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Transition phase  

Policy 
proposal  

Overview of activities  

Pilot 
phase  

Analyse 
results  

Policy in 
place  

April 2018 

April 2018 

ÅPilots finalised. One pending 

23-25/04 2018 Final conference 

ÅMonitoring the voluntary implementation of PEFCRs/ OEFSRs 
ÅDevelopment of PEFCRs/ OEFSRs 
ÅMethodological improvements 

ÅToxicity-related impact categories (completed) 
ÅResource use impact category Stakeholder consultations 

ÅTargeted consultation 
ÅPublic consultation 

ÅStakeholder worskshop 

April 2013 EC Recommendation 
Communication Single Market for Green Products 



The info jungle  

Number of ecolabels worldwide 

430 Ą 465 
2013  2017  

4% Growth of brands with stated commitment to 
sustainability in 2014 

1% Growth of brands without sustainability 
commitment 

7% Growth of brands that state this on labels & 
packaging 

68%  
Stakeholders responding to the targeted 
consultation on EF encountered a label 
or environmental information that was 
misleading (219 respondents) 

47%  
Growth of assets under green funds  
in last three years 

95%  
of consumers say that buying "green" products is 
the right thing to do 

29% of food and drink sales carry an 
environmental label 

53% of non-food and drink sales 
carry an environmental label 

DE, FR, IT, PL, SE, 2017 
Product groups: wine, apples, coffee, olive oil, 
cheese, dried pasta, processed meat, bottled 
water, dog food, laundry care, footwear, jackets 
& coats, shirts & blouses, decorative paint, 
televisions 

49%  
Stakeholders responding to the public 
consultation on the product policy framework 
encountered a label or environmental 
information that was misleading (579 
respondents) 

6% filed a complaint  8% filed a complaint  



Why EF methods?  

2010:  -  proliferation of labels a potential threat to Single Market  
  -  request from major industry players  
 -  Council conclusions  

Same product  

BUT 

Different results  

Cannot use LCA 
systematically in policy 

making  

We need information that is reproducible , comparable , and 
verifiable   



Built on existing methodsé  

ISO 
14040-44 

ISO 
14025  

BP X 30-
323 

PAS 2050 

Ecological 
footprint 

ILCD 

Product 
Standards, 

Greenhouse 
Gas Protocol 

(WRI/ 
WBCSD) 

Cover the 
whole value 

chain  

Cover multiple 
impacts  

Link between 
product and 
organisation 

approach  

ñCookbookò: 
less room for 
interpretation  

Comparability of 
results  



The pilot phase  

PEFCRs 
OEFSRs 

Bench-
marking 

Veri-
fication 

Com-
munica-

tion 

Free 
data 

SME  
Tool 

267 leading stakeholders in the 23 active pilots 

75% or 

more 

market 
share; 

38%  
51% or 

more 

market 
share; 

37%  

TS less 

than 

51%; 
22%  

The EU market is behind the pilots:  

73% of pilots have the majority of 

industry in the lead 

  

Participants (27 pilots): 

2219 individual stakeholders (5703 participations) 

Europe: 85% 

S. America: 3.1% 

N. America: 

5.1% 

Africa: 

0.2% 

Asia: 4.4% 

Stakeholders in the world (    = leading stakeholders) 

Oceania: 0.9% 



EF Pilots  

Batteries and accumulators  

Decorative paints  

Hot & cold water pipe systems  

Liquid household detergents  

IT equipment  

Metal sheets  

Photovoltaic electricity generation  

Intermediate paper products  

T-shirts  

Uninterrupted power supplies  

Retail sector  

Copper sector  

Leather  

Thermal insulation  

Beer  

Dairy products  

Feed  

Pet food  

Olive oil (pending)  
Pasta  

Wine  

Packed water  

Finalised in April 2018  

Finalised OEFSRs  

Finalised in November 2018  



Getting reliable resultsé 

PEFCRs  
OEFSRs  
 
FU 
RPs 
é 

8000 free 
secondary 
datasets  

Data Needs Matrix  

Data quality requirements  

Materiality  

16 
Impact 
Catego -
ries  



What is available today  

Å PEF/OEF guide used for the pilot phase 

Å JRC reports with suggested PEF/OEF guide: including all learnings from the 

pilot phase 

ωperform PEF/OEF studies 

ωdevelop PEFCRs/OEFSRs 

Å 21 PEFCRs and 2 OEFSRs covering a variety of sectors and products 

Å About 6000 freely available secondary datasets 

Å E-learning packages in different languages 

Å Information on the effectiveness of different communication vehicles 

tested by the pilots and by the Commission 

 

 

 

 

 



The added value of the EF methods  



The transition phase  

Improve methods 

Sign up for TAB 

Comment 

Sign up as stakeholder 

PEFCRs/OEFSRs 

Call for volunteers 

Follow the work of the 
EF sub-group 

https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/runner/1dfff82e-cc6d-773e-4ad1-5c2296017f51
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/viewspace.action?key=EUENVFP
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/viewspace.action?key=EUENVFP
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/viewspace.action?key=EUENVFP
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/viewspace.action?key=EUENVFP
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/viewspace.action?key=EUENVFP
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/viewspace.action?key=EUENVFP
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/spaces/viewspace.action?key=EUENVFP
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/ef_transition.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regexpert/index.cfm?do=groupDetail.groupDetail&groupID=470&NewSearch=1&NewSearch=1
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regexpert/index.cfm?do=groupDetail.groupDetail&groupID=470&NewSearch=1&NewSearch=1
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regexpert/index.cfm?do=groupDetail.groupDetail&groupID=470&NewSearch=1&NewSearch=1
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regexpert/index.cfm?do=groupDetail.groupDetail&groupID=470&NewSearch=1&NewSearch=1


