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Amendment 1
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Indent 1

Draft opinion Amendment

whereas in Europe as a whole food losses 
during the production, post-harvest and 
processing stages and food waste during 
the retailing and consumption stages 
amounts to 280 kg/year per capita, a large 
part of which ends up in landfills or 
incinerators, producing a large quantity 
of greenhouse gases (GHG)(methane) 
during the rotting and combustion 
processes;

– whereas in Europe food losses during the 
production, post-harvest and processing 
stages and food waste during the retailing 
and consumption stages amount to 179
kg/year per capita;

Or. de

Amendment 2
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Indent 1 – footnote 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Global Food Losses and Food Waste, 
FAO, Rom 2011, S. 5, Abbildung 2.

1. Preparatory Study on Food Waste
across the EU 27, European Commission, 
Paris 2010, p. 11

Or. de

Amendment 3
Claudiu Ciprian Tănăsescu

Draft opinion
Indent 1 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

- whereas 60% of the food waste from 
European households could be avoided, 
and 20% of food is thrown away owing to 
confusion over the dates on product 
labelling 2

__________________
2 ‘Environment for Europeans’ magazine, 
published by the European Commission’s 
Directorate-General for the Environment, 
Luxembourg 2011, p. 8

Or. ro

Amendment 4
Csaba Sándor Tabajdi

Draft opinion
Indent 2

Draft opinion Amendment

– whereas in Europe and Northern America 
food waste occurs predominantly at the 
retail and consumption stage, as opposed to 
the developing world, where production, 
harvest, processing and transport are the 
stages that pose the main problems;

– whereas in Europe and Northern America 
in the previous decades, when food 
production was abundant, food waste has 
not been a policy priority, which led to the 
overall increase of food waste along the 
food supply chain; whereas in Europe 
and North America food waste occurs 
predominantly at the retail and 
consumption stage, as opposed to the 
developing world, where production, 
harvest, processing and transport are the 
stages that pose the main problems;

Or. en

Amendment 5
Renate Sommer
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Draft opinion
Indent 2

Draft opinion Amendment

whereas in Europe and Northern America 
food waste occurs predominantly at the 
retail and consumption stage, as opposed to 
the developing world, where production, 
harvest, processing and transport are the 
stages that pose the main problems;

– whereas in Europe and Northern America 
food waste occurs predominantly at the 
retail and consumption stage, as opposed to 
the developing world, where production, 
harvest, processing and transport are the 
stages where losses pose the main 
problems;

Or. de

Amendment 6
Kartika Tamara Liotard
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Anna Rosbach
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Indent 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

- whereas it requires a paradigm shift to 
positively change consumers behaviour 
towards less food wastage, improvements 
can already be made in the EU food chain 
in the management of storage, transport 
and distribution stages,

Or. en

Amendment 7
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Indent 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

- whereas food waste not only gives rise to 
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economic costs but also cannot be 
justified in ethical and environmental 
terms;

Or. de

Amendment 8
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Indent 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

- whereas food production is linked with a 
high level of CO2 emissions and resource 
use (including land and water);

Or. en

Amendment 9
Elisabetta Gardini

Draft opinion
Indent 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

- whereas, moreover, post-harvest losses 
are estimated to be EUR 4 billion each 
year in Europe alone;

Or. it

Amendment 10
Csaba Sándor Tabajdi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1
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Draft opinion Amendment

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an 
EU bio-waste policy, from both an ethical 
and an environmental point of view;

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an 
EU bio-waste policy, from both an ethical 
and an environmental point of view; points 
out that there is no harmonised definition 
of food waste, which leads to serious 
discrepancies in the statistical data 
collection and hampers effective action on 
European and national level;

Or. en

Amendment 11
Christa Klaß, Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an 
EU bio-waste policy, from both an ethical 
and an environmental point of view;

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority, as 
food is a valuable and scarce resource 
and millions of people are suffering from 
hunger;

Or. de

Amendment 12
Kartika Tamara Liotard
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Anna Rosbach
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of EU 
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EU bio-waste policy, from both an ethical 
and an environmental point of view;

food waste and bio-waste policies, from 
both an ethical, social and an 
environmental point of view;

Or. en

Amendment 13
Judith A. Merkies

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an 
EU bio-waste policy, from both an ethical 
and an environmental point of view;

