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Amendment 1
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Recital A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
grants special status to the sector in respect 
of competition law;

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
grants special status to the sector in respect 
of competition law, stipulating that it 
applies to production of and trade in 
agricultural products only to the extent 
determined by Parliament and the 
Council, account being taken of the 
common agricultural policy (CAP) 
objectives set out in Article 39 of the 
Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union;

Or. fr

Amendment 2
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Recital A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
grants special status to the sector in respect 
of competition law;

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
grants special status to the sector in respect 
of competition law, outlining that the 
provisions relating to rules on competition 
shall apply to production of and trade in 
agricultural products only to the extent 
determined by the European Parliament 
and the Council within the framework of 
Article 43(2);

Or. en

Amendment 3
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Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Recital A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
grants special status to the sector in 
respect of competition law;

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
states that rules on competition shall 
apply to production of and trade in 
agricultural products only to the extent 
determined by the European Parliament 
and taking into account the objectives set 
out for the common agricultural policy in 
Article 39;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Recital A

Draft opinion Amendment

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
grants special status to the sector in respect 
of competition law;

A. whereas Article 42 of the Treaty on 
the Functioning of the European Union 
grants special status to the sector in respect 
of competition law in order to attain the 
objectives set out in Article 39;

Or. fr

Amendment 5
Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Aa. whereas the agricultural 
production sector is particularly 
vulnerable on account of the imbalance 
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caused by the difference in the economic 
size of arable and livestock farms 
compared to other parties in the supply 
chain, a disparity that results in serious 
disadvantages in terms of negotiating 
power, which both the European 
Commission and the national authorities 
concerned should bear in mind when 
applying competition rules;

Or. es

Amendment 6
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A a. whereas the agricultural 
production sector is vulnerable due to the 
imbalance in the food supply chain given 
by the difference between the economic 
size of farmers and that of the other 
players of the chain. Such a disparity in 
terms of size results into a disparity in 
terms of market power and should be 
taken into account whenever competition 
rules are enforced by the European 
Commission and by national competition 
authorities;

Or. en

Amendment 7
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Aa. whereas the fragmentation of the 
agricultural sector contrasts with the high 
level of concentration among other 
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operators in the food industry chain, 
particularly large retailers, and whereas 
the fact that farmers are smaller 
economically than other operators in the 
chain should be taken into account when 
applying competition rules;

Or. fr

Amendment 8
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Irène Tolleret, Martin Hlaváček

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A a. whereas the Regulation 
establishing a common organisation of 
the markets in agricultural products 
contains certain derogations from the 
application of Article 101(1) TFEU either 
generally for all sectors or specifically for 
certain agricultural sectors;

Or. en

Amendment 9
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A a. whereas Article 39 TFEU sets as 
CAP objectives the ensuring of a fair 
standard of living for the agricultural 
community, in particular by increasing 
the individual earnings of persons 
engaged in agriculture;

Or. en
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Amendment 10
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Recital A a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A a. whereas the agriculture sector 
with approximately 11 million farms in 
the EU is the least concentrated level in 
the food supply chain, while its suppliers 
and buyers on the other hand are heavily 
concentrated;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Recital A b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Ab. whereas agricultural prices are 
extremely volatile now that European 
market management mechanisms are 
weaker, and farmers are having to cope 
with production costs that are higher than 
those of their competitors in third 
countries, and whereas there is therefore 
a need to strengthen producer 
organisations and associations of 
producer organisations, and make the 
competition rules that apply to the 
agricultural sector more flexible as part of 
the next reform of the common 
agricultural policy;

Or. fr

Amendment 12
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
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Recital A b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A b. whereas the ATMF urges the 
European Commission to take concrete 
initiatives to end the confusion that 
currently reigns about the limits of 
operability posed by competition rules 
over the mission of producers 
organisations (POs), association of 
producers organisations (APOs),and 
other forms of cooperation between 
producers in the agricultural sector;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Recital A b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Ab. whereas the Directorate-General 
for Agriculture is best placed to know the 
specificities of each sector and best 
equipped to decide whether state aid, for 
which it should continue to be responsible 
and not DG Competition, is appropriate 
and suitable;

Or. es

Amendment 14
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Recital A b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A b. whereas the specific nature and 
structural features of the EU agricultural 
sector, mainly composed by small farms 
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based on family labour, results in a 
fragmented production and low capacity 
of farmers to adapt to markets changes 
and demands;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Irène Tolleret, Martin Hlaváček

Draft opinion
Recital A b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A b. whereas EU farmers continue to 
suffer from a lack of integration into 
producers’ organizations making their 
position within the food supply chain 
highly vulnerable and decreasing their 
bargaining power;

Or. en

Amendment 16
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Recital A b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A b. whereas the perishable nature of 
food products and the unpredictable 
production circumstances, such as 
adverse weather conditions, further 
weaken the bargaining position of 
farmers vis-à-vis buyers;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Carmen Avram
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Draft opinion
Recital A c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A c. whereas in the past mandate the 
EU adopted legislative proposals 
regarding the significant prevalence of 
abusive practices in the retail supply 
chain and the importance of the major 
trends towards consolidation in both 
online and offline retail; whereas these 
practices and their cascading effects 
affect all producers, including farmers, 
regardless of the size; whereas these 
practices are the focus of EU and national 
level investigations, and mentioned in the 
15 July 2019 EU Commission Annual 
Competition Policy Report and Staff 
Working Document;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Martin Hlaváček, Hilde Vautmans, Elsi Katainen

Draft opinion
Recital A c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A c. whereas the future CAP should 
focus on supporting small and family 
farms whilst ensuring that sustainable 
farming practices are being implemented; 
whereas such goals can only be achieved 
by a coherent approach across all EU 
policies, including competition policy;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Recital A c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

A c. whereas the cooperation between 
farmers have an essential role in 
strengthening their position in the food 
supply chain, contribute to the CAP 
objectives and help farmers respond to 
increasing societal demands;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Recital A d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A d. whereas the European Court of 
justice of 14 November 2017, on the 
“Endives case” ruled that the practices 
related to a concertation on prices or 
quantities put on the market or exchanges 
of strategic information may escape the 
prohibition of agreements, decisions and 
concerted practices laid down in Article 
101(1) TFEU, if they are agreed between 
the members of the same producer 
organisation or the same association of 
producer organisations recognised by a 
Member State and are strictly necessary 
for the pursuit of one or more of the 
objectives assigned to these organisations, 
in compliance with EU legislation;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Irène Tolleret, Martin Hlaváček, Hilde Vautmans, 
Elsi Katainen

