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Kyseessä on komission tiedonanto, mistä ei tehdä varsinaista päätöstä. Puheenjohtajamaa 
(Tsekki) pyrkii kuitenkin päätelmien antamiseen. 

Käsittelijä(t): 
 
Maija Heinonen/MMM, p. 160 54278 
 

Suomen kanta/ohje: 
Suomi tukee komission näkemystä siitä, että maataloustuotteiden laatupolitiikan 
kehittämiseksi ja kuluttajien informoimiseksi on lisättävä laatujärjestelmiä koskevaa 
tiedottamista ja niiden johdonmukaisuutta sekä yksinkertaistettava järjestelmien ja 
merkintää koskevien termien käyttöä ja niiden ymmärtämistä.  
 
EU:n maatalouden laatujärjestelmät: 
Suomi katsoo, että tuotteen alkuperän ilmoittaminen on kuluttajien kannalta tärkeä asia. 
Tarkoituksenmukainen merkintä kattaa informaation siitä, mistä jäsenmaasta tai miltä 
alueelta tuote on peräisin.  
 
Suomi tukee maantieteellisiä merkintöjä koskevan lainsäädännön yksinkertaistamista. 
Suomi suhtautuu kuitenkin epäillen siihen olisiko viinejä, väkeviä alkoholijuomia sekä 
maataloustuotteita ja elintarvikkeita koskevan lainsäädännön yhdistämisellä todellista 
yksinkertaistamisvaikutusta. 
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Suomi tukee sitä, että teollis- ja tekijänoikeuksien välistä suhdetta selkeytetään.  
Suomen mielestä on tärkeätä määritellä kriteerit, joiden perusteella voidaan päätellä onko 
kyseessä yleisnimi vai voidaanko nimitys suojella maantieteellisenä merkintänä. 
 
Suomi tukee komission pyrkimystä lyhentää suojeltavien nimitysten 
rekisteröintiprosessia. 
 
Suomi ei kannata komission ehdotusta aitoja, perinteisiä tuotteita koskevan järjestelmän 
lopettamisesta ja sen korvaamista vapaaehtoisella, varatulla termillä. Useimmiten 
kyseessä olevat tuotteet eivät sovellu yksittäisten markkinointistandardien alle. 
 
Suomi ei näe tarvetta uusille viranomaisten ylläpitämille laatujärjestelmille vaan pitää 
parempana nykyisten järjestelmien kehittämistä ja yksinkertaistamista. Uudet järjestelmät 
edellyttäisivät valvonnan järjestämistä ja nostaisivat kustannuksia koko toimintaketjussa. 
Sen sijaan yksityisille tai kansallisille järjestelmille kuten ”eläinten hyvinvointia” 
koskevalle järjestelmälle on syytä harkita yhteisön suuntaviivojen kehittämistä. Lisäksi 
tulisi miettiä jo ilmastonmuutoksenkin johdosta erilaisten kansallisten kriteerien ja 
toimien kehittämistä paikallisen tai alueellisen ruoan käytön edistämiseksi ja 
suojelemiseksi. 
 
Suomi voi hyväksyä komission ehdotuksen elintarvikkeiden laadunvarmennus-
järjestelmiä koskevista suosituksista.  
 

Pääasiallinen sisältö: 
 
Komission tiedonanto perustuu maataloustuotteiden laatupolitiikasta käytyihin 
keskusteluihin, jotka kulminoituivat Vihreästä kirjasta saatuihin vastauksiin ja Prahassa 
maaliskuussa pidettyyn korkean tason seminaariin. Käytyjen keskustelujen perusteella 
komissio on identifioinut seuraavat kolme pääasiaa maataloustuotteiden laatupolitiikan 
kehittämiseksi:  

• Tiedottaminen: Maataloustuotteiden laatua koskevaa tiedottamista viljelijöiden, 
ostajien ja kuluttajien välillä on parannettava 

• Johdonmukaisuus: EU:n maataloustuotteiden laatupolitiikan välineiden 
johdonmukaisuutta on lisättävä 

• Monimutkaisuus: Eri järjestelmien ja tuotteiden merkintää koskevien termien 
käyttö ja ymmärtäminen on tehtävä viljelijöille, tuottajille ja kuluttajille 
helpommaksi 

Tätä taustaa vasten maataloustuotteiden laatupolitiikkaa esitetään kehitettäväksi 
jäsentyneellä lähestymistavalla, missä sertifiointijärjestelmille kehitetään suositukset ja 
merkintäjärjestelmien osalta EU:n kaupan pitämisen vaatimuksia kehitetään maatalouden 
yhteisen markkinajärjestelyn puitteissa. Lisäksi nykyisiä EU järjestelmiä ja kaupan 
pitämisen vaatimuksia yksinkertaistetaan ja selkeytetään mahdollisuuksien mukaan. 
 