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an 
EU bio-waste policy, from both an ethical, 
economic and an environmental point of 
view;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Rolandas Paksas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an 
EU bio-waste policy, from both an ethical 
and an environmental point of view;

1. Is convinced that the prevention of food 
losses has to be the very first priority of an 
EU bio-waste policy, from an ethical, 
economic and environmental point of 
view; calls for measures to be taken to 
reduce the waste of food products in the 
food industry, trade, public restaurants, 
healthcare establishments, schools and 
other establishments, as many types of 
biowaste arise as a result of the 
consumption of food by communities;

Or. lt
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Amendment 15
Christa Klaß, Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Considers that the EU’s bio waste 
policy should be thought through and 
adapted from both an ethical and an 
environmental point of view;

Or. de

Amendment 16
Kartika Tamara Liotard
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Anna Rosbach
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Is of the opinion that avoidance of 
food wastage is more efficient than 
composting, incinerating or land-filling 
food waste as there will be less GHG 
emissions and less spillage of water;

Or. en

Amendment 17
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Recognises that reducing food waste 
has significant environmental benefits, 
not only in terms of avoiding the negative 
effects of waste disposal, but also in terms 
of saving energy, emissions, water and 
land use in the production process and 
avoiding negative effects related to 
potentially unsustainable agricultural 
production practices, such as water 
pollution and biodiversity loss;

Or. en

Amendment 18
Marit Paulsen, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Is concerned by the fact that the 
environmental costs of production, for 
instance the amount of fresh water used 
to produce a hamburger, are not properly 
reflected in consumer prices;

Or. en

Amendment 19
Anna Rosbach, Kartika Tamara Liotard

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Stresses that (food-) waste should be 
recognised as a resource. If it under no 
circumstances can be used as foods, the 
opportunities to use waste in biogas plants 
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should be improved and biogas 
production should be further supported.

Or. en

Amendment 20
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Calls on the Commission to propose 
clear food waste reduction targets in the 
framework of the waste framework 
directive; calls on the Commission to put 
a special focus on food waste when 
assessing the Member States waste 
prevention programmes, objectives and 
indicators in accordance with the waste 
framework directive; calls for the 
appraisal of effects on the generation of 
food waste in the impact assessment of 
each food-related legislative proposal;

Or. en

Amendment 21
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1c. Calls on the Member States to put a 
special focus on food waste in their waste 
prevention programmes and to take 
legislative action aimed at avoiding food 
waste along the whole production chain, 
including at the level of retailer and 
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wholesale trade; this should include the 
setting of targets for waste avoidance, 
separation and redistribution;

Or. en

Amendment 22
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1d. Encourages companies in the 
hospitality sector, public entities such as 
schools and hospitals, retailers and 
wholesalers to establish redistribution 
programmes in partnership with local 
charities so that uneaten but edible food is 
donated to those in need; stresses that this 
shall not lead to the reduction of public 
allocations to the poor;

Or. en

Amendment 23
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to 
be taken care of with the best means 
available to us and which require 
investments not only in technology but 
also in our behaviour, with the aim of 
avoiding the least desirable options, i.e. 
landfill and incineration;

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
and can be prevented only to a certain 
degree through regulation and 
legislation; stresses therefore the need for 
improvements to the situation mainly by 
means of exchanges of best practices, 
improved routines when dealing with food 
and a change in behaviour on the part of 
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enterprises and individuals; therefore 
urges the Commission and the Member 
States to mount appropriate information 
and education campaigns;

Or. de

Amendment 24
Daciana Octavia Sârbu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be 
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require investments not 
only in technology but also in our 
behaviour, with the aim of avoiding the 
least desirable options, i.e. landfill and 
incineration;

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be 
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require investments not 
only in technology but also in our 
behaviour, with the aim of avoiding the 
least desirable options, i.e. landfill and 
incineration; Stresses the need for more 
bio recycling facilities and for increased 
household collection of unavoidable food 
waste such as unwanted components of 
food stuffs; supports actions such as 
home composting and bio recycling in 
agriculture.

