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SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety calls on the Committee 
on Agriculture and Rural Development, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the 
following suggestions in its motion for a resolution:

1. Calls for the strengthening of the EU's quality policy, since it represents a significant 
incentive for producers in the Union to improve their efforts in terms of quality, food 
safety and respect for the environment; believes this policy can help boost substantially 
the value added of the Union's agricultural and food production in an ever more globalised 
market;

2. Stresses the importance of quality production for the preservation of the economic, social 
and cultural fabric in numerous rural regions of Europe, as well as the need to preserve 
that heritage, especially in regions where production alternatives are few; 

3. Regrets the fact that the Commission communication, on the grounds of a simplification 
which could prove counterproductive, has only partially taken on board the requirements 
specified by the sectors concerned following the publication of the Green Book;

4. Favours the preservation of the distinction between protected designations of origin and 
protected geographical indications, so as to avoid any levelling-down of the criteria to be 
met by European producers, while continuing to ensure strong local links; nonetheless 
supports all measures aimed at guaranteeing clear information for the European consumer;

5. Rejects the notion of merging the systems of registration of geographical indications for 
wines, spirits and foodstuffs, in view of the need to maintain the specific characteristics of 
each;

6. Considers that introducing different levels of protection for European quality designations
could create unfairness, especially if the main criteria employed are economic; believes, 
therefore, that all geographical indications should enjoy the same degree of recognition; 

7. Urges the Commission to negotiate the creation of an international registry of 
geographical indications under the WTO umbrella, and supports the Commission's 
intention to include geographical indications within the scope of the 'Anti-counterfeiting 
trade agreement' and in the work of the future 'European observatory on counterfeiting 
and piracy';

8. Favours the voluntary indication of the origin of the raw materials which have gone into 
processed foods, while opposing the compulsory indication of the place of origin of 
agricultural products since this would saddle European industry with high costs which 
would be disproportionate to the potential value added generated by such a measure; is 
aware that European industry already has to meet strict labelling requirements in the 
interests of accurate consumer information; 

9. Considers that Community marketing standards have a key role to play in the production 
chain, contributing to market transparency and fair competition rules while also helping 
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consumers compare the price, dimensions and quality of products; calls, therefore, for the 
maintenance and strengthening of Community marketing standards, and believes that their 
determination should not be left in the hands of private bodies; 

10. Regrets the fact that the Commission has already, in the face of the opposition of a 
majority of Member States, proceeded to the effective dismantling of the Community 
marketing standards in the fruit and vegetable sector, without awaiting the final outcome 
of the debate on the future of the EU's quality policy and thus pre-empting the decisions to 
be adopted by the Council and Parliament on the matter; 

11. Welcomes the Commission's intention to create a new EU organic logo, in order to 
remove the barriers to trade in such products within the single market; favours adopting 
the necessary initiatives to promote trade in organic products at international level ; 

12. Believes it is necessary to promote other environment-friendly production methods, such 
as 'integrated production'; stresses that regulating integrated production at EU level would 
enhance the visibility of farmers' and stockbreeders' efforts in favour of food safety and 
the environment in the face of third-country imports; favours, at the same time, a 
promotion and marketing campaign for European integrated production;

13. Welcomes the Commission's intention to introduce guidelines on best practice in 
cooperation with the interested parties, with a view to standardising private quality 
certifications as far as possible and thus facilitating producers' adaptation to the different 
regimes in force, introducing mutual recognition and reducing wherever possible the 
disparities between private and official certification systems, in such areas as 
environmental requirements; 

14. Regrets the failure of the Commission's communication to mention the need to encourage 
promotion measures, given their importance for ensuring the profitability of European 
farmers' efforts in terms of quality, food safety and the environment; believes that the 
promotion instruments currently available to the EU need to be revised so as to improve 
their efficiency; proposes, in this connection, extending to the EU market the promotion 
aids recently introduced in the wine sector; 

15. Welcomes the notion of creating new voluntary reserved terms such as 'mountain 
agriculture', and calls for this to be backed up by suitable consumer information
campaigns.
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EXPLANATORY STATEMENT

One of the guiding threads of the Commission communication is the simplification of 
Community quality policy. In order to achieve that goal, the Commission has now put 
forward some ideas with a view to starting a large-scale debate. We are already beginning to 
acquire a quite clear picture of the preferences of many of the Community operators
concerned. This opinion focuses on those points which your rapporteur considers to be most 
important for the policy's future.

Geographical indications

One of the most controversial issues here concerns the possible merger of the two systems 
(designations of origin and geographical indications). Virtually all the producers of 
designations of origin are against this, since they fear it would be to the detriment of the 
existing quality requirements which they have to observe and would weaken the link between 
the final product and the locality of origin of the raw materials. Your rapporteur, for her part, 
fails to see any commercial advantages in such a merger, which would penalise the efforts 
made by certain producers as well as, probably, sowing further confusion among the 
consumers. 