EU:N MAATALOUDEN LAATUJÄRJESTELMÄT 
 
EU:n tuotantoedellytykset 
Komissio toteaa tiedonannossaan, että vihreää kirjaa koskevassa konsultaatiossa ehdotus 
siitä, että tuote osoittaa sen vastaavan EU:n vaatimuksia (tunnus tai logo) ei ollut saanut 
kannatusta. Sen sijaan monien vastaajien mielestä tuotantopaikan (place- of- farming) 
merkitseminen on hyödyllistä.  
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Kaupan pitämisen vaatimukset 
Kaupan pitämisen vaatimusten osalta komissio esittää, että pakolliset säännöt voitaisiin 
asettaa kaupan pitämisen perusvaatimuksille. Tämä kattaisi tapaukset, joissa 
vapaaehtoinen lähestymistapa voisi vääristää yhteismarkkinoita tai pakolliset säännöt 
ovat tarpeen kuluttajien informoimiseksi tuotteesta.  
 
Komission esityksen mukaisesti laajennetaan merkintöjä, joiden avulla 
maataloustuotteiden tuotantopaikka voidaan tunnistaa.Vapaaehtoisten varattujen 
ilmausten osalta voitaisiin yhteisön säädösten sijaan käyttää Euroopan 
standardisointikomitean (CEN) eli toimijoiden itsensä laatimia sääntöjä. Komissio tutkii 
myös mahdollisuutta voitaisiinko termit ’vuoristotuote’ ja ’perinteinen tuote’ säätää 
vapaaehtoisiksi varatuiksi ilmauksiksi. Lisäksi komissio myötävaikuttaa aktiivisesti 
kansainvälisten standardien kehittämiseen.  
 
Maantieteelliset merkinnät 
Komissio ilmoittaa valmistelevansa maantieteellisiä merkintöjä koskevan lainsäädännön 
uudistamista siten, että sitä yksinkertaistetaan. Komissio harkitsee viinejä, väkeviä 
alkoholijuomia sekä maataloustuotteita ja elintarvikkeita koskevan lainsäädännön 
yhdistämistä. Lisäksi tutkitaan voitaisiinko nykyiset alkuperänimitystä ja maantieteellistä 
merkintää koskevat järjestelmät yhdistää ja säätää eritasoisesta EU-suojasta. 
 
Tiedonannon mukaisesti teollis- ja tekijän oikeuksia ja erityisesti erityyppisten oikeuksien 
välistä suhdetta tulee selkeyttää. Myös yleisnimien osalta komissio harkitsee tarvitaanko 
selkeyttämistä erityisesti yleisnimien identifioimiseksi ja rekisteröityjen maantieteellisten 
merkintöjen suojelun ulottamista tiettyihin yleisnimiin. Raaka-aineiden viljelypaikka 
tulee tarvittaessa ilmoittaa, mikäli se on eri kuin maantieteellisen merkinnän osoittama 
paikka. Sertifiointivaatimuksia ulotetaan mahdollisesti koskemaan tuotantoketjun eri 
toimijoita (tuojia ja jakelijoita) kuten luomutuotteiden osalta. Lisäksi tarvitaan suosituksia 
siitä miten jalosteissa käytettyjä maantieteellisen merkinnän omaavia ainesosia voidaan 
mainostaa sekä tuottajaryhmittymien rohkaisemiseksi sisällyttämään kestävyyskriteereitä 
tuote-eritelmiin. 
 
Kansainvälisellä tasolla nimitysten suojelua pyritään lisäämään WTO- sopimuksessa ja 
kahdenvälisissä sopimuksissa, sisällyttämällä maantieteelliset merkinnät ACTA-
sopimukseen ja ’European observatory on counterfeiting and piracy’-sopimukseen. 
Lisäksi kolmansien maiden maantieteelliset merkinnät, jotka on suojeltu kahdenvälisissä 
sopimuksissa, sisällytetään EU rekisteriin. 
 
