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RREUSE’s reaction to the Commission’s communication on the
Environmental Omnibus

Following the publication of the Commission’s 8™ Omnibus Package on the Simplification of
administrative burdens in environmental legislation?, RREUSE reiterates its firm opposition to reopening
environmental legislation under the pretext of simplification. This approach raises several concerns.

First, the absence of a thorough impact assessment is deeply worrying. Revising core environmental
legislation without robust evidence risks undermining long-standing environmental protections and
creating uncertainty for stakeholders, as has occurred with the Omnibus I.

Second, experience with the first omnibus packages has demonstrated that simplification can translate
into deregulation once negotiations reach the co-legislators. What begins as technical streamlining too
often results in substantive policy weakening, contrary to the stated objectives of maintaining or
enhancing environmental ambition.

Third, several of the legal acts targeted in the proposed omnibus are already scheduled for revision
through other legislative initiatives. For example, issues related to the Waste Framework Directive
(WFD) could be more coherently addressed within the Circular Economy Agenda (CEA). The Commission
itself acknowledges in the communication that input gathered for the Environmental Omnibus will
inform other ongoing processes, such as the CEA.

“It is clear these processes are directly connected, which calls into question the necessity and added
value of the entire omnibus exercise. What it is very likely to bring in practice is more bureaucracy that is
difficult to absorb for small social enterprises in particular. We see additional red tape arising from all
this, and a contradiction with stated aims of the omnibus,” said RREUSE Director Neva Nahtigal

On the proposed simplification of waste legislation

The Commission is planning to further reduce reporting obligations within Extended Producer
Responsibility (EPR) schemes, both by limiting the extent of data producers must provide on placed-on-
the-market products and related waste streams (under the CEA), and by capping reporting frequency at
once per year (under the Environmental Omnibus).

RREUSE stresses that robust reporting requirements are essential governance tools. High-quality,
comparable data are critical to:

e Setting, monitoring, and enforcing targets;

e Identifying sector-specific challenges;

e Ensuring transparency and accountability;

e Responding effectively to crises, as illustrated by the current difficulties in textiles and plastics.

1 European Commission (2025) Simplification of administrative burdens in environmental legislation (Available
here).


https://environment.ec.europa.eu/publications/simplification-administrative-burdens-environmental-legislation_en
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Weakening reporting obligations risks undermining evidence-based decision-making and reducing the
effectiveness of environmental policy instruments such as EPR.

Instead of cutting back on reporting, RREUSE calls for smarter, more harmonised, and more efficient
reporting systems, including:

e Clearer delineation of responsibilities for reuse traceability within EPR schemes;

e Interoperable and integrated producer registries across EU Member States;

e User-friendly, digital reporting tools that reduce administrative burdens while improving data
quality.

Such improvements would genuinely streamline procedures without compromising the ambition
required to achieve Europe’s environmental and circularity objectives.

For more information, please contact:
marie-jeanne.gaertner@rreuse.org
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