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The Austrian Federal Chamber of La-
bour is by law representing the inter-
ests of about 3.4 million em-ployees 
and consumers in Austria. It acts for 
the interests of its members in fields 
of social-, educational-, economi-
cal-, and consumer issues both on the 
national and on the EU-level in Brus-
sels. Furthermore the Austrian Federal 
Chamber of Labour is a part of the 
Austrian social partnership.

The AK EUROPA office in Brussels was 
established in 1991 to bring forward 
the interests of all its members directly 
vis-à-vis the European Institutions.

Organisation and Tasks of the Austri-
an Federal Chamber of Labour

The Austrian Federal Chamber of La-
bour is the umbrella organisation of the 
nine regional Chambers of Labour in 
Austria, which have together the statu-
tory mandate to represent the interests 
of their members.

The Chambers of Labour provide their 
members a broad range of services, in-
cluding for instance advice on matters 
of labour law, consumer rights, social 
insurance and educational matters.

Rudi Kaske 
President

More than three quarters of the 2 mil-
lion member-consultations carried out 
each year concern labour-, social insur-
ance- and insolvency law. Furthermore 
the Austrian Federal Chamber of Labour 
makes use of its vested right to state its 
opinion in the legislation process of the 
European Union and in Austria in order 
to shape the interests of the employees 
and consumers towards the legislator.

All Austrian employees are subject to 
compulsory membership. The mem-
ber fee is determined by law and is 
amounting to 0.5% of the members‘ 
gross wages or salaries (up to the so-
cial security payroll tax cap maximum). 
560.000 - amongst others unemployed, 
persons on maternity (paternity) leave, 
communityand military service - of the 
3.4 million members are exempt from 
subscription payment, but are entitled 
to all services provided by the Austrian 
Federal Chambers of Labour.

Werner Muhm
Director

About us
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The AK position in detail
1. Introduction

The Austrian Federal Chamber of La-
bour (BAK) welcomes the European 
Commission’s aim of presenting an am-
bitious initiative to promote the circular 
economy by the end of 2015. The initia-
tive is intended to comprise not only a 
revised version of proposals on amend-
ments to various waste management 
directives, but also a mandatory and 
coordinated action plan that takes into 
account the whole value-added chain, 
rather than just a part of it.

An action plan, however, will only pro-
vide additional benefit compared to the 
Zero Waste COM(2014) 398 final com-
munication if certain urgent projects 
such as a reform of statutory warran-
ties in favour of long-lasting products 
(Directive 1999/44/EC) or a broadening 
of the Ecodesign Directive 2009/125/
EC are actually tackled promptly. The 
COM(2014) 397 final Proposal for a 
Directive concerning waste manage-
ment is also in need of improvement. 

Having already made a critical assess-
ment of the “Zero Waste Package” in Oc-
tober 20141, the BAK wishes to take the 
opportunity of the current public consul-
tation on the circular economy2 to reite-
rate some of those key points.

2. Where is there a need for action? Is 
a circular economy the answer? The 
environmental impact of production 
and consumption needs to be conside-
red in its totality.

The term “circular economy” may sound 
like the promise of a better world, but if 

we consider the various and contradic-
tory proposals put forward in connection 
with it, we can see how fuzzy the term 
is and how easily it can be co-opted for 
specific interests. The European Com-
mission rightly asks which products 
should be tackled using which goals 
and which measures should be taken in 
which phase of their life cycle of produc-
tion, consumption and waste.

The term “circular economy” and con-
sideration of material flows are of little 
aid. The circular flow of materials offers 
no guarantee that the environmental 
impacts associated with certain pro-
ducts and their usage will actually 
and effectively be markedly reduced 
along the respective value-added chain 
(from cradle to grave). The aim must be 
a substantial reduction in environmental 
impacts. To that end, environmental 
impacts need to be considered in their 
totality in order that the relevant fields 
of action and instruments for the co-
ming years can be reliably worked out. 

A survey of stakeholders using a “menu 
of options”, as is the case with this con-
sultation, cannot achieve that; it serves 
to highlight only the stakeholders’ re-
spective preferences and concerns.