Komissio pyrkii myös lyhentämään nimitysten rekisteröintiprosessia.  
 
Luonnonmukainen tuotanto 
Komission mukaan suunnitteilla oleva EU:n luomulogo tulee helpottamaan 
luonnonmukaisten tuotteiden kauppaa yhteisömarkkinoilla. Komissio esittelee uuden 
lainsäädännön soveltamista koskevan raportin neuvostolle ja parlamentille vuonna 2011. 
Komissio pyrkii kolmansien maiden kanssa luonnonmukaisten tuotteiden standardien 
molemminpuoliseen tunnustamiseen ja myötävaikuttaa Codex Alimentariuksen 
luonnonmukaista tuotantoa koskevien suositusten kehittämiseen. 
 
Aidot, perinteiset tuotteet 
Komissio tutkii mahdollisuutta lopettaa järjestelmä ja korvata se sisällyttämällä termi 
’aito, perinteinen tuote’ kaupan pitämisen vaatimuksissa määriteltyihin vapaaehtoisiin 
varattuihin termeihin. 
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LAATUPOLITIIKAN KEHITTÄMINEN 
Uusien laatujärjestelmien johdonmukaisuus 
Nykyisten EU:n laatujärjestelmien lisäksi komissio harkitsee ’eläinten hyvinvointia’ 
koskevan merkintäjärjestelmän puitteiden kehittämistä sekä ’ecolabelin’ ulottamista 
elintarvikkeisiin ja rehuihin. Neuvosto on pyytänyt komissiota tarkastelemaan myös’  
hiilijalanjälkeä’ koskevaa merkintää. Lisäksi toimijat ovat ehdottaneet erityisesti 
ympäristöön liittyviä laatujärjestelmiä.  
 
Komission tarkoitus on varmistaa tulevien EU:n maataloustuotteita koskevien 
laatujärjestelmien johdonmukaisuus arvioimalla ennakolta niiden lisäarvo ja 
tarkoituksenmukaisuus. 
 
Yksityisiä ja kansallisia elintarvikkeiden varmennusjärjestelmiä koskevat suositukset 
Komissio aikoo kehittää suositukset hyvistä käytännöistä maataloustuotteiden laatua 
koskevien varmennusjärjestelmien toiminnalle. Suositukset laaditaan yhdessä toimijoiden 
kanssa.  
 

   
Kansallinen käsittely: 

 
Maatalous- ja elintarvikejaosto 28.5.2009  
 

Eduskuntakäsittely: 
 

Käsittely Euroopan parlamentissa: 
 

Kansallinen lainsäädäntö, ml. Ahvenanmaan asema: 
 
 
 

Taloudelliset vaikutukset: 
  
 Ei taloudellisia vaikutuksia 

 
Muut mahdolliset asiaan vaikuttavat tekijät: 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

Buying food and drink produced in the EU means buying quality, chosen from a rich diversity 
of products reflecting the different traditions and regions in the Community. Consumers 
around the world know this: the EU’s agri-food sector has a reputation for high quality thanks 
to decades or even centuries of hard work, investment, innovation and attention to excellence. 

This tradition of high quality operates in several ways. At a basic level, all farmers in the EU 
are legally bound to respect some of the most stringent farming requirements in the world. 
Among other things, these relate to environmental protection, animal welfare and the use of 
pesticides and veterinary products. Beyond these ‘baseline’ requirements, farmers and food 
producers use their expertise and imagination to give their products other, individual qualities 
valued by consumers. 

This quest for quality is a vital part of the EU agri-food sector’s strategy in the global 
marketplace. The EU remains an important producer of basic commodities, but the lion’s 
share (two thirds by value) of its annual agri-food exports worth around €70 billion a year are 
‘finished products’, such as meat, dairy products, wine and vegetable oils. 

The EU’s agri-food sector will need to build on this approach in the years ahead to sustain its 
competitiveness and profitability. For farmers as for food producers, doing this means two 
things: first, offering products with the qualities that customers want; and second, informing 
customers clearly about the qualities of their products.  

2. CURRENT AGRICULTURAL PRODUCT QUALITY MEASURES 

An essential goal of agricultural quality policy is to inform buyers and consumers about 
product characteristics and farming attributes1. Unless buyers and consumers have accurate, 
useful and guaranteed information about these characteristics and attributes, they cannot be 
expected to pay a fair price. 

