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PART 1   Project Information 

 
1.1. General Introduction 
 

Fairtrade International’s Standards & Pricing Unit (S&P) would like to thank all stakeholders for the 
time and effort they have put into participating in the consultation on the Fairtrade Standard for 
Flowers and Plants. The consultation concluded on 07.08.2014 with a total of 44 participating 
stakeholders who gave S&P their views and perspectives. Thanks to these replies, S&P has gained a 
good understanding of the main topics and concerns including potential solutions. Together with the 
results of the research carried out, this information provides the basis for our recommendation to the 
Standards Committee (SC). The SC’s decision on the final standard will be taken in full knowledge of 
stakeholders’ comments. 
 
This document aims to present the outcome of the consultation in the most transparent way possible 
without disclosing confidential stakeholder information.  
 
Should you have any queries or remarks concerning this report, please contact the Project 
Manager Lucy Russell at: l.russell@fairtrade.net or call: +49-228-94923-282 

 
 
1.2. Background  

The Fairtrade Standard for Flowers and Plants was introduced just over 10 years ago. Since then 
Fairtrade flowers have grown to become one of the top seven Fairtrade products, with more than 
50,000 workers employed on Fairtrade certified flower farms in 2012. 

However, Fairtrade plant sales have been significantly lower, with currently only three certified 
producer organizations. One reason for this is that the standard currently only allows for plants to be 
imported at a “finished stage”, which is expensive due to high transport costs. The market 
opportunities for plants lie in trading young plants and young plant material, which are cheaper to 
transport. 

Large amounts of labour are involved not only in the production of finished pot plants, but also in the 
production of young plant material. This labour is currently not certifiable and therefore workers 
involved cannot have the opportunity of benefitting from Fairtrade. National Fairtrade organizations 
(NFOs) have received specific requests from industry to allow for young plant material to be traded as 
Fairtrade certified, and in particular from retail for specific products such as Fairtrade poinsettia which 
are made out of young plants grown in developing countries. The Global Product Management (GPM) 
team for Flowers and Plants has been researching the feasibility and implications of such potential 
changes, both at producer and market level. 

The proposals presented in the consultation aimed to adapt the standard to the market realities and 
harness a growth opportunity so that increased sales in Fairtrade plants can impact more workers’ 
lives, while at the same time address the identified risks. 
 
The main topics addressed in the consultation paper were as follows: 

 Inclusion of young plant material as a new category in the standard  

 Time period limitation for growing young plant material in the importing/consumer country  

 Use of agro-chemicals in the importing/consumer country  

 The use of peat  

 Consumer perception  

 Opportunities and risks  
 

https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483GyiXcYICIY0r%2fwyVcJsYodpqq%2fpqBMib%2bxogVxLqEScN&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483GyiXcYICIY0r%2fwyVcJsYodpqq%2fpqBMib%2bxogVxLqEScN&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483GyiXcYICIY0r%2fwyVcJsYodpqq%2fpqBMib%2bxogVxLqEScN&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483GyiXcYICIY0r%2fwyVcJsYodpqq%2fpqBMib%2bxogVxLqEScN&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483GyiXcYICIY0r%2fwyVcJsYodpqq%2fpqBMib%2bxogVxLqEScN&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483GyiXcYICIY0r%2fwyVcJsYodpqq%2fpqBMib%2bxogVxLqEScN&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
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The proposal to include young plant material and a new category in the standard was supported by 
the majority of participating stakeholders. However opinions varied on specific issues, as shown below 
in part 2.  

 
 

1.3. Project Timelines and Way Forward 

This standard review project started in March 2014. Below is a summary of the progress to date and 
next steps: 

03.2014:  Define scope and project planning  
06.2014:  Contact with key stakeholders to define the objectives of the project  
03-06.2014:  Research  
05-06.2014:  Compilation and analysis of information  
06.2014:  Preparation of proposals for the consultation  
07-08.2014:  Consultation of stakeholders  
08.2014:  Compilation of responses from the consultation process and preparation of a     

final proposal for SC decision 
09.2014:  Final proposal presented to Fairtrade International SC for approval  
10.2014:  Publication of revised standard  
12.2014:  Proposed date of validity of the new standard  

 

 
1.4. Project aim 
 

To broaden the scope of the Flowers and Plants Standard to include young plants and young plant 
material for plants. This would open up the scope to include different types of production systems, 
which would enable more market uptake, thereby increasing the reach of impact to more workers. 

