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1680.2 Imaging Equipment and 1680.3 Television

JOINT WORKING GROUP MEETING    

Thursday, December 17, 2009

Conference Call, 1 – 3 PM EST 

Welcome by Patty Dillon, 1680.3 Co-Chair, and Pamela Brody-Heine, 1680.2 Co-Chair. 

Roll Call/ Attendance:  See attached lists.

Agenda Review:  Patty Dillon reviewed the agenda for the call, and noted that reference documents for agenda topics are provided as hot links on the agenda.  

Approval of November 17-18 Minutes:  The minutes for the November 17-18 Meeting in Washington, D.C. were distributed by email on December 10 and posted with the meeting materials. No revisions to the minutes were received prior to today’s meeting. Patty Dillon asked if there were any comments or corrections to the minutes, or objections to approving the minutes as posted.  One objection was voiced that the minutes did not reflect industry concerns about the exercise to prioritize Corporate Performance criteria as well as other issues raised. A specific amendment to the minutes was not offered, but additional time to submit revisions was requested.  
It was agreed that any modifications to the minutes be submitted to Patty or Pamela by COB December 18.  The modified minutes will be distributed/posted and WG members will have one week to review and submit any further comments or corrections. If there are no further modifications or objections voiced, the minutes will be approved as distributed and posted on the public section of the WG website.  

Patty requested that in the future any revisions to minutes be sent in advance of the meeting so that we can post revisions and give WG members the opportunity to view the text in advance and approve minutes in an efficient and timely manner. 

General Announcements/Updates:  

Call for Patents:  Patty Dillon referenced the link to the IEEE Patent slides on the agenda and provided an opportunity for participants to identify patent claims essential for the use of the standard. No patents were identified on this call.

Next Face-to-Face Meeting: The next face-to-face meeting of the 1680.2 & 1680.3 WGs will be held in San Francisco on March 15-17 at EPA Region 9.  In early January a draft agenda will be sent out so members can start planning and securing travel authorizations.

Applies To Task Force: A subcommittee will be formed to make recommendations to the WGs on how to define consumer and institutional markets for the “Applies To” section of criteria, in cases where such a distinction is made. This subcommittee will be chaired by John Katz, and will get underway after the first of the year.  Patty asked WG members to contact John (katz.john@epa.gov) to join the subcommittee.  

A clarification was requested on the role of the subcommittee, and whether they’d be voting to approve any language for incorporation into the standard, like the current subgroups.  John Katz noted that this group was more of a “task force” that would generate options for consideration, discussion, and ultimate voting/approval by the WG.  
Going forward, the creation of an ad hoc group such as this will be called a task force to avoid confusion with subgroups.

Packaging Subgroup Presentation & Discussion:

Pamela Brody-Heine introduced this agenda item, and referenced the document, “EPEAT 1680.2 and 1680.3 Packaging Subgroup,” which is posted on the website.

The Packaging Subgroup will review their proposed draft criteria similar to the presentation by other subgroup at the November meeting. The purpose is to solicit WG feedback. 

Jenny Stephenson, Chair of Packaging Subgroup, provided an overview of the criteria. 
The Packaging Subgroup will likely have 4 required criteria and no more than 6 optional criteria. The presentation focused on the 2 “buckets”: generally agreed to and under discussion. She noted that subgroup has two criteria “not yet vetted” that will not be discussed today since the subgroup is still working on them: reduction of packaging materials, and the use of petroleum-based foams. The subgroup has also taken several criteria “off the table”: elimination of halogenated flame retardants; elimination of ozone depleting substances; and documentation of reusable packaging.

Jenny walked through the draft criteria in the Generally Agreed To and Under Discussion buckets. The following questions were raised and issues discussed by WG members.

· What’s the difference between the two halogenated criteria, one that was “generally agreed to” and the other “taken off the table?”

Response: One focuses on halogen-containing polymers, and the other specifically on flame retardants (taken off table).

· For the toxics in packaging criteria (4.8.1.1), why is “intentionally added” referenced in the criterion when the EU Packaging Directive only applies a 100 ppm limit?

Response: The proposed wording is in line with the Model Toxics in Packaging Legislation adopted by U.S. states, which is more stringent than the EU.

· A concern was raised about the criterion, “Elimination of Halogen-containing Polymers,” and that the plastics industry has not had an opportunity to comment.

