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Reasoning	behind	the	responses	to	the	questionnaire	
	

Keep	 in	 mind	 that	 Consultations	 are	 always	 a	 complex	 exercise	 in	 the	 EU	 system.	 They	
reflect	an	already	pre-conceived	form	to	transform	food	systems.	The	survey	consists	of	pre-
set	 questions	 with	 multiple	 choice	 options	 that	 impede	 to	 effectively	 convey	 an	
independent	narrative	on	Sustainable	Food	Systems	to	the	Commission.			
It	 is	 therefore	 of	 paramount	 importance	 to	 respond	with	 a	 common	 strategy	 in	 order	 to	
convey	 key	 messages	 to	 the	 EC	 towards	 a	 radical	 transformation	 of	 food	 systems.	
Qualitative	answers	must	be	conveyed	clearly.	Nevertheless,	the	European	Commission	will	
draw	on	 the	 input	provided	 to	elaborate	 the	 legislation	by	 treating,	 replies	as	 statistics	of	
preferred	options.	Thus,		the	number	of	participants	is	key	to	influencing	the	final	outcome	
of	the	public	consultation.		
	
Check	the	orientation	answers	to	the	questions	 in	the	PDF	attached	named:	X.	As	follows,	
you	will	find	the	reasoning	behind	each	of	the	chosen	responses	
	
Let’s	start!	
	
	

Question	1.	To	what	extent	do	you	agree	with	the	following	statements?	
	
Reasoning:		
We	 strongly	 agree	 with	 the	 provided	 statements	 which	 frame	 the	 problem	 setting	 of	
current	 food	 systems	 and	 indicate	 “Do	 not	 take	 position”	 at	 the	 statement	 concerning	
consumers	 because	 we	 want	 to	 avoid	 on	 one	 hand	 putting	 	 the	 responsibility	 that	
corresponds	to	decision	makers	on	consumers’	shoulders,	and	on	the	other	hand,		refrain	
from	sending	the	signal	that	labeling	can	be	part	of	the	solution	to	transform	food	systems	
into	sustainable.	

	



      
	
Question	 2.	 To	 foster	 the	 transition	 to	 sustainable	 food	 systems,	 how	 important	 (or	
impactful)	are	the	actions	of	the	actors	listed	below:	
	
Reasoning:		
We	 interpret	 this	 question	 as	 aiming	 at	 identifying	 the	 objectives	 and	 scope	 of	 the	
legislation.	 We	 therefore	 consider	 that	 all	 actors	 described	 are	 very	 important.	 We	
advocate	 for	 a	 horizontal	 framework	 that	 looks	 at	 all	 aspects	 of	 how	 food	 is	 produced,	
distributed	and	consumed	across	all	sectors,	avoiding	a	product-based	approach.	It	should	
define	overarching	and	specific	objectives	and	ensure	enforcement	mechanisms,	while	at	
the	 same	 time	 promoting	 Science	 -Policy	 interfaces.	 It	 is	 crucial	 to	 clearly	 distinguish	
between	 private	 and	 public	 interest	 over	 food	 systems	 and	 the	 need	 to	 clearly	
differentiate	roles	accordingly	while	allocating	obligations	and	responsibilities	of	decisions	
and	 operations	 affecting	 food	 systems.		
Finally,	 there	 is	a	need	to	consider	consumers	not	only	as	economic	agents	but	also	as	
political	subjects	with	agency	in	the	transformation	of	food	systems	

	
	

Question	 3.	 How	 easy	 is	 it,	 in	 your	 assessment,	 for	 the	 following	 actors	 of	 the	 food	
system	to	make	sustainable	choices.	
	
Reasoning:		
We	recommend	to	mark		the	“very	difficult”	option	in	order	to	put	emphasis	on	primary	
producers	 and	 local	 governments,	 with	 the	 aim	 that	 they	 will	 be	 prioritized	 for	
institutional	support	in	accompanying	them	to	transition.		

	
Question	 4.	 To	 what	 extent	 do	 the	 following	 factors	 prevent	 food	 system	 actors	 from	
making	 sustainable	 choices	 in	 the	 production/processing/distribution/consumption	 of	
food	products:	
	

Reasoning:	Even	though	most	factors	are	important	(especially	as	we	advocate	for	a	holistic	
approach),	we	recommend	strategically	highlighting	the	most	important	elements	(“to	high	
extent	option”)	that	underscore	the	need	to	integrate	externalities	for	truecost-accounting,	
address	market	power	 imbalances	 in	 food	 systems	with	binding	 regulatory	measures	 that	
ensure	 corporate	 accountabilty	 with	 enforcement	 and	 implementation	 mechanisms.	 The	
transition	towards	SFS	should	be	also	guided	by	agroecological	action-oriented	research	and	
social	innovation	occuring	at	local	level.	
	