The approach of the Swiss Federal Office 
for the Environment (FOEN) is exemplary 
in this respect, including in relation to ef-
forts at European level. In order to esta-
blish a better decision-making basis 
for its priority recommendations to po-
licy-makers, in 2011 it commissioned an 
assessment of Switzerland’s total envi-
ronmental impact through consumpti-
on and production for the first time.3
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Inclusion of the whole life cycle of pro-
ducts was important because many 
goods are imported into Switzerland, 
so consideration of only environmen-
tal impacts arising in Switzerland itself 
would not go far enough. In order to 
be aggregated as a total impact, the 
various environmental impacts were 
quantified using the method of eco-
logical scarcity4 as so-called environ-
mental impact points (EIPs). Methodo-
logically, that goes well beyond the 
conventional approach to defining 
environmental indicators. EIPs assess 
various emissions into the soil, water 
and air, and the consumption of natu-
ral resources. Greenhouse gases, wa-
ter pollution and land usage alike are 
taken into account.

The most striking finding of the study is 
that imports account for around 60% of 
Switzerland’s total environmental im-
pact. The dependence of Switzerland 
on natural resources and production 
processes abroad is evident. It also 
highlights its shared responsibility for 
the state of the global environment. 
The most relevant consumer sectors 
in environmental terms are food and 
housing, accounting for 28% of the en-
vironmental impact each, as well as 
mobility, which makes up 12%.

Not only is it remarkable that a remar-
kably high ratio of Switzerland’s envi-
ronmental impact is caused abroad, 
but it is notable that the environmental 
impact caused abroad is significantly 
higher than the impact in Switzerland 
itself in most consumer sectors. Only 
the consumer sector of mobility has a 
slightly higher environmental impact in 
Switzerland than abroad. Analysis of 
the environmental impact in Switzerland 
broken down by economic sectors (not 
including exports) show that agriculture 
(30%), energy, waste management, 

hospitality and transport have the 
greatest environmental impact.

In 2014, FOEN used the same method 
to study how Swiss environmental 
impacts changed over time between 
1996 and 2011.5 The key finding was 
that the domestic environment impact 
had significantly fallen, but that de-
crease was largely cancelled out by 
the increasing environmental impact 
abroad. The proportion of the envi-
ronmental impact caused abroad in-
creased from around 56% in 1996 to 
around 73% in 2011. The environmental 
impact needs to be halved in order to 
reach an environmentally sustainable 
level. 

3. Effects on employment of an in-
creased circular economy

The effects of a circular economy ap-
pear to hold great promise. The Euro-
pean Commission6, for example, an-
ticipates net savings of up to EUR 600 
billion for European companies through 
improved ecodesign, waste avoidance 
and recycling, together with a reduction 
in annual greenhouse gas emissions. 
Additional measures are predicted to 
increase resource productivity by 30% 
by 2030, and could generate a 1% in-
crease in GDP yearly and create 2 milli-
on additional jobs.

However, it is difficult to avoid the im-
pression that the economic effects of an 
“increased circular economy” may be 
greatly overestimated. It is clear at any 
rate that the current state of research 
does not allow for a detailed estimate 
of the employment and growth impacts 
of the circular economy. According to 
a recent study, the effects on employ-
ment of the sharing economy, digitali-
sation, recycling and the reprocessing 
of products have not been explored 
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sufficiently7. The impacts on European 
and international trade flows, the com-
petitiveness of the European Economic 
Area, the demand for labour and qua-
lifications etc.8 are also open questi-
ons. What is striking about the current 
estimates for individual states is how 
divergent they are – the framework stu-
dy of the European Commission refers, 
for instance, to studies for the Nether-
lands and the UK from 2013; although 
the UK has approx. four times as many 
residents, around 50,000 jobs are esti-
mated to be created in each of the 
countries by the transition to the circular 
economy.9

The BAK by all means supports both 
employer and employee organisations 
being systematically involved in all the 
sub-steps of the processes (for establis-
hing facts, including with respect to the 
effects on welfare and the environment, 
and the development of policy propo-
sals).

4. Circular economy through recycling 
rates and take-back systems?

The debate on facilitation of the circu-
lar economy is unduly dominated by the 
preferred instruments of recycling rates 
and the collection and recovery or take-
back systems to be set up for that purpo-
se. They are even wrongly equated with 
Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR). 
EPR, however, goes beyond that.

Nor are recycling rates an instrument 
with innovative potential. Instead, they 
resemble the familiar exhaust air filters 
from the early years of air pollution con-
trol policy, i.e. end-of-pipe measures 
that were and are certainly necessary 
as a starting point, but which do not go 
far enough. Recycling rates and the coll-
ection and recovery systems set up for 
their implementation are, if professional-
ly managed, at best a useful financing 

instrument for the handling of waste, 
but are prone to cartel formation and 
barely provide the obligated producers 
with incentives for ecodesign. The con-
flict of objectives here needs to be ack-
nowledged.

