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EUDR 2026 in a nutshell



What has changed since 2025



May 2026 т European Commission package



What this means for tropical timber













Here is a certified and managed tropical 
forest!

Sustainable management of tropical forests
Ą the answer to deforestation





EUDR dry runs: Summary of results

Statement of 
Due diligence

и12 out of 20 had 
submitted a due 
diligence statement 
in TRACES

Article 9 т 
Information

и7/20 had gathered 
sufficient information

и9 out of 20 had a list 
of relevant legislation

Art. 10 т Risk 
assessment

и14/20 had assessed 
the risks

и3 out of 14 had 
carried out a 
sufficient 
assessment

и9 out of 20 had 
assessed the risks 
associated with 
deforestation

Article 11 т Risk 
mitigation

и5/20 had mitigated 
the identified risks in 
a satisfactory manner

Art 12 т Due 
Diligence System

и11 out of 20 had a 
due diligence system

и4 out of 20 were 
compliant

и4 out of 20 would be 
compliant with a few 
adjustments 



The six keypoints:

Due diligence 
is much more 

than just 
gathering 

documents

1

Simply using 
due diligence 
platforms is 
not enough

2

The type of 
due diligence 
system put in 
place is crucial 
to its quality

3

Pay close 
attention to the 

details of the 
due diligence 

system

4

A clear link is 
important 

between the 
documents 

collected and 
the goods 
imported

5

Using 
certification is 
not the same 
as applying 

due diligence

6



Using certification? Are there any options?

ÅThe NVWA (NCA-NL) is exploring the 
possibility of using certification in its 
supervision.

ÅBenefits for businesses may include a 
reduction in the effort required to gather 
information.

ÅFor an NCA, the use of certification in 
supervision reduces the time required for 
inspections.



Under what conditions?

ÅStrengthening without duplication
ÅBetter safeguarding of the public interest
ÅRisk-based supervision
ÅPromotion of self-regulation
ÅInformation sharing
ÅVoluntary but with commitment
Ongoing process based on mutual trust



Criteria for accepting systems

What we look for in a system:

Independent and 
Impartial

Must monitor 
compliance with laws 

and regulations

Can demonstrate 
ůĲůĤĲƖƚќШĦŸůƓũŔċŰĦĲ

Has a transparent and 
effective system of 

sanctions

Carries out announced 
and unannounced 

checks/audits

Develops criteria for 
and monitors the 
performance of 

certifiers

Has control over the 
operation of the 
system and its 

continuous 
improvement

Shares information 
and is transparent



Current situation

ÅTwo systems have been accepted for 
governance. (FSC and RSPO)

ÅThe next step is to determine how we will use 
these schemes.

ÅN.B.: Under no circumstances will certification 
replace our own checks. Operators can 
therefore still be subject to checks.





Preparations for the implementation of the EUDR in France

ÅTwo competent authorities designated: MAASA and MTE
ÅEuropean work
ÅNational work: administration and stakeholders (professional 

sectors and NGOs)
ÅReview in June 2030 and every 5 years thereafter



Preparations for the implementation of the EUDR in France

ÅLegislative adaptation into French law (DDADUE): currently under 
review 
ÅOrganisation of future EUDR compliance checks by product
ÅDiscussion group: news and inspections 
ÅDry run inspections



Thank you for your 
attention

caroline.duhesme@atibt.org


