Evaluation of the Ecodesign Directive
Online survey questionnaire – Stakeholders 
DG Enterprise and Industry of the European Commission has requested the Centre for Strategy and Evaluation Services and our partners Oxford Research to carry out an independent evaluation of the Ecodesign Directive (2009/125/EC). 

The evaluation is expected to assess the effectiveness and utility of the Directive, identify existing barriers and obstacles and provide recommendations to contribute to a review and, if appropriate, revision of the Directive. It will also examine the appropriateness of extending the scope of the Directive beyond energy related products. 

The success of the evaluation is dependent upon the information and feedback that we receive from all actors involved, including the stakeholders representing industry, consumers and environmental groups. 

Any information provided is confidential. The results presented to the European Commission will be aggregated and individual enterprises will not be identifiable. CSES aims to comply with the Data Protection Directive (95/46/EC), as implemented in the UK where we are based, under the Data Protection Act 1998. We also comply with EC Regulation No 45/2001 concerning the protection of individuals with regard to the processing of personal data by EU institutions. 

However, for the purposes of the study we will need to make reference to the sources of data presented related to general – not firm specific - developments in the market. Please indicate in the relevant question whether the source should be treated as confidential wherever applicable.   
Please send your responses to eco-design.evaluation@cses.co.uk by April 20. 
Introduction
1. Please indicate the name of your organisation ECOS (European Environmental Citizens' Organisation for Standardisation)
2. What type of organisation do you represent?  
	European industry association
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	National industry association
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Environmental group
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Consumers group
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Member state authority/organisation
	

	Individual manufacturer/importer of product(s) already covered by an implementing measure
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Individual manufacturer/importer of product(s) not currently covered by an implementing measure
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Eco-design expert/consultant
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Other, please specify      
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



3. With which of the products already covered by implementing measures do you have experience of as a manufacturer/importer or as other types of stakeholder involved in the development of the respective implementing measure (state more than one if applicable)? 
	Standby and off-mode losses of EuPs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Simple set-top boxes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic lighting (general lighting equipment)  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Tertiary Lighting 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Battery chargers and external power supplies,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic refrigerators and freezers,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Electric motors 1–150 kW, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Televisions, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Circulators in buildings
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic dishwashers
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic washing machines
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Other, please specify all implementing measures
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



4. Please indicate any other categories of energy-using products not currently covered by implementing measures you have experience of, as a manufacturer/importer or as a stakeholder 
	Ventilation fans   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Water heaters  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	PCs and computer monitors 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Electric pumps   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Room air conditioning appliances 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Boilers and combi-boilers  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Complex set-top boxes   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Imaging equipment   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Medical imaging equipment 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Commercial refrigerators and freezers   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Laundry driers 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Vacuum cleaners 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Directional lighting 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Refrigerating and freezing equipment   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Distribution and power transformers  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Sound and imaging equipment   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Solid fuel small combustion installations  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Machine tools 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Local room heating products  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Central heating products (other than CHP) 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic and commercial ovens 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic and commercial hobs and grills  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Professional wet appliances and dryers 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Non-tertiary coffee machines   
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Networked standby losses 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Industrial ovens  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Tertiary Air Conditioning  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Other, please specify all lots for which a prep. study has been launched
	