 
 

1.5. Abbreviations 
 

GPM: Global Product Management 

NFO: National Fairtrade organization - Fairtrade country organizations in the consumer markets 

PML: Prohibited Materials List 

PN: Producer networks - regional Fairtrade organizations in the producer markets 

SC: Standards Committee 

S&P: Standards and Pricing  
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PART 2   The Consultation 

 
 
2.1. Consultation Process  
 

The consultation was an online questionnaire, available in English and Spanish, sent by email to the 
following stakeholders: 

 Flowers and plant producer organizations and traders/retailers (both Fairtrade and non-
Fairtrade) 

 National Fairtrade organizations (NFOs) 

 Producer networks (PNs) 
 
Additionally a “round table” workshop was held in Germany, bringing together experts from the 
horticulture industry, civil society organizations and research institutions to provide in-depth feedback 
on the issue of the use of peat. 
 
Most topics were addressed in the consultation by asking for “yes/no/I am unsure” answers and then 
asking for any comments to allow for both qualitative as well as quantitative feedback.  
 

 
2.2. Participating Organizations 

 
S&P received a total of 44 responses from 14 countries sent in via the online survey option, by email, 
or via the round table workshop on the use of peat, which took place at the Fairtrade Germany office 
in Cologne on 15

th
 July 2014. The responses were made up of 39% producers, 36% retailers/ traders*, 

14% NFOs, 9% civil society and research institutions** and 2% other.  
 
Of the supply chain operators who participated in the consultation, 73%  work in cut flowers, 37% work 
in plants, 20% work in fillers and 20% work in young plant material (many work in more than one 
product area). The participants included both current and potential certified operators. 
 
* This category covers all operators from the North, including importers, processors, growers etc. 
** Civil society and research institutions were only involved in the round table discussions on peat. 

 
 

2.3. Consultation Outcome 
 

This section provides a summary of all responses received for each survey topic.  Results from the 
questionnaire and additional written feedback are collated here along with the proposed changes.  
 

Topic 1 - Inclusion of young plant material in the standard 

 
Question 1.1 
 
Currently the standard only allows plants to be imported at a finished stage. This is quite restrictive 
because even plants grown to a large size (nearly ready to be sold to the consumer) in the producing 
country, mostly still need some time in nurseries in the importing country to root, be re-potted or to 
“recover” from the travel before they can be sold to the consumer. Also, since plants are mostly 
imported at an earlier stage of production as young plant material, S&P proposes to adapt this 
standard to market reality so that young plant material at various stages of production can be certified 
as Fairtrade. The aim is that young plant material producer organizations can gain access to the 

https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483G9%2bj2EFW7axnf1%2bt0OgbO1ho35baQ9%2bE5rj7ENsNRHC5&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
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Fairtrade market and workers can benefit from improved working conditions and the Fairtrade 
Premium. 
 
Limitation to young plant material for plants only 
Young plant material comprises young plants or plant material intended to be sold either as plants or 
as cut flowers as the end consumer product. We propose only to include young plant material for 
plants in the standard – and not young plant material for cut flowers – to avoid competition with current 
certified flower producers. It is not the intention of the standard amendment to make current Fairtrade 
cut flower producers compete with, for example, European growers who would produce cut flowers 
from Fairtrade young plant material, as this would affect their existing sales and therefore existing 
Premium for workers. 
 
As such, we propose to include the category young plant material for plants in the standard. 

 

 
Do you agree with the proposal to include young plant material for plants in the Fairtrade Standard? 

 

 
Answer Producers  Traders/ 

retailers 
NFOs Other Total 

Yes 16 12 3 0 31 = 86% 

No 1 0 1 0 2 = 6% 

I am unsure 0 0 2 1 3 = 8% 

 
Analysis 
There is a large majority agreement with this proposal among producers and traders/retailers. 
Although many producers acknowledged that this change would not necessarily affect them directly 
(since most were cut flower producers), they expressed their support for the proposal, with many 
mentioning that their reason for supporting the proposal was that more workers would be able to 
benefit from Fairtrade and become more empowered. Two of the three current Fairtrade certified plant 
producers contributed to the consultation, with both being in favour.  
 
