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Context 

→ Article 21 requires the Commission to review not later than 2012 the effectiveness 

of the Directive and its Implementing Measures including the methodology, 

thresholds, market surveillance, self-regulation and scope. 

 

 → An “Evaluation Study” has been conducted by CSES over the last 15 months, 

which included 3 stakeholder meetings.  The study encountered important limitations 

in terms of available data and evidence. 

 

 → The final version of the report (executive summary, sections, appendixes) is 

available at:  http://www.cses.co.uk/ecodesign_evaluation/documents/ 

 

http://www.cses.co.uk/ecodesign_evaluation/documents/
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Preliminary conclusions on the effectiveness /1 

→ The general policy objectives are being achieved. The removal of the worst 

performing products from the market is considered appropriate. Implementation is 

effectively linked with Energy Labelling. 

 

→ There is no evidence of a negative impact on the prices of EuPs examined. A positive 

and direct impact on energy efficiency is observed in some cases (domestic and 

tertiary lighting)  

 

→ The insufficient period of application of many Implementing Measures and self-

regulatory measures prevents a fuller assessment of their effect. 

 

→ Many methodological issues have been addressed by the new MEErP.  Further 

methodological improvements are under consideration. Complementary work on 

material resource efficiency is ongoing (JRC). 

 

No immediate revision of the Directive is deemed necessary to increase the 

effectiveness of the implementing measures. 
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Preliminary conclusions on the effectiveness /2 

The study has identified a number of challenges in the application of the Directive: 

 

- Lengthy preparatory procedures 

- Limited availability of reliable data to inform policy decisions 

- Insufficient coordination with other EU legislations (WEEE, RoHS, EPBD Directives) 

- Lack of resources to deal with the regulatory work, including communication & standardization 

- Some non-energy improvements have not been regulated as a result of the technical analysis 

- Delays in the elaboration of suitable harmonized standards 

- Insufficient and ineffective market surveillance 

 

The Commission is developing a set of measures to address a number of these 

challenges, that should contribute to improving the application of the Directive         
(agenda point 4, after lunch) 
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Preliminary conclusions on the scope 

→ Ecodesign requirements could bring substantial environmental improvements for 

several non-ErPs. The necessary measurement and testing methods to support the 

enforcement of mandatory requirements are not yet available. 

 

→ Conformity assessment would have to rely on certification or self-declaration 

schemes.  

 

→ More experience is needed on the use of alternative tools offered by the Directive 

(generic requirements or the ecological profile or products).  

 

→ The study concludes that without additional resources, an extension of the scope 

could have a negative impact on the implementation of the current backlog. 

 

It seems therefore premature to consider extending the scope of the Directive to 

non-energy related products within the current review process 
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Next steps 

→ Take note of the opinions in the Consultation Forum and take the necessary steps 

to conclude the legal requirement of the review of the Directive. 

 

→ Work with stakeholders within the current legal framework on those aspects that 

require most attention and improvement. 

 

 → Start preparations for the review of the Energy Labelling Directive in 2014, which 

will offer an opportunity to update the conclusions of the current review of the 

Ecodesign Directive with more available evidence.  

 

 


