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The Chairman opened the meeting by recalling that the adoption of ecodesign and labelling measures are subject to meeting the requirements laid down in Article 15(2) of the framework Ecodesign Directive 2009/125/EC and Article 10(2) of the labelling Directive 2010/30/EU.

The UK underlined that, according to the rules of procedure of the consultation forum, the working documents should be circulated no later than one month prior to the meeting. The Chairman committed that Commission's services will do their best to comply with this timeline.
1. Household tumble dryers (hereafter referred to as tumble dryers)
1.1. Draft Ecodesign implementing Regulation

Ecodesign requirements
The Commission introduced the debate by recalling the requirements laid down in Article 15(2) of the framework Ecodesign Directive. While it is clear that the first two requirements of Article 15(2) (a) and (b) are met (significant annual sales and significant environmental impact), the third criterion of Article 15(2) (c) ("significant potential for improvement (...) without entailing excessive costs") is more problematic. Taking into account that the level of energy efficiency requirements set out in an implementing measure must "aim at the life cycle costs minimum to end-users for representative product models" (fifth paragraph of point 1 of Annex II of the Ecodesign Directive) and that the average household tumble dryers (corresponding to current class C) is already at the least life cycle cost level (according to the preparatory study), Commission asked the stakeholders their position on the need to set ecodesign requirements on the energy consumption of tumble dryers.
The participants to the consultation forum, including ENV NGOs, consumers and the industry (ANEC/BEUC and CECED), unanimously supported the setting of ecodesign requirements on the energy consumption of tumble dryers in addition to a review of the current labelling Directive 95/13/EC.

Ban of classes D to G

UK/FR/NL/DK/SP/AT/IT/CECED/ANEC/BEUC and ENV NGOs supported the ban of the current energy classes D to G. They emphasised that the sales of household tumble dryers in the various energy classes remained constant over the past years so that a review of the labelling Directive alone might not be sufficient to support the market take-up of "top of the range" tumble dryers. FR and SP underlined that the market of tumble dryers is still a growing market (only 30 to 40% of French households for instance are equipped with tumble dryers); there is therefore a risk (especially in a period of economic downturn) that the lowest energy classes D to G could gain in the future increasing market shares. The setting of energy efficiency requirement at current class C could guarantee that it does not take place. 
The NL also highlighted that the setting of energy efficiency requirements will not impose additional testing costs on the industry nor on market surveillance authorities since they already have to test the products for the energy label. 

Ban of class B

ENV NGOs supported the ban of class B in a second step with a safeguard clause allowing to suspend the application of this second step should the prices be too high to implement it without negatively impacting consumers.

IT emphasised that the ban of class B would imply the ban of all vented dryers from the market. IT would strongly oppose such a requirement because the use of vented dryers is more efficient in South European countries and benefit from very low entry price on the market. The NL pointed out that a slight change in the label classification might make it possible to keep some vented dryers into a slightly less demanding new class B which would in turn allow banning class C without banning all vented dryers.

ANEC/BEUC proposed to assess the possibility to ban class B five years after the entry into force of the ecodesign and labelling Regulations on the basis of the changes in products costs/purchase prices of household tumble dryers.
ENV NGOs also called for condensation efficiency requirements and the mandatory setting of humidity sensors in tumble dryers. On the later point, CECED emphasised that requirements should be based on the appliance's functionality alone (in this case achieving the most efficient drying time) as several technologies (e.g. weight sensor or temperature sensors) make it possible to reach the same objective. According to CECED, the inclusion of the energy consumption of half load in the appraisal of the energy efficiency of tumble dryers will already put pressure on the market to use such sensors (in order to optimise their energy classification).
Calculation formula of the energy efficiency index (EEI)

The Commission recalled that there is a need to adapt the calculation formula of the EEI set out in Directive 1995/13/EC so as to align it to the approach of the revised delegated Regulations on the energy labelling of household washing machines and dishwashers.
The Commission's proposal was mainly opposed by CECED on one side who would like to see the reference line based on the energy consumed per kg of laundry dried (this approach favour larger appliances on the energy scale) and by the UK on the other side, taking the opposite view (the energy scale should be more stringent for larger appliances in order to discourage consumers from buying them). According to CECED, it is more efficient to dry the same amount of laundry on a larger tumble dryer, it would therefore not make sense to make it harder for them (by means of the calculation formula of the EEI) to reach one class as compared to smaller capacity tumble dryers.
IT and FR supported the Commission's proposal. DE, ANEC/BEUC and environmental NGOs would support the proposal of the Commission but without the 'bonus' made to smaller appliances.  ANEC/BEUC would also favour a reference line slightly more stringent for 8kg dryers and above.
1.2. Draft labelling delegated Regulation

