Commission communication
on the action taken on opinions and resolutions adopted by Parliament at the May I and II 2010 part-sessions
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on textile names and related labelling of textile products

1.
Rapporteur: Toine MANDERS (ALDE/NL)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0122/2010 / P7_TA-PROV(2010)0168

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 18 May 2010

4.
Subject: Definition of harmonised rules and fibre names for the labelling of textile products
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2009/0006(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 294 and Article 114 of the TFEU

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept or accept in principle a large number of the amendments.

Overview of the Commission position on amendments:

Amendments accepted in full: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 10, 15, 17, 18, 20, 22, 23, 26, 29, 33, 34, 35, 39, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 52, 61.

Amendments accepted in principle: 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 21, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 36, 40, 45, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 62, 64, 65, 66, 72.

Amendments rejected: 19, 37, 38, 63.
The most sensitive points of the dossier, covered by the amendments of the Parliament, are the following:

Origin marking - Amendments 12, 47 to 51 and 66: these amendments introduce the requirement to label imported textile products indicating the country of origin along the lines of a previous proposal from the Commission for several categories of goods, including textile products. Furthermore, they propose harmonised rules to be applied for the voluntary indication of origin in the case of EU (+EEA and Turkey) manufactured goods. The precise modalities of implementation should be defined in delegated acts by the Commission.

These amendments extend the scope beyond fibre composition, which is strongly opposed by the Council. Provided the technicalities are dealt with in depth, the Commission could support the EP amendments. The Commission would propose to work on the basis of the EP amendments to find a viable compromise with the Council and facilitate an agreement.

Indication of the presence of animal-derived parts – Amendments 13 and 31: these amendments introduce the requirement to indicate the presence of non-textile parts of animal origin in textile products. The precise modalities of implementation should be defined in delegated acts by the Commission.

As in the case of origin marking, the Commission could be flexible on this matter in order to facilitate an agreement.

Delegation of powers to the Commission - Amendments 11, 53 to 57: the amendments reflect the broad inter-institutional agreement to delegate powers to the Commission according to Article 290 of the TFEU. However, the amendments do not include the automatic renewal of the delegation of powers, creating a real “sunset clause”.

The Commission would adopt the horizontal approach agreed among institutions to implement Article 290.

Review clause - Amendments 14 and 58: the amendments reflect the interest of the EP to harmonise other labelling requirements of textile products, beyond existing legislation. The Commission agrees with the inclusion of a review clause; however, the review clause proposed is too detailed. The regulation is a legal text addressed mainly to economic operators and consumers, where the detailed description of topics for revision does not seem appropriate. The Commission would rather describe such detailed list in a political declaration.

Obligation to label toys made of textile material - Amendment 63: this amendment proposes to delete toys from the list of products exempted from the labelling requirements of the regulation. This would result in a new obligation for toys made of textile materials. Fibre composition is not a safety issue for consumers; furthermore, the new obligation would be a disproportionate burden for the toy sector without value added for consumers; therefore the Commission rejects this amendment.

Exemption of custom-made articles – Amendment 19: the IMCO committee proposed this amendment to exclude traditional tailors from the scope of the regulation. However, traditional tailors are already exempted from the regulation and the new provision would exclude all products delivered to individual end-consumers as custom-made articles. The Commission rejects this amendment because the share of the market for this type of products is increasing and this exception would result in reduced information for consumers.

Use of language-independent symbols - Amendments 37, 38 and 72: these amendments deal with the language regime to be applied to labels and introduce a symbol system to avoid translation of fibres in many EU languages. The symbol system is to be developed and implemented by the Commission by means of delegated acts.

As regards the language regime, the Commission could support the amendment. However, the Commission rejects the introduction of a new symbol system which should include symbols for 48 fibres. The Commission would rather examine the issue of simplification of labels and the value added of the new system in detail before inserting legal provisions in the text.

General obligation to state the full composition of textile products - Amendment 30: this amendment imposes the general obligation to state the full composition of textile products, providing for exceptions in certain justified cases. As stating the full composition is common practice already, the Commission could be flexible and agree with this amendment in order to facilitate an agreement.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will amend its proposal accordingly.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: At this stage, it seems likely that the Council's position will be adopted under Belgian rotating Presidency in the second part of 2010.

