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August 22, 2012

Ms. Verena Radulovic

ENERGY STAR® Program

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, DC 20036

Dear Ms. Radulovic:

Consortium for Energy Efficiency (CEE) is pleased to have the opportunity to provide comments
on the proposed changes to the Final Draft Version 6.0 ENERGY STAR Televisions Specification
distributed on August 10, 2012. CEE is the binational organization of energy efficiency program
administrators responsible for ratepayer-funded efficiency programs in 45 US states and eight
Canadian provinces. In 2011, CEE members directed $7.8 billion of energy efficiency program
budgets in the two countries. CEE members are strong supporters of the ENERGY STAR®
Program and value EPA efforts to maintain the relevance of the ENERGY STAR specification for
televisions in a fast moving market.

EPA’s Comment Response released on July 11, 2012 and the subsequent proposal released on
August 10, 2012 satisfactorily addressed several of the issues previously raised by CEE, however
CEE remains concerned that when the specification goes into effect, the use of a dated data set
for determining minimal qualifying levels could result in a qualification rate that is higher than
EPA’s stated goal of 25 percent. While CEE understands EPA’s interest in bringing a new
specification to market in a timely manner, CEE maintains that use of a current data set would
result in more appropriate qualification criteria. CEE respectfully requests that this be addressed
in the final version so long as it will not result in undue delay in the launch of a specification. If
delays would be significant, CEE encourages EPA to revisit the issue as soon as practicable
following publication of the new specification.

CEE Cautiously Endorses the Changes to Qualification of

Models with Automatic Brightness Control

CEE appreciates that EPA has avoided stakeholder confusion and delay of publication by
electing not to deploy an interim test procedure pending the introduction of a new Department
of Energy (DOE) test procedure with which EPA will align. By reverting to its Version 5 test
procedure, EPA has effectively removed the 10% allowance for televisions equipped with
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Automatic Brightness Control. Having perceived a lack of sufficient data to support such an
allowance, CEE supports this step. That being said, CEE appreciates the value of certain elements
introduced in the now abandoned EPA test procedure (as outlined in Draft 2 of the Version 6.0
specification), in particular those that called for testing at 10, 50, 100, and 300 lux, as this offers a
more stringent testing environment that better ensures that certified televisions will fully deliver
promised savings in a typical use environment.

Reverting to the existing test procedure raises some interim concerns that qualifying products
might not fully deliver promised savings in a typical home setting. However, CEE believes that
the safeguards developed by EPA and DOE in Equation 5 will improve upon the Version 5.3 test
procedure so long as unit energy consumption at 10, 50, and 100 lux is made public in order to
provide transparency to interested stakeholders.

Ultimately, CEE members are best served by the introduction of a new ENERGY STAR
specification for televisions without further delay, and we recognize that reverting to the prior
test procedure forestalls further debate regarding the adoption of an interim test procedure.
Accordingly, the steps outlined above are adequate to address remaining concerns with using
the existing ENERGY STAR test procedure, as CEE recognizes that work on a new specification
will be necessary once the forthcoming DOE test procedure is finalized. CEE encourages EPA to
revisit its specification at that point, as planned, to fall in line with the DOE test procedure.

Given the Rate of Market Change, Make Use of a Current
Data Set for Determining Minimal Qualifying Performance
Levels

CEE appreciates EPA efforts to build a data set that is as representative as possible of current
television models. The proposed On Mode requirements and resulting qualification level of 15
percent of models appears to represent an appropriately selective differentiation of efficient
models. However, CEE recommends that prior to finalization of the specification requirements,
EPA should account for all 2012 models introduced since the data set was originally constituted,
and then reexamine whether the qualification rate has significantly increased above the 15
percent level. If the addition of the new 2012 models significantly increases the number of models
that qualify, we suggest that it might argue for tightening the criteria.

CEE members who attended the 2012 International Consumer Electronics Show noted the
prominent display of televisions with screen sizes of 60 diagonal inches and larger. As a result,
we are working to understand the implications of screen size for the ENERGY STAR Program and
for the efforts of voluntary efficiency programs to capture savings through the promotion of
efficient televisions. CEE would also appreciate access to any information, such as forecast data,
that EPA has amassed on the expected market prevalence of these larger televisions. This would
allow CEE members to better assess the implications for savings resulting from the Version 6 On
Mode qualification criteria.

Working Together, Advancing Efficiency 2



Thank you for your consideration of these comments. CEE supports the objectives of the
ENERGY STAR Program and appreciates the opportunity to work with EPA and program
stakeholders. Please contact CEE Program Manager Tim Doherty at TDoherty@ceel.org or 617-
337-9288 with any questions.

Sincerely,
/..g‘f7 /4 " i & 9.

Ed Wisniewski
Executive Director
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