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Amendment 1
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
protecting the reputation of the EU food 
and drink sector in the single market and 
international markets, despite the fact that 
they only represent 7 % of total EU food 
and drink sales;

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
enhancing and protecting the reputation 
and intellectual property rights of the EU 
food and drink sector in the single market 
and international markets; recalls that the 
EU protects 3 295 products with GIs and 
64 products with TSGs, and that, despite 
the fact that these products only represent 
7 % of total EU food and drink sales, they 
account for 15.4 % of the volume of EU 
exports;

Or. fr

Amendment 2
Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca, Ivan David, Gilles Lebreton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
protecting the reputation of the EU food 
and drink sector in the single market and 
international markets, despite the fact that 
they only represent 7 % of total EU food 
and drink sales;

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
protecting the expertise and reputation of 
the EU food and drink sector in the single 
market and international markets, despite 
the fact that they only represent 7 % of 
total EU food and drink sales and 15.5% of 
total EU agri-food exports;

Or. it

Amendment 3
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Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
protecting the reputation of the EU food 
and drink sector in the single market and 
international markets, despite the fact that 
they only represent 7 % of total EU food 
and drink sales;

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
protecting the reputation of the EU food 
and drink sector in the single market and 
international markets;

Or. es

Amendment 4
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas, 
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
protecting the reputation of the EU food 
and drink sector in the single market and 
international markets, despite the fact that 
they only represent 7 % of total EU food 
and drink sales;

1. Stresses the significant role played 
by geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) in 
enhancing consumer trust in keyparts of 
the food chain, thereby protecting the 
reputation of the EU food and drink sector 
in the single market and international 
markets.

Or. en

Amendment 5
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment
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1a. Having regard to its resolution of 
19 September 2019 on the patentability of 
plants and essential biological processes

Or. es

Amendment 6
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1b. Whereas the system of plant 
variety rights enshrined in the UPOV 
Convention and Council Regulation 
2100/94 does not allow the holder of a 
plant variety right to prevent others from 
using the protected plant variety for the 
purpose of further breeding activities

Or. es

Amendment 7
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1c. Welcomes the presentation of the 
new Intellectual Property Plan and 
recognises the need to foster research and 
innovation in the agri-food sector

Or. es

Amendment 8
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 d (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

1d. Recognises that incentives are 
essential for seed and plant variety 
innovation in order to meet the demands 
of farmers and consumers.

Or. es

Amendment 9
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1e. Stresses that improvements in 
plant and animal breeding reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions by providing 
more efficient and safer agriculture.

Or. es

Amendment 10
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that the value of all these 
products has increased to more than EUR 
75 billion, of which over one fifth derives 
from exports outside the EU; stresses, 
therefore, the need to protect GI and TSG 
as intellectual property rights, both within 
the single market and worldwide through 
bilateral and multilateral agreements with 
non-EU countries;

2. Recalls that GIs have major 
economic value in the agriculture sector; 
the value of all these products has 
increased to more than EUR 75 billion, 
which corresponds to more than 7% of the 
total EU food and drink sales, of which 
over one fifth derives from exports outside 
the EU; stresses, therefore, the need to 
protect GI and TSG as intellectual property 
rights, both within the single market and 
worldwide through bilateral and 
multilateral agreements with non-EU 
countries;
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Or. en

Amendment 11
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that the value of all these 
products has increased to more than EUR 
75 billion, of which over one fifth derives 
from exports outside the EU; stresses, 
therefore, the need to protect GI and TSG 
as intellectual property rights, both within 
the single market and worldwide through 
bilateral and multilateral agreements with 
non-EU countries;

2. Draws attention to the weight of all 
these products in European GDP and 
recalls that their value has increased to 
more than EUR 75 billion, of which over 
one fifth derives from exports outside the 
EU; stresses, therefore, the need to protect 
GI and TSG as intellectual property rights, 
both within the single market and 
worldwide through bilateral and 
multilateral agreements with non-EU 
countries;

Or. es

Amendment 12
Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca, Ivan David, Gilles Lebreton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that the value of all these 
products has increased to more than EUR 
75 billion, of which over one fifth derives 
from exports outside the EU; stresses, 
therefore, the need to protect GI and TSG 
as intellectual property rights, both within 
the single market and worldwide through 
bilateral and multilateral agreements with 
non-EU countries;

