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COMMENTS FROM SPAIN ON ANNEX 2 

 “WORKING DOCUMENT ON POSSIBLE ECODESIGN REQUIREMENTS FOR STANDBY AND OFF-MODE ELECTRIC POWER CONSUMPTION OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONIC HOUSEHOLD AND OFFICE EQUIPMENT
According your document we will like to do the following comments and proposals:

1. TO THE “ANNEX I: ECODESIGN REQUIREMENTS”
IMPLEMENTATION DATES

Proposed implementation timeline is hardly in line with product development cycles. To cope with the level of investment required to redesign entire lines of products, it must be needed asks for a thorough impact assessment on the consequences for the competitiveness of Industry of the proposed short implementation timeline, e.g.: household appliance industry requires a lifetime for product platforms of 6-7 years. 
We considers acceptable that in 1 year time both standby and off mode consumption values are stated as 1 W. However, it is technologically very difficult to obtain 0,5 W (that is, half this value) in 3 years time, as it implies a very important technology change with respect to what is now developed. 
· Proposal: The consumption values for standby and off mode in 3 years time is 0,7 W instead of 0,5 W, or delay this limit date to 5 years since the application of the implementation measure.

2.
TO THE “DEFINITIONS – 6. REACTIVATION FUNCTION”
DELAY TIMERS

Of high concern it is the standby limit proposed for the delay timer to a value equivalent to the limit for off-mode. While off-mode is intended as consumption for providing no function, delay timer does provide a function; therefore the limit for delay timer should be higher. The proposed regulation is neither feasible in the proposed timeline, nor in line with the functional approach taken. The delay timer can be successfully used to shift the electrical load from a higher to a lower electricity demand peak (or electricity tariff zone) resulting in a much better use of the available energy. 

· Proposal: As a result, we proposes to remove “timer” in the definition of “reactivation function” and to include it in the standby exclusion list, next to “sensor-based safety function”.

3. MISUNDERSTANDING IN DEFINITIONS
An important issue is the transient power consumption entering or leaving standby mode.
-
Proposal: It should be either listed in the exclusion list or treated as in the European Standard EN, where standby definition is a state “which may persist for an indefinite time”. 

Additionally, it has to be clearly stated that definitions included in the proposed working document will prevail on the definition included in the measuring standard, to avoid misunderstandings when checking performances.
-
Proposal: State clearly that definitions included in the Implementation Measure will prevail on the definition included in the measuring standard EN.

4.
TO THE “ANNEX II: VERIFICATION PROCEDURE FOR MARKET SURVEILLANCE PURPOSE”
VERIFICATION PROCEDURE

The proposed verification procedure differs significantly from the verification procedure already in place for checking Energy Label parameters. We are in favour of a critical review of the current scheme, but the proposed one is not acceptable. 

The key point to bear in mind while addressing the verification procedure is that responsibility for variations is split between Manufacturers and Testing Laboratories. Manufacturer’s role is properly control manufacturing process and its deviations. Responsibility of Testing Laboratories is to properly measure values, within an agreed level of accuracy. We believe that the proposed 10% can be even too large if we consider that often dispersion of measurements among Laboratories has smaller variation. On the other hand, 0% would not be acceptable as it would mean not recognizing the real dispersion existing among Laboratories. 

-
Proposal: On the one hand, to internalize in the declaration the variation caused by manufacturing process; on the other, to assess the dispersion among Testing Laboratories, and use the standard deviation as the tolerance to be employed for checking the compliance.

5. HORIZONTAL AND VERTICAL IMPLEMENTATION MEASURES
A critical aspect is the relationship between Product specific (vertical) Implementing Measures and horizontal ones, we proposes the following:
-
Proposal: Product specific Implementing Measures prevail over Horizontal ones, because vertical measure can take care of the specificity of product categories not addressed horizontally. If a product is not covered by a specific Implementing Measure, then and only then, the horizontal Measure on standby and off-mode will apply. Vertical requirements linked to products specifics can allow not only exceptions, but also stricter limits, if justified, or alternative approaches to improve energy efficiency that can be put in place only departing from the horizontal limits.
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