[image: ]
EN

Brussels, 19 November 2025



	600th PLENARY SESSION

21 and 23 October 2025

SUMMARY OF ADOPTED OPINIONS, RESOLUTIONS AND INFORMATION / EVALUATION REPORTS


	This document is available in all the official languages of the European Union
on the EESC website at:

https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/plenary-session-summaries


The opinions listed can be consulted online using the EESC search engine:

https://dmsearch.eesc.europa.eu/search/opinion











EESC-2025-01836-00-00-TRA (EN) 1/12
Contents:

1.	ECONOMIC AND MONETARY UNION, ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COHESION	3
2.	EMPLOYMENT, SOCIAL AFFAIRS AND CITIZENSHIP	4
3.	SINGLE MARKET, PRODUCTION AND CONSUMPTION	5
4.	AGRICULTURE, RURAL DEVELOPMENT AND THE ENVIRONMENT	6
5.	EXTERNAL RELATIONS	9




[bookmark: _Toc214019600]ECONOMIC AND MONETARY UNION, ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COHESION

· Amendment to the Brexit Adjustment Reserve

	References
	Category C opinion
COM(2025) 513 final
EESC-2025-03278-00-00-AC



Key points

Since the Committee unreservedly endorses the contents of the proposal and has already set out its views on the subject in its earlier opinion on the Brexit Adjustment Reserve[footnoteRef:1], adopted on 24 February 2021, it decided to issue an opinion endorsing the proposed text and to refer to the position it had taken in the above-mentioned document. [1:  	OJ C 155, 30.4.2021, p. 52] 


	Contact
	Georgios Meleas

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 9795

	Email
	Georgios.Meleas@eesc.europa.eu
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· Revision of the Carcinogens, Mutagens and Reprotoxic substances Directive

	References
	Category C opinion
COM(2025) 418 final

	
	EESC-2025-03030-00-00-AC



Key points

Since the Committee endorses the content of the proposal and feels that it requires no comment on its part, it decided to issue an opinion endorsing the proposed text.

	Contact
	Valeria Atzori

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 8774

	Email
	Valeria.Atzori@eesc.europa.eu
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[bookmark: _Hlk213426190]
· Framework for State aid measures to support the Clean Industrial Deal

	Rapporteur-general
	Isabel YGLESIAS (Employers' Group - ES)

	References
	C(2025) 7600 final

	
	EESC-2025-01657-00-00-AC



Key points

The EESC:
· welcomes the Clean Industrial Deal State Aid Framework (CISAF) as a key instrument to support the decarbonisation of European industry and preserve strategic investments within the EU, stressing the need for smooth integration with existing tools to ensure coherence, avoid overlap, and provide clear guidance to stakeholders;
· warns against fragmentation in the single market due to disparities in national State aid capacities, and encourages mechanisms that reward cross-border coordination and projects with positive spill-over effects, echoing recommendations from the Letta and Draghi reports;
· calls for the rapid implementation of the Clean Industrial Deal’s financing instruments, including a robust Competitiveness Fund and reinforced multiannual financial framework (MFF), while underlining that public support must not divert attention from long-term structural reforms of electricity markets and grid infrastructure;
· supports the CISAF’s aim to balance technological neutrality with decarbonisation goals, but urges the Commission to maintain dialogue with stakeholders to ensure that aid thresholds and metrics are realistic and reflect sectoral and regional specificities;
· welcomes the introduction of social and European preference clauses under the CISAF, provided they are proportionate, aligned with just transition goals, and do not impose excessive administrative burdens that could discourage participation or deepen inequalities between Member States.

	Contact
	Silvia Staffa

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 8378

	Email
	Silvia.Staffa@eesc.europa.eu
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· Omnibus on chemicals

	Rapporteur-general
	John COMER (Civil Society Organisations' Group - IE)

