FROM : -Antonio BOZZI



Milan  February  10th , 2011

TO:
- Steve ISAAC 

CC: 
-David GOMEZ

   
-Stig PERSSON



          EGA  Golf Course Committee

Dear Steve, 

one of the conclusions  I reached in my  mind  after our recent meeting in Brussels is that we have  to find  ways and  means to get a better feedback from the field  , i.e. from the  Associations that are our constituencies. In my  opinion  you  are  doing an  excellent job – on behalf of the Committee-  to disseminate  information  - but the  amount  of feed back we get is very very limited . The recent  report from Finland (excellent!) does  represent an exception to the general situation.

I feel   that most  members of the Committee  have  a rather good knowledge  of what the  situation  is   within their  associations -  but a general overview  on what is  the  situation in  most  European  countries is  lacking  . In other words  we do not get enough  feed back  from the  EGA  Federations/Unions -  with the exception of  GB&I—an area  that you at The R&A do cover  pretty well. I believe  we have to find  some way to improve this situation.

I believe that going  via  EGA and /or the  Secretariats of the Federations  would be a loss of time. In my  opinion we should try and  identify  within each ( major) continental Federation  who are the people who can become our main contact  to collect information 

on such issues as   “national  action plans  for pesticides” on  “ biodiversity”  on the  “river basin plans” and  so on. In my opinion the best candidates to  supply these kind of information are  the people in charge  of  the “Green section” of each Federation – people like  David in Spain
If  you do agree on the  above  we might perhaps ask David and Stig  to put  down a list of the  appropriate  person to contact at each ( major) Federation. 

Once this is done we  can perhaps set up a system  by  which not only we let them regularly have information from our Committee ( this – as I said  is  done in a satisfactory way)  but on the  other side we ask them to provide feed back information  on the  development  in their  countries. A report  two or three times a year would be enough-and  perhaps  we should also specify a  format indicating what are the areas they should report on ( Example: water/ pesticide/ biodiversity/ certification/ relationships with  environmental associations  and  so on)

Looking  forward to hearing what your ,  Stig’s  and David’s  views are on this matter . 

Thank you . 

Tony