In addition, recycling rates overshadow 
other, more promising instruments that 
require a common EU-wide frame-
work.

• Demanding technical specificati-
ons for the various recycling, reco-
very and disposal methods remain 
essential. Loopholes need to be 
closed and the practical implemen-
tation of the specifications needs to 
be ensured. 

• Promotion of recycling by lowe-
ring those standards, e.g. calls for 
exemptions from REACH for se-
condary raw materials together with 
premature end-of-waste status, or 
contemplation of relaxing the con-
ditions concerning the waste licence 
for SMEs, is the wrong approach. 
Recycling needs to be of high quali-
ty to avoid diffuse dissipation of pol-
lutants into the environment. 

• The same ultimately applies to 
landfill. An ambitious landfill ban 
creates effective cost incentives that 
promote separate collection for the 
purpose of recycling or other forms 
of recovery. Landfill levies have the 
same effect.

• However, measures beyond waste 
management also have great po-
tential, for instance the reform of 
statutory warranties and the in-
troduction of minimum guarantee 
obligations, which would better 
protect consumers against defective 
products and early wear and tear.
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• Significant impetus could be gene-
rated by a more comprehensive 
application of the EU Ecodesign 
Directive by placing greater em-
phasis on the lifetime and repara-
bility of products. 

• Major incentives can also result 
from environmentally focused pu-
blic procurement if effective use is 
made of the buying power concen-
trated there. The BAK advocates 
that approach10.

• Transparent environmental infor-
mation about products to make 
it easier for consumers to make 
sustainable purchase decisions is 
also essential. 

5. Implement a landfill ban across Eu-
rope as swiftly as possible and ...

In terms of waste management spe-
cifically, it is essential, as mentioned 
above, that conventional means of 
depositing waste, which should ac-
tually be pre-treated, are as swiftly as 
possible prohibited by an up-to-date 
landfill ban or at least the cost benefit 
associated with those forms of dispo-
sal is cancelled out by landfill levies.

The specifications set out in the EU 
Landfill Directive 1999/31/EU contain 
far too low requirements concer-
ning the quality of the waste to be 
landfilled and allow for excessively 
long transitional periods. However, 
the approach taken in Article 3(2) of 
the COM(2014) 397 final Proposal for 
a Directive would not have been ex-
pedient either. It would also have led 
to the problem of how such require-
ments could be implemented on a 
competitive waste management mar-
ket.

It is better – for instance, following the 
model of Sections 6ff. of the Austrian 
Landfill Ordinance – to make clear (to 
put it briefly) that waste needs to be 
pre-treated and only inert waste may 
be landfilled. The advantage is that 
such requirements, unlike rates, are ju-
stifiable on scientific grounds. They are 
designed, above all, to prevent landfills 
from becoming the contaminated si-
tes of tomorrow. The high costs of the 
necessary thermal pre-treatment in 
themselves lead to recyclable waste 
being voluntarily sorted by waste hol-
ders in advance. In other words, use is 
made of market forces.

As an example, the recovery of plastic 
waste in Austria was increased from 
20% (1994) to 98% (2010), which the au-
thors of the study attribute solely to the 
landfill ban set out in the Landfill Ordi-
nance.11

6. ... subsidise it by means of landfill 
levies to enable investments in faci-
lities

It is clear that a landfill ban is only effec-
tive if compliance can be monitored and 
non-compliance is penalised. To ensure 
the ban can be implemented, sufficient 
plant capacity for the pre-treatment of 
waste is required. In Austria, that pre-
dominantly meant facilities for thermal 
treatment. Creation of sufficient capaci-
ty requires transitional periods. Howe-
ver, the introduction of a landfill ban 
in itself will not ensure the creation of 
the necessary capacity, since the ob-
ligated companies are inclined to wait 
during the transitional period, as is the 
case currently with the long transitional 
periods set out in the EU Landfill Direc-
tive. 
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In order for companies in the indu-
strial or energy supply sector to make 
the necessary investments in facilities 
in time, it needs to be ensured that the 
cost benefits of conventional cheap 
landfill are cancelled out by a landfill 
levy even during the transitional pha-
se. That creates investment protection.

