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CECED Comments on Energy Label Revision and EuP Draft Implementing Measures for Dishwashers and Washing Machines
GS 08-173
Brussels, 1 December 2008
In preparation of the Consultation Forum of the 4th of December, please see below CECED
 Comments on the Energy Label Revision and EuP Draft Implementing Measures for Dishwashers and Washing Machines.

Remarks on the proposed Energy Label 

CECED appreciates the way DG TREN has applied an innovative layout to products already subject to labeling obligations. The proposed layout is a flexible and positive suggestion to address the dynamism issue and the incorporation of the key elements of the numerical proposal made by CECED. 
We find that an open ended layout, with the possibility of indicating new level of technology above the top, is required to support the innovation effort required to manufacturers. Any open ended layout is coherent with European sustainable energy policies. 

However, the numerical scale proposed by CECED, also supported by many key stakeholders, is still much superior to the compromise solution: it is much simpler to the consumer, it poses fewer problems when upgrading the label, the presence of the letter scale may be interpreted as an equivalence scale enabling to compare old and new ranking. This could be confusing as there is no correspondence with current class definitions.

The compromise solution presents several areas of improvement to ensure better readability and smoother transition period from the first to the second generation of labels. 

CECED will present these detailed comments in occasion of the discussion on the label layout that, we understand, is beyond the scope of the present consultation round. 
CECED asks the authorities to consolidate urgently their orientation about the fundamental issue of label layout. This is a must for supporting investments in the current extremely volatile economic situation.

Key points related to Dishwashers

Relationship with Standardization
A new revision of the International Standard EN 50242 / EN 60436 is expected within the next two years. The revision will include several improvements to the current version, to which the Implementing Measure is making reference. The latest version of the International Standard will better specify the working condition while taking the measurements, for instance the switching-off of all error indicators, an updated version of the reference detergent and a new set of place setting which corresponds more to consumer habits than the actual one. 

CECED believe that those improvements cannot be left out of the legal text because they contribute significantly to a better repeatability, reproducibility and consumer relevance of the outcomes of the measurements.

CECED asks for a provision in the Implementing Measure to incorporate in the legal text all the improvements brought in by the new version of the International Standards at the earliest possible time.

Eco-programme
The cleaning programme used to measure the energy performance of dishwashers has been named “eco-programme” following the proposed generic requirement. The same requirement will make “eco-programme” the default programme for all machines equipped with an automatic programme selection.

CECED fails to understand the environmental benefit of the requirement, because the so-called “eco-programme” it is not always the best programme to save energy: consumers that mainly use the program for light soiled dishes or for half load, would for instance consume more energy using the “eco-programme” instead of the more appropriate one. On the other hand, the requirement will for sure create a number of issues. Firstly, the consumer will have to adapt to the new working modality of the dishwasher: instead of being prompted to use the last selected programme, the user will be prompted always to use the “eco-programme” first, regardless of the consumer preferences and habits. Secondly, there will be language difficulties, because the “eco-programme” cannot be translated easily and effectively in all the languages of EU-27. 

CECED asks for further insight on the environmental benefit of this requirement. If that was not proved, CECED doesn’t see any reason to keep the requirement.

Dishwasher smaller than 7 place settings
According to CECED database, for dishwasher smaller than 7 place settings, there is no model today on the market able to satisfy the limits set by the second stage of EuP requirements. In particular, there is no model smaller than 7 place settings able to dry dishes at the required level. 

That is mainly because of the limited available space in small dishwashers resulting in lower air flow and consequent limited condensation at the outer walls. There is also no space available for additional components for improving the drying, such as fan and heat exchangers.

The foreseen evolution of the product does not allow for a cost effective removal of those obstacles. Therefore, if the limits proposed were confirmed also for dishwashers smaller than 7 place settings, the limit would de facto wipe out the small dishwashers from the market.

CECED asks for allowing Drying Performance Ranking 6 for dishwasher smaller than 7 place settings also after Step 2

Key points related to Washing Machines

Relationship with Standardization activities
The Implementing Measures for washing machines rely heavily on the proposed evolution of the standard, where the performance of a washing machine is evaluated not only at 60°C full load, but also at 60°C half load and 40°C half load.

The draft legal text proposes a transitory regime during which alternative formulae should be used (based on estimations of consumption for half load at 40°C and 60°C) until the new standard is available. The main drawbacks of using the alternative formulae are: a) no competition on the half load because the temporary solution foresees only the use of full load data, b) the presence of a transitory label where the energy efficiency ranking for many appliances might change when the new standard is available. This would be against the industry priority that the ranking, once set, should not change. In addition the re-labeling will cause confusion on the market. Such a temporary solution with a prospect of short term re-labeling of appliance is indeed not ideal neither for consumers nor for industry.

CECED asks to do the utmost to have the final Standard ready before the legislation poses obligation on the market, so to enable real competition on the half load and avoid any transitory regime that implies re-labeling. 

Maximum dosage of detergent
A generic requirement is proposed to give indications about the maximum dosage of the detergent that manufacturers recommend not overcoming. The requirement prescribes the introduction of a scale in the detergent dispenser and a complementary informative table in the booklet of instructions.

Although CECED understands the spirit of the requirement it is to give a better indication to consumers to avoid overdosing, there are some practical concerns:

· The amount of detergent to be used depends heavily on the detergent composition and its evolution along time. Such development is out of the control of manufacturers, who should not be held responsible for it.

· For liquid detergent the scale might be counterproductive. If the design of the drawer is open at the rear, allowing for an easier and smoother flow of the detergent into the drum, the liquid detergent will never reach any indication.

· For powder detergent the scale will give only an approximate indication, because of the way the detergent will distribute in the drawer with a random distribution of peaks and valleys.

CECED asks for further insight on the practical applicability of this requirement. If that was not proved, CECED doesn’t see any reason to keep the requirement.

Water consumption
It should be clear that water consumption has to be evaluated as all other parameters following the performance evaluation in three different washing programs, according to the so-called (3+2+2) approach. Also water consumption limits should be set following the same approach. 
In addition a note of warning has to be spent on benchmarks on water consumption, because they are not based on rinsing efficiency. Without a proper way of measuring rinsing efficiency any limit or benchmark on water consumption risks being pointless. Furthermore, the reported benchmarks do not specify the washing efficiency of the energy performance quoted, making them even less relevant.

CECED asks for using the 3+2+2 methodology in evaluation water consumption and set limits accordingly.
In addition CECED would recommend a thorough revision of the text to ensure correct references to directive numbers, standard numbers (e.g. 60436 instead of 60346) and internal cross references to annexes and chapters. We consider that this type of revision is beyond the focus of the consultation forum. In order to ease up this process CECED will deliver separately a list of points that in our opinion need to be evaluated and corrected.
� CECED member companies employ over 200,000 people, are mainly based in Europe, and have a turnover of about €40 billion. If upstream and downstream business is taken together, the sector employs over 500,000 people. Direct Members are Arçelik, BSH Bosch und Siemens Hausgeräte, Candy Group, De’Longhi, Electrolux Holdings, Fagor, Gorenje, Liebherr, Indesit Company, Merloni Termosanitari, Miele, Philips, Saeco, SEB Groupe and Whirlpool Europe. CECED’s member associations cover the following countries: Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey and the United Kingdom.





