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The look around the activities to build trust is similar o

PGSs share many procedures even though they have no official regulation COI’ICIUSIOHS

PGS solve problems in terms of lower costs and more accessible bureaucracy than third-party certification

PGS requires people to take on responsibilities and tasks, which in third-party systems are delegated to an intermediary

PGS represent profoundly democratic food governance systems, with high exigences in dedication and time, as well as in skills for
collective fonctioning. We suggest they might not be valid for whatever context or productive projects.
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