Draft opinion
Recital A d (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

A d. whereas unforeseeable natural 
disasters and events are likely to make the 
market for agricultural products even 
more volatile and subject to crisis; notes, 
in this regard, the importance of access to 
exceptional measures which aim to 
preserve the market stability;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De Castro

Draft opinion
Recital A e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A e. whereas the Directive (EU) 
2019/633 of the European Parliament and 
of the Council of 17 April 2019 on unfair 
trading practices in business-to-business 
relationships in the agricultural and food 
supply chain is an important step forward 
in rebalancing of the bargaining power 
within the food supply chain and for its 
better functioning;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Martin Hlaváček

Draft opinion
Recital A e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A e. whereas the competitiveness of EU 
farmers highly depends on proper and 
fair functioning of internal market as well 
as clear interpretation and enforcement of 
state aids and competition policy rules 
over all agri-food chain operators;
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Or. en

Amendment 24
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Recital A f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

A f. whereas digital technologies can 
support European farmers in providing 
safe, sustainable and quality food and 
help reducing the environmental impacts 
of agriculture, improve working 
conditions for farmers and increase rural 
attractiveness, in particular for younger 
generations; whereas there is less 
incentive for the private sector to invest in 
broadband provision in these areas;

Or. en

Amendment 25
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Irène Tolleret, Martin Hlaváček

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain;

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain; notes that the 
study highlighted that in these sectors 
there are overall five times more 
unrecognised producer 
organisations/associations of producer 
organisations than those formally 
recognised; calls, in this regard, on the 
Commission to raise awareness of the 
benefits of having producers' 
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organizations recognized under the CMO 
Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Ivo Hristov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain;

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain; notes with 
concern the finding that the lack of 
support from the government and from 
sector organisations still play an 
important role in the state of play of 
establishing of POs and APOs; notes that 
this remains a more prevalent trend 
for the ‘newer’ Member States that joined 
the EU in 2004 or thereafter;

Or. en

Amendment 27
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain;

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain; encourages 
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more establishment of POs in the beef 
sector as a way for farmers to effectively 
negotiate on price and tackle the 
imbalances in power between farmers and 
factories;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Gilles Lebreton, Joëlle Mélin, Maxette Pirbakas, Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain;

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain; points out that 
despite those promising results, producers 
are still finding it hard to earn a sufficient 
income;

Or. fr

Amendment 29
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain;

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain; regrets that 
producer groups are not organised to the 
same degree in the different Member 
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States;

Or. ro

Amendment 30
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain;

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food supply chain and in 
contributing positively to CAP objectives 
set in article 39 TFEU;

Or. en

Amendment 31
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Welcomes the study on producer 
organisations and their activities in the 
olive oil, beef and veal, and arable crops 
sectors, which reaffirms the importance of 
these organisations and their associations 
in strengthening the position of primary 
producers in the food chain;

1. Welcomes the 2018 study on 
producer organisations and their activities 
in the olive oil, beef and veal, and arable 
crops sectors, promoted by the European 
Commission, which reaffirms the 
importance of these organisations and their 
associations in strengthening the position 
of primary producers in the food chain;

Or. en

Amendment 32
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Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Reiterates that CAP support is 
designed inter alia to ensure the 
sustainability of farms and encourage 
farmers to produce quality food at 
reasonable prices; expresses its concern 
about the ever-widening disparity between 
the production price and sale price in the 
food sector; calls on the European 
Commission to identify and implement 
effective market measures that will 
narrow this gap and establish a balanced 
and sustainable correlation between the 
two;

Or. ro

Amendment 33
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Asks the European Commission to 
focus on establishing a fair trading 
environment for all actors, in support of 
innovation in the EU,value creation 
choice and quality for consumers and 
prepare a comprehensive analysis on the 
need to adapt EU competition policy to the 
most recent market developments in 
consumer retail, including concentration 
and abusive practices;

Or. en

Amendment 34
Clara Aguilera
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Calls on the European 
Commission to take specific account of 
the fact that, as the Court of Justice of the 
European Union has stated, CAP goals 
take priority over competition policy ones, 
through a more flexible, clearer and more 
predictable application of competition 
rules to producers and producer 
organisations;

Or. es

Amendment 35
Ivo Hristov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Recalls that 2018 witnessed an 
exponential spread of diseases such as the 
African swine fever in the EU, which had 
serious effects for the industry and still 
poses risk for employment; notes that 
extreme weather conditions in 2018 had 
serious affects on the harvest and the 
yields, which caused further pressure on 
the producers;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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1a. Also welcomes the study carried 
out for the Commission on ‘the best ways 
to set up producer organisations, carry 
out their activities and support them’, 
which recognises the contribution that 
producer organisations (POs) and 
associations of producer organisations 
(APOs) make to the economic, technical 
and social development of their members;

Or. fr

Amendment 37
Paolo De Castro, Isabel Carvalhais, Pina Picierno

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. whereas abusive practices and the 
increasing consolidation trend in the 
input and retail sectors of the agricultural 
and food supply chain distort competition 
and innovation, affecting directly and 
indirectly both producers and consumers;

Or. en

Amendment 38
Jan Huitema, Atidzhe Alieva-Veli

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 a. Welcomes the study on 
agricultural interbranch organisations in 
the European Union

Or. en

Amendment 39
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Ivo Hristov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 b. Expresses very serious concern by 
the steady decrease of price of imported 
into the EU honey which in 2018 has 
fallen with almost 14% as compared to 
2015;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Ivo Hristov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 c. Welcomes that in 2018 the EU and 
People's Republic of China decided to 
accelerate the conclusion of the 
agreement on mutual recognition of 
products with Geographical indications, 
which was concluded in 2019;

Or. en

Amendment 41
Ivo Hristov

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1 d. Strongly welcomes the steady 
increase in application of PDO and PGI 
products which has increased from 17 in 
2016 to 36 in 2017 and 80 in 2018; 
welcomes also the interest of third 
countries in the schemes;
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Or. en

