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Minutes 

 

Meeting of the European Union Ecolabelling Board 

[17-18 November 2021, virtual meeting] 

 

 

 

 

17 November 2021 

 

1. Adoption of the agenda and of the minutes of previous meeting 

 

There was one remark (on the participants’ list) received from Luxemburg on the minutes of 

the April meeting that is now documented in the minutes.  

The minutes of the April meeting as well as the Agenda for this meeting were adopted. 

 

2. List of points discussed 

 

Circular Economy policy updates - EC, DG ENV 

DG ENV gave a brief update of circular economy policy initiatives. Important elements were 

the following: 

- Revised Radio Equipment Directive (RED): The proposal for "common chargers", 

for the revised RED was adopted on 23 September 2021. The revision has achieved the 

goals and efforts of several decades to harmonise the various electronic devices that 

cause confusion among consumers and generate a significant amount of waste.  

- The key elements of the proposal are to: 

o Harmonise the charging port: USB-C will become the standard one for all 

smartphones, tablets, cameras, headphones, portable speakers and handheld 

videogame consoles; 

o Harmonise the fast charging technology; 

o Give consumers the possibility of choosing whether to purchase a new 

electronic device with or without a new charger (unbundle the sale of chargers 

from the sale of electronic devices); 

o Inform consumers about charging characteristics of the electronic devices. 

- The products concerned by these new requirements are mobile phones, tablets, digital 

cameras, headphones, headsets, hand-held video game consoles, and portable speakers. 

The broadening of the scope beyond mobile phones allows to further enhance the 

positive impacts of the requirements. 
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- This is an important initiative with a major impact on consumers' daily lives. It was one 

of the 35 actions in the Circular Economy Action Plan. Now the Commission proposal 

will undergo the procedure of co-legislation by Council and Parliament. 

 

- Revised Waste Shipments Regulation: The proposal for the revision of the Waste 

Shipment Regulation is expected to be adopted today. It has three main goals: 

o Ensuring that the EU does not export its waste to third countries. 

o Facilitating the re-use and recycling of waste shipped within the EU. 

o Instruments to combat illegal shipments of waste. 

Some of the elements of the proposal include: 

1. export of waste from the EU to third countries:  

• For countries that are not members of the OECD, exports of waste from the EU 

would be banned, except if a country officially requests to import non-

hazardous waste from the EU and demonstrates that it can treat it in a sound 

manner. If a country fulfils these conditions, it would be included in a list of 

countries authorised to import waste from the EU. Exports to countries that are 

not on this list would be not be allowed. 

• The Commission would monitor the levels of waste exports from the EU to 

OECD countries. If there is a surge in waste exports to one of these countries, 

which risks creating serious environmental or public health problems in that 

country, the Commission should seek information on the treatment of this waste 

with the country concerned. Ultimately, the Commission should suspend export 

of this waste if there is no guarantee that this treatment is sustainable. 

• EU exporting companies would have to carry out independent audits for their 

waste exports outside the EU. 

 

2. shipments of waste between EU Member States 

• A full digitalisation of all procedures governing the shipments of waste between 

EU Member States, which would become mandatory for waste that is subject to 

the “notification procedure” and for “green-listed” waste, with a two-year 

transition period to allow all actors involved to prepare for this shift;  

• New provisions to support the use of fast-track procedures for shipments of 

waste destined to recovery, when they are destined to facilities certified by the 

EU Member States (“pre-consented facilities”);  

• Harmonised classification of waste at the EU level, to help overcome the current 

fragmentation of the EU market, where a shipment of waste can be subject to 

different interpretations and procedures when crossing national, and sometimes 

even regional, borders in the EU; 

• New provisions making it possible to streamline at the EU level the calculation 

of financial guarantees that operators have to establish before shipping 

“notified” waste abroad; 

• New and stricter conditions for shipments of waste for incineration or 

landfilling, so that they are only authorised in limited and well-justified cases, 

as they are the least preferred options for the management of waste. 
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- The following product initiatives are likely to be adopted late this year/early next year; 

either together in a larger Circular Economy Package or separately but in the same 

timeframe: 

o Sustainable Products Initiative (SPI): work on the SPI impact assessment and 

bundling into a larger Circular Economy Package is ongoing. The results of the SPI 

impact assessment will help to tailor the provisions and clarify which are the best 

options.  

o Green Claims Initiative 

o Empowering consumers in the green transition: will also be included in the 

package, if appropriate. 

o EU Sustainable Textiles Strategy: likely to be adopted together with the Circular 

Economy Package. Refers to the whole textile sector and takes into account its 

actions. 

 

Overall, the Circular Economy updates and their (potential) implications for the EU Ecolabel 

were met with several questions. EUEB members (NO CB, BE CB and EEB/BEUC) shared 

their concerns for ensuring that under the Green Claims Initiative, Type I ecolabel such as the 

EU Ecolabel are in the future accepted at an equal level to PEF, leading to a loss of proliferation 

of trustworthy ecolabels. DG ENV explained that the process is still work in progress and no 

decision has been made, so that no new information can be added, but that the connection and 

articulation with PEF is being discussed. EEB/BEUC asked for more information on what role 

DG ENV sees for the EU Ecolabel in the context of the product initiatives presented, in 

particular in the framework of the Sustainable Textiles Strategy. It was moreover asked if the 

European Commission (EC) is developing a voluntary or mandatory label for textiles. DG ENV 

clarified that the EC is not proposing a new label under the Green Claims Initiative or the textile 

strategy. The EC is working, among other things, on the development of category rules for 

apparel and footwear. This will help to assess the environmental impact of products. GCI will 

establish what will be mandatory to make a green claim. At the moment there is no discussion 

about which label to use and how to communicate the claim, this remains in the hands of the 

producers. As the EU Ecolabel is a voluntary claim of environmental excellence, the revision 

of the EU Ecolabel criteria for textiles should be aligned with the PEF category rules for 

apparel. These processes go hand in hand and the category rules are expected to be ready in 

2023. DG ENV highlighted that the EC's aim is to strengthen coherence between the different 

instruments and not to put one against the other. A methodology developed and accepted by 

the industry conducted as public exercise in consultation with stakeholders can be aligned with 

the EU Ecolabel and reinforce each other. Work is still ongoing and some calculations are very 

technical. The PEF apparel group is currently conducting three consultations with stakeholders. 

The first round ended this autumn with more than a thousand contributions. 

 

Some EUEB members (BE CB and NO CB) raised further concerns regarding the PEF study 

and its relation to the EU Ecolabel. They remarked that the PEF study was not be intended to 

make statements about product subcategory impacts, covers too small of a scope and is not 

considered by EUEB members to be mature to be used for the EU Ecolabel and in relation to 

substantiated green claims. It was further questioned whether the EU Ecolabel should be 

waiting for the industry to come to a conclusion, as such common agreements have not led to 

satisfactory results in the past. DG ENV highlighted that the process set up with the Technical 

Secretariat for developing category rules is transparent and science-based and that it is not only 

about waiting for the industry agreement. The industry is leading the development of category 

rules with the participation of the EC. The process is open, in the Technical Secretariat there 

are members with voting rights and observers and the documents are available on the respective 
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wiki DG ENV webpage. In case of problems in getting access, DG ENV can be contacted.). 

DG ENV assured EUEB members that all of the shortcomings of the PEF method or aspects 

that are not yet addressed (such as microplastic release or recycled content) are being discussed 

and addressed to allow to have a more complete picture of the sustainability of products. DG 

ENV further emphasized that the method is still being fine-tuned and that one year of work is 

still ahead. EUEB members are invited to contact DG ENV for further bilateral discussions. 

JRC added that the degree of integration of the two tools must be taken into account within the 

discussion. JRC in fact added that the degree of integration of the tool is under discussion and 

that the interaction between PEFCRs and the EU Ecolabel does not necessarily mean full 

adoption of the PEF environmental impact categories as the only EUEL criteria. Instead, some 

of environmental impacts could be used in a broader method for defining EU Ecolabel criteria. 

The scope issue along with defining potential minimum requirements in terms of 

environmental impacts could be discussed as the next steps.  

 DG ENV concluded that the delay in starting some EU Ecolabel revision is needed to be able 

to put together all the pieces of the puzzle in a synergetic way. It is not possible to start two 

parallel processes that are not talking to each other on the same sector. 

 

The Chair invited to send written comments and proposed to put this discussion on the agenda 

of the next EUEB meeting (in March 2022). 

  

FSC further asked for updates regarding the time plan for the initiative on empowering 

consumers in the green transition. DG ENV explained that it is not yet decided whether the 

initiative will be bundled together in a package under the circular economy package or adopted 

separately. DG ENV highlighted that the content and coherence will be more important than a 

few months difference in the adoption. 

