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The fundamental concepts of 
organic farming have always 
been, ‘Feed the Soil, not the 

Plant’, and ‘Healthy Soil leads to 
Healthy Crops, Healthy Animals, 
Healthy People and a Healthy Planet’. 
Now, those concepts have been 
turned on their head, with a recent US 
Appeals Court ruling that you don’t 
even need soil for growing terrestrial 
crops, in order to be certified organic 
under USDA rules. 

 The Court’s September 2022 
ruling stated, “no part of the statute 
[Organic Foods Production Act] 
clearly precludes organic certification 
of crops grown hydroponically”.

If the ruling is not appealed and 
overturned, it will mean that crops 
grown using hydroponic methods 
will continue to be officially certified 
as ‘organic’ by USDA-accredited 

certification agencies. Consumers 
will be deceived when they buy 
organic products, thinking that such 
products were grown in healthy soil, 
using methods that “foster cycling 
of resources, promote ecological 
balance, and conserve biodiversity”, 
as required by the US legal definition 
of ‘organic production’. 

It will also mean that authentic 
organic farmers, who produce crops 
in healthy soil, who protect and 
enhance the biological diversity of 
their operations, and who use green 
manures, cover crops, crop rotations 
and compost to recycle nutrients, will 
be forced to compete with hydroponic 
operations, 

Continued on page 3
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What´s in TOS 186 
Dear readers 

Today is the day when issue 
186 of The Organic Standard 
(TOS) is published. With this 

issue and the ones to come, we will 
continue to share with our readers 
what happens worldwide on organic 
standards, certification and related 
issues.

The re-launch of TOS would 
not have been possible without the 
involvement, technical and financial 
support of the Alliance for Organic 
Integrity (AOI). We would like to 
thank the work of the team that has 
enabled TOS to be reborn again, this 
time with more strength and with a 
team of professionals with a lot of 
experience in the organic sector, its 
standards, its organisation and its 
market.

We would like to give special 
thanks to the whole team: Francis 
Blake, Georgina Thomas and Gabriela 
Soto from the Alliance, as well as to 
the authors of the articles in this issue.

When we published the last 
TOS issue of the preceding period, 
the world was in the middle of the 
Covid pandemic, which changed the 
lives of many people. Nowadays, 
the pandemic is over, and the world 
is dealing with the usual challenges 
along with some new ones. The 
organic sector, as part of the world, is 
also concerned by these old and new 
challenges.

This TOS issue begins with 
an article entitled Watered Down 
Organic by Jim Riddle from Organic 
Independents LLP. His article talks 
about the issue of hydroponic crops 
being considered organic by the 
USDA/ NOP. Jim uses one of the 

fundamental concepts of organic 
farming as a reference point, ‘Feed 
the Soil, not the Plant’, and ‘Healthy 
Soil leads to Healthy Crops, Healthy 
Animals, Healthy People and a 
Healthy Planet’.

The second article, Sri Lanka 
going Organic, is written by Bo van 
Elzakker from Agro Eco / the Alliance 
for Organic Integrity. Organic 
farming in Sri Lanka has been in 
the worldwide news lately, even in 
the mainstream press. The failure 
of the government’s plan to convert 
the whole country’s agricultural 
farming to organic has been used to 
criticise organic farming by all those 
who question it. In his article, Bo 
concludes: “When it is done well, 
organic agriculture in developing 
countries can provide good yields and 
be profitable for farmers, traders, and 
the country as a whole”.

On page 8 of this issue, we 
welcome Robin Fransella, Program 
Manager for the AOI Observatory 
project and his article Organic Cotton 
Fraud in India. This is another 
issue that has been covered in the 
mainstream media. Robin argues 
that the level of significant fraud in 
organic operators in recent times is 
unusual and describes some of the 
main fraud cases. Organic cotton 
demand has grown exponentially in 
the last few years and India is the 
main producer, thus in such situations, 
fraud cases often appear. In his 
article, Robin explains the problem 
in detail, defends the efforts of the 
genuine operators and points out some 
possible measures to fight against this 
fraud.

The fourth of the main articles in 
this TOS issue is written by Nuria 
Alonso and talks about the plans of 
the EU to achieve a more sustainable 
food system, connecting this EU 
aim with the current explosion of 
environmental labels, assessment 
methodologies and apps, some more 
reliable than others. Some of them can 
be detrimental to the organic sector, 
for example, using the word ‘eco’ 
without referring to organic products, 
and IFOAM Organics Europe has 
reacted against this threat.

You can also find other shorter 
articles and news. Among others, we 
inaugurate a new section Beyond the 
Standards, in which Gabriela Soto 
presents us with the new organic 
seal from Peru and David Crucefix, 
executive director of IOAS, talks 
about the 25th anniversary celebration 
of IOAS. Our congratulations and best 
wishes go to all for continuing the 
mission of ‘cultivating integrity and 
trust across the organic community’.

We hope that you will find this 
TOS issue useful and enjoyable.

Kind regards,

Jesus Concepcion-Cabrera
Co-editor

The Organic Standard
news@organicstandard.com
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Continued from page 1

that use ‘approved’ inputs, 
but do not comply with the soil 
building, crop rotation and ecological 
requirements of the Organic Foods 
Production Act (OFPA) and the 
National Organic Regulation (7 CFR 
205).

The Court’s ruling directly 
contradicts a stated purpose of 
the OFPA, which is “to assure 
consumers that organically produced 
products meet a consistent standard”. 
Consumers who purchase ‘organic’ 
blueberries, blackberries, raspberries, 
tomatoes, peppers, cucumbers and 

leafy greens will have no way of 
knowing if those products were 
produced by operations that comply 
with all requirements of OFPA and 7 
CFR 205, or if those products were 
produced by hydroponic operations 
that only use ‘approved’ inputs in 
their nutrient solutions. 

In its ruling, the Court stated, “the 
statute imposes three requirements 
for organic crops—a restriction 
on synthetic chemicals, 7 U.S.C. § 
6504(1); a prohibition on growing 
organic crops “on land to which 
any prohibited substances . . . have 
been applied,” id. § 6504(2); and a 
requirement that organic products “be 
produced and handled in compliance 
with an organic plan,” id. § 6504(3)”.

The OFPA requirements for an 
organic crop production plan, at 
6513(b)(1), state, “An organic plan 
shall contain provisions designed to 
foster soil fertility, primarily through 
the management of the organic 
content of the soil through proper 
tillage, crop rotation, and manuring”.

The Court stated, “the USDA’s 
decision [to allow ‘organic’ 
hydroponics] interpreted that 
provision to mean that if crops are 
grown in soil, their producers must 
take measures to preserve that soil’s 
“fertility” and “organic content”.

That interpretation is not supported 
by the OFPA, which contains no 
language that allows for organic 
crop production plans which do not 
address soil fertility. The word ‘if’ 
is not used in the plain language of 
section 6513(b), which establishes 
the requirements for organic crop 
production plans. 

