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1. Welcome and introduction
The Chairman welcomed the participants and presented the agenda and the participants from the Commission.
2. Adoption of th agenda
The agenda was adopted without changes.

3. Working document on possible ecodesign requirements for Computers 
The Commission services presented the main aspects of the working document and the rationale of the approach for discussion (see presentation circulated together with these draft minutes). It was explained that the aim would be to align as much as possible minimum ecodesign requirements with Energy Star. Practically, it is suggested to introduce requirements in two steps, with a first tier based on Energy Star 4.0 and a second tier based on Energy Star 5.0 entering into force in 2013 (with several adjustments).
Scope

At the request of ANEC the Commission services clarified that no size limit was included in the definition of netbooks, which are covered under the notebook definition.

AT indicated that Energy Star did not include provisions regarding notebook screens, and asked whether these should be included in the Commission’s proposal. The Commission services and MTP (The UK Market Transformation Programme providing support on this project) acknowledged that important work would be needed on furthering Energy Star test-methods for notebook screens. It was suggested that this element should be driven by Energy Star. 
Workstations and thin-clients were not included in the initial study and workstations have a very limited compliance rate with Energy Star at the moment. These two product group should be excluded from the scope given that it would be difficult for such high-end products to comply with the proposed requirements and also considering that these represent less than 10% of the computers market. The effect might be that high-end products will be assembled by the consumer from parts bought separately (DIGITALEUROPE). 
ECOS enquired about a potential preliminary study on servers. The Commission services indicated that it is still being considered what additional studies could be launched. In the short term however it should be considered to include servers in the measure on computers with a requirement on the efficiency of the internal power supply. This would be technically feasible, cost-effective and would capture the majority of the energy-saving potential for this product group. AT supported such an approach in the short term but further work on the other aspects should be done in the future.
Although it is necessary to harmonise possible ecodesign requirements as much as possible with Energy Star simply importing the specifications from one of the Energy Star versions would lead to a situation where requirements for some product categories would be much less stringent than others therefore further adjustments would be needed (DK).
At the request of BE the Commission services indicated that it was legally possible to have a higher level of stringency of ecodesign requirements than those specified in Energy Star but that this will be further consulted with the Commission Legal Service. 
Definitions

The Commission services suggested that definitions be drawn directly from Energy Star albeit with the necessary adjustments.
The product group should be taken out of the scope of the 'Standby regulation' as the definitions of 'standby' and 'off mode' in the 'Standby regulation' are not suitable for computers. The mode definitions should be drawn from Energy Star. It is acknowledged that the presence of two different definitions of 'off mode' in two regulations within one single framework directive might prove problematic (Commission services).
'Off mode' as defined in Regulation 1275/2008 is suitable for computers and the other operating modes which don't correspond to the definitions laid out in Regulation 1275/2008 should be clearly defined in the product-specific legislation. The definitions that will be drawn-up in a future measure on 'networked standby' should be anticipated. The  definitions  of the 'off mode' proposed in the Working Document were inspired from the 'old definitions' of the IEC standard which gives a lot of scope for interpretation and which is currently being revised towards an approach where 'off mode' means 'no function provided' (NL). The definitions under Regulation 1275/2008 are horizontal and, in line with the approach in standardisation can be adapted for product-specific needs. It is important to be coherent in that respect with the Energy Star Programme since it relates to exactly the same product (IT). With 'wake-on-lan' (WOL) disabled 'off mode' as defined in Regulation 1275/2008 is suitable for computers (DIGITALEUROPE).  If 'off mode' for computers is defined as in Regulation 1275/2008 WOL would need to be treated as a separate functionality (Commission services).  

The computer measure should be harmonised as much as possible with Regulation 1275/2008 and this product group should not be taken out of the scope of the Regulation. This should be complemented with additional product-specific definitions in the product-specific regulation (DK, UK, DE).  WOL should be switched off as default (DK).
AT enquired about the possibility to extend the scope of Regulation 1275/2008 to                         office equipment. AT remarked that standby levels for computers as described in the horizontal regulation would be equivalent to 'S4' according to SCPI, which is not yet covered by either Energy Star or the horizontal regulation. DIGITALEUROPE clarified that 'domestic' did not mean 'at home' per se, but rather, relates to levels of radiations acceptable in offices and at home, as opposed to computer rooms for example.
Having all product-specific requirements in product-specific regulations gives legal clarity (NL).  The Chairman stated that the goal was to provide a legislation that is both comprehensive and user-friendly.