2. Recalls that the value of all these 
products has increased to more than EUR 
77 billion, of which over one fifth derives 
from exports outside the EU; stresses, 
therefore, the need to protect GI and TSG 
as intellectual property rights, both within 
the single market and worldwide through 
bilateral and multilateral agreements with 
non-EU countries;

Or. it
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Amendment 13
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. Notes that consumers generally 
link GIs and TSGs to localised and 
extensive production, respectful of animal 
welfare; calls on the Commission to 
propose binding rules on the origin of 
ingredients and on environmental, social 
and animal welfare conditions in the 
framework of the revision of the 
corresponding legislation, in order to 
match the consumers’ perception of GIs 
and TSGs and to contribute to the goals of 
the European Green Deal;

Or. en

Amendment 14
Paolo De Castro, Pina Picierno, Giuseppe Ferrandino, Herbert Dorfmann, Salvatore De 
Meo, Dino Giarrusso, Nicola Procaccini, Daniela Rondinelli, Massimiliano Smeriglio, 
Nicola Danti, Alessandra Moretti

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2 a. regrets the refusal, in the 
framework of the ongoing negotiations 
for the modernisation of the EU-Chile 
Association Agreement, of granting 
exclusive protection to flagship EU 
geographical indications, in particular in 
the wine sector; calls on the Commission 
to further enhance the protection of 
Intellectual Property Rights, notably 
Geographical Indications, in all EU trade 
agreements;

Or. en
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Amendment 15
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Stresses the importance of 
ensuring adequate protection of 
geographical indications (GI) and 
traditional specialities guaranteed (TSG) 
in order to preserve and protect jobs that 
are directly and indirectly linked to the 
production and distribution of these 
products in the European agricultural 
sector;

Or. es

Amendment 16
Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca, Ivan David, Gilles Lebreton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

2a. Recalls that the Commission 
spends around EUR 50 million each year 
on promoting high-quality products in the 
EU and worldwide and that this amount 
needs to be increased;

Or. it

Amendment 17
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that promotion 3. Notes that knowledge and 
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campaigns raise consumer awareness about 
these products, making it easy to identify 
their authenticity and, indirectly, to protect 
them against usurpation and imitations; 
calls on the Commission to strengthen GI 
and TSG promotional campaigns in the 
next revision of the corresponding 
legislation;

recognition of GI and TSG schemes and 
the corresponding logos are weak among 
European consumers, whereas the 
reputation of emblematic European GI 
products is, in contrast, well established; 
supports, therefore, any 
promotion campaigns which would aim to 
raise consumer awareness about these 
products, as that would improve consumer 
understanding and recognition of them, 
making it easy to identify their authenticity 
and, indirectly, to protect them against 
usurpation and imitations; calls on the 
Commission to strengthen GI and TSG 
promotional campaigns in the next revision 
of the corresponding legislation;

Or. fr

Amendment 18
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns raise consumer awareness about 
these products, making it easy to identify 
their authenticity and, indirectly, to protect 
them against usurpation and imitations; 
calls on the Commission to strengthen GI 
and TSG promotional campaigns in the 
next revision of the corresponding 
legislation;

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns raise consumer awareness about 
these products, making it easy to identify 
their authenticity and, indirectly, to protect 
them against usurpation and imitations; 
calls on the Commission to strengthen GI 
and TSG promotional campaigns in the 
next revision of the corresponding 
legislation; Invites the Commission and 
Member States to adapt public 
procurement mechanisms in order to 
improve access to quality-labelled 
products such as GIs and TSGs

Or. es

Amendment 19
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns raise consumer awareness about 
these products, making it easy to identify 
their authenticity and, indirectly, to protect 
them against usurpation and imitations; 
calls on the Commission to strengthen GI 
and TSG promotional campaigns in the 
next revision of the corresponding 
legislation;

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns raise consumer awareness about 
these products, making it easy to identify 
their authenticity and, indirectly, to protect 
them against usurpation and imitations; 
calls on the Commission to strengthen GI 
and TSG promotional campaigns in the 
next revision of the corresponding 
legislation, including with the aim to 
increase local consumption, support short 
supply chains and a healthy, resilient and 
sustainable territorialised food systems ;

