EPEAT TV Study Group 08/12/17 Minutes

EPEAT TELEVISION STUDY GROUP MEETING
Wednesday December 17, 2008
1 PM to 3 PM EST

Roll Call/ Attending:
Walter Alcorn, Alcorn Consulting

Rachael Baker, Kaiser Permanente

Cate Berard, USEPA
Bruce Berkoff, LCD TV Association

Pamela Brody-Heine, Eco Stewardship
Strategies
Thad Carlson, Best Buy

Reggie Caudill, NJIT

Paul Chalmers, NCMS

Sue Chiang, Center for Environmental Health
Mike Coop, heyCoop, LLC

Derek Doa, Samsung Electronics

Patty Dillon, Dillon Environmental

Ric Erdheim, Philips Electronics

Jon Fairhurst, Sharp Labs

Faridoon Ferhut, CAIWMB

Jack Geibig, University of Tennessee

Eric Gilbert, Acer

Gary Griffiths, RDC/Computacenter

Steven Halme, Sony Electronics

Missy Hayes, Mitsubishi Digital Electronics
Garth Hickle, MN Pollution Control Agency
Sego Jackson, Snohomish County

Wang Jing, China United Certification Center
Katharine Kaplan, USEPA ENERGY STAR

John Katz, USEPA Region 9

Introductions & Agenda Review

Richard Kerr, Bayer Material Science
Barbara Kyle, Electronics TakeBack Coalition
Susan Landry, Albemarle Corporation
Jocelyn Leney, TerraChoice

Judy Levin, Center for Environmental Health
Jason Linnell, NCER
Margie Lynch, Consortium for Energy Efficiency

Anson Wu, UK DEFRA
Ed Nevins, JVC
Colleen Pickford, ITI

Jack Price, FL DEP

Wayne Rifer, Green Electronics Council
Joshua Saunders, Underwriters Laboratories
Mark Schaffer, Schaffer Environmental LLC

Steve Scherrer, Bromine Science &
Environmental Forum

‘Robin Schneider, TX Public Research Works

Mark Sharp, Panasonic

John Short, JazzCom Group, LLC

Ted Smith, Electronics TakeBack Coalition
Leonard Tsai, Self

Cat Wilt, University of Tennessee
D’Lane Wisner, American Chemistry Council
Alan Yousha, Greeneye Technology

Patty Dillon reviewed the agenda for the meeting, noting that the kickoff conference call would
cover a lot of background information as context for subsequent work of the Study Group. The
agenda was accepted as distributed. A PowerPoint presentation, provided to participants,
summarized key talking points of the various presenters throughout the call.

Patty Dillon provided brief background on how the EPEAT discussions have evolved to date, from
IEEE 1680 to the April 2008 Television Scoping meeting in Washington, DC.

The University of Tennessee (UT) Center for Clean Products is the recipient of a cooperative
agreement with USEPA to manage the process of creating the next generation of environmental
performance standards under EPEAT. Subcontractors on the project include the Zero Waste

Alliance and Dillon Environmental Associates.
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Holly Elwood and Wayne Rifer were introduced as the co-chairs of the IEEE Environmental
Assessment Standards Committee (EASC).

EPEAT Background/Context

Patty Dillon provided a brief background presentation on EPEAT. The presentation reviewed the
original mission of the IEEE 1680 development process, the current EPEAT system and
performance categories, and the role of the Green Electronics Council in the administration of the
EPEAT Product Registry and verification process.

EPEAT is now evolving into a family of environmental standards for electronics. IEEE 1680 is
currently under revision to separate it into an umbrella standard (1680) and computer products
standard (1680.1). Over the next 3 to 4 years, there will be development of new standards according
to priorities identified in the Standard Development Roadmap Stakeholder Project (2006-2007).
The proposed categories for future standards development include: televisions, imaging equipment,
servers, and mobile devices. This Television Study Group is running concurrent with an Imaging
Equipment Working Group.

A more in-depth EPEAT background call will be held in January, the date to be determined, for any
interested stakeholders. Email Patty if you’re interested in participating.

