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Abstract: Branding and brand management are becoming increasingly important. Similar to cooperatives in 
the agricultural sector in the European Union, the number of German wine cooperatives is steadily 
decreasing. One option for wine cooperatives to fulfil the purpose of promoting member businesses is to 
implement a differentiation strategy successfully. Due to the technical possibilities in viticulture and cellar 
management, wine producers can no longer differentiate themselves from competitors through wine 
quality alone. Accordingly, companies must use other forms of differentiation. The brand is one of the 
strongest forms of differentiation from competitors. Compared to the brands of other wine producers, the 
brands of (German) wine cooperatives are only weakly represented in food retail. This suggests wine 
cooperatives have special challenges in brand management. In particular, the internal structures in 
cooperatives often hinder long-term investments, which are necessary for the establishment of a brand. 
This paper aims to show which cooperative-specific characteristics might pose a challenge to cooperatives 
in terms of brand management. To this end, results from two exploratory studies are combined, since they 
complement each other, to provide the necessary explanatory content (surveys conducted in 2013 and 
2019). The discussion and conclusion section indicates whether cooperative values can be used as a 
distinguishing feature following the differentiation strategy. 
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Introduction 
Branding and brands are becoming increasingly important. Consumers are exposed to brands on a daily basis. 
Branding refers to the process of creating a relationship and building an emotional connection between the 
customer and the company's product (Karnes, 2021). Brands are one of the strongest forms of differentiation from 
competitors. Brands are images in the consumers' minds that assume an identification and differentiation function 
and shape consumer choice behavior (Esch, 2018, p. 21). Thus, in the decision process during purchase, brands are 
intended to provide orientation and communicate specific values. For companies, brands offer the opportunity to 
differentiate themselves from competitors and thus gain pricing leeway. In other words, this helps the producers to 
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move towards monopolistic competition. Therefore, brand management is becoming more critical for firms (Bastos 
& Levy, 2012; Beverland, 2004; Esch, 2018, pp. 1–23). 

However, agribusiness firms have often been slow to develop brands, preferring instead to seek government 
protection, improve efficiency, or reduce buyer power through collective supply and marketing arrangements 
(Beverland, 2007). This has been achieved by forming enterprise forms such as cooperatives or producer 
associations. Many cooperatives have been late to recognise the need to invest in marketing (Beverland, 2005). 

In general, a cooperative is defined as an "autonomous association of persons united voluntarily to meet their 
common economic, social, and cultural needs and aspirations through a jointly owned and democratically-controlled 
enterprise" (International Co-operative Alliance, 2021). Besides the social dimension of cooperatives, there is also a 
strong business-driven aspect which highlights the importance of ensuring economic support for member 
businesses. 

In this paper, we take the German wine industry as an example of an agribusiness, as it provides competitive market 
structures and wine cooperatives1 play an important role. In Germany, grape production is still dominated by small 
grape growers. Around 36,900 grape growers are members of wine cooperatives (Deutscher Raiffeisenverband e.V., 
personal communication, June 9, 2020). The number of wine cooperatives in Germany decreased from about 264 in 
2000 to 160 in 2018 (Richter & Hanf, 2021a). The decreasing tendency in the number of cooperatives is similar in 
the agricultural sector in the European Union (Ajates, 2020). The area under vines cultivated has decreased from 
more than one third of the German vineyard area (about 37,000 hectares in 1990/1991) to approximately a quarter 
(25,200 hectares in 2018) (Richter & Hanf, 2021b). The total German vineyard area, however, has remained constant 
during recent years at approximately 103,000 hectares (Deutsches Weininstitut, 2020; OIV, 2020). Accordingly, 
grapes from areas lost by cooperatives due to members leaving are now being processed by other market 
participants. The developments described above show that wine cooperatives seem to struggle with successfully 
developing strong brands that would generate greater revenue and higher (grape money) pay-outs for the members 
(grape producers). 

According to their bylaws, wine cooperatives are self-help organisations for grape producers. The business principles 
of wine cooperatives can be defined “by the identity of users and owners, the democratic principle of voting, and 
the lack of entry barriers” (Hanf & Schweickert, 2007). Furthermore, the legally manifested business objective can 
be seen as another characteristic (Hanf & Schweickert, 2007). According to German cooperative law, the main 
objective is to improve the economic situation of their member businesses (GenG §1). 

The high intensity of competition and low average prices (Deutsches Weininstitut, 2019) in the German wine market 
increase producers' efforts to differentiate themselves from competitors in order to gain greater pricing options or 
to increase sales volume. For most wine producers, it is difficult to differentiate by product quality characteristics 
such as the taste or flawless wine quality, as the technical possibilities and know-how in viticulture and cellar 
management ensure that consistent, flawless wine quality can also be produced in large quantities. Accordingly, 
companies are trying to use other forms of differentiation to set themselves apart from their competitors, for 
example, by using a unique site (origin of the grapes) or developing a brand. 

In the German still wine market (as of 2019), private labels of food retailers (Aldi 29.9%, Lidl 15.3%, and Edeka 4.9%), 
producer brands of the large wineries (e.g., Blanchet 0.6%, Rotkäppchen Qualitätswein 0.5%), and international wine 
brands (e.g., Grand Sud 0.9%, Gallo 0.7%) have larger market shares than other producers (Euromonitor, 2020). In 
the sparkling wine market, German brands of large sparkling wineries (e.g., Rotkäppchen 27.4%, Freixenet 5.4%, 
Söhnlein 5.1%, Mumm 4.7%, Henkell 3.7%) as well as foreign champagne brands (e.g., Moët & Chandon 13.4%) claim 
significant market shares (Euromonitor, 2020) Brands of smaller German wine producers and wine cooperatives do 
not have significant market shares (Euromonitor, 2020). This is astonishing, as wine cooperatives also produce large 
quantities and, depending on their size, also distribute nationwide via food retailers. 

It is assumed that, in addition to general challenges to brand management, there are cooperative-specific challenges 
that make successful brand management by cooperative management even more difficult. For example, brand 
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management requires long-term investments. In cooperatives, many members are involved in the decision-making 
process. Due to member heterogeneity (Höhler & Kühl, 2018) and cooperative-specific problems such as the horizon 
problem (see Cook, 1995), it might be challenging to take such long-term decisions. 

This paper aims to identify cooperative-specific challenges to brand management and to investigate them by using 
an exploratory approach.  

Section 2 gives an overview of the importance of brand management in the German wine industry (2.1) and 
cooperative-specific challenges in brand management (2.2). Section 3 details the design of the empirical study (3.1) 
and provides the results from two exploratory surveys from 2013 and 2019 which are combined with each other, as 
they complement each other in providing the necessary explanatory content. In the last section, the results are 
brought together and discussed. Particular interest is drawn to the discussion of cooperative values and the potential 
use in brand management for this enterprise form. 