Gas dryers

Stakeholders generally supported the introduction of gas dyers into the energy label provided measurement standards are available (DE).
CECED would support the inclusion of gas dryers into the label but opposes having the same classification for electric and gas dryers. It emphasised that changes in the 'gas to electricity' correction factor may imply that gas dryers will change classification over time which might confuse consumers.
Parameters to be included on the label
DE/ NL and ANEC/BEUC supported the display of the drying time in full load. NL/DK considered that the energy consumption should be given per year and not per cycle on the label so as to be in line with the energy labels on household washing machines and dishwashers. CECED and AT favoured the display of the energy consumption per cycle.
Further issues
ANEC/BEUC requested that the flash sign for electricity is removed from the label as it should be kept for warning signals (safety). Commission agreed to replace this sign by a plug. ANEC/BEUC also requested that the 12 months transition period for the display of the label is reduced and that time and humidity controls are added on the fiche.
2. Vacuum cleaners

The Chairman informed that the meeting should focus at the most fundamental questions relating to the ecodesign and energy labelling of vacuum cleaners (VCs). A more concrete proposal on VCs should be presented at a 2nd consultation forum.
2.1. Scope of the ecodesign and labelling measures
On the scope, Commission informed that the intention was to cover both domestic and commercial VCs. A distinction between the two could be made by applying the low voltage directive (household) and the machinery directive (commercial). Industrial VCs, wet and dry VCs, carpet cleaners, robot VCs and central VCs should all be excluded. Large battery VCs and wet filter VCs could be included when measurement methods allows it. 

Battery driven VCs

ECOS asked whether battery handhold models are covered by standby or battery charges regulations. CECED informed that if the appliance has a plug in, there is a limit on the standby consumption. When the battery is used, it will not be under the definition for standby.

DE agreed that there is a problem of measurement methods. These should be developed before the product is included.

Robot and central VCs

ECOS suggested including robot VCs in the revision of the legislation.

NL pointed out that robot and central VCs should be included if the scope is defined from functionality. Robot and central VCs would compete with normal VCs and may in that respect need a labelling.

CECED wanted robot and central VCs to be included into the ecodesign and labelling regulations at a later stage as the current measurement methods do not allow the comparison of models. 

Commission informed that the preparatory study did not look at robot VCs and that the lack of measurement standards could not make it possible at this stage to include them in the scope. They may however be included in the review clause of the legislation. As for central VCs, they have the same function as normal VCs but their energy consumption would depend considerably on the particular installation, thus a measurement standard is more difficult to develop than for normal VCs. 
Commercial and domestic VCs
ICMMA (The Industrial Cleaning Machine Manufacturer's Association), NL and DE suggested including all domestic and commercial VCs in the scope into the energy label as it might be difficult to distinguish them.

2.2. Noise 

Commission presented different policy options with regard to the labelling and ecodesign requirements on noise. The noise performance could be displayed on the energy label either by means of the measured value in dBA-figure or by means of a ranking on an A-G scale. An alternative could also be to set an ecodesign limit on noise as the impact is quite significant. 

Ecodesign requirements
UK did not see noise as particularly relevant for the product and suggested setting an ecodesign limit using a dBA limit, if to set a limit at all.

DE gave its support and suggested a limit of 80 dBA.

IT and CECED said that a limit on noise should not be too strict.

AT welcomed having an ambitious ecodesign limit for noise.

DK wanted the correlation between noise and energy consumption to be further studied. Energy consumption should be considered more important of the two.

CECED could confirm there is a link between the two.

Energy label

FR, BE, IT, ENV NGOs and CECED supported the display of the noise level in dBA on the label.

ENV NGOs, CECED and BE, FR added that the classification of noise performance on an A-G scale could be confusing for the consumer as there would be a risk of having too many scales.

AT said one should be careful not having too many scales on the label, but a noise scale could be helpful.

DE emphasized that all products should be treated in the same way with regard to the labelling of noise.