With regard to the establishment of different levels of protection for quality products at 
European level, as the communication suggests in one of its sections, the only advantage this 
would bring would be one of administrative simplification insofar as it would reduce the 
existing burden on the relevant Commission services as regards the processing of large 
numbers of requests for recognition of designations. There would also be a risk of creating a 
system of first- and second-class designations: such a distinction could lead to situations of 
unfairness, as in the case, for example, where the criteria employed were purely economic or 
commercial, and could also confuse the consumer. 

In an ever more competitive market, it will be essential not only to maintain the EU's 
distinctive quality markers but also to enhance their visibility, by means of a sustained 
communication campaign aimed at the European consumer with a view to boosting the value 
added that quality products bring.

The three systems of geographical indications that currently exist, namely those for wine, 
spirits and foodstuffs, should continue their separate existence, since otherwise their specific 
characteristics could be at risk. To merge three such different systems could, furthermore, 
lead to confusion in the interpretation of the legislation by the different groups of operators 
concerned. 

In the international context, your rapporteur believes it is necessary to improve the protection 
of the European designations. For this purpose, it will be desirable to use the opportunity 
provided by the current WTO negotiations, with the objective of creating an international 
register of protected designations. 
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Marketing rules

Indication of the origin of raw materials should improve the image of certain processed 
products. It should not, however, be obligatory, since it entails additional costs which it is not 
for the EU to impose on the industry. The legislation on food labelling is already becoming 
enormously complex (e.g. regarding the labelling of allergens, or the rules on consumer
information which are currently under debate in the Community institutions): indication of 
origin would impose additional burdens which could prove disproportionate to the benefits 
obtained. At all events, the issue of indication of origin should be looked at sector by sector. 

The Commission also raises, in its communication, the issue of merging all the mandatory 
rules of the vertical legislation on marketing standards into a single basic piece of legislation. 
This would probably be accompanied by the dismantling of a large part of the existing 
Community rules. At the same time, the establishment of marketing standards would be left in 
the hands of private bodies. Your rapporteur considers that the maintenance and strengthening 
of the existing, vertically organised, Community standards would result in greater market 
transparency and would serve the interests of consumer choice, also enabling the different 
operators across the food chain to organise their production on the basis of a more uniform set 
of competition rules. She therefore opposes delegating this task to private bodies such as the
CEN (European Committee on Standardisation).

Your rapporteur welcomes the Commission's proposal to introduce new and voluntary 
reserved terms, such as 'mountain agriculture', but suggests caution over proposing the 
introduction of a specific term relating to carbon emissions, as the systems for determining the 
carbon footprint of agri-food products are still being developed. 

New certification regimes 

The establishment of new certification regimes should have a positive impact in terms of 
boosting the value added of EU products vis-à-vis third-country products. The Commission is 
examining the possible introduction of animal welfare labelling and the extension of eco-
labelling to food products and feedingstuffs. 

All of this needs studying, but a measure not mentioned in the communication, although it is 
something increasingly being called for among producers, is the creation of a Community 
certification regime for integrated agriculture. An integrated agriculture label would offer the 
consumer real transparency regarding the value added of EU products as compared with third-
country imports. This would have to be accompanied by promotion and marketing campaigns 
publicising the aspects of most benefit to consumers. 

Eco-labelling

On the subject of eco-labelling, your rapporteur welcomes the Commission's intention to 
create a new EU logo with a view to eliminating the obstacles to the marketing of the products 
concerned in the single market. She also favours adopting the necessary initiatives to 
encourage trade in organic products at international level. 

Guidelines for state and private certification schemes
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Your rapporteur endorses the Commission's comments in the communication on the negative 
effects on the single market of the existence of multiple private regimes. 

Measures are certainly needed to standardise private quality certifications as far as possible, 
with a view to promoting mutual recognition. It is necessary to ensure that such certification 
regimes do not conflict with the official ones or become an instrument of commercial pressure 
placing an excessive burden on producers.

The Commission's idea of introducing guidelines on best practice, in cooperation with the 
interested parties, already represents a major step forward. 

Promotion of quality products

The Commission communication makes no reference to an element which should be a key 
factor in Community quality policy, namely promotion. Your rapporteur favours 
strengthening the Community instruments in the area of the promotion of quality certification. 
In the specific case of wine, promotion within the EU should be extended to the aids provided 
for in the recent reform of the sector. These aids can only be used for actions in third 
countries, and the result is an insufficient take-up of the funds available, owing to the 
problems encountered by many enterprises in undertaking promotional initiatives outside the 
Community market, above all at a time of economic crisis such as the present.


