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Environmental information in the context 
of Public or Business Procurement
Introduction to Type III Environmental Product Declarations

Strengths Weaknesses
• Internationally recognized and applied standard for 

environmental labels and communications (ISO 14025)
• Report full picture (LCA based, ISO 1404x series)

• Product lifecycle (from cradle to grave)
• Multi-criteria (impact on air, water, soil, resources, wastes)

• Support comparisons
• Quantified impact
• Service level provided by a product (functional unit)
• Applicable to any level of complexity

• ISO 14025 and 1404x series are not sufficiently driving the
application

 LCA method can be applied many different ways that bias 
ability to compare EPDs
• LCA framework has to be specified with Product Category 

Rules (PCRs - ISO TS 14027) specifying
• Scope of the LCA
• Characterization methods
• Life cycle inventories (datasets)

• PCR can be missing or there can be several PCRs for the 
same product category with misaligned requirements

• Credible information
• Third-party verified (ISO TS 14071)

• With no verifier supervision, third-party verifications do 
not 100% warranty  quality and harmonization of the EPD 
framework applications

How does a Type III environmental declaration 

can support Sustainable Consumption and Production?
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Analysis of 2 initiatives 
to balance Type III standard drawbacks

PEP ecopassport® EU PEF

Context

• Start in 2009
• Association founded by and for EEE 

industrials and trade associations
• For B2B and eventually B2C communications

• Start in 2013
• 27 Pilots representing any type of organization 

and sector
• For B2B and B2C communications and 

conscious design/production

Objective

• To provide an adapted, efficient and liable 
system to EPD producers

• To answer to market standards (ISO 14025, 
EN 15978) and regulations

• To be eventually used in the EU instruments 
(existing or upcoming)

• To be used as the basis of the IPP/SCP* 
policies

Governance

• P.E.P. Association created from scratch by 
industrials

• System that allows the 
registration/management of PCR/PSRs, 
communications and verifier pool

• Use of the current EC structure
• Organizations (suppliers, industrials, 

retailers,…) manage on their own the 
application of the EF process



4
Choices made by these initiatives
to balance Type III standard drawbacks

PEP ecopassport® EU PEF
LCA technical 
framework

• Adapted to EEE and HVAC-R
• Straightforward thanks to years of experience 

• LCA technical aspects simplified in the 
general PCR

• Additional aspects adapted per sub-product 
category (PSRs)

• The most cross sectoral possible
• Precise, so more complex
• LCA technical aspects detailed in the PEF 

Guidance
• Simplification possible case by case (PEFCR)

Category rule 
development

• Easy to create and update PCR/PSRs
• Justifications not driven by the same type of 

procedure

• Complex PEFCR development procedure
• Justifications driven by PEF Guidance sub-

procedures
• Screening study and supporting studies

Verification • Managed and supervised in compliance with 
ISO 14025

• Recognized by authorities (France) and pairs

• Management and supervision not yet defined
• Competence clearly set up
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How does an EPD can support SCP? 
PEP ecopassport®& EU PEF Project: is it possible to converge?

PEP ecopassport® EU PEF
LCA technical 
framework

• Make EF-compliant datasets available
• PCR/PSRs to be reviewed

• Scope and FU definitions
• Electricity modelling, cut off,…
• EoL formula (CFF)

• Make EF-compliant datasets available
• Ensure the stability of the EF method

• Still LCA technical issues to tackle

• Reduce the technical and economical barriers 

Category rule 
development

• Integrate essential PEFCR development 
aspects to PCR/PSR development and review 
process to ensure EF acceptance

• Promote and deploy the EF method to all the 
sectors, products and markets

• Integrate EF in EC instruments and policies
• Reduce the technical and economical barriers 

Verification • Continue compliance with ISO 14025
• Continue recognition process with 

authorities and pairs

• Ensure the proper application of the EF 
method (insurance of verifiers’ competences, 
homogeneity and quality of the verifications)

Both the academic and pragmatic approaches must combine to reach a consensus in terms of 
applicability and appropriateness, to become mainstream in the context of SCP
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How does an EPD can support SCP?
Conclusion and recommendations

EU PEF Pilot phase is major in terms of parties’ involvement, and will shape the future of environmental communication but only covers 27 Pilots

Those developments open new perspectives for all stakeholders, and EPD program operators will have to define their roles in a more harmonized, 
regulation-driven context. 

 Recommendations in the short term

 Require a Type III environmental declaration in public or private call for tenders

 Specify the referential to comply with

 Applicable Standards (ISO 1404x, ISO 14020, ISO 14025)

 EU PEF if the product is covered by a PEFCR or a specific EPD Program Operator such as PEP ecopassport® for Electric, Electronic and HVAC-R industries mentioning the applicable PCR

 Other eventual product standard

 Projections to the middle term 

 Continue co-construction process and working altogether with EPD program operators

 Continue harmonisation and standardisation works in an international context

 Ensure alignment with standards and schemes in force

 Avoid at a maximum the local and economical barriers


