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Hans-Paul Siderius, Boudewijn Huenges Wajer (NL Agency) – DRAFT 29 June 2011
General comments
· In general the Netherlands welcome the proposal for energy labelling of general lighting lamps and household luminaires.

· We support the extension of the existing label to all professional lamps.

· We support to keep the current method of defining class limits for the range where filament lamps are still prominent (< 1300 lm) and to change to lm/W for lamps with output > 1300 lm.

· We doubt the usefulness of the luminaire label. The current proposal could even confuse consumers because the proposed label does not provide information on the efficiency of the luminaire, but only on the efficiency of the lamps that fit in the luminaire.

· The removal of the luminous flux and wattage from the label is a detoriation compared to the existing label. Since it is of utmost importance to help the consumer to move away from judging the lighting performance of the lamps as GLS wattages  it is strongly advised to keep in particular the luminous flux (Lumen) in the label even in the short version.

· We do not see the reason for different “short” versions of the lamp label. The argument that the information is already included elsewhere is not very convincing, since the energy label is the place where consumers will look for this information
· It would be more clear to separately specify the requirements for general lighting lamps and household luminaires. 
· We ask the Commission not to adopt the energy labelling regulation before the ecodesign measure is voted upon by the Regulatory Committee; in order to avoid very general formulations as in article 1 under c)

Specific comments on the working document
· Article 1, under c): this is a very general indication (of special purpose lighting products) that opens a large loophole.
· Article 2, 15 (definition household luminaire): this definition is not very clarifying as “household environment” is not defined.

· Article 2, 17 (definition final owner): why deviate from the concept of “end-user” as used in other labelling regulations?

· Article 3, under (a): the wordings “meant to be marketed through a point of sale” deviate from the wordings used in other labelling regulations; why?

· Article 3, under (d): why is offer added here?

· Annex II, point 1 under (f): off-mode is not defined.

· Annex VII, table 2, power correction factor for fluorescent lamps: shouldn’t Φuse be used here?

· Annex VII, table 3, directional  lamps with a beam angle ≥ 900: where is the requirement of the warning in the document?
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