
Subject: Communication from the Commission to the Council and the 
European Parliament on the implementation of Directive 1998/6/EC of the European Parliament 
and of the Council of 16 February 1998 on consumer protection in the indication of prices of 
products offered to consumers 
 
 
Please find the opinion of the Hungarian inter ministerial expert working group for consumer protection 
and health on the questions drawn in the Communication from the Commission as follows. 
 
Ad Question A [Should the derogation in article 3(2) be maintained?]: 
 
Basically we would support option 3 (The decree transposing the directive into Hungarian 
law took full advantage of the possibility of the derogation). 

As for the second option we do not agree completely with the description of the problem, 
because article 5(1) creates the possibility only to derogate from the obligation of 
indicating the unit price whereas article 3(1) provides for the indication of both the selling 
price and the unit price. If article 3(2) was repealed, the selling price would have to be 
indicated in case of works of art and antiques. Article 5(1) provides for a narrower 
derogation because it concerns only the unit price. 

Ad Question B [For which products should there be an obligation to indicate the unit price?]:   
 
We would support option 3, the definition of the criteria seems to be the most feasible from 
a legal point of view. The elaboration of a list (positive or negative) might not cover the full 
range of products concerned, and cannot address the continuous technical development. 

Ad Question C [Should specific rules on advertising be maintained in this context?]: 
 
We propose to consider a third option, namely to keep article 3(4) in its present form. This 
would be a feasible solution with regard to Article 7 (5) and the fourth indent of Annex II of 
the directive 2005/29/EC. 

As for option 1 we express our concern whether the wide discretion is likely to constitute 
an excessive burden for the national competent authorities and whether it is foreseeable 
for the enterprises.  

Ad Question D [Should the derogation for small retail businesses become permanent? If so, 
should a European notion of small retail business be introduced? How should it be formulated?]: 
 
As the matter of fact, Hungary has not made use of the derogation contained in article 6. 
Despite of that, we won’t be against a possibility of derogation by small retail businesses, 
so article 6 could be further extended for a defined period, with a view to re-assessing in 
the future whether technical developments ease the burden faced by small retail 
businesses in order to indicate the unit price.  
 
Ad Question E [Should the minimum harmonisation clause be maintained?]: 
 
We would support option 2. If there is not conclusive evidence that full harmonisation is 
required, we would argue to keep the present system of minimum harmonisation, with 
regard to article 153(5) of the EC Treaty. 


