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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0310/2009 by François Delpeuch (French), on the health safety of 
agri-food products from the Cantal region of France

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner, who is the Mayor of Saint Flour, expresses concern at the health crisis in the 
region, where bovine brucellosis is endemic, and the difficult situation facing products whose 
designation of origin is Cantal. 

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 15 June 2009. Information requested from Commission (Rule 202(6)).

3. Commission reply, received on 20 November 2009.

The petition raises two main points:

- violation of the general principle of legitimate expectation and
- infringement of the protection of health and safety

However, the petition consists of a series of documents relating to various topics (general 
product safety, animal diseases, registered designations of origin, abattoir hygiene, export 
fraud, criminal arrests, etc.) but the petitioner does not actually establish any links between 
them, nor does he clarify the allegations he is making.

The Commission asked the EP to contact the petitioner to request that he clarify in particular: 
the specific allegations he wishes to make and the authority to which they relate, and the 
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provisions of Community law that are alleged to have been infringed.

Following the EP’s request, the petitioner merely forwarded a number of press cuttings 
without providing any responses to the Commission’s questions.

Conclusion

In the absence of any new information, the Commission is unable to provide a precise 
response nor to continue to examine this petition with the attention it merits.

4. Commission reply, received on 22 April 2010.

Commission’s comments following the additional information sent by the petitioner in a letter 
dated 21 January 2010

In his additional letter, the petitioner states that as one of his tasks as Mayor of Saint Flour he 
was sent to deal with an abattoir having difficulties. The petitioner attached to his letter 
various documents (see list below) concerning the management of this abattoir.

a) Decision of the Municipal Council of 07.04.1989 (Municipality of Saint Flour)
concerning the appointment of members of the board of directors of the abattoir semi-
public company

b) Decision of the Municipal Council of 28.02.1990 (Municipality of Saint Flour) 
concerning the cost of the works and establishment of the monthly rent for the cutting 
plant situated in the abattoir

c) Extract from the report carried out at the initiative of the Economic Committee of the 
Cantal FDSEA by Bertrand de Laage de Meux, Consultant Engineer

d) Notice of Ruling of 18.06.1992 by the Riom Court of Appeal following liquidation of 
the assets of the Abattoir Semi-Public Company (SEMA) 

e) Ruling of 20.05.1992 (Riom Court of Appeal) concerning the Mayor of the 
Municipality of Saint Flour and the legal liquidator of the above SEMA

f) Report by the Chief Inspector to the Director of the Regional Criminal Police Service 
of Clermont-Ferrand concerning an infringement of company law, complicity in 
misuse of company assets and fraud.

- Concerning the petitioner’s allegations

Firstly, the Commission would stress once again that the petitioner has not yet clarified the 
specific allegations he wishes to make, the authority to which the petition relates and the 
provisions of Community law that are alleged to have been infringed.

In his initial petition, the petitioner alleged the following infringements:
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- violation of the general principle of legitimate expectation – infringement of the protection 
of health and safety, and 
- violation of Council Regulation (EC) No 1260/199 of 21 June 1999 concerning EAGGF 
support for rural development for the period 2000-2006, Guidance section for Objective 1 and 
Guarantee section for Objective 2.

However, the letter of 21 January 2010 is contradictory on this point because the petitioner 
states in point 4 of the ‘Preamble’ ‘that it does not imply any shortcoming or failing on the 
part of the French authorities’.

Finally, in point 3 of the ‘Preamble’ and in the section ‘explanation of reasons for referring 
the matter to the Committee on Petitions’, the petitioner again refers to recent cases of listeria, 
epizootics (brucellosis, BSE) and to the ‘Salers’ controlled designation of origin and the 
ruling of the European Court of Justice in Case T-89/05 ‘Groupement Agricole d'Exploitation 
en Commun reconnu SALAT Jean et Michel’. The Commission invites the petitioner to 
clarify the allegations he is making in this regard.

- Concerning the documents provided by the petitioner in the letter dated 21.01.2010

The Commission notes that Annexes 1, 2 and 6 had already been sent to the Committee on 
Petitions.

The Commission also points out that it cannot intervene in possible litigation between the 
petitioner and other individuals in France, particularly with regard to the financial 
management of an abattoir, an area in which the European Union has no authority.

In addition, the Commission notes that, as far as the operating conditions of abattoirs are 
concerned, European legislation lays down the health requirements that operators in the food 
field, such as the abattoir in Saint Flour, must meet. It is thus the responsibility of the 
competent authority, i.e. the services of the Directorate-General of Food (part of the Ministry 
of Agriculture), to carry out checks to ensure that food sector operators meet these 
requirements. In principle, where the competent authority detects an infringement, it should 
take the necessary measures to ensure that the operator resolves the situation. These measures 
include, where necessary, restricting or prohibiting the marketing of the foodstuffs concerned.

The Commission, in its role as guardian of the Treaties of the European Union, is responsible 
for ensuring that European legislation on food safety, animal health and animal welfare is 
properly implemented and enforced. As a Commission service, the Food and Veterinary 
Office (FVO) plays an important role in fulfilling this task by carrying out inspections.

Conclusion 

As a result, the Commission invites the petitioner to contact the competent authority to draw 
its attention to the facts set out in the petition. If the petitioner has any new information that 
may prove that there are shortcomings in the abattoir monitoring system in France, he should 
forward that information to the European Parliament.


