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Transatlantic talks: challenges for farmers and consumers 
 

MAIN CONCLUSIONS 
 
In July 2013, the European Commission launched talks with the United States with a view to 
concluding an agreement establishing a "Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership" (TTIP), the 
main aim of which is to remove non-tariff barriers in order to facilitate trade between the two powers. 
These negotiations have been conducted relatively discreetly so far, at least until the start of this year. 
 
Following the EESC's opinion on "Transatlantic trade relations and the EESC's view on an enhanced 
cooperation and eventual EU-USA FTA" (REX/390), the Farmers and Consumers and Environment 
categories felt that it was worthwhile to hold a joint meeting to take stock of those aspects of the talks 
that were particularly relevant to them. Over the course of the day, the draft transatlantic partnership 
was presented as an opportunity – a win-win agreement. However, certain participants made it clear 
that there were also downsides on both sides of the Atlantic due to competition between American 
and European businesses. 
 
On the basis of these discussions, the participants: 

 

• stress the need for the discussions to take account of the differences in agricultural and agri-food 
production methods on either side of the Atlantic, which imply that production costs are higher in 
the EU. This issue should be taken into account in the tariff negotiations; 
 

• welcome the ambitiousness of the Commission's commitment to maintaining high standards in 
terms of consumer and environmental protection. In this connection, particular attention should be 
paid to food safety issues (GMOs, hormones in meat, chemically cleaned food, etc.). It is vital to 
continue to apply the precautionary principle (which is enshrined in the Lisbon Treaty) when 
deciding whether or not to authorise the marketing of a product, and not only scientific 
considerations; 
 

• hope that the agreement will provide concrete and practical solutions to non-tariff barriers by 
improving compatibility between the regulatory systems in the EU and US, while respecting the 
high standards in terms of health, consumption, food safety and the environment that are in force 
on both sides of the Atlantic; 
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• stress that, for both consumers and farmers, food production is not just a question of managing 
health risks and certain technologies: European agriculture also produces public goods and is 
based on ancestral values. In these regards ethical, cultural and environmental considerations also 
need to be included; 
 

• note that protected geographical indications provide consumers with a guarantee both of a 
product's origin and of its method of production. Protecting geographical indications on US soil 
will better protect consumers from fraud; 

 

• suggest following a strict framework of simplification and equivalence in the administrative 
procedures for importing/exporting goods, in order to make it easier for SMEs to participate in 
this agreement; 
 

• welcome the fact that, in terms of transparency, stakeholders have easier access to the content of 
the talks. However, the situation is still far from satisfactory. There must be an emphasis on the 
importance of keeping consumers properly informed and of transparency with regard, in 
particular, to the details of the negotiations, which are not being made public even though that is 
where the main challenges lie (when considering derogations from general principles); 
 

• point out that not all stakeholders have the same level of expertise and thus of influence. NGOs 
and certain business sectors (crafts, SMEs) have considerably fewer resources than industries and 
international companies. This structural imbalance presents a problem in terms of democracy and 
governance. Solutions need to be developed to promote the involvement of the most 
disadvantaged stakeholders in the negotiation process; 
 

• consider that the negotiation schedule needs to be extended. 
 

The question of whether to include an Investor State Dispute Settlement (ISDS) procedure has raised 
and continues to raise concern among a significant segment of the public (NGOs, citizens' groups, 
etc.) on both sides of the Atlantic. It is essential that any ISDS provision proposed in the TTIP must 
not hinder the ability of the EU Member States to regulate in the public interest. 
 
The debate has highlighted the fact that civil society is not an opponent in negotiations of this sort, but 
needs to be involved in discussions, and that every effort must be made to facilitate its work. 
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