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Subject: Ruling of the High Court of Justice of the Basque Country against recognising the Arabako Mahastiak/Vifiedos de
Alava PDO

The Rioja controlled designation of origin (CDO) regulatory board has been opposing recognition of the protected designation
of origin (PDO) Arabako Mahastiak/Vifiedos de Alava, purportedly not to protect the Rioja CDO, but to ensure the initiative
led by Alava wine growers fails.

The High Court of Justice of the Basque Country has upheld an appeal brought by the Rioja CDO regulatory board challenging
the Basque Government’s decision to recognise the Arabako Mahastiak/Vifiedos de Alava PDO. The decision exclusively
applies a national regulation from 2011.

In the light of the above:

1.  Can the decision be regarded as obstructing, restricting and distorting free competition in order to keep a dominant
position in the Spanish wine market?

2. Given that wine PDOs fall squarely under the EU’s remit, and have been governed by a European regulation since 2013,
shouldn’t Spain’s authorities (including its legal authorities) settle a PDO dispute under EU law rather than a Spanish
regulation?

3. What measures does the Commission intend to take to protect the new PDO promoters’ right not to have their application
— submitted to the Commission in 2022 — closed until a final judgment has been handed down?
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Answer given by Mr Hansen on behalf of the European Commission
(21 January 2025)

The decision of the Basque government approving the application for the protected designation of origin (PDO) Vifiedos de
Alava/Arabako Mahastiak, the legal challenge against that decision brought by the Regulatory Council of PDO Rioja, and the
ruling of the High Court of Justice of the Basque Country overturning the Basque government’s decision are decisions by
authorities and courts. The Commission does not comment on national acts and judgments.

The registration of a wine name as a PDO follows a two-step procedure at national and EU level. While the ultimate decision
on the registration rests with the Commission, the national stage is fundamental to ensure legitimacy and authenticity and to
allow for preliminary scrutiny and the resolution of objections from producers or right-holders based in the same country as the
PDO.

The Commission does not act as an arbitrator for disputes originating at the national level, but considers objections from other
Member States or third countries to address broader concerns.

Its role is to assess applications presumed to be undisputed after completing the national process. In cases of national disputes
challenging the validity of the PDO application, the applicant Member State may request the Commission to suspend its
scrutiny.

The scrutiny of the application for registration of Vifiedos de Alava/Arabako Mahastiak (PDO) has been suspended by the
Commission on request of the Spanish authorities made on 29 July 2022 in line with Article 97(3)(b) of Regulation (EU)
1308/2013.

The Commission awaits information from the Spanish authorities with a view to giving a proper follow up to the developments
in the national judicial proceedings concerning the application in question.