In line with the comments provided by Member States definitions taken from Energy Star will need to be adjusted and any requirements should be included in the annexes of the regulations (Commission services).
Timeline

The Commission services presented the proposed timeline for the entry into force of the requirements as well as the underlying assumptions regarding the levels of compliance with the Energy Star criteria. 
DIGITALEUROPE asked for clarification on the expected future Energy Star compliance rates included in the Working Document and asked whether non-standard equipment configurations were factored in these figures. NL asked for a clarification whether these figures factored in the fact that office equipment (i.e. the one registered under Energy Star) might have different configurations than home equipment. The Commission services and MTP clarified that the said figures originated from the Environment Protection Agency data and a survey by IDC. These were partially based on sales percentages therefore included also home (i.e. higher specification) equipment.
Tier 1 requirements should be applicable 12 to 18 months after entry into force of the regulation, so as to give the industry enough time to redesign products (DIGITALEUROPE) 
The second tier should be introduced earlier than proposed in the Working Document (AT, NL, UK, SE, DK). It would be preferable to base first tier requirements on Energy Star 5.0. These should be applicable 1 year after the entry into force of the regulation followed by a tier 2 based on Energy Star 6.0 requirements when these are released (ECOS, ANEC). The revision should be carried earlier than proposed and be harmonised with the entry into force of Energy Star 6.0 (SE).
Ecodesign requirements
The Commission services outlined the content of the proposal.

Requirements on product components such as the internal power supplies (IPS) should be avoided. Furthermore seeking improvements on internal power supplies energy efficiency was not always necessary, considering that certain products already achieve targets without requiring modified internal power supplies. In the case of low-end computers forcing a requirement on internal power supplies’ energy efficiency would result in higher prices for SMEs and marginal energy efficiency gains. This should be factored in the impact assessment of the proposal (DIGITALEUROPE). The Chairman remarked that IPS represent a significant and cost-effective saving potential and applying specific requirements on components makes sense for equipment assembled by users. 
In this particular case there is a strong rationale for placing a requirement on IPS. The price difference between efficient and inefficient IPS is small and is expected to decrease to almost null once these requirements become mandatory (SE, DK, DE, AT, UK, NL, ANEC). 
Requirements for the different operating modes should be maintained beyond the first tier. The TEC approach for ecodesign might be not appropriate as usage-patterns vary greatly (AT).
The introduction of idle limits (be in n the mode approach or through the TEC) would be problematic especially for the segment of high-performance PCs. This was supported by the findings of the preparatory study (DIGITALEUROPE).  A first assessment indicates that cost-effective solutions to limit the idle consumption across the whole range of products do exist but this matter will be investigated further as part of the impact assessment (Commission services).
Other environmental impacts

This measure should be complement by specific limits related to the content of mercury under the RoHS Directive by establishing requirement on according information (in mg) at the point of sale and marketing materials. Cold cathode-fluorescent lighting (CCF) used for LCD screens should be removed from the exceptions list under the RoHS Directive, as they offer energy efficiency and other environmental advantages. This should be done in coordination with the specific committee working in the framework of the RoHS Directive (SE, BE, UK, EEB). 
Issues related of waste and dangerous materials should be dealt with under the relevant legislation, and not Ecodesign. The problem doesn't originate from the design of computers but from the way the recycling industry handles the products (DIGITALEUROPE).
RoHS and WEEE requirements are not sufficient. Other environmental impacts of computers, including PVC, plastics, use of metals, upgradeability of computers, energy embedded in production processes could be addressed through generic ecodesign requirements (ECOS, ANEC). There exist standards that could be used as a basis for it (UK). Since the Article 4 of the WEEE draft recast refers no longer to recycling, but to recovery, there is a need to include requirements linked to recycling in the Ecodesign regulations (EEB). 
Information requirements

The Commission services introduced the elements related to information requirements.

There will be always a difference between benchmark models and market average therefore there is a rationale for informing consumers about energy consumption. Even though an 'A to G label' might not be feasible basic information (TEC or mode consumption) could be displayed at the point of sale and websites (ECOS). The TEC might be misleading as the usage patterns very greatly (AT).
The Chairman reminded the participants about the Council Decision of 18 December 2006 on the coordination on energy efficiency labelling programs for office equipments between the EC and the US. This agreement does not prevent the setting-up of new schemes in addition to Energy Star. It should be however considered whether a new scheme for such equipment would add value and would not undermine the current scheme. It is uncertain if an Energy label would be justified in terms of the differences in the energy consumption of equipment on the market (especially for displays).