Question	 5.	 In	 your	 direct	 experience,	 what	 are	 the	 most	 important	 obstacles	 in	 the	
transition	to	more	sustainable	practices?	
This	is	an	important	question	as	best/longest opportunity to give substantive input in the survey 
addresssing structural causes of unsustainable food systems nowadays 



      
 
Question	 6.	 To	 what	 extent	 do	 you	 consider	 that	 the	 following	 levels	 of	 government	
promote	sustainable	food	systems	in	their	policies?	
	
	
Reasoning:	The	EU	and	National	level	are	marked	strategically	as	“insufficient”,	to	push	the	
Commission	to	take	determined	steps	in	the	elaboration	of	an	ambitious	legislation.	IWhat		
is	 crucial	 and	 invisibilized	 in	 this	 survey	 is	 the	 need	 for	 cross-scale	 coordination	 and	
multilevel	governance	
	
	
Question	7.	Which	level	of	government	can	best	accelerate	the	transition	to	a	sustainable	
food	system?	
	
Reasoning:			
FIAN:	Although	 all	 the	 levels	 of	 decision-making	 play	 an	 important	 role,	we	 insist	 on	 the	
need	for	 local	and	territorial	actions	and	bottom-up	participatory,	democratic	approaches.	
Social	innovation	usually	occurs	at	local	level	Again	here,	what		is	crucial	and	invisibilized	in	
this	 survey	 is	 the	 need	 for	 ensuring	mechanisms	 that	 allow	 cross-scale	 coordination	 and	
effective	multilevel	governance.	
	
	
Question	8.	To	what	extent	do	you	agree	with	the	following	statements:	
	
Reasoning:	This	question	aims	to	obtain	information	to	define	the	shape	of	the	law	and	
whether	it	should	respond	to	obligatory,	voluntary	measures	or	a	mix	of	both.	Some	of	the	
offered	options	to	respond	indicate	the	need	for	voluntary	measures	based	on	information	
availability	and	the	promotion	of	code	of	conduct.	Therefore,	in	this	question	we	suggest	
strategically	favoring	only	four	statements	but	indicating	to	«	Strongly	agree	»	in	detriment	
of	others	that	could	be	ticked	with	«	do	not	take	a	position	»	or	«	strongly	disagree	». 
	
Question	9.	How	important	would	you	consider	that	the	activity	of	a	food	system	actor	(to	
be	 considered	 as	 covering	 their	 internal	 operations/processes	 and/or	 products,	 within	
their	 businesses	 and	 under	 their	 control)	 should	 not	 significantly	 harm	 the	 following	
aspects:	
 
Reasoning:	
This	 question	 is	 very	 delicate	 given	 the	distinct	 	 roles,	with	 differentiated	obligations	 and	
responsibilities	 of	 food	 actors,	 particularly	 differentiating	 between	 public	 vs	 private	
interest.This	question	is	blurring	the	frontiers	between	private	and	public	interest	of	actors	
involved	in	food	systems.	
	



      
Question	10.	At	what	level	does	the	transition	to	sustainable	food	systems	need	to	take	
place?	
	
Reasoning:	
Keeping	 in	 mind	 that	 cross-scale	 coordination	 is	 actually	 needed,	 and	 given	 the	 limited	
amount	 of	 leverage	 options	 of	 the	 question,	we	 suggest	 ticking	 “very	 important”	 for	 the	
local	level	only.	This	is	to	ask	the	EU	to	put	an	emphasis	in	providing	means	to	territorialised,	
diverse,	local	and	democratic	systems	
	
Question	11.	How	do	you	see	your	role	in	the	transition	to	sustainable	food	system?	
	
This	would	depend	on	each	one	of	the	respondents	
	
Question	12.	Are	you	involved	in	any	platform/dialogue	group/initiative	that	aims	to	
contribute	to	sustainable	food	systems?	
 
This is up to you. 
 
Question	13.	If	yes:	at	what	level	is	it	active?	
Reasoning:	 Consider	 ticking	 all	 the	 levels	 if	 relevant.	 This	 shows	 that	 this	 cross-scale	
approach	is	already	being	implemented	meaningfully.	
	
Question	 14.	 What	 role	 do	 you	 see	 for	 platforms/dialogue	 groups/initiatives	 in	 the	
transition	 to	 and	 governance	 of	 a	 sustainable	 food	 system?	
	
See in the pdf document. 
	
15.	On	which	of	the	below	aspects	of	sustainability,	should	consumers	receive	information	
to	empower	them	to	make	sustainable	food	choices	
	
Reasoning:	This	question	is	problematic	in	three	ways:		

- it	individualizes	the	choice	of	the	consumers	and	puts	on	them	the	responsabiltiy	of	
action,		

- It	 suggests	 to	 adopt	 voluntary	 schemes	 under	 the	 form	of	 labeling	 to	 respect	 and	
fulfill	 human	 rights	 as	 “fair	 and	 just	 working	 conditions”	 and	 “fair	 and	 just	
remunerations”,	which	is	worrisome	from	a	human	rights	perspective	

- and	 finally,	 it	 imposes	 a	 ranking	 on	 very	 important	 elements	which	 show	 that	 the	
Commission	struggles	to	undertake	a	systemic	transition.	