Three of the NFOs were in favour of the proposal, while two were not sure and one was against the 
proposal. Their reasons given in favour of the proposal were that the Standard is currently quite limited 
and does not allow Fairtrade to fully enter the plant market; the proposal would allow for the entry of 
more varied products via existing distribution channels such as food retail and florist chains and via 
new distribution channels such as DIV stores and garden centres. Those who were unsure, said they 
recognised the potential impact for producers, but were worried about consumer perception; that 
consumers may not understand the production process of plants.  
 
The one NFO against the proposal was concerned because of an already established “locally grown” 
certification for many plants sold in retail; in that scheme the young plant material comes from the 
South, but the scheme doesn’t consider the young plant material production to be part of the 
production of the plant. So the Fairtrade concept would not fit alongside the locally-grown concept. 
That NFO is also worried about the concept as a whole; whether a plant can be seen as Fairtrade 
certified if it was grown to the finished size by growers in the North and not fully finished in the South. 
These perception issues are discussed in further detail in the analyses below.  
 
 
Question 1.2  
 
We propose to change the wording of requirement 1.3 Product Description to: 

- include young plant material for plants, 
- organize the product descriptions into four main groups (cut flowers, fillers, plants and young 

plant material) for clarity, and 
- separate non-product group definitions into a separate “other definitions” section. 
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Please see the proposed changes below in red: 
 

Product Description  

Fairtrade cut flowers, fillers, pot plants, bulbs and trees flowers and plants are cultivated in greenhouses or 
in the open field on plantations. The following definitions apply: 

The Fairtrade Flowers and Plants Standard applies to the following product groups: cut flowers, 
fillers , pot plants, bulbs and trees. 

Fairtrade cut flowers include flower buds and fresh flowers harvested for decorative purposes. They do 

not include the roots, fruit or soil that may be associated with cut flowers. Fairtrade cut flowers may be 
fresh, dried, dyed, bleached, impregnated or otherwise prepared.  

Fairtrade fillers (sometimes called greens or cut foliage) include leaves, twigs, branches and other 

decorative material from plants. Fairtrade fillers are usually not sold to the end consumer on its own, but 
are used as a decorative supplement in a bouquet/flower arrangement. Fairtrade fillers may be fresh, 
dried, dyed, bleached, impregnated or otherwise prepared.  

Fairtrade plants include pot plants, bedding plants, trees and bushes, which are cultivated for 

decorative purposes and maintained as live plants, and sold to the end consumer with roots. kept in a pot 
and sold to the end consumer in this form. Fairtrade pot plants can only be traded in at a finished stage 
(ready-to-be-sold). Bulbs (includes include tubers, tuberous roots, corms, crowns and rhizomes) can also 

be considered as Fairtrade plants, if sold to the consumer as the consumer-ready product. 

Fairtrade young plant material includes plant material or plants which are produced in the producer 
country and further grown in the importing/consumer country before they can be sold to the consumer as 
plants. This includes: 

- Young plants  

- Plant cuttings (rooted and unrooted)  

- Canes  

Fairtrade bulbs also include tubers, tuberous roots, corms, crowns and rhizomes.  

Fairtrade trees may include other live plants that are not potted (e.g. bushes). Fairtrade trees may only be 

traded in a finished stage (ready-to-be-sold).  

The different pProduct groups definitions as presented to the consumer are defined as follows  

Single stem cut flowers are cut flowers that are sold to the end consumers per piece.  

Bunches are a pre-packaged group of the same kind of cut flowers or cut foliage gathered closely 

together.  

Bouquet is an ornamental arrangement composed of cut flowers (of the same or of different kinds) with or 

without fillers (also called greens or cut foliage).   

Pot pPlants, bulbs and trees may be sold by the piece or in packages in the destination country. 

Other definitions  

Stem is a unit of cut flower or cut foliage 

Kind (of flower or filler) refers to the species (for example Gypsophila paniculata) or to the commercial 

variety (for example Standard or Spray Carnations) where there are several commercial varieties 
belonging to the same species.  Where necessary, this will be specified in relevant Fairtrade documents.    

