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Developments since Seville 

 Working group with 19 members (GPP AG members and 

others) set up on the Procurement Forum  

 

 One phone conference 

 

 Several papers drafted and commented upon 

 

 Summary paper for comments by 4 April 

  



Main Objective 

Help measuring the 50 % target of the 2008 

Communication of all public tendering procedures to be 

green, where ‘green’ means compliant with endorsed 

common core EU GPP criteria (number of contracts and 

value of contracts for the first developed 10 product 

groups) 

7th EAP asked to "consider proposing (…) the scope for 

periodic monitoring of Member States’ progress on the 

basis of adequate Member State data, while having regard 

for the need to minimise the level of administrative burden.”  

 develop recommendations for GPP monitoring at 

national level to ensure data comparability 

 



Limitations 

 Achieving this objective is a challenging task 

 

 Interest in some Member States to know much more 

    (overall GPP policy framework, GPP structures, social  

     and innovation considerations, benefits etc.) 

 

 to keep the work load manageable, we cannot add these 

elements to our on-going work (or are there volunteers?) 



Main results so far 



Other possible reporting channels 

• Review TED standard forms 

• • first phase (quick-fix): introduction of changes 

necessary for compliance with reform the new 

• Target date: July 2014 (no GPP monitoring) 

• • second phase: new generation of standard forms with 

the aim to make publication of notices more IT driven, 

user friendly and (to the extent possible) more useful for 

monitoring of procurement (maybe something on GPP)  

• Target date: 2nd/3rd quarter 2015 -> "going live" early 

2016 



Public authorities to report 

At least central government procurement  

 

But what about lower levels of government? 

 

Simplification vs. comprehensiveness of data and push for 

GPP 

Contracts above the thresholds of the directives 

 

If reporting included in national e-procurement systems, it 

would be easier to include lower levels of government 

 



Tendering procedures vs. contracts 

Preference of the working group members majority:  

Report on the tender documents and not the final contract 

(in line with the formulation of the EU target) 

Leave door open for Member States that do look at 

contracts (making differences in approaches clear) 

 

How to establish the value of the tender if we do not know 

about the final outcome of the tendering procedure? 

 



Product Groups 

The first ten developed product groups: 

Construction, Electricity, Cleaning Products and Services, 

Textiles, Food and Catering Services, Furniture, Office IT 

equipment, Paper, Gardening Products and Devices, 

Transport.  

 

For simplicity no adding of further groups, maybe reduction 

(gardening?) 

 



The big question: how to define “green”? (I) 

Basis: EU GPP core criteria – no addition of requirements, 

leaving out minor points for the sake of simplicity 

Majority-favoured option: 

Defining "green" by asking for specific impacts areas 

("Did you take the following areas into account: energy 

efficiency YES/NO, hazardous substances YES/NO") and 

not specific threshold values ("Did you require that the 

product contains less than 2 g of mercury") –despite 

danger of over-simplification 

Exception: straightforward cases (% green electricity, 

recycled paper/paper, alignment Energy Star) 



The big question: how to define “green”? (II) 

• Discussions on-going 

• For each product group, three tricky points: 

• What impact areas will we ask procurers? 

• Do we only consider a procedure "green" if all 

requirements are included? 

• Which stages? selection criteria, technical specs, award 

criteria, contract performance clauses? 

 

• Big influence on overall results! 



Different levels of green? 

• For the sake of simplicity: look at only one level of 

greenness in the framework of this exercise ("core 

criteria").  

 

• Countries wishing to go beyond this could add further 

questions 



Technical specs and award criteria or more? 

Majority opinion: "greenness” either by having green 

technical specs and/or sufficiently green award criteria 

(at least 5%? – no agreement on this) 

Product groups are different 

To simplify, selection criteria and contract performance 

criteria could be left out 

Use of LCC at award stage should be rewarded (if 

environmentally relevant factors are included in the 

calculation), details not worked out yet  



Automatized Systems 

• Move to e-procurement opportunity to include integrate 

GPP questions, but not easily achieved  

• Surveys might continue in some countries with ideally 

the same questions 

• Need to deepen/initiate discussions with right players 

(finance ministries and others) at national level and 

European level – ideas? 

  



Testing 

 

 

 

• Thorough testing proposed – ideas?  


