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Dear President,

re : UNICE Comments on the Draft Report on the proposal for
a Council Regulation on a revised Community Eco-1|abelling
Scheme (COM (96) 0603) - dated 21 Novenber 1997

As the European Parlianment will be voting the draft Report
on the proposal for a Council regulation on a revised
Community Eco-label Award Scheme on 19 March at the
Envi r onment Committee neeting, UNICE is taking this
opportunity to send you its comments on the above nentioned
draft.

UNI CE continues to accept and support the objectives of eco-
| abel ling as defined in Regulation 880/92 and reiterated in
the Council proposal. However, UNICE considers that this
proposal is not the best instrunment for achieving the
scheme's fundanental goals of an inproved environnenta
communi cati on process and the establishnment of a single
| abel in the Comunity.

I ndeed, UNICE believes that viable alternatives could be
devel oped for environnental conmunication and thus suggests
introducing another recital 1in +the preanble such as:
"Whereas voluntary agreenments on consumner i nformation
schemes need to be taken into account as a viable
alternative to the eco-I|abel regulation”

The Comm ssion has proposed the creation of a European Eco-
| abel Organisation (EEO). This organisation would establish
and up-date the eco-label criteria and the correspondi ng
assessnent and verification requirenments as well as



coordinate the activities of the Conpetent Bodies. UNICE is
not in favour of the creation of such an organisation as its
conposition poses problens because of the heterogeneous
structure of the different Conpetent Bodi es.

Moreover, the EEO would have the status of a private
i nternational association which would becone self-financing
after a few years’ tinme. UN CE doubts that this idea of a
sel f-financing association is a viable solution. (Amendnent
22)

UNICE believes that the European Parlianent’s proposal
regarding creation of a Technical Commttee for the Eco-
|abel (TCEL) 1is nore appropriate as it would involve
participation of technically conpetent nenbers (Anendnent
8). Nonetheless, there is a need on the part of industry to
partici pate nore actively in the decision-mking process and
UNI CE suggest that industry 1is consulted on matters
di scussed by the Conm ttee.

I ndeed, UNICE is much in favour of maintaining the Advisory
Forum as set up in Art.6 of Regulation 880/92, as it is the
only body where every single stakeholder is represented and
where industry can be consulted.

Finally, UNICE firmy supports devel opnment of a credible and
consi stent nethodol ogy for cost-benefit analysis, applied to
eco-labelling, that would provide decision-nakers with a
transparent and useful nmeans to weigh real benefits against
real costs.

In conclusion, UNICE would very nuch appreciate it if
European Parlianment nenbers would take into account the
above coments in their final report and is wlling to
expl ain, develop and defend these comments with a view to
realistic and Dbalanced devel opnent of Eur opean eco-
| abel I'i ng.

(original signed by)
Zygmunt Tyszki ew cz,
Secretary Ceneral
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