Participants had the following questions:

Q: The EPEAT mission (Slide 8) referred to relevant stakeholders. Who are relevant stakeholders
and who decides?

A: The EASC, which is the committee overseeing the 1680 family of standards, has policies and
proceclures which identifies 10 stakeholder categories and governs stakeholder involvement. There
is an obligation to ensure balance and to make sure that any stakeholder group(s) does not domlnate
the process, but otherwise it is an open process per IEEE rules.

Q: How/who tries to create balance in the stakeholder group?
A: Tt’s the role of the Co-Chairs of the Study Group and the EASC to ensure balance within the
committee and the balloting process.

Q: Doesn’t the Federal Acquisition Regulation (Slide 15) currently only require the purchase of
EPEAT-registered computer products, and not electronic products in general?

A: That is correct, although it is the intention that the FAR will incorporate new EPEAT standards
as they are finalized.

Review Outcome of Television Scoping Meeting

John Katz of USEPA provided an overview of the TV scoping meeting held in April 2008. About
36 participants attended the meeting, many of which are represented on today’s call. The link to the
notes from the scoping meeting were provided as background material for this conference call.

Highlighted points from the scoping meeting included feedback on:

e The scope of a television standard, for example, using ENERGY STAR as a starting point and
the overlap between monitors and TVs.

e Existing EPEAT performance categories and criteria, for example, using 1680 as a starting
point, the relevance of product life extension criteria, and takeback issues, especially for
consumers.
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The bulk of discussion was on “what to do next?” In a similar scoping meeting for imaging
equipment, there was clear consensus on moving into a formal IEEE working group. There was
NOT clear direction in that regard at the TV scoping meeting. Rather, participants agreed to move
forward with an IEEE study group, focused on the development of a draft Project Authorization
Request (PAR), as a next step. The group also wanted to further investigate the institutional versus
consumer demand. In order to keep the process from dragging out, there was a suggestion to limit
the study group process to no more that 6 months.

Participants who had attended the April scoping meeting added the following comments:

e UT had not been selected as of the April meeting. A maximum 6-month timeframe for the Study
Group was discussed with an understanding that the cooperative agreement would be signed
within a couple of months. Since the start up of this Study Group took much longer than
expected we should reconsider the timeframe now, to ensure that time is not lost.

e The Consumer Electronics Association just released a report indicating an increased consumer
demand for green products. This is valuable new information for this group.

e Only 4 OEMS participated in the April meeting, and only 2 stayed to the end of the meeting,
when recommendations for moving forward were discussed.

IEEE Standards Development Process Overview

Holly Elwood of USEPA provided an overview of the EPEAT standards process under IEEE.
EPEAT is moving toward a family of standards under IEEE 1680. Four products were identified for
standards development through a roadmap process in 2006-07: imaging devices, televisions,
servers, and handheld devices.

Holly emphasized that EPA is a stakeholder in the standards development process, not a decision-
maker; they support standards development with stakeholder consensus. :

The key steps in developing a standard through the IEEE process include:

e Form Study Group/Working Group, which is an open process.

e Develop a Project Authorization Request, which must be approved through IEEE.

e Draft the Standard to address the 8 environmental performance categories, at a minimum, found
in IEEE 1680. The final draft standard must be approved by the full working group, following

- the policies and procedures of the EASC, before going out for ballot.

e Ballot the Standard, where 75% of the balloting group must vote and 75% approve the standard
for it to be finalized. The balloting group is formed by issuing a formal invitation to ballot to a
broad group of stakeholders, beyond the working group members.

¢ Finalize and Approve the Standard. Sometimes the standard can be in the queu for up to 6
months for approval through the appropriate IEEE committees. It is submitted for publishing
under IEEE and will also be submitted to be an ANSI-registered standard.

e Revise the Standard at a minimum every 5 years.

The EASC policies and procedures were recently approved by the IEEE, and provided to
participants with the meeting materials. The policies and procedures include voting and quorum
rules, and a Code of Conduct for IEEE 1680 meetings. Holly reviewed the Code of Conduct and
emphasized the importance of adhering to these principals throughout the standards development
process. .

Following Holly’s presentation, the following questions was asked:






