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IR®AM

IFOAM is the international umbrella organization of
organic agriculture movements worldwide

Mission
IFOAM's mission is leading, uniting and
assisting the organic movement in its

IF(g'?}’qM full diversity.

Vision
Our goal is the worldwide adoption of
ecologically, socially and economically
sound systems that are based on the
Principles of Organic Agriculture.
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Overall IFOAM Goals

« Sustainable organic production, Processing, trade and consumption

— Organic practices and standards ensure full ecological, social and economic
sustainability in all contexts

» Full coverage of organic production, processing, trade and consumption
— Increase of organic production areas, production volumes and market shares

« Powerful movement

— Full coverage of fully capable and enthusiastically motivated institutions to provide the services
for the organic world and to drive organic development

* QOrganic lighthouse

— Organic pioneers and organic solutions on all levels are a model and show ways to improve the
organic and non organic world.

» Solutions for global challenges
— Organic Agriculture provides universally accepted solutions for global challenges
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Situation of Organic Standards & Technical Regulations

70 countries with organic regulations of some type

« Some standards only, no controls implemented
« Some, standards plus control of certification
« Some regulate/control export but not domestic (e.g. Australia, India)

+ Private organic standards and labeling

About 500 organic certification bodies worldwide, but little to no access to
certification in some countries.

Few equivalence agreements or other trade facilitating mechanisms except
among major market actors

Bilateral equivalence arrangements were completed since 2009 between Canada-US, Canada-
EU, US-EU, Canada-Switzerland, Canada-Costa Rica.

EU unilaterally recognizes 7 third countries
EU approves foreign certification schemes as equivalent to the EU scheme
Switzerland-EU equivalence is via a more general trade agreement on agriculture



It can be a frustrating journey through all the standards

L and regulations of the global organic marketplace. )




Facilitating Regional Trade and Imports:

existing approaches



Faclilitating Regional Trade and Imports

There are currently five ways that a country which regulates its
organic claim in the marketplace deal with imports.

1. direct accreditation of certification bodies operating in other
countries based on compliance e.g. uspANOP;

2. direct approval of CBs operating in other countries and certifiying
to equivalent requirements.e.q. EU regulation Art. 33.3

3. unilateral recognition of another country’s system as being
equivalent EU regulation Art 33.2 Israel, Costa Rica, India etc ,
4. organic equivalence arrangements/agreements (essentially the

same as 3, but bilateral e.g.canada-us, EU-US ;

5. inclusion of mutual recognition of organic products in trade agreements
e.g. Switzerland —EU part of Agreement on Agriculture



IR®:AM

Faclilitating Regional Trade and Imports

1. direct accreditation of certification bodies operating in other
countries based on compliance e.g. USDA NOP ;

Not feasible except for governments with large resources
e.g. directly accredits 54 foreign certification bodies involving site visitation and annual reporting
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Faclilitating Regional Trade and Imports

2. direct approval of CBs operating in other countries and certifiying
to equivalent requirements e.g. EU regulation Art. 33.3

Not feasible except for governments with large resources

e.g. EU has directly approved more than 40 CB for equivalence certification
conducted in third countries
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Faclilitating Regional Trade and Imports

3. unilateral recognition of another country’s system as being
equivalent EU regulation Art 33.2 Israel, Costa Rica, India etc

This was the original approach, but inefficient and unlevel playing field.
Now being replaced by bilateral arrangements
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Faclilitating Regional Trade and Imports

4. organic equivalence arrangements/agreements

(essentially the same as 3, but bilateral) e.g. canada-Us, EU-US, Switzerland-
Canada, Costa Rica-Canada,

So far, have involved detailed negotiations including site visits. Not much more
efficient than unilateral equivalence determinations although it levels the playing field
among trading partners
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Faclilitating Regional Trade and Imports

* There are currently five ways that a country which regulates its organic
claim in the marketplace deal with imports.

5. inclusion of mutual recognition of organic products in general trade

agreements (bilateral or multilateral) switzerland —EU part of Agreement on Agriculture
the only one

GOMA study on this: conclusions: better to work on organic sector-specific regional
arrangements/agreements than to insert equivalence agreements for organic products
into general trade agreements because:

- Organic not a significant sector overall
- Those agreements are difficult to change (scope, etc)
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Faclilitating Regional Trade and Imports

* There are currently five ways that a country which regulates its organic
claim in the marketplace deal with imports.