Or. en

Amendment 25
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable 

2. Calls for a strict application of the 
waste hierarchy as laid down in the waste 
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phenomena which, once they have 
occurred, have to be taken care of with 
the best means available to us and which 
require investments not only in technology 
but also in our behaviour, with the aim of 
avoiding the least desirable options, i.e. 
landfill and incineration;

framework directive; therefore considers
that food waste which was generated 
despite all efforts of prevention should be 
composted or used in biogas plants 
instead of incinerated or landfilled;

Or. en

Amendment 26
Rolandas Paksas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be 
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require investments not 
only in technology but also in our 
behaviour, with the aim of avoiding the 
least desirable options, i.e. landfill and 
incineration;

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require investments not 
only in technology but also in our 
behaviour, with the aim of avoiding the 
least desirable options, i.e. landfill and 
incineration; believes that, in order to 
protect human health, the precautionary 
principle must be uppermost in the 
treatment and use of biowaste, 
particularly in the light of its possible 
indirect return to food / the food chain 
and its utilisation in imported foods and 
feedstuffs.

Or. lt

Amendment 27
Anna Maria Corazza Bildt

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2
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Draft opinion Amendment

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be 
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require investments not 
only in technology but also in our 
behaviour, with the aim of avoiding the 
least desirable options, i.e. landfill and 
incineration;

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be 
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require not only 
investments in technology but also 
changes in our behaviour, with the aim of 
avoiding the least desirable options, i.e. 
landfill and incineration;

Or. en

Amendment 28
Kriton Arsenis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be 
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require investments not 
only in technology but also in our 
behaviour, with the aim of avoiding the 
least desirable options, i.e. landfill and 
incineration;

2. Is aware that to some extent the food 
loss and waste are unavoidable phenomena 
which, once they have occurred, have to be 
taken care of with the best means available 
to us and which require not only 
investments in technology but also 
changes in our behaviour, with the aim of 
avoiding the least desirable options, i.e. 
landfill and incineration;

Or. en

Amendment 29
Judith A. Merkies

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Takes the view that food is a resource 
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and that a hierarchy should be 
maintained when treating food waste, 
which means a cascade down from 
prevention, re use, recycling and as a last 
resort incineration or landfilling

Or. en

Amendment 30
Anna Rosbach, Kartika Tamara Liotard

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Is of the opinion that packaging must 
be optimised and reduced. Research and 
innovation in the field of intelligent 
packaging should be promoted to explore 
good solutions for the actual use by date 
for individual products.

Or. en

Amendment 31
Elisabetta Gardini

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Firmly believes that an environmental 
consciousness in terms of valuing and 
preserving environmental resources must 
be fostered among consumers so that they 
understand that whenever there is 
consumption, there is also an impact on 
our environment;

Or. it
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Amendment 32
Kriton Arsenis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Stresses that the GHG emissions 
associated to the production, packaging 
and transportation of food that is thrown 
away, are needless additional emissions; 
notes that improving the efficiency of the 
food supply chain, so as to prevent food 
waste and eliminate edible food waste, is a 
key action towards climate change 
mitigation;

Or. en

Amendment 33
Åsa Westlund

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Calls on the Commission to investigate 
what proportion of total food wastage 
already occurs during harvest; considers 
that, if this proportion is substantial, the 
Commission should propose approaches 
and measures to make it easier for 
farmers to avoid this;

Or. sv

Amendment 34
Anna Rosbach, Kartika Tamara Liotard

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 b (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

2b. Believes that sales by loose weight and 
in customised portions in supermarkets 
should be encouraged to delimit that 
customers purchase excess food.

Or. en

Amendment 35
Anna Rosbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2c. Stresses that clearly indicated 'sell by' 
and 'use by' dates on foods should be 
introduced on food packaging in order to 
guide consumers regarding the shelf life 
of a product, before and after purchase.

Or. en

Amendment 36
Anna Rosbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2d. Calls for investigation into whether 
previously issued regulations cause 
unnecessary rules that forces
supermarkets and food shops to throw 
away perfectly usable food.

Or. en
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Amendment 37
Anna Rosbach

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2e. Considers that, where possible, the 
regulation should be adjusted, to ease 
food banks, charity organisations', public 
institutions etc. possibilities for collecting 
and redistributing leftover food to the 
needy, without compromising food 
security.