 

CSCP asked for updates on the Right to Repair initiative, in particular on how consumers can 

find out that a product can be repaired. DG ENV pointed out that the right to repair has three 

aspects: the reparability of products will be tackled though eco-design requirements in SPI (as 

horizontal or product specific requirements in implementing measures) Some of the aspects 

related to information on reparability and access to affordable repair services (e.g. better 

information at the point of sale, product lifetime, repair service) could be included in the 

empowering consumers in the green transition initiative. On the last aspect, consumers' right 

to repair, the EC is still discussing whether a single instrument or a mix of two separate 

instruments would be most appropriate (e.g. the circular electronic initiative can cover some 

aspects). 

 

Brief overview of the planning related to the current EU Ecolabel portfolio – EC, DG 

ENV  

  

DG ENV gave an overview of the EU Ecolabel portfolio and related actions planned and 

presented updates on the EU GPP Criteria.  

 

Some EUEB members (NO CB, BE CB, FR CB, EEB/BEUC and CEPE) shared their concerns 

regarding the creation of synergies with forthcoming product initiatives and the related need to 

postpone several criteria revisions (such as textiles, furniture, detergents, paints and varnishes), 

the integration of PEF in EU Ecolabel criteria development and the non-expansion of the EU 

Ecolabel portfolio. These EUEB members feared that the EU Ecolabel could lose its role as a 

frontrunner and trustworthy ecolabel if it waits for the other developments and if it was to be 

accepted at an equal level to PEF. EEB/BEUC, in line with FR CB intervention, called for the 
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need to timely revise criteria for detergents and to expand the EU Ecolabel product portfolio. 

CEPE asked how DG ENV was seeing the integration of PEF and EU Ecolabel, when EU 

Ecolabel is forbidding some substances that contribute to ensure the products’ performance. 

 

DG ENV emphasized the need for coherence and integration of parallel initiatives and 

instruments and that the EU Ecolabel team is investing a tremendous amount of resources to 

implement these synergies between different developments as effective as possible. There is a 

need and a commitment to respond to next year's product initiatives for the EU Ecolabel. The 

Ecolabel team is involved in developing, reviewing and discussing the drafts of these 

initiatives. DG ENV stressed that the expansion of the product groups (PGs) is also underway 

and good results are being achieved with the resources available. 

DG ENV further highlighted that it should be avoided that the EU Ecolabel criteria have to be 

stopped because overarching regulatory instruments have not been finalised. In some cases, 

this would inevitably require an extension of the EU Ecolabel criteria.  

DG ENV explained that for the time being the criteria for the absorbent hygiene products and 

the financial products are being revised/developed. Detergents are good candidates for a 

revision to start rather soon, but coherence with mandatory legislation – such as the revision of 

the Detergents Regulation should be ensured, so the revision of EU Ecolabel criteria cannot 

start immediately. Revision of paints may also start rather soon. With regard to the criteria for 

textiles, DG ENV informed that the SPI was being prepared as mentioned and that it would 

contain some implementing measures for textiles that will define eco-design criteria for 

textiles. These criteria will be developed based on the knowledge gained through the PEF 

working process and in synergy with the EU Ecolabel criteria that are being revised. This 

process is foreseen and therefore it cannot be forced to proceed in parallel with the revision of 

the EU Ecolabel criteria for textiles.  

 

EU Ecolabel criteria for financial products – state of the art and possible scope extension 

– EC, DG ENV, DG FISMA, JRC  

 

DG ENV gave a short update on the state of the art on the criteria for financial products.  

 

 DG ENV is working to strengthen the link between the EU Ecolabel criteria for retail 

financial products and the work on the EU taxonomy to ensure coherence.  

 It was decided to postpone the vote of EU Ecolabel criteria for retail financial products 

to wait for developments in the EU taxonomy regarding the sectors that were not 

included in the first Delegated Act (agriculture, forestry, nuclear and gas).  

 DG ENV explained that the work on ensuring coherence does not mean that aspects 

under the EU Taxonomy are simply adopted also in the EU Ecolabel criteria, it could 

also mean that the EU Ecolabel goes beyond requirements of the taxonomy. The scope 

for ambition and coherence will have to be determined once it is known what are the 

rules under the EU Taxonomy. This is also to ensure that the objectives of the initiatives 

are achieved. The main common goal is to send the right message for sustainability 

rather than confusing investors. 

 In the meantime, the current draft of EU Ecolabel criteria for retail financial products 

is still being refined based on the comments received. There is no clarity yet on the 

planning for next year, DG ENV will keep EUEB members informed. 

 

JRC presented the proposal to extend the scope of the EU criteria for financial products. The 

current scope covers the following products offered to retail investors: Undertakings for the 

Collective Investment of Transferable Securities (UCITS), Alternative Investment Funds 
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(AIFs), insurance products and deposit accounts. The proposal of the Commission is to expand 

the scope also to financial products offered to professional investors. The main consequence of 

the proposed expansion of the scope is the inclusion of professional AIFs. 

The proposal was overall received positively. There was support (from the ES CB, EFAMA 

and EBF) for the time alignment with the EU taxonomy regulation, even if this leads to 

delaying the development process for the EU Ecolabel criteria for retail financial products. At 

the same time, many EUEB members (EEB, BEUC, BetterFinance, EBF and DE CB) 

advocated for a high ambition of the EU Ecolabel which should go beyond the requirements of 

the EU Taxonomy. The ES CB and EFAMA added that an alignment with the EU Sustainable 

Finance Disclosure Regulation (SFDR) and the European Green Bond Standards would also 

be needed. EFAMA called for a better alignment with Article 8 Delegated Act in relation to 

criterion 2 on decarbonisation investment plans. This was echoed by the DE CB who added 

that it would also be necessary to wait until the Delegated Act for the environmental objectives 

3-6 of the EU Taxonomy are set to make sure that the EU Ecolabel will represent the “crème 

de la crème” of sustainable financial products. 

 

The AT CB and SE CB welcomed an extension of the scope to professional AIFs and asked 

for updates regarding the exclusion of nuclear energy, tobacco and weapons and whether any 

changes in the criteria were foreseen.  

 

Some EUEB members (EEB/BEUC and BetterFinance) raised concerns regarding the delays 

in the EU Ecolabel criteria process and the proposed expansion of the scope to professional 

AIFs. EEB/BEUC spoke in favour of moving ahead with the EU Ecolabel criteria for retail 

financial products by building on the first Delegated Act for the criterion 1 establishing the 

level of greenness and then setting a specific framework for exclusions. EEB/BEUC pointed 

to EU Ecolabel final documents from March 2021, which are clearly excluding fossil fuels and 

nuclear energy, thus questioning the added value of a further alignment of the EU Ecolabel 

with the EU Taxonomy. EEB/BEUC further questioned why professional investors would need 

to be explicitly brought into the scope of the EU Ecolabel as they can already informally use 

the EU Ecolabel on their own initiatives (or apply the EU taxonomy directly). EEB/BEUC and 

Better Finance expressed concern that by broadening the scope, consumer interests, which are 

different from professional interests, might not be adequately reflected in the criteria.  

 

DG FISMA clarified that the proposal for an extension to professional AIFs does not foresee 

to create a subcategory of criteria for professional investors, but that the criteria would remain 

unchanged and only the scope would be extended. Professional investors are not necessarily 

experts in environmental matters, therefore an extension of the scope could provide guidance 

to them and allow for an increased uptake of the EU Ecolabel, without the need to develop a 

specific label for professional investors. The Legal Services of the Commission confirmed the 

feasibility of the scope extension.  

 

The BE CB asked whether there will be an update of the technical background documents in 

the future to have a clearer view on how the parallel policy initiatives and developments interact 

and what their status is. JRC explained that informal exchanges with different Commission 

services were done and that no major changes are foreseen in the criteria so far. JRC asked CBs 

to focus on the scope expansion when providing written feedback on the proposal. 

 

DG ENV highlighted that a discussion on the criteria content cannot take place now as the EC 

has already given the opportunity for stakeholders to provide feedback. DG ENV explained 
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that as a next step, a new technical report will be finalised to underpin the final draft criteria. It 

will be sent out before voting, although the timing is not yet fixed. 

 

JRC asked all EUEB members to hand in their written comments on the scope expansion before 

15 December 2021. 

 

Final draft of EU Ecolabel criteria for Growing media and soil improvers – EC, JRC 

 

The JRC presented the final draft before the March vote of the revised EU Ecolabel criteria for 

growing media, soil improvers and mulch. The criteria revision was developed through a 

shortened procedure notably aiming to align with the revised Fertilizing Products Regulation 

(FPR).  

 

Main changes proposed include the following: 

- Scope and definition: aligned with FPR’s Product Function Categories (PFC) number 

3 (soil improvers) and 4 (growing media)– mulches are included under soil improvers. 

- General assessment and verification: 

o Harmonised horizontally with other EU Ecolabel PGs; 

o Confirmed the current sampling and testing requirements. 