6. Multi-lateral organic trade agreements (under exploration in South East
Asian Nations. Some interests expressed by individual countries such as Saudi Arabia)

IFOAM interested to support such an initiative
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The challenge ahead

« Goal is complete removal of technical barriers to organic
trade — this means full equivalence of at least all
government regulations which are the baseline to trade.

« Currently 35 different organic regulations (70 countries).

« Full global equivalence through unilateral equivalence:
About 1200 equivalence approval needed.

« Full global equivalence through bilateral equivalence:
About 600 approval needed.
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The multilateral equivalence solution

1 common
reference

A multilateral approach can drastically reduce the number
of assessments needed.

Gov Reg: 35 assessments needed instead of 1200 / 600.
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Goal: Full coverage of organic production, processing, trade IF@,ﬂM
and consumption
Increase of organic production areas, production volumes and market shares

« We worked with two UN partners, FAO and UNCTAD in two sequential
projects:

— International Task Force on Harmonization and Equivalence in Organic Agriculture
(ITF) from 2002-2008

— Global Organic Market Access (GOMA) from 2009-2012

 |IFOAM also offers services from its Organic Guarantee System which
facilitate equivalence assessments and approval of imported organic products.
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The IFOAM, FAO and UNCTAD cooperation
projects to facilitate H&E
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The ITF

International Task Force on
Harmonization and Equivalence in
Organic Agriculture (ITF)

UNITED NATIONS

UNCTAD

¢ Convened by FAO, IFOAM and UNCTAD
from 2002-2008

® Public-Private Cooperation
29 countries
7 intergovernmental organizations
27 civil society/private sector
representatives

IRAM
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ITF Results

RECOMMENDATIONS

Standards development should be based on international
standards and standards guidance (IFOAM and/or Codex
Alimentarius), although regional variations should be respected.

« Equivalence: Facilitate equivalence of organic standards using
a standard process and criteria.

« Governments should recognize foreign organic certification
based on an international common denominator of performance
requirements.

« Promote other private-government cooperation, e.g. use private
sector systems and services to facilitate recognition.

20



ITF Results

Tools

ITF produced two practical tools for assessing equivalence of
organic standards and certification systems

For Standards: Equitool and its annex:
Common Objectives and Requirements for
Organic Standards (COROS)

For Conformity
Assessment: International Requirements for Organic
Certification Bodies (IROCB)
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GOMA

(&

* Project implemented by FAO, IFOAM and UNCTAD from 2009-2012

* Purpose was to:
- promote harmonization and equivalence,;
- implement the ITF results
- assist at region and country level on harmonization and equivalence

22


http://www.goma-organic.org
http://www.goma-organic.org
http://www.goma-organic.org
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The GOMA outcome

« GOMA convened a Working Group in East, South-East and South Asia
aimed at developing a recognition system for organic standards and
conformity assessment among countries. The recognition model employed
the ITF Tools for Equivalence, especially COROS. The work is now
continuing through ASEAN, which is developing a harmonized organic
standard.

» Conclusion: The ITF/GOMAtools can be a valuable basis for establishing
a regional system of recognition
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A new project to continue supporting regional H&E

g)UNFSS

United Nations Forum on Sustainabilty Sta A Platform of International Dialogue
on Voluntary Sustainability Standards
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The facilitation of regional initiatives for harmonization and
equivalence in the organic sector, started by GOMA, s
continuing in the new United Nations Forum on Sustainability
Standards.