In addition, the Court failed to 

address the fact that the USDA has 
issued no rules or regulations to guide 
the organic certification of hydroponic 
operations. In fact, there is no 
language in the OFPA or 7 CFR 205 
that supports the organic certification 
of hydroponic systems.

The Court went further, stating 
that the USDA’s “interpretation is 
consistent with the OFPA, which 
provides that “[if] a production or 
handling practice is not prohibited 
or otherwise restricted under this 
chapter, such practice shall be 
permitted unless it is determined that 
such practice would be inconsistent 
with the applicable organic 
certification program.” 7 U.S.C. § 
6512”.

That interpretation is extremely 
dangerous, and could open the door to 
all sorts of technologies and practices, 
such as genetic engineering and food 
irradiation, which are not explicitly 
prohibited by the OFPA, being 
approved for organic use.

The Court’s ruling is contrary to 
the position taken by the National 
Organic Standards Board (NOSB), 

The Court’s ruling is contrary to the position taken by the 
National Organic Standards Board (NOSB). 

Report on barriers 
and solutions in 
Canada’s Organic 
Food Supply Chain 

A research report released 
on 29 January 2023 from the 
Canadian Organic Growers 
outlines barriers and solutions 
in Canada’s Organic Food 
Supply Chain. The report 
identify barriers and solutions 
on six commodities including 
blueberries, carrots, salad 
greens, oats, field peas and 
beef and summarised the 
challenges of transitioning 
from conventional to organic 
production.  

Source: www.canada.ca

news shorts…
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No other countries allow hydroponic products to be 
labelled ‘organic’ and most explicitly prohibit it. 

hich is charged by the OFPA with 
providing advice to the USDA 
regarding implementation of the 
organic law. 

In April 2010, by a 12-1 vote, 
the NOSB ruled that, “Hydroponics, 
the production of plants in nutrient-
rich solutions or moist inert 
material, or aeroponics, a variation 
in which plant roots are suspended 
in air and continually misted with 
nutrient solution, have their place in 
production agriculture, but certainly 
cannot be classified as certified 
organic growing methods due to 
their exclusion of the soil-plant 
ecology intrinsic to organic farming 
systems and USDA/NOP regulations 
governing them”.    

The USDA’s statutory advisory 
board ruled that hydroponic 
production is not consistent with 

organic certification, but that fact was 
ignored by the Court. 

Likewise, the Court failed 
to mention that the NOSB, in 
establishing the ‘Principles of Organic 
Production and Handling’ by a 
15-0 vote in October 2001, stated, 
“Organic agriculture is an ecological 
production management system that 
promotes and enhances biodiversity, 
biological cycles, and soil biological 
activity”. The ‘Principles’ state, “An 
organic production system is designed 
to optimize soil biological activity”.

The Court even ignored the 
definition of ‘organic production’ 
at 7 CFR 205.2, which requires that 
organic production systems integrate 
“cultural, biological, and mechanical 
practices that foster cycling of 
resources, promote ecological 
balance, and conserve biodiversity”.

There is no way that hydroponic 
operations comply with the soil 
fertility requirements of the OFPA 

6513(b)(1); the definition of ‘organic 
production’ in 7 CFR Part 205.2; 
or are consistent with organic 
certification, as ruled by the NOSB.

No other countries allow 
hydroponic products to be labelled 
‘organic’ and most explicitly prohibit 
it. Pressure can be brought to bear 
to exclude hydroponic products, 
ingredients and formulated products, 
certified as ‘organic’ under the USDA, 
from accessing foreign markets, 
and reciprocity agreements can be 
amended. 

Jim Riddle
Organic Independents LLP

jimriddle56@gmail.com

Note: Article revised and shortened 
by the author from a previous version 
published at The Organic Sprout, 
MOFGA´s Newsletter. Autumn 2022
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The country of Sri Lanka was 
in the news last year for its 
economic and political crisis. 

Part of that was the government’s 
decision to ban the import of 
fertilisers and pesticides and to 
declare the country to be organic. The 
chaos was used by some opportunists 
and opponents to say that organic 
does not work. To provide some 
perspective.......

The development of organic 
agriculture in Sri Lanka started in 
the 1980s. One of the pioneers was 
Ranjith de Silva, of Gami Seva 
Sevana, working on neem as an 
organic input. In the 90s, he was on 

the IFOAM World Board, advising 
how IFOAM could assist organic 
development in the Global South. 

The author worked from 1984-85 
in converting the first tea plantation 
in the country, Needwood Estate. 
As well as going organic, the 
stakeholders, including importers 
Simon Levelt in the Netherlands 
and GEPA in Germany, focused 
on improving the wellbeing of the 
estate workers. It became one of the 
first Naturland foreign projects. The 
estate developed a multi-strata shade 
and a dairy industry for its workers 
- recycling nutrients and producing 
compost.

During the next 40 years, Sri 
Lanka has become known as an 
exporter of organic black tea (and 
some green tea), spices like black 
pepper and cinnamon, and pineapple 
and coconut products. The USDA 
Organic Integrity Database shows 
over 300 Sri Lanka entities that are 
certified for the purpose of exporting 
to the US. Those same entities  and 
other companies also focus on 
exporting to Europe or East Asia and 
the Arabian Gulf. Organic has an 
estimated 2% share of the agricultural 
land surface, contributing to its 
quality-product image and foreign 
exchange reserves. 

This island country is recovering 
from a long civil war (Tamil Tigers) 
and a tsunami which left the country 
heavily in debt. COVID-19 was the 
next blow. Tourists stayed away (at 
a loss of $5 billion), remittances 

stagnated (losing $6 billion), and the 
high cost of dealing with COVID-19 
caused its foreign reserves to plunge 
from $7.5 billion before the pandemic 
to $2.8 billion in July 2021. In 
addition, it has to pay $1 billion 
for servicing its $35 billion foreign 
debt and imports like vehicles, fuel 
(petrol and energy), food items like 
milk powder, and fertilisers and 
agrochemicals.

Its conventional agriculture 
relies heavily on the import of these 
inputs, which are provided highly 
subsidised to the farmers, costing the 
government $500 million, or half a 
billion a year. There are reports of 
overuse of pesticides (causing food 
poisoning) and fertilisers (causing 
chronic liver failure blamed on high 
levels of nitrates in drinking water), as 
well as some soil degradation. 

A key crop like tea needs more 
and more fertiliser; however, over 
the years, production has decreased. 
There was a call for reformulating 
Good Agricultural Practices, a 

During the next 40 years, Sri Lanka has become known 
as an exporter of organic black tea, spices and pineapple.

3.4 million organic 
farmers
Annual statistics published by 
FiBL, issued in February 2022, 
using data collected from 2020, 
have shown that there are 3.4 
million organic farmers, as well 
as  74.9 million ha of organic 
land worldwide and over 120.6 
billion € for the organic global 
market.
Let´s see what new numbers the 
publication shows us, right now, 
in February 2023.