Amendment 42
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer 
associations and interbranch 
organisations in Regulation (EU) No 
1308/20131, particularly as regards 
competition policy, and to consolidate the 
progress made by Regulation (EU) No 
2017/23932(the ‘Omnibus Regulation’), 
supplemented by the judgment of the 
Court of Justice of the European Union of 
14 November 2017 (‘the Endives Case’)3, 
thereby providing greater legal certainty 
and improving the position of farmers in 
the food chain;

2. Considers that, in order to provide 
greater legal certainty and improve the 
position of farmers in the food chain, it is 
essential to step up consistency between, 
on the one hand, the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) 2017/23932 (the 
‘Omnibus Regulation’), which established 
that the collective activities of producer 
organisations and their recognised 
associations are necessary to attain the 
CAP objectives as defined in Article 39 of 
the Treaty on the Functioning of the 
European Union when the joint activities 
are genuinely exercised, thereby 
contributing to improving farmers’ 
competitiveness, and as a result, activities 
such as production planning and contract 
negotiation are exempt from Article 101 
TFEU, and, on the other hand, the 
recognition of an implicit derogation from 
competition law when it comes to 
fulfilling the responsibilities assigned to 
producer organisations under EU 
legislation, as recognised by the Court of 
Justice of the European Union in its 
judgment of 14 November 2017 (the 
‘Endives’ case)3; 

_________________ _________________
1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671.
2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15. 2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15.
3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 14 
November 2017, President de l’Autorité de 
la concurrence v Association des 
producteurs vendeurs d’endives (APVE) 
and Others.

3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 
14 November 2017, President of the 
Autorité de la concurrence v Association 
des producteurs vendeurs d’endives 
(APVE) and Others.
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Or. fr

Amendment 43
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer associations 
and interbranch organisations in 
Regulation (EU) No 1308/20131 , 
particularly as regards competition policy, 
and to consolidate the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932 (the 
‘Omnibus Regulation’), supplemented by 
the judgment of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union of 14 November 2017 
(‘the Endives Case’)3 , thereby providing 
greater legal certainty and improving the 
position of farmers in the food chain;

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer 
organisations and associations thereof and 
interbranch organisations in Regulation 
(EU) No 1308/20131 , particularly as 
regards competition policy, recognition 
criteria and activities, and to consolidate 
the progress made by Regulation (EU) No 
2017/23932 (the ‘Omnibus Regulation’), 
supplemented by the judgment of the Court 
of Justice of the European Union of 14 
November 2017 (‘the Endives Case’)3 , 
and asks the Commission to issue 
guidance documents to interpret EU law 
provisions where needed, thereby 
providing greater legal certainty and 
improving the position of farmers in the 
food chain;

_________________ _________________
1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671. 1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671.
2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15. 2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15.
3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 14 
November 2017, President de l’Autorité de 
la concurrence v Association des 
producteurs vendeurs d’endives (APVE) 
and Others.

3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 14 
November 2017, President de l’Autorité de 
la concurrence v Association des 
producteurs vendeurs d’endives (APVE) 
and Others.

Or. en

Amendment 44
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer associations 
and interbranch organisations in 
Regulation (EU) No 1308/20131, 
particularly as regards competition policy, 
and to consolidate the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932(the 
‘Omnibus Regulation’), supplemented by 
the judgment of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union of 14 November 2017 
(‘the Endives Case’)3, thereby providing 
greater legal certainty and improving the 
position of farmers in the food chain;

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer associations 
and interbranch organisations in 
Regulation (EU) No 1308/20131 
particularly as regards competition policy, 
and to consolidate the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932 the 
‘Omnibus Regulation’), supplemented by 
the judgment of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union of 14 November 2017 
(‘the Endives Case’), thereby providing 
greater legal certainty and improving the 
position of farmers in the food chain; 
stresses the need to implement market 
measures that maintain a constant 
relationship between farm-gate and the 
shelf prices;

_________________
1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671.
2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15.
3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 14 
November 2017, President de l’Autorité de 
la concurrence v Association des 
producteurs vendeurs d’endives (APVE) 
and Others.

Or. ro

Amendment 45
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer associations 
and interbranch organisations in 
Regulation (EU) No 1308/20131 , 
particularly as regards competition policy, 
and to consolidate the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932 (the 
‘Omnibus Regulation’), supplemented by 

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer 
organisations and their associations and 
interbranch organisations in Regulation 
(EU) No 1308/20131 , particularly as 
regards competition policy, and to 
consolidate the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932 (the 
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the judgment of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union of 14 November 2017 
(‘the Endives Case’)3 , thereby providing 
greater legal certainty and improving the 
position of farmers in the food chain;

‘Omnibus Regulation’), supplemented by 
the judgment of the Court of Justice of the 
European Union of 14 November 2017 
(‘the Endives Case’)3 , thereby providing 
greater legal certainty and improving the 
position of farmers in the food chain;

_________________ _________________
1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671. 1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671.
2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15. 2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15.
3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 14 
November 2017, President de l’Autorité de 
la concurrence v Association des 
producteurs vendeurs d’endives (APVE) 
and Others.

3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 14 
November 2017, President de l’Autorité de 
la concurrence v Association des 
producteurs vendeurs d’endives (APVE) 
and Others.

Or. en

Amendment 46
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers it essential to clarify the 
provisions governing producer associations 
and interbranch organisations in 
Regulation (EU) No 1308/20131, 
particularly as regards competition policy, 
and to consolidate the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932(the 
‘Omnibus Regulation’), supplemented by 
the judgment of the Court of Justice of 
the European Union of 14 November 
2017 (‘the Endives Case’)3, thereby 
providing greater legal certainty and 
improving the position of farmers in the 
food chain;

2. Considers that, as part of the next 
CAP reform, it is essential to clarify and 
strengthen the provisions governing 
producer organisations and their 
associations, and interbranch organisations, 
in Regulation (EU) No 1308/20131, 
particularly as regards competition policy, 
so as to build on the progress made by 
Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932 (the 
‘Omnibus Regulation’), thereby providing 
greater legal certainty and improving the 
position of farmers in the food chain;

_________________ _________________
1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671. 1 OJ L 347, 20.12.2013, p. 671.
2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15. 2 OJ L 350, 29.12.2017, p. 15.
3 Judgment of the Court of Justice of 14 
November 2017, President de l’Autorité 
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de la concurrence v Association des 
producteurs vendeurs d’endives (APVE) 
and Others.