- Components: 

o ‘Constituent’ substituted by ‘component’; 

o Exclusion of intentionally added peat; 

o Widened list of allowed organic components, including recycled/recovered 

materials (digestate and compost); 

o More flexibility to accommodate the dynamic nature of the list of admitted 

component materials under the FPR;  

- Energy consumption and CO2-emissions – mineral GM: Updates of calculation factors 

and legislative references; 

o Sources of mineral extraction:  

 Expansion to all excavation sites; 

 Harmonisation with recently published EU Ecolabel criteria for hard 

covering products; 

 Mineral growing media use and after use: Confirmation of current limits 

- Recycled/recovered and organic materials in growing media: 

o Confirmation of current limits; 

o Specific documents requested about recycled/recovered material used for 

mineral wool production; 

- Excluded and limited substances: 

o Heavy metals: mostly aligned with ECN-QAS (digestate and compost); 

o PAHs: limits confirmed; 

o SVHC and CLP Regulation: harmonised with recently published EUEL criteria 

for other product groups; 

o Microbiological criteria: aligned with FPR. 

- Fitness for use: 

o Alignment with FPR; 

o Increasing the ambition level in organic matter content for SI 

- GM features: electrical conductivity, sodium and chloride contents: 

o Confirmation of current limits; 
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o Deletion of requirement on pH 

- Provision of information: Alignment with FPR: CE-marked products 

- Information on the label: Easier verification with a high-resolution picture of packaging 

and label  

 

JRC asked EUEB members to provide written comments by 26 November 2021. The vote is 

planned for 11 March 2022.  

EEB/BEUC raised concerns on the wording for substances of very high concern (SVHC) that 

would seem to allow for an intentional use of SVHC for manufacturing of the products, 

provided that they are below a level of 0.1%. EEB/BEUC asked the JRC to investigate whether 

SVHC are really necessary and if they could be excluded further, following the strict limits for 

heavy metals, which were welcomed by EEB/BEUC. 

The JRC explained that the criterion text is aligned with the wording used for other EC 

decisions that were voted lately. JRC is just moving the focus from the final product to the 

ingoing substances as the 0.1% in the final wording refers to the incoming substance – the 

overall bulk of material will go below this 0.01% referred to the final product. JRC highlighted 

that this approach is complying with the REACH regulation, which states that producers shall 

report SVHC only if their concentration is above 0.1% (in wet weight). Therefore, producers 

of Growing media and Soil improvers can only refer to the incoming material used in their final 

product, if they do not want to perform analysis for all SVHC. 

EEB/BEUC advocated for higher ambitions on the threshold for collection and recycling of 

mineral growing media. Additionally, EEB/BEUC voiced concern regarding the dynamic 

approach to organic components, which in the future might lead to problems with accepting 

components which are environmentally harmful (e.g. components that originate from 

pyrolysis). 

About the recycling of mineral growing media, JRC explained that while they were not able to 

screen the entire market, feedback received form industry informed that many companies 

operate way below the 70% threshold for collection and recycling, so a 70% threshold was 

already ambitious. 

EEB/BEUC further highlighted that it would be dangerous if for components materials, 

pyrolysis and gasification products would be included automatically if FPR includes them, as 

this would lead to a loss of exclusivity of EU Ecolabel products. 

JRC explained that the aim of opening the criteria to any other organic material that are 

addresses by FPR was to increase the circularity of materials, but understand the danger of this 

opening up to some unwanted materials and will further investigate this point.  

EEB/BEUC further raised concerns regarding the high foreseen number of microbiological 

tests, which would add an enormous financial burden to licence holders (LHs) and is not 

necessary keeping in mind that compost is not a food product. JRC agreed that a different 

approach should be probably used, but stated that there is currently no other reference of 

specific testing frequencies for growing media and soil improvers. A technical group is 

currently studying the matter. JRC thus asked all EUEB members to send them any reference 

for scientifically appropriate testing frequency for growing media and soil improvers to make 

sure that the product is safe. Additionally, JRC stressed that this is one of the many challenges 

that must be faced when criteria are reviewed and at the same time the reference Regulation is 
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also under revision/implementation. This is the case of the Fertilising Product Regulation, 

which will be amended on 16 July 2022. 

The FR CB advocated for an extension of criterion 3 also to soil improvers (not just growing 

media) and for raising the minimal value of organic component in this criterion. 

JRC clarified that soil improvers were not included, because they are addressed in criterion 5.3 

and pointed out that in the list of admitted organic material, mostly recovered and recycled 

material is included (only one component category is fresh material). 

The FR CB recommended lowering the limit for Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs), 

in criterion 4.2, because the EU Ecolabel must go beyond the FPR regulation. 

JRC explained that setting a limit for PAHs is challenging, because these contaminants do not 

depend on the product itself, but from contamination of soil, water and air. JRC asked the FR 

CB to send them the reference about concerns of including PAHs, so that the JRC can consider 

it for revision.  

The FR CB further disagreed with the 15% threshold of organic matter under criterion 5.3, 

because it seems too low. JRC highlighted that used percentages consider the characteristics of 

compost and digestate that we want to include as materials in growing media and soil improvers 

awarded with EUEL. 

JRC asked EUEB members to provide further comments and references in writing until 26 

November 2021. 

Progress update on the revision of EU Ecolabel criteria for Absorbent Hygiene Products 

– EC, JRC 

JRC provided a progress update on the revision of the EU Ecolabel criteria for Absorbent 

Hygiene Products (AHPs). Due to the delay in the starting of the underpinning PEF studies and 

the need to perform an additional one on menstrual cups, a new timeline for the revision was 

presented. The criteria revision process started in December 2020. The vote is foreseen for 

March 2023; thus, the current criteria, expiring in December 2022 will need to be prolonged 

until the end of 2023. The final draft of the revised criteria will be presented at the November 

2022 EUEB and linked to a final open consultation. General changes that are foreseen in the 

proposal include the expansion of the scope to reusable menstrual cups, the increase of the 

level of ambition for manufacturing of fluff pulp and man-made cellulose fibres, new 

requirements for hazardous substances, the inclusion of a new criterion on packaging and the 

restructuring of the order/grouping of the criteria. 

EUEB members were asked to provide their feedback especially on 

- (1) the application of a 5% product weight threshold for compliance with criteria 2, 3, 

4 and 5;  

- (2) the possibility to include recycled fibres in AHPs (criteria 2 and 3);  

- (3) the proposal to restrict hazardous substances at lower concentrations than what 

proposed in TR1;  

- (4) the proposal for a new criterion on packaging (including requirements on 

recyclability) and  
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- (5) the inclusion of Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) requirements with regards 

to Labour Aspects in criterion 11.  

Overall, the presentation was received with mixed reactions. FR CB, EEB/BEUC and DK CB 

were in favour of excluding fragrances and lotions from AHPs. At the same time, concern was 

raised by IFRA, asking the EUEB to reconsider their decision, pointing to the important role 

that fragrances play for consumers of AHPs in masking bad odours, while already complying 

with strict regulatory requirements related to REACH, which allow for a safe use of fragrances 

in AHPs. 

The question (5) on whether to keep CSR requirements with regards to Labour Aspects in 

criterion 11 was commented by EEB/BEUC, DK CB, NL CB, DE CB and PT CB, explaining 

the need to keep this criterion. At the same time, the DK CB expressed the desire for a 

discussion on how compliance should be documented. The PT CB pointed to the guidance 

provided by the OECD Guidelines for Multinational Enterprises for the implementation of 

responsible business conduct and a sustainability strategy. The DE CB added that the EU 

Ecolabel should either exclude social aspects overall or establish a very ambitious CSR 

criterion. The DE CB pointed out that the CSR criteria included in the EU Ecolabel for Textile 

products should not simply be copied as they are not up to the latest standard.  

The FR CB raised concerns about the inclusion of recycled fibres (criteria 2 and 3) (question 

(2)) for primary packaging or the product itself due to concerns about traceability and risk of 

contamination. The FR CB was not in favour of a derogation for the use of nano-TiO2 and 

agreed with setting a 0% threshold for substances that meet the criteria for CMRs or SVHCs 

(currently at 0.1%) (question (3)). 

EEB/BEUC asked whether other ecolabels have a product weight threshold (as proposed for 

compliance with EU Ecolabel criteria 2, 3, 4 and 5) to better understand the feasibility of the 

proposal (question (1)) and asked for a confirmation that restrictions on hazardous chemicals 

would apply to all materials composing an AHP. JRC explained that they are not aware of what 

other labels do, but that they will check and that the weight threshold will not be valid for 

hazardous chemicals. EEB/BEUC supported the concerns voiced by FR CB on the inclusion 

of recycled fibres (criterion 2 and 3) (question (2)) and suggested to carefully consider this 

criterion due to concerns about the potential migration of hazardous substances, even from 

layers that are not directly in contact with the body of the product. EEB/BEUC very much 

favoured the introduction of recyclability requirements for packaging (question (4)) to also 

ensure consistency of the EU Ecolabel criteria with broader provisions, i.e. in the EU’s Circular 

Economy Action Plan (CEAP) and Packaging and Packaging Waste Directive. With regards to 

the requirements on hazardous substances (question (3)), EEB/BEUC suggested to consider 

the experience of Nordic Swan, which sets a full exclusion of SVHCs and further hazardous 

chemicals. EEB/BEUC expressed concerns that the currently proposed wording of the criteria 

allows for intentional use of hazardous substances while they should be excluded completely. 