Energy Star and a possible Energy label have different target groups.  It has to be also noted that Energy Star is also moving in the direction of a comparative label with a 'golden star' for the best 10% (NL). The UK and AT supported in principle the introduction of a possible Energy label for displays.
An accumulation of labels would entail a risk of confusing consumers (DIGITALEUROPE). 
Revision
The Commissions services acknowledged that is should be brought forward. The revision date should be harmonised with the work on new Energy Star criteria (NL).

Benchmarks
Eco-label criteria should be introduced for the other environmental aspects in the benchmark (SE, ANEC).
4. Working document on possible ecodesign requirements for Displays

The Commission services presented the main aspects of the working document and the rationale of the approach for discussion (see presentation circulated together with these draft minutes). The aim is to align the requirements with Energy Star as much as possible. Tier 1 requirements (based on Energy Star 4.1) would enter into force six months after entry into force of the directive. Second stage would kick-in from October 2013 based on Energy Star 5.0. The requirements for 'off mode' would be aligned with Regulation 1275/2008.
Scope
Screens above 30 inches to be included in the scope as such monitors (e.g. signalling screens) are already present on the market and there is no technical justification for excluding them notwithstanding what kind of requirements are suitable for such screens (NL, ECOS).
Definitions

'Off mode' should be defined as in Regulation 1275/2008 and this should be used consistently across product-specific implementing measures (NL).  
DE enquired about the relationship with the television product group, notably whether a display with an HDMI interface would be considered as a TV set. The Commission services acknowledged that this issue needs further analysis.

The Chairman asked the participants for suggestions on how to best differentiate displays from TV sets.  This could be solved by placing an upper limit for the size of displays falling under the draft measure (DIGITALEUROPE). 

Timeline of requirements

Tier 1 requirements should start to apply twelve months after the entry into force of the Regulation to allow for redesign (DIGITALEUROPE). 

While harmonization with Energy Star would be a positive move, strictly following each and every specification would not be the best approach (DK, ANEC). 
The deadline for the implementation of Tier 1 should be set earlier (ANEC). Tier 1 should be removed and Tier 2 deadlines to be advanced (ECOS). 
Moving from a voluntary scheme (Energy Star) to mandatory requirements would entail serious consequences on the market, leading potentially to the exclusion of some types of products and functions from the market (DIGITALEUROPE). Consistency between these two tools would reinforce both of them (Chairman). 
It can be envisaged to move straight to the current Tier 2 and a second tier possibly  based on Energy Star 6.0 when the latter is available (UK).
87% of the monitors in EU Energy Star database consume less than 1 watt in sleep mode so it would be possible to make this mandatory in the first tier (DK). This figure to remain at 2W as some monitors would have difficulties to meet this threshold (DIGITALEUROPE).

Specific requirements

The auto-power down (APD) of digital photo frame could be set after 2 hours of user inactivity, instead of 4 as proposed in the Working Document. This should be preceded by warning message (ANEC).  The APD should be set as default and it should be impossible to disable it (as in the regulation on simple set-top boxes). It should be ensured that consumers are informed about the energy consumption of these devices (ECOS). Retailers need to have digital photo frames on for several hours therefore there has to be a possibility to disable this function (DIGITALEUROPE).
Energy Star 5.0 includes provisions for automatic brightness control and that option should be included in the regulation (DIGITALEUROPE). Tests had shown that this option provided for limited savings only (Commission services, MTP). 
Other environmental impacts

SE reiterated its comments from the morning session related to mercury and cold cathode-fluorescent lighting in displays.
DIGITALEUROPE stated the industry would discuss these issues internally and suggest possible options for better design in that respect.
Information requirements
 Adding new labels o existing ones would add cost and would not be beneficial for the consumer (DIGITALEUROPE). ECOS pointed out that DIGITALEUROPE was supportive on the Energy label for TVs. The introduction of an Energy label for displays would be useful, also taking into account the similarity of this product group with TVs and the fact that that TVs and displays are evolving in the same direction (NL, SE, ECOS, ANEC). 
The Energy Efficiency Index (EEI) under the Energy labelling measures should have a progressive component which would make it more difficult for bigger devices to have the highest energy classes (SE).  The formula used under Energy Star 5.0 makes it rather difficult for big screens to achieve high energy efficiency indexes (NL). In the labelling measure on TVs it was decided to have a linear, as opposed to a progressive approach (Chairman). A progressive approach is not needed as consumers understand the difference between different size products (IT). This discussion cannot be applied to displays because for practical reasons (e.g. size of the desk) there will not be a move towards eve-bigger displays (DIGITALEUROPE).  
At the request of SE, DIGITALEUROPE reported a 10% to 15% increase in energy efficiency of notebooks following a replacement of backlighting by LEDs.
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