Relevance
5. In your view, how does the Directive fulfil its role within the context of the Action Plan for sustainable consumption and production (SCP) and sustainable industrial policy (SIP) (COM(2008) 397) ?Please explain The directive has a tremendous potential to contribute to several of the EU objectives and agendas (GHG emissions, energy efficiency, resource efficiency, SCP, etc.) The directive has delivered positive results in 2008-09 with the first implementing measures. However, there are three main issues that are worth highlighting now: 1/ current long delays in finalising and adopting new measures; 2/ uncertainties on the level of ambition of some of the measures and insufficient longer term dynamism; 3/ difficulty in dealing with non-energy efficiency aspects under the directive.
6. Based on the experience so far, how does the Directive relate to and interface with other Community environmental (e.g. WEEE, RoHS, REACH, F-Gas Directive) and health and safety regulations (e.g. Low Voltage Directive, EMC Directive, Machinery Directive, Construction Products Directive) ?  Are there any problematic areas? Please explain Experience shows that the overlap and lack of consistency between some of these instruments has not been enough considered and anticipated. Solutions for harmonisation and increased consistency should be proposed, as well as a better centralisation of the studies and expertise within the European Commission. Lastly, calendars and stakeholder consultations could be better coordinated. (All these aspects should be important issues of the next revision of the SCP Action Plan.)
7. In you view, how effectively does the Directive complement other relevant policy instruments (Energy Label, Eco-label and Green Public Procurement)? Are there any problems? Is it possible to streamline the product related policy instruments? Please explain Yes, it should be possible to better streamline the mix of product policy instruments (see above). The consistency between the Ecodesign, Energy Labelling and Ecolabel regulations is not yet optimal (see for instance the empty classes in the Energy Label when Ecodesign regulations enter into force). The next revision of the Ecodesign and Energy Labelling directives should be synchronised in order to ensure an overall coherence. Similar ideas should be developed for the overlaps with RoHS, WEEE, REACH, etc.
Efficiency and Implementation Procedures
8. How adequate do you consider the procedures set by the Directive for identifying products with significant impact and improvement potential to be? 
	
	No opinion/Do not know
	Completely inadequate
	Rather inadequate
	Neither adequate nor inadequate
	 Adequate
	Very Adequate

	Working plan
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Preparatory studies
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Consultation forum
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



9. Are there any parts of the procedure that you consider inadequate or problematic? What are the problems/issues (of the specific parts or in general)? Please explain  The 1st Ecodesign Working Plan is of limited guidance, as it is too general and not detailed on the forward calendar. The study to elaborate it had major flaws (it was highly unrealistic to try and design a methodology able to rank all energy-using products with a simple and swift method). The outcome has been a Working Plan with very broad categories and no indication on priorities (both in terms of products and aspects to consider). To play a role, the Working Plan should include a more detailed list of future implementing measures with a precise calendar and a sense of the priorities in the 3 years covered. As far as preparatory studies are concerned, so far some were of decent quality, others more problematic. Our opinion and suggestions on this matter will be elaborated within the process to revise the MEEuP methodology (study by VHK started in January 2011). Please contact us if you are interested in our material prepared for that study.
10. Have you experienced any problems relating to participation in the various phases of the process of developing one or more implementing measures? Do you have the necessary resources available for effective participation? Please explain  Environmental NGOs (as well as consumer NGOs) are supported by a service contract with the European Commission (DG Energy) for technical assistance to monitor the Ecodesign preparatory work and inform the NGO community. This support of € 100,000 a year is highly welcome, although hardly sufficient to provide in-depth technical contributions and continuous monitoring on all 40 product groups covered (and for which NGOs had little in-house expertise in general). Apart from that aspect, acess to consultations and stakeholdr meetings has been open and transparent enough. Circulation of the successive drafts of implementing measures is highly appreciated.
11. How adequate do you consider the criteria set in Article 15.2 of the Directive (volume of sales/trade, environmental impacts, improvement potential, etc.) for identifying products with significant impact and improvement potential. 
	No opinion/Do not know
	Completely inadequate
	Rather inadequate
	Neither adequate nor inadequate
	 Adequate
	Very Adequate

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



12. If you consider that any of the criteria are inadequate, please explain below. Please indicate what, if any, changes you consider as possible/necessary? Article 15.2 remains quite vague, so it is not in itself of clear guidance to set the working plan priorities. However, making it more precise would run the risk of missing important product groups. In the end, the decision on the product groups to cover by Ecodesign requirements will and should remain a political decision based on stakeholder contributions.
13. How adequate do you consider the criteria set by the Directive (Article 15 and Annexes I and II) for identifying and covering significant environmental parameters and considering the whole life cycle of products? 
	No opinion/Do not know
	Completely inadequate
	Rather inadequate
	Neither adequate nor inadequate
	 Adequate
	Very Adequate