	
Question	16.	To	what	extent	do	you	agree	with	the	following	statements:	
	
Reasoning:	 This	 case	 is	 similar	 to	 the	argument	developed	 in	 the	question	15:	we	do	not	
support	 the	 consumer	 choice	 approach	 which	 is	 a	 market-driven	 option	 and	 absolves	
corporate	actors	and	States	from	their	responsabilities	and	obligations.	Freedom	of	choice	
should	not	be	confused	with	sovereignity	and	self-determination.	



      
	
Question	17	.	If	an	EU	sustainability	label	was	established	
	
Reasoning:	
We	encourage	you	to	avoid	ticking	any	option	in	this	question	17,	and	add	in	“other”	option	
the	recommended	justificaiton	you	will	find	in	the	pdf	form.		
	
Question	18.	To	what	extent	should	schools	and	public	institutions	consider	sustainability	
when	purchasing	food?	
 
Reasoning:	
This	is	a	crucial	entry	to	the	sustainability	of	food	systems.	Public	procurement	should	lead	
the	way.			
	
Question	19.	If	“moderate”	or	“great”,	how	important	do	you	think	such	an	action	would	
be	for	the	transition	to	sustainable	food	system..?	
As	above	
	
Question	 20.	 In	 relation	 to	 public	 procurement	 of	 food	 served	 in	 schools	 and	 public	
institutions,	to	what	extent	do	you	agree	with	the	following	statements?	
	
Reasoning	:	 In	 this	 question	 we	 encourage	 the	 Commission	 to	 support	 a	 transition	 by	
promoting	public	procurement	that	guarantees	access	and	availability.	For	that	purpose,	 it	
should	 prioritize	 locally	 produced	 and	 agroecological	 food	 that	 take	 into	 account	 human	
rights,	 	 environmental	 protection	 and	 animal	 welfare.	 We	 recommend	 to	 not	 tick	 those	
options	 inclined	 to	emphasize	 the	availability	of	 information	because	 those	are	signals	 for	
labelling	and	voluntary	schemes.	
	
Question	21	To	what	extent	do	you	agree	with	the	following	statements?	
	
	
Reasoning:	 The	 following	 line	 is	 making	 misleading	 comparisons	 between	 red	 meat	 and	
utra-processed	products,	to	which	we	totally	oppose.	However,	as	we	stand	for	 incentives	
policy	measures	that	incentivize	sustainable	healthy	diets,	we	suggest	checking	“somewhat	
agree”	for	the	3rd	sentence.	We	disapprove	of	policies	and	programmes	that	promote	the	
reduction	of	consumption	of	meat	without	any	precautions	regarding	the	type	of	industries	
they	 strengthen.	 Indeed,	 there	 is	 a	 need	 to	 stop	 intensive	 industrial	 livestock	production,	
but	not	any	kind	of	red	meat	production.	Peasant	livestock	farming	is	absolutely	necessary	
for	 an	 agroecological	 transition.	 Plus,	WHO	 recognizes	 that	 red	meat	 is	 not	 proven	 to	 be	
negative	for	health.	
	
Question	22.	To	what	extent	do	you	agree	with	the	following	statements?	
	
Reasoning:	it	is	difficult	to	judge	regarding	this	question	given	that	our	organisations	are	not	
particularly	concerned.		



      
	
Question	 23.	 What	 incentives	 would	 be	 most	 effective	 in	 stimulating	 sustainable	
production/processing/distribution/consumption	methods	and	techniques?	
	
See	pdf	document	with	the	response.	
Question	24.	Do	food	system	actors	have	sufficient	knowledge	and	skills	for	the	transition	
to	sustainable	food	systems?	
	
Reasoning:	This	“no”	could	be	understood	in	many	ways,	but	there	is	a	clear	need	for	more	
training	on	agroecological	methods	throughout	food	systems	in	Europe	and	action-oriented	
research	which	 builds	 on	 traditional	 ecological	 knowledge	 and	 promote	 social	 innovation	
responding	 to	 local	 socio-ecological	 specificities.	 However,	 we	 should	 be	 cautious	 in	
promoting	a	consumer	choice	option	relying	on	information.	
	
	
Question	25.		Are	there	food	system	actors	that	are	better	prepared	for	the	transition	than	
others?	
	
Reasoning:	 We	 suggest	 replying	 yes	 given	 that	 some	 sustainable	 food	 systems	 are	
functioning	very	well	currently.		
	
 


