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Mr. Stephan Kolb







10 October 2007

Directorate-General for Energy and Transport 
Energy Efficiency 
TREN D 3 
DM 24 4/8 BE-1049 Brussels
Subject: ‘Eco-design of Energy Using Products’ (EuP) Directive 2005/32/EC: Comments on ‘the working document on possible eco-design requirements for standby and off-mode electric power consumption of electrical and electronic household and office equipment’ (Lot 6)

Dear Sir, 

Within the framework of the upcoming 2nd Meeting of the Consultation Forum under Article 18 of the Eco-design of Energy-using Products Directive (2005/32/EC) on Lot 6: Standby and Off-mode losses, the European Partnership for Energy and the Environment (EPEE) is pleased to provide its comments. 

We welcome this opportunity to comment and would be keen to continue being involved throughout the rest of the process.
The European Partnership for Energy and the Environment (www.epeeglobal.org) was formed in September 2000 to represent the interests of the air-conditioning, heat pump and refrigeration industry. Our central mission is to contribute to the development of effective European policies which have the aim to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from the use of refrigerants. 

Please find below our comments on the working document on possible eco-design requirements for standby and off-mode electric power consumption of electrical and electronic household and office equipment’ (Lot 6), as proposed by the European Commission, which are of specific importance to EPEE members. 

1. Scope of Lot 6
1. There is a clear difference between the scope of the study for Lot 6 and the scope of this draft working document. As we understand now, the study has mainly focused on single products (‘plug and play’) and did not consider the impact on connected products and building infrastructural EuP, whose installed/operated environment is completely different from “plug and play” household appliances while the draft implementing measure does not exclude them. The scope of the present implementing measure is thus much broader than the scope of the study or, at least, does not reflect the same scope as mentioned in the study. We would like to back this with by some examples: 
· On page 3 of Task 8 the study mentions: “So far this [being connected products] has not been included as a Lot 6 standby function, because of the scope limitation for single products’.

· On page 10 of Task 8 the study mentions: “Building infrastructural EuP have not been covered through the base cases.”

· Based on the Task 1 conclusions only a certain amount of product cases have been investigated in the analysis. For some products it is possible to extrapolate the results of the analysis, but for other ones this is impossible.

EPEE thinks that the implementing measure should be based on the same scope that the one of the study.

2. Under ‘Definitions’ a reference is made to the WEEE Directive 2002/96/EC, Annex IB. In our opinion, we suggest not referring to this annex in order to avoid confusion, for following reasons:

a. The annex IB includes more than just household and office equipment and this is not in line with the report of the study.

b.  In the past, there have been a lot of misinterpretations by the Member States due to the fact that the RoHS directive is referring to the annex of WEEE. 
To avoid similar confusion EPEE proposes to make a clear list in line with the scope of the study.   
We need a clear definition of ‘household’, ‘office’ and ‘equipment’. A reference to WEEE Annex IB is not enough to clarify this, as household WEEE is only referring to appliances and not to equipments. Since WEEE and RoHS have entered into force, a lot of interpretation has been done on what is considered as household appliances. We should be able to avoid the possibility of different interpretations and make sure that it is clear for manufacturers what is meant with household and office equipment. We therefore urge that there is clarity on this subject.
3. It is now defined that equipment with a voltage rating not exceeding 380 V AC is in the scope of the Lot 6 proposal for implementing measure. This limitation however does not clarify whether it is the intention to include 3-phase equipment. If it is the intention however, to include the latter, then our suggestion is to change the voltage rating to 500 V AC and if not, then we propose a voltage limitation to 300 V AC. 
4. We ask for a clear exclusion of spare parts in order to avoid confusion. (E.g. service parts) 
2. Timeline of implementation
1. Not all appliances have the same redesign-cycle. This implementing measure should take this into account when deciding on the time frame for entry into force. We recommend considering that the first set of limits of the implementing measure has to be complied within 3 years after the entry into force, instead of the 1 year suggested. The second set would have to be complied within 6 years after the entry into force, instead of the proposed 3 years in the draft working document. 

2. At the moment there is no definition for the expression ‘put on the market’. Since the Eco-design Directive requirements have set up within the new approach framework, the eco-design requirements contained in the implementing measure should apply to products that are placed on the market from a certain date onwards. In this respect we propose to add a clear definition of what ‘put on the market’ means. This definition would then also apply to the requirements for “off-mode” and “standby”: (Please note our additional notes in bold and italic.)
“


1. Requirements for “off mode” and “standby”:
a) For appliances put on the market XX year after this implementing measure has come into force: […]

b) For appliances put on the market YY year after this implementing measure has come into force: […]


“
EPEE proposes to use the definition of ‘put on the market’, as defined in the Blue Guide, p 19, § 2.3:

“




Placing on the market is the initial action of making a product

available for the first time on the Community market, with

a view to distribution or use in the Community. Making available

can be either for payment or free of charge.

“
3. Use of harmonised standards

For conformity assessment a reference is made to standard IEC 62301. There are several issues that need to be addressed, before we can actually consider this standard as an applicable harmonised standard for covering the requirements of this lot 6 draft implementing measure. 
· First of all, it should be clear that the scope of the standard has to be in line with the scope of this implementing measure for Lot 6. If it turns out that the scope of this standard is smaller than the scope of this draft proposal, then certain appliances can not show compliance with this implementing measure. We strongly urge you to investigate if it is possible to apply this standard to all appliances in the scope of this draft implementing measure. 
· The purpose of the standard is to measure the standby and off mode losses for appliances, however, it is not clear if leakage current is taken into account. Certain standards (E.g. EN 60335-1) set maximum leakage current levels now. It should be investigated whether the proposed implementing measure under Lot 6 takes into account these allowed leakage currents and that both the existing standards and the implementing measure under Lot 6 are not in conflict with one another. It is for the moment not clear if leakage current has been considered when defining the limitations as set in the proposal draft implementing measure. We strongly urge you to investigate the impact of leakage current, if this has not been done before. 

· Also for EMC requirements it is required to provide your equipment with the necessary electrical components, such as filters, to avoid there being electromagnetic radiation emitted from the appliance. These filters may have impact on the energy use and it is not clear, for the moment, if this has been taken into account when deciding on the limit and also in the measuring method described in the proposed harmonised standard. 
4. Conformity assessment

For the conformity assessment we propose to clearly refer to the Directive 93/465/EEC and describe a predefined module. This is also a requirement in Article 8 of the Framework Directive of EuP 2005/32/EC. In our opinion the implementing measure should prescribe Module A as the conformity assessment procedure, to be applied by manufacturers. 

5. Important general issues

1. It is mentioned in the explanatory notes that vertical measures will prevail on horizontal measures, such as Lot 6. In this case we think it is better to have it clarified on a legal base that appliances covered by vertical lots are excluded from the requirements of the horizontal lots, even if the latter one enters into force before the first. Also, it is mentioned in the text that a product in scope of both a horizontal and a vertical measure will have to comply with both measures. However, a few lines down the text, it says that vertical measures will prevail. We think that the one contradicts the other and in this sense we strongly urge you to have a clear legal text specifying that vertical measures will prevail.
2. Also, the limits are mentioned in Watt in the draft implementing measure. We should specify that this is Watt of electric power mains.

I trust that the information contained in this letter will be of relevance and interest to you. Should you have any questions or require any additional input, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Yours sincerely,
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Friedrich P Busch

Director General - EPEE






