Or. en

Amendment 38
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the 
main food waste takes place at the retail 
and consumption levels, there is relatively 
little scope for regulation and legislation 
to improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and 
the Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those 
goals;

deleted

Or. de

Amendment 39
Csaba Sándor Tabajdi
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and 
the Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those 
goals;

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, only a coordinated 
action between the European and national 
regulators, industry and consumer 
organisations can achieve tangible results 
and that the main benefit must come from 
an exchange of best practice, improved 
routines in the treatment of food, better 
packaging requirements (e.g. re-sealable 
packaging), more consistency in food 
storage labels and a change in behaviour 
on the part of companies and individuals;

Or. en

Amendment 40
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, the main benefit must 
come from an exchange of best practice, 
improved routines in the treatment of food 
and a change in behaviour on the part of 
companies and individuals; urges the 
Commission and the Member States, 
therefore, to lend their support to 
awareness-raising measures and
campaigns aimed at those goals;

Or. en
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Amendment 41
Rolandas Paksas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;
urges the Commission and the Member 
States, therefore, to lend their support to 
campaigns aimed at those goals;

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals, 
particularly stressing educational 
initiatives which cultivate awareness 
among producers and consumers of the 
connection which exists between 
consumption and production and their 
awareness of costs, waste, the 
environment and health;

Or. lt

Amendment 42
Judith A. Merkies

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
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best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;

best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals throughout the whole food 
chain, from beginning to end; urges the 
Commission and the Member States, 
therefore, to lend their support to 
campaigns aimed at those goals;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Matthias Groote

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; points out that there is 
currently very little awareness of food 
waste; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to initiate 
awareness-raising campaigns with the aim 
of bringing about long-term changes in 
behaviour and markedly decreasing food 
waste. Early childhood education and 
schools can play a key role in this;

Or. de

Amendment 44
Esther de Lange
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;
notes, in this context, the importance of 
setting up a Knowledge and Innovation 
Community (KIC) for food focussed inter 
alia on preventing food wastage;

Or. nl

Amendment 45
Juozas Imbrasas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;
urges the Commission and the Member 
States, therefore, to lend their support to 

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals, 
particularly stressing educational 
initiatives which cultivate awareness 
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campaigns aimed at those goals; among producers and consumers of the 
connection which exists between 
consumption and production and their 
awareness of costs, waste, the 
environment and health;

Or. lt

Amendment 46
Åsa Westlund

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is relatively little 
scope for regulation and legislation to 
improve the situation and that the main 
benefit must come from an exchange of 
best practice, improved routines in the 
treatment of food and a change in 
behaviour on the part of companies and 
individuals; urges the Commission and the 
Member States, therefore, to lend their 
support to campaigns aimed at those goals;

3. Is aware that in Europe, where the main 
food waste takes place at the retail and 
consumption levels, there is ample scope 
for improving the situation by means of an 
exchange of best practice, improved 
routines in the treatment of food and a 
change in behaviour on the part of 
companies and individuals; urges the 
Commission and the Member States, 
therefore, to lend their support to 
campaigns aimed at those goals and review 
existing legislation in this field;

Or. sv

Amendment 47
Daciana Octavia Sârbu

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Is concerned about some retail 
practices - such as offering discounts for 
multiple purchases and selling large pre-
packed quantities of fresh produce -
which appear to encourage customers to 
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buy excess food and can therefore lead to 
more food waste and little, if any, 
economic benefit for the consumer.

Or. en

Amendment 48
Csaba Sándor Tabajdi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Calls on the Commission and the 
Member States to include measures in the 
legislative package on the reform of the 
Common Agricultural Policy on the 
prevention of food waste in the 
production, harvest, processing and 
transport stages and to come forward with 
concrete actions improving public 
awareness and consumer responsibility in 
the retail and consumer stages;

Or. en

Amendment 49
Christa Klaß, Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Is aware that young people need well-
considered instruction in domestic matters 
to teach them about food preparation and 
preservation and dealing with leftovers, 
thereby ensuring that more of the food is 
used and less discarded;

Or. de
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Amendment 50
Judith A. Merkies

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Calls on the Commission to make an 
analysis of the whole food chain to 
identify which food sectors food waste is 
occurring most, and which solutions can 
be used to prevent food waste.

Or. en

Amendment 51
Anna Rosbach, Kartika Tamara Liotard

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Underlines that concrete initiatives for 
more and better consumer information 
and education should be introduced, in 
order to raise awareness and knowledge 
among the public about sound food 
handling and how to delimit food waste to 
a minimum.

Or. en

Amendment 52
Andres Perello Rodriguez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Stresses the need to introduce separate 
collection systems for organic waste, so 
that this type of waste can be recycled and 
turned to good use whenever possible.