Importance of brand management and cooperative-specific challenges 

Importance of brand management in the German wine industry 

German wine production (depending on crop fluctuations based on, for example, frost or hail events) and the total 
amount of wine consumed in Germany have remained relatively stable for many years. In 2018 10.3 mhl were 
produced, in 2019 8.2 mhl and in 2020 8.4 mhl (OIV, 2020). 20.0 mhl were consumed in 2018 and 19.8 mhl in 2019 
and 2020 (OIV, 2020). Germany is the world’s second largest wine importer in terms of volume with 14.1 mhl in 2020 
(variation of – 5.0% compared to 2019) (OIV, 2020). The imported quantity has always been between 14 and 16 mhl 
during the last ten years (OeMv, 2021). Thus, growth in the German wine market is only possible by displacing other 
suppliers (Dreßler, 2018). Especially in saturated markets with a high intensity of competition, firms are forced to 
pursue a clear competitive strategy in order to survive in the market in the long term. In general, firms can pursue 
the strategy of cost leadership, cost focus, differentiation, or differentiation focus (Porter, 2004). Cost leadership as 
a generic strategy can only be chosen by a few players in the German wine industry (Dressler, 2013).  

Cost leadership is not feasible for cooperatives (with the exception of secondary cooperatives) in view of the current 
market situation and the given structures, as cooperatives have size disadvantages compared to wineries, for 
example. In addition, cooperatives are usually not able to react as quickly to changes in the market as wineries, 
which can buy wine flexibly on the market and thus react quickly in the event of a new grape variety trend, for 
example. Regional cost leadership is certainly possible for some small to medium-sized cooperatives (Richter & Hanf, 
2020). In general, cooperatives strive to optimise processes and costs in the various areas of processing, marketing, 
and distribution in order to remain competitive (Gerke, 2020). For example, mergers occur, often of cooperatives in 
the same region that have also worked closely together in the past (Gerke, 2020). Cooperatives as well as other wine 
producers also try to reduce their costs through cooperating on distribution. Two well-known examples in the wine 
industry are Weinland Baden GmbH, a sales cooperation of six Baden cooperatives for the national market, and 
WeinAllianz GmbH, which is an association of 14 member companies from different wine-growing regions and of 
different types (cooperatives and wine estates) with the aim of reducing costs through a joint sales force. Another 
example is the cooperation between two wine cooperatives from the Ahr (DAGERNOVA Weinmanufaktur Ahr Winzer 
eG and the Winzergenossenschaft Mayschoß-Altenahr e.G.) and the REWE West Group, which exclusively distributes 
the wine of the "Ahr²" brand (Weinwirtschaft, 2019). 

Alternatively, producers can choose the differentiation strategy. Here, a company tries to fulfill certain attributes 
based on the buying criteria of the target group in order to meet the needs of this target group (Porter, 2004). Thus, 
a higher price can be charged for the product. Differentiation can be based on the product itself (e.g., specific product 
quality attributes, brand ...), delivery system, service, marketing approach, or other factors (Porter, 2004). 

Product quality in general consists of a bundle of different quality attributes. These can be divided into search, 
experience and credence attributes (Böcker & Hanf, 2000; Darby & Karni, 1973; Nelson, 1970). In Western markets 
with high quality demands and an overall high-quality level, there is often more than one firm which is able to fulfil 
the respective credence attribute. Thus, it will be difficult or even impossible to differentiate from competitors with 
attributes such as vegan or organic properties and achieve a competitive advantage. 



What Does Brand Management Mean for Wine Cooperatives? 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

30                                                                                  International Journal of Co-operative Accounting and Management     

In the branding and retailing literature, there are authors using the term “points of parity” (Anderson et al., 2006; 
Keller & Brexendorf, 2016; Keller et al., 2002; Rintamäki et al., 2007), which correspond to some kind of “minimum 
requirements” that have to be fulfilled to be perceived by the consumer. In general, associations that consumers 
perceive, can be divided into “points of difference” and “points of parity”. Whereas “points of difference” represent 
attributes or benefits that consumers associate with a specific brand in a positive way, and which they believe they 
cannot find to the same extent in competitive brands, “points of parity” correspond to associations that are not 
necessarily unique to the specific brand but can also be found in competitive brands (Keller & Brexendorf, 2016). It 
is further mentioned that a frame of reference (e.g., other brands in the same category) has to be chosen in order 
to determine which points fall into which category. Once the frame of reference has been chosen, they suggest 
practitioners go through the points of parity that must be fulfilled in order to ensure consumers perceive the product 
as a “legitimate and credible player” within that frame of reference (Keller & Brexendorf, 2016).In this context, it 
becomes clear that wine producers can no longer differentiate by product quality characteristics such as flawless 
wine quality or taste. The technical possibilities in viticulture and cellar management make it possible to produce 
consistent and flawless wine quality even in large quantities. 

In the wine industry, unique sites and terroir are often seen as a way to differentiate. On 27 January 2021, the 10th 
amendment to the wine law came into force. The amended law provides the framework for a stronger focus on the 
origin of German wines. The new regulations are binding as of the 2026 vintage. The pertinent change in the wine 
law is: The closer the origin, the higher the quality claim. Many cooperatives have previously linked large vineyard 
areas with a brand character. Therefore, grape producers with larger vineyards or cooperatives view the narrowing 
to wines from specific sites critically (Süddeutsche Zeitung, 2019). The change shows that neither a flawless wine 
quality nor sites can be used by cooperatives for differentiation. Thus, successful differentiation can only be achieved 
through the establishment of brands. Brands are gaining importance in the wine industry (Beverland, 2004; 
Euromonitor, 2020). 

Existing brand concepts in the wine industry are tailored to different contexts, drinking occasions, life situations, and 
moods to appeal to the respective target groups. In general, brand concepts are divided into retail and producer 
brands (Ortner & Hanf, 2020). Both are used in the German wine market. 

The importance of the different distribution channels for wine in Germany has changed tremendously over the last 
20 years (Richter et al., 2021). The food retailer (discounters and supermarkets) has gained importance over this 
period (Deutsches Weininstitut, 2016; DWI, 2019; Hanf & Schweickert, 2003). Whereas the share of wines sold via 
supermarkets remained about the same, discounters gained in importance, rising from 40% to 50% of total sales in 
the same period of time (Richter et al., 2021). The direct marketing sales channel has lost importance in favour of 
the discounter sales channel. The share of wines sold via direct sales declined from 19% in 2000 to approximately 
11% in 2018 (Richter et al., 2021) (see Figure 1). Private label wines of Aldi and Lidl account for 29.9 % and 15.3 %, 
respectively, in terms of company share of German wine sales by volume (Euromonitor, 2020).  
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Figure 1: Sales channels for wine in Germany in 2000, 2010, 2014 and 2018 

 

 

 

German cooperatives market their wines mainly via discounters and supermarkets (see Hanf & Schweickert, 2014 ) 
and through speciality retail chains or via export. The on-trade channel and direct marketing are often important for 
cooperatives, especially for smaller cooperatives. 