Or. en

Amendment 20
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns raise consumer awareness 
about these products, making it easy to 
identify their authenticity and, indirectly, to 
protect them against usurpation and 
imitations; calls on the Commission to 
strengthen GI and TSG promotional 
campaigns in the next revision of the 
corresponding legislation;

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns make it possible to raise 
awareness and properly inform 
consumers about the quality and orgin of 
these products, thereby guaranteeing legal 
certainty, making it easy to identify their 
authenticity and, indirectly, to protect them 
against usurpation and imitations; Calls on 
the Commission to strengthen GI and TSG 
promotional campaigns in the next revision 
of the corresponding legislation;

Or. es

Amendment 21
Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca, Ivan David, Gilles Lebreton
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns raise consumer awareness about 
these products, making it easy to identify 
their authenticity and, indirectly, to protect 
them against usurpation and imitations; 
calls on the Commission to strengthen GI 
and TSG promotional campaigns in the 
next revision of the corresponding 
legislation;

3. Points out that promotion 
campaigns raise consumer awareness about 
these products, making it easy to identify 
their authenticity and, indirectly, to protect 
them against usurpation and imitations that 
harm their image; calls on the 
Commission to strengthen GI and TSG 
promotional campaigns in the next revision 
of the corresponding legislation;

Or. it

Amendment 22
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Considers that the issue 
overburdening producers with 
administration in connection with the 
registration, amendment and 
management of GI and TSG product 
specifications should be at the heart of 
future discussions; recalls that the 
procedures for amending the 
specifications for GI products have been 
simplified and made more efficient for 
wine and agri-food products as part of the 
review of the common agricultural policy 
reform, and that this approach should be 
strengthened in future;

Or. fr

Amendment 23
Irène Tolleret, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Believes that GIs should be better 
protected against all practices of 
commercial parasitism in Union law, 
including when used as ingredients or in 
services. It is important to ensure that the 
reputation of the GI in question is not 
diluted nor weakened by a third party.

Or. en

Amendment 24
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas, 
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3 a. Believes that GIs should be better 
protected against all practices of 
commercial misconduct in Union law, 
including when used as ingredients or in 
services; highlights the importance to 
ensure that the reputation of the GIs in 
question is not weakened by a third party.

Or. en

Amendment 25
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Points out that the reproduction of 
illegal seeds or plants seriously affects 
research and farmers finances; Considers 
that practices of this nature are vehicles 
for the transmission of new pests and 
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diseases.

Or. es

Amendment 26
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3b. Stresses the need to enhance the 
role of GI producer groups; considers, in 
this regard, that extending to all 
agricultural and wine sectors the supply 
management tools applied to cheeses and 
hams with protected designation of origin 
and protected geographical indication, 
agreed as part of the reform of the 
common agricultural policy, is an 
important step towards meeting this 
objective; calls on the Commission to 
make additional proposals to enable 
producer groups to better manage the 
reputation and marketing of their 
products and to strengthen their influence 
in the value chain;

Or. fr

Amendment 27
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3c. Supports the Commission’s desire 
to rationalise and harmonise the rules on 
GIs, which are currently set out in four 
European regulations (three regulations 
following the reform of the common 
agricultural policy), while stressing the 
need to maintain a specific, but coherent, 
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framework for wine products and spirits;

Or. fr

Amendment 28
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3d. Notes the Commission’s objective 
of encouraging producers of GI products 
to market sustainable products in order to 
meet society’s demands and consumers’ 
expectations; stresses that, at 
Parliament’s initiative, a possibility has 
been introduced, as part of the reform of 
the common agricultural policy, for 
producers to include in the specifications, 
on a voluntary basis, the contribution 
made by their products to sustainable 
development; considers that such a 
possibility should be consolidated in 
future Commission initiatives;

Or. fr

Amendment 29
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 e (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

3e. Stresses that GIs are, above all, a 
means of protecting intellectual property 
and demonstrating authenticity by 
indicating a product’s origin; calls for 
future Commission initiatives not to 
undermine GIs and TSGs directly or 
indirectly through measures that could be 
detrimental to them; stresses, in 
particular, the need to find a balanced 
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solution in terms of nutrition labelling in 
the context of future initiatives under the 
farm to fork strategy;

Or. fr

Amendment 30
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Notes the great potential of the 
online market for GIs and TSGs, but 
stresses that it can only be achieved if 
intellectual rights are better protected; calls 
on the Commission to be at the forefront 
of online protection by including it in 
bilateral and multilateral trade agreements;

