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Dear André 
Proposals for Implementing Measure on an EU Energy Label for household tumble driers, and possible eco-design measures and Working Document for Eco-design and Labelling measures for Vacuum Cleaners
Tumble Driers

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Commission’s proposals for establishing mandatory energy labelling requirements for domestic tumble driers, and on the assessment of the impacts of an eco-design standard. The UK accounts for roughly a third of the overall EU market for these products and so we are keen to see progress in this area. We have a number of points we wish to raise for consideration at the Consultation Forum. 
Energy label
We very much support the extension of the label to gas-fuelled driers and the move to ensure that the energy efficiency classes are equivalent to those for conventional vented and condensing driers. This is the only way to ensure that consumers are able to make informed decisions across the entire range of driers available on the market.
We note the effect of the new energy efficiency index (EEI) calculation formula that is proposed, and very much support the Commission’s move to adopt a calculation based on drying-cycles, as outlined in the preparatory study. While it is clear that some larger machines are ‘downgraded’ as a result, we are not convinced that this is sufficient signal to consumers opting to buy larger machines which as we know have significantly increased total energy consumption. 
We welcome proposals to include programme time and condensation efficiency and to make noise compulsory. 

On tolerances, we are disappointed to see proposed verification tolerances at 10%. Whilst ultimately we would like to explore reducing these tolerances before adoption of the measure, we would at the very least strongly request that these tolerances are reviewed as part of the Revision set out in Article 7. 
Further, for this reason (and others outlined below) we would request that this revision is carried out sooner than five years’ time. This is because the label has existed for over 10 years now and UK sales figures show that although the market moved significantly in 2001 - 2002 there has been relatively little market transformation over the period 2002 – 2007 and in fact the sales of D rated driers went up in both % and actual sales terms in 2007. If the Commission does not set MEPs for driers then it is clear that for driers further monitoring is required and a review period of 3 years with the view to bringing in MEPs if the situation in the market remains the same.
Progressive standards
Welcome the Commissions new approach. This goes some way to what the UK had in mind when we raised the issue at the Washing machine Regulatory Committee. However we do not think that the linear equation the Commission are proposing discriminates enough against those higher energy using machines. The UK would be looking for a non linear equation that would make it even more difficult for those high energy using products to reach same standards just because they are efficient. We have looked at the Commission’s calculation and feel that by taking the commissions new reference line it is possible to make this curved by using the equation (y= -0.0443x² + 0.8415x + 0.156) where x is the size of the machine. Using the EEI you can then as the commission proposal has done take 85% for new class C etc. I have attached a copy of this to show the effect it would have on the Energy classes
Eco-design measure

We note the arguments for setting no eco-design standard in parallel to the energy label regarding the price differential between the majority of products on the current market (c-class) and those at A-class.  However we find the lack of any proposal for a standard very disappointing and strongly urge the Commission to re-consider its conclusions. 
In our assessment of the UK and EU market we note that there is still a small market share of D, E, F and G-class products, even with the market transformation caused by the energy label. While we recognise that removal of D-class and below would result in perhaps the smallest energy savings of all the measures agreed under the Eco-design Framework so far, the UK is  of the opinion  that setting such a standard, perhaps coming into force in 2011 or 2012 would put us in the best position to set ambitious standards in the longer term. We certainly hope that the new energy label with revised classes will go some way to move the market towards more efficient products, by which time a tighter minimum standard than D can be explored: it is here were we will see more significant energy savings. Further, an eco-design measure would allow the setting of generic standards on consumer information, as per those recently agreed for washing machines and dishwashers. 

Vacuum cleaners
Overarching 

The papers prepared by the commission are too high level to be a meaningful working document and in several cases only summarise the preparatory study findings.  The UK would like the commission to confirm there will be a further Consultation Forum on these products before a Regulatory Committee is held. 

Scope 

Although the proposal seems reasonable the scope of the measure is not clear enough . We agree that a label for domestic machines only is preferable, however in order to enforce this, there needs to be a clear definition between domestic and commercial machines. In addition the exclusions (e.g. those for construction) need to be properly defined. 

Noise 

The UK does not disagree with a decibel limit as such, but as the limit comes from the older energy label we believe that now would be a good time to revisit this limit. 

Eco-design requirements

We would like to see the minimum requirements set as ambitiously as possible. 

Labelling requirements

While we do not disagree with the eco-design requirements proposed we believe the label should be as clear as possible and as a result easy for consumers to understand. There should be only an A-G scale on the label for energy consumption and the rest of the eco-design requirements should be either contained in the fiche only or expressed on the label in a clear way separately to the A-G scale. 

Other issues

Finally, the UK would welcome an update from the Commission on the timing of a potential set of measures on combined washer-driers. 
Yours sincerely

Mike Rimmer
Progressive standards for driers. – using commission reference from table 1


[image: image1]
[image: image4.png]


[image: image5.jpg]+ points

——New Reference

——New C85






