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SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on the Internal Market and Consumer Protection calls on the Committee on 
Legal Affairs, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions into its 
motion for a resolution:

1. Notes that the Commission Green Paper entitled ‘Making the most out of Europe’s know-
how: a possible extension of geographical indication protection of the European Union to 
non-agricultural products’ (COM(2014)0469) follows on from its communication of 2011 
entitled ‘A Single Market for Intellectual Property Rights’ (COM(2011) 0287), the study 
on geographical indications protection for non-agricultural products in the internal market, 
and the public hearing held following the publication of that study;

2. Welcomes the outcome of the public consultation which the Commission held on the 
Green Paper and which concluded on 28 October 2014;

3. Points out that, although it has had such a system for food and agricultural products for 
many years now, the EU currently does not have a unitary system for the protection of 
geographical indications for non-agricultural products, as a result of which those products 
are not protected in Member States in which they are not covered by national legislation, 
while at the same time products that enjoy national or regional protection in individual 
Member States are not properly protected at EU level;

4. Considers that the lack of a unitary EU system for the protection of geographical 
indications relating to non-agricultural products creates an inadequate and highly 
fragmented situation in Europe, arising from the fact that some Member States offer no 
specific protection and others have different definitions, procedures and level of 
protection within national and local, sectoral or transversal rules, which have distorting 
effects which hamper both the harmonious development of the common market and 
homogeneous protection and effective competition on equal terms, which prevent 
consumers from receiving accurate, truthful and comparable information allowing them to 
make better-informed decisions, and which are an obstacle to consumer protection;

5. Welcomes, therefore, the publication of the above-mentioned Green Paper by the 
Commission, and is in favour of the EU’s system of protection based on geographical 
indications being extended to cover non-agricultural products;

6. Hopes, furthermore, that the Commission, following the results of the stakeholder 
consultation already carried out, as well as further analyses, will submit without delay a 
legislative proposal with the aim of establishing a single European system of protection of 
geographical indications for non-agricultural products;

7. Calls on the Commission to apply the necessary lessons learned from the experience 
gained in the agricultural and food sectors, with the aim of creating a system which is 
based on best practices and non-discriminatory principles and is transparent, effective, 
responsive and free of unnecessary administrative burdens and deterrent costs for 
producers who voluntarily decide to register a product under a geographical indication 
scheme; is of the opinion, furthermore, that such a system should ensure strict controls 
and the greatest possible transparency, and should include appropriate means of dealing 
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with fraud; calls on the Commission, in this regard, to apply a non-sectoral approach to 
any system of protection;

8. Is strongly convinced that extending protection of geographical indications to non-
agricultural products could have many and varied positive effects for citizens, consumers, 
producers and the whole European economic and social fabric, as well as positive effects 
on trade relations which the EU maintains or is negotiating with third countries, thus 
enabling the EU to achieve equal protection for such European products also within the 
framework of international trade negotiations;

9. Considers that this system could, in particular:

- protect consumers more effectively, enhance their trust in labelled products, and help 
them make better-informed choices about buying products by increasing transparency 
and eliminating the confusion caused by misleading names or descriptions, 
particularly if the existence of such a system is efficiently communicated; contribute 
to improving traceability and providing more information about quality, origin and 
production methods and conditions, not least on account of the growing consumer 
interest in such matters;

- foster innovation in traditional production processes and the creation of new start-ups 
for traditional products, and contribute to the sustainability of jobs created in poorly 
developed areas, in particular by providing small enterprises and micro-enterprises, 
which are the source of close to 80 % of typical locally-made products that could be 
protected under the geographical indications system, with both an opportunity to boost 
sales by means of more effective marketing operations and an incentive to cooperate 
more closely, given the collective nature of the scheme;

- help effectively to combat counterfeiting, fraudulent use of names of geographical 
origin, and other unfair practices which mislead the final consumer and cause harm, 
most of all, to micro-enterprises and SMEs which legitimately produce the vast 
majority of the products that could potentially receive protection and currently do not 
have the legal or financial means to defend their interests, which also has an adverse 
impact on their exports;