The contaminated site fee – a waste 
steering tax which was and is paya-
ble by the landfill operator – has had 
precisely that effect in Austria.12 The 
contaminated site fee was staggered 
according to the quality of the wa-
ste to be landfilled from 2004 and 
obliged landfill operators wanting to 
stick to the old landfill standards to 
pay a correspondingly higher fee. That 
meant cheap landfill lost its cost bene-
fits from the perspective of the waste 
holder. Conventional landfill was just 
as expensive from 2004 as comp-
liance with the requirements of the 
Landfill Ordinance, which became 
mandatory by no later than 2008. 
Many waste holders therefore strived 
to comply immediately with the new 
landfill standards.

7. Does the “risk of incineration over-
capacity” argument hold?

With respect to the argument that 
a strict landfill ban poses the risk of 
excess incineration capacity being 
created, it is true that it is not at all easy 
to reach conclusions about the neces-
sary annual incineration capacity from 
the annual landfill quantities.

The Austrian example shows that it co-
mes down to the right mix of instru-
ments. Waste holders and disposers 
in Austria, from 2004 at the latest, if 
only for cost reasons, looked closely at 
what waste can be separated and re-
cycled to spare the high costs of land-

fill. Investors and operators of thermal 
facilities also had to take that into ac-
count when drawing up their plans. 

There is no evidence of overcapacity 
having been created in Austria. Nor is 
there any evidence that the stringent 
requirements of the Landfill Ordinance 
exerted a “pull” towards incineration. 

8. National landfill levies need to be 
introduced

The challenge on the European level 
undoubtedly lies in the large diffe-
rences in development that can be 
observed among the Member States. 
Transitional periods for a landfill ban will 
have to take that into account.

It is crucial that a revised proposal for a 
directive concerning waste manage-
ment obliges the Member States to 
swiftly introduce national landfill le-
vies, since these, depending on the le-
vel of the levies, in themselves promote 
recycling and other forms of recovery 
accordingly and help to prepare the 
national waste disposal industry for the 
implementation of a strict landfill ban.

9. Evaluate and improve the practice 
of EPR in Member States

A future proposal for a directive concer-
ning waste management will naturally 
also have to address the question of 
what minimum requirements should 
be made with respect to Extended Pro-
ducer Responsibility (EPR) systems. 

The Commission had prepared a broad-
based study titled “Development of 
Guidance on Extended Producer Re-
sponsibility”13 on that subject. The BAK 
gave a detailed critical assessment in 
December 2013 during preparation of 
the study14 and in October 2014 on the 
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COM(2014) 397 final Proposal for a Direc-
tive concerning waste management15. 
The study did not succeed in identifying 
a best practice model applicable to all 
situations. It does, however, provide a 
number of insights and shows, above 
all, how differently national implemen-
tation is designed and carried out, and 
what key aspects need to be observed.

Drawing on those findings, a revised 
proposal for a directive concerning wa-
ste management should first oblige the 
Member States to debate the results of 
the study, and to self-critically assess 
the environmental contribution and 
weak points of the existing national sy-
stems and report on those.

To support those processes, some aspects 
should be given greater emphasis in a fu-
ture proposal for a directive concerning 
waste management. Unfortunately the 
suggestions in the COM(2014) 397 fi-
nal Proposal for a Directive concerning 
waste management fall far short of the 
proposals set out in the study and are not 
hard-hitting enough.

Proposal for Article 8 of the Waste Frame-
work Directive 2008/98/EC:

“By no later than a year following the co-
ming into force of [the new provisions on 
EPR) …… the Member States shall apply 
the provisions [the old and new provisi-
ons on the EPR] to existing EPR systems 
and shall also investigate their potential 
for improvement in respect of assignment 
of responsibility, bearing of costs, true-cost 
pricing, competition, transparency and con-
trol16 and shall report to the European Com-
mission on the measures taken by ……”

9.1. EPR is only justified if it enables 
environmental targets to be achieved 
effectively and efficiently

The OECD issues papers on EPR17 show 
that EPR is only justified if the shift of 
responsibility to the producer is better 
suited to internalising environmental 
costs, aiding the ecodesign of pro-
ducts and advancing implementa-
tion of the goals of waste legislation 
than conventional environmental 
policy instruments and forms of as-
signment of responsibility are.18 That 
therefore also needs to be reflected in 
the legal requirements. It should by no 
means be assumed – as proposed in 
the COM(2014) 397 final Proposal for a 
Directive concerning waste manage-
ment19 that the shift of financial respon-
sibility will in itself lead to improved at-
tainment of environmental targets.