Manufacturers should know whether or not their substances qualify for the criteria and, in case 

of non-classification, refrain from using them instead of calculating whether the minimum use 

level of 0.1% is reached. EEB/BEUC pointed out that if the current wording, which explicitly 

allows the use of hazardous chemicals, were to be maintained, consumer organisations would 

not be able to promote EU Ecolabel products. EEB/BEUC advocated for the introduction of 

tests for problematic chemicals that remain as impurities from the manufacturing process. 

EEB/BEUC suggested to build on the experiences of Blue Angel, which has introduced such 
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safety requirements and to add dioxins and glyphosate to the test. EEB/BEUC advocated for 

the EU Ecolabel to introduce a precautionary approach inspected from the REACH process. 

EEB/BEUC underlined that NGOs are very much in favour of promoting textile alternatives to 

absorbent hygiene products (such as nappies), but that current criteria explicitly exclude textiles 

from the scope, while the EU Ecolabel criteria for textile products will not be extended soon, 

due to the delays in the revision process. In order not to lose the market opportunity for such 

products, EEB/BEUC thus suggests that the EU Ecolabel already communicates to 

manufacturers that they can apply for the EU Ecolabel and integrate the criteria that are 

relevant.  

The DK CB in regards to the revised scope and the inclusion of incontinence products 

depending on their CE marking stated that there are very few incontinence products that are 

not CE marked. Thus, while it is important to design the scope as broad as possible, it is also 

important not to misguide producers to think that incontinence products are included in the 

scope. With regards to the product weight threshold for compliance with criteria 2, 3, 4 and 5 

(question (1)), the DK CB suggested that this should not be 5% for all materials and that all 

plastic components as a whole should be considered instead of individual components. The DK 

CB pointed to the Nordic Swan requirements where the limit is set at 1%, which in some cases 

is considered quite high, highlighting the difficulties in setting a percentage. The DK CB agreed 

with the opinion expressed by EEB/BEUC on the need to set different requirements with 

regards to restrictions on hazardous substances (question (3)) and suggested to follow the 

example of Nordic Swan which sets requirements for ingoing substances, allowing for easier 

verification by CBs and better understandability for producers. The DK CB supported the 

introduction of recyclability requirements for packaging (question (4)) (as long as no safety 

concerns arise), pointing to the positive experience with such requirements in Nordic Swan 

(also for recycled plastic). The DK CB added that they had a license for reusable textile diapers 

and does not see any reason for why such a product cannot be included in the current EU 

Ecolabel criteria for Textile products. 

The NL CB supported the opinions expressed by the DK CB with regards to a product weight 

threshold for compliance with criteria 2, 3, 4 and 5 (question (1)), which they considered much 

too high (at the suggested 5%). The NL CB pointed to the staggered approach to threshold 

taken by Nordic Swan. Even though having no experience with the PG, the NL CB generally 

favoured the introduction of recyclability requirements for packaging (question (4)) (as long as 

health safety concerns are considered). The NL CB principally supported restricting hazardous 

substances at lower concentrations the lowering thresholds for hazardous substances (question 

(3)).  

The DE CB agreed with the DK and NL CB on their support for lowering product weight 

threshold for compliance with criteria 2, 3, 4 and 5 (question (1)). The DE CB very much 

favoured the inclusion of recycled fibres (criteria 2 and 3) (question (2)) and pointed to the 

producer’s responsibilities of making sure that no trace substances go into the body. The DE 

CB added that even though they had agreed to the 70% threshold for fibre material from SFM 

certified fibres, they would advocate for a 100% requirement to achieve the highest possible 

percentage of certified material in practice. The DE CB agreed with the DK and NL CB on 

setting lower restriction limits for hazardous substances (question (3)) (as done by the Blue 

Angel) to also cover trace substances. The DE CB highlighted that they already have products 

on the market that include recycled material in the packaging and that producers have to prove 

that no hazardous content can migrate to the product.  
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The PT CB agreed with the opinion of other CBs that there should not be a fixed percentage 

weight threshold (question (1)) for all types of materials, but suggest to instead investigate the 

weight average for each product and analyse market data on the presence of these materials. 

With regards to the new criterion on packaging (question (4)), the PT CB advocated the EU 

Ecolabel to guide the market as a label of excellence and aim for a high percentage of recycled 

content.  

CEFIC inquired about the scientific reasoning behind the decision to exclude low- and high-

molecular-weight phthalates with a no limit threshold. CEFIC pointed to ECHA, which in 2013 

investigated two high-molecular weight phthalates and 2018 another one and concluded that 

there were no concerns. JRC explained that the Technical Report contains a section on 

phthalates, including information on some phthalates that are investigated for endocrine 

disrupting properties and on phthalates that are listed in the Annex14 of REACH (authorization 

list). JRC pointed out that there are many exclusion lists that include phthalates because of their 

environmental concerns and that the European Chemical Strategy for Sustainability suggests 

to address chemicals by family or groups. As the Nordic Swan also excludes phthalates as a 

family and as it is difficult to differentiate low- from high-molecular-weight phthalates, so 

JRC’s chose to exclude them as a whole. JRC added that a derogation request can be submitted 

in case the current criteria exclude any fundamental substance. 

JRC summarized that: 

- On (1), the 5% was not an actual proposal, and that it will be further investigated 

whether including an exception would be reasonable and at what level. 

- On (2) the EUEB members’ opinion signalled that it is rather difficult to include a 

requirement for the use of recycled fibres, but that this aspect could potentially be 

formulated more openly.  

- On (3), the answers from stakeholders during the 1st AHWG actually related to criterion 

6.3. a (list of excluded substances, which are excluded at a 0% level) and that 

stakeholders were explaining that an application of a 0% limit was impossible from a 

verification point of view, so that JRC was worried to apply the same level to CMRS 

and SVHs. JRC suggested that a compromise could be found by lowering the threshold, 

but still allowing for impurities. JRC will look at the different requirements set by the 

Nordic Swan. 

- On (4), JRC concluded that there was a clear position in favour of recyclability 

requirements for packaging, but that further assessment is needed on the amount of 

recyclable content to avoid any health concerns. 

- On (5) the decision was rather clear and in favour of keeping the CSR criterion. JRC 

asked EUEUB members to send any documents that could support the reasoning (such 

as the OECD Guidelines).  

 

- With regards to the scope and alternative textile products, JRC pointed out that SPI 

implementing measures for Textiles are expected for 2023, which would collide with 

the expected date adoption of the EU Ecolabel criteria for AHPs. Thus, JRC considers 

it to be difficult to now include textiles under the AHP criteria, because JRC would 

have to borrow from the current EU Ecolabel criteria for Textile Products, which are 

already quite old and that need to be revised. 

JRC asked all EUEB members to hand in their written comments before 1 December 2021.  
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Potential amendment of EU Ecolabel criteria for Tourist accommodations and Cleaning 

Services due to the changes in energy classes of appliances – EC, JRC 

JRC has been asked to analyse the possibility for a potential amendment of the EU Ecolabel 

criteria for Tourist Accommodations (TAS) and Cleaning Services (ICS) due to the changes in 

energy classes of appliances under the Energy Label. Both criteria include requirements for 

energy classes of the appliances used. However, while the products evolve with time to higher 

energy ratings and Regulations change (such as the EU energy labelling and ecodesign 

legislation), the EU Ecolabel criteria do not. The EU Ecolabel criteria for electronic displays 

(ED) thus currently takes a dynamic approach, which conditionally requires that EUEL 

products have an energy performance label that is in one of the top two energy classes that are 

“populated” (i.e. with products). JRC pointed to the problem that sometimes distribution of 

products in energy classes might be irregular, leading to issues with the applicability of the 

dynamic approach, as illustrated in the image below.  

 

JRC proposed to apply the dynamic “top 2 populated energy classes rule” also to ICS and TAS, 

instead of trying to translate energy classes in the old EU energy labelling and ecodesign 

legislation into equivalent classes in the new legislation (e.g. “old A++ -> new C”), because 

often the underlying methodology changes between Regulations. However, JRC also 

highlighted that the EU Product Registration Database for Energy Labelling (EPREL) is not 

yet publicly available, making it impossible to cross-referencing EPREL in the criteria text. 

JRC asked EUEB members for their opinion on how to exactly apply the dynamic solution, on 

their understanding of the current wording on the dynamic approach within the EU Ecolabel 

criteria for EDs and on whether they would support a similar dynamic approach for ICS and 

TAS. 

The PT CB and EEB/BEUC supported the proposal to adopt a dynamic approach for appliances 

in the criteria for ICS and TAS. The IT CB, as a CB with many ICS licenses, stressed the need 

for a prompt clarification of the changes on energy labelling in the ICS criteria.  