 

 
If you have any comments on the proposed wording or structure, please explain  
 

 
Analysis 
The five respondents who responded to this open question merely stated that the wording was clear. 
No participants made suggestions on how to better define the product groups.  
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Two NFOs gave feedback more related to the concept as a whole of including young plant material; 
with this description it is highlighted that young plant material is the only product which is not 
consumer ready, and they therefore questioned whether the plants from young plant material can be 
considered as Fairtrade (to be considered as part of the overall discussion). 
 

Topic 2 - Time limitation for growing in the importing/consumer country 

 
Question 2.1 
 
If we include young plant material in the standard, it may be important to consider the time period it 
takes to produce the young plant material in the producing country as compared to the time period 
spent being further cultivated in the importing/consumer country. The production in the producing 
country starts with multiplying the elite plants and ends with harvesting the mother plants (the whole 
process starts again each season with new elite plants). It needs to be considered whether or not to 
include a requirement limiting the time allowed for further growing in the importing/consumer country, 
in order to encourage more of the value of the product - and therefore more Fairtrade Premium - to 
benefit Fairtrade workers. 
 
One option would be to include the proposed requirement below: 
 

If you buy young plant material for further growing in the importing and/or consumer country, you must 
make sure that the growing time there is less than in the producing country. 

Guidance: The production time in the producer country includes all stages of production between 

multiplying the elite plants to harvesting the mother plants (from which the young plant material is directly 
taken), as long as this is carried out by the Fairtrade-certified producer organization.   

The growing time in the importing/consumer country includes the time for rooting and other necessary 
steps until the plant can be sold in retail. 

 

 
Do you think we should include a requirement limiting the time spent “growing” in the 
importing/consumer country? 
 

 
 

Answer Producers  Traders/ 
retailers 

NFOs Other Total 

Yes 8 0 1 1 10 = 31% 

No 3 6 3 0 12 = 38% 

I am unsure 5 3 2 0 10 = 31% 
 
Analysis 
The majority of respondents were either against this proposal or unsure. Those who voted yes 
explained that they thought it is important to ensure that the main part of the growing process is done 
in the South in order to be able to justify that a plant is a Fairtrade plant.  
 
Those against or unsure wrote comments explaining it would be difficult to gain evidence to be able to 
prove growing times. For example some plants may sit in garden centres in the North for several 
weeks before being sold to consumer while other may be sold straight away.  
 
It was pointed out that the distribution of the margin between the end sales value in the North and the 
export value in the South should be the focus point here. The issue is not so much the time spent in 
the South, but the impact of the Fairtrade Standards (good working conditions, Premium etc), which 
have to be complied with regardless of time spent in the South. 
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3 NFOs, 5 traders/retailers and one producer organization stated that the requirements would not be 
necessary; that for bedding and pot plants the majority of time spent growing is done in the South 
anyway since it always takes longer to produce the young plant material than it does to grow the plant 
to its finished size from the cuttings in the North. In addition it was explained that there would be no 
temptation to do any of the young plant material production in the North since it would not be efficient 
for labour cost reasons.  
 
However it was noted that trees and bushes could potentially be grown for several years in the North; 
and the question of difference between export value and retail price (as mentioned in the above 
paragraph) is particularly relevant here. So it was suggested not to address this problem with this 
requirement, but instead to only allow young plant material for plants, excluding trees and bushes. 
 

Topic 3 - Use of agro-chemicals in the importing/consumer country 

 
Question 3.1 
 
When young plants and young plant material are imported, there is a further stage of growing in the 
importing country before the plants can be sold to the consumer. This can be compared to the 
processing of other Fairtrade products which also takes place in the importing country. However the 
difference is that this processing involves the use of agro-chemicals, which are not addressed in the 
Fairtrade Trade Standard. There have recently been reports of European nurseries using highly toxic 
pesticides. By including young plant material in the Standard, which require this “processing” time in 
nurseries in the importing/consumer country, there could be a risk of agro-chemicals from the 
Fairtrade Prohibited Materials List (PML) available here being applied to Fairtrade certified plants, 
even if the producers complied with the standard. In order to address this risk, we therefore propose to 
include two requirements related to the PML from the Hired Labour Standard (requirements 4.2.11 - 
4.2.12) in the Environmental section of the Fairtrade Standard for Flower and Plants, so that these 
requirements also apply to traders all along the supply chain who use agro-chemicals.  
Please see the two proposed requirements below: 
 

Requirement 1 

Your company must not use materials on the Fairtrade International PML part 1 (Red List) on Fairtrade 

crop(s) (see annex 2). Only pesticides registered for use in the country can be used on the Fairtrade 
crops.  Pesticides prohibited in the PML part 1 (Red List) must be clearly marked, ‘Not for use on 

Fairtrade crops’.  