A current negative example from 
Austria’s perspective is the planned 
compensation ordinance, according to 
which collection and recovery systems 
are to compensate municipalities for 
the costs of packaging waste that con-
tinues to land in the residual waste. 
The ordinance cannot be justified on 
environmental grounds and does not 
strive for environmental improvements. 
Instead, it is only driven by the aim of 
effecting transfers of funds to municipa-
lities.20
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9.2. EPR does not automatically mean 
that the producer is responsible for 
the “full costs”

Nor, specifically, should the full bearing 
of costs by the producer be adopted as 
a minimum criterion.21 Instead, it should 
be made clear that the question of 
bearing costs (by whom and in what 
ratio) must follow from the specific 
environmental goals being pursued. 
Systems such as Fost Plus in Belgium, 
which are seen as exemplary, do not 
envisage the full bearing of costs by 
producers, and are instead based on 
“shared responsibility”. 

The BAK also favours models such as 
Fost Plus because they avoid the kind of 
overlap problems between packaging 
waste collection and other forms of 
municipal collection that could be ob-
served in Austria until recently.22 Instead 
optimal use is made of the synergies 
between the local government utility sy-
stems and the EPR systems; private end 
consumers get a solution from a single 
source.

Proposal for a minimum standard for 
EPR:

“Manufacturers shall bear the necessa-
ry and expedient costs for attaining the 
environmental policy targets.”

9.3. Prevention of self-dealing in EPR 
systems

The mere specification of a “clear” as-
signment of responsibility as required 
by Annex VI of the COM(2014) 397 final 
Proposal for Directive concerning waste 

management is of little benefit. It does 
not prevent environmentally and eco-
nomically counter-productive conflicts 
of interest or distortions of competiti-
on in EPR systems. Such circumstances, 
which are neither coincidental nor un-
common, simply reflect the economic 
interests of powerful market players, 
and lead to excessive costs for produ-
cers, damage competition on the waste 
markets and even have a negative im-
pact on recycling.  

A negative example from Austria’s per-
spective is the ARA packaging collection 
scheme, which the European Commis-
sion is investigating on the grounds of 
abuse of dominant market position.23  
Large contractors of ARA that are invol-
ved both in the collection (large super-
market chains) and in the recovery of 
packaging waste (industries recovering 
waste materials) are represented on 
the ARA supervisory board, which is the 
central decision-making body.24

Proposal for a minimum standard for 
EPR:

“If schemes are set up for the collective 
implementation of Extended Producer 
Responsibility, the Member States shall 
ensure that current or future contractors 
of those schemes may neither directly 
or indirectly be members or owners of 
those schemes.”
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10. Reform of statutory warranties and 
introduction of a minimum guarantee 
obligation

Under warranty law as it currently 
stands, it is difficult for consumers to 
enforce their rights because after six 
months they have to prove that product 
defects already existed at the time of ta-
king receipt of the product. For that rea-
son, in addition to a general extension 
of the warranty period, the reversal of 
the burden of proof should also be ex-
tended. Studies25 further show that pro-
ducts wear out early and have to be re-
placed by consumers. The introduction 
of mandatory minimum guarantees on 
devices or certain wear parts would 
therefore be an important step to re-
duce waste and protect consumers 
from additional costs.

11. Broadening of the EU Ecodesign 
Directive

The Ecodesign Directive is an important 
instrument for bringing environmentally 
sustainable products to market. Annex 
I of the Directive lists parameters for 
taking environmental aspects into ac-
count throughout the product life-cycle 
(from production through to disposal), 
in particular

“extension of lifetime as expressed 
through: minimum guaranteed lifetime, 
minimum time for availability of spare 
parts, modularity, upgradeability, repa-
rability”26

The regulations hitherto focused on 
energy-efficient measures, but aspects 
of the extension of product lifetime and 

improved reparability should receive 
greater emphasis in future. Further, the 
environmental consequences of the 
whole product life cycle should be as-
sessed and relevant measures develo-
ped.

Broader involvement of environmental, 
consumer and employee organisations 
in the development of the regulations is 
required.