Or. fr

Amendment 47
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Welcomes the “Study of the best 
ways for producers organisations to be 
formed, carry out their activities and be 
supported”, which recognizes the critical 
importance of POs and APOs in creating 
economical, technical or social benefit for 
their members, with indirect beneficial 
effects (competitive yardstick effects) also 
on farmers that do not adhere, as well as 
with positive externalities for other 
operators in the food supply chain.

Or. en

Amendment 48
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Calls for the provisions of 
Regulation (EU) No 1308/2013 enabling 
supply management measures to be 
adopted for cheese, ham and wine with a 
protected designation of origin (PDO) or 
a protected geographical indication (PGI) 
(Articles 150, 167 and 172) to be extended 
to cover all products with a PDO or PGI 
in order to increase the possibilities of 
matching supply with demand;
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Or. fr

Amendment 49
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Considers that the scope of the 
provisions of Regulation (EU) Nº 
1308/2013 (Single CMO Regulation) 
authorising the introduction of supply 
control rules, for a limited period of time, 
for products benefiting from a protected 
designation of origin (PDO) or a 
protected geographical indication (PGI) 
should be extended to include other 
quality branded products in order to 
achieve a better balance between supply 
and demand;

Or. en

Amendment 50
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Points out that the Court of Justice 
of the European Union confirmed in the 
Endives judgment of 14 November 2017 
that the CAP takes precedence over 
competition rules, and that the 
responsibilities and objectives of the 
organisations defined by the CAP are 
necessarily exempt from the application of 
competition rules, and in particular 
Article 101 TFEU;

Or. fr
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Amendment 51
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Calls for an automatic express 
exemption from Article 101 TFEU to be 
provided under Article 210 of Regulation 
(EU) No 1308/2013, subject to the 
principles of necessity and 
proportionality, allowing agricultural 
interbranch organisations to accomplish 
the tasks assigned to them by Regulation 
(EU) No 1308/2013, with a view 
to helping attain the objectives set out 
in Article 39 of the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European Union; 

Or. fr

Amendment 52
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 b. Considers that an adequate size of 
a PO is necessary to benefit from 
economies of scale and therefore 
welcomes the consolidation between POs;

Or. en

Amendment 53
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

2 c. Calls the European Commission to 
take concretely into account the primacy 
of CAP objectives over those of 
competition policy, as stated by the 
European Court of Justice, by means of a 
more flexible, clear and predictable 
applications of competition rules to 
producers and producers organisations;

Or. en

Amendment 54
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2c. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that the provisions of Article 222 of the 
Single CMO Regulation are activated 
swiftly to address serious market 
distortion;

Or. fr

Amendment 55
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2d. Call on the Commission to exempt 
from State aid rules the tax provisions 
applying specifically to the agricultural 
sector that the Member States have 
introduced to encourage farmers to set up 
voluntary precautionary savings with a 
view to coping better with the upsurge in 
climate-driven and health risks, as well as 
economic crises;
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Or. fr

Amendment 56
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 d. Calls on the European 
Commission to monitor the Member 
States legislations on the recognition of 
POs and APOs, which shall eliminate 
hurdles for the recognition while aiming 
at decreasing the danger of opportunities 
behaviors (without proper economic 
activities);

Or. en

Amendment 57
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 e. Calls on the European Union 
institutions to provide agri-cooperatives 
and other types of POs some necessary 
and clear derogations from competition 
law, so that they can deliver on improving 
farmers’ income and their share of the 
value chain;

Or. en

Amendment 58
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 f (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

2 f. Calls for the necessity of providing 
more clarity to POs and APOs with regard 
to the application of competition rules by 
issuing appropriate guidelines able to 
single out specific “safe harbor market 
shares” under which there are exemptions 
or derogations from competition rules. In 
this respect, the guidelines already 
published by the Commission for the olive 
oil, arable crops and beef and veal meat 
sectors should be extended also to other 
sectors, widened in scope and improved 
both in clarity and effectiveness;

Or. en

Amendment 59
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 g. Maintains that the European 
Commission in his capacity of European 
Union competition rules’ enforcers, as 
well as national competition authorities, 
should be more lenient in applying article 
101 TFEU to the agreements, practices 
and coordination conducts carried out by 
POs, APOs, agricultural cooperatives and 
consortia between producers, especially 
with regard to the fundamental objective 
of achieving concentration of supply 
inline with Article 39 TFEU;

Or. en

Amendment 60
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Martin Hlaváček, Hilde Vautmans, Elsi Katainen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition and functioning 
thereof; notes that this Directive 
constitutes a first step towards the 
protection of farmers and towards 
addressing the imbalance of power in the 
EU food supply chain and as such needs 
to be further enhanced to keep pace with 
future development of unfair trading 
practices;

_________________ _________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

Or. en

Amendment 61
Sarah Wiener
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof; Recalls 
that this is a minimum harmonisation 
Directive and that therefore Member 
States may list further practices as unfair, 
or set higher standards; calls on Member 
States to include resale at loss as an 
unfair trading practice;
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_________________ _________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

Or. en

Amendment 62
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof, reminds 
however that the tackling of unfair 
trading practices, albeit an important step 
forward, does not in itself resolve the root 
cause of imbalanced bargaining power in 
the chain;

_________________ _________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

Or. en

Amendment 63
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof; stresses 
that implementation of the directive 
will eliminate any imbalances that may 
arise between operators, regardless of 
their size and will create a level playing 
field;

_________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

Or. ro

Amendment 64
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

3. Takes the view that the adoption of 
the Directive on unfair trade practices in 
the agricultural and food supply chain4 is a 
very important step towards promoting 
balanced relations among the various 
operators in the food chain and improving 
the positioning of the primary sector, and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

_________________ _________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59).
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Or. fr

Amendment 65
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor 
closely progress on transposition thereof;

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trading practices4 in 
the agricultural and food supply chain; 
encourages Member States to transpose 
the Directive without delay and calls on 
the Commission to closely monitor 
progress on transposition thereof; recalls 
that the Directive includes a review clause 
set at 4 years;