	References
	COM(2025) 526 final
COM(2025) 531 final
EESC-2025-02571-00-00



Key points

The EESC:
· [bookmark: _Toc213427491]welcomes the sixth Simplification Omnibus, which introduces targeted changes to EU chemical, cosmetic and fertilising product regulations to reduce compliance burdens, improve clarity and support innovation without compromising safety. The EESC accepts the general thrust of the Commission proposals and welcomes their aim of ensuring a high level of protection for human health and the environment, while urging that this be pursued in full consideration of the One Health approach;
· [bookmark: _Toc213427492]underlines that it is important for a consumer to be able to quickly contact a supplier when immediate contact is necessary. Contact by telephone is the best means to achieve this, as facilitates the easy exchange of information when required. Digital contacts do not always provide information in a suitable manner;
· [bookmark: _Toc213427493]notes that some websites can be quite complex and difficult to navigate. Suppliers must provide easy access and a user-friendly digital contact;
· [bookmark: _Toc213427494]stresses that updating labels without undue delay in the event of a change regarding the classification or labelling of a substance or mixture is unsatisfactory in terms of public health and the environment. A fixed period of 12 months to update the label is necessary. If an extension of the fixed period is required, then the Commission needs to be provided with adequate evidence to justify such an extension;
· [bookmark: _Toc213427495]emphasises that good-quality labelling is an important part of protecting public health and the environment. Labels should be printed in red or black on a white background to ensure easy readability. In exceptional circumstances this may vary, but the underlying requirement must be easy readability and clear and legible words adequately spaced;
· [bookmark: _Toc213427496]recommends that a derogation for carcinogenic, mutagenic and reprotoxic substances (CMR) whose hazard statements refer to oral or inhalation routes of exposure should be allowed except where it can be demonstrated that children and other vulnerable groups are at particular risk;
· [bookmark: _Toc213427497]underlines that economic aspects should only be taken into account where excessive economic costs apply or where the alternative product is totally economically unviable when deciding whether a substance is to be considered a suitable alternative to a CMR substance in a cosmetic product. In particular, small and medium sized enterprises (SMEs) should receive support to invest in alternative products. Public health is too important for economic considerations to be over emphasised as a determining factor when looking at suitable alternatives to CMR substances in such products;
· [bookmark: _Toc213427498]stresses the need for the Scientific Committee on Consumer Safety (SCCS) to quickly assess endocrine disruptors as they can interfere with the body’s natural hormones. Children, in particular, are at risk because endocrine disruptors might cause disruptions during key developmental moments in their life.

	Contact
	Alejandra Molina Saavedra

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 8249

	Email
	Alejandra.MolinaSaavedra@eesc.europa.eu





· Regulation on European Chemicals AgencyEN


	Rapporteur-general
	Maciej Dawid KUNYSZ (Civil Society Organisations’ Group - PL)

	References
	COM(2025) 386 final
EESC-2025-2572-00-00-AC



Key points

The EESC:
· welcomes the proposed European Chemicals Agency (ECHA) regulation which will create an independent legal framework to help ECHA manage its growing duties efficiently with a view to protecting human health and the environment;
· believes that scientific assessments of chemicals should consider the needs of vulnerable groups in the decision-making process as some substances may pose particular risk for them. The EESC urges to integrate the One Health perspective into its chemical assessments to both address risks that disproportionately affect vulnerable groups and strengthen inclusive, transparent and coordinated governance;
· notes that the key to the future success of the Agency lies in ensuring that it is independent and seen to be so in the exercise of its duties and responsibilities.  The issue of conflicts of interest must also be a central consideration to ensure widespread acceptance of scientific opinions;
· recommends that the new proposals ensure the widest possible access to all documents containing chemical data and all other sources of information on chemical data; 
· considers that the Board of Appeal, consisting of a chairperson and two members, is far too narrow and restricted to deal adequately with the appeals. The EESC considers that the Board of Appeal must have a broader membership to ensure fairness and transparency;
· underlines that the precautionary principle must apply to protect public health and the environment in the event of failure to remedy diverging scientific opinions; 
· calls for adequate resources to be provided for the ECHA committees and for timeliness indicators and service standards to be introduced; 
· recommends establishing a permanent Civil Society Advisory Panel (CSAP) to the ECHA Management Board, with its opinions and minutes published;
· calls for the proactive publication of non-confidential inputs and plain-language summaries of opinions, decisions and reports, along with FAIR metadata and an API for data re-use. The EESC is also in favour of giving eligible non-profit organisations the right to address the Board of Appeal, and of granting fee waivers or reductions for such organisations.

	Contact
	Alejandra Molina Saavedra

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 8249

	Email
	Alejandra.MolinaSaavedra@eesc.europa.eu
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· Diplomacy and disability

	Rapporteur-general
	Pietro Vittorio BARBIERI (Civil Society Organisations' Group - IT)

	Reference
	Information report
EESC-2025-00642-00-00-RI



Key points

The EESC:
· underlines that the cornerstone of diplomacy with regard to combating discrimination against persons with disabilities is the United Nations Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (CRPD), which was adopted in 2006 and entered into force in 2008. The CRPD is the main international legal instrument protecting the rights of persons with disabilities; it lays down fundamental principles such as non-discrimination, full and effective participation in society, accessibility and equality of opportunity;
· welcomes the numerous measures adopted by the European Union since it signed the CRPD in 2011 to ensure that persons with disabilities have equal rights and opportunities;
· points out that the EU has also provided funds at European level to foster the inclusion of persons with disabilities in a range of areas: the social sphere, employment, education, health and culture;
· emphasises that the EU also worked with NGOs to develop and improve inclusive policies, collect accurate data and raise awareness about disability;
· points out that Sweden, Lithuania and Germany are among the European countries that seem to have done the most to transpose the CRPD and underlines that Poland is also making significant progress. Outside the EU, Canada, Australia and New Zealand are among the countries that have done most to uphold the rights of persons with disabilities;
· recommends the adoption of action plans by the European Commission (both within and outside the EU) on all forms of disability, in line with those already in place for young people and gender equality;
· requests the Commission to work more closely with disabled people’s organisations, both in the context of international cooperation and as part of the EU’s humanitarian work: it will enhance its diplomacy and make it more effective;
· believes that every diplomatic delegation dealing with disability and agreements or treaties in which the rights of persons with disabilities may be affected should be obliged to bring at least one representative of a Disabled People's Organisation (DPO) to UN meetings, at the expense of their respective countries. It is suggested to start with the Conference of States Parties (COSP);
· argues thar the EU could support this initiative via Team Europe, which at each COSP advocates a common position agreed by the 27 Member States. The aim is to formally designate disability focal points in each diplomatic delegation.