Source: https://www.fibl.org/
fileadmin/documents/shop/1344-
organic-world-2022.pdf

news shorts…

Sri Lanka going Organic
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In April 2021, the government banned the importation of 
all fertilisers and pesticides.

strengthening of the extension service 
and disincentivising the overuse of 
agrochemicals, but this has not yet 
been enacted. 

In April 2021, the government 
banned the importation of all 
fertilisers and pesticides. Likewise, 
it banned the importation of vehicles 
and reduced the import of fuel. The 
country no longer had dollars. In 
May 2021, the president announced 
that the country was going organic. 
Reference was made to some of 
the wrongs of conventional and the 
expected benefits of going organic in 
an effort to camouflage the inability 
to import inputs, which had led to the 
country’s economic collapse. 

It was a ban on all imports. There 
were little or no locally available 
substitutes, nor did the production 
of such substitutes start. There was 
no plan. There was no engagement 
with farmers or the private sector. As 
it happened, the country went from 
high levels of subsidised synthetic 
fertilisers and pesticides to zero. That 
is not called organic farming.

Tea production dropped by 40%, 
showing its dependence on nitrogen 
fertilisers. Rice production also fell 

significantly, but that was not only 
due to crop failure - one third of the 
land was not planted. As well as no 
fertilisers, there was a lack of diesel 
for tractors or irrigation pumps. There 
were frequent power cuts. Food prices 
further soared. After a few strenuous 
months, the president fled the country. 
The IMF provided the first bail out 
loan. Some fertilisers are being 
imported again, for tea, rubber and 
coconut, but there is little money. The 
ban has been lifted and the Sri Lankan 

   

news shorts…

The AOI 
congratulates the 
NOP on release of 
major rule aimed at 
reducing organic 
fraud
The USDA has released its long-
awaited Strengthening Organic 
Enforcement Rule, (SOE) which 
must be fully complied with by 
19 March 2024.
This rule represents the most 
sweeping and significant 
amendments to the US organic 
regulations since founding 
regulations were established.
The new rule covers a broad 
range of improvements, such 
as: reductions to the types of 
uncertified operations within 
an organic supply chain, NOP 
Import Certificates required for 
all organic products entering 
the US, strengthening NOP 
oversight authorities over 
certifiers and placing additional 
requirements for certifiers to 
remain compliant, including 
specific requirements for 
unannounced visits, more specific 
certifier training requirements, 
annual trace-back supply chain 
audits, specific requirements for 
Producer Group Operations, and 
use of standardised certificates 
generated from the NOP Organic 
Integrity Database, among others.
There will be an in-depth analysis 
of this important rule in the next 
edition of The Organic Standard 
(TOS).   

source www.consciousjourneys.com
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Growing azolla in paddy fields for fixing atmospheric 
nitrogen and reducing methane emissions is good option.

100% organic plan is over.
However, its agriculture still has 

a huge problem. Since early 2022, 
the price of fertilisers and energy 
increased due to the Russian invasion 
of Ukraine. The price of urea is 5x 
higher than when it was subsidised. 
With a foreign reserve of $1.9 billion 
(December 2022), the government 
will not be able to subsidise fertilisers 
and the cost is out of reach for many 
smallholder farmers. Some urgent 
alternative action is still needed to 
support conventional agriculture.

The use of organic techniques 
like green manuring, inter-cropping 
and agro-forestry could help assist 
the conventional sector to reduce 
fertiliser dependency. For rice 

farmers, growing azolla in paddy 
fields, fixing atmospheric nitrogen 
and reducing methane emissions is a 
serious option. Subsidising domestic 
scientists and extension agents is 
better than importing and subsidising 
high-emission foreign inputs. 

When it is done well, organic 
agriculture in developing countries 
can provide good yields and be 
profitable for farmers, traders, and the 
country as a whole. Maybe that is a 
focus for organic certification bodies 
in Sri Lanka over the coming years, 
to confirm the active use of organic 
practices. The thousands of existing 
organic farmers will thus become 
the best examples of these practices 
as a viable alternative, doing it well, 
supported by research and extension, 
with the right inputs, regulations and 
enforcement, market development, 
and enabling policies.

The basics for a gradual expansion 
of organics are there. There are 
good farms. There is indigenous 
knowledge. One large importer, a 
distributor of mineral fertilisers, 
engaged Swiss international experts 
including from FIBL, to advise  on 
upscaling the production of organic 
fertilisers. Various ministries were, 
and still are, diligently working on 
expanding local and export markets. 

There is support from GIZ, the 
German co-operation, in a joint 
action programme with the European 
Union titled “Support to Small and 
Medium Enterprises in the Organic 
Agricultural Sector of Sri Lanka”. 
The Sri Lanka Standards Institute 
was assisted by IFOAM OI in Bonn 
in developing national standard 
SLS1324, for the local market. 

In the summer of 2022, the 
Alliance for Organic Integrity 
provided four training sessions  on 
standards, certification, risk analyses 
and oversight to 30 staff of the Export 
Development Board, the National 
Organic Control Unit, the Standard 
Institute and the Accreditation 
Board. Setting the stage for a gradual 
upscaling of certified organic, for 
local markets and for export, the 
country is, in this sense, well placed 
for organic expansion. 

Conventional farmers would 
greatly benefit from applying organic 
practices too.  

Bo van Elzakker
Agro Eco / 

Alliance for Organic Integrity
elzakker@

alliancefororganicintegrity.bio

soil surface covered by Azolla
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Organic Cotton Fraud in 
India

Is it perhaps a sign of the times 
that we have an article on fraud 
in what should be a celebratory 

return-to-publication issue of The 
Organic Standard, after a brief period 
away from its readers?  “Plus ça 
change” some may say - fraud has 
always existed in areas where there 
is a more valuable commodity that 
can be replaced with something less 
valuable in order to deceive, and sadly 
organic products are not immune.

However, the level of major 
fraud that organic operators have 
experienced in recent times is, to say 

the least, unusual, although over the 
years there have been major fraud 
cases such as the ‘Puss in Boots’ case 
prosecuted by the Italian authorities in 
2011, in which over 700,000 tons of 
product (mainly feed materials) had 
been fraudulently sold as organic1. 

This was one of the first cases to 
highlight that over time, supply chains 
for organic products have become 
ever more lengthy and complex, with 
increased opportunities for organised 
fraud2. Now we see a situation 
where there are lead stories in the 
mainstream press of substantial fraud. 
The recently published US National 
Organic Program Final Rule on 
Strengthening Organic Enforcement 
cites in its preamble four major cases 
of fraud involving grains, oilseeds and 
pulses that occurred between 2017 
and 20223 

Organic operators themselves 
have always been concerned about 
protecting and assuring their supply 
chain in order to protect their final 
consumer from purchasing mis-
labelled products and to protect their 
own good name. But now more than 
ever, they need to protect themselves 
against considerable financial loss, as 
well as their reputation for supplying 
genuine goods. Too many cases of 
a trader supplying goods labelled as 
organic that fail testing will result 
in their purchasers going elsewhere. 
Even within processing for retail there 
are indirect losses from the purchase 

of product that cannot be used; 
with a failure in the supply chain, 
the production process is disrupted 
and the retailer disappointed by late 
delivery.