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



14. Based on your experience, are there any issues/problems related to the use of the criteria set by the Directive (Article 15 and Annexes I and II) for identifying and covering significant environmental parameters and considering the whole life cycle of products? Please explain Experience from the process so far shows that environmental aspects beyond the energy in the use phase have been poorly addressed and most of the time unregulated. The rationale used by policy-makers or preparatory study consultants (e.g. issues of lack of data, lack of methodology, double regulation or need to consider a horizontal approach) has usually been unsatisfactory in our opinion. This points back to the issue of insufficient coherence and optimisation of the EU product policy processes. It also demonstrates that Article 15 and Annexes I and II do not offer enough guidance on how to draft and tailor Ecodesign requirements. Now that some experience has been gained, we suggest that an 'Ecodesign Guidance' document is developed to describe in more precise and prescriptive terms how Ecodesign requirements should generally be drafted (i.e. template approaches and principles for the development of Ecodesign requirements depending on the environmental aspect concerned - This could include harmonised ways of designing and tailoring requirements, pre-formatted language for regulations, options for usual product information, conditions to attach to a revision clause,  processes to ensure a dynamic market monitoring, etc. ). Such a document, discussed and agreed by stakeholders, would facilitate and accelerate all other product discussions and save time in the future process. 
15. How adequate do you consider the methodology (MEEuP/MEErP) developed for the identification and inclusion of significant environmental parameters considering the whole life cycle of products? 
	No opinion/Do not know
	Completely inadequate
	Rather inadequate
	Neither adequate nor inadequate
	 Adequate
	Very Adequate

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



16. Are there any issues/problems relating to the MEEuP/MEErP methodology? What are they? Which products do they concern? Please explain Our concerns with the MEEuP relates to two aspects: 1/ some tasks in the preparatory studies are usually insufficiently developed (e.g. tasks 3 and 8) and the assumptions are not transparent and standardised enough. 2/ The Ecoreport tool has some limitations that can make it unreliable to compare different product life stages and environmental impacts. (for ex. a recent LCA on a Fujitsu desktop computer concluded that the carbon footprint of the production process was as significant as the impact during the use phase. This is very different from the Ecoreport analysis in the Ecodesign preparatory study on PCs which concluded that the use phase was four times more polluting than the manufacturing.) Ecoreport results should always be compared to more scientific LCAs available. (these comments will be further elaborated in our contributions to the VHK study on the review of the MEEuP)
17. Based on your experience, how adequate are the requirements set by the implementing measures? 
	
	No opinion/Do not know
	Completely inadequate
	Rather inadequate
	Neither adequate nor inadequate
	 Adequate
	Very Adequate

	Standby and off-mode losses of EuPs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Simple set-top boxes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic lighting (general lighting equipment)  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Tertiary Lighting 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Battery chargers and external power supplies,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic refrigerators and freezers,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Electric motors 1–150 kW, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Televisions, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic dishwashers
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic washing machines
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



18. What, if any, are the issues/problems related to the requirements set? Which products do they concern? How appropriate is the tiered approach of strengthening the minimum requirements adopted for some products and periodically reviewing the measures? Please explain We consider that: 1/ The requirements set are too centered on the energy during use phase and other important aspects (such as rare resources, chemical content, design for recycling) have not been sufficiently covered (this is especially true for electronics). In case of methodological or data obstacles, generic requirements should be used to start removing these obstacles. 2/ The process of setting and reviewing requirements lacks dynamism. For ex. there is evidence that the minimum requirements for televisions are probably too lenient since the market has changed more quickly than the development of the measure. This suggests the necessity to have access to more recent market data, to set not only short term incremental improvements but also longer term objectives really challenging the industry in a visibile way ('top-runner approach'), and to explore improved revision mechanisms (e.g. requirements triggered by market developments). So far, it is unkonwn how the European Commission intends to proceed with the revision of the implementing measures. However, it is clear that if no market monitoring and dynamism tools are in place, the problems experienced with the development of the initial measures will be reproduced during revisions.
Role of standards
19. Based on your experience, to what extent have technical standards contributed to the successful implementation of the Directive to date? Please explain Technical standards are useful for harmonising definitions and measurement methods. However, several problems occur: 1/ Standardisation within CENELEC and IEC is sometimes messy and uncoordinated. This makes it difficult to compare definitions and test results across continents. 2/ The standardisation process is usually very slow, so the need for revised standards for the implementation of Ecodesign measures is a real problem which has not been solved yet. For several implementing measures, the European Commission is forced to publish 'transitory' measurement methods because the revised standards are not available. 
20. Are there specific problems related to the development and use of technical standards? Are there any gaps in the development of standards in relation to any of the products covered? Please explain see above. Please contact us if you want more details on a product by product basis.
21. How does the experience from the Eco-design Directive compare with that of other New Approach directives in relation to the use of standards? 
22. In your view would it be possible and adequate to rely on the use of harmonised standards on the basis of generic requirements instead of developing specific requirements for each product category? Harmonised standards should be used only for correct implementation of the requirements (i.e. measurement methods, accreditation of laboratories, harmonisation of product interfaces, display of environmental information, etc.), certainly not for setting the level of the ambition. Setting the requirements is a political decision which cannot and should not be delegated to industry-dominated standardisation. 
Voluntary agreements

