
Short report on the Side Event “Best practices of improving environmental implementation", 

14.01.2016, Brussels 

This event – a side event to the 5th meeting of the European Commission Expert Group ‘Greening the 

European Semester’1 – was organised by the European Commission. 

After a word of welcome by Chris Boyd (ENV), Valentina Riegel (Italy) presented two examples of 

best practices of improving environmental implementation. The first concerned the environmental 

footprint, a voluntary programme involving 200 firms, 4 universities and 6 municipalities established 

by the Environment Ministry and relevant stakeholders measuring the carbon and water footprint of 

a product. It was mostly used in the service and infrastructure sector and the example of water 

bottles showed an increase of 78% in sales, and a 13% reduction of energy consumption while 

emitting 30.000 tonnes less CO2. The second example was an online portal for the implementation 

process of the 2014/52/EU Environmental Impact Assessment Directive (and the Strategic Impact 

Assessment Directive). The portal demonstrates a high level of transparency by publishing citizen's 

comments online, as well as documents in other languages for cross-border projects, and 

information on the life cycle of projects. The portal has already been shared with Cyprus in 

cooperation with the Commission in the context of the new Structural Reform Support Service.2  

The Netherlands presented their 'Simpler & Better' programme, which seeks to increase 

transparency, predictability, a more integrated approach with other policies, better regional 

differentiation, and quicker and better decision making processes. Within the programme, one of 

the actions is the creation of an integrated Environmental and Planning Act, which, once adopted, 

will replace 24 acts and re-transpose 37 EU Directives. An element of the proposed act is 

determining what a 'good service' is and what 'good implementation' means, leading to minimum 

implementation criteria to be observed by all municipalities. In the context of revising the Dutch 

environmental acquis, the Netherlands also started the 'Make it Work' initiative in cooperation with 

Germany and the UK in order to identify opportunities to systematically improve the quality of EU 

environmental law.3  

The UK showed an example of voluntary agreements between the government, companies and 

community groups on food waste prevention (WRAP).4 The reporting is based on trust between the 

relevant stakeholders and no naming and shaming is involved. It has been proven effective, as 

between 2007 and 2012, there was a 15% reduction in household food waste despite a 4% increase 

in household numbers.  

Louis Meuleman (ENV) presented intervention types and starting points for better implementation 

and linked them to the given examples. He mentioned lessons learnt from the past, which included 

that best practices do not exist because of country specific contexts, and that improving 

implementation requires out of the box thinking.  

Agnieszka Krasicka (REGIO) presented the TAIEX-REGIO Peer 2 Peer tool,5 which finances expert 

missions, study visits, and workshops between Member States on ERDF and Cohesion Fund 

supported projects. It was launched in March 2015 as a pilot and will be evaluated this year. One 
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Member State brought attention the work of the IMPEL network,6 which also provides peer to peer 

visits specifically on environmental issues. The EEA also adopts best practice sharing in its work. 

Bilateral cooperation between Member States is highly beneficial even if each cultural context is 

different. Another Member State mentioned that the direct work through seminars with the 

Commission on tax shift from labour to environment had put people together and created a more 

fertile environment for discussions.  

The ensuing discussion brought out differences between voluntary approaches as opposed to legal 

solutions. In one Member State, the experience has shown that voluntary approaches have limited 

efficiency and when targets are clear, legal solutions should be applied. On the other hand, another 

Member States reported its successes with Green Deals. In another country, the problem of free 

riders was successfully addressed by a tax in the sector of electronic waste. If trust can be achieved 

with the voluntary agreements, they are a major improvement for both governments and 

businesses. Voluntary agreements are complementary to legal instruments too, for example with 

regard to marine litter, where there is currently no EU wide agreed legal target. 

The role of citizens in improving implementation was successfully demonstrated in fighting illegal 

logging in a Member State by using a new smart online programme (SUMAL). In another Member 

State, the use of telephone apps for measuring air pollution empowered citizens to contribute to 

monitoring implementation.  

Furthermore, in one Member State the introduction of mandatory minimum inspection frequencies 

(transposing an EU Directive) caused an increase in human resources, which had an overall positive 

effect on environmental implementation. Implementation depends on the culture, the structures 

and the context of a country.  

Louis Meuleman in conclusion noted that this event was especially valuable because implementation 

challenges were discussed in a general cross-sectoral manner while at the same time remaining very 

concrete and hands on. He mentioned that the Environmental Council in October 2015 already has 

an orientation debate on implementation. The foreseen Environmental Implementation Review 

initiative is designed to create such systematic dialogues with the Member State on environmental 

implementation. 

Chris Boyed closed the session concluding that many interesting ideas had been brought forward 

which will be taken on board in the Commission's work on improving environmental 

implementation.  
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