Or. es

Amendment 53
Judith A. Merkies

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Takes the view that much food waste 
can be prevented if the chain of 
production to customer is kept as short as 
possible, thus preventing long storage and 
transportation

Or. en

Amendment 54
Anna Rosbach, Kartika Tamara Liotard

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Is of the opinion that education and 
awareness raising about food as a 
precious resource should be introduced 
from early age.

Or. en
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Amendment 55
Andres Perello Rodriguez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’(whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules) are at the basis of 
many unnecessary discards, which 
increase the amount of food wasted;

deleted

Or. es

Amendment 56
Csaba Sándor Tabajdi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’(whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules) are at the basis of 
many unnecessary discards, which increase 
the amount of food wasted;

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’(whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules), the 
misinterpretation or confusion over dates 
on the label and the lack of consistency in 
the terms employed (“best before”, “use 
by”, “sell by”, “display until”) are at the 
basis of many unnecessary discards, which 
increase the amount of food wasted;

Or. en

Amendment 57
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’(whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules) are at the basis of 
many unnecessary discards, which increase 
the amount of food wasted;

4. Is of the opinion that quality 
requirements regarding appearance
whether imposed by European or national 
legislation or by internal company rules, 
which stipulate the size and shape of fresh 
fruit and vegetables in particular, are at 
the basis of many unnecessary discards, 
which increase the amount of food wasted;

Or. de

Amendment 58
Kartika Tamara Liotard
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Anna Rosbach
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’(whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules) are at the basis of 
many unnecessary discards, which increase 
the amount of food wasted;

4. Is of the opinion that ‘quality 
requirements’ as for example, but not 
limited to, the "use-by date", are 
necessary to ensure EU citizens are able 
to consume safe, healthy, adequate and 
nutritious food, although these 'quality 
requirements' might lead to unnecessary 
discards which increase the amount of food 
wasted;

Or. en

Amendment 59
Åsa Westlund

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4
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Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’(whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules) are at the basis of 
many unnecessary discards, which increase 
the amount of food wasted;

4. Is of the opinion that inadequate 
knowledge of the substance of ‘quality 
requirements’(whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules) is at the basis of 
many unnecessary discards, which increase 
the amount of food wasted; calls on the 
Commission and Member States to review 
the situation with regard to date labelling 
and to consider introducing a requirement 
to indicate the date of packaging;

Or. sv

Amendment 60
Sophie Auconie

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’ (whether imposed by 
European or national legislation or by 
internal company rules) are at the basis of 
many unnecessary discards, which increase 
the amount of food wasted;

4. Is of the opinion that excessive ‘quality 
requirements’ may be at the basis of 
unnecessary discards, which increase the 
amount of food wasted, at both the trade 
and the consumption stages; calls for 
initiatives to be developed to collect such 
food which is still fit for consumption, for 
the benefit of the most deprived sections 
of society;

Or. fr

Amendment 61
Anna Maria Corazza Bildt, Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 – subparagraph 1 (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

Emphasises that individual consumers 
can also take responsibility in developing 
better ways of using leftovers at home;

Or. en

Amendment 62
Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Marit Paulsen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 – point a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(a) Believes that new technological 
developments such as smart refrigerators 
and packaging with nanotechnology, can 
play a significant role in reducing food 
waste; urges the Commission to give 
special attention to reducing food waste in 
its research programmes.

Or. en

Amendment 63
Csaba Sándor Tabajdi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls for the improvement of EU food 
waste reporting requirements, more 
coherence in the labelling of expiration 
dates of foodstuffs, targeted awareness 
campaigns on European and national 
levels and a feasibility study on EU targets 
for food waste prevention;

Or. en
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Amendment 64
Oreste Rossi

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls on the Member States to 
facilitate organisations which voluntarily 
collect foodstuffs that are within or just 
past their ‘best-by’ date, and distribute 
these to individuals or families in need;

Or. it

Amendment 65
Renate Sommer, Christa Klaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Points out that a lack of 
understanding of what is meant by the 
minimum durability and use-by dates is 
one of the main reasons for food discards; 
is aware that, for reasons of legal 
certainty, food producers are especially 
cautious when determining minimum 
durability dates;

Or. de

Amendment 66
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls on retailers to take their 
responsibility to reduce food waste 
seriously; e.g. by easing requirements for 
marketing standards; calls on the 
Commission to gather and publish the 
best practices policies to avoid food waste 
of the European retail sector, as well as 
practical solutions to deal with or 
distribute foodstuffs that cannot be sold 
via the regular channels;

