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6.
Analysis of the text and of Parliament’s requests:

In essence, the Resolution comes with three main operational recommendations, namely:
· the Commission should develop further a broad debate (see paragraph 9);

· subject to developments in the broad debate, the Commission should come up, within six months, with a Communication on minimum requirements and guidelines (see paragraph 14); and

· the Commission should go for a single EU eco-labelling scheme (see paragraph 8), i.e. one which is voluntary (see paragraph 15(b)) but is promoted by the Commission which would be responsible for it in terms of framework legislation laying down rules of operation and guaranteeing its independence and credibility (see paragraph 15(e)).

With its call for a single EU eco-labelling scheme (i.e. Option 2) the Parliament stands out against the more or less unanimous opinions expressed either explicitly (industry, stakeholders, ACFA and the EESC) or orally (Member States at Council level) in the debate so far (i.e. Option 3 = setting of minimum criteria).

Furthermore the call for a single EU labelling scheme (see paragraph 8 = "…believes that a label will be fully effective only if it is uniform") contrasts with paragraph 10 ("…considers that establishing a single EU eco-label is bureaucratically cumbersome"). This is somehow contradictory.

7.
Reply to these requests and outlook regarding the action that the Commission has taken or intends to take:

The Commission opted for launching a debate on the right approach rather than proposing operational provisions at too early a stage. Due to the originality of the approach, the ambitious objective and the controversy that issues like these invariably raise, it would have been premature to put forward an operational proposal as early as June last year. The Commission assured that the choice to launch a debate first has proven to be successful. It has facilitated and accelerated the exchange of views and relevant experience between all sides concerned. As a result a sound and almost complete picture of the situation emerged, on which the Commission can base further Community action.

The Commission took note of the Resolution’s request for a communication to be addressed to the Council and to Parliament within the next six months. It replied that it had no difficulties in reverting to Parliament. However, at this point in time, the shape and form of the Commission’s proposals have still to be determined.

The Commission added that it would be more appropriate to come back to Parliament once the whole consultation exercise has been concluded. That would allow to carry out a thorough assessment of the following discussions and consultations: a second shareholder consultation, to be held before the end of this year, which would be an opportunity to gather views on the future guidelines; further discussions in the Council in the months to come, which will conclude the current discussion phase; and, additionally, the report from the expert group, which could form the basis for the preparation of operational provisions that could be tabled during the course of next year.

Most of the existing schemes are in effect relatively consistent and are not misleading. The Commission’s preferred option for establishing minimum criteria for eco-labelling schemes will, however, bring order to the system, where necessary, and increase consumer confidence. This will also ensure better quality products and provide for transparency and the traceability of products on the market.
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