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to the Commission
Rule 117
Paolo De Castro (S&D), Herbert Dorfmann (PPE), Esther Herranz García (PPE), Eric Andrieu 
(S&D), Giancarlo Scottà (EFD), Iratxe García Pérez (S&D), Michel Dantin (PPE) and Luis Manuel 
Capoulas Santos (S&D)

Subject: Court of Justice judgment on Regulation (EU) No 543/2011

On 30 May 2013 the Court of Justice in Luxembourg delivered a judgement on Joined Cases T-
454/10 and T-482/11 requesting the annulment of provisions contained within Regulation (EU) No 
543/2011 (amending Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007), concerning the inclusion of processed fruit and 
vegetables in the context of the operational programmes of European Union producer organisations 
(POs) recognised under Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007.

In the legal proceedings brought by private industry, the Commission was supported by organisations 
representing POs and European cooperatives in Italy, France, Spain and Portugal interested in 
maintaining support to producers’ organisations that operate in the processed fruit and vegetables 
sector.

The judgment establishes that all investments and activities connected with processed fruit and 
vegetables and promoted and realised by the POs are, in the first instance, inadmissible for EU 
support.

The judgment of the Court of First Instance also establishes that the measures envisaged by 
Commission Regulation (EU) No 543/2011 in favour of processed fruit and vegetables produced by 
POs are discriminatory to private industries (which cannot access EU support), meaning that there is 
a distortion of competition between private industries and POs.

The principle of non-discrimination in the context of the common agricultural policy is a specific 
expression of the general principle of equality of treatment which demands that comparable situations 
should not be handled differently and that different situations not be handled in the same way.

– Does the Commission intend to appeal against the first instance judgment of the Court of 
Justice?

– Does the Commission believe that the discrimination between private industries and producers’ 
organisations as laid down in this judgment might constitute a dangerous precedent that could 
call into question not only the entire rationale behind the CAP, but also the regulatory measures 
currently under discussion in the context of CAP reform?