Or. en

Amendment 67
Linda McAvan, Glenis Willmott

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Recognises consumer confusion over 
food durability dates; recalls that the 
Food Information to Consumers 
legislation requires use-by dates or best-
before dates, and calls on Member States 
to ensure that consumers are not misled 
by confusing labelling;

Or. en

Amendment 68
Matthias Groote

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls on the Commission to draw up, 
with regard to food safety and standards, 
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a strategy to introduce an impact 
assessment on food distribution and waste 
with the aim of reducing waste 
considerably;

Or. de

Amendment 69
Andres Perello Rodriguez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Recognises the importance of 
regulating product labelling and 
packaging practices to ensure an efficient 
food chain; believes, in this respect, that 
the correct labelling of ‘best-before’ and 
‘sell-by’ dates for foodstuffs would greatly 
help prevent food waste;

Or. es

Amendment 70
Kriton Arsenis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Notes that the issue of food waste 
should be addressed under the scope of 
Resource Efficiency and calls on the 
Commission to deliver specific initiatives 
targeting food waste under the Resource 
Efficient Europe flagship;

Or. en
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Amendment 71
Sophie Auconie

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Calls for the continuation of the  
European food aid programme for the 
most deprived persons, which makes it 
possible to use Common Agricultural 
Policy intervention stocks and at the same 
time to supply food and thus provide food 
security for millions of people in Europe;

Or. fr

Amendment 72
Renate Sommer, Christa Klaß

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4b. Points in this connection to Article 9 
and Annex X of the new regulation on the 
provision of food information to 
consumers requiring labelling of the 
minimum durability and sell-by dates and 
instructions on special conditions of 
storage and use on packaging; calls on 
the Member States and the food industry 
to conduct information campaigns which 
will enable consumers to understand the 
labelling and correctly interpret the 
minimum durability dates in particular;

Or. de

Amendment 73
Andres Perello Rodriguez
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 4b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4b. Calls on the Commission to look into 
the possibility, in the light of new 
demographic and social trends that are 
altering consumption patterns (people 
living alone, single-parent families, etc.), 
of bringing forward a legislative proposal 
on individual and single-portion 
containers that make it easier for 
consumers to purchase the right amount 
of a product; such individual containers 
should be recyclable or reusable and meet 
EU environmental standards and 
recommendations on sustainability, so 
that they do not result in additional waste.

Or. es

Amendment 74
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4c. Considers in this context that there is 
an overall need for EU citizens to know 
more about food and nutrition;

Or. de

Amendment 75
Andres Perello Rodriguez

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5
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Draft opinion Amendment

5. Refers to its resolution of 6 July 2010 on 
the Commission’s Green Paper on the 
management of bio-waste in the European 
Union, particularly paragraphs 1 to 4 
thereof, in which the European Parliament 
urged the Commission to come forward 
with a specific legislative proposal for the 
treatment of bio-waste, of which food 
waste is only a part;

5. Refers to its resolution of 6 July 2010 on 
the Commission’s Green Paper on the 
management of bio-waste in the European 
Union, particularly paragraphs 1 to 4 
thereof, in which the European Parliament 
again urged the Commission to come 
forward as a matter of urgency with a 
specific legislative proposal for the 
treatment of bio-waste, of which food 
waste is only a part;

Or. es

Amendment 76
Linda McAvan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Notes that genuine food waste can 
provide a significant and sustainable 
source of biomass, and can be used to 
replace bioenergy produced from 
unsustainable wood imports;

Or. en

Amendment 77
Åsa Westlund

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Calls on the Commission to draw up 
guidelines on which refrigerated and 
freezer cabinets should be used in the 
food trade and recommendations on 
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temperature levels for the storage and 
transport of food; notes that the 
refrigerated and freezer cabinets used at 
present waste too much energy and that 
food is kept at the wrong temperatures, 
which is bad for the environment and also 
leads to the risk of foodstuffs being unfit 
for consumption before their expiry date;

Or. sv

Amendment 78
Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Takes the view that incineration can 
only be acceptable if it is linked to energy 
recovery and prevents the production of 
GHG emissions;

6. Takes the view that incineration of food
can only be acceptable if it leads to 
environment-friendly energy generation;