Agricultural quality policy has evolved over time. However, this evolution has taken place on 
a piecemeal basis — instrument by instrument, sector by sector. Combining the various 
instruments into a more coherent whole and developing the overall policy would help it to 
deliver even stronger results. This further development must be sufficiently flexible, take 
account of the private and national schemes that dominate the market and ensure innovation. 
The full picture is shown in Figure 1. 

Schemes can be either ‘certification-type’ or ‘labelling-type’. Certification is best when the 
undertakings made are complex; these are usually laid down in a detailed specification and 
checked periodically (e.g. annually), for example by a certifying body. Labelling measures are 
best for relatively straightforward claims that are normally self-declared by producers and 
subject to official controls. 

                                                 
1 Agricultural product 'qualities' includes both 'product characteristics' (physical, chemical, 

microbiological and organoleptic features – size, appearance, taste, look, ingredients, etc.) and 'farming 
attributes' (production method, type of animal husbandry, use of processing techniques, place of 
farming and of production, etc.). 
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Both certification and labelling can show that a product meets baseline standards. They can 
also both be used to indicate value-adding qualities beyond baseline standards — either 
product characteristics or farming attributes. 

Scheme / Certification Labelling         

B
as

el
in

e
D

iff
er

en
tia

tio
n

EU agricultural product quality 
schemes: geographical indications, 
traditional specialities guaranteed, 
organic farming scheme, 
product of the EU's outermost regions.

Private and national food quality 
certification schemes: value-adding 
product characteristics and farming 
attributes. 

Reserved terms in EU 
marketing standards: 
e.g. ‘traditional method' 
sparkling wine, 
'free range' eggs.

Private and national logos 
and brands (non-certified) 
indicating product 
characteristics and farming 
attributes, e.g. ‘product from 
national park’

Private assurance 
certification 
schemes 
guaranteeing 
‘baseline’ standards 
have been met

EU marketing standards
and product directives:
– product classes, e.g. 
'extra', ‘class 1'
– origin / place of farming
– product identities: e.g. 
'milk', 'chocolate'

 

Figure 1. Quality and assurance certification schemes and marketing standards  

3. POLICY DEVELOPMENT 

Consultations on the development of agricultural product quality policy began in 2006 with a 
stakeholder hearing2, followed by a conference in Brussels3 on 5-6 February 2007. The 
Commission also launched policy reviews of the schemes for geographical indications for 
agricultural products and foodstuffs and for traditional specialities guaranteed. This work 
culminated in the Green Paper4 consultation and the High Level Conference on Agricultural 
Product Quality held in Prague5 on 12-13 March 2009.  

The main messages from stakeholders included strong support for the EU’s main quality 
schemes (geographical indications and organic farming) and marketing standards, but 
also called for simplification and streamlining. Farmers, producers and consumers urged 
greater use of place of farming labelling. On the other hand, processors and retailers warned 
that it can be difficult to track the farming origins of ingredients in processed foodstuffs. For 
all schemes — EU, private and national — defence of the single market and simplification 

                                                 
2 11-12.5.2006, Brussels. 

http://foodqualityschemes.jrc.ec.europa.eu/en/documents/ReportSTKHHearing_final.pdf 
3 http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/events/qualityconference/index_en.htm 
4 Green Paper on agricultural product quality: product standards, farming requirements and quality 

schemes – COM(2008) 641, 15.10.2008. 
5 Conference conclusions, see Council document, Brussels, 18 March 2009, No 7696/09, AGRI 114, 

http://register.consilium.europa.eu/pdf/en/09/st07/st07696.en09.pdf 

http://register.consilium.europa.eu/pdf/en/09/st07/st07696.en09.pdf
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were also strong messages. Some stakeholders, especially processors, warned against 
developing incoherent schemes that could cause confusion in the marketplace. 

In the light of these consultations and examination of the current measures, the Commission 
has identified three main issues to be addressed in developing agricultural product quality 
policy, namely: 

– Information: to improve communication between farmers, buyers and consumers about 
agricultural product qualities; 

– Coherence: to increase the coherence of EU agricultural product quality policy 
instruments; 

– Complexity: to make it easier for farmers, producers and consumers to use and understand 
the various schemes and labelling terms. 

The strategic orientations set out in this Communication will now form the focus of the 
Commission’s debate on future policy. Agricultural product quality policy should contribute 
to achievement of the objectives of the CAP. In particular, sustainability of farming systems 
should be further enhanced through quality policy, and the farming attributes of products of 
such systems should be better known and communicated to citizens and consumers. 

