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industrial products” and how the boundaries of application will be determined.

(2) The report should allow a more transparent assessment of the strengths and
weaknesses as well as costs and benefits of the options with a view to bring out more
clearly the available substantive policy choices. As option 5 (self-standing EU Regulation)
builds on many elements of option 3 (extending the existing GI system), the sequencing of
the options should be improved by presenting it directly after option 3 with option 4
(reform of the trade mark system) presented last. As option 5 presents a set of alternative
sub-options, the report should identify the most relevant and best performing combination
of suboptions upfront and subsequently compare them along all other options.

(3) Building on a better comparison of the options, the choice of the preferred option
should be better argued, also considering the substantial equivalence between the estimated
costs for option 3 and option 3. Taking into account that the envisaged eligible craft and
industry Gls are rather limited, the proportionality assessment of the preferred option
should be strengthened. As to option 4, the report should better assess how realistic it is to
reform trade mark law in order to include GI features.

(4) Even in the absence of empirical evidence, the potential impacts of the various options
on competition, innovation and the environment should be better analysed and explained.

(5) The report should clarify its position on the use of a mandatory or a voluntary
protected geographical indication (PGI) logo, in view of the fact that consumer awareness
of the PGI logo for agricultural products is low.

(6) The monitoring and in particular evaluation arrangements are missing in the report and
need to be clearly established.

The Board notes the estimated costs and benefits of the preferred option(s) in this
initiative, as summarised in the attached quantification tables.

Some more technical comments have been sent directly to the author DG.

(D) Conclusion
The DG may proceed with the initiative.

The DG must revise the report in accordance with the Board’s findings before
launching the interservice consultation.

If there are any changes in the choice or design of the preferred option in the final
version of the report, the DG may need to further adjust the attached quantification
tables to reflect this.
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