
Unit2_lection 1. Activity 1 
Watch the video at least three times without subtitles. Answer the questions:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=H8OWQHKSv-U


What wants to reduce the European Commission by 2030?





Where is it a complete ban? 




What can be the alternatives?





What does have to send the Member States?




Do all the State Members agree with the new proposal?




What is inappropriate for On. Dorfmann?




Why?




What includes the plan?




Why, for the Commissioner in charge the proposal is a win-win situation? 





Accordion to the impact assessment, how many euros of benefits will bring one invested euro?




What does increase reverse the decline of pollinators?

















	Unit2_lection 1. Activity 1 - text

Chemical pesticides are used on nearly everything we grow but now the European Commission wants to cut their use in half by 2030 as part of its latest plan on sustainability and biodiversity. 
The commission says it's not a complete ban even if the 50 reduction target would be legally binding.
“By 2030 half of the chemical pesticides should be replaced with alternatives with practices like crop rotation and with technologies like precision farming.
We also propose to prohibit all pesticides used in sensitive areas like schools, hospitals, parks, and playgrounds.”
Member states would have to submit regular reports on their progress as part of the new regime. EU funds would also be available over the next five years to cover the costs of any new requirements.
But many governments are already opposing the new proposals saying the timing is wrong given the current food crisis.
“The time is completely inappropriate to make this proposal because we are in a moment where food is needed in Europe. We are again in a debate on food security in Europe and propose both of these regulations. I think is simply inappropriate.”
(Herbert Dorfman)

The plans also include a mandatory nature restoration target for countries to repair 20 of damaged ecosystems by 2030.

The Commissioner in charge of the proposal told Euro News this idea is a win-win for everyone.
“We should stop living in a myth that acting for nature and restoring nature is just costs and no benefits and our impact assessment shows that one invested euro brings eight euros of benefits”.
One of the main goals is to reverse the decline of pollinators like bees which experts say, actually, increases farming yields and helps restore ecosystems naturally. For now, though they're just planning the European Parliament and European Council will need to approve them before they can become law.

	

ˈkɛməkəl ˈpɛstəˌsaɪdz ər juzd ɑn ˈnɪrli ˈɛvriˌθɪŋ wi ɡroʊ bət naʊ ðə ˌjʊrəˈpiən kəˈmɪʃən wɑnts tə kʌt ðɛr juz ɪn hæf baɪ 2030 əz pɑrt əv ɪts ˈleɪtəst plæn ɑn səˌsteɪnəˈbɪlɪti ənd ˌbaɪoʊdaɪˈvɜrsəti.
ðə kəˈmɪʃən sɛz ɪts nɑt ə kəmˈplit bæn ˈivɪn ɪf ði 50 rəˈdʌkʃən ˈtɑrɡət wəd bi ˈliɡəli ˈbaɪndɪŋ.

