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Dear Jean-Francois

Thank you very much for hosting the meeting with the IFOAM EU Group
experts earlier this month. We found it extremely useful both to hear your
perspective, and also to give you our views directly, and I hope you felt the
same.

As an aid memoir to the meeting, I note below the key conclusions to our
discussion.

Stakeholder consultation on exceptional production rules

You asked us to give further clarification on the questions in the
stakeholder consultation that generated inconclusive responses. I would
only repeat the answers we already gave in the consultation. Therefore,
may I refer you to these responses, which represent the consensus view of
the EU organic sector as far as we were able to consult in the time available.

Implementing rules for processing

We welcomed Article 19 of the EU Council regulation (EC) 834/2007 which
is a positive development over the existing requirements for organic
processing.

The new wording in article 19.2 a) is certainly a help to exclude certain
products from being labelled as organic that are not composed of organic
ingredients. This sentence is clear and we expect therefore a positive
contribution to the authenticity of organic products.

We see it as positive that the new article 19.2 b) is based on a positive list of
accepted non-organic ingredients and processing aids and a new
requirement for amino-acids and other micronutrients in foodstuffs for
“particular nutritional uses”. For this, we have recommended a new
balanced concept — please see our letter of 18" April 2007. This would
allow more dietetic products in organic quality but also would protect the
sector and the consumers from potential misuse of this new openness.

The new article 19.3 is able to strengthen the protection of consumers by
excluding misleading substances and techniques that may be used in
organic food processing. This is certainly welcomed. But article 19.3 could
also set new barriers to what kind of new substances, methods and
techniques may be accepted and which not. Before defining the acceptable
and non-acceptable processing techniques, it seems more appropriate to
invite the organic sector to develop more detailed interpretation or
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instruments for practical application. With the development of a “Code of
practice for organic food processing”, which is agreed by the organic
agriculture sector, it could be possible to clarify the practical meaning of
this wording. This instrument could guide the processors in the
implementation of the requirements of Article 19.3. Furthermore it could be
used as a guidance document for the EU Commission, national authorities
as well as certifiers.

Calculation of organic ingredients

In our letter of 18" April 2007, we emphasised the importance of clarifying
if a new calculation system for the percentage of organic ingredients in a
product is possible. We are aware of the potential problems that occur
through article 23.4 a ii) and the wording "at least 95 % by weight, of its
ingredients of agricultural origin are organic". Nevertheless we do see an
opportunity to make an interpretation in the implementation rules that all
ingredients, with the exception of water and salt, should be treated like
ingredients of agriculture origin for the purpose of percentage calculation.
Otherwise the operator or the control body has to figure out what
ingredients of the former annex VI must be seen as from agriculture origin
and what ingredients not.

Similarly, we stressed that the titles of the old Annex VI A and B should be
changed to reflect the above.

Imports

We expressed concerns over the supervision of control bodies in the EU
that inspect and certify in third countries. First, there must be adequate
supervision which will not necessarily be provided by their home
competent authority, and second that supervision must itself be competent
(an issue that goes wider than the supervision of importing control bodies).
The International Organic Accreditation Service has more competence than
any other body and we strongly recommend that you consider using them
as an integral part of your own supervision activities.

List 1 and 2

We drew your attention to the fact that the condition “need recognised by
inspection body or authority” is now deleted from the transferred Annex II
a and b. This was an important condition to ensure that inputs not
intended for general use within organic farming could be limited on a case
by case basis. This is necessary because of the individual nature of farms
and the need to ensure appropriate application of organic farming
principles. If individual conditions are to be set at a later stage, then there
does need to be an interim arrangement. Alternatively, the “need
recognised” condition should remain. You promised to consider the
options.

Aquaculture

We welcomed the fact that the aquaculture implementing rules will become
an addition to the main implementing rules, but we recognise that these
will be developed under the competence of DG Fish, for obvious reasons.
As you are aware our office is represented in DG Fish’s expert group, as are
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the aquaculture experts of several IFOAM EU Group member
organisations. We have proposed to DG Fish that we co-ordinate the
organic aquaculture experts who should sit on this group (though not,
clearly, any other experts that DG Fish may wish to include) as we have the
greatest knowledge of what organic expertise there is available.

Expert groups

Following on from the above, we are aware that you use similar expert
groups on a number of occasions and we would propose a similar
arrangement for these, to make sure that you have the right expertise at
hand. As an example, an IFOAM EU Group board member was recently
contacted by a (non-organic) expert on one of the current groups to ask for
their views on the subject under discussion. Whilst it was good that this
happened, it is rather circular and it would be better to have the right
knowledge and expertise on the expert group in the first place. We could
help provide that.