With regards to the somewhat ambiguous wording in the criteria for ED, the BE CB informed 

that they supported JRC in the drafting of the criteria text and that data on ED from Belgium 

had been used as a basis for the dynamic approach due to a lack of data on ED in the EPREL 

database. The BE CB will contact JRC bilaterally with further information on this aspect. JRC 

pointed out that in the case of EDs, there may not have been enough data on the energy labelling 

of different models with different screen sizes and resolutions, which could have led to the 

difficulties in the wording. The Energy Labelling Directive is very sensitive to screen size and 

resolution, but this would be less relevant for appliances such as washing machines, ovens, etc. 

EEB/BEUC added that the Green Key is currently looking into the same questions regarding 

energy labelling within their TAS criteria and that EEB/BEUC recommended them to apply a 
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dynamic approach aiming at the two top classes that are populated within the EPREL database. 

EEB/BEUC further pointed to article 6 of the Energy Efficiency Directive which requests 

public authorities to buy appliances which belong to the highest energy efficiency class 

possible.  

EFCI inquired further information on the situation for industrial washing machines as these 

were mostly used by indoor cleaning services. The EC stated that at the moment there are no 

plans for a full revision of the criteria for ICS, but asked EFCI to provide further input on the 

issue for a further potential investigation. EFCI will collect and provide input from members 

on their experiences and suggestions to apply a dynamic approach potentially also to other 

criteria (e.g. micro-fibres), to reflect changes on the appliances market. 

JRC summarized that in the absence of the publicly available EPREL, implementation of a 

dynamic approach will be difficult, as preferably, EU Ecolabel criteria should refer to EU data 

and a reference to EPREL would allow for a smooth management of transitional periods 

between Regulations.  

The EC clarified that they were contacted with concern regarding the references to energy 

labelling within the TAS and ICS criteria by several CBs. The EC pointed out that it is only 

possible to apply to old energy labelling system until the end of 2021, so that the current criteria 

mentioning the old energy classes will not be applicable anymore afterwards, making a prompt 

corrigendum of the criteria necessary. At the same time, a new approach is needed to match 

the reality of the market, leading to the suggestion to apply the dynamic approach. The EC 

concluded that while the issue with applying a dynamic approach in the absence of a publicly 

available EPREL will be further discussed at CB Forum level, input from the EUEB on how to 

handle the matter is needed and welcome. EUEB members were asked to provide further 

written information and feedback on the issue to the European Commission. 

Presentation of EUCLEF database – ECHA 

A representative of the European Chemicals Agency (ECHA) presented the EUCLEF (EU 

Chemical Legislation Finder). EUCLEF is a search engine for regulatory information on 

chemicals enabling companies, especially SMEs, to find out how their substances are being 

regulated in the EU and what legal obligations they have. Currently, 56 pieces of legislation 

are covered by EUCLEF, from which the following are under ECHA’s remit: REACH, CLP, 

BPR, PIC, POPs and WFD. EUCLEF also offers a dedicated helpdesk service. ECHA is 

implementing the delegated task of EUCLEF per mandate of the EC (DG GROW) through a 

Contribution Agreement (EUCLEF is funded by COSME). A strategic assessment was recently 

carried out to develop recommendations for the further scope, operation and communication 

activities of EUCLEF. The next Contribution Agreement is to be set for 2022-2026. Under the 

EU Chemicals Strategy for Sustainability, a future EU open data platform might be developed 

leading to new avenues to be explored also for EUCLEF. There is also ongoing discussion 

about the possibility of EUCLEF being taken as a model for the planned health-based limit 

value repository. 

The DK CB welcomed the database as a useful tool and inquired whether EUCLEF also 

features information on a deeper level of information – reflecting potentially different 

https://echa.europa.eu/legislation-finder
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requirements within different EU Ecolabel product groups, e.g. requirements for formaldehyde 

used as a finisher in textile vs. in furniture products.  

ECHA explained that EUCLEF usually only looks at the substance per se and then, if a specific 

form is mentioned, refers to the form that is most frequently specified in the substance list of 

the Regulation or the Directive. So, if a legislation is covered under scope of EUCLEF, and the 

legislation mentions further details on the described level, the information should be included 

within the database.  

Issues with the re-classification of preservatives in EU Ecolabel paints and varnished – 

Nordic Swan, CEPE 

A representative of the Nordic Swan presented the issue regarding the conservation of indoor 

paints and varnishes due to the re-classification of biocides and stringency of EU Ecolabel 

criteria forbidding the use of classified preservatives. The reduction of volatile organic 

compounds in paints and varnished has been a key issue of EU environmental regulations for 

the last decades. In order to maintain this, the safe preservation of water-based products must 

be secured in the future. However, as a consequence of previous and ongoing regulation, 

potential options for in-can preservation of water-based coatings in general are narrowed. 

CMIT:MIT, MIT and OIT (from 1st of March 2022) are now classified as H317 with a low 

concentration threshold, leading to problems with finding suitable substitute preservatives. 

Consultations with license holders from Sweden and Finland revealed that in the future, license 

holders may opt out of the EU Ecolabel when they see that the criteria have a negative impact 

on the product's quality (in this case contaminated paint). Licence holders have also expressed 

the opinion that the more similar the Nordic Swan and EU Ecolabel criteria are, the better, as 

often both labels are desired for the same product. The Nordic Swan therefore proposed to 

harmonise the EU Ecolabel with the Nordic Swan criteria and proposed the following 

amendments: 

 Setting the limit for isothiazolinones to 600 ppm instead of 500 ppm. As more BIT 

might be needed to compensate the phasing-out of MIT 

 Setting the limit for the total amount of preservatives 900 ppm instead of 600 ppm. As 

more preservatives is needed, because they are in general less effective than 

combinations with MIT. 

 Setting the limit forfree formaldehyde content to 25 ppm instead of 10 ppm. This 

derogation only applies when Bronopol is used for in-can preservation. As it is known 

that it can release formaldehyde under certain conditions. 

A representative from the European Council of the Paint, Printing Ink and Artists‘ Colours 

Industry (CEPE), followed-up, highlighting that, while their members from the Nordic 

countries supported the suggestions presented by the Nordic Swan, they had not collected 

enough feedback from their members located in Southern Europe where higher temperatures 

might require different adjusted ppm levels. CEPE further pointed to further regulatory changes 

regarding BIT that are expected for the coming weeks.  

CEPE then complemented with regards to the use of biocide preservatives in paint. Paint needs 

in-can preservatives for the ‘wet-stage’ and outdoor paints also need dry-film preservation, 

making biocide preservatives essential for paint production. However, biocides are designed to 
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control microorganisms. Hence, they are often classified with criteria that are not acceptable 

under the EU ecolabel scheme. These biocides are strictly regulated under the Biocide Product 

Regulation (BPR). If approved under the BPR, following a stringent life cycle assessment (i.e. 

including in paint), they are considered safe for use for both human health and the environment. 

When biocides are reclassified, the EUEB is repeatedly asked to consider derogations. Such 

requests for derogations result from the adverse classification and the constant evolution of 

biocides. However, the adverse classification indicates a hazard, not a risk. The risk is 

adequately assessed under the BPR under very strict conditions for the whole life cycle. CEPE 

therefore proposed that in-can and dry-film biocides approved under the BPR should be 

accepted under the EU Ecolabel criteria regardless of their classification.  

The Chair CBs highlighted that CBs should check with their license holders how difficult it 

actually is for them to apply the criteria, pointing to the example of the Netherlands, where 

recently two license holders had undertaken measures to adapt their formula in order to meet 

the criteria. 

The NO CB pointed out that the topic was already shortly discussed at the April 2021 EUEB 

meeting, where the NO CB had asked JRC to investigate whether there are possibilities for the 

industry to find preservatives that would fulfil the proposed EU Ecolabel criteria for paints and 

varnishes. The NO CB would support further investigation of the issue by JRC before a 

decision can be made. 

The Chair suggested that CBs and CEPE should provide data to the JRC for further 

investigation. CEPE and the Nordic Swan agreed to liaise with biocide producers and provide 

as much data/information as possible.  

The Chair asked EUEB members to provide written feedback on the issues to EC within two  

weeks (subsequently postponed to 10 December). Especially CBs were asked to get in touch 

with their LHs and investigate how difficult it is for them to adapt.  

 

18 November 2021 

 

Overview of strategic actions from the EC – EC, DG ENV 

DG ENV presented an overview of current strategic actions implemented by the EC Ecolabel 

Team in the last months under the framework of the EU Ecolabel Work Plan for 2020-2024.  

DG ENV further reflected on the discussion during day one of the EUEB, and the tense 

atmosphere that was felt when Circular Economy updates and the implications for the EU 

Ecolabel portfolio in terms of timing, where presented by the EC. The DG ENV noticed that 

few EUEB members were coming up repeatedly with un-grounded and sterile comments 

regarding the creation of synergies with forthcoming product initiatives and the related need to 

postpone several criteria revisions, the integration of PEF in EU Ecolabel criteria development 

and the non-expansion of EU Ecolabel portfolio. DG ENV highlighted that all activities 

implemented aim to strengthen and promote the position of the EU Ecolabel as best-in class 

and excellence scheme in further product policies and expressed their hope for a more 

constructive discussion.  
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The Chair responded that critical comments from EUEB members do not aim to criticise the 

work of the EU Ecolabel Team, but that EUEB members want to share their worries about the 

future standing of the EU Ecolabel before the background of other EC policy initiatives. The 

Chair pointed out that initiatives such as the Green Claims Initiative were perceived by some 

EUEB members as a threat to the standing of the EU Ecolabel and other national ecolabels. 

