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ELC position on the ECEEE report on
“Evaluating the potential of halogen technologies” –
European ecodesign and labelling requirements for directional lamps
The European Lamp Companies Federation (ELC) representing the leading lamp manufacturers in Europe (e.g. GE Lighting Ltd, Havells Sylvania, OSRAM GmbH and Philips Lighting BV) objects to several statements, argumentations, lamp test results and data analysis of the report “Evaluating the potential of halogen technologies” – European ecodesign and labelling requirements for directional lamps by ECEEE.

ELC member companies are committed to bring better technology to consumers, and agreed to work in close coordination with the relevant regulatory bodies on European level. However, the ELC believes that parts of the ECEEE report lead to wrong conclusions, and ambiguously formulated and misleading policy suggestions. Therefore, the ELC has prepared a list of comments (Annex I) on specific text extracts to the different chapters of the ECEEE report and suggested alternative text proposals, where applicable, and compared the Energy Efficiency Classes of ECEEE with those suggested by the ELC (Annex II).

Beside the details listed in Annex I, ELC wants to point different aspects of the ECEEE report out:

· The ECEEE report neglects pending patent cases that may become relevant for Europe as the country phase has not been entered yet. These patents cover not only product improvements but also improvements in the production process. To be independent from cross-licensing agreements and to stay competitive huge R&D efforts are required. Due to the fast development of LED solutions it is uncertain if there will be ever a return on these investments. ELC would welcome an open discussion with different stakeholders and independent IP law firms on the patent issues of this study. Today, only one owner of patents (Auer Lighting, ADLT and DSI all belong to the same company) was interviewed for the report.

· Due to these additional investments there will be no significant decrease of the price for IRC lamps. A ban of other technologies will force end consumers to use more expensive products without seeing direct benefits. Currently there are only a few replacements with IRC technologies on the market – for main voltage IRC lamps this technology is far less effective. This could lead to a controversial discussion on potential consumer impact similar to questions raised with respect to Regulation (EC) 244/2009.

· According to the ELC proposal on directional household lamps, all calculations are based on the 90 degree cone measurements, although, “estimated corrections” have been made in the translation from “sphere” to “goniophotometer” measurement data, which the ELC believes is not suitable and leads to imprecise and scientifically unverified values.

· Furthermore ECEEE estimates the optical losses (Optical Correction Factor in ELC terms) at 16%. This is a very small figure, also given the fact that there is a variety of different reflection materials (e.g. Alu, Silver, Dichroic layers, etc.) Additionally this figure is not corrected for the market volume per reflection material type, which ELC considers as indispensably necessary.

· The Energy Star is used as an example for “tiered” specifications to “get manufacturers moving in the intended direction”. The report does not make the difference between “voluntary high-end specifications” (USA) and “mandatory minimum requirements” (EU 27). This would be of great importance for the ELC.
· The ECEEE report does not apply a BCF for Low-Voltage Halogen and there is a strong deviation between the ECEEE proposed Class limits and the ELC ones - up to 50% difference! Furthermore, the relation the ELC had foreseen between Class limits and the phase-out scenario no longer exists or at least is completely different. The ECEEE opinion on “two tier levels” leads to entirely different Efficiency Labelling Classes and limits, especially in the Classes B to E.

Annex I: ELC comments on the ECEEE report 
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