The German still wine market is mainly dominated by private labels of food retailers (Aldi, Lidl, and Edeka), producer 
brands of the large wineries, and international wine brands (Euromonitor, 2020). In the sparkling wine market, 
German brands of large sparkling wine cellars, as well as foreign champagne brands, claim market shares for 
themselves (Euromonitor, 2020) An examination of brand shares in total sales in the German wine market shows 
that producer brands of German wine producers (except for brands of large wineries) do not have significant market 
shares (Euromonitor, 2020). 

An examination of the sales of selected branded wines in German food retail in 2017 shows a similar weighting of 
the players behind the respective brands (Engelhard, 2018). In addition to the domestic and foreign brands of large 
wineries, German cooperative brands are also listed (e.g., wines of secondary cooperatives from Baden and 
Württemberg or brands of German cooperatives such as Moselland eG or Deutsches Weinor eG) (Engelhard, 2018). 
In the ranking of the top 20 wine brands in German food retail (from 200 sqm excluding Aldi; based on data from 
the IRI retail panel), brands from international producers are also included alongside brands from German wine and 
sparkling wine producers (Engelhard, 2018). Wines from German cooperatives are ranked 9th (Rebsortenweine 
WZG; 4.18 million bottles), 17th (Moselland Akzente; 2.89 million bottles), 18th (Süss & Fruchtig WZG; 2.60 million 
bottles), and 19th (Deutsches Weintor Exklusiv Trocken; 2.55 million bottles) (Engelhard, 2018). With regard to the 
cultivation of about a quarter of the total German vineyard area (Deutscher Raiffeisenverband e.V., personal 
communication, June 9, 2020), it becomes clear that the importance of wine cooperatives in the German wine 
market is not reflected in terms of brand shares in food retail. 

Exclusive brands and private labels are increasingly used in food retail (Engelhard, 2018; Ortner & Hanf, 2020). In the 
case of an exclusive brand, a producer owns the right to the brand, but produces it exclusively for certain retailers 
and is only allowed to distribute it via these retailers. Retailers increasingly rely on private labels to avoid price 
comparisons with competitors (Engelhard, 2018). The wine quality of wines from a private label must be comparable 
to the wine quality of wines from producer brands in order to be accepted by customers. The following examples 
show that wine estates have been increasingly entering cooperation with food retailers, developing brands and 
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successfully placing them on the market for several years. These producers benefit from their good reputation as 
high-end producers. Due to the need to ensure specific quantities and qualities, wine estates are increasingly 
working with wine cooperatives directly or with other grape suppliers, some of which are leaving the cooperatives. 
This can lead to competition in terms of acreage for individual cooperatives. 

One example of an exclusive brand is Aldi's "Fritz Keller" line. Aldi set up an agreement with the  winemaker Fritz 
Keller from the Franz Keller/Schwarzer Adler wine estate in Baden, who works together with partners such as 
cooperatives to produce wine that is marketed exclusively through Aldi (Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, 2010). 
Another example of an exclusive brand is the "Van Volxem & Friends" Lidl project (launched in April 2020) (Wrann, 
2020). Here, a renowned winery offered discount wines in collaboration with Lidl. The features of the wines differed 
significantly from the rest of the wine estate's wines, which are sold through speciality retailers and restaurants. 
Other wine estates, such as winemakers Friedrich Wilhelm Becker and Andreas Spreitzer, were already working with 
Lidl (Wrann, 2020). The direct cooperation of food retail with wine producers is also visible in the example of the 
Robert Weil wine estate. In 2017, the Robert Weil wine estate signed an exclusive contract with Edeka for Germany-
wide distribution of the Robert Weil Junior brand (Edeka, 2020; Weinwirtschaft, 2017). The Leitz winery, which has 
been working with the discounter Aldi Süd since 2017, has grown significantly in recent years, expanding its vineyard 
area from 2.5 to 110 hectares (Bock, 2019; Rucht, 2019).  

Changes in the sales channels for wine as a product are increasing the importance of branded products (Ortner 
& Hanf, 2020). For example, there has been an increase in independent retailers (Edeka-Verbund, 2019; Rewe Group, 
2019). Independent retailers are entrepreneurs who independently manage stores as cooperative members of the 
Rewe Group and Edeka, which both are retail cooperatives with their own stores and stores led directly by 
cooperative members (so-called independent retailers). Independent retailers are interested in brand concepts. By 
customising the assortment and prices, these retailers can respond much more closely to the needs and wishes of 
their customers at their respective locations and thus increase sales. In terms of the overall concept, such retailers 
have a similar concept to the concept of speciality retail, as tasting options and advice are often offered in addition 
to high-quality furnishings and in-store concepts (Bitsch et al., 2020). Since these locations receive their products via 
direct deliveries and can sell larger quantities, this represents an attractive sales channel for wine estates. 

All in all, brands are gaining importance in the German wine market. Wine estates, in particular, have been working 
increasingly with food retailers for several years and must therefore ensure certain quantities and qualities. Private 
labels also continue to be an important part of the assortment of specialist retailers and food retailers. Wine 
cooperatives often provide wine for the retailer’s private labels. However, the importance of wine cooperatives in 
the German wine market is not reflected in terms of brand shares in food retail. 

Cooperative-specific challenges in brand management 

The general challenges for brand management are manifold. These include countering the interchangeability of the 
brand, the penetration of private labels, digitisation and the resulting increase in transparency, and the duration 
required for successful implementation (Burmann et al., 2018, p. 4). 

In addition to the general ones, there are cooperative-specific challenges in brand governance that arise from the 
distribution of property rights, the number of holders of property rights, the horizon problem, the free-rider 
problem, and the heterogeneity of members (Proschwitz & Hanf, 2015). 

Cooperatives can be distinguished from other forms of enterprises by their governance. This can create different 
challenges that have implications for brand management. These include problems arising from the distribution of 
property rights (Dilger, 2005; Fulton, 1995). In this context, it is important to distinguish between the allocation of 
property rights and the number of holders of property rights.  

