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_____________

606th plenary session
held in Brussels
on 17 and 18 June 2026
_____________

Meeting of 17 June
_____________

Agenda item 8
_____________

The president moved that the Committee turn to agenda item 8 and the vote on the opinion on

Circular Economy Act - Circular economy and responsible resource consumption within planetary boundaries
(exploratory opinion requested by the European Commission).

The preliminary work had been carried out by the Section for Agriculture, Rural Development and the Environment (president: Mr Stoyan TCHOUKANOV). The rapporteur was Mr Cillian LOHAN (IE-III).

The rapporteur presented the opinion by highlighting that there are only three years remaining to meet the European Commission´s circularity target of 24% and that the Circular Economy Act (CEA) should strengthen the EU’s competitiveness and resilience by accelerating the shift from a linear – take-make-waste – economy to a circular one. This is essential not only for people’s well-being and prosperity, but also for our planet. In concrete terms, in the opinion we propose that the Act strengthens European markets for secondary raw materials and integrates a resource-use perspective into all EU policies. Circularity must become a cross-cutting principle. We also ask for a clear mapping of legislations, action plans and regulations to have a full picture of the drivers of circular economy. The rapporteur stressed the importance of involving stakeholders, e.g. via the European Circular Economy Stakeholders Platform (ECESP) and use it for a repository of good practices and to proof-test new indicators. In the opinion, we mention also the idea of transition brokers helping the EU and civil society to transition. This job should be professionalised across the EU.

[bookmark: _Hlk224751881]In the ensuing debate, the following members took the floor: Ms PARTHIE, Ms STUDNIČNÁ, Mr TRACEVIČIUS, Ms DABU, Messrs MITOV, ROCHE RAMO, MEDINA, Ms COUTAZ, Ms MURAFA, Messrs PINTÉR, BERGRATH, Ms ALBU, Mr STILLER, Mr SERRA, Mr MOUSOUROULIS and Ms NICLOT. They raised these issues:
· circularity will happen when it makes economic sense, as it needs to deliver the conditions for the EU to compete and innovate;
· competitiveness and sustainability must go hand in hand. Helping those who want to deliver is the way forward;
· EU´s transition to a circular and climate-neutral economy must be economical and social, otherwise it will not succeed. Circular jobs must be decent jobs;
· we need a political will for a real transformation, financial sanctions for non-compliance, products that will last longer and are made in EU;
· CEA should be evidence-based, proportional and providing legal certainty;
· affordability and access are hurdles to acquiring circular products;
· need for a proper design and consistency on demand and supply side;
· simplification is needed to reduce costs and red tape while public and private investments should work together to increase circularity;
· circular added value needs to be developed locally with safe and quality jobs;
· we need a methodology that promotes investment and the just transition to take place;
· the Just transition fund is no longer in the new MFF proposal and the transition represents a cost for businesses;
· we need also long-term financial instruments and a just transition for young people.

Ms RZECZKOWSKA and Mr MARIN had tabled the following amendments which were accepted by the rapporteur:

Amendment 1 on point 1.4, amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	The Act should progress key issues such as the use of public procurement, the harmonisation and governance of extended producer responsibility (EPR), transparency and traceability for all materials used, the scaling up of eco-design, the movement beyond recycling, the role of remanufacturing and an emphasis on good working conditions in all areas of the circular transition. EPR should therefore be redesigned to support circular business models beyond recycling, including through eco-modulated fee structures and/or dedicated support funds. Decent health and safety conditions in the workplace are essential.
	The Act should progress key issues such as the use of public procurement, the harmonisation and governance of extended producer responsibility (EPR), transparency and traceability for all materials used, the scaling up of eco-design, the movement beyond recycling, the role of remanufacturing and an emphasis on good working conditions in all areas of the circular transition. Water should be integrated in the Act as a strategic resource recognising that the protection of water resources and the prevention of pollution at source are essential for a circular economy and require the effective application of the polluter-pays principle[1]. EPR should therefore be redesigned to support circular business models beyond recycling, including through eco-modulated fee structures and/or dedicated support funds. Decent health and safety conditions in the workplace are essential.

[1] OJ C 146, 27.04.2023, p. 35; OJ C, C/2025/107, 10.1.2025, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/C/2025/107/oj; CCMI/259 "RESourceEU plan" (ongoing); CCMI/261 "Blue Deal Accelerator – technology, skills and finance for a water-resilient future" (ongoing).



Amendment 2 on point 3.5, amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	Circularity should be clearly linked to reduced dependency on importing critical raw materials to the EU, strengthening sufficiency, climate goals, reduced ecological footprint and reduced dependency on fossil fuels. In a context of increasing global competition for resources, this strategic dimension becomes even more critical.
	Circularity should be clearly linked to reduced dependency on importing critical raw materials to the EU, strengthening sufficiency, climate goals, reduced ecological footprint and reduced dependency on fossil fuels. In a context of increasing global competition for resources, this strategic dimension becomes even more critical. Building on its work on the EU Blue Deal, Water Resilience Strategy and the Urban Wastewater Treatment Directive[10], the EESC calls for water to be integrated in the Act as a strategic resource[11] supported by strong transboundary cooperation based on shared data, common protocols and solidarity mechanisms, and by water-sensitive urban and regional planning.

[10] EESC opinion on "EU Water Resilience Strategy and European Climate Resilience and Risk Management Integrated Framework" (not yet published in the Official Journal).
[11] OJ C, C/2025/107, 10.1.2025, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/C/2025/107/oj; CCMI/259 "RESourceEU plan" (ongoing); CCMI/261 "Blue Deal Accelerator – technology, skills and finance for a water-resilient future" (ongoing).



Amendment 3 on point 3.10, amend as follows:

	Section opinion
	Amendment

	The CEA must be evidence-based, proportionate and focused on:

· strengthening the single market, reducing fragmentation and providing legal certainty for investment in circular value chains;
· supporting the development of well-functioning markets and, where appropriate, demand for secondary raw materials;
· ensuring strong enforcement and a level playing field globally;
· preventing and reducing waste generation and ensuring the high-quality recovery of materials from waste streams;
· harmonised waste definitions, EU-level End-of-Waste criteria, and common rules for cross-border material flows.
	The CEA must be evidence-based, proportionate and focused on:

· strengthening the single market, reducing fragmentation and providing legal certainty for investment in circular value chains;
· supporting the development of well-functioning markets and, where appropriate, demand for secondary raw materials;
· ensuring strong enforcement and a level playing field globally;
· preventing and reducing waste generation and ensuring the high-quality recovery of materials from waste streams;
· promoting water reuse across sectors and by prioritising water‑efficient and circular solutions in planning and major investments, within a comprehensive regulatory framework that establishes a clear hierarchy of water use, prioritising human, animal and environmental health[12], ecosystem protection and sustainable economic activities[13];
· harmonised waste definitions, EU-level End-of-Waste criteria, and common rules for cross-border material flows.

[12] OJ C, C/2026/16, 16.1.2026, ELI: http://data.europa.eu/eli/C/2026/16/oj.
[13] EESC opinion on "EU Water Resilience Strategy and European Climate Resilience and Risk Management Integrated Framework" (not yet published in the Official Journal).




Vote on the opinion as a whole

The opinion was put to vote and adopted by the Assembly by 207 votes in favour, 4 votes against and 5 abstentions.
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