Against this background, it is proposed to develop agricultural product quality policy through 
a structured approach (see Figure 2), comprising: 

– For certification-type schemes, the development of guidelines for good functioning of 
certification schemes, and ensuring coherence of any new EU schemes6. 

– For labelling-type measures, development of EU marketing standards within the single 
Common Market Organisation. 

In addition, existing EU schemes and marketing standards should be simplified and clarified 
wherever possible. 

                                                 
6 Stakeholder comments concerned notably the introduction of the Ecolabel and its potential overlap with 

the existing organic scheme. The Commission will undertake a study on this question. In addition, 
Commission is working on Communications on Fair Trade and Animal Welfare Labelling, and plans to 
introduce minimum criteria for voluntary sustainable fisheries labels. 
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PRODUCT IDENTITY:
butter, fruit juice, chocolate,  wine

CLASSIFICATION:
extra, class 1, class 2
large , medium, small

ORIGIN / PLACE OF FARMING 
LABELL ING:

beef, wine, fruit and vegetables, 
honey, o live oil, organic produce

CERT IFICAT ION-TYPE LABELLING-TYPE

RESERVED TERMS (value-added):
free range

traditional method
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COMMUNITY GUIDELINES + 
CRITERIA FOR EU SCHEMES

MARKETING STANDARD 
DEVELOPMENT (single CMO)

For food ?

Biodiversity
Organic (pr ivat e scheme)

Organolept ic quality
Traditional

Mountain certified
Animal welfare

Carbon foot print
Fair trade

Integrated production

Farm assured
Good agricultural practice 

certified

MARKETING STANDARDSEU SCHEMESPRIVATE OR NATIONAL

 

Figure 2. Structure for development of agricultural quality and assurance certification schemes 
and marketing standards  

4. EU AGRICULTURAL QUALITY MEASURES 

4.1. EU farming requirements 

The Green Paper asked how farmers can best show that they have complied with basic EU 
requirements, such as environmental rules, animal welfare standards, and strict controls on 
use of pesticides and animal health products. Two possibilities were raised: an ‘EU 
requirements’ label or logo, or obligatory place-of-farming labelling. 

An ‘EU requirements’ label would be shown on all products (EU or imported) that had been 
farmed in line with EU minimum requirements. In the Green Paper responses, the 
overwhelming view from consumers, farmers, processors and retailers and others, was 
opposed to such a label. 

On the other hand, many respondents supported greater use of place-of-farming labelling as 
giving useful basic information about agricultural products. This is taken up in the next 
section on marketing standards. 

4.2. Marketing standards 

Marketing standards and product directives contain technical descriptions of agricultural 
products, their composition, characteristics and the production methods used. Fisheries 
products are also covered by a specific marketing regime. They have been adopted not only 
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by the EU, but also by multilateral bodies7. There are four types of information contained in 
marketing standards (see Box 1).  

1. RESERVED TERMS:  Examples: ‘free range’ eggs; ‘barn’ eggs, 'first cold 
pressed' extra virgin and virgin olive oil, ‘traditional 
method’ sparkling wine 

2. PRODUCT 
CLASSIFICATION:  

 

Examples: fruit: extra, class 1, class 2 

eggs: large, medium, small 

3. PRODUCT IDENTITY: 

 

Examples: definitions of butter, fruit juice, chocolate, 
wine, extra virgin olive oil 

4. ORIGIN or PLACE OF 
FARMING LABELLING: 

 

Examples: fruit and vegetables: place of harvest 

olive oil: place of harvest and of pressing 

Box 1: Types of marketing standard 

In their responses to the Green Paper, farmers and producers, processors, traders and retailers 
supported marketing standards, saying they are needed for sellers to demonstrate the quality 
of product they offer, and for purchasers to know what they are buying. However, there were 
also calls for simplification. EU marketing standards were criticised for being too detailed, too 
prescriptive — relying on compulsory rules when voluntary rules would suffice — and for 
being too cumbersome to adapt quickly to changing market circumstances. 

Many respondents to the Green Paper also wanted ‘optional reserved terms’8 to be developed, 
for example to define what can be called ‘mountain product’ and ‘low carbon’. In addition, 
consumers and farmers called for greater use of ‘place of farming’ labelling (see Box 2). 