23. Has your organisation been involved in the development of voluntary agreements concerning any of the following products?

	Complex set-top boxes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Imaging equipment
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Machine tools
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Medical imaging equipment 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Other, please specify      
	 FORMCHECKBOX 



24. How adequate do you consider the use of voluntary agreements? 
	No opinion/Do not know
	Completely inadequate
	Rather inadequate
	Neither adequate nor inadequate
	 Adequate
	Very Adequate

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



25. What, if any, has been is your experience with the development of voluntary agreements so far? What, if any, have been the issues/problems in relation to specific products? What are the success factors? Our experience and suggestions regarding voluntary agreements under the Ecodesign directive are presented in our NGO position paper from March 2011 :http://env-ngo.eup-network.de/fileadmin/user_upload/ENGOs_Intern/Position_Papers/Position_Env_NGO_VA_under_Ecodesign_March2011.pdf               If you are interested in more in-depth experience from one of the specific voluntary initiatives, please contact us.  
Costs of the implementation of the Directive
26. What are the main types of administrative costs?  Please provide any data available on costs and/or indicate the full time equivalent of employees dedicated : ECOS has one full-time officer to follow the implementation of the directive. We offer several information services, such as the www.expert.coolproducts.eu website (unique overview of all the policy process) and a mailing list.
27. How do the administrative costs related to compliance with implementing measures of the Eco-Design Directive compare to the costs arising from other environmental legislation you have experience with? 
	No opinion/Do not know
	Very limited
	Limited
	Average
	High 
	Very high

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Impact on innovation

28. Based on your experience, how important has been the implementation of the Directive and the respective implementing measures as an incentive for the development of innovation activities in firms?

	No opinion/Do not know
	Unimportant
	Little importance
	Moderately important
	Important
	Very important

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



29. Please provide any additional information on the role (positive or negative) of the Ecodesign Directive or specific implementing measures in the development of innovation in firms: There is evidence that the announcement of a future regulation (Ecodesign or Energy Labelling) has an impact on manufacturers: they tend to accelerate the introduction of greener technologies that they already had in preparation (the example of televisions is striking). Having said that, the effective impact of the entry into force of the minimum requirements is difficult to assess (it is still early). For some measures (e.g. domestic lighting) the minimum requirements have had a clear positive impact on innovation. For others (e.g. domestic fridges) it is unclear as to whether the minimum requirements have dramatically changed the development pace.
30. What, if any, has been the role of the advanced benchmarks provided in the implementing measures in the development of innovation in firms? As far as we know, these benchmarks have no impact on the market as they are purely indicative (and do not cover all environmental aspects).
Impact on third countries 
31. Based on your experience, has the Directive had any impact so far on the industry and the markets of energy-using products in third countries? What has this been? Has it contributed towards a global harmonisation of products? Please provide any supporting evidence: EU policies always have an impact on the worldwide market. It is important to note that the EU has been late in setting minimum ecological performance requirements on products. The US, Japan, Australia and Korea were already more advanced. Therefore the Ecodesign decisions bring an additional impact to an existing worldwide trend. It is not clear if Ecodesign is contributing to global harmonisation of product policies, since the staff in the European Commission has been mostly busy with developing implementing measures and has probably little time to spend on international harmonisation yet.
32. Are you familiar with other similar energy polices in third countries outside the EU? If so, what do you consider as their relative strengths and weaknesses? How do their results compare with the Eco-design Directive? The MEPS (minimun energy performance standards) in the US have a much longer history than the Ecodesign directive. Their main strength is to include very clear legal deadlines for delivering and revising the measures; this certainly better frames the develoment and calendar. Also a strength is the number of staff dedicated to this policy. The main weakness is the lack of ambition of the measures and the focus on energy only. The strength of the Australian MEPS is to be based on very robust market surveillance (probably the best scheme in the world). The strength of the Japanese MEPS is the top-runner approach setting a long-term challenging objective based on best available technologies; this provides challenge and long-term visibility to the market. The main weakness is the large flexibility to meet the objectives. 
Market surveillance
33. Based on your experience, how effective is market surveillance by Member States authorities across the EU? 
	No opinion/Do not know
	Very ineffective
	Ineffective
	Neither effective nor ineffective
	Effective
	Very effective