“baɪ 2030 hæf əv ðə ˈkɛməkəl ˈpɛstəˌsaɪdz ʃəd bi ˌriˈpleɪst wɪð ɔlˈtɜrnətɪvz wɪð ˈpræktəsəz laɪk krɑp roʊˈteɪʃən ənd wɪð tɛkˈnɑləʤiz laɪk priˈsɪʒən ˈfɑrmɪŋ.
wi ˈɔlsoʊ prəˈpoʊz tə proʊˈhɪbət ɔl ˈpɛstəˌsaɪdz juzd ɪn ˈsɛnsətɪv ˈɛriəz laɪk skulz, ˈhɑˌspɪtəlz, pɑrks, ənd ˈpleɪˌɡraʊndz.”
ˈmɛmbər steɪts wəd həv tə səbˈmɪt ˈrɛɡjələr rɪˈpɔrts ɑn ðɛr ˈprɑˌɡrɛs əz pɑrt əv ðə nu rəʒˈim. i-ju fʌndz wəd ˈɔlsoʊ bi əˈveɪləbəl ˈoʊvər ðə nɛkst faɪv jɪrz tə ˈkʌvər ðə kɑsts əv ˈɛni nu rɪˈkwaɪrmənts.
bət ˈmɛni ˈɡʌvərmənts ər ɔlˈrɛdi əˈpoʊzɪŋ ðə nu prəˈpoʊzəlz ˈseɪɪŋ ðə ˈtaɪmɪŋ əz rɔŋ ˈɡɪvən ðə ˈkɜrənt fud ˈkraɪsəs.
“ðə taɪm əz kəmˈplitli ˌɪnəˈproʊpriɪt tə meɪk ðɪs prəˈpoʊzəl bɪˈkəz wi ər ɪn ə ˈmoʊmənt wɛr fud əz ˈnidəd ɪn ˈjʊrəp. wi ər əˈɡɛn ɪn ə dəˈbeɪt ɑn fud sɪˈkjʊrəti ɪn ˈjʊrəp ənd prəˈpoʊz boʊθ əv ðiz ˌrɛɡjəˈleɪʃənz. aɪ θɪŋk əz ˈsɪmpli ˌɪnəˈproʊpriɪt.”


ðə plænz ˈɔlsoʊ ɪnˈklud ə ˈmændəˌtɔri ˈneɪʧər ˌrɛstəˈreɪʃən ˈtɑrɡət fər ˈkʌntriz tə rɪˈpɛr 20 əv ˈdæməʤd ˈikoʊˌsɪstəmz baɪ 2030.

ðə kəˈmɪʃənər ɪn ʧɑrʤ əv ðə prəˈpoʊzəl toʊld ˈjuroʊ nuz ðɪs aɪˈdiə əz ə wɪn-wɪn fər ˈɛvriˌwʌn.
“wi ʃəd stɑp ˈlɪvɪŋ ɪn ə mɪθ ðət ˈæktɪŋ fər ˈneɪʧər ənd rɪˈstɔrɪŋ ˈneɪʧər ɪz ʤəst kɑsts ənd noʊ ˈbɛnəfɪts ənd ˈaʊər ˈɪmpækt əˈsɛsmənt ʃoʊz ðət wʌn ɪnˈvɛstəd ˈjuroʊ brɪŋz eɪt ˈjuˌroʊz ʌv ˈbɛnəfɪts”.
wʌn əv ðə meɪn ɡoʊlz ɪz tə rɪˈvɜrs ðə dɪˈklaɪn əv ˈpɑləˌneɪtərz laɪk biz wɪʧ ˈɛkspərts seɪ, ˈækʧuəli, ɪnˈkrisəz ˈfɑrmɪŋ jildz ənd hɛlps rɪˈstɔr ˈikoʊˌsɪstəmz ˈnæʧərəli. fər naʊ, ðoʊ ðɛr ʤəst ˈplænɪŋ ðə ˌjʊrəˈpiən ˈpɑrləmənt ənd ˌjʊrəˈpiən ˈkaʊnsəl wɪl nid tʊ əˈpruv ðəm bɪˈfɔr ðeɪ kən bɪˈkʌm lɔ.



Vocabulary

to cut STH use in half by …
as part of its latest plan on sustainability and biodiversity. 
to be legally binding
to be replaced with alternatives 
crop rotation
precision farming
to prohibit STH used 
sensitive areas like STH
to submit regular reports on their progress 
funds would also be available over the next ... years 
to cover the costs of any requirements.
to be already opposing the proposals
the timing is wrong given the current food crisis
the time is completely inappropriate
to make a proposal 
we are again in a debate 
the plans include a mandatory nature restoration target 
the Commissioner in charge of the proposal 
to be a win-win for everyone
to live in a myth that acting for nature and restoring nature is just costs and no benefits 
the impact assessment shows that one invested euro brings eight euros of benefits
to reverse the decline of pollinators like bees 
to restore ecosystems naturally