Wine

We are grateful for your confirmation that the implementing rules for wine
will be an extension of the general implementing rules. We also support
your reliance on the results of the ORWINE project and that this is written
into the timetable.

Yeast

You asked for further clarification on the definitive list of additives and
processing aids we felt were necessary to produce organic yeast. We
submitted a general proposal in our letter of 18" April 2007.

We recommend that only organically produced substrates are used for the
production of all organic yeasts and yeast products. Furthermore, the
current Annex VI provides all necessary additives and processing aids.
This shows also that the same rules apply as for other processed organic
products.

The only two variants are that:

1) an exception is needed for conventional yeast autolysate (below 5%)

2) itis important that there is no misuse of E 503 Ammonium carbonate,
currently listed in Annex VI A, as nitrogen source for yeast. This should
not be allowed. Instead, the nitrogen should come from organic
ingredients as required by Article 20 (1).

Below is some additional information related to the April letter. Some of
this information Alexander Beck, our processing expert, has already been
communicated to those members of the COM unit who are dealing with
organic yeast.

»  Water and salt

1. The EU allows all kind of salts, including anticoagulation additives,
whereas some private standards restrict the use of some of these
substances.
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»  Cultures of microorganisms and enzymes

2. Important is yeast autolysate up to 5% of conventional quality. This is
brewery yeast, which is not sufficiently available in organic quality.
Therefore an intermediate solution is needed. Eventually this could also be
dealt with under the flexibility article.

»  Foodstuff additives

3. Calcium Carbonate is used for pH regulation for products made of yeast,
e.g. yeast extract. For the production of yeast however Calcium Carbonate
is not needed.

4. Lecithin is used for the production of “dried yeast” but not for yeast
itself.

5. Citric acid is used for the production of yeast to control pH.

*  Processing aids and filter materials

6. Some filter materials are needed for the production of yeast.

7. Carbon dioxide nitrogen is used for packaging of active and fresh yeast
as a protective gas, but not for the production of yeast itself.

8. Antifoam agent (skimming agent): vegetable oil can be used for yeast
production.

Comments to Annex VI and the discussion in the SCOF

In the last meeting of the SCOF in December 2007, no decision was taken
regarding Annex VI (Draft AGRI/200/ /53506 Rev .4.), because of again
different opinions with regard to the use nitrate and nitrite in meat
processing. As we informed you, this delay is causing some problems of
legal insecurity, particularly for the milk sector which has traditionally
used various substances for salt baths for cheese.

It is important to avoid yet another blockage at the next SCOF meeting and
even more legal problems for the sector. We therefore recommended that
the issue of nitrates and nitrites in meat processing be completely separated
from the decision about the other substances. It should then be possible to
come to an early agreement.

Regarding the list of proposed substances, we recognise that for cheese salt
baths HCl (E507) could be used for specific cheeses until 2010. However we
would see it as more important to have two other substances as processing
acids allowed for salt baths for cheese: lactic acid and citric acid. Both
substances are already allowed for plant products, they are used in many
countries in Europe for pH regulation of salt baths for organic cheese and
are also allowed in IFOAM Basic Standards 2005 without restriction.

Carriers for vitamins and minerals

We appreciate that you recognise the problem that will pertain in the New
Year and it was useful to discuss possible solutions. We both agreed that
the best solution was to consider the pre-mixes as the proprietary
vitamin/mineral supplements in their own right and not to regard
separately any bulking or other functional ingredients that they may
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contain. You agreed to propose this interpretation to the SCOF, at least
until organic livestock production reaches sufficient scale to justify
producing dedicated organic supplements.

GM threshold for seeds

I am sure you appreciate the critical importance of ensuring that seeds, the
essential building block of agriculture, maintain their purity to the absolute
maximum extent possible. This is equally so for conventional agriculture
as for organic. We have also made the very strong case that there cannot be
separate thresholds for organic seed, or for seed used in organic farming, as
this would put an impossible burden on a sector that is far too small to be
able to accommodate such an obligation. Therefore, we hope we can count
on you to support this position within the Commission and urge you to
argue for a maximum 0.1% contamination level for seeds before they have
to be labelled — both conventional and organic.

Court case

We informed you of a recent court case that ruled that a certification body
need not have an office in a member state in order for it to be registered as
an approved body in that country. You may now have heard the details of
the ruling and in which case we would be grateful to hear your thoughts
about it, including any implications you foresee.

I think that covers all the main areas we discussed. Thank you again for a
very useful meeting. Ilook forward to our continued positive co-operation
in 2008.

With very best wishes for the festive season

Yours sincerely

a—

Francis Blake
President
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