In particular, problems arise in the case of cooperatives due to the allocation of property rights, since substantial 
investments must initially be made over several years (Fulton, 1995). Why should the members of a wine cooperative 
be committed to increasing the value of the firm through strategic investments if they do not benefit from these 
investments  (Frick, 2004)? In wine cooperatives, cooperative shares do not earn interest, i.e., upon exiting the 
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cooperative, members cannot sell their shares because there is no market for them but can only return them at par 
value. Insufficient specification of property rights consequently leads to a focus by grape producers on a short-term 
pay-out price for the grapes delivered to the wine cooperative, as well as to insufficient incentive design for strategic 
investments, so that these are not supported by the cooperative shareholders (Dilger, 2005). 

In addition to the allocation of property rights, the number of holders of property rights also plays a role. The larger 
the number of control rights holders, the more "diluted" are the property rights themselves (Frick, 2004; Picot, 1984). 
In an owner-operated wine estate, there is only one person (or a few people) who is in charge and would benefit  
from an increase in enterprise value. A cooperative, however, has many voting members who are also shareholders. 
The structure of property rights of wine cooperative members can therefore be said to be highly diluted (Fulton, 
1995). 

The horizon problem arises from the non-tradability of cooperative shares and leads to an interest in short-term 
goals (Cook, 1995). The horizon problem occurs when a member's residual claim on net income from an asset is 
shorter than the productive life of that asset (Cook, 1995). The horizon problem is mainly caused by existing age 
differences among members (Capitello & Agnoli, 2009; Hanf & Schweickert, 2014). For branding, a long-term 
approach is needed. Investments often show results only years after they were made. Transferred to the wine 
cooperative setting, this means that problems in brand management can occur if the grape producers (members of 
the cooperative) do not have successors, as long-term investments (such as in brand building) are more likely to no 
longer be made here. There is a high likelihood that older members, in particular, will no longer participate in the 
success of investment decisions during their remaining membership period (Dilger, 2005). This may lead to a strong 
member focus on maximising short-term pay-out prices for the grapes delivered to the wine cooperative. In 
particular, cooperatives with a high proportion of members in the final phase of membership can therefore hardly 
be expected to provide an impetus for strategic investments (Schramm & Taube, 2004). Especially in German wine 
cooperatives, members often have a high average age (often 50+ or 60+ years)2. 

In this context, the free-rider problem may arise in cooperatives (Cook, 1995). The free-rider problem refers to the 
situation in which a person receives the benefit of a good but does not pay for it. Since the Cooperative Act requires 
that all members be treated equally regardless of the length of their membership in the cooperative, in the context 
of branding it can be assumed that, for example, newly joining members will benefit from an investment in branding 
even if they have not contributed financially to the investment. Accordingly, new members receive the same pay-
out price for their grapes as long-time members. The problem here is that long-time members have given up returns 
in the course of brand investment, and so they should be granted a higher pay-out price (Frick, 2004). Since this is 
not possible in cooperatives, this also leads to an orientation towards maximising pay-out prices in the short term, 
as it is the only way to recoup the investments made. The pro-rata pay-out of any corporate profits generated to 
members, a basic provision in the Cooperatives Act, is made at the end of each fiscal year (Pennerstorfer & Weiss, 
2013). Accordingly, the free-rider problem causes an orientation towards short-term success, especially in 
cooperatives, and inhibits efforts to pursue long-term investment strategies for brand building. When short-term 
success is the focus of management or member interest, branding quickly degenerates into "tagging" and the brand's 
impact fizzles out (Burmann et al.,  2005). 

In agribusiness cooperatives, member heterogeneity is present in many cases and is often associated with negative 
effects on cooperative performance (Höhler & Kühl, 2018). Member heterogeneity can be divided into three 
different dimensions (Höhler & Kühl, 2018): (1) heterogeneity in member economies (e.g., size, distance), (2) 
member-specific heterogeneity (in terms of sociodemographic data, but also differences in time membership, risk 
tolerance, contract with the cooperative, degree of active participation and co-creation in the cooperative, and 
underlying motivation to become/be a cooperative member), and (3) product-specific heterogeneity (e.g., 
differences in product type or delivered product quality). The various dimensions of heterogeneity are thought to 
have implications for members' preferences and interests, which may negatively affect cooperative performance 
due to their influence in the overall organisation of the cooperative and distribution of income and disposition rights 
(Höhler & Kühl, 2018). 
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In wine cooperatives in particular, there are additional differences in the individual member economies, depending 
on whether viticulture is practised as a main or part-time occupation. There are a large number of part-time 
winegrowers in German wine cooperatives, especially in certain wine-growing regions such as Baden and 
Württemberg (Hanf & Schweickert, 2014). Depending on the form of gainful employment, different goals are 
pursued with viticulture. Part-time grape producers usually have other sources of income besides viticulture. 
Therefore, it can be assumed that part-time grape producers are not willing to change the grape varieties grown or 
existing production processes or to support cost-intensive investments that serve the long-term brand building. The 
interest in higher short-term pay-out prices prevails among part-time grape producers (Hanf & Schweickert, 2007). 
The fact that these problems, which are specific to cooperatives, also exist in Germany was shown, among others, 
by Proschwitz and Hanf (2015) and Richter and Hanf (2021b). 

Empirical study 

Design of the empirical study 

An explorative approach was chosen to examine the challenges to brand management specific to cooperatives 
empirically. In both exploratory surveys, the method used was expert interviews, which according to Mayer (2012) 
is a particular form of the guided interview. For this paper, the results of two studies were combined, both of which 
took place in Germany. In the first study from 2013 (April-June), managing directors and board chairmen of nine 
wine cooperatives of different sizes and from different wine-growing regions were interviewed. The focus was set 
on wine cooperatives with their own vinification facilities, that process the grapes of their members, produce wine 
and market the wine. The decisive factor for the choice of these interview partners was their management function, 
as these individuals are the ones responsible for strategic decisions taken in the cooperative. The main topics 
included in the interview guideline for this survey were the concept of the brand, brand management and investment 
issues.  

In the follow-up study from 2019 (July-September), 15 interviews were conducted with managing directors and 
board chairmen of wine cooperatives from various German wine-growing regions. These interviews focused on the 
competitive environment of German wine cooperatives, brand management, decision-making structures in 
cooperatives, and challenges related to investments.  

Both exploratory surveys were based on semi-structured interviews that were conducted via phone. The interview 
guideline for the survey of 2013 differed to the one from 2019. The participants were informed prior to the interview 
that the data would only be used anonymously. This was intended to help allow the interview partners to answer 
the questions as openly and unconstrainedly as possible. The interviews were recorded and transcribed. 

For the evaluation of the interviews, a qualitative content analysis according to Mayring (2010) was conducted. The 
analysis was based on inductive category formation. In the following section, the statements of the interview 
partners are indicated accordingly. I1-I9 corresponds to the interview partners from 2013. P01-P15 corresponds to 
the interview partners from 2019. 