_________________ _________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

Or. en

Amendment 66
Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De Castro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain; calls on 
the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof and 
promote the sharing of best practices 
between Member States ;

_________________ _________________
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4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

Or. en

Amendment 67
Gilles Lebreton, Joëlle Mélin, Maxette Pirbakas, Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof;

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices in the 
agricultural and food supply chain4 and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
progress on transposition thereof, and to 
inform Parliament accordingly;

_________________ _________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59).

Or. fr

Amendment 68
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices4 in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 

3. Welcomes the adoption of the 
Directive on unfair trade practices in the 
agricultural and food supply chain and 
calls on the Commission to monitor closely 
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progress on transposition thereof; progress on transposition and adequate 
implementation thereof;

_________________
4 Directive (EU) 2019/633 of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 17 April 
2019 on unfair trading practices in 
business-to-business relationships in the 
agricultural and food supply chain (OJ L 
111, 25.4.2019, p. 59.

Or. en

Amendment 69
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Welcomes the provisions of Article 
6(2)(c) of Regulation (EU) No 2017/23932 

(the 'Omnibus Regulation') aimed at 
helping Member States to manage double 
standards issues with regard to agri-food 
products, for example; calls on the 
Commission to consider a regulation 
applicable at European level introducing 
a register of all products being sold on the 
European market, thereby giving a 
unique character to items marketed with 
the same name and packaging; 
registration should be completed through 
self-declaration by the economic 
operator first introducing the product on 
the EU market and should, in the case of 
food, contain the information found on 
the product label under Regulation (EU) 
No 1169/2011; the measure should also 
be applied to third-country manufactures 
being sold on the Single Market; in this 
way, European consumers will 
have ongoing rapid access to a database 
indicating the characteristics of the 
product they wish to acquire, ensuring 
that they are in full possession of the facts 
on deciding to purchase and that 
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competition will not will be affected by 
trading practices based on double 
standards;

Or. ro

Amendment 70
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Considers that the entry onto the 
European market of products from third 
countries which do not meet the same 
social, health, labour and environmental 
standards creates unfair competition for 
European producers; calls, therefore, for 
the protection of vulnerable sectors and 
the systematic application of the 
principles of reciprocity and compliance 
as regards agricultural products in both 
future and ongoing trade negotiations, 
including MERCOSUR; calls on the 
Commission to assess the impact of 
MERCOSUR trade agreement on all 
vulnerable EU agricultural sectors;

Or. en

Amendment 71
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Regrets, however, that the scope of 
the Directive on unfair practices in the 
food supply chain does not cover all 
suppliers, as it excludes those that are not 
SMEs, and also regrets that selling at a 
loss is not on the list of practices that are 
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prohibited at EU level;

Or. fr

Amendment 72
Martin Buschmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Stresses that current model of 
production is rapidly increasing levels of 
concentration of the food supply chain in 
the agri-food sector and reinforces the 
industrial food and farming model, at the 
expense of societal concerns and 
environmental sustainability;

Or. en

Amendment 73
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Highlights that the Directive on 
unfair trading practices in the 
agricultural and food supply chain is a 
welcome first step in ensuring fairness 
between operators in the chain;

Or. en

Amendment 74
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Calls for the role of interbranch 
organisations to be strengthened in order 
to promote more balanced relationships in 
the food chain, and supports the extension 
of the value-sharing clause to cover all 
operators rather than just the first 
purchaser, in line with the draft report 
adopted in April 2019 by Parliament’s 
Committee on Agriculture and Rural 
Development on the new common 
organisation of the market in agricultural 
products as part of the next CAP reform;

Or. fr

Amendment 75
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3c. Welcomes the success of the 
supply management measures introduced 
for quality cheese and ham at the request 
of producer organisations, interbranch 
organisations and groups of operators as 
referred to in Regulation 1151/2012, 
following the CAP reform of 2013, and 
calls for it to be made possible for the 
measure to be extended to cover all 
products with a protected designation of 
origin or geographical indication, in line 
with the Committee on Agriculture and 
Rural Development’s draft report adopted 
in April 2019 on the new common 
organisation of the market in agricultural 
products;

Or. fr

Amendment 76
Anne Sander
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain;

4. calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain; takes the view, in that 
regard, that the rapid concentration of the 
retail sector at national level, and the 
alliances being formed among large-scale 
retailers at European and international 
level could raise concerns about possible 
strategic alignments, reduced competition 
and reduced scope for investment and 
innovation in the food supply chain;

Or. fr

Amendment 77
Isabel Carvalhais, Paolo De Castro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain;

4. Acknowledges the possible role 
played by alliances of buyers in creating 
economic efficiencies in the agricultural 
and food supply chain; stresses, however, 
that the current lack of information does 
not allow for an evaluation of the 
economic effects of such alliances of 
buyers on the functioning of the supply 
chain; calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain;

Or. en
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Amendment 78
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain;

4. Calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain and, in particular, their 
possible impact on producers;

Or. ro

Amendment 79
Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain;

4. Calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 
functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain, especially in regard to 
arable and livestock farmers and SMEs;

Or. es

Amendment 80
Sarah Wiener
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Calls on the Commission to launch 
an in-depth analysis on the extent and 
effect of buying alliances on the economic 

4. Calls on the Commission to 
continue its in-depth analysis on the extent 
and effect of buying alliances on the 
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functioning of the agricultural and food 
supply chain;

economic functioning of the agricultural 
and food supply chain, taking particular 
account of the effects on small suppliers;

Or. en

Amendment 81
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Stresses that competition policy is 
about consumer welfare and consumer 
welfare is about innovation, quality, 
variety and price. However, competition 
law enforcement seems to be concentrated 
towards prices only and unable to deal 
with the new intermediaries (online and 
offline platforms) and their dual role and 
the impact of their practices on 
innovation, quality and variety; Indeed, 
other sectors such as the grocery retailing 
(offline supermarket platforms), in which 
dominance seems to be absent, have 
experienced the dual role conflict and 
similar practices for years in absolute 
impunity; calls on the Commission to 
reassess competition policy and to identify 
the current loopholes;