Or. de

Amendment 79
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Takes the view that incineration can 
only be acceptable if it is linked to energy 
recovery and prevents the production of 
GHG emissions;

6. Considers that the recycling of biowaste 
by composting or use in biogas plants is 
far preferable to its incineration;

Or. en
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Amendment 80
Judith A. Merkies

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Takes the view that incineration can
only be acceptable if it is linked to energy 
recovery and prevents the production of 
GHG emissions;

6. Takes the view that incineration of food 
waste is to be avoided and may only be 
acceptable after a hierarchy has been 
followed and the waste has been used to its 
highest value;

Or. en

Amendment 81
Sophie Auconie

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Takes the view that incineration can 
only be acceptable if it is linked to energy 
recovery and prevents the production of 
GHG emissions;

6. Takes the view that the use of
incineration should be limited to the 
minimum possible, unless it results in 
efficient energy recovery;

Or. fr

Amendment 82
Kriton Arsenis

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Stresses that the potential of food 
waste for energy recovery purposes, 
should not affect, or delay, action towards 
tackling the food waste problem as such;
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Or. en

Amendment 83
Åsa Westlund

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Calls on the Commission to investigate 
the link between food waste and the 
quality of Member States’ waste 
management and to assess which 
measures can be taken in the field of 
waste management to reduce food waste;

Or. sv

Amendment 84
Anna Maria Corazza Bildt, Renate Sommer

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Asks the Member States to support 
sustainable local production and marketing 
of products, thus avoiding long and 
sometimes complicated logistics and
reducing carbon footprints;

7. Asks the Member States to support 
sustainable and efficient local production 
and distribution, thus contributing to
reducing food waste;

Or. en

Amendment 85
Jill Evans, Bart Staes
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7
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Draft opinion Amendment

7. Asks the Member States to support 
sustainable local production and marketing 
of products, thus avoiding long and 
sometimes complicated logistics and 
reducing carbon footprints;

7. Asks the Member States to support short 
supply chains and sustainable local 
production and marketing of food products, 
thus avoiding long and sometimes 
complicated logistics and reducing carbon 
footprints;

Or. en

Amendment 86
Rovana Plumb

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Calls on the Commission and Member 
States to promote awareness-raising and 
education campaigns among the public 
and with local authorities, and to foster 
dialogue with civil society;

Or. ro

Amendment 87
Kartika Tamara Liotard
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Anna Rosbach
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Point out the initiatives already taken 
in various Member States aimed at 
recovering, locally, unsold agricultural 
products and foodstuffs in order to 
redistribute them to groups of citizens 
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who lack purchasing power; stresses that 
these initiatives are complementary to 
existing social security and welfare 
systems and should not be replacing them 
in Member States;

Or. en

Amendment 88
Marit Paulsen, Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy, Britta Reimers, Antonyia Parvanova

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Calls on the European Commission to 
ensure that the issue of food efficiency 
receives as much attention and 
awareness-raising as the issue of energy 
efficiency, since they are equally 
important for the environment and our 
future;

Or. en

Amendment 89
Pavel Poc

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Calls on the Commission to set up 
reporting requirements for Member States 
on food waste and a standardisation of 
methodologies for calculating food waste 
quantities at Member State level to ensure 
comparability.

Or. en
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Amendment 90
Kartika Tamara Liotard
on behalf of the GUE/NGL Group
Anna Rosbach
on behalf of the ECR Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7b. Is of the opinion that the functioning 
of the market, as expressed by for 
example, but not limited to, speculation in 
foodstuffs, artificially maintaining high 
price levels of food, agricultural subsidies 
and waste treatment of discarded food, 
leads to the situation that for certain 
actors in the food chain it is more 
opportune to discard food, than to sell it. 
Future EU food waste and bio-waste 
policies should be aimed at preventing 
this behaviour.

Or. en

Amendment 91
Pavel Poc

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7b. Calls on the Commission to create of 
specific food waste prevention targets for 
Member States, as part of the waste 
prevention targets for MS by 2014, as 
recommended by the 2008 Waste 
Framework Directive

Or. en
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Amendment 92
Pavel Poc

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7c. Invites the Commission to evaluate 
possible recommendation of Member 
States adoption of separate collection of 
food waste, for the household and/or food 
service sector. Subsidy for the 
development of separate collection and 
treatment infrastructure should also be 
evaluated.

Or. en


