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	European Commission position on points 
of the European Economic and Social Committee (EESC) opinion considered as essential

	Point 2.1: The Commission welcomes the Committee’s commitment to the European Green Deal. The Commission also supports the EESC arguments in support of recommendation 2.1 under points 3.1 to 3.3.
Point 2.2: The Commission welcomes the EESC’s support to exclude some investments from the scope of categorised products as set forth within the Sustainable Finance Disclosure Regulation (SFDR) review proposal. The Commission shares the EESC’s view that retaining the proposed exclusions is essential to ensure that the SFDR plays its role in fighting greenwashing and protecting end-investors from potentially misleading ESG claims. The Commission also takes note of the EESC arguments in support of recommendation 2.2 under points 3.4 to 3.6.
Point 2.3: The Commission takes note of the EESC’s recommendation to keep a streamlined and standardised set of entity-level disclosures. However, the Commission’s analysis laid down in the Impact Assessment accompanying the SFDR review proposal demonstrated that the deletion of certain entity-level disclosures is necessary to meet the objectives of simplification and burden reduction. The Commission also takes note of the EESC arguments in support of recommendation 2.3 under points 3.7 to 3.8.
Point 2.9: The Commission takes note of the EESC’s recommendations on the concept of ‘credible transition’ and the importance of integrating social objectives in the EU framework. The Commission notes the EESC’s arguments under points 3.18 to 3.19.
Point 2.10: The Commission welcomes the EESC’s recommendation to ensure the coherence of the sustainable finance framework. The Commission believes that the SFDR review proposal will achieve the objective and takes notes of the EESC’s supporting arguments under point 3.20 which will be useful input for the delegated act to be adopted in accordance with Article 19(b), as proposed.