The Commission intends to address the following aspects of marketing standards: 

– need for general basic standard: 

Compulsory rules could be laid out in a general basic marketing standard. This 
would cover those matters where a voluntary approach might distort the single 
market or compulsory labelling is necessary to provide consumers with basic 
information about products. 

– place-of-farming labelling: 

To respond to many consumers’ and farmers’ preferences for labelling that identifies 
the place where agricultural product was farmed, the Commission will consider 
appropriate labelling within marketing standards for agricultural products, while 
taking into account the specificities of some sectors, in particular concerning 
processed agricultural products. 

                                                 
7 e.g. Codex Alimentarius Commission and the UN Economic Commission for Europe (UN/ECE). 
8 ‘Optional’ reserved terms do not have to be used to describe product in commerce or on labels, but if 

they are used, the product must correspond to the definition laid down. 
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Place of farming labelling 

A high proportion of consumers (over 60%) consider that it is important to receive origin 
or place-of-farming labelling, when specifically asked. Processors, traders and retailers are 
more sceptical, and point to considerable obstacles for multi-ingredient and other 
processed products, for example dairy products.9  

Obligatory country of origin labelling and/or place of farming labelling has been 
introduced in Australia (all agricultural products and foodstuffs) and the US (selected 
agricultural product sectors), among other countries. In the EU, obligatory place of 
farming labelling applies to beef and veal, fruit and vegetables, eggs, poultry meat, wine, 
honey, olive oil (from 2009) and EU organic products (from 2010). Origin labelling also 
applies to aquaculture products. 

Box 2: Demand for place of farming labelling 

– optional reserved terms: 

Optional reserved terms should be used where it is necessary to define information 
about product qualities for consumers (e.g. ‘first cold pressed’ extra virgin and virgin 
olive oil). As a possible alternative to EU legislation, the Commission will 
investigate further the option of using CEN, the European Committee for 
Standardisation, for detailed rules of this type. 

In addition, the Commission will examine the feasibility of laying down specific 
optional reserved terms for ‘product of mountain farming’ and ‘traditional product’ 
(see also section 4.5 below). 

One way of setting more appropriate marketing standards could be to ask stakeholders to 
develop the rules themselves. This is already done for the development of industrial standards 
under CEN (see Box 3). 

The European Committee for Standardisation (CEN)  

CEN is a private entity with 30 national members, from EU Member States, and EFTA 
countries. CEN activities are the result of collective activities of stakeholders, 
manufacturers, users, research organizations, government departments, and consumers. 
CEN develops voluntary European Standards (ENs). These become the single common 
standard in all 30 countries. ENs help build a European Internal Market for goods and 
services and assist international trade. 

Box 3: CEN 

– international standards: 

The Commission will continue to refer to and contribute actively to the development 
of international standards. 

                                                 
9 'Place of farming' in the context of marketing standards refers to the place of harvest of crop products, 

birth and raising of livestock, the place of milking for dairy cows, and so on. 'Origin' may refer, in the 
case of a processed product, to the place of last substantial transformation, and therefore not necessarily 
to the 'place of farming' of the agricultural product. The horizontal regulation of labelling of origin and 
of provenance covering all food products is included within the Commission Proposal for a Regulation 
of the European Parliament and of the Council on the provision of food information to consumers – 
COM(2008) 40. This proposal is under consideration in the European Parliament and the Council. 

http://www.cen.eu/cenorm/standards_drafts/standard_drafts.asp
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4.3. Geographical indications 

Geographical indications are names that identify products10 as originating in a territory where 
a given quality, reputation or other characteristic of the product is essentially attributable to its 
geographical origin11. The geographical indications schemes provide protection of intellectual 
property rights for products described by registered geographical indications; and marketing 
assistance, primarily by conveying information as to compliance with the geographical 
indication system. The schemes enhance the credibility of products in the eyes of consumers 
and enable fair competition between producers 

There are three schemes (for wines, for spirit drinks, and for agricultural products and 
foodstuffs) and two instruments, the PDO (protected designation of origin) and the PGI 
(protected geographical indication). 

Replies to the Green Paper and earlier stakeholder consultations showed widespread support 
for the EU geographical indications system and interest in better protection of EU 
geographical indications in non-EU countries. However, the geographical indication systems 
need to be looked at and simplified. Stakeholders pointed out the need to retain the reputation 
of products and ensure use of sustainable farming methods as well as a range of issues and 
possible improvements in the operation of current schemes. Greater clarity is needed in the 
relation between the different types of intellectual property and in the use of generic terms. 
Registration procedures are too long. 