The work continues in the Organic Track of a UNFSS Working
Group on Enhancing Interoperability of Sustainability Standards.


http://www.google.ch/imgres?imgurl=http://www.wmo.int/pages/prog/wcp/agm/agm_images/fao_logo_web.gif&imgrefurl=http://www.wmo.int/pages/prog/wcp/agm/meetings/rsama08/index_en.html&h=473&w=473&sz=11&tbnid=yH2In4dXmE5e-M:&tbnh=129&tbnw=129&prev=/images?q=logo+of+fao&zoom=1&q=logo+of+fao&hl=en&usg=__rLLxmYfwFJKMdWmF_iE0fxp2aUc=&sa=X&ei=LFC4TM2bBY6XOpLwmewM&ved=0CDQQ9QEwBA
http://www.google.ch/imgres?imgurl=http://www.cbd.int/images/iyb/iyb_footer_unep_logo_en.png&imgrefurl=http://www.cbd.int/2010/logo/&usg=__kozeSn1c7mJcHiPgpNw9lFe6TmY=&h=79&w=79&sz=7&hl=en&start=8&zoom=0&um=1&itbs=1&tbnid=cMmmFSn9cFiOeM:&tbnh=73&tbnw=73&prev=/images?q=unep+logo+eps&um=1&hl=en&sa=X&tbs=isch:1
http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/en/0/09/Unido_logo.png

The IFOAM Organic Guarantee
System

®

services to governments to facilitate
organic trade



The new JFRE4M Organic Guarantee System
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The IFOAM Family of Standards as the

tool for global multilateral equivalence

Switeerland
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Multilateral equivalence through the IFOAM FoS

« GOMA and IFOAM have developed the common reference: the COROS.

« IFOAM undertaking (or validating) all equivalence assessments of private
standards & technical regulations against the COROS based on:

— The Equitool approach (identifying negative and positive variations to the
COROS)

— IFOAM policies and procedures, involving committee of experts and
transparent process, open for public comments.
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IFOAM Standard

Products (FGP)

(Z-QAFF!ICA

Tunisia Organic Regulation
East African Organic Products Standard
EnCert Organic Standards, Kenya

Basic Norms of Organic Agriculture in
Senegal, Senegal

Afrisco Organic Standards, South Africa

Siyavuna Organic Standards, South Africa
Organic Standards for Tancert, Tanzania
Uganda Organic Standard, Uganda

Zimbabwe Standard for Organic Farming,
Zimbabwe

ti}ASIA

Asian Regional Organic Standard

i Saudi Arabia Organic
1\ Regulation

China Organic Regulation
India Organic Regulation
Israel Organic Regulation

International Standard for Forest Garden

Note: Applicant standards are marked in grey.

Japan Organic Regulation

OFDC Organic Certification Standard, China
HKORC Organic Standard, Hong Kong
Biocert India Standards, India

IBOAA Organic Agriculture Standard, Israel

Japan Organic & Natural Foods Association
Organic Standard, Japan

MASIPAG Organic Standards, The Philippines
CONU Organic Standard, South Korea

DCOK, LLC International Standards, South Korea
GOAA International Standards, South Korea
ACT Basic Standard, Thailand

Vietnam PGS Standards, Vietnam

@}DCEANM

National Standard for Organic
and Bio-Dynamic Produce,
« Australia

New Zealand Organic Export Regulation
Pacific Organic Standard, Pacific Community

Australian Certified Organic Standard,
Australia

NASAA Organic Standard, Australia
AsureQuality Organic Standard, New Zealand
BioGro Organic Standards, New Zealand

Family Standards Frame: August 26, 2013.

That’s Organic - Worldwide.

tif EUROPE

EU Organic Regulation
Switzerland Organic Regulation
Turkey Organic Regulation

Bio Suisse Standards,
anat Switzerland
Biocyclic Standards, Cyprus
Nature & Progrés Standards, France

Ecoland Standards for Organic Agriculture
and Food Production, Germany

Gia Private Standards, Germany
Maturland Standards, Germany
CCPB Global Standard, Italy
Italian Organic Standard, Italy
Krav Standards, Sweden

Lif THE AMERICAS

Argentina Organic Regulation

Canada Organic Regulation
Costa Rica Organic Requlation
USA Organic Regulation

Click on each standard to see more details.

Argencert Organic Standard, Argentina
OlA Organic Standards, Argentina
DOAM Organic Standards, Dominica

Red Mexicana de Tianguis y Mercados
Orgéanicos’ Standard, Mexico

CCOF International Standard, USA
Farm Verified Organic Requirements Manual, USA
NOFA Standards for Organic Land Care, USA

THE Famity oF STanparps contains all
standards officially endorsed as organic
by the Organic Movement, based on
their equivalence with the Common
Objectives and Requirements of Organic
Standards. Both private standards and
government regulations are admissible.

www.ifoam.org/ogs

e
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IRAM
Legitimacy of the IFOAM process

* Principle of the Family and COROS approved by the sector.