4. Notes the great potential of the 
online market for GIs and TSGs, but 
stresses that it can only be achieved if 
intellectual rights are better protected on 
the internet; considers that such online 
protection requires the protection of GIs 
to apply to goods sold via e-commerce and 
for procedures to be made available to GIs 
to prevent bad faith registration of 
domain names which undermine the 
protection of GIs; recalls that Parliament 
made proposals to this effect as part of the 
reform of the common agricultural policy 
and that the Commission undertook to 
assess the feasibility of strengthening 
such rules and to make proposals to 
improve the protection of GIs in order to 
strengthen online protection in the 
internal market and on the international 
market in the context of bilateral and 
multilateral trade agreements;

Or. fr

Amendment 31
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas, 
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4



AM\1233887EN.docx 17/30 PE693.835v01-00

EN

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Notes the great potential of the 
online market for GIs and TSGs, but 
stresses that it can only be achieved if 
intellectual rights are better protected; calls 
on the Commission to be at the forefront 
of online protection by including it in 
bilateral and multilateral trade 
agreements;

4. Recalls the growth in importance 
of online sales during the COVID crisis, 
when agro-tourism was halted, preventing 
visits to many direct sellers, and notes the 
still greater potential of the online market 
for GIs and TSGs, but stresses that it can 
only be achieved if intellectual rights are 
better protected, mostly online; points out 
that the protection of GIs should apply to 
all goods that are sold through means of 
electronic commerce and that procedures 
should be made available to GIs 
producers to prevent the registrations in 
bad faith of domain names that 
undermine GIs protection;

Or. en

Amendment 32
Irène Tolleret, Adrián Vázquez Lázara

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Notes the great potential of the 
online market for GIs and TSGs, but 
stresses that it can only be achieved if 
intellectual rights are better protected; calls 
on the Commission to be at the forefront of 
online protection by including it in 
bilateral and multilateral trade agreements;

4. Notes the great potential of the 
online market for GIs and TSGs, but 
stresses that it can only be achieved if 
intellectual rights are better protected; this 
requires that the protection of GIs applies 
to goods that are sold through means of 
electronic commerce and that procedures 
are made available to GIs to prevent the 
registrations in bad faith of domain 
names that undermine GI protection ; 
calls on the Commission to table proposals 
to enhance GIs in order to be at the 
forefront of online protection and to 
negotiate such a protection in bilateral and 
multilateral trade agreements;

Or. en
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Amendment 33
Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca, Ivan David, Gilles Lebreton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Notes the great potential of the 
online market for GIs and TSGs, but 
stresses that it can only be achieved if 
intellectual rights are better protected; calls 
on the Commission to be at the forefront of 
online protection by including it in bilateral 
and multilateral trade agreements;

4. Notes the great potential of the 
online market for GIs and TSGs, but 
stresses that it can only be achieved if 
intellectual rights are better protected 
inside and outside Europe; calls on the 
Commission and the Member States to be 
at the forefront of online protection by also 
including it in bilateral and multilateral 
trade agreements;

Or. it

Amendment 34
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas, 
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

4 a. stresses on the necessity of 
guaranteeing a better protection for GIs 
and TSGs; calls on the Commission to 
work at international level, and in 
particular when negotiating bilateral 
agreements, to protect the system of GIs 
as a whole;

Or. en

Amendment 35
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas, 
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 b (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4 b. Invites the Commission to improve 
and overall strengthen the IP control 
system and its enforcement for GIs at EU 
level and to legally define the concepts of 
"Agro-Food Fraud and Crime" and 
"imitation" at EU level, in order to avoid 
that EU quality production continues to 
be counterfeited, causing huge economic 
damage to both EU farmers and economic 
operators; in this respect, invites the 
Commission to fully assess the potential 
of IT tools, such as AI and blockchain;

Or. en

Amendment 36
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the objectives of the European 
Green Deal;

5. Considers it essential to design 
intellectual property rights in a way 
that promotes sustainable innovation, in 
particular with the aim of introducing more 
resilient agricultural varieties to cope with 
climate change, achieve a sustainable and 
agro-ecological farming model protective 
of natural resources, and achieve the 
objectives of the European Green Deal; 
highlights also the potential of non-
protected reproductive material, like 
heterogeneous material and non-
registered varieties, for better adapting 
crops to local soil and climatic conditions 
and to meet the growing needs of varieties 
adapted to organic farming, and calls on 
the Commission to give them a more solid 
legal status in the framework of the 
upcoming revision of the seed legislation:

Or. en
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Amendment 37
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the objectives of the European 
Green Deal;

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the sustainable development goals 
(SDG) and the objectives of the European 
Green Deal; Points out that intellectual 
property rights must ensure food security 
and the resilience and competitiveness of 
our agri-food model.