Representatives of producers of geographical indication products have called for greater rights 
and control over their use — for example, to control production (using quotas)12, and to 
control the use of geographical indication names on the packaging of processed products. 

In the Commission’s view, while the EU geographical indications system is essentially sound 
and delivers benefits to consumers and producers, the need for simplification, greater clarity 
and streamlining warrant a legislative reform. It is also true that not all the registered 
geographical indications have a reputation and a commercial potential that transcend national 
borders. The Commission will therefore prepare the ground for a possible recast of the 
geographical indications legislation on the following lines: 

– Simplification: further consideration should be given to bringing together the three systems 
for wines, spirits, and agricultural products and foodstuffs into a single regulatory 
structure, while preserving the specificities of each system. Further simplification options 
should be examined: maybe merging the existing PDO and PGI instruments and providing 
for different levels of EU protection. Any new system should preserve the link with the 
area of production, the collective nature of the geographical indication, and guarantee EU 
recognition. It should keep aiming at improving consumer recognition of geographical 
indications and ensuring efficient enforcement and promotion of a credible system of 
geographical indications. 

– Clarification of intellectual property rights, and particularly the relation between different 
types of intellectual property; 

                                                 
10 The geographical indication system covers also fisheries products. 
11 As defined in WTO TRIPS Agreement Article 22(1). 
12 The Commission will prepare a report of the impact of ending milk quotas on production and marketing 

of cheese covered by geographical indications. 
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– Generic terms (i.e. names that have become the common name for an agricultural product 
or foodstuff): the Commission will consider whether any clarifications are needed, in 
particular in identifying generic terms and the scope of protection of registered 
geographical indications on some generic terms; 

– Information where necessary on the place of farming of raw materials where this is 
different from the place indicated by the geographical indication; 

– Possible extension of certification requirements to different operators in the supply chain 
(such as importers and distributors) as is the case for organic products. 

On several issues, the Commission concludes that guidelines need to be developed on: 

– using geographical indications as advertised ingredients on the labels of processed 
products; 

– encouraging producer groups to include sustainability criteria in product specifications. 

In the international context, the geographical indications system is well established in the EU 
and in many non-EU countries. However, in some trading partners, specific legislation does 
not exist or EU names are not widely protected within the non-EU-country systems. The 
Commission proposes: 

– to seek enhanced protection in non-EU countries through improvements to the WTO 
agreement, and through bilateral agreements with trading partners; 

– to include geographical indications in the scope of the ‘Anti-counterfeiting trade 
agreement’ as well as the forthcoming ‘European observatory on counterfeiting and 
piracy’; 

– that non-EU geographical indications protected in the EU from bilateral agreements are 
protected in principle in official EU register(s).  

Finally, the Commission wants to shorten processes by streamlining administrative 
procedures: although registration periods have improved considerably since 2006, the 
Commission intends to reduce delays by completing its analysis and reaching the final 
decision more quickly, partly by early rejection of clearly insufficient submissions, whilst 
fully observing the regulations in force. 

4.4. Organic farming 

Since 1991, the EU organic farming regulation has protected the identity and the added value 
of the ‘organic’, ‘biological’, ‘ecological’, ‘eco’ and ‘bio’ labels. Organic farming is defined 
in EU legislation and at international level in a Codex Alimentarius guideline. This means 
consumers can be confident of the quality of organic products and it facilitates trade in the 
single market and with non-EU countries. 

EU organic legislation was revised13 in 2007 as part of the 2004 Organic Action Plan. But the 
level of market segmentation along national lines is a persistent problem in the EU, partly due 

                                                 
13 Inter alia, the regulation now covers aquaculture. 
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to the lack of mutual acceptance between private organic labelling schemes and a proliferation 
of organic logos.  

The Commission plans the following developments for organic farming policy: 

– a new EU organic logo is under development. It will apply obligatorily to all EU farmed 
products from 2010, and should help to break down barriers to trade in organic products in 
the single market; 

– a report on the application of the new regulation will be presented to Council and 
Parliament in 2011; 

– in order to foster trade in organic products, the Commission will seek mutual recognition 
of organic standards with non-EU countries and will contribute to the development of the 
Codex Alimentarius organic guideline.  