Results 

Competitive environment for wine cooperatives in the German wine market and need for brand management 
An intensity of competition and high price pressure on the German wine market was highlighted by 12 out of 15 
managing directors (survey 2019). For example, person P07 said "Overall, of course, many producers from all over 
the world are pushing into the German market, which of course does not make it easy, i.e., the competition is very 
tough, and the pressure on the price, of course, too." Person P01 stated, "The wine market is slightly stagnant and 
very competitive." It was also mentioned by other interview partners that the high quantity of wine imports (14 to 
16 mhl wine each year) contributes to the high competition in the German wine market. These statements illustrate 
the competitive intensity which emphasises the need for brand management as a tool for product differentiation. 
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Brand understanding among wine cooperatives 
The term brand was presented differently by the interview partners. Basically, brands are understood in the sense 
that they serve as an orientation tool for consumers and brand loyalty plays a role in the purchase decision (P09). 
Here, "the image and the charisma of the brand" play an important role (P02). As the results from 2019 show, brands 
are divided into regional and national brands. Cooperatives often use so-called "brands of origin" (P01). Such brands 
are associated with a high distribution reach, liquidity, high communication pressure and advertising effort (P01). 
According to P01 there are brands of origin as well as concept brands rather than brands that lead to an emotional 
connection between the product and the consumer or to the establishment of consumer loyalty. Examples of 
concept brands are brands of large wineries or wine estates that can market their products throughout Germany via 
food retailers (as described earlier in Section 2.1). Concept brands are introduced to the market through a certain 
reach, which leads to consumers recognising the product when they see it on the shelf. Brands of competitors can 
provide orientation for brand development (P07). Here, however, one has to weigh up which trend one wants to "go 
with". One respondent also mentioned the use of different brand concepts to market the wines in different 
distribution channels (P07). One interview partner stated that the cooperative has a separate homepage for each 
brand to ensure a clear separation between the individual brands (P14). 

These results complement the results from 2013: Here, the recognisability of the brand (I5) and the necessary 
production volumes for branded products (I2) were mentioned as well. The term brand was also occasionally 
associated with emotions (I4) and mentioned as an orientation tool for consumers that offers reliability and creates 
trust (I6). The presented dimensions of brand understanding show that there are no uniform, but rather individual 
considerations that partly overlap.  

Challenges of brand management in wine cooperatives 

Based on the literature it could be derived that a tendency towards high average age and ambiguity in succession 
can influence brand management. More than two-thirds of the 2019 interviewees confirmed that the average age 
of cooperative members tends to be high, with members being 50+ or 60+ years old on average (e.g., P13). In 
addition, generational succession is a challenge for many cooperatives (P02, P06, P10, P11, P12). The reason given 
was that doing other jobs is often more attractive to the younger generation than working in the vineyard (P10, P11). 
According to person P11, succession depends, among other things, on the form of employment. In the case of full-
time grape producers, there is sometimes succession, but in the case of part-time producers there is not so much 
stability, because other jobs are more attractive. It is the task of cooperative members to make their own profession 
attractive for young people (P02). The results from the 2019 survey show that the high average age, as well as the 
unregulated succession, contribute to the horizon problem, as the older members will probably no longer be able to 
share in the success of the investment decisions. Through these issues, the time dimension necessary for brand 
management becomes visible. 

The results from 2013 and 2019 were consistent with regard to decision-making. Depending on the size of the 
investment and/or the importance of the decision for the strategic direction of the cooperative, the decision is made 
in different committees of the wine cooperative. However, the distribution of competencies between management, 
board of directors, supervisory board and general assembly differs in wine cooperatives. In some cases, the executive 
board/managing director has a strong responsibility for brand development and management, and the executive 
board and/or supervisory board are only involved in budget issues (I5, I6). Furthermore, there are also wine 
cooperatives where the supervisory board is also more involved in the decision-making processes (I3, I7, I8). The 
general assembly has a say in decisions above certain investment levels (these are defined in the statutes) or in 
fundamental decisions (e.g., new construction, demolition or sale of buildings). The results of both surveys show 
that the individual budget limits differ from cooperative to cooperative, often depending on their size. In general, it 
can be said that operational branding decisions are made by the executive board or managing director, in some cases 
in consultation with the board. However, budget limits are set for the most part, which determine the extent to 
which the individual bodies are integrated into the decision-making process. 

Decisions to invest in intangible goods are handled differently in the wine cooperatives depending on the individual 
bodies' budget limits and decision-making competencies. In general, respondents from 2013 and 2019 stated that 
tangible investments are often easier to implement than investments in intangible goods (I2, I7, I8, I9, P04, P06-P13, 
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P15). Members (grape producers) often find it easier to relate to investments in tangible assets (for example, if 
equipment for the cooperative wine cellar is needed such as tanks, a new bottling line etc.). However, it became 
clear in the 2019 results that there are differences among individual members in their attitudes towards intangible 
investments depending on other occupational activities, the size of the member economy and the understanding of 
the importance of marketing-related aspects (P13). It is essential to make members understand "that investments 
will always pay off in the long run" (P05). Members' understanding of investments in intangibles facilitates 
investment decisions and processes. In summary, members' attitudes and understanding of tangible investments 
tend to favour tangible investments. 

The continuity of brand management was examined in the complementary study in 2013. It is dependent on the 
decision-making processes already described in a wine cooperative. The results from the 2013 survey show that the 
consistency of the brand presence can be threatened by a change of office in the management and board (I4, I8). 
This is particularly due to the fact that different office holders also bring different ideas with them and want to 
implement them. A change of office also includes a change of board if the board is significantly involved in brand 
management (I4). The board should therefore last longer than three years (I3). In order to ensure continuity, a 
rotating election of board members is sometimes applied, i.e., only a part of the board is newly elected at upcoming 
elections (I7). Thus, in cooperatives, the continuity of brand management can be influenced by the board and its 
terms of office, whereby it should be mentioned that re-election is possible in principle. Since the boards are staffed 
with members, wrong decisions regarding brand management can also occur if the basic understanding of brand 
policy is missing (I7, I9). To avoid this problem, it is also possible to outsource the processes of brand building and 
brand management as far as possible (e.g., a marketing agency) (I5). 

In conclusion, the understanding of brands among the respondents has not developed much at the different survey 
times. The following challenges in brand management could be identified: a tendency towards a high average age 
of the members and the often unregulated succession, the graduated decision-making under the participation of 
different committees, the tendency towards investments in kind, and the threat to the continuity of brand 
management. These challenges can lead to the absence or delay of long-term investments, especially in intangible 
assets. 