Or. en

Amendment 82
Sarah Wiener
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Expresses concern for 
unsustainable downward pressure on 
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farm prices resulting from excessive 
processor or buyer power downstream in 
agricultural supply chains; encourages 
the Commission to revise its approach in 
assessing the abuse of dominant market 
positions, to include cases which place 
unsustainable downward pressure on 
farm prices, whether or not they result in 
higher consumer prices; considers that 
broader consumer interest includes their 
support for fair incomes for farmers by 
securing their fair part of the value along 
the food supply chain, to ensure an 
economically as well as environmentally 
sustainable agricultural sector

Or. en

Amendment 83
Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Underscores the need to provide 
more clarity to POs and APOs with regard 
to the application of competition rules, 
with appropriate guidelines on authorised 
exemptions and derogations from 
competition rules, and, with that in mind, 
calls on the Commission to broaden the 
scope of the guidelines published for olive 
oil, arable crops and beef to cover other 
sectors;

Or. fr

Amendment 84
Martin Buschmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Stresses that due to its specific 
nature and long production cycles, 
farming cannot be compared to any other 
activity as far as elasticity of supply is 
concerned, therefore the logic of the 
market cannot be applied to farming 
sector in the same way it is applied in 
other sectors;

Or. en

Amendment 85
Paolo De Castro, Isabel Carvalhais, Pina Picierno

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Asks the Commission to ensure 
dialogue with all relevant stakeholders on 
the functioning of the agricultural and 
food supply chain, and to adapt EU 
competition policy according to the most 
recent developments in the trading 
environment;

Or. en

Amendment 86
Ruža Tomašić

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. Stresses the importance of 
strengthening the entire agri-food chain 
from farm to fork, particularly as regards 
controls on imports of animals and 
products from third countries;

Or. hr
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Amendment 87
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Welcomes the publication of the 
Regulation (EU)2019/1150 of the 
European Parliament and of the Council 
of 20 June 2019 on promoting fairness 
and transparency for business users of 
online intermediation services and the 
opening by the European Commission of 
a formal antitrust investigation to assess 
whether Amazon's use of sensitive data 
from independent retailers who sell on its 
marketplace is in breach of EU 
competition rules; notes that Amazon has 
a dual role as a platform: (i) it sells 
products on its website as a retailer; and 
(ii) it provides a marketplace where 
independent sellers can sell products 
directly to consumers; Emphasizes that 
the example of this supposed dual role 
abuse sounds familiar to any supplier, 
including agri-food ones, dealing with 
European Supermarket platforms but to 
make matters worse the offline 
supermarkets control both their own 
brands' prices and those of third parties; 
stresses that vertical integration and 
differentiated (discriminatory) treatment 
in the offline supermarket world might 
distort competition in the market;

Or. en

Amendment 88
Sarah Wiener
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Considers that the costs of 
production must be taken fully into 
account when agreeing prices in contracts 
between producers and 
retailers/processors, and prices should 
also provide a fair remuneration to 
farmers; stresses the need for greater 
market transparency to contribute to 
fairer price transmission along the supply 
chain; calls on the Commission to 
improve Market Observatory data on 
volumes, prices and margins, particularly 
in the organic sector; calls on the 
Commission to develop indicators for 
production costs and margins, to function 
as references in contracts that better take 
into account cost of production and 
remuneration; requests that the 
Commission ensure clear guidelines on 
value sharing along the supply chain to 
enable price transmission at levels fair for 
consumer and producer;

Or. en

Amendment 89
Martin Buschmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Stresses that food should not be 
considered as a commodity, whose value 
is mostly determined by market price 
speculation;

Or. en

Amendment 90
Carmen Avram

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 4 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 c. Calls on the Commission to devote 
special attention to this dual role in the 
offline world (Supermarket platforms) as 
much as it did in the online world, as with 
offline supermarkets sovereignty comes 
the concern that they might be able to 
undertake actions that serve their own 
interests and not necessarily those of their 
customers. In particular, offline 
supermarkets sovereignty may permit 
deliberate damage to brand value, restrict 
product choice, cut corners on their own 
brands quality, limit price comparability, 
restrict innovation and allow for the 
manipulation of prices to distort category 
price architectures in their favour; 
stresses that the Commission and 
Competition Authorities have a crucial 
role to play in ensuring that such 
situations do not arise; takes note that the 
existence of a risk threshold or tipping 
point above which offline supermarkets 
own brands market shares in a product 
category might turn their nowadays 
positive effects into negative effects for 
the competitiveness of the EU agro-food 
Industrial system, for consumers and for 
the entire society as a whole has been 
constantly highlighted by economists in 
recent years;

Or. en

Amendment 91
Martin Buschmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 c. Stresses that the globalisation of 
the food supply chain is not benefiting 
primary producers; points out that trade 
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agreements, such as EU - Mercosur trade 
deal, will further undermine EU 
agricultural sector, and expose it to the 
competition, that is generally not in 
compliance with the social, environmental 
and animal welfare EU standards and has 
serious implications for the level playing 
field for EU producers as well as it raises 
consumers' concerns across the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 92
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Irène Tolleret, Martin Hlaváček, Jan Huitema

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines; Reaffirms its view 
that the Commission should issue general 
guidelines to clarify under which 
conditions the private sector can come 
together to agree on collectively 
increasing sustainability in a sector 
without breaching competition law; 
considers that such guidelines are 
particularly relevant to the agricultural 
sector due to the environmental 
challenges it must face and the 
sustainability requirements it must meet;

Or. en

Amendment 93
Bert-Jan Ruissen
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify for producers and national 
competition authorities the conditions 
under which sustainable agreements can be 
exempted from competition law, thereby 
recognizing the contribution of 
sustainability agreements to improving 
the production while benefitting society as 
a whole and consumers, the agricultural 
nature of the products involved, and the 
need for primary producers to receive fair 
compensation for additional costs made 
for extrastatutory sustainability 
agreements; namely in the framework of 
the CAP reform and the current review of 
the Horizontal Block Exemption 
Regulations and related guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 94
Sarah Wiener
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and that competition policy 
should better integrate the value of public 
good’ in food pricing; calls for EU 
competition policy to consider broader 
consumers' interests, beyond the factor of 
price alone; calls on the Commission to 
clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
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Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 95
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Notes that the public demand for 
more sustainable food systems is not 
matched by the capacity of the food supply 
chain to deliver sustainable 
prices/incomes to farmers, an issue that 
needs to be addressed in the Farm to Fork 
(F2F) strategy; calls on the Commission to 
clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 96
Martin Buschmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for fairer and more sustainable food 
systems needs to be addressed, taking into 
account social, environmental and animal 
welfare concerns as well as consumers' 
demands for more sustainable food, and 
calls on the Commission to clarify the 
conditions under which sustainable 
agreements can be exempted from 
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competition law, namely in the framework 
of the current review of the Horizontal 
Block Exemption Regulations and related 
guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 97
Daniel Buda