Guidance: The Fairtrade International PML has two parts, Part 1 (Red List) which includes a list of 
prohibited materials and Part 2 (Amber List) which includes a list of materials which will be monitored and 
by 2015 decided whether or not they will be included in the Red List. Your company is encouraged to stop 
using materials on the Amber List. 

Your company may use materials listed on the PML on crops that are not Fairtrade crops, but will be 
asked by auditors for which crops and pests they are being used. The company is encouraged not to use 
these materials on any of the crops as they are dangerous for health and the environment. 

______________________________________ 

 

Requirement 2 

By derogation from 4.2.11, your company may apply certain materials from the Fairtrade International PML 
Part 1 (Red List). You may use materials only if you have previously requested to the certification body 
and received permission for determined materials and scope according to the PML part 1 (Red List). This 

requirement only applies when the certification body allows the use of a material specified in the Fairtrade 
International Red List of Materials by derogation. The permission is subject to your company having 
demonstrated, on the basis of credible evidence the need to use the materials, how the use is minimized 
and undertaken under appropriate health and safety conditions, and that an appropriate plan and record is 
in place to substitute these materials. 

https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483G9%2bj2EFW7axnf1%2bt0OgbO1gETBEGgVhq22rP6EA7mWeM&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
http://www.fairtrade.net/fileadmin/user_upload/content/2009/standards/documents/2014-05-15_EN_Prohibited_Materials_List.pdf
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Do you agree with the proposal to extend the scope of these two PML requirements to also apply to 
traders? 
 

 

Answer Producers  Traders/ 
retailers 

NFOs Other Total 

Yes 12 4 4 1 21 = 70% 

No 0 1 1 0 2 = 7% 

Partly 2 1 1 0 4 = 13% 

I am unsure 1 2 0 0 3 = 10% 
 
Analysis 
The majority were in favour of the proposal. Explanations were given included that any negative 
results of pesticide residue tests would be a reputational risk for Fairtrade; such results could occur if a 
Northern horticultural company applied it the pesticides. It was highlighted that these requirements 
would be necessary in order to ensure that the whole supply chain is "clean". All who gave positive 
feedback gave similar reasons; that horticultural companies in the North should at least comply with 
the same pesticide Standards as the Fairtrade-producers in the South because it would be unfair if 
producers had to put in this effort but not the traders. 
 
One NFO against the proposal questioned why specifically the PML requirements would be applied to 
traders; there may have been reports of pesticide use in European nurseries, but there are also issues 
related to labour conditions issues in European nurseries too, so why introduce only the PML 
requirements.  
 
A trader questioned why the PML requirements proposed are necessary for traders when they already 
have to comply with the legal requirements of their countries; this proposal –in their perspective would 
be an extra burden. 
 

Topic 4 - The use of peat 

 
Question 4.1 
 
Horticulture in the “North” uses substantial amounts of peat (also known as turf), which is a raw 
material, mainly found in northern countries, that is dug up and then needs thousands of years to grow 
again (it is considered a non-renewable resource). Peatlands are a major store of carbon globally. The 
main threat for release of carbon from peatlands arises from the drainage of the large areas of organic 
wetland soils for agriculture, forestry and peat extraction all over the world. Peat is used in the 
cultivation of young plants and young plant material (as well as in other flowers and plant categories). 
We propose to include a requirement regarding the use of peat by traders/growers in the 
importing/consumer country in the environmental section of the Fairtrade Standard for Flower and 
Plants. 
 
Please see the proposed requirement below: 

You must work towards phasing out the use of peat and sourcing alternative sustainable growing media by 
2020, by reducing your use of peat annually. 

