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1) Impact Assessment Board Opinion 

(A) Context 

The Impact Assessment accompanies the Communication on "the Sustainable Production and 
Consumption and Sustainable Industrial Policy Action Plan". The Sustainable Production and 
Consumption Action Plan was envisaged in the 6th Environment Action Programme in 2002 and 
the renewed Sustainable Development Strategy, which called for the Action Plan to (1) identify 
and overcome barriers for sustainable consumption and production (SCP), (2) ensuré better 
cohérence between related policy areas and (3) raise awareness among citizens and change 
unsustainable consumption habits. 

The IA provides an overview of planned actions, which will or already hâve been subject to 
individual impact assessments. 

(B) Positive aspects 

The need for public intervention is based on a solid analysis of market and regulatory failures. 
The IA makes a good effort at ensuring a proportionate level of analysis. The extemal 
stakeholders seem to hâve been appropriately consulted. 

(C) Main recommendations for improvements 

General recommendation: The IA report has been substantially improved compared to the 
previous version. The Board notes that this IA provides a gênerai frameworlc, and that 
more detailed assessment of impacts will be carried ont or hâve already been done for 
certain actions. The IA should therefore refrain from pre-empting the conclusions of this 
future impact assessment work. Additionally, the options and the policy context need 
clarification. Finally, the réduction of administrative burden requires further considération 
in the IA. The Board also notes the constructive replies given by ENTR/ENV to a number 
of more detailed questions, and assumes ail the commitments made in thèse replies will be 
implemented for the final version. 
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Spécifie recommendations: 

(1) The options need to be better defîned. The distinction between the regulatory and the 
voluntary approach as presented in options 2 and 3 needs to be made clearer. The value added of 
presenting those measures as an action plan, rather than individual actions should be better 
explained, in particular taking into account the impact of the large number of existing or planned 
policy measures that are not part of this package. If there are significant trade-offs or synergies 
between actions within each option, they should be made visible. 

(2) The IA should refrain from prejudging outeomes of planned measures. The IA rightly 
points out that future action will be subject to detailed lAs whenever necessary. This LA should 
therefore refrain from pre-empting the outeomes of thèse future analyses. For instance, while 
extending the Eco-design directive is an obvious way of setting minimum product requirements, 
there might be other instruments and measures that should be analysed. Similarly, this IA seems 
to indicate that the légal form of the environmental technologies vérification scheme has already 
been decided, while this also should be subject to an appropriate assessment. The data needs for 
future lAs merit brief exploration in the monitoring and évaluation section. 

(3) More effort needs to be put into seeking simplification gains. The IA points out that the 
quantification of the administrative burden will be performed in the LAs which will follow. While 
this approach is justified, thèse future impact assessments should be sufficiently linked to ensure 
that the simplification potential stemming from synergies among the planned measures can be 
fully exploited. 

(D) Procédure and présentation 

Ail procédural requirements seem to be complied with. Adding a glossary explaining the 
abbreviations and more technicaî terms would be advisable. 
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