Or. es

Amendment 38
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the objectives of the European 
Green Deal;

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the objectives of the European 
Green Deal; stresses that protection of 
such plant varieties requires a strong and 
enforceable plant variety protection 
system in the EU;

Or. en

Amendment 39
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Mara Bizzotto, Angelo Ciocca, Ivan David, Gilles Lebreton

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the objectives of the European 
Green Deal;

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties;

Or. it

Amendment 40
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the objectives of the European 
Green Deal;

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 
research and innovation, in particular with 
the aim of introducing more resilient 
agricultural varieties to cope with climate 
change and achieve the objectives of the 
European Green Deal;

Or. es

Amendment 41
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas, 
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Considers it essential to protect 
intellectual property rights to promote 

5. Considers essential to protect 
intellectual property rights, by promoting 
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innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
achieve the objectives of the European 
Green Deal;

innovation, in particular with the aim of 
introducing more resilient agricultural 
varieties to cope with climate change and 
help to achieve the objectives of the 
European Green Deal;

Or. en

Amendment 42
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 a. Underlines the importance of the 
Community plant variety rights (CPVR) 
system to ensure breeders can continue 
the development of new varieties for 
sustainable food production and 
horticulture, thereby benefiting breeders, 
growers, farmers, consumers and society 
at large;

Or. en

Amendment 43
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 b. Welcomes the inclusion of the 
CPVR system in the action plan in order 
to improve the protection of the plant 
variety rights, to ensure the effectiveness 
of the system in the future and its proper 
application;

Or. en
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Amendment 44
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

5 c. Underlines that the strength of the 
plant variety rights system is the balanced 
way in which it protects the breeders’ 
work, while at the same time ensuring 
through the breeder’s exemption that 
others may freely use the protected variety 
to create another new variety and market 
it;

Or. en

Amendment 45
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; also insists that farmers must 
remain the owners of their seeds and 
breeding material.

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; highlights in that regard the 
United Nations Declaration on the Rights 
of Peasants and Other People Working in 
Rural Areas, and notably its article 19 on 
the right to seed; notes that patents have 
been linked to overconcentration of 
markets, notably in the seed sector in 
countries where they are predominantly 
used, leading to quasi-monopoles and 
higher prices for some crop species; also 
insists that farmers must remain the owners 
of their seeds and breeding material; in 
consequence, calls on the Commission to 
propose a change to Regulation (EC) 
No2100/94 in order to extend to all crops 
the so called farmers’ privilege in its 
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article 14 (1); recalls that Directive 
98/44/EC explicitly excludes from 
patentability animals and plant varieties 
obtained through essentially biological 
processes and remains vigilant 
concerning the strict implementation of 
this principle by the European Patent 
Office; points out that this ban includes 
conventional techniques for the breeding 
of plants and animals and the products 
obtained by these conventional 
techniques, as well as all plants and 
animals of the public domain, which 
constitute a common heritage for all;

Or. en

Amendment 46
Bert-Jan Ruissen

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; also insists that farmers must 
remain the owners of their seeds and 
breeding material.

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; also insists that farmers must 
remain the owners of their seeds and 
breeding material. Underlines that the 
plant variety rights system includes the 
appropriate conditions and safeguards for 
farmers’ independence and therefore 
shall remain the sole system for protection 
of plant varieties, plants and plant traits 
in plant breeding.

Or. en

Amendment 47
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6
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Draft opinion Amendment

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; also insists that farmers must 
remain the owners of their seeds and 
breeding material.

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; also insists that farmers must 
remain the owners of their seeds and 
breeding material in accordance with the 
system of plant variety rights provided for 
in the UPOV Convention and Council 
Regulation 2100/94

Or. es

Amendment 48
Irène Tolleret, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; also insists that farmers must 
remain the owners of their seeds and 
breeding material.