The long-term loss may be greater 
for organic businesses though.  If the 
organic ‘brand’ is no longer respected 
by consumers, then options such 
as ‘regenerative’ or ‘natural’, that 
do not bear the additional costs of 
compliance with legal standards, are 
more likely to be chosen.

For organic cotton operators these 
difficulties are a current concern 
when faced with the serious levels of 
fraudulent product that has appeared 
on the market in recent years. The 
high levels of criminal behaviour 
that have enabled fraudsters to 
present their product as if it is 
genuinely sourced from correctly 
certified organic operators endanger 
the genuine organic growers and 
bring organic cotton production into 
disrepute. 

However, the industry is 
fighting hard against this, with new 
technological solutions to increase 

.. the level of major fraud that organic operators have 
experienced in recent times is, to say the least, unusual..

Spain’s MAPA 
has organised an 
organic farming 
course

The Spanish Ministry of 
Agriculture, Fisheries and 
Food (MAPA) has launched 
an organic farming course to 
teach the basic fundamentals of 
organic agricultural production 
and provide an overview of 
the legislation that regulates it. 
This initiative aims to improve 
the capacity of operators in this 
sector, while contributing to 
the visibility and value of the 
agri-food sector for the rural 
environment and the Spanish 
economy. 

Source: MAPA, Spain.

news shorts…
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traceability being introduced by 
industry bodies; action has also 
been taken by both the European 
Union (EU) and the United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA) 
in requiring additional evidence of 
organic status and de-listing control 
bodies.   

When the New York Times is 
writing substantial articles on the 
problem of fraudulent organic cotton, 
as they did in February last year (in 
an article by Alden Wicker, Emily 
Schmall, Suhasini Raj and Elizabeth 
Paton entitled “That Organic Cotton 
T-Shirt May Not Be as Organic as You 
Think”4), then that is the sort of media 
coverage that brands do not need. 
No matter how good the industry’s 
recovery from such exposure, it 
comes at a cost. Additional due 
diligence measures are implemented 

by honest operators, supply chains 
become less flexible and a loss 
of input material for manufacture 
becomes a problem.  

As business pressures requiring 
inputs for ‘just in time’ ordering is 
now the norm, it is no surprise that 
some operators will be tempted to 
turn a blind eye on occasion even 
where they are not originally part of 
the fraud.

The scale of the problem with 
fraudulently labelled cotton was first 
revealed in October 2020 when the 
International Organic Accreditation 
Service (IOAS) was carrying out 
surveillance audits on behalf of 
Global Organic Textile Standard 
(GOTS) on control bodies certifying 
to the GOTS standards. IOAS and 
GOTS found systematic and highly 
developed fraud. False transaction 

   

news shorts…

Soil Association 
updated standards

After Brexit, the Soil 
Association needs to have two 
different standards: the Soil 
Association Organic Standards 
for Northern Ireland, which 
contain the requirements of the 
EU Regulation (EC) 2018/848 
plus the Soil Association 
higher Standards, and the Soil 
Association Organic Standards 
for Great Britain, which 
contain the requirements of 
the former EU Regulations 
2007/834 and 2008/889, plus 
the Soil Association higher 
Standards.
Both standards have been 
updated and were published in 
January 2023.
Besides the Soil Association 
standards, Soil Association 
Certification offers certification 
services to the Organic 
Standards for Northern 
Ireland (the baseline of EU 
Reg 2018/848 only) and the 
Organic Standards for Great 
Britain (the baseline of EU 
Reg 2018/848 only. 

Source: https://www.
soilassociation.org/our-
standards/read-our-organic-
standards/organic-standards-
for-northern-ireland/ 

.. the problem with fraudulently labelled cotton was first 
revealed in October 2020, by IOAS surveillance audits..
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Control Union has independently decided no longer to 
certify organic cotton in India.

Organic Insects 
for Food & Feed
The Naturland standards cover 
many areas beyond the scope of 
the EU Regulation, including, 
among others, standards for 
organic insects.
The standards were launched 
in May 2022 and cover the 
organic requirements for the 
breeding of insects, their source 
of stock, conversion periods, 
management, feed, animal 
welfare, killing and processing, 
and include specific provisions 
for particular species of the 
orders Coleoptera (beetles), 
Diptera (dipterous insects) and 
Orthoptera (grasshoppers). 

More information at: www.
naturland.de/en/ 

news shorts…

and Processed Food Products Export 
Development Authority of the Indian 
Government (APEDA) site.

GOTS is a non-profit organisation 
established by international standard 
setters to create a post-harvest 
standard for organic textiles. Many 
companies will have been affected 
by their ban on several companies 
and termination of contracts with 
control bodies. Another very large 
control body, Control Union, has 
independently decided no longer to 
certify organic cotton in India. 

The sudden loss of raw material 
for the supply chain is of course 
difficult to manage. But how many 
of those affected may have had their 
suspicions before? One problem faced 
by organic operators is that reporting 
concerns over fraud to the relevant 
control body is something of a nuclear 
option. A lengthy investigation is the 
likely official option, which may or 
may not uncover fraud, and even if 
the supplier is exonerated, this may 
well harm relationships. In any case, 

the difficulties are often faced by 
those operating correctly within the 
system rather than those who actually 
committed the initial fraudulent act.

But why is it that these problems 
for the integrity of organic cotton 
from India create such an issue? 
Textile Exchange (TE), the leading 
global non-profit organisation 
that works on improving the 
environmental impact of the fashion 
and textile industry and owns the 
Organic Content Standard, provides 
countries’ percentage share of 
production in its Organic Cotton 
Market Report 20225 India had 38% 
of organic cotton fibre production 
between 2020/21 with Turkey at 
24% (itself a considerable increase 
on previous levels). China and 
Kyrgyzstan are then at 10% and 
9% respectively, with Tanzania, 
Kazakhstan, Tajikistan and the United 
States being the only other countries 
above 2%.  

So we can see that India is still the 
major producer of this commodity, 
albeit with Turkey catching up. With 
India having been such a majority 
supplier of organic cotton up to now 
and the recently discovered major 
fraud problems in evidence there, 
it is not known whether similar 
problems of fraud will or indeed 
do already occur in other countries. 
There is no reason to believe that 
India is a special case in this regard, 
as misrepresentation of non-organic 
products as organic has occurred in 
many other jurisdictions.