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines; calls for price 
calculations to factor in also 
considerations such as quality, innovation 
and social impact;

Or. ro

Amendment 98
Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
agreements between operators in the same 
sector may be deemed sustainable and 
able, therefore, to be exempted from 
competition law, namely in the framework 
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and related guidelines; of the current review of the Horizontal 
Block Exemption Regulations and related 
guidelines;

Or. es

Amendment 99
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
horizontal agreements aimed at improving 
the sustainability of the supply chain can 
be exempted from competition law, namely 
in the framework of the current review of 
the Horizontal Block Exemption 
Regulations and related guidelines;

Or. en

Amendment 100
Jan Huitema

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify for producers and national 
authorities the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;
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Or. en

Amendment 101
Krzysztof Jurgiel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to clarify the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

5. Considers that the public demand 
for more sustainable food systems needs to 
be addressed, and calls on the Commission 
to define the conditions under which 
sustainable agreements can be exempted 
from competition law, namely in the 
framework of the current review of the 
Horizontal Block Exemption Regulations 
and related guidelines;

Or. pl

Amendment 102
Bronis Ropė

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 – subparagraph 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Points out that the large disparities in 
direct payments prevent sustainable 
farmers' initiatives for the climate and the 
environment and distort competition in 
the EU; recalls the commitment made by 
the European Council on 7-8 February 
2013 to harmonise payments throughout 
the EU by 2013;

Or. lt

Amendment 103
Gilles Lebreton, Joëlle Mélin, Maxette Pirbakas, Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca



PE644.893v01-00 54/66 AM\1194588EN.docx

EN

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Notes that European farmers are 
obliged to comply with production 
arrangements, standards, traceability 
rules and objectives that are sustainable, 
and that they are unfortunately faced with 
increasing competition from products 
from third countries that do not comply 
with those arrangements, standards, 
traceability rules or objectives; points out 
that it is therefore absolutely clear that all 
the EU’s free trade agreements with third 
countries are disadvantageous to 
European products and that competition 
law should take account of this in order to 
combat unfair competition;

Or. fr

Amendment 104
Sarah Wiener
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Stresses that the concept of a ‘fair 
price’ should not be equated with the 
lowest consumer price possible, but 
instead should be reasonable and enable 
the fair remuneration of all actors along 
the food supply chain; considers that a 
focus on lowest-possible consumer prices 
ignores the negative externalities 
associated with certain types of 
production; stresses that consumers have 
interests beyond low prices alone, such as 
quality and nutritional value of food, 
animal welfare standards, environmental 
sustainability, and initiatives to combat 
antimicrobial resistance;



AM\1194588EN.docx 55/66 PE644.893v01-00

EN

Or. en

Amendment 105
Isabel Carvalhais

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Considers that public funding is 
essential to ensure the deployment of 
broadband networks in rural and remote 
areas; calls on the Commission to 
promote and support the public sector 
decision makers in better exploring the 
possibilities of public support on the basis 
of the “Broadband Guidelines” to make 
broadband infrastructure deployment 
faster and easier and ensure that the rural 
areas are not left behind.

Or. en

Amendment 106
Martin Buschmann

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Calls for a transition from the 
current industrialised and export-oriented 
agri-food system with primary producers 
exposed to geopolitical events beyond 
their control towards the system that 
favours local production of high-quality 
plant based food, short supply chains and 
high animal welfare standards in order to 
contribute to the environmental and 
climate-related objectives of the EU;

Or. en
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Amendment 107
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Stresses that the level playing field 
for European farmers is being 
undermined by unfair competition in case 
of duty free imports produced against 
lower regulatory standards in terms of 
animal welfare, environment and social 
norms, and calls on the Commission not 
to concede in trade negotiations to duty 
free import quota that would undermine 
the level playing field for European 
farmers;

Or. en

Amendment 108
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Highlights that the Farm to Fork 
(F2F) strategy and EU competition law 
must recognise the important contribution 
made by primary producers in the supply 
of high quality food and delivering public 
goods to society, for which they are 
currently not rewarded sufficiently;

Or. en

Amendment 109
Sarah Wiener
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Recalls that significant horizontal 
and vertical restructuring has taken place, 
which has led to further consolidation in 
the already concentrated seed, agro-
chemical, fertiliser, animal genetics and 
farm machinery sectors, as well as in 
processing and retailing; when assessing 
mergers in these sectors, calls on the 
Commission to consider impacts beyond 
consumer prices; stresses that the 
interests of EU farmers, citizens and the 
environment are protected, by 
comprehensively and holistically 
assessing the impact, at farm level, of 
mergers and acquisitions amongst 
agricultural input suppliers, including 
producers of plant protection products;

Or. en

Amendment 110
Gilles Lebreton, Joëlle Mélin, Maxette Pirbakas, Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5b. Calls on the Commission to 
monitor any increase in third-country 
supplies to the main European retailers, 
in order to check that those supplies are 
not being delivered for the purpose of 
destabilising pricing policies put in place 
by European producers, in particular in 
the context of producer organisations;

Or. fr

Amendment 111
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Recognizes the role of interbranch 
organisations in the chain serving as a 
platform for dialogue, research and 
development, best practices and market 
transparency;

Or. en

Amendment 112
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Notes that the F2F strategy must 
take account of the impact of climate 
change on the functioning and 
sustainability of the food supply chain 
and on food security;

Or. en

Amendment 113
Gilles Lebreton, Joëlle Mélin, Maxette Pirbakas, Mara Bizzotto

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5c. Regrets the fact that the 
proliferation of trade agreements with 
third countries that do not comply with 
EU standards is pushing the Commission 
constantly to review the maximum residue 
levels in imported products to fit in with 
third-country standards, rather than 
blocking imports of the products 
concerned;
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Or. fr

Amendment 114
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Considers it essential to keep within 
DG AGRI all competencies relating to the 
state aid used to promote the development 
of agricultural and forestry sectors and of 
rural areas, thereby ensuring the expertise 
needed to address the specific nature of 
these sectors and full consistency and in 
accordance with the CAP.

