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Organic organisations
criticise revised draft of the

EU Regulation

F
rom a generally positive state-

ment published earlier [see

����issue no. 57], the IFOAM

EU group now declares the European

Commission’s organic regulation re-

vision draft proposal as gravely inad-

equate. The declaration issued by the

Group’s third General Assembly held

on 15 February 2006, called on the

EU Council and the Commission to

rectify the situation, highlighting that

the extremely tight timescale and in-

sufficient participation of stake-

holders in the revision process could

result in serious damage to European

organic food and farming prospects in

the future.

The IFOAM EU group’s statement

was echoed a few days later by the

European Organic Certifiers Council

(EOCC) after their meeting on 18 Feb-

ruary. The EOCC urged its member

organisations, to petition the European

Commission Agriculture and Rural

Development Directorate-General

Unit F5 with the following message:
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Meanwhile, KRAV, the leading

Swedish private certification body cir-

culated a 28 page response detailing

its concerns and reservations of the

draft proposal saying, ‘If it is en-

forced, it will be the death knell for

the development of organic produc-

tion and processing and consumption

in Europe.’

KRAV accused the Commission in

general of choosing to repress instead

of foster collaboration within the

growing organic market. Key con-

cerns highlighted include confiscation

of the value of private labelling and

removing the possibility to market

products with less than 95% organic

raw materials. KRAV noted, if the

proposal is adopted, private labels

will be forced to approve products

even if they do not fulfil their respec-

tive private standards. KRAV believes

raising the threshold to add value will

hamstring, instead of encourage more

processed products to enter the sys-

tem.

KRAV noted certain improvements

in the revised draft. These include op-

portunities for risk-based inspections,

the possibility for regional flexibility
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