Response: Pamela noted that today’s presentation is the first opportunity for WG feedback, and there will be a number of additional opportunities in the coming months as outlined in the WG timeline.  WG members can also join the subgroup.

· Has the subgroup discussed the impact of alternatives to halogenated polymers? What was the rationale/scientific basis for this recommendation?

Response: Jenny noted that alternatives were discussed by the subgroup. The criterion closely follows the German Blue Angel requirement.

Discussion: Some WG members questioned whether the 1680 standard should follow country-specific standards, if they’re not supported by science. Other WG members noted that one of the Principles of 1680 is to build on/be consistent with other standards.
· Is the criterion, “Provision of Take Back Program” intended for all products or just those sold to institutions?

Response: Just institutions, but may be modified depending on the outcome of the “applies to” definitions task force.

· It was suggested that the subgroup engage on industry expert on fiber-based content to assist with the development of criteria on this issue.

Subgroup Guidance Document:

Pamela referenced the document, “IEEE 1680.2 & 1680.3 Subgroup Guidance,” dated December 11, 2009. This document was developed in response to comments and questions at the November meeting, and includes reminders, tips and guidance to subgroups on the criteria development and review process. The document was reviewed and discussed with subgroup chairs earlier this week.  However, it is a reference document for the entire WG/subgroups, and is intended as a supplement to the WG P&Ps. The Coordinating Committee is also working on an FAQ document that will go into greater detail on voting/decision making issues.  Pamela highlighted the contents of the subgroup guidance document and encouraged everyone to read it. 

· A WG member requested additional guidance on the number of criteria that the WGs should aim for in the standard. 
Response: Co-chairs, John Katz and Holly Elwood, emphasized that there is no magic number and it’s up to the WGs to decide the appropriate number. The Coordinating Committee didn’t feel that it was their role to establish boundaries, rather at this point to suggest that subgroups be mindful of the total number of criteria. At a later point, all of us will need to take a look at the total package. It was suggested that the WG consider/discuss the number of criteria at the March meeting.

· A WG member requested clarification on the use of attachment 3, Principles for 1680 Standards Development, and how to balance when reviewing criteria; e.g., “environmental leadership” versus “low cost, not delay time to market” and “feasible to achieve.” 
Response: John Katz noted that the Principles came out of the initial computer standard development process. The Principles applied to both the overall EPEAT system and the criteria, since the initial development process was dealing with both.  Most of the discussion around “low cost, not delay time to market” had to do with the system of registration and verification, and that this process not be so time intensive to delay getting products to market. In the current development process we should use the Principles to review criteria and inspire conversation around “fit” if needed.
Subgroup Scope Statements:

Pamela referred to the “Subgroup Scope Statements for Working Group Approval” document that is posted on the website. At the November meeting, WG members told us that it was very important to finalize and approve the subgroup scope statements.  According to the WG P&Ps, the WG needs to approve the scope statements  to ensure that scope statements are complimentary and not redundant.” 
There are a total of 12 subgroup scope statements. Today we are seeking WG approval of 9 statements that have been approved by the respective subgroups. We are NOT seeking approval of 3 scope statements --ESM, Product Longevity (TV only), Design for EOL (IE only); in two cases (ESM, Product Longevity) the subgroups need to finalize language, and in the last case (IE DfEOL), the subgroup just approved it last night which doesn’t allow for adequate WG review for approval on today’s call. While we are not seeking approval of these 3 scope statements the drafts are provided in the packet; the content is not expected to change, just the language refined.

A motion was made to approve the 9 scope statements; the motion was seconded.  The following questions/discussions ensued:

· It would have been nice to have time to review the scopes.

Response: The scopes were posted last Friday (12/11), and the agenda clearly indicated that we’d be seeking approval of the scope statements at today’s meeting.

· A concern was expressed by one WG member that the IE Indoor Air Quality scope was never discussed.

Response: The IA subgroup chair affirmed that the scope was discussed and approved by the subgroup.

Pamela asked if there was consensus agreement that the 9 scope statements are “complimentary & not redundant;” are there any objections to approving them as posted?  
The 9 scope statements – Material Selection, Design for EOL (TV only), Energy Conservation (IE only), Energy Conservation (TV only), End of Life Management, Corporate Performance, Packaging, Consumables (IE