PEFCR/ OEFSR development  

Å New PEFCR/ OEFSR  

 

Å Integration of ñshadow pilotsò  

 

Å Full revision of an existing PEFCR/ OEFSR  

 

 

 

 

 

 

6-8 projects  
assisted by the European 

Commission  

4-6 projects  
No involvement 

from the EC  



Support from the EC  

Limited to 6 - 8 projects  

Å Comments on draft documents;  

Å Advice on applying the PEF and OEF methods (e.g. on the process of developing the 

PEFCR or OEFSR);  

Å Acquisition of the user rights for the secondary datasets needed to develop the 

PEFCRs and OEFSRs, based on the list provided by the Technical Secretariats and for 

the expected validity of these;  

Å Participation in Technical Secretariat meetings;  

Å Providing a venue for Technical Secretariat meetings (limited to Commission meeting 

rooms in Brussels and subject to availability).  

For all selected proposals:  

Å Technical  helpdesk  to  answer  technical  questions  (EF_Helpdesk@thinkstep .com )  

Å Online  and  face - to - face  trainings  on specific  issues  

(http : //ec .europa .eu/environment/eussd/smgp/ef_trainings .htm )     
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How to apply  

ÅApplication package:  
http ://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/ef_transition.htm   

 

ÅDeadline: 26 August 2019, 17h  

 

ÅSend applications to env -environmental -
footprint@ec.europa.eu   

 

ÅNo other calls for applicants during the transition 
phase  

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/ef_transition.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/ef_transition.htm
mailto:env-environmental-footprint@ec.europa.eu
mailto:env-environmental-footprint@ec.europa.eu
mailto:env-environmental-footprint@ec.europa.eu
mailto:env-environmental-footprint@ec.europa.eu
mailto:env-environmental-footprint@ec.europa.eu


Reflection  paper :  
Towards  a sustainable  Europe by  2030  

α²Ŝ should make the circular economy the backbone of EU industrial strategy, 

enabling circularity in new areas and sectors, empowering consumers to make 

informed choices and enhancing efforts by the public sector through 

ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊƻŎǳǊŜƳŜƴǘΦέ  

 

αLife Cycle Assessment of products should become a norm 

and the eco-design framework should be broadened as 

much as possible.έ  

 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/rp_sustainable_europe_30-01_en_web.pdf


Reinforcing the circular economy  

Å Basis:  

Report on the implementation of the  

CE Action Plan 

SWD - Sustainable Products in a CE 

Towards an EU Product Policy 

Framework contributing  to the CE 

https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/report_implementation_circular_economy_action_plan.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/circular-economy/pdf/sustainable_products_circular_economy.pdf


Policy Options  

Option 1: ñBusiness as usualò 

 

Option 2: Continued support to the implementation of the EF 
methods  

 

Option 3: Licensing of the right to use PEF and OEF  

 

Option 4: Integration of the methods in existing policies  

 

Option 5: New instrument on specific green claims  

 

 

 



Follow - up study -  communication  

Running until 31 August 2019 

Test combinations of promising elements 

 

With a PEFCR: 

ω Single performance score 

ω Performance in percentage respectively to the average 

ω Performance on the three most relevant impact categories 

ω Percentage contribution of life cycle stages to the total 

ω Additional environmental information 

ω Statements  

 



Follow - up study  

Without a PEFCR: 

ω Percentage of improvement of a product over time 

ω Percentage contribution of life cycle stages to the total 

ω Qualitative claims (e.g. we reduce impact on climate change by using cutting edge 

energy saving technologies) 

ω Results 

 

Always there 

ω 3rd party verification 

ω QR code leading to detailed results 

 



What would stakeholder prefer?  

Å Use the methods in existing policies as common knowledge base 
(75% at least effective)  

Å Use to develop EU Ecolabel criteria (50%)  

Å Use for defining GPP criteria (49%)  

Å Provide requirements on how to communicate on the 
Environmental Footprint (73%)  

Å New policies ï e.g. on misleading green claims (68%)  

Å Prescribe the use of PEF in case of communicating environmental information 
voluntarily (57%)  

Å Prescribe the use of PEF for measuring and communicating life cycle 
environmental performance (52%)  

Å Review existing policies related to the environmental performance 
of products and/or organisations  making them compliant with the 
PEF/OEF methods (66%)  

 

  

 



Insights from stakeholders  

Å Appreciation for methodological harmonisation , increased  
consistency and comparability  ï preference for global solutions  

Å Further reduce methodological complexity and enhance reliability 
ï but important to include social and economic aspects  

Å Enable to include further issues (e.g. microplastics )  

Å Many stakeholders argued for a voluntary application of the 
methods; business - to -business communication promising  

Å Further policy ideas:  

Å Use to prioritise  policy action (e.g. trade, Eco -design)  

Å Use in the Eco -design directive for preparatory studies and for setting minimum 
requirements  

Å Use in greening the common agricultural policy  

 

  

 



 

 
 

http:// ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/PEFCR_OEFSR.htm 
http:// ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/ef_transition.htm  

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/fpfis/wikis/display/EUENVFP/  
 

env-environmental -footprint@ec.europa.eu  
Twitter: @ EU_EnvFootprint 

 
 