« |ITF recommendation that “An independent (impartial)
assessment of equivalence increases the credibility of the
process.” = governments encouraged to delegate the
technical assessment to independent experts (IFOAM)

« |FOAM ensures consistency, fairness and transparency in the
process of global equivalence assessments.
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How governments can use the IFOAM FoS:

« Officially endorse the IFOAM Family of Standards =
delegate assessment and decision of equivalence to
IFOAM (e.g. Saudi Arabia).

 Use IFOAM equivalence assessment reports = delegate
assessments to IFOAM but retain final decision (e.g.
ASEAN countries).

« Come together with other governments to negotiate bi or
multi-lateral equivalence agreements on the basis of
approval of their regulations in the IFOAM Family of
Standards.
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Benefits for governments

Handling of imports much easier, much faster: good way to
support the development of organic agriculture.

Free up staff resources for other much needed areas of work,
such as market surveillance, acting on fraud complaints,
promotion and support activities.

Reliance on IFOAM expertise and FAO-IFAOM-UNCTAD-
approved COROS means credibility of the approach towards
other governments and own consumers.

Detailed feedback on own regulation as input for further
Improvements and global harmonization.
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The IFOAM OGS tools to support recognition of

conformity assessment systems
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Available tools

* Currently no “Family of recognized control systems”, but:

« 2 international references available on organic certification
competence:

— The IROCB (developed by ITF)

— The IFOAM Accreditation Requirements

« An existing international organic accreditation program (with 2 sub-
categories): the IFOAM Accreditation and the IFOAM Global Organic
System Accreditation.

But currently no CB based in Balkan countries have this accreditation.
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The IFOAM and Global Organic System Accreditations

« Both based on the IFOAM Accreditation Requirements

» Difference between IFOAM Accreditation and Global Organic System
Accreditation (GOSA) Is about the standards used.

— |IFOAM Accreditation if they use the IFOAM Standard or a compliant standard.

— Global Organic System Accreditation if they use any standard approved as part of
the IFOAM Family of Standards.

« Both accreditations are conducted by the IOAS and subject to
accreditation fees.
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Benefits for certification bodies

« Highest proof of performance for organic CBs globally.

« Highest sign of commitment to the international organic
movement and to the vision of IFOAM.

« Accreditation criteria are uniguely tailored to the requirements
of organic certification - and therefore contribute to continuous
Improvement of a CB.

« |OAS responsiveness is unmatched as an AB.

« Clients get right to use the logos on their products:
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How governments can use the IFOAM APs

« Use the IFOAM APs as an alternative to developing their
own organic national AP.

* Require accreditation to an IFOAM Program for
recognition of conformity assessments in other countries
(equivalence).
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IFOAM Policy Brief on Imports

“‘How Governments can regulate
Imports of organic products Based on
the Concepts Of Harm0n|zat|0n and *  How GoVERNMENTS CAN REGULATE IMPORTS OF

Orcanic Probucrs Basep oN THE CONCEPTS OF

e q u iVaI e n Ce ? HarmonizatioN AnND EQuivaLENCE

Scope is for countries which regulate
imports.

garic fr

3. Adopt an
requirements g

4. Paorficipate in intern:
reguiations.

Detailed recommendations and ST ——.

ic Agriculture delivers a range of socic-environmental benefits to
1 uniries and regions where it is procticed. Consumption of organic

rO O S e a n u a e e X al I l e S O r products also offers arange of health benefits to consumers. Organic trade
enables the maximization of both aspe: globally, and it i therefore in

untry's interest o promote organic frade. The problem is that while
- - conventional products canbe fradedmare orless v bety h

it comes to infemational trade. This is due fo a number of technical barriers.

which slow the growth for the organic sector and raise the price of final

c

products for the consumers.

.
The most important technical bamier to organic trade is the existence of
. an increasing number of govemment organic regulations that do not




Thank you for your attention!

J.Katto@ifoam.org

UNITING THE ORGANIC WORLD

www.ifoam.org
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