12. Transparent environmental infor-
mation about products 

Consumer information should not be 
limited to eco-labelling. To make envi-
ronmentally friendly decisions, consu-
mers need well-founded, relevant and 
complete environmental information 
about products.27 That requires consu-
mer information that is independent of 
producers’ interests, for instance con-
cerning minimum durability, costs per 
year, reparability and recyclability.
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17 Issues Paper – The State of Play on Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR): Op-
portunities and Challenges – Global Forum on Environment: Promoting Sustainable 
Materials Management through Extended Producer Responsibility (EPR) 17-19 
June 2014, Tokyo, Japan – http://www.oecd.org/environment/waste/Global%20
Forum%20Tokyo%20Issues%20Paper%2030-5-2014.pdf  (Global Forum on Environ-
ment: Promoting Sustainable Materials Management through Extended Producer 
Responsibility (EPR) – OECD – http://www.oecd.org/env/waste/gfenv-extended-
producerresponsibility-june2014.htm);  http://www.oecd.org/fr/env/dechets/
factsheetextendedproducerresponsibility.htm  and http://www.oecd.org/env/tools-
evaluation/extendedproducerresponsibility.htm

18 Cf. the detailed responses of the BAK as part of the stakeholder survey in the 
context of the above study.

19 Cf. Article 1 (6) a of COM(2014) 397final.

20 See the unfavourable opinion of the BAK http://wien.arbeiterkammer.at/interes-
senvertretung/umweltundverkehr/umwelt/abfall/Abgeltungsverordnung.html

21 See Annex vii, 6.1. COM(2014) 397 final ANNEX 1.

22 Dispensation schemes such as Fost Plus (unlike ARA in Austria or DSD in Ger-
many) are not themselves purchasers of collection and recovery services, i.e. the 
municipalities continue to commission collection and sorting of waste, but receive 
financial support from the producers.
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23 European Commission press statement of 18.07.2013: http://europa.eu/rapid/
press-release_IP-13-711_de.htm ; cf. also the Commission decision of 16 October 
2003 against ARA, OJ L 75/59 of 12 March 2004; see http://eur-lex.europa.eu/Le-
xUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2004:075:0059:0097:DE:PDF and the Judgment of 
the General Court of 22 March 2011 – Altstoff Recycling Austria v Commission (case 
T-419/03) OJ C 139/15 of 7 May 2011 – http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUri-
Serv.do?uri=OJ:C:2011:139:0015:0015:DE:PDF

24 On such self-dealing arrangements and the impact on the environment, consu-
mers and competition, cf. the articles in the BAK competition reports from 2002/
Part I p. 67 , 2008/p.134, 2010/p.136, 2012/p.63, 2013/p.70 and 2014/p. 82; 
Hochreiter, ARA-System – Marktöffnung in Sicht? [ARA system – market opening in 
sight?], Wirtschaftspolitik-Standpunkte 03/2013, 9 and most recently ARA-System – 
Marktöffnung in statu nascendi [ARA system – market opening in statu nascendi], 
Wirtschaftspolitik-Standpunkte 02/2015, 19 http://wien.arbeiterkammer.at/service/
zeitschriften/WirtschaftspolitikStandpunkte/index.html

25 Cf. inter alia the study by the BAK (2015): Die Nutzungsdauer und Obsoleszenz 
von Gebrauchsgütern im Zeitalter der Beschleunigung [The useful life and obso-
lescence of consumer durables in the age of acceleration]; study on behalf of the 
German Alliance ‚90/The Greens (2014): Geplante Obsoleszenz [Planned obso-
lescence].

26 See Directive 2009/125/EC, LB 285/24, 1.3 i) http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/
LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2009:285:0010:0035:en:PDF

27 Cf. FOEN http://www.bafu.admin.ch/produkte/10446/index.
html?lang=de#sprungmarke0_32
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Should you have any further questions
please do not hesitate to contact

Werner Hochreiter
T + 43 (0) 1 501 65 2624
werner.hochreiter@akwien.at

Nina Tröger
T + 43 (0) 1 501 65 2318
nina.troeger@akwien.at

and

Gernot Fieber
(in our Brussels Office)
T +32 (0) 2 230 62 54  
gernot.fieber@akeuropa.eu

Bundesarbeitskammer Österreich
Prinz-Eugen-Straße 20-22
1040 Vienna, Austria 
T +43 (0) 1 501 65-0
F +43 (0) 1 501 65-0

AK EUROPA
Permanent Representation of Austria to the EU
Avenue de Cortenbergh 30
1040 Brussels, Belgium
T +32 (0) 2 230 62 54
F +32 (0) 2 230 29 73
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