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	20 
.


	GOTS
	2.1
	IFOAM
	“by a certification body that has a valid accreditation for the recognized standard it certifies against and that has that is accredited within the IFOAM Organic Guarantee System (has IFOAM accreditation or Global Organic System Accreditation) or is internationally recognized

(according to ISO 65)”.
	A second accreditation is soon going to be offered with the IFOAM OGS, consisting of accreditation against the

IFOAM Accreditation requirements (former IFOAM Accreditation Criteria) only, and not based on compliance

with the IBS (now IFOAM Standard). It is foreseen that the name of this second accreditation will be the Global Organic System Accreditation.


	The Global Organic System Accreditation programme (GOSA) was launched on 1st October 2010, however IFOAM has not yet developed their “standards requirements” which will be the basis for a standard to be in the IFOAM Family of Standards and until such time as they are developed, applicants may select any valid organic standard or regulation. The IOAS will however reserve the right to reject applications should the organic standard being used be determined as not meeting the general principles expressed in the IBS of 2005. The system wasn’t used in practice so far.

Concluding the GOTS requirement of an ‘IFOAM accreditation’ (as equivalence to an ISO 65 accreditation) will remain until IFOAM has

developed and put in place its ‘standards requirements’ that will be the basis for a standard to be in the IFOAM Family of Standards and with that decisive on which standard a certifier can become accredited to

under GOSA. Thereafter the inclusion of the system as being accepted by GOTS for certifiers on the farm level will be re-evaluated

	21 

	Manual
	2.1 
	IFOAM
	“IOAS (as IOAS assesses whether a standard meets the IBS prior accrediting a certification body to it).”
	
	Ok, typo to be corrected


	32 
	GOTS 
	2.2.2 
	IFOAM
	If synthetic fibbers are to be accepted, the sentence “except that socks, leggings and sportswear may contain a maximum of 25% of those regenerated or synthetic fibres” is too limitative in terms of the items listed. We would rather see the use of functional criteria instead of such a restricted and prescriptive lists of items.
	IFOAM realizes that the working group has discussed this issue at length but IFOAM believes it is too limiting since there may be other items that could benefit from the use

of these fibbers.


	The approach so far was to assess for which common product categories the 25% level is technically required. From this perspective

no need is seen and no demand was received (from the industry) that other groups – beside socks, leggings and sportswear - would need to be added here.


	34 
	GOTS 
	2.3. & 2.4


	IFOAM
	Further restricting the use of synthetic substances, possibly switching to a positive list of allowed substances.


	We are concerned that the approach taken by GOTS regarding the use of synthetic chemicals goes too much

away from the organic principles and from the expectations of consumers vis-à-vis products called “organic”. We have run a consultation among our members using a simple poll and a majority would rather like to see textile products treated with synthetic chemicals labelled as “made with organic cotton/wool…” than see them labelled as organic. The results of our consultation indicate that an acceptable approach could be having the “organic textile” label reserved for textiles that are made using natural and organic dyes and treatment (with a short POSITIVE list of allowed but restricted synthetic substances, based on criteria that consider risks and compatibility with organic principles).This would be a way to promote the development of

natural colouring and other finishing agents and processes, while preserving consumers’ trust in the organic claim.
	This was the starting point for eco textile standards, but with this approach we would hardly get any certified products produced in the global industry for the label grade ‘organic’. In processing we therefore

understand our task to define criteria for low impact and low residual chemical inputs. The corresponding clarification as also requested by

Rite Group (contribution no 34) is added to chapter 1.2 of 2nd revision draft of GOTS and should help to avoid misunderstandings on what kind of inputs can be used for a textile labelled according to GOTS.


	65 

	GOTS 
	2.3.1 
	IFOAM
	Adding requirements to ban the deliberate use of nanotechnologies

in the textile processing.


	We also consulted our members on the issue of nanotechnology use in organic textiles. There is also a majority who expect organic textiles to be free of nanoparticles. This, we feel, is also a very strong expectation from organic consumers. Organic standard setters, including some important regulations are gradually taking up this topic and banning the deliberate use of nanotechnology in organic agriculture and processing. Given the fact that textile is a sector where nanotechnologies are already widely used, and based on the precautionary

principle, we strongly recommend that you write explicit requirements banning the deliberate inclusion of nanoparticles

in the textile products, until risks are clearly identified. You may use a similar language as the requirements in the Soil Association standards, for example.
	Following the proposal from IFOAM especially on the grounds that science does not yet have (sufficient) information about their (chronically) long term effects but valid concerns, auxiliaries based on nano-technology

(=containing active substance in the size < 100 nm) will be banned explicitly.

	173 

	GOTS 
	4.1 
	IFOAM
	We would like to see the inclusion of a group certification approach with Internal Control Systems and defined reinspection rates (square root approach similar to organic

certification), at least for groups of small operators /subcontractors. We recommend that you use the

language in the current IFOAM Accreditation Criteria as a basis.


	This approach is also being used in fair trade and other “manufacturing” / handicraft certified sectors, why not for

GOTS? This would be necessary to make GOTS certification available to small operators.
	To most structures in the textile supply chain this is hardly applicable as those manufacturers are not organised (in groups), each individual manufacturer normally works for numerous different suppliers and thus an internal control system can hardly be installed. However it could be thinkable for low risk entities like small subcontractors and homeworkers that are so far exempt from the certification. In Japan, where a very specific structure in a sense that supply chains are working with a lot of very small units is in place a system is in development to include an internal control system to the GOTS quality assurance system for those units. Based on the experiences with this system and on the need in other regions it can be considered to add a corresponding procedure to the Manual.

	174
	GOTS 

	4.1
	IFOAM
	Adjust the language to make sure that it is clear to operators that there are possible unannounced inspections and that the risk based approach is the main method used by CBs in order to choose the companies subject to the unannounced inspections, but also to

decide on the frequency of inspections in general.
	This is the risk-based approach generally promoted by

IFOAM towards all kind of organic certification
	Ok, the wording proposed by CCPB (contribution no 166) will be chosen.



	166 

	GOTS
	4.1 
	CCPB
	Operators from post harvest handling up to garment making and final packing as well as traders of GOTS

Goods must undergo an on-site annual inspection cycle (including possible additional unannounced inspections), based on the risk assessment of the operation and must hold a valid conformity certificate. Traders having an

annual turnover with GOTS Goods less than 5000 € and retailers only selling to end consumers are exempt from
	The unannounced inspections must be additional according to the IFOAM criteria certification.The risk based approach is the main method in order to choose the companies subject to the unannounced inspections.


	Ok, well justified. Will be changed as proposed.