Textile Exchange state that they 
have experienced difficulties in 
receiving accurate figures from India 
in the past year, as they have had to 

certificates had been issued bearing 
QR codes which led to a website 
that cloned the official Agricultural 
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standards & regulations

The organic standards owners have been looking into how 
best to improve traceability.

   

news shorts…

COSMOS launches 
a new version 
of its standards 
for natural and 
organic cosmetics

The COSMOS standard for 
natural and organic cosmetics 
was published in its fourth 
version on 1 January 2023. 
The updated standard will 
be applicable for COSMOS-
certified companies from 1 
June 2023.
This COSMOS standard 
applies to four different 
categories: COSMOS Organic 
(for organic cosmetics products), 
COSMOS Natural (for natural 
cosmetics products), COSMOS 
Certified (for raw materials with 
organic content) and COSMOS 
Approved (for non-organic raw 
materials). 
It is certified by the authorised 
certification bodies, of which 
there are so far 12 worldwide.
The five key points addressed 
by this new version of the 
COSMOS-Standard are: 
Palm oil and its derivatives, 
minerals, ingredients and 
processes, list of organic 
physically-processed 
agricultural ingredients and 
sustainable packaging. 

More information: https://
www.cosmos-standard.org

the European Union by Jan Trávníček,  
Helga Willer and Diana Schaack7). 

The answer is often seen as a 
tightening up of the system and 
introduction of additional safeguards, 
which is of course key in the fight 
against new forms of fraud. But 
adding additional levels of control to 
the operators within the certification 
system does not necessarily deal with 
the problems created by those who 
operate outside of the system yet 
impact on it by introducing fraudulent 
product. This is not to say that 
such measures are not worthwhile; 
of course the control system has 
to change and adapt to meet new 
difficulties.  

Alternative and novel approaches 
will be required to deal with fraud 
as those passing off non-organic 
products as organic are well aware 
of how to use the system’s weak 
points for their own ends. The 
organic standards owners have been 
looking into how best to improve 
traceability and have carried out very 
considerable work on gaining more 
data to achieve this. 

It is unfortunately always the 
case that it is the genuine operators 
who pay for the integrity challenges 

model the overall data for organic and 
in-conversion production supplied by 
APEDA since they have not received 
the usual data from control bodies.  

There may be understandable 
reasons for this of course, as some 
de-listed control bodies are unlikely 
to make the provision of data for an 
annual report a high priority. Others 
will be concentrating on trying to 
ensure that their operators are not part 
of the problem. But the fact is that 
the de-listing of control bodies by the 
EU and the USDA, as well as GOTS, 
points to systemic failures.

Previous TE reports have shown 
India as having a 50% share in 
organic cotton production so a move 
to 38% shows some changes in the 
global market. It may be that the 
figures are partly affected by the 
extraordinary increase in production 
of organic cotton in Turkey; the 2022 
TE report shows that in 2020/21, 
organic cotton there covered 43,329 
ha whilst in 2019/20, it was only 
11,551 ha6 With Turkey having a 
total of 382,689 ha of organic land 
in 2020, this growth to nearly 44,000 
ha is only just over 11% of the total 
(figure from Organic Farming and 
Market Development in Europe and 
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standards & regulations

Major fashion brands around the world are undertaking 
production of textiles with organic cotton.

is driving them out of the market. 
Value chain analysis by an individual 
brand can only go so far in ensuring 
that they are purchasing genuine 
organic product. Even where there is 
a vertically integrated supply chain, 
there are all too often instances where 
non-organic product finds its way in 
without the express knowledge of the 
brand owners. When buying cotton 
as a commodity on the open market 
then such analysis by an individual 
company becomes extremely difficult. 
The organic industry working together 
to protect its interests and those of 
consumers in both the short and long 
term is the only way that substantial 
progress will be made in reducing the 
level of fraud experienced by organic 
operators. 

Robin Fransella
Program Manager for the Alliance 

for Organic Integrity’s Organic 
Observatory project.

References
1https://www.organic-integrity.org/
fileadmin/afi/docs/afi10/08_Reliable-
Imports-of-Organic-Products-from-
third-Countries-into-EU.pdf 
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imports of organic products from 
third countries
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articles/PMC8393577/
Considering Fraud Vulnerability 
Associated with Credence-Based 
Products Such as Organic Food - 
Louise Manning and Aleksandra 
Kowalska

3https://public-inspection.
federalregister.gov/2023-00702.pdf 

caused by fraudulent product. They 
are paying in direct competition 
with reduced prices due to unfair 
competition, through additional 
control requirements and in the long 
run, could be paying through loss of 
market due to decreased consumer 
confidence. 

Organic cotton is an important 
product in reducing chemical use - 
with very high levels of pesticide use 
in non-organic production it is a lead 
crop in this area. Yet to enable the 
benefits to biodiversity and human 
health that this brings, alongside 
all the other advantages of organic 
production, those with the greatest 
financial muscle in the industry will 
need to be prepared to support those 
who provide the product that is so 
essential. 

Major fashion brands around the 
world are undertaking production of 
textiles with organic cotton. This is 
one part of the armoury in reducing 
the environmental impact of textile 
production. However, the profits 
gained by the sale of those garments 
or other textile products are not 
always going upstream to the organic 
growers on whom the industry relies. 
As well as any ordinary processes 
in the commercial world, that often 
provide greater profits to those 
closest to the consumer, the fact 
that genuine organic operators are 
being undercut by fraudulent product 

National Organic Program (NOP); 
Strengthening Organic Enforcement. 
Final Rule

4https://www.nytimes.
com/2022/02/13/world/asia/organic-
cotton-fraud-india.html 
Article. That organic Cotton T-Shirt 
May not Be as Organic as You 
Think- The New York Times

5https://textileexchange.org/app/
uploads/2022/10/Textile-Exchange_
OCMR_2022.pdf 
2022 Organic Cotton Market Report- 
Textile Exchange

6https://store.textileexchange.org/
product/2021-organic-cotton-market-
report/ 
2021 Organic Cotton Market Report- 
Textile Exchange

7https://orgprints.org/id/
eprint/44094/1/travnicek-etal-2022-
europe.pdf 
Organic Farming and Market 
Development in Europe and the 
European Union (Europe- Statistics)

The Alliance for Organic 
Integrity (a US-based non-profit 
organisation) has the aim of 
reducing fraudulently labelled 
products. Its Organic Observatory 
project is intended to enable 
an industry-led system of rapid 
alerts when fraudulent product is 
discovered and provide advice by 
expert teams into how best to avoid 
purchasing fraudulent products. 
It is early days yet and success 
will rely on the organic industry’s 
involvement. But the focus is to 
offer an additional approach to 
directly target fraudulent product 
through the industry’s own due 
diligence rather than adding 
additional layers of bureaucracy for 
genuinely organic product.  
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updates & reports

IOAS at 25 

In March 1997, the International 
Organic Accreditation Service 
(IOAS) was formally established 

in the USA as a non-profit entity 
to contribute to the growth and 
integrity of the organic sector 
through accreditation – assessing the 
competence of certification bodies. At 
that time there was one staff member, 
the Executive Director, supported by a 
Board with 12 accredited certification 
bodies (CBs), all under the IFOAM 
accreditation scheme.