6. Insists, however, that intellectual 
property rights should not lead to a 
reduction in the diversity of species and 
varieties and a loss of independence for 
farmers; also insists that farmers must 
remain the owners of their seeds and 
breeding material and must be able to 
select and adapt them to local conditions 
and needs.

Or. en

Amendment 49
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Points out that the current 
intellectual property model in agriculture 
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has worked well; stresses that the 
coexistence of patents with the plant 
variety rights protection model has been 
positive for the implementation of 
innovative solutions in agriculture; invites 
the Commission and the Member States to 
protect the innovative capacity of the 
sector and the general interest in a way 
that ensures effective access to and use of 
plant reproductive material so as not to 
interfere with practices that guarantee 
farmers' rights and the plant breeders' 
exemption.

Or. es

Amendment 50
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Welcomes the fact that, as part of 
the ‘Action Plan on Intellectual Property 
to strengthen the EU’s economic 
resilience and recovery’, the Commission 
wishes to explore the feasibility of a GI 
protection system for non-agricultural 
products at EU level; considers that such 
an initiative would enable European 
operators to take full advantage of the 
opportunities offered by the international 
system of the Geneva Act for the 
international registration of appellations 
of origin and geographical indications, 
managed by the World Intellectual 
Property Organisation.

Or. fr

Amendment 51
Irène Tolleret, Adrián Vázquez Lázara, Alin Mituța

Draft opinion
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Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Welcomes the intention of the 
European Commission to work with 
international partners to protect GI's 
worldwide through the WIPO multilateral 
Lisbon Registry and to step up its 
participation in global internet fora so 
that the international domain name 
system (DNS) fully respects IPRs, 
including GI's.

Or. en

Amendment 52
Giuseppe Ferrandino, Paolo De Castro, Clara Aguilera, Pina Picierno, Juozas Olekas, 
Cristina Maestre Martín De Almagro

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Stresses that varieties obtained 
through sustainable biotechnologies, 
should only be protected under the 
Community Plant Variety Right and not 
under the patent law, since these varieties 
cannot be distinguished from other 
existing ones.

Or. en

Amendment 53
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 a. Opposes any patenting of live 
animals;
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Or. en

Amendment 54
Anne Sander

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Notes that, in the context of the 
stakeholder consultation on the initial 
impact assessment carried out by the 
Commission with a view to establishing a 
system of GI protection for non-
agricultural products, there was broad 
support for such a European initiative, 
highlighting the potential benefits for the 
products concerned in terms of 
international trade, transparency and 
identification of origin for consumers and 
economic development for SMEs and 
Europe’s rural areas;

Or. fr

Amendment 55
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 b. Highlights the importance of 
respecting the Nagoya Protocol on Access 
to Genetic Resources and the Fair and 
Equitable Sharing of Benefits Arising 
from their Utilization while designing 
intellectual property legislation for plants 
and animals, including for their genetic 
description and for gene banks, so that 
natural and collectively bred genetic 
resources are not appropriated by private 
actors;
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Or. en

Amendment 56
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 b (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6b. Recognises that the processes of 
breeding through crossing and selection, 
as well as the resulting biological 
material, should not be patentable.

Or. es

Amendment 57
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 c. Points out that data on agriculture 
and farmland is of public interest but that 
farmers’ ownership, access to and control 
of their own farm data must be protected; 
notes that big data platforms in the 
agricultural sector are owned by a few 
large corporations, which enables them to 
have control over the market and a 
competitive advantage; highlights that 
small farmers are having to buy from 
these large corporations data that 
concerns their own farms if they want 
access to it, which poses risks to the 
privacy, profitability and independence of 
farmers, and to food security and 
sovereignty;

Or. en



PE693.835v01-00 30/30 AM\1233887EN.docx

EN

Amendment 58
Mazaly Aguilar

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 c (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6c. Stresses that further efforts should 
be made to increase transparency with 
respect to the status and patentability of 
biological material; Points out that 
breeders should be provided with 
adequate access to information on the 
biological material they will use in the 
plant breeding process; Stresses that the 
Commission should implement new 
methods for effective consultation and 
exchange of information.

Or. es

Amendment 59
Claude Gruffat
on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 d (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6 d. Calls on the Commission to ensure 
that data collected or created with help of 
public funds stay public and are not 
appropriated by private companies;

Or. en


