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Igor Šoltes (Verts/ALE) 

Subject: Exempting food for public institutions from the public procurement system 

The public procurement system is intended not only to enhance competitiveness, but also to protect 
the social dimension, the environment, and public health. For some time I have been seeking, 
therefore, to have food for preschool centres, schools, hospitals, and old people’s homes exempted 
from the public procurement system. It is society’s most vulnerable groups which are involved here 
and they need to be treated with particular care. Food plays a key role in this context. In practice, the 
current system is still too often based on the lowest price, which has an impact on food quality. The 
existing legislation allows given lots of goods and services to be excluded from public procurement 
procedures if the estimated value of a lot is less than EUR 80 000 and the total value of all lots does 
not exceed 20%. Slovenia already makes use of this exemption, but I believe that, for a number of 
reasons, it is not sufficient and in practice it is difficult to implement. It makes it impossible for local 
suppliers to compete with the global offering of cheaper and less healthy food. This initiative would 
bring back healthy, seasonal locally produced food to public institutions, improve public health, shorten 
the path from farm to fork, increase self-sufficiency, reduce the quantity of food waste, facilitate the 
planning of food production, and promote agricultural development. It would also help to achieve the 
green and sustainability goals of the Europe 2020 strategy. 

The initiative, if it were to be put into effect, would improve public health and the sustainability of health 
services, in which overweight accounts for as much as 7% of health care expenditure in the EU. Does 
the Commission consider this initiative, therefore, to be useful and appropriate for the health sector? 

The initiative would also boost rural development, create new farming jobs, and reduce unfair trading 
practices within the food chain. Does the Commission consider this initiative, therefore, to be useful 
and appropriate for the agricultural sector? 

Additional benefits would arise to the extent that the food chain would be shortened and there would 
be less emissions caused by long-distance transport. Does the Commission consider this initiative, 
therefore, to be useful and appropriate for the transport sector? 

Given that the quality of food in educational establishments would be greatly improved, does the 
Commission consider this imitative to be useful and appropriate for the education sector? 

Bearing in mind all the advantages, would the Commission be willing to take part in further discussions 
on the initiative and ways of translating it into practice?  