In October 2022, the staff, 
contractors, Board, Accreditation and 
Impartiality Committee members 
of IOAS came together in Split, 
Croatia to celebrate 25 years since 
the founding of IOAS. Today, IOAS 
has 25 permanent staff members 
and freelance assessors, a Board 
of Directors, an Accreditation 
Committee and an Impartiality 
Committee, while the number of CBs 
we now work with has increased 
significantly to over 80 within eight 
different schemes in the organic and 
sustainability field.  

Several CBs that we still work 
with have been with us since the very 
inception of IFOAM accreditation: 
Bioagricert of Italy (then 
Bioagricoop), Instituto Biodinamico 
of Brazil, NASAA Certified Organic 
of Australia, Where Food Comes 
From Organic of USA (then Farm 
Verified Organic) and Organic Crop 
Improvement Association of USA. 
This is an amazing achievement. 

Many other CBs were accredited 
by IOAS for some years and have 
since moved on as the regulatory and 
market environments have changed. 
Over the course of our 25 years, I 
calculate that we have assessed over 
130 CBs on all five continents. IOAS 
has touched nearly every major CB 
working in the organic sector today.

As an accreditation body, we 
sometimes must issue sanctions to 
bring CBs back into compliance. 
Despite that, the overwhelming 
majority of CBs and their personnel 
are clearly dedicated to constant 
quality improvement and the 
development of the organic/

sustainability sector. I would like 
to thank all CB personnel, past 
and present, for their diligence and 
commitment over all these years.

Added to the work of the CBs 
is the constant work and good 
collaboration of the regulators and 
scheme owners with which IOAS 
works. They provide the framework 
and requirements that we implement.

Similar commitment is evident 
within IOAS through the long-term 
contribution of many of our Board, 
Committee members and staff who 
have been, and continue to be, key 
players in the organic movement 
globally.  A heartfelt thank you to 
all our past Board and Committee 
members and staff who have made 
IOAS the amazing organisation it is 
today.

Throughout 25 years, the change 
and adaptation of IOAS has been 
understandably continuous but our 
mission of ‘Cultivating integrity and 
trust across the organic community’ 
remains constant – and I trust will 
ever be so. 

David Crucefix
Executive Director of IOAS

crucefix@ioas.org

IOAS’s annual board meeting was the first one to be held face to face since the pandemic, 
and also celebrated its 25th anniversary, so all staff, board and committee members came 
together in Split, Croatia for several days of work and one of celebration.
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labelling issues

Peruvian National 
Organic Seal

On 5 January 2023, a new 
National Organic Seal 
of Peru was published 

(Resolution Directorial N. º 
0001-2023-MIDAGRI-SENASA-
DIAIA) as a distinctive element for 
national and international markets. 

With 594,000 ha in organic 
production, 107,000 ha in transition 
and more than 100, 000 producers, 
predominantly groups of small 
farmers, Peru is one of the largest 
organic producers of Latin America. 
According to SENASA, the national 
competent authority, the use of the 

national seal will especially benefit 
these small farmer groups, who 
mainly produce organic coffee, cocoa, 
banana and quinoa.

Out of the other main organic 
crops produced in Peru, increasing 
areas are growing blueberries, 
avocados, grapes, chestnuts or Brazil 
nuts, mango, oregano and ginger. 

With this national logo, the 
government expects to reduce 
confusion about different organic 
seals in the national market and 
promote organic Peruvian products 
abroad (94% of the organic 
production in Peru is exported). 

The use of the seal has no 
charge, and it is not compulsory. It 
is complementary to the information 

about certification agencies shown 
on the packaging of organic Peruvian 
products.

Administration of the seal’s 
use is managed by the certification 
entities. The Peruvian law for organic 
production recognises two types of 
certification entities: certification 
bodies and participatory guarantee 
systems (PGS). 

With this logo, the government expects to reduce confusion 
about different organic seals in the national market.

Learning about 
regenerative 
agriculture 

The Australian organic 
certification body, NASAA, 
shows on its website an 
interesting video by Kim Deans, 
an expert in regenerative and 
biological farming systems. 
She was personally affected 
by the heavy fires in Australia 
in 2019 and she explains 
how regenerative agriculture 
principles have improved the 
resilience and recovery of her 
land. Understanding the soil is 
the key issue! 

Source: https://nasaaorganic.
org.au/regenerative-agriculture-
coach/

news shorts…
 For PGS, the seal will be a black 

and white version, and for third-
party certification the seal uses three 
colours: orange, green and blue. 
The seal shows the drawing of a 
mountain representing Machu Pichu 
among other symbols characteristic of 
Peruvian culture.  

Gabriela Soto
President Eco-LOGICA S.A.

Alliance for Organic Integrity
gabisoto@eco-logica.com

For further infomation, see: 
- Manual de Uso del Sello Nacional de 

la Producción Orgánica
- https://cdn.www.gob.pe/uploads/

document/file/4022219/Manual%20
de%20uso%20Sello%20
Nacional%20Org%C3%A1nico.
pdf?v=1672923860
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labelling issues

Environmental labels in the 
EU: reinventing the wheel?

Nowadays, there seems to be 
lot of interest in the EU to 
promote more sustainable 

and more environmentally friendly 
consumption. This interest is coming 
both from EU institutions and from 
private players. 

However, something that may look 
good in principle could be detrimental 
for the organic sector if new labels 
and new measuring systems burst 
in without proper information and 
proper control.

For cosmetics and textiles, sectors 
that are not officially regulated in 

most countries, the current explosion 
of positive claims and labels is crazy, 
and it is difficult for consumers to 
identify what is the real value of an 
organic-certified product compared 
with other claims.

Yet even the well-established food 
production sector - where the term 
‘organic’ has been officially regulated 
and protected for decades, where there 
is an official EU organic seal and 
where there are thousands of people 
working in the sector as farmers, 
growers, manufacturers, traders, etc., 
- can be threatened by the new seals 
and the new platforms. The new way 
of checking if a product is good or not 
will be according to a certain app that 
people can take to the supermarkets 
on their mobile phones, or some new 
seals displayed on product labels that 
classify the products according to 
colours and letters.

The main problem is that defining 
an agricultural system, a production 
method, a food culture and so many 
associated concepts is not simple. 
The agri-food systems are complex. 
The EU regulation is complex. The 
certification system, where accredited 
certification bodies authorised by 
the different competent authorities 
in every country verify the organic 
production, is complex too, but at the 
end, everything can be summarised 
in a seal, easily understandable for 
consumers. 

