ITALIAN COMMENTS on 

Working Documents: Commission Delegated Regulations (EU) implementing Directive 2010/…/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council with regard to energy labelling of household refrigerating appliances and to energy labelling of televisions
Following Commission’s request about MS comments on the two Working Documents on the energy labelling of refrigerating appliances and televisions, find below some Italian observations. 
We welcome the efforts of the Commission and ask for a rapid implementation of the new labelling scheme for TV and refrigerating appliances, reminding that the positive votes at the former Labelling Regulatory Committee took place a year ago.
The draft delegated Regulations reflect the decisions taken by MS during the mentioned Regulatory Committee, and respond to the need of alignment with the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union and the political agreement on the recast of the energy labelling framework Directive 92/75/EE. Nevertheless we believe that some improvement could be still possible.
1) General comments

a) Refrigerating Appliances: We would have preferred a unique label layout for refrigerating appliances (because more than 7 classes are always present on the market for this specific product) instead of the co-existence of two different labels. While the “longer” scale (from A+++ to G for refrigerating appliances classified in classes E to G) shows clearly how far from the most efficient ones are the models, the “short” scale (from A+++ to D) does not show how far from the least efficient ones are the best products. However we understand the principle established in Art 10 of (draft) framework EDL that “the total number of classes will be limited to seven, unless more classes are still populated”.
b) TVs: We agree on the modification of the thresholds of the energy efficiency classes  to take into consideration the technological improvement achieved in the last year. They also respond to the principle stated in the new framework ELD that the steps of the classification shall correspond to significant energy and cost savings from the end-user perspective.
2) Specific comments

a) Refrigerating Appliances

· Art. 3.1(3): We assume that the 5 year maximum period of availability of the technical documentation included in the former implementing Directive has been deleted in the delegated Regulation because this provision is already covered in Art..5(c) of the framework ELD. Is this correct?

· Art. 3.1(1), 3.1(2), 3.1(4) and 3.1(5): We do not understand the reason for the 4 month delay between the obligation to supply labels and fiches and the obligation to include a reference to the energy efficiency class of the model in any advertisement and technical promotion material. We believe that obligations about label, fiche and advertisement/technical promotion material should have the same deadline. If no major administrative or technical obstacles are found, we would prefer that a 12 month delay is set for all the obligations, in this way the new provisions will be applied on the same day for all market players.
This comment applies also to TV Working Document Art.3.
· Art. 4: For the same reason expressed for the previous point, we believe that dealers should start displaying labels and providing information for distance selling appliances as soon as they receive the new labelled refrigerating appliances from the suppliers, and therefore also in this case the 4 month delay should be avoided, no major obstacles being found. 
This comment applies also to TV Working Document Art. 4.
· Label reference period: We understand that a “reference period” (shown at the bottom of the label) could help dealers to explain to consumers that highly innovative models have been placed on the market before the entering into force of the relevant legal provision. However we believe that the solution proposed in the draft Working Document to show the information should be refined. 
Except for products that, similarly to refrigerating appliances, do not foresee any change in the classification over time, and for which such a reference period has no added value, an alternative could be indicating the reference period with “2010/XYZ: >2012” or any other sign/pictogram/mark explaining that the label is valid beyond a certain year. This solution would be a better alternative as it would not confuse consumers in case some labels might still be displayed in shops after the specific validity period printed on the label. 
b) TV 

· Art. 3.1(2): a typo occurred, “…. is made available for televisions television placed on the market from…”
· Art. 3.3(a)-(d): there is probably a typo in point (b): where only labels in accordance with Annex V.2 and V.3 can be displayed, while in point (a) labels up to Annex V.4 are possible. 
Rome, 04 March 2010
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