6. Considers it essential to keep within 
DG AGRI all competences relating to the 
application of Articles 209 and 210 of 
Regulation (EU) No 1308/2013 and 
relating to state aid used to promote the 
development of agricultural and forestry 
sectors and of rural areas, thereby ensuring 
the expertise needed to address the specific 
nature of these sectors and full consistency 
with the objectives and support provided 
under and in accordance with the CAP.

Or. fr

Amendment 115
Krzysztof Jurgiel

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Considers it essential to keep within 
DG AGRI all competencies relating to the 
state aid used to promote the development 
of agricultural and forestry sectors and of 
rural areas, thereby ensuring the expertise 
needed to address the specific nature of 
these sectors and full consistency and in 
accordance with the CAP.

6. Considers it essential to keep within 
DG AGRI all competencies relating to the 
state aid used to promote the development 
of agricultural and forestry sectors and of 
rural areas, in order to coordinate all 
matters in this area in an expert manner, 
particularly in connection with the CAP, 
which is necessary in view of the specific 
nature of these sectors and the need for full 
consistency and compliance with the CAP.

Or. pl
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Amendment 116
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 – subparagraph 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Is concerned about the cumulative impact 
of free trade agreements on the EU's agri-
food sector; in that regard, questions 
whether FTAs leave EU agri-food 
producers at a competitive disadvantage 
given differences in production standards 
in third countries and in turn differences 
in prices;

Or. en

Amendment 117
Mairead McGuinness

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 – subparagraph 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Notes that the European Green Deal must 
ensure policy coherence between 
agriculture, climate action, environment 
and trade policy;

Or. en

Amendment 118
Clara Aguilera

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Calls for the Commission to assess 
implementation of Article 209 of 
Regulation (EU) 1308/2013 on the single 
CMO, specifically concerning the 
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exceptions to competition rules granted to 
certain agreements and practices of 
farmers in associations, in order to 
provide those concerned with greater 
clarity and legal certainty when this 
article is implemented, and to give the 
Commission greater flexibility in 
implementing this article.

Or. es

Amendment 119
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Irène Tolleret, Hilde Vautmans, Jan Huitema

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Welcomes the proposal for the 
Single Market Programme, and, more 
specifically, the food chain actions 
supported under the proposed 
Programme, such as veterinary and 
phytosanitary measures to address animal 
and plant health crises; urges the Council 
and the Parliament to swiftly conclude the 
negotiations and adopt the Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 120
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Underlines the importance of 
timely conclusions on the two proposals 
for Transition Regulations, which have 
been put forward by the Commission, in 
order to avoid delays and complications 
that could lead to market instability;
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Or. en

Amendment 121
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 c. Welcomes the ongoing Fitness 
Check of the 2012 state aid modernisation 
package and, more specifically, the 
ongoing revision of the Agricultural 
Block Exemption Regulation (ABER) and 
European Union Guidelines for State aid 
in the agriculture and forestry sector (GL) 
which will cease to apply on 31 
December2020;

Or. en

Amendment 122
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 d. Welcomes the completion of the 
Agricultural de minimis Regulation 
review; points out that the increase of the 
maximum aid amount per single 
undertaking and of the national cap 
combined with the application of a sector 
cap will help farms to cope with climatic 
challenges while preventing any market 
distortions;

Or. en

Amendment 123
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Hilde Vautmans
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 e. Considers it essential that the 
Commission continues its detailed 
monitoring of the EU market for 
pesticides, seeds and traits, as well as to 
monitor the impact of digitalization on the 
agricultural sector;

Or. en

Amendment 124
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 f (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 f. Welcomes the publication of the 
Commission’s Report on the application 
of competition rules in the agricultural 
sector; notes the fact that significant part 
of the competition law infringements in 
the agricultural sector are committed by 
processors of agricultural products while 
most of the complaints originate from 
farmers; calls for the effective supervision 
by the Commission of the companies 
active in the market of food processing;

Or. en

Amendment 125
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 g (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 g. Reiterates the call to have a 
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clarification issued by the Commission on 
the scope of the general agricultural 
derogation from competition law 
contained in Article 209 of the CMO 
Regulation;

Or. en

Amendment 126
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 h (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 h. Draws attention to the growing 
amount of protests by farmers organized 
as a result of concerns over the impact of 
the introduction of stricter environmental 
and animal welfare standards at EU level 
coupled with the proposed cuts of the CAP 
budget; notes that the impact of trade 
deals on the agriculture sector is also a 
cause for concern for these farmers and 
calls on the Commission to present, as 
soon as possible, its latest report on the 
cumulative impact of ongoing and future 
trade deals;

Or. en

Amendment 127
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Irène Tolleret

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 i (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 i. Urges the Commission to set up a 
permanent EU-level information platform 
on risk management tools to help farmers 
cope with the uncertainty of climate, 
market volatility and other risks where 
stakeholders can exchange best practices, 
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as communicated in its Communication 
on the future of food and farming from 
November 2017;

Or. en

Amendment 128
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Jérémy Decerle, Hilde Vautmans, Elsi Katainen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 j (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 j. Urges the Commission to swiftly 
unroll the “Farm to Fork Strategy” 
aiming at achieving sustainability across 
the whole food supply chain; notes that 
such a strategy would require a coherent 
approach encompassing all EU policies; 
points out, in this regard, that 
safeguarding fair competition and 
ensuring a level playing field for all 
businesses is essential in order to 
successfully promote the start-ups in the 
food sector and reach the economic 
targets;

Or. en

Amendment 129
Atidzhe Alieva-Veli, Martin Hlaváček

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 k (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 k. Calls on the Commission to 
provide transparent analysis summarizing 
the impact of all different forms of EU an 
national support in agri-food sector on 
the proper and fair functioning of the 
internal market;

Or. en
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