Until then you must make sure that any peat used in the cultivation of Fairtrade plants (including young 
plant material) has been responsibly sourced. 

Guidance: “Responsibly sourced” refers to peat which has not been extracted from high conservation 

value areas, but only from degraded peatlands.  

All measures taken to compensate for carbon emissions from peat usage while being phased out are 
encouraged. 

https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483G9%2bj2EFW7axnf1%2bt0OgbO1iyZ8eajl9GrrKE5LranJqv&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
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Do you agree with the aim to work towards phasing out the use of peat by 2020? 
 

 

Answer Producers  Traders/ 
retailers 

NFOs Civil society + 
research 
institutions 

Other Total 

Yes 12 3 2 0 0 17 = 45% 

No 0 8 3 4 0 15 = 39% 

I am 
unsure 

3 1 1 0 1 6 = 16% 

 
 
Analysis 
 
Although many were in favour of this requirement, many of those highlighted that they were not 
experts on the topic but that since the use of peat is damaging to the environment, they would support 
the proposal.  
 
One NFO felt this aim of 2020 was too late and that the use of peat was no longer an issue anyway, 
since their main retailers have already almost completely replaced peat in their potting soil (although it 
was explained that peat is used for cuttings in planting cubes). It seems this situation is unique to that 
country; most European traders and retailers saw this aim as impossible and therefore were against 
the proposal. They explained that this requirement would be difficult to fulfil due to lack of 
commercially available sustainable alternatives to peat, and replacing all peat would lead to lower 
quality of plants.  
 
Since this is a new topic for Fairtrade, GPM flowers and plants organized a round table discussion 
with peat experts from research institutions, civil society organizations and the peat industry to feed 
into the consultation. All present were in favour of addressing the topic via the Fairtrade Standards but 
were against this proposed requirement, explaining that is was not possible to achieve. 
Representatives from a research institution explained that research is underway to find a feasible 
alternative, which could potentially replace peat by up to 100%, however a few more years of research 
are still needed and funding is an issue.  
 
Instead of requiring the full eradication of peat from the horticulture industry, the round table 
suggested that the requirement could be to replace a certain amount of peat with alternatives. 
However they warned that, the proportion to be replaced should not be too high, to allow the market 
time to adjust; all in the supply chain have an interest in making sure that the quality of the product 
does not suffer (which could be the case if the transition for some companies goes to quickly) and the 
prices do not increase too much. 
 
So, the results of the round table led to a different proposal; to replace 20% of peat with sustainable 
alternatives to peat. It was suggested to include information on alternative growing media in the 
requirement. 
 
As a follow up to the round table, European importers, growers, retailers and NFOs were questioned 
on the 20% replacement of peat suggestion. Five respondents were in favour to varying degrees; of 
those one large retailer said 10-20% was feasible, noting that 20% would be the upper limit. However 
a leading peat manufacturer said even up to 33% peat can be replaced without affecting quality (if 
produced by experts), but suggested that 20% is a more realistic aim for now; they suggested that 
20% would be a good starting point and, in future, this percentage could be increased. One 
respondent was cautious about the 20% suggestion, explaining that this aim could be difficult for 
smaller businesses due to technical issues. One young plant trader explained that growing media are 
part of a complex system and if alternatives to peat are used, several stages of the production process 



 
 

Standards Consultation Results Synopsis 
09.10.2014 

- 11 - 

need to be adapted. One leading young plant company already uses more than 20% alternative 
growing media and was in favor of the 20%.    
 
 
 
Question 4.2 
 

 
Do you agree that any peat used should be responsibly sourced? 
 

 

Answer Producers  Importers/ 
processors/ 
growers/ 
retailers 

NFOs Other Total 

Yes 15 7 3 1 26 = 74% 

No 0 2 2 4 8 = 23% 

I am unsure 0 0 1 0 1 = 3% 
 
Analysis 
While most agreed with the intentions of the proposed requirement, many questioned the “soft” 
definition.  
 
The results of the round table showed that nurseries often do not know where their peat is from. Even 
in Germany, where there are strict laws regarding which peatlands can be dug up, peat is also 
imported from other countries with less strict laws and mixed together with German peat. So there is 
no traceability in the system and therefore it would not be possible to audit where the peat has come 
from.  
 