Discussion and conclusion 
Brands are an important orientation aid for wine consumers and play an important role in the marketing of wine as 
a tool for differentiation. However, the position and presence of the brands of German wine cooperatives in the 
German wine market (see Section 2.1) has shown that hardly any German wine cooperative brands exist. A small 
number of the cooperatives implement brand management successfully. The majority of cooperatives have 
difficulties in brand management. Successful brand management is a challenge for them as it requires market 
orientation and target group-specific brand development, a sufficient budget for investment in brand management, 
a long-term time horizon, and continuity. Based on theory, five problem areas specific to cooperatives were 
identified: the distribution of property rights, the number of holders of property rights, the horizon problem, the 
free-rider problem, and member heterogeneity.  

The problem areas are reflected in the results of the empirical studies conducted in 2013 and 2019. Here, it became 
clear that cooperatives face branding challenges that are particularly caused and/or amplified by the principles and 
structures of cooperatives. Thus, the following challenges were identified: tendency of high average age and 
unregulated succession (horizon problem), graduated decision-making with the participation of different bodies 
(property rights, heterogeneity of members), tendency to invest in kind (property rights, heterogeneity of members) 
and threat to the continuity of brand management (property rights). 

It is therefore necessary for cooperatives to identify opportunities to regulate succession and to convince the 
younger generation to work as grape producers as a main or part-time business and to participate in the committees 
(board of directors, supervisory board). Overall, work must be done to increase cooperative members' brand 
awareness and their understanding of the need to invest in intangible assets. Information, training and education 
are key principles that can help to increase brand awareness and brand understanding. This can also be fostered 
through discussion sessions at member meetings or young winemaker projects. The problems specific to 
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cooperatives cannot be completely prevented, but they can be limited by certain measures. The clear allocation of 
decision-making authority and the avoidance of changes in managing directors or board members (e.g., continuity 
through rotating election of the board), which can cause major disturbances in brand management, can contribute 
to successful brand management.  

Cooperatives that have difficulties in branding can also form alliances with buyers (retailers) to establish premium 
retail brands. Existing examples (e.g., “Ahr2” wine as mentioned earlier) of premium private labels show that 
collaborations between wine producers (including wine cooperatives) and retailers offer another way to distribute 
wine exclusively. Here, cooperatives have the clear advantage over other producers that they can produce 
homogeneous wines in different quantities for cooperation with downstream companies. 

In addition to the possibilities mentioned so far, cooperatives can also associate cooperative values more strongly 
with the brands of their products and product worlds to appeal to consumers on an emotional level. Breuning and 
Doluschitz (2019) have shown that social values such as democracy, solidarity, transparency or sustainability can be 
found in cooperatives (Breuning & Doluschitz, 2019; Zukunftsinstitut, 2020). These values can also be found in 
German wine cooperatives. In principle, these societal values can be well combined with the cooperative idea and 
cooperative principles. There is potential for cooperatives to differentiate themselves through these societal values 
that match cooperative values (Breuning & Doluschitz, 2019). To achieve this, however, these values must be 
revitalised at the internal and external level of the cooperatives. In concrete terms, this means strengthening 
member loyalty and internal communication between members, management and committees. Furthermore, the 
values can be used externally for the stable positioning of the cooperative as a community enterprise and in external 
communication to achieve competitive advantages in the market (Ringle, 2013). To use this in the context of brand 
management, the corresponding values through which the members also feel represented in the cooperative can 
be collected and prioritised. Subsequently, these shared values can be brought to the fore and integrated into the 
brand identity. Due to a large number of members, cooperatives can use their members as so-called value 
ambassadors ("brand ambassadors"). This offers an opportunity to externalise the social values found in the wine 
cooperatives and bind consumers more emotionally to the cooperative. 

The importance of wine cooperatives in the German wine market is not reflected in terms of brand shares in food 
retail. This study contributes to the existing literature as it investigates the challenges of brand management in wine 
cooperatives, allowing it to derive implications for wine cooperatives. Such implications include fostering the brand 
awareness and understanding among members but also using societal values that match with the cooperative values 
in the context of emotional marketing and branding to establish an emotional connection to consumers. 

The qualitative research approach can be understood as a limitation of the study. Since only limited knowledge on 
the topic under investigation is available so far, an explorative approach was deliberately chosen and accordingly, 
two qualitative, non-representative studies were conducted in 2013 and 2019, the results of which complement 
each other. To cover a broad spectrum of perspectives, managing directors and executive boards of wine 
cooperatives of different sizes and regions were selected. In the context of further research, a quantitative approach 
can be used to verify the results elaborated. A cross-sectoral paper that examines the branding challenges of 
cooperatives in other sectors and compares them with the results of this paper can show to what extent the 
elaborated results are transferable to other sectors. 

Our study focused on wine cooperatives (producer cooperatives). However, it would also be interesting to take a 
closer look at retail cooperatives, such as the UK Wine Society in the United Kingdom or the REWE or Edeka group 
in Germany. This would help to understand whether retail cooperatives also face branding challenges. 

 

  



What Does Brand Management Mean for Wine Cooperatives? 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

38                                                                                  International Journal of Co-operative Accounting and Management     

References 
Ajates, R. (2020). An integrated conceptual framework for the study of agricultural cooperatives: from repolitisation 

to cooperative sustainability. Journal of Rural Studies, 78, 467–479. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrurstud.2020.06.019   

Anderson, J. C., Narus, J. A., & van Rossum, W. (2006). Customer Value Propositions in Business Markets. Harvard 
Business Review, 84(3). 

Bastos, W., & Levy, S. J. (2012). A history of the concept of branding: practice and theory. Journal of Historical 
Research in Marketing, 4(3), 347–368. https://doi.org/10.1108/17557501211252934 

Beverland, M. (2004). Uncovering “theories‐in‐use”: building luxury wine brands. European Journal of Marketing, 
38(3/4), 446–466. https://doi.org/10.1108/03090560410518648 

Beverland, M. (2005). Creating value for channel partners: the Cervena case. Journal of Business & Industrial 
Marketing, 20(3), 127–135. https://doi.org/10.1108/08858620510592740 

Beverland, M. (2007). Can cooperatives brand? Exploring the interplay between cooperative structure and sustained 
brand marketing success. Food Policy, 32(4), 480–495. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2006.10.004 

Bitsch, L., Volzer, E., Richter, B., & Hanf, J. H. (2020). Der selbstständige Einzelhandel - Ein neuer Vertriebskanal für 
Weingüter. Berichte Über Landwirtschaft-Zeitschrift Für Agrarpolitik Und Landwirtschaft, 98(1). Retrieved 
from https://buel.bmel.de/index.php/buel/article/view/252/458 