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



34. Based on your experience, is the application of the Directive uniform across the EU? 
	YES
	NO

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Please explain providing specific examples if available It is widely known that only a few EU Member States perform an adequate volume of tests and market surveillance (e.g. UK, Netherlands, Hungary) while most of the rest put insufficient resources on it. This means that the number of free riders is expected to be higher in some countries than others. The example of market surveillance for the EU energy label is a good source of inspiration (see for ex. presentation from Thérèse Kreiz for the ATLETE final conference http://www.atlete.eu/index.php?option=com_docman&task=doc_download&gid=25&Itemid=118)
35. What, if any, are the problems related to the surveillance of the market? What are their effects on the operation of the Internal Market? Please explain  EU Member States need to make more tests, take legal actions against free riders and publicise the test results.
36. Based on your experience are there any products on the market that do not comply with the requirements of the Directive and the implementing measures? If so, to what extent? See the results of the SELINA and ATLETE EU-funded projects (http://www.selina-project.eu/ and http://www.atlete.eu/) Compliance in the sector of domestic lighting can also be questioned.
37. Based on your experience, what is the level of information available to support the interpretation of and compliance with implementing measures?
	No opinion/Do not know
	Very limited
	Limited
	Average
	High 
	Very high

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Effectiveness
38. Do you have any evidence/data/studies concerning the developments in the markets of one or more of those Energy Using products for which implementing measures have already been adopted? Please provide information including the evolution of the volumes of sales, prices of products, availability and variety of products. Please provide any such information in the box bellow or send any supportive document to  Eco-design.evaluation@cses.co.uk We have seen evidence that television sets put on the market sometimes achieve a 50% improvement in energy efficiency compared to a few years back. We've received evidence that already A+++ domestic air-conditioners would be available on the European market. We have evidence that less than 5% of domestic fridges sold in the EU in 2010 were below energy-class A (which means that the Ecodesign requirements to ban such models in July 2010 was of little ambition - see for example presentation from GfK at the ATLETE final conference: http://www.atlete.eu/index.php?option=com_docman&task=doc_download&gid=20&Itemid=118).  
Note: Please present information classifying products according to the different energy-efficiency or other environmental impact categories/classes as set in the relevant implementing measures.

39. Do you have any evidence/data/studies available concerning the developments in the level of total energy consumption, resources uses or other environmental impacts (e.g. emissions, hazardous substances) related to one or more of those Energy Using products for which implementing measures have already been adopted? Please provide any such information below or send any supportive document to Eco-design.evaluation@cses.co.uk      
40. Based on your experience, how have the implementing measures affected the choice of products on the market? 
	
	Led to an increased range of better performing products
	Led to a reduced range of better performing products
	Led to a reduction of the functionalities of available products
	Led to the increase in the prices of products
	Did not substantially affect the range of products in the market

	Standby and off-mode losses of EuPs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Simple set-top boxes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic lighting (general lighting equipment)  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Tertiary Lighting 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Battery chargers and external power supplies,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic refrigerators and freezers,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Electric motors 1–150 kW, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Televisions, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic dishwashers
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic washing machines
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



41. Do you have any evidence of the effect of the Directive on the costs of production, prices and profit margins for firms? Please provide any information below or send any supportive documents to Eco-design.evaluation@cses.co.uk      
42. Based on your experience, have there been any particular effects of the Directive on SMEs? What are they?      
43. Based on your experience, have there been any particular effects of the Directive on importers of products from non-EU countries? What are they?      
44. In your view, what have been the overall effects of the Directive and the relevant implementing measures on the competitiveness of the European industry until now? 
	