The round table recommended not focusing on what type of peat is sourced, but instead to aim to 
replace a certain volume of peat (see analysis above). 
 

Topic 5 - Consumer perception 

 
Question 5.1 
 
Importing young plant material for further “growing” in the importing countries can be compared to 
importing other Fairtrade products for “processing” by the trader. However this perspective may not be 
so clear to the average consumer, who may understand that the plant they have bought, was fully 
produced to its current size by Fairtrade producers. In order to address this lack of consumer 
understanding, Fairtrade International proposed to ensure proactive communications (involving fact 
sheets, FAQs etc.), as well as to offer an optional disclaimer for licensees to use on their labelling 
regarding young plant material. 
 

 
Do you see consumer perception related to young plant material as a risk for your market? 
 

 

Answer Producers  Importers/ 
processors/ 
growers/ 
retailers 

NFOs Other Total 

Yes 4 1 1 0 6 = 25% 

No 7 3 3 0 13 = 54% 

I am unsure 1 1 2 1 5 = 21% 
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https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483G9%2bj2EFW7axnf1%2bt0OgbO1hyjEPC%2b3JcZwKuU01iG8%2bZ&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483G9%2bj2EFW7axnf1%2bt0OgbO1hyjEPC%2b3JcZwKuU01iG8%2bZ&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483G9%2bj2EFW7axnf1%2bt0OgbO1hyjEPC%2b3JcZwKuU01iG8%2bZ&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
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Analysis 
 
Over half of the respondents did not see consumer perception as a risk; a few mentioned “as long as it 
is well communicated”. One stated that this is a good opportunity to spread awareness of the plant 
industry. 
 
Those who saw a risk in consumer perception, or were unsure, expressed that consumers do not 
understand why producers in the South would not produce the product to the finished size. The two 
NFOs, who were unsure, were concerned about how the issue would be communicated to consumers. 
They were not so concerned about consumer opposition but rather about consumer confusion.  
 
The one NFO, which saw consumer perception as a risk, explained that this was one of their main 
issues with the proposal. They did not believe that good communications would help since most 
consumers don’t read the fact sheets or other info available anyway. If this proposal is approved it was 
not recommended to communicate on-product at all, but instead they suggested introducing young 
plant material as part of a separate programme (such as FSP). 
 
 
Question 5.2 
 

 
Do you think that the proposed measures to be taken related to consumer perception would be 
sufficient action in terms of promoting consumer understanding? 
 

 

Answer Producers  Importers/ 
processors/ 
growers/ 
retailers 

NFOs Other Total 

Yes 8 3 2 0 13 = 54% 

No 3 1 2 0 6 = 25% 

I am unsure 1 1 2 1 5 = 21% 
 
Analysis 
 
Most thought the proposed measures would be sufficient. Those who were unsure suggested that 
more proactive communications at point or sale and via social media would be necessary to increase 
interest in and awareness of the issue. 
 
Of the NFOs which said that the suggested action would not be enough, one mentioned the need for 
point of sale information and more impact information, while the other NFO recommended not to label 
the product at all (as mentioned above). 
 

Topic 6 - Opportunities and risks 

 
Question 6.1 
 
If the changes proposed here are approved, what opportunities do you expect to see for your 
organization/business as a consequence? Please explain: 
 
Analysis 
 
Opportunities mentioned for NFOs included: attractive new products for consumers and opportunities 
to work with current as well new retailers in new areas. 

https://www.surveymonkey.net/MySurvey_EditPage.aspx?sm=%2bHFkxnoU77ADantb0483GyiXcYICIY0r%2fwyVcJsYodrPR5Gnix9RpAZNPlLTxovm&TB_iframe=true&height=450&width=650
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Producers and traders saw an entry of young plant material as an opportunity to benefit from Fairtrade 
in terms of new business opportunities, increased sales and worker impact. 
 
 
Question 6.2 
 
Would you expect any of these proposed changes to have negative outcomes for your 
organization/business? Please explain: 
 
Analysis 
Possible negative outcomes included consumer mistrust and confusion, reputational risks due to 
working conditions on European farms and Implications for European based propagators which could 
go out of business and could result in more 'air miles', which would have climate change implications. 
 
  
 
 