- make it easier to establish effective oversight procedures, thus giving consumers and 
producers the chance to protect themselves against counterfeiting, imitation and other 
illegal practices;

- promote and facilitate access to the common market and markets outside the EU for 
European craft products, which are the fruit of traditional knowledge and skills that 
help to conserve valuable know-how that characterises entire social and local 
communities, and which represent a significant element in the historical, cultural, 
economic and social heritage of Europe;

- help develop new strategies to support entrepreneurship at local and regional level, 
promote the maintenance of infrastructure and the development of new, skilled 
employment with links to local areas, with particular reference to rural areas, 
depressed areas and the most marginal regions, in many of which employment is 
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dependent on typical locally-made products, imparting a fresh impetus to vocational 
and craft training closely connected to the development of localities and production 
areas, while also conserving and promoting the unique and diverse heritage of each 
region;

- help to increase the overall attractiveness of an area and to preserve local identities, as 
well as facilitating the generation of useful synergies to promote local areas and their 
distinctiveness, with consequent benefits also from the point of view of tourism, 
culture and trade;

10. Considers that the new system, as happened in the past with agrofood products, should 
represent a guarantee which is intuitively perceptible to consumers who seek high-quality 
products, regarding authenticity and origin with a strong link to the geographical area, and 
on the basis of reliable and clear information; believes that the effectiveness of such a 
single European system of protection of geographical indications will depend on whether 
all necessary information reaches producers and consumers; stresses that the system must 
be transparent and must ensure accessible protection, as this is of key importance to 
consumer and producer confidence;

11. Points out that this new system of geographical indications is not intended to weaken the 
level of protection already granted by existing instruments, and that it should take into 
account effective existing rights and systems and also be developed on the basis of current 
best practices at national and local level in the EU;

12. Stresses that this system must be accompanied by the creation of a single standardised and 
public European register for non-agricultural products benefiting from geographical 
indication protection, with a view to fostering craft products and informing and protecting 
both consumers and producers, whilst avoiding any unnecessary administrative burden; 
stresses, further, that such a system should be characterised by a cross-cutting approach in 
order to maximise its economic and social impact, and that it should significantly enhance 
the existing link between products and their area of origin, and improve transparency, in 
order to increase the credibility and authenticity of a product, guarantee its origin and 
contribute to improving its traceability; points to the need for regular checks to be carried 
out once geographical indication status has been granted, to make sure that the criteria on 
which that status was based are still being met;

13. Considers, at the same time, that the system should allow reasonable margins of flexibility 
in order more effectively to meet the need to protect heterogeneous products with diverse 
specific characteristics; further considers that an EU-level system of protection should 
cover non-geographical names which are unambiguously associated with a given place;

14. Considers that the system must be based on compliance with a clear product specification, 
as in the case of agrofood products, but without discouraging innovation and the natural 
evolution of production processes and technology where this could result in greater 
efficiency without diminishing the product’s quality or distinctiveness;

15. Takes the view that extending the scope of the geographical indication protection system 
to cover non-agricultural products could help make the EU’s position in this area still 
stronger and more consistent, both in bilateral trade negotiations and in multilateral fora, 
the ultimate aim being to provide a high level of protection for all high-quality European 
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products outside the EU; considers, in particular, that both agricultural and non-
agricultural products protected by geographical indications should be fully taken into 
account during negotiations on future EU trade agreements; believes that a comprehensive 
EU geographical indications system would foster commercial expansion and make it 
easier to carry out joint promotional campaigns outside the EU;

16. Believes that extending the scope of the geographical indication protection system to 
cover non-agricultural products should form part of a broader strategy for promoting high-
quality EU products, based on a stronger commitment from the EU institutions to treat 
manufacturing and craft industries as a driving force for growth and the completion of the 
single market;

17. Takes the view that, under the new EU legislative framework for procurement, a product 
quality and origin certification system could be of use to contracting authorities in 
connection with technical specifications, certification and award criteria, in particular at 
local and regional level.
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