Bock, O. (2019, July 12). Weinelite beim Billigheimer. Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung. Retrieved from 
https://www.faz.net/aktuell/rhein-main/rheingauer-riesling-weinelite-im-discounter-regal-
16280824.html 

Böcker, A., & Hanf, C.‑H. (2000). Confidence lost and — partially — regained: consumer response to food scares. 
Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization, 43(4), 471–485. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-
2681(00)00131-1 

Breuning, S., & Doluschitz, R. (2019). Societal Values in Germany – an Aspect of Cooperative Management? 
International Journal of Co-Operative Accounting and Management, 2(1), 19. 
https://doi.org/10.36830/IJCAM.20192 

Burmann, C., Halaszovich, T. F., Piehler, R., & Schade, M. (2018). Identitätsbasierte Markenführung: Grundlagen - 
Strategie - Umsetzung - Controlling (3., vollständig überarbeitete Auflage). Lehrbuch. Wiesbaden: Springer 
Gabler. Retrieved from http://www.springer.com/  

Burmann, C., Meffert, H., & Koers, M. (2005). Stellenwert und Gegenstand des Markenmanagements. In H. Meffert, 
C. Burmann, & M. Koers (Eds.), Meffert-Marketing-Edition. Markenmanagement: Identitätsorientierte 
Markenführung und praktische Umsetzung (2nd ed.). Wiesbaden: Gabler. 

Capitello, R., & Agnoli, L. (2009). Development of strategic options for Italian wine cooperatives through a new 
membership integration pattern. 113th Seminar, September 3-6, 2009, Chania, Crete, Greece 57656, 
European Association of Agricultural Economists. Unknown. https://doi.org/10.22004/AG.ECON.57656 

Cook, M. L. (1995). The Future of U.S. Agricultural Cooperatives: A Neo‐Institutional Approach. American Journal of 
Agricultural Economics, 77(5), 1153–1159. https://doi.org/10.2307/1243338 

Darby, M. R., & Karni, E. (1973). Free Competition and the Optimal Amount of Fraud. Journal of Law and Economics, 
16(1), 67–88. 

Deutsches Weininstitut (2016). Deutscher Wein: Statistik 2016/2017. Struktur des deutschen Weinmarktes 2014 (in 
Mio. hl und Mrd. €).  

Deutsches Weininstitut (2019). Weinumsatz in Deutschland gestiegen. Pressemeldung. Retrieved from 
https://www.deutscheweine.de/presse/pressemeldungen/details/news/detail/News/weinumsatz-in-
deutschland-gestiegen-1/ 

Deutsches Weininstitut (2020). Deutscher Wein: Statistik 2019/2020. Retrieved from 
https://www.deutscheweine.de/fileadmin/user_upload/Statistik_2019-2020.pdf  

Dilger, A. (2005). Prinzipal-Agenten-Probleme im deutschen Weinbau. Zeitschrift Für Das Gesamte 
Genossenschaftswesen, 55(55), 179–189. 

Dressler, M. (2013). Innovation management of German wineries: from activity to capacity—an explorative multi-
case survey. Wine Economics and Policy, 2(1), 19–26. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wep.2013.05.002 

Dreßler, M. (2018). Verdrängungswettbewerb. Der Deutsche Weinbau. (21), 74–77. Retrieved from 
https://www.meininger.de/sites/default/files/2018_ddw21_74-77_ipad.pdf 



Barbara Richter, Linda Bitsch, Jon H. Hanf 

____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

International Journal of Co-operative Accounting and Management                                                                  39                

(2019). Weinumsatz in Deutschland gestiegen, Pressemitteilung 08.03.2019 [Press release]. Retrieved from 
https://www.deutscheweine.de/presse/pressemeldungen/details/news/detail/News/weinumsatz-in-
deutschland-gestiegen-1/ 

Edeka (2020). Robert Weil Junior Burgunder-Weine - exklusiv bei EDEKA. Retrieved from 
https://www.edeka.de/unsere-marken/eigenmarken-lebensmittel/edeka-weine/robert-weil-junior.jsp 

Edeka-Verbund (2019). Denken in Generationen: Finanzbericht 2018. Hamburg. Retrieved from 
https://verbund.edeka/verbund/unternehmen/daten-fakten/edeka_gesch%C3%A4ftsbericht-2018.pdf  

Engelhard, W. (2018). Markenweine. Einige neue Hoffnungsträger. Wein+Markt. (5), 36–40. 
Esch, F.‑R. (2018). Strategie und Technik der Markenführung (9., vollständig überarbeitete und erweiterte Auflage). 

München: Franz Vahlen.  
Euromonitor (2020). Passport Wine in Germany: August 2020.  
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung (2010, June 5). Der Keller von Aldi. Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung. Retrieved from 

https://www.faz.net/aktuell/gesellschaft/reiner-wein-der-keller-von-aldi-11424359.html 
Frick, B. (2004). Does Ownership Matter? Empirical Evidence from the German Wine Industry. Kyklos, 57(3), 357–

386. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0023-5962.2004.00258.x 
Fulton, M. (1995). The Future of Canadian Agricultural Cooperatives: A Property Rights Approach. American Journal 

of Agricultural Economics, 77(5), 1144–1152. https://doi.org/10.2307/1243337 
Gerke, C. (2020). Größe zählt (nicht): WGs-Strukturen. Weinwirtschaft. (14), 16-20. 
Hanf, J. H., & Schweickert, E. (2003, June 12). Co-operative Success by Forming a Strategic Member Group. Beitrag in 

Tagungsband. Vertical Markets and Cooperative Hirarchies: The Role of Cooperatives in the International 
Agri-Food Industry, Bad Herrenalb, Deutschland. 

Hanf, J. H., & Schweickert, E. (2007). Changes in the wine chain-Managerial challenges and threats for German wine 
co-ops: AAWE Working Paper No. 7. Retrieved from 
https://ageconsearch.umn.edu/record/37315/files/AAWE_WP07.pdf 

Hanf, J. H., & Schweickert, E. (2014). Cooperatives in the balance between retail and member interests: the 
challenges of the German cooperative sector. Journal of Wine Research, 25(1), 32–44. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09571264.2014.871122 

Höhler, J., & Kühl, R. (2018). Dimensions Of Member Heterogeneity In Cooperatives And Their Impact On 
Organization – A Literature Review. Annals of Public and Cooperative Economics, 89(4), 697–712. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/apce.12177 

International Co-operative Alliance (2021). What is a cooperative? | ICA. Retrieved from 
https://www.ica.coop/en/cooperatives/what-is-a-cooperative 

Karnes, K. C. (2021). What is Emotional Branding and How to Use it Effectively. Retrieved from 
https://clevertap.com/blog/emotional-branding/ 

Keller, K. L., & Brexendorf, T. O. (2016). Strategic Brand Management Process. In F.-R. Esch (Ed.), Handbuch 
Markenführung (pp. 1–22). Wiesbaden: Springer Fachmedien Wiesbaden. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
658-13361-0_8-1 

Keller, K. L., Sternthal, B., & Tybout, A. (2002). Three Questions You Need to Ask About Your Brand. Harvard Business 
Review, 80(9), 80–89. 

Mayer, H. O. (2012). Interview und schriftliche Befragung: Grundlagen und Methoden empirischer Sozialforschung 
(6th ed.). München: Oldenbourg.  

Mayring, P. (2010). Qualitative Inhaltsanalyse: Grundlagen und Techniken (11., aktualisierte und überarb. Aufl.). 
Studium Paedagogik. Weinheim: Beltz. Retrieved from http://www.content-
select.com/index.php?id=bib_view&ean=9783407291424  

Nelson, P. (1970). Information and Consumer Behavior. Journal of Political Economy, 78(2), 311–329. 
OeMv (2021). Importaciones de vino en Alemania 2005 - 2020.  
OIV (2020). State of the vitivinicultural sector in 2019. April 2020. Retrieved from 

http://www.oiv.int/js/lib/pdfjs/web/viewer.html?file=/public/medias/7256/oiv-state-of-the-
vitivinicultural-sector-in-2019.pdf 

Ortner, M., & Hanf, J. H. (2020). Marken-Macher: Handelsmarken bieten eine Möglichkeit für Weingüter, sich neue 
Absatzwege zu erschließen. Der Deutsche Weinbau. (3), 39–41. Retrieved from 
https://www.meininger.de/sites/default/files/2020_ddw03_39-41_ipad.pdf 



What Does Brand Management Mean for Wine Cooperatives? 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

40                                                                                  International Journal of Co-operative Accounting and Management     

Pennerstorfer, D., & Weiss, C. R. (2013). Product quality in the agri-food chain: do cooperatives offer high-quality 
wine? European Review of Agricultural Economics, 40(1), 143–162. https://doi.org/10.1093/erae/jbs008 

Picot, A. (1984). Verfügungsrechte und Wettbewerb als Determinanten des Verwaltungsbereichs von 
Organisationen. In E. Boettcher, P. Herder-Dorneich, & K.-E. Schenk (Eds.), Jahrbuch für Neue Politische 
Ökonomie (pp. 198–222). Tübingen: J.C.B. Mohr (Paul Siebeck). 

Porter, M. E. (2004). Competitive strategy: Techniques for analyzing industries and competitors (1. Free Press export 
ed.). New York: Free Press.  

Proschwitz, T., & Hanf, J. H. (2015, July 5). Barrieren der Markenführung bei Winzergenossenschaften. In 38th World 
Congress of Vine and Wine (Part 2) (p. 7003). Les Ulis, France: EDP Sciences. 
https://doi.org/10.1051/oivconf/201507003 

Rewe Group (2019). Kennzahlen 2018. Retrieved from https://www.rewe-group-
geschaeftsbericht.de/unternehmen/kennzahlen-2018/index.html 

Richter, B., Bitsch, L., Diemer-De Schepper, S., Schweickert, E., & Hanf, J. H. (2021). Strukturveränderungen in der 
Weinwirtschaft. Berichte über Landwirtschaft-Zeitschrift für Agrarpolitik und Landwirtschaft, 99(2), 1–29. 
https://doi.org/10.12767/buel.v99i2.362 

Richter, B., & Hanf, J. (2020). Competitive Strategies for Wine Cooperatives in the German Wine Industry. Wine 
Economics and Policy, 9(2), 83–98. https://doi.org/10.36253/web-8872 

Richter, B., & Hanf, J. H. (2021a). Cooperatives in the Wine Industry: Sustainable Management Practices and 
Digitalisation. Sustainability, 13(10), 5543. https://doi.org/10.3390/su13105543 

Richter, B., & Hanf, J. H. (2021b). Sustainability as “Value of Cooperatives”—Can (Wine) Cooperatives Use 
Sustainability as a Driver for a Brand Concept? Sustainability, 13(22), 12344. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/su132212344 

Ringle, G. (2013). Genossenschaftliche Werte und deren Nutzen. Zeitschrift Für Das Gesamte Genossenschaftswesen, 
63(2). https://doi.org/10.1515/zfgg-2013-0201 

Rintamäki, T., Kuusela, H., & Mitronen, L. (2007). Identifying competitive customer value propositions in retailing. 
Managing Service Quality: An International Journal, 17(6), 621–634. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/09604520710834975 

Rucht, D. (2019, November 15). Faszinosum Fridays for Future | APuZ. Bundeszentrale Für Politische Bildung. 
Retrieved from https://www.bpb.de/apuz/300410/faszinosum-fridays-for-future 

Schramm, M. [M.], & Taube, M. (2004). Private Ordering of Corrupt Transactions: The Case of Chinese Guanxi-
Networks and Their Challenge by a Formal Legal System. In J. Lambsdorff, M. Schramm, & M. Taube (Eds.), 
Corruption and the New Institutional Economics. London, New York. 

Süddeutsche Zeitung (2019, July 23). Neues Weingesetz soll mehr Klarheit auf die Flasche bringen. Retrieved from 
https://www.sueddeutsche.de/wirtschaft/ernaehrung-neues-weingesetz-soll-mehr-klarheit-auf-die-
flasche-bringen-dpa.urn-newsml-dpa-com-20090101-190723-99-171454 

Weinwirtschaft (2017). Weil startet rheinhessische Marke. Retrieved from 
https://www.meininger.de/de/weinwirtschaft/news/weil-startet-rheinhessische-marke 

Weinwirtschaft (2019). Erstes Gemeinschaftsprojekt. Retrieved from 
https://www.meininger.de/wein/produkte/erstes-gemeinschaftsprojekt 

Wrann, A. (2020). Discount-Ambitionen. Weinwirtschaft. (6), 20–21. 
Zukunftsinstitut (2020). Die Megatrend-Map. Retrieved from https://www.zukunftsinstitut.de/artikel/die-

megatrend-map/ 
 

Notes 
 

1 Wine cooperatives consist of members (grape producers) and different committees (general assembly, board, 
supervisory board, management). In Germany, there are wine cooperatives with and without their own vinification 
facilities. This means that some only have the function of bunding the grapes, whereas others bundle and process 
grapes into wine. Grape processing cooperatives often market the wine on their own via different distribution 
channels. 
2 This was revealed in many conversations held between the authors and the management of wine cooperatives in 
different German wine growing regions. 