4.5. Traditional specialities 

The EU scheme for registration of ‘traditional specialities guaranteed’ was intended to 
identify and protect the names of traditional products. However, with only 20 registrations 
since 1992, it has clearly failed to reach its potential. Despite the low take-up, responses from 
stakeholders to consultations have revealed support for the current scheme. 

The Commission proposes to investigate the feasibility of introducing the term ‘traditional 
product’ as a reserved term defined within marketing standards (see section 4.2 above) and 
abolishing the current scheme. 

5. DEVELOPMENT OF EU FRAMEWORK FOR QUALITY POLICY 

5.1. Coherence of new EU schemes 

In addition to the existing EU quality schemes, the Commission is considering the possibility 
to develop a framework for animal welfare labelling and, subject to a feasibility study, will 
extend the Ecolabel to food and feed. Council has asked the Commission to look at labelling 
options in the complex area of carbon footprint. Stakeholders have proposed further EU 
schemes particularly in the environmental sphere, such as product of high-nature value 
farming. 

The Commission intends to ensure coherence of future EU agricultural product quality 
schemes and initiatives by proactively assessing the value added and advisability of any new 
schemes such as those mentioned above in collaboration with all services concerned. 

5.2. Guidelines for private and national food certification schemes 

Private and national food certification schemes have the potential to meet the information 
needs of consumers and buyers about agricultural product characteristics and farming 
attributes.  

Performance in the market is likely to continue to be the main determinant of success or 
failure of private schemes, which will evolve according to how well they meet consumer 
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demand, how much consumers are willing to pay for certified goods, and how expensive 
scheme participation is for farmers and producers. 

Some stakeholders have argued that private schemes can have drawbacks: threats to the single 
market, questions as to the transparency of schemes (and credibility of the claims) particularly 
for schemes that certify to baseline requirements, potential for misleading consumers, 
tendency for schemes to be mistaken for official standards, burdens on farmers (particularly 
where they have to join several schemes) and impacts on international trade14, especially with 
developing countries (see Box 4). 

Developing countries 

Private certification schemes can act as catalysts for developing country access to the EU 
market. Viewed positively, private schemes present an opportunity that developing 
countries can use to their advantage by providing a common language within the supply 
chain and gaining the confidence of EU consumers in food product quality. The need to 
comply with standards can act as an incentive for the modernisation of developing 
countries’ export supply chains. It is also argued that increased attention to the adoption 
of ‘good practices’ in agriculture and food manufacture could also benefit the domestic 
population, producers, and the environment. 

On the other hand, private scheme requirements can be difficult to meet for some 
producers in certain developing countries. In the light of compliance costs, international 
donor assistance plays an important role in securing participation of small and medium-
sized businesses, and smallholder farmers in developing countries. 

Box 4. Food quality certification schemes in the international context 

On the positive side, the Commission notes that the issue of consumer confusion arising from 
different schemes with similar objectives is being taken up by initiatives such as the ISEAL 
Code of Good Practice15, which claims to be the international reference for setting credible 
voluntary social and environmental standards. Moreover, proponents of existing schemes 
claim they have already taken major steps to harmonise. 

In the light of these developments and stakeholder comments in response to the Green Paper, 
the Commission does not support legislation for private and national certification schemes at 
this stage. While recognising the private status of schemes, the Commission plans to develop 
good practice guidelines for the operation of schemes relating to agricultural product quality. 
The guidelines will be drawn up in consultation with stakeholders. 

6. CONCLUSION 

The strategic orientations set out in this Communication offer a logical framework for the 
future policy on agricultural product quality. Comments from the other Institutions but also 
from stakeholders will help to further refine and clarify these suggestions. 

Taking into account comments on this Communication, and in the light of any further analysis 
where necessary, the Commission will: 

                                                 
14 Discussions on private standards are ongoing in the WTO SPS (sanitary and phytosanitary) Committee. 
15 The ISEAL Alliance defines and codifies best practice at international level for the design and 

implementation of social and environmental standards. 
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– develop guidelines for agricultural product quality certification schemes in consultation 
with the Advisory Group on Quality; 

– prepare the ground for possible legislative initiatives on geographical indications, 
traditional specialities guaranteed, and marketing standards, including optional reserved 
terms; 

– investigate the potential for using the CEN standard setting body; 

– improve recognition of EU quality schemes in non-EU countries. 

This overall approach and practical steps should, in the medium term, improve 
communication between farmers, buyers and consumers on the quality of agricultural 
products, unify EU rules on agricultural product quality, and simplify schemes and labels. 
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