Nowadays, things do not look 

so clear. Of course, different green 
claims can live together with the EU 
Regulation and other organic private 
standards seals, since issues such as 
carbon footprint, sustainable use of 
water, carbon emissions, efficient 
energy use, etc are not covered by 
the EU Regulation, nor by most of 
the organic standards. However, 
it is important that this does not 
bring about confusion, nor that the 
new claims are used as a way of 
greenwashing.

The following is a summary of 
several news items relating to 
this matter.

The EU postpones the publication 
of its initiative of substantiating 
green claims.

The EU has an ambitious plan, 
the European Green Deal, that 
aims to transform the EU over the 
coming decades into a “modern, 
resource-efficient and competitive 
economy” https://commission.
europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/
priorities-2019-2024/european-green-
deal_en, including the strategy, ‘The 
Farm to Fork’, which proposes a 

...different green claims can live together with the EU 
Regulation and other organic private standards seals...

Organic 
regulation in New 
Zealand on its way 

The New Zealand certification 
body, Biogro, announces on its 
website that organic regulation 
is coming soon to New 
Zealand. It declares that it has 
participated in the development 
of an official regulation for the 
country, and is happy to see 
the regulation closer to being 
implemented.
TOS will follow up and will 
provide further news on the 
New Zealand organic regulation 
in a future issue. 

Source: https://www.biogro.
co.nz/organic-regulation-updates

news shorts…
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Beyond the standards

It has been seen, for example, the incapacity of the PEF 
to measure the complexity of agri-food systems.

score than free-range eggs, which in 
turn score better than organic eggs.

 IFOAM Organics Europe has 
celebrated this decision because they 
consider that PEF is not an adequate 
method. Jan Plagge, IFOAM Organics 
Europe’s President, said: “Fighting 
greenwashing, providing meaningful 
information to consumers on the 
impact of the food products they 
buy, and incentivising producers to 
adopt truly sustainable practices, 
are essential to transition towards 
sustainable food systems. But these 
objectives cannot be achieved on the 
basis of the PEF methodology that 
disregards the use of pesticides and 
the impact of different production 
methods on biodiversity, also failing 
to consider the complexity of agri-
food systems”. 

IFOAM Organics Europe takes 
legal action against the Eco-Score 
and other similar platforms

Eco-Score defines their platform 
as: “a joint effort by players in the 

legislative framework for sustainable 
food systems (FSFS) to be  adopted 
by the Commission by the end of 
2023. https://food.ec.europa.eu/
horizontal-topics/farm-fork-strategy/
legislative-framework_en

This transformation involves many 
different aspects, including green 
claims, where the Green Deal states: 
“Companies making ‘green claims’ 
should substantiate these against a 
standard methodology to assess their 
impact on the environment”

Following this premise, the EU 
plans to implement tools to bring 
order to this mess as explained on 
their website; https://ec.europa.eu/
environment/eussd/smgp/initiative_
on_green_claims.htm “There are 
more than 200 environmental labels 
active in the EU, and more than 450 
active worldwide; there are more than 
80 widely used reporting initiatives 
and methods for carbon emissions 
only. Some of these methods and 
initiatives are reliable, some not; they 
are variable in the issues they cover”.

The EU Commission was 
proposing a methodology to assess 
green claims, however they have 
recently decided to postpone the 
publication of the Substantiating 
Green Claim Directive, in order 
to re-evaluate the relevance of the 
methodology chosen to access green 
claims Life Cycle Analysis (LCA), 
such as the Product Environmental 
Footprint (PEF) methodology. 

It has been seen, for example, that 
the incapacity of the PEF to measure 
the complexity of agri-food systems 
means that the more extensive 
they are, the lower their score. For 
example, caged hens eggs get a higher 

   

news shorts…

Public list of 
NOP fraudulent 
certificates 

The USDA shows with 
transparency the data it 
receives on false NOP 
certificates and encourages 
anyone who may detect 
something suspicious to report 
a complaint.
The list is a long and detailed 
spreadsheet that contains 170 
false certificates. The list starts 
in 2011 and lasts until the 
present day. In fact, there are 
already six entries from 2023. 
There are 12 entries in total for 
2022; this means that the rate 
of identifying false certificates 
is not decreasing, indeed, on 
the contrary. 
The database provides data on 
the Alleged Operation Name 
and their contact details, as 
well as a detailed explanation 
of  the issue. In some 
cases, real NOP-accredited 
certification bodies (CBs) 
and real certified company 
names are used to issue a false 
certificate. 

More information at: https://
www.ams.usda.gov/services/
enforcement/organic/
fraudulent-certificates
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Beyond the standards

Consumers do not receive any relevant information on the 
environmental impacts of the food they buy.....

they buy using these platforms.
Legal actions have been taken 

by IFOAM Organics Europe and 
the French Association of IFOAM 
Members (Association Française 
des Adhérents de l’IFOAM) against 
ADEME, the company YUCA 
(operator of the Y platform), the 
company Eco2 Initiative (operator of 
the Etiquettable platform), and the 
Association Open Food Facts.

 In addition, two other legal 
actions have been initiated by 
IFOAM Organics Europe and the 
French Association of IFOAM 
Members.  One, brought before the 
Director General of the INPI, to 
pursue the invalidity of the trademark 
(n°4618707) ‘Eco-Score’ registered at 
the request of ADEME, and another 
one brought before the EUIPO, to 
contribute as a third party to the 
examination of the application for 
registration as a European Union 
trademark (n°018750670) ‘Eco-
Impact’, submitted by Foundation 
Earth. 

According to Jan Plagge, President 

domains of computing, distribution 
and catering, who have a common 
ambition: to create a simple tool 
which can be used by all players and 
consumers to reduce the impact of 
food production on the planet”. It 
can be used by scanning the barcode 
of a product, or entering it by hand, 
and instantly the environmental 
score is obtained. https://docs.score-
environnemental.com/v/en/ 

What are the problems? 
- The word ‘eco’, which, together 

with ‘organic’ and ‘bio’, is 
protected in the EU to be used 
in products certified by the EU 
Regulation, is associated with 
other food products not grown 
organically, 

- The rating methodology used, based 
on the Agribalyse database and the 
Life Cycle Assessment (LCA) of 
ADEME (the French agency for 
ecological transition), simplifies 
the whole thing to the point that at 
the end, intensive and conventional 
products are favoured and that the 
EU Commission is not adopted for 
the time being because of their low 
relevancy

- Consumers do not receive any 
relevant information on the 
environmental impacts of the food 

of IFOAM Organics Europe: “Instead 
of fighting greenwashing, labelling 
schemes like the Eco-Score contribute 
to it”.

 

Things can be done better
There is a lot to do regarding 

the possible methods of measuring 
the environmental impact of food 
production; but there are already some 
more careful platforms in place. The 
publication, Bio Eco Actual, talked 
about the Planet-Score, which is being 
developed in France together with a 
researchers’ association, the organic 
movement and other stakeholders. 
This platform is in line with the aims 
of the EU ‘Farm to Fork’ strategy 
and assesses more accurately the 
true environmental impact of food 
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did you know?

CBs are obliged to investigate and identify the source and 
cause of the substance that is prohibited for use.

products compared to other existing 
methodologies, as it takes better 
account of other factors such as 
biodiversity, pesticide use, animal 
welfare and climatic uses. The system 

also uses the ADEME´s Agribalyse 
database but is complemented by all 
these other factors.

The Planet-Score is designed to 
be displayed on food product labels 
and also to be used on e-commerce 
websites and mobile phones.

The Planet-Score is currently 
being tested, and it remains to be 
seen if it is ideal or if it would need 
any improvement; in any case, it 
looks much more sensible. It is very 
important that the organic movement 
participates in its development, and 
will hopefully lead the way for the 
new platforms and labels that are 
likely to emerge in the near future. 

Nuria Alonso
Editor, The Organic Standard

nuria_alonso@organicstandard.com

More information at: 
 

- www.organicseurope.bio

- Bio Eco Actual, 26th January 
2023 https://www.bioecoactual.
com/2023/01/26/que-hay-detras-
del-etiquetado-sostenible/

The new EU Regulation 
2018/848 came into force on 
1 January 2022. One year 

later, the organic sector still struggles 
with the new rules about how to 
manage the presence of unauthorised 
substances in organic products. 
The new rules seem to generate 
expectations that cannot be met.

Control bodies (CBs) are obliged 
to investigate and identify the source 
and cause of the substance that is 
prohibited for use. This generates 
economic problems in the market. 
Although experienced and skilled, 
control bodies cannot successfully 
close each investigation with a pin-
pointed source and cause.

The Anti Fraud Initiative (AFI) 
organised a Conference on 9 February 
in Brussels to discuss this issue. The 

aim of the conference was to compare 
the intention of the new rules and 
consumers’ expectations. A panel 
discussion helped to understand how 
to implement the legal requirements.

Various speakers shared their 
experiences on sampling, testing 
and investigating to highlight what 
works and what does not. Particular 
attention was given to the presence of 
prohibited substances that cannot be 
avoided in organic production.

A second panel discussion 
looked back on the experiences and 
expectations and tried to identify the 
way forward: how to handle pesticide 
residues in organic production. 

Read more on www.organic-
integrity.org 

Why AFI organised a 
conference on pesticide 

residues in organic 
production
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Beyond the standards

Beyond the Standards
In this section, we explain stories that are not directly related 

to standards or certification issues, but provide good ideas 
that contribute to the development and promotion of 

organic production, from the field to the market.

Belgian Ecocheques

These ecocheques were 
established in Belgium by the 
Collective Labour Convention 

(CAO) No. 98, which was concluded 
on 20 February 2009 at the National 
Labour Council, and are still in force 
today. 

Ecocheques are received by 
Belgian employees to spend on 
organic products and services. It 
is good for employees, because it 
is an extra something received on 
the top of their salary, and good for 
employers, because there are no taxes 
or social charges to be paid for this 
contribution to the employee´s total 
income.

Ecocheques are issued by private 
companies, such as Monizze or 
Edenred. Employers who want to 
grant eco vouchers to their employees 
must order them from one of the 
issuing companies - employers pay 
these companies and the companies 
send the vouchers to the employees.

Each employee receives a voucher 
every year that can be used altogether 
or in different purchases over two 
years. For example, in a purchase 
made in a supermarket where organic 

products are acquired together with 
non-organic items, the client can pay 
separately for the organic products 
with a voucher. The quantity of the 
voucher varies depending on the 
salary, to a maximum of 250 € per 
year. 

Shoppers and service providers 
are not obliged to accept ecocheques, 
but most of them do; it is a well-
established practice in Belgium and 
recognised by society. Ecocheques 
are a good way of promoting the 
consumer’s ‘eco-awareness’, because, 
once people have become used to 
buying organic products with their 
cheque for free, they may want to 
buy the same product and/or others 
beyond the quantity received in their 
ecocheque.

According to Monizze, ecocheques 
in Belgium are currently granted by 
more than 83,000 employers to more 
than 1.24 million employees.

The list of products and services 
that can be paid for with the 
ecocheques is wide, and includes 
among others: electrical appliances 
with the new European label 2021, 
building materials and furniture with 
certifications such as FSC or PEFC, 
tourism facilities with the Green 
Key label, and of course all kinds of 
organic food, cosmetic and textile 
products with the EU seal for organic 
food, the Belgian private organic 

seal Eco- guarantee, Cosmebio for 
cosmetics, GOTS for textiles and also 
the MSC label for fishing products.

From January 2022 the eco checks 
can also be used to buy organic food 
in farmer markets and directly in the 
farm, with the idea to promote local 
produce.

It is a great initiative and would be 
fantastic if other countries in Europe 
and worldwide copied it! 

Nuria Alonso
Editor, The Organic Standard

nuria_alonso@organicstandard.com

For further information:

- Flemish government’s web site: 
https://www.vlaanderen.be/
ecocheques

Websites of two of the companies 
managing the ecocheques:

- https://www.monizze.be/nl/
ecocheque/wat-te-kopen-met-de-
ecocheques/

- https://www.edenred.be/nl/
handelaars/ticket-ecocheque

Ecocheques are received by Belgian employees to spend 
on organic products and services.
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Advertisements
The following types of advertise-
ments are accepted in 
The Organic Standard: 

• Job offers
• Calls for consultancy tenders
• Conference announcements
• Publications

Within these categories every adver-
tisement must be clearly related to 
the scope of the journal. 

Prices: Full page 390€
 Half page 250€
 Quarter page 145€
 
All enquiries should be directed to:  
info@alliancefororganicintegrity.bio

Contributions
If you would like to contribute an 
article, please contact us at:
news@organicstandard.com to dis-
cuss your proposal and for signing 
the TOR for contributors. 

Dear readers,
The first edition of The Organic Standard 2023 
will be free to previous subscribers or those who 
subscribe to the Alliance for Organic Integrity’s 
e-newsletter: www.alliancefororganicintegrity.bio. You 
can also subscribe directly at www.organicstandard.
com. Access to subsequent issues will require an 
annual subscription for a fee of 260€ for six issues. 

 Subscriptions

Help the Alliance to build its new “Risk 
Radar” project, a real-time fraud risk 
warning system for the organic industry. 
Please scan the barcode to feed in your 
thoughts, needs and suggestions; or 
use this link: https://app.sli.do/event/
mGhJB9Vt1ya5JHWxc6J7yo

Call for organic trainers & consultants

The Alliance is building a network of trainers, 
consultants and inspectors with expertise in 
organic assurance to work with us on several 
projects. If you´re interested, please contact 
us describing your experience and motivation 
to info@alliancefororganicintegrity.bio 
so that we can assess your suitability for 
addition to our collaborators database.

Visit us at Biofach 2023
you can find us at IOAS 3A-318


