˈvɜːsɪti ˈlænskeɪp ˈfiːʧəz. ɪn ðɪs sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊ ði ɪˈfɛkt əv ði ˈɪnkriːs əv ɔːˈgænɪk prəˈdʌkʃən tʊ 25% əv ði ˌægrɪˈkʌlʧərəl ˈeərɪə z nɒt ɪnˈkluːdɪd. 

 ɛs.2 meɪn rɪˈzʌlts 
Audio
əˈkɔːdɪŋ tə ði əˈsɛsmənt ət ˈmækrəʊ ˈlɛvl, ðə ˌrɪəlaɪˈzeɪʃən əv ði əbˈʤɛktɪvz əv ði ɛf2ɛf ənd biː-diː ˈstrætɪʤiz wɪl rɪˈzʌlt ɪn ə ˈdiːkriːs əv ðə prəˈdjuːst ˈvɒljʊmz pɜː krɒp ɪn ði ɪnˈtaɪər iː-juː ɒn ˈævərɪʤ 
ˈreɪnʤɪŋ frɒm 10 tuː 20% (sɪˈnɑːrɪəʊ 4).
 ðə prəˈdʌkʃən ˈvɒljʊm kən dɪˈklaɪn ʌp tʊ 30% fə səm krɒps sʌʧ əz ˈæplz, bət ðər ər ˈɔːlsəʊ krɒps əv wɪʧ ðə prəˈdʌkʃən ˈhɑːdli ˈsʌfəz əz ə rɪˈzʌlt əv ði ɛf2ɛf ˈstrætɪʤi sʌʧ əz ˈʃʊgə biːts. ðə prəˈdjuːst ˈvɒljʊm əv pəˈrɛniəl krɒps wɪl dɪˈklaɪn mɔː ðən ðət ɒv ˈænjʊəl krɒps. ˈpraɪsɪz əv ˈprɒdʌkts sʌʧ əz waɪn, ˈɒlɪvz ənd hɒps wɪl ˈɪnkriːs. 
baɪ ˈkɒnsɪkwəns,  ˌɪntə(ː)ˈnæʃənl treɪd wɪl ʧeɪnʤ sɪgˈnɪfɪkəntli: iː-juː ˈɛkspɔːts wə faʊnd tə dɪˈklaɪn ənd iː-juː ˈɪmpɔːts wɪl ˈɪnkriːs (ðə ˈvɒljʊm əv ði ˈɪmpɔːt əv ˈprɒdʌkts kən ˈdʌbl).  
ðə ˌrɪəlaɪˈzeɪʃən əv ði əbˈʤɛktɪv tʊ ˈɪnkriːs ði ˈeərɪə ˈʌndər ɔːˈgænɪk prəˈdʌkʃən tʊ 25% wɪl ˈʌndə ðiː əˈsʌmpʃ(ə)nz meɪd ɪn ðɪs ˈstʌdi wɪð rɪsˈpɛkt tə ˌtɛknəˈlɒʤɪk(ə)l dɪˈvɛləpmənts rɪˈzʌlt ɪn ə prəˈdʌkʃən dɪˈklaɪn əv lɛs ðæn 10% ənd gəʊ təˈgɛðə wɪð ə praɪs ˈɪnkriːs əv ʤəst ˈʌndə 13%. 
ɪnˈkriːsɪŋ ði ˈeərɪə ˈʌndər ɔːˈgænɪk prəˈdʌkʃən kəd kənˈtrɪbju(ː)t tə ðə rɪˈdʌkʃən əv ði ˈəʊvərɔːl juːz ənd rɪsk əv ˈpɛstɪsaɪdz ænd ðə rɪˈdʌkʃən əv ˈnjuːtrɪənt ˈlɒsɪz, əˈsjuːmd ðət ðə juːz ənd rɪsk əv ˈpɛstɪsaɪdz ɪn ɔːˈgænɪk prəˈdʌkʃən ˈmɛʒəd baɪ ðə ˈhɑːmənaɪzd rɪsk ˈɪndɪkeɪtər aɪ wəd bi ˈləʊə ðən ɪn kənˈvɛnʃənl prəˈdʌkʃən.
 fɔː ˈænjʊəl krɒps ðɪs ɪz ɪnˈdiːd ðə keɪs, bət ðə ˈfaɪndɪŋz səˈʤɛst ðət fə səm pəˈrɛniəl krɒps ðiː ˈɒpəzɪt s truː. ɪn sʌʧ ˈkeɪsɪz, ðə wəd bi nəʊ ˈriːzn tə ʃɪft tʊ ɔːˈgænɪk prəˈdʌkʃən frəm eɪ səsˌteɪnəˈbɪlɪti pɔɪnt əv vjuː. 



Vocabulary


	to cope with sth
to explore into sth
to be vital for sth
to commission sth
to assess sth
to focus on sth
to take into account sth
to develop sth - to be developed
to combine sth - to be combined whit sth
to reduce sth
to combine with sth
to launch sth
the overall use of sth
under high-diversity landscape features
according to sth
on average ranging from 10 to 20%
to suffer as sth
to decline more than that of sth
to be under organic production
under the assumptions made in sth
conventional production
the findings suggest sth
the opposite is true
there will be no reason to shift to sth
from a sustainability point of view