2.3. Filtration efficiency

Commission informed about the negative health impact of small particulates of dust. A question raised was whether a very good filtration of a VC would make a significant improvement on the dust level or whether the most important would be to vacuum more regularly. It was asked whether filtration should be presented as a figure for re-emission or filtration, in percentage or on an A-G scale and whether there should be an ecodesign limit.
Ecodesign

CECED and the ENV NGOs stated that an increased retention level would also increase the energy consumption.

ENV NGOs added that the fiche needs to inform about the size and kind of particles release in the air by vacuum cleaning.

BE suggested to have a reasonable, but not too strict limit in order to guarantee a high level of filtration efficiency.

Energy labelling

CECED emphasised that a classification system for filtration efficiency would trigger increased energy consumption as consumers would be likely to opt for class A even though they might not really need such high filtration efficiency (rather relevant for allergic people). 

DE and BE said that a labelling of filtration efficiency could run the risk of not being understood by the consumer.

BE added that giving an absolute value of mg/M³ could be more understandable for the people affected.

2.4. Cleaning performance

Commission informed about the different ways of measuring cleaning performance. In the current standard, 5 double strokes are used to see how much dirt is removed from a standard hard floor or carpet. Fewer double strokes (2 or 3) might be closer to reality. Alternatively one can measure how many double strokes are required to reach a certain level of cleanliness (65 % for carpets and 95 % for hard floors). The label could give an A-G scale or a percentage figure separately or combined for hard floors and carpets. More information could alternatively be given in the fiche. The question was raised whether one should set limits on cleaning performance.

Measurement method

NL stated that the most important would be to have reliable and reproducible measurement methods.

According to FR, it did not matter much whether one used 2 or 5 for the measuring as one will compare the different products with each other.

DK stated that the measurements should be as realistic as possible, hence supported 1-2 double strokes.

CECED and ICMMA agreed that 2 double strokes would be more realistic, but informed that a measurement would be more accurate with 5 double strokes as the standard deviation is lower. The hierarchy of the performance would however be the same.

Commission agreed that the data from the recent round robin test would give a clear indication of the relative reproducibility and repeatability of different measurements using numbers of strokes.

Ecodesign requirements
FR stated that setting limits on cleaning performance might not be too useful.

DE and DYSON supported ecodesign requirements for cleaning performance.

Energy labelling

AU, BE, DK, DE, FR, CECED asked for one scale for cleaning performance hard floors and one scale for cleaning performance on carpets.

NL supported having an A-G scale, but a differentiation between hard floor and carpet could be made in the fiche.

ECOS was concerned that consumers would look firstly at cleaning performance and then at the other parameters on the label. Consumers should be educated so as to use a more efficient VC less (in terms of time spent). This could be done by showing the number of double strokes to reach a reference level of cleanliness or by indicating the time needed to clean a certain surface.

CECED replied that informing about a VC's cleaning performance would induce consumer's to change behaviour. 

2.5. Energy consumption

Commission informed that there is a close link between the discussion on cleaning performance and the one on energy consumption. There is however no good knowledge on how the cleaning performance of VCs affect their use (in terms of time), hence their energy consumption. Energy consumption can be measured by vacuuming a certain area with a given number of double strokes or as in the current standard by reaching a reference level of cleanliness for hard floors and carpets. Energy consumption is then calculated by the fractional number of double strokes needed to reach the given level. Measuring energy consumption in a certain area and with a certain number of double strokes is simpler in terms of reproducibility and repeatability. By incorporating the performance, the reproducibility and repeatability would go down.

Measurement methods
ECOS asked for clarification on what programs and levels are used for the assessment of energy consumption. The measurements should be done as close as possible to reality. 

NL said that as for cleaning performance, the most important would be to have reliable and reproducible measurement methods.

CECED explained that measurements in the current standard are done at the maximum power for the appliance and with the nozzle recommended by the manufacturer for hard floors and carpets. 

Energy labelling and ecodesign requirements
DE, CECED and ICMMA supported basing requirements on a combined measure of cleaning performance and energy consumption. Such a method would secure that high input power appliances would not be allowed to reach the higher classes.

NL, ECOS and DYSON preferred to set caps on the electric power. 

ECOS added this would be easier to measure than a combined measure of cleaning performance and energy consumption.

CECED replied that such a measure would leave little flexibility to manufacturers. 

NL asked for more information on the different proposals for the measurement of energy consumption and how to derive a scale.

CECED invited all stakeholders who are interested to have bilateral discussions with them for clarification.
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