	Do not know
	Not possible to tell at this point 
	No effect
	Very negative 
	Negative
	Neutral
	Positive 

	Very positive

	Standby and off-mode losses of EuPs
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Simple set-top boxes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic lighting (general lighting equipment)  
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Tertiary Lighting 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Battery chargers and external power supplies,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic refrigerators and freezers,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Electric motors 1–150 kW, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Televisions, 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic dishwashers
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Domestic washing machines
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



Utility of the Directive
45. Based on the experience to this point, what do you think is the contribution of the Eco-design Directive in the following key objectives of the EU policy? 
	
	Not applicable
	Do not know
	Unimportant
	Little importance
	Moderately important
	Important
	Very important

	Achieve greenhouse gas emissions reduction
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Achieve a high level of protection of environment
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	competitiveness of EU industry
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Creation of a harmonized market and avoid fragmentation of the market
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Increase the security of energy supply and reduce import dependency
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



46. In your view, could the results achieved – or expected to be achieved – by the Eco-design have been realised with EU legislation through national regulation, voluntary agreements or other existing EU or national regulatory instruments and policy tools? Please explain Probably not. The existence of the EU common market, The high level of technicality and importance of sound and transparent consultation processes for these requirements make it relevant to achieve these objectives at EU level.  
47. Are there any other issues you would like to raise concerning the implementation of the Directive to this point? Please state  Environmental NGOs are actively involved in monitoring the Ecodesign policy, providing as much counter-expertise as possible (to balance industry data) and publicise the directive potential and importance. We publish regular reports and organise conferences. Our latest report is looking into 6 of the first Ecodesign implementing measures, assessing the cost impacts for a typical European family and discussing the level of ambition ('Energy Savings in practice' report from Dec. 2010 available here: http://www.coolproducts.eu/resources/documents/EnergySaving-in-Practice.pdf) Our latest conference took place in April 2011 in the European Parliament and addressed several issues related to the revision of the Ecodesign directive (see statement here: http://www.ecostandard.org/wp-content/uploads/coolproducts-statement-April-2011-conference.pdf - more info available on demand)
Extension of the Directive
48. Do you consider it appropriate to extend the Directive to cover non-energy related products and modes of transport? 
	
	Non-energy related products
	Modes of transport

	YES
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	NO 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	No opinion/Do not know
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 



49. What are in your view the reasons for extending/not extending the Directive? The extension must ensure that the current process for energy-related products is not hampered. This means additional staff resources in the European Commission are crucial. Modes of transport are supposed to be covered by DG MOVE through a specific legislation. If this legislation is good enough with dynamically-set requirements on the environmental impacts of cars, planes and other means of transport, then it is not necessarily required to include them in the Ecodesign process as such.
50. Are there any non-energy related product categories that you would propose should be covered or excluded from the Directive? What is the reason? Do you have supporting data/information? What type of eco-design requirements could be applied to the products you listed? Please provide any such information below or send any supportive documents to Eco-design.evaluation@cses.co.uk In our opinion, this question should be treated AFTER the current problems with the implementation of the Ecodesign directive are solved through improvements in the process and methodology. There are still numerous energy-related products to cover and our priority is to see these products regulated. The discussion and consultation on non-energy products to potentially cover after 2014 should be separated from the dicussion on the improvement of the current process. This is why we do not have a clear position on non-energy products yet.
Closing section
51. Would you like to be contacted by CSES for additional discussions in relation to the answers provided in the survey? If so, please provide the appropriate contact details.
	Name
	Edouard Toulouse

	Position in the organisations
	Ecodesign Officer

	E-mail
	edouard.toulouse@ecostandard.org

	Phone number
	+32 2 894 46 57