The Chair highlighted the need for the EUEB meeting to allow for open and also critical 

discussions of such worries from EUEB members, but also stressed the need for constructive 

work to achieve the joint goal of a strengthening and promotion of the EU Ecolabel.  

The NO CB supported the opinion expressed by the Chair, thanking then EC/EU Ecolabel 

Team for their work, but highlighting the need for open discussion about concerns. 

 

The PT CB stressed the need to collaboratively analyse how to align the EU Ecolabel with 

other strategic policies and position it as an instrument to achieve strategic goals at national 

and EU level in the field of sustainability and the circular economy. Referring to the example 

of Portugal, the PT CB explained that the EU Ecolabel only gained visibility and relevance by 

linking it to other circular economy policies. 

 

Pledges related to zero pollution through the EU Climate Pact – EC, DG ENV  

 

A representative from DG ENV reported on the efforts made with regards to the ‘zero pollution 

pledges’ under the umbrella of the EU Climate Pact. The ‘zero pollution pledge’ initiative was 

set up in order to facilitate flagship 4 “Facilitating zero pollution choices” of the Zero Pollution 

Action Plan for 2050. The Action Plan sets out aims to reduce air, water and soil pollution to 

levels no longer considered harmful to health and natural ecosystems and that respect the 

boundaries our planet can cope with and to achieve this in a preventive way. In order to make 

flagship 4 operational, the ‘zero pollution pledges’ initiative was set up and integrated into the 

Climate Pact Pledge initiative. Efforts are ongoing to better integrate ‘zero pollution/EU 

Ecolabel pledges’ under the Climate Pact website. 

 

The DK asked for information on the assessment and documentation of ‘zero pollution pledges’ 

and on the possibility of the exclusion of companies from the pledge in case of non-fulfilment 

of targets.  

 

DG ENV clarified that the ‘zero pollution pledge’ initiative is aimed at engaging the society at 

large (also individuals, not just organizations) and that it is driven by the commitments and 

information that the participants provide. Participants have to document their claims by 

providing information on the public website and experts from DG CLIMA assess the claims 

and information provided. If an EU Ecolabel license holder takes part in the initiative and 

makes a pledge, the EU Ecolabel itself will be considered as one of the verification instruments 

of the claims. As soon as the system allows for a differentiation between the pledges regarding 

what instruments, information etc. they are based on, DG ENV can share this information with 

the EUEB.  

 

The EC added that the work on the ‘zero pollution pledges’ and its interconnection with the 

EU Ecolabel is in progress and that the EC will also keep the EUEB updated on this. 
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Progress of 2 Thematic Working Groups (WGs) – WG on Retailers (WG Chair), WG on 

Tourist Accommodations (WG Chair) 

 

WG on Retailers  

 

The WG Chair provided an overview on the members of the WG, latest achievements, activities 

and the way forward. The WG kicked-off its work in June 2021. The WG focusses on 

improving EU Ecolabel collaboration with the (online) retail. Some of the initial WG activities 

include the mapping of existing relevant e-commerce platforms, the sharing of existing 

communication campaign materials/visuals between CBs and EUEB members as well as 

research and analysis of the status quo of the EU Ecolabel among retailers.  

The Chair invited other CBs to also approach retailers in their respective MS to improve 

collaboration and establish new partnerships on the national level, as only a few CBs are 

participating in the WG so far. The Chair invited any interested EUEB member to join the WG. 

Feedback, questions and expressions of interest to join the WG can be sent to the EU Ecolabel 

HD. 

 

The FR CB informed that they have organized a webinar promoting the EU Ecolabel to 

retailers on 26 October, in which 30 stakeholders participated, including 7 retailers (more 

info at: https://lnkd.in/dBKYTPSZ). The FR CB reported that the webinar led to direct 

collaboration with the French retailer Leroy Merlin and initiated exchange with further 

retailers, thus encouraging CBs to get into direct contact with national retailers as it allows to 

speak directly to their suppliers too.  

WG on Tourist Accommodation Services 

The WG Chair provided an overview on the members of the WG, latest achievements, activities 

and the way forward. The WG kicked-off its work in June 2021. The WG focusses on 

improving the uptake of the EU Ecolabel within the tourism sector. The WG is currently 

preparing an EU Ecolabel participation at the ITB Berlin (9-13 March 2022), which was made 

possible mainly by the DE and AT CB. The IT CB has organised a roundtable with TAS license 

holders and stakeholders in Italy on 11 November. Further WG activities include advocating 

for the inclusion of a reference to the EU Ecolabel criteria within the screening criteria of the 

EU Taxonomy (10.1 Hotels, holiday, camping grounds and similar accommodations), 

cooperation with the EC communication contractor Inspiiro on a stakeholder mapping of the 

European tourism sector and plans on setting up a community of active EU Ecolabel license 

holders. The Chair invited further EUEB members to participate in the ITB preparation 

activities and the WG in general. Feedback, questions and expressions of interest to join the 

WG can be sent to the EU Ecolabel HD. 

The FR CB informed that they have just signed a partnership agreement with Accor Hotels, 

which will include the licensing of 100 hotels with the next year. 

Developing a communication campaign on Tourist Accommodations – Inspiiro 

Inspiiro presented the achievements and next planned actions for the communication campaign 

“Promotion of the EU Ecolabel/EMAS for Tourist Accommodations” that aims to increase 

awareness within the TAS professional sector and among consumers, and increase uptake of 

both schemes. The campaign will be pan-European but will also include targeted actions in 

https://lnkd.in/dBKYTPSZ
https://lnkd.in/dBKYTPSZ
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specific MS (AT, FI, DE, EL, IT, ES, PT). Inspiiro is producing a campaign landing page and 

a toolkit for multipliers including visual, minimotions, video testimonials, stickers ready to 

share on social media and links to content from the campaign landing page (the toolkit is 

translated first in the 8 languages of the targeted MS and later on will be translated into the 24 

official EU languages). The toolkit will be made available to all EUEB members that are invited 

to make use of the materials provided as much as possible, to share the toolkit with contacts 

and share campaign content via social media platforms. Inspiiro has implemented a stakeholder 

mapping with the help of EUEB members, overall identifying about 600 key contacts. EUEB 

members and CBs have agreed to follow-up with about 60 stakeholders, implementing contact 

and outreach activities within their network. Inspiiro asked EUEUB members to also monitor 

communication activities implemented by their contacts and report back to Inspiiro. 

Furthermore, Inspiiro asked EUEUB members to provide guidance and dates of national 

relevance to Inspiiro, so that they can be included in the Dissemination Calendar for the 

campaign. As the campaign draws largely on the collaboration with stakeholders and on 

synergies with the work of the EU Ecolabel HD and the TAS WG, Inspiiro thanked all EUEB 

members for their support. EUEB members are invited to reach out to Inspiiro for questions 

and input on the campaign also in written form. 

ISPRA (IT) inquired on the possibility for EUEB members to receive some support on good 

social media postings and if EUEB members could be informed when EC institutions publishes 

campaign postings so that they could be easily shared and reposted. Inspiiro pointed out that 

the toolkit will include a dissemination calendar with possible dates for posting, templates etc. 

for good social media postings and agreed to keep EUEB members informed about EC postings 

that could be shared.  

 

The DK CB asked to receive the German and the English version of the toolkit to forward it to 

a Danish LHs that is keen to participate in the campaign even if Denmark is not included in the 

8 focus MS.  

 

The FI CB asked whether the translations of the materials can be sent for a check to the FI CB 

before dissemination. Inspiiro pointed out that a professional translating agency will be 

commissioned for all translations but agreed to send the translations to the FI CB before starting 

post-production. All CBs were invited to contact Inspiiro as soon as possible if they would like 

to check the translations of the campaign material.  

New EU Ecolabel Website – EU Ecolabel Helpdesk 

The EU Ecolabel HD gave an overview on the new EU Ecolabel website. The revamp of the 

website content and revision of the website architecture is currently being implemented. Main 

new features include the creation of new pages specifically aimed at retailers and tourist 

accommodations and a community and helpdesk page. The EU Ecolabel statistics for 

September 2021 have already been published on the new website structure under “EU Ecolabel 

facts and figures”, including some new interactive graphics. The launch of the new EU 

Ecolabel website is currently scheduled for March 2022. The Ecolabel HD invited all EUEB 

members to submit proposals for content, especially events and news, to be published on the 

new website. Proposals for content will be reviewed according to established selection criteria 

before publication. Suggestions as well as feedback and questions can be sent to the EU 

Ecolabel HD. 

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecolabel-facts-and-figures_en
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecolabel-facts-and-figures_en
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EUEB members congratulated the efforts made with regards to the new EU Ecolabel website 

design. CEFIC asked about the inclusion of the dates for the EUEB meetings on the new 

website, as these were difficult to find in the current website structure. The EU Ecolabel HD 

explained that the dates will be included on the new stakeholder and events sections so that 

they are more prominently represented on the website. 

EEB/BEUC enquired from a consumer perspective whether the new website structure will 

include clearer information on where to find EU Ecolabel products, e.g. by highlighting on the 

new retailer page which retailers sell such products. The EC supported the idea of providing 

consumers with better information on where they can find EU Ecolabel products and services, 

e.g. by highlighting names of retailers, although this piece of information is normally not 

provided by license holders. The EC explained that because of the sensitive issue of 

highlighting private entities, discussions are underway on how to mention existing partnerships 

with retailers on the new website and how to make retailers offering EU Ecolabel products and 

services more visible.  

The PT CB supported the introduction of a new page dedicated to retailers and inquired whether 

the new EU Ecolabel PG icons featured on the mock-ups of the new website could already be 

made available to CBs for usage in EU Ecolabel publications, events etc. Regarding the call 

for content, PT CB asked whether past events related to the EU Ecolabel would also be 

interesting as content for the new website. EC will check whether icons can be made available 

for usage (an e-mail has been sent after the meeting clarifying that icon can be shared after the 

website is launched). Regarding the call for content, the EU Ecolabel HD reiterated that the 

launch of the website is planned for March 2022, but explained that summaries of past events 

in the form of news articles could also be included starting in March.  

The FI CB asked whether there were also plans to update the EUR-Lex website, as they had 

received complaints from LHs about the findability of the different language versions. The EC 

could not provide any information on this, but will ask the Commission services whether an 

update is planned (an e-mail has been sent after the meeting clarifying that for the moment the 

EUR-Lex website will not be revised).  

The EU Ecolabel HD will notify the EUEB members when the new website goes online and 

send a written request for content proposals.  

Brainstorming – ideas on 30th Anniversary? - all 

The Chair invited all EUEB members to share their suggestions and ideas for the 30th 

anniversary celebrations of the EU Ecolabel in 2022.  

The HU CB presented their ideas for activities in Hungary, including the production of a printed 

publication on the history of the EU Ecolabel, special activities for World Environment Day, a 

poster and social media campaign and a competition for school children on the theme "Look 

for the sign". EEB/BEUC shared their ideas, including building on the positive experience of 

the 25th anniversary, engaging their members and the press/relevant media, communicating 

widely about the EU ecolabel and within 1-3 key sectors (e.g. tourism, retail...), identifying 

common messages (e.g. common slogan) and placing newsworthy content/events through 

clever timing. The DE CB presented their ideas, including creating an image video, an 
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anniversary logo, an anniversary brochure, holding an anniversary give-away, an anniversary 

event and social media postings. The FI CB presented their ideas, including running an EU-

wide social media campaign (also with paid visibility) and organising a competition with EU 

Ecolabel give-aways. 

The EC thanked the speakers for sharing their ideas and informed that the EC will additionally 

set up a targeted communication contract to develop and implement further ideas. The EC 

would like to convene a specific meeting with the EU Ecolabel Communication Task Force 

and interested EUEB members to further coordinate activities, link planned activities at 

European level with national activities and align timelines. The EC will contact EUEUB 

members again by email to ask for further interest in participating.  

The Chair would like to include an update on the (planned) 30th anniversary activities on the 

agenda of the next EUEB meeting. 

Joint EUEB – EU GPP Advisory group session  

DG ENV introduced the topic of green public procurement and the use of ecolabels. As it is of 

interest to the GPP Advisory Group as well as the EUEB, this will serve as the first joint 

session. Thematic working groups (WG) established within the EUEB this year, one of them 

focusing on the collaboration between ecolabels. Each WG consists of different EUEB 

members with the HD as the supporting secretariat and the EC as observer. 

Progress of Thematic Working Group on Collaboration between ecolabels – WG Chair 

The WG Chair presented the progress of the WG. The WG focusses on enhancing the 

collaboration between Type I ecolabels. The WG kicked-off its work in September 2021 and 

has held a second meeting in October 2021. As priority topic, the WG selected the integration 

of EU Ecolabel and GPP. The WG collected best practices on GPP and ecolabels, which were 

elaborated in more detail. Afterwards, the Chair presented issues for discussion and further 

actions. The first issue concerned Art. 43.1 (a) of the Directive 2014/24/EU. Point (a) which 

states that “the label requirements only concern criteria which are linked to the subject-matter 

of the contract and are appropriate to define characteristics of the works, supplies or services 

that are the subject-matter of the contract” is considered as a grey area since public procurers 

often do not know how to interpret it. During the last meeting, the WG had a discussion on 

what is meant with “linked to the subject-matter”. In some cases, it is not easy to interpret this 

point. Therefore, the WG developed a list of improvement actions for common discussion, 

including a common interpretation of Art. 43.1 (a), the possibility to provide a list of ecolabels 

that comply with ISO14024 and fulfil Art. 43.1(2), as well as organising a 

workshop/conference presenting good European GPP practices, preferably with other 

ecolabels. Feedback, questions and expressions of interest to join the WG can be sent to the 

EU Ecolabel HD. 

FSC expressed their willingness to participate in the WG and also welcomed the idea of 

organizing a joint ecolabel and GPP conference and would like to contribute to it. 
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Legal Framework to use ecolabels in procurement – EC, DG GROW 

A representative of DG GROW presented the legal framework for the use of ecolabels in public 

procurement. DG GROW tries to promote green considerations in public procurement (PP) to 

make sure that it is used as a strategic tool to support sustainability policies. 

EUEB and EU GPP Advisory Group members showed a lot of interest in the subject. The BE 

CB stated that they have gained a clearer picture of what CSR can mean in the past few years, 

e.g. that it can be about environmental management or due diligence. All these aspects refer to 

different possibilities to refer to procurement. The BE CB suggested that there should also be 

place to refer to certain aspects of CSR reflected in company labels, e.g. ISO 14001 and EMAS. 

DG GROW agreed and explained that CSR policies can be relevant in the selection phase as 

well, because they give the procurer an idea of the capability to deliver what is required. 

CEFIC asked if there are practical examples of “equivalent means”, except the ones of public 

authorities. DG GROW said that they do not have a specific example but think that there is an 

example of equivalence in one of the manuals of GPP and the EU Ecolabel. 

The DE CB asked for help regarding their specific cases and wanted to know if the European 

procurement law will be revised in the future to include company related criteria. For example, 

at the Blue Angel, criteria for textiles have been developed without company criteria whereas 

other German textile labels include company related criteria. DG GROW offered further 

assistance on written questions and mentioned that it is usually more feasible to give advice to 

clear practical cases, instead of abstract questions. DG GROW clarified that there is no plan to 

revise the criteria at the moment.  

BE CB asked if DG GROW could explain what they should look for when they receive 

documents, e.g. whether the documents contain information about the requirements they are 

asking for - as they have seen documents that do not address the criteria at all. DG GROW said 

that the BE CB had raised a good point, however this was something they had not done yet. 

However, at some point it would be important to invest in this area, as the integration of labels 

was essential for an effective policy. 

Manual for authorities awarding public contracts based on EU Ecolabel criteria for 

Printed paper, stationery paper and paper carrier bag products – EC, JRC 

The JRC presented the recently developed Manual for authorities awarding public contracts 

based on EU Ecolabel criteria for Printed paper, stationery paper and paper carrier bag 

products. There will be several manuals like it and all of them will be published in the format 

of a JRC technical report, without ISBN identity numbers. The idea behind the manuals is to 

look into the criteria of certain PGs that are relevant for GPP and filter out the criteria that are 

most suitable to be transformed into GPP criteria and complement them with additional 

information. All of the manuals will be rather short and contain around 30 pages or less.  

The manual also refers to other type I ecolabels and includes a cross-check between their 

criteria and the EU Ecolabel criteria. Therefore, the JRC developed a table which shows if the 

others have similar criteria. In case the reader wants to have more details, they can have a look 

at the Annex which contains detailed information on the differences regarding the labels’ 
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requirements. Hence, the procurer can decide if it suits as equivalent or not. For this table, the 

JRC needs the help of the CBs, as the Annex will need to be updated regularly – whenever the 

criteria of the other type I ecolabels change. The JRC will send a follow-up email to get in 

touch regarding Annex I. 

The Chair asked if the manuals have been tested with public buyers to collect feedback. DG 

ENV pointed out that feedback was collected from the GPP Advisory Group. Moreover, the 

BE CB contributed feedback as one of their officials has gained insights in the work of public 

procurers through many years of practical experience. 

The ES CB asked if the document the JRC presented was the final version and if so, where it 

can be found. The JRC stated that the manual presented is a living document, as 90 % will not 

change, while 10 % will – because the Annex will have to be updated along the way, as 

mentioned before. The document can be found on the DG ENV page for the EU Ecolabel 

(Product Groups and Criteria - Ecolabel - EUROPA; Manual base don EU Ecolabel criteria for 

authorities awarding public contracts (europa.eu)). DG ENV added that it is not (yet) available 

on the GPP page, however, the idea is to at least include a link to the relevant EU Ecolabel 

page.  

JRC invited EUEB members to forward them any feedback from practitioners on whether the 

manual is helpful as a practical tool. 

Further Discussion on Ecolabels and GPP 

Before starting the discussion, the Chair asked the EE CB to share the news from Estonia 

regarding the use of ecolabel criteria in PP. Estonia has implemented a new regulation about 

public contracts based on (EU) ecolabel criteria. The regulation is about the green criteria for 

the products and services which are the subject of the contract and the conditions to be laid 

down in the procurement documents. It was adopted already on 29 June2021 and will be legal 

from 01 January 2022. The regulation is applied to contracting authorities in the public sector 

and the network sector within the meaning of the Public Procurement Act in Estonia. In this 

regulation there are four categories which are considered: furniture; cleaning products and 

services; office IT-devices; printed and stationery paper. The EE CB proposed to give a 

presentation about the regulation and implementation process in the next EUEB meeting 

Afterwards, the CBs were asked to raise further discussion points. 

The BE CB elaborated on the discussion regarding the topic of equivalence. At a conference 

on sustainable ICT procurement, a Dutch colleague had pointed out to them that they had 

learned from their dialogue with the business community that the private sector has no problem 

providing proof in the form of a label, which makes the reference to equivalence obsolete. 

While the discussion on the equivalence has been going on for several years, in practice, it is 

still a hindrance for procurers to take ecolabels into account. Therefore, the BE CB thinks it 

should be something to reflect upon from the legal point of view; maybe not only which criteria 

to take into account but also in what kind of cases PP can ask for labels. DG ENV explained 

that they had never heard such a proposal by the private sector before, but agreed to keep this 

input in mind and highlighted the importance of the joint discussion between the EUEB and 

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecolabel/products-groups-and-criteria.html
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecolabel/documents/Manual%20for%20authorities%20Printed_Stationery%20paper.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecolabel/documents/Manual%20for%20authorities%20Printed_Stationery%20paper.pdf
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the GPP Advisory Board for the elaboration of such topics. DG ENV supposed that individual 

situations in each MS can have an impact on the business applicability.  

The WG on collaboration between ecolabels could start to work on the equivalence topic to 

come up with a common approach that can be shared with the members of both groups. As 

being part of a CB, the WG Chair, pointed out that the process of determining and accepting 

an equivalence is complicated. In case of doubts, CBs should ask the CB Forum to discuss the 

issue.  

EEB/BEUC agreed that it would be difficult for a procurer to take as much time to analyse a 

dossier. Therefore, the equivalence should also apply to the effort required to process the 

documentation. In the example of Denmark, the time to process the documentation should not 

exceed the time needed to assess the validity of the ecolabel licence. The EC could consider 

fixing some boundaries regarding this aspect across Europe. According to the DE CB, in 

Germany two levels of equivalency have been discussed. The first one is the ambition level in 

regard to ecological criteria. The second one is regarding the process criteria (credibility of the 

label), e.g. asking for equivalent labels. The DE CB thinks that the company who applies has 

the responsibility to prove that the label is equivalent to the label asked by the procurer. 

The Swedish National Agency for Public Procurement has discussed the conditions of the 

procurement law internally and started to analyse several specific labels and how they comply 

with these conditions. They have also detected that there are several problems with “linked to 

the subject-matter”. They asked if there are others who have started to analyse the different 

labels. To continue with their investigation, they would need to find partners. Secondly, they 

think that a dialog with different labels should be started to inform them and ask them to change 

their criteria to be able to take part in the PP. In their dialogs, they have noticed that labels are 

not aware of the problems with GPP. The BE CB added that a few years ago, they had drafted 

a note towards the GPP Advisory Group in which they presented the idea of an inventory of 

ecolabels on the European level which would have been linked with criteria in Art. 43. The BE 

CB suggested that it is quite difficult to have the exact interpretation of Art. 43 on a national 

level. Therefore, it would be interesting to do the work on the European level. The BE CB will 

send the letter to the Chair and the HD for distribution to all members. 

EEB/BEUC raised concerns regarding the option of streamlining all of the ecolabel criteria in 

order to fit with the GPP criteria. EEB/BEUC highlighted that the groups need to keep in mind 

that they should not adapt the ecolabel criteria only for the purpose of purchasing. The Chair 

agreed that a balance would need to be upheld.  

The DE CB mentioned that they have developed two tools, one is called Siegelklarheit (eng. 

label clearity) and the other one is Compass Sustainability (tool for procurers), which focus on 

ecological, social and credibility criteria. The tool for procurers also focuses on the 

procurement law, but not on art. 43.1 (a), which from their perspective, poses a problem. Within 

the tools comparisons between labels are being done for some specific PGs, e.g. for the textile 

PG. In the near term, a comparison of TAS ecolabels will be included. 

The Chair raised the idea to do an inventory of the available instruments for procurers in the 

different MS. The group could collect all websites and databases, and bring them together to 

help the procurers. The BE CB supported the idea and mentioned that there is general 
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information on all kinds of GPP policies and all websites on the EC GPP website. Hence, a 

forum to share the information and discuss could be set up.  

DE GROW summarized that there is a need to provide some guidance regarding labels on the 

European level. DG GROW asked all CBs to share some of the information from the 

discussion, such as the tools or inventories that exist on the national level.  

The Chair decided that all follow-up information of the discussion will also be shared with the 

GPP Advisory Group. 

 

AOB 

DG ENV announced that their colleague Anna Rylewicz-Hoegearts will leave the EU Ecolabel 

team to join another team at ENV and thanked her for her work and dedication.  

 

No other AOB were requested. 

DG ENV thanked all participants and the Chair closed the meeting. 

 

1. Next steps 

 

Next points are indicated under each agenda point (above). 

 

 

2. Next meeting 

 

The next full EUEB meeting is scheduled on 9-10 March 2022. 

 

 

1. Participants list 

 

Competent bodies:  

Austria: Federal Ministry for Climate Action represented by VKI 

Belgium: Federal Public Service Health and Environment 

Croatia: Ministry of Environment and Sustainable Development 

Czech Republic: Ministry of Environment, Czech Environmental Agency (CENIA) 

Bulgaria: Ministry of Environment and Water 

Croatia: Ministry of Economy and Sustainable Development 

Denmark: Ecolabelling Denmark 

Estonia: Ministry of the Environment, Environment Agency 

Finland: Ecolabelling Finland 

France: ADEME, Ministry of the Ecological Transition 

Germany: RAL, Environment Agency, Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature 

Conservation and Nuclear Safety 

Greece: Ministry of Environment and Energy 

Hungary: Herman Otto Institute, Ministry of Agriculture  

Ireland: NSAI 

Italy: ISPRA 
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Latvia: State Environmental Bureau 

Luxembourg: Ministry of the Environment, Climate and Sustainable Development 

Malta: Standards and Metrology Institute  

Netherlands: SMK 

Norway: Ecolabelling Norway 

Poland: Polish Center for Testing and Certification 

Portugal: Ministry of Economic Affairs 

Slovenia: Ministry of the Environment and Spatial Planning 

Slovakia: Ministry of the Environment, Environment Agency 

Spain: Direcció General de Qualitat Ambiental i Canvi Climàtic Generalitat, Ministry for the 

Ecological Transition; Catalonian CB 

Sweden: Ecolabelling Sweden 

 

Stakeholders: 

BetterFinance, BEUC, BSEF, CEFIC, European Council of the Paint, Printing Ink and 

Artists‘ Colours Industry (CEPE), Collaborating Centre on Sustainable Consumption and 

Production (CSCP), European Banking Federation (EBF), European Chemicals Agency 

(ECHA), European Environmental Bureau (EEB), European Fund and Asset Management 

Association (EFAMA), European Cleaning and Facility Services Industry (EFCI), European 

Furniture Industries Confederation (EFIC), European Holiday Home Association (EHHA), 

European Investment Bank (EIB), European Insurance and Occupational pensions Authority 

(EIPOA), The European Savings and Retail Banking Group (ESBG), EuroCommerce, 

Eurometaux, EY France, Association of the European Adhesive & Sealant Industry (FEICA), 

FSC, France Nature Environnement, Insurance Europe, International Fragrance Agency 

(IFRA), Interdisziplinäres Forschungszentrum für Technik, Arbeit und Kultur (IFZ), Inspiiro, 

International Wool Textile Organisation (IWTO), Plastic Recyclers Europe, Troy Chemie 

GmbH, WWF 

 

Commission services: 

JRC, DG ENV, DG FISMA 

 

GPP Advisory Board members attended Joint EUEB – EU GPP Advisory group session  

 

 

 
 

 

 