	Contact
	Sabrina Tesoka

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 9552

	Email
	Sabrina.Tesoka@eesc.europa.eu



· Strengthening European values in candidate countries by supporting the public service sector and empowering social partners and civil society organisations

	Rapporteur-general
	Kristina AALTONEN (Workers' Group - DK)

	Reference
	Exploratory opinion requested by the Danish Presidency of the Council of the EU
EESC-2025-01528-00-00-AC



Key points

The EESC:
· recalls that EU enlargement is not merely a political and institutional process; it is fundamentally a value-based one;
· stresses that social partners and civil society organisations (CSOs) play a vital role in supporting candidate countries’ transition to EU core values: democracy, human rights, labour rights and the rule of law;
· calls on the European Commission to:
· involve social partners from candidate countries as observers to both cross-sectoral and sectoral EU-level social dialogue structures;
· strategically target EU programmes and funding to strengthen CSOs and social partners;
· promote partnerships and peer learning between social partners and CSOs from candidate countries and Member States;
· use instruments such as the Youth Guarantee, Growth Plans and the Reform Agenda to reinforce social dialogue;
· seek synergies with other actors, notably the ILO, to increase coherence and impact;
· address evident attempts to suppress the civic space and independent media and reflect these issues more prominently in the enlargement strategy and in country reports;
· highlights that public service employers and workers are key drivers of trust and democratic governance. Transparent, professional, and accountable public services are crucial for citizens’ confidence in institutions. 
· recommends:
· stronger cooperation between public authorities and civil society, institutionalised within accession preparations;
· that EU bodies and institutions involve candidate countries in their work, following the good practice initiated by the EESC;
· a more effective use of EU funding to support democratic actors and reach vulnerable groups and remote areas (e.g. through regranting);
· supporting the setting-up of transparent institutionalised structures for participation and consultation, ensuring civil and social dialogue is embedded in candidate countries’ legislation;
· prioritising EU support to education systems, particularly teacher training, to foster democratic values, critical thinking and civic participation. Teacher autonomy and academic freedom must be safeguarded.

	Contact
	Charlotte Rive

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 9388

	Email
	Charlotte.Rive@eesc.europa.eu





· Safe countries package

	Rapporteur-general
	Pietro Vittorio BARBIERI (Civil Society Organisations' Group - IT)

	References
	COM(2025) 186 final
COM(2025) 259 final
EESC-2025-02314-00-00-AC



Key points

The EESC:
· welcomes the Commission’s efforts to standardise the procedures for designating safe countries, which are currently decided at the discretion of the individual Member States, with an absence of transparency and a lack of effective supranational oversight;
· emphasises that the designation of a country as ‘safe’ plays a pivotal role in the procedures for examining asylum applications, given that applications from citizens coming from countries considered to be safe are examined under an accelerated procedure;
· points out that the use of the accelerated procedure for the examination of an asylum application means that the procedural safeguards are diminished and that, if the application is rejected, the applicant may be removed from the territory of the Member State pending a court appeal, a situation which is blatantly at odds with the principle of non-refoulement under Article 33 of the Geneva Convention;
· considers that the designation of safe countries also constitutes a restriction of the right to asylum, both because procedural safeguards are diminished due to the use of the accelerated procedure and because the presumption that the country is safe results in a reversal of the burden of proof onto the asylum seeker, who must prove the contrary in order to be granted international protection;
· believes that the recognition rate of 20% at EU level established as a criterion for the application of the accelerated procedure and the border procedure is arbitrary and inadequate;
· argues that, on the basis of the data currently available from both institutional and civil society sources and in accordance with the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the EU, the main consequence of designating the countries listed in Annex II to COM(2025) 186 as safe (Bangladesh, Colombia, Egypt, India, Kosovo, Morocco, Tunisia) could be to deny the right to asylum to applicants from those countries.

	Contact
	Daniele Vitali

	Tel.
	+32 2 546 8817

	Email
	Daniele.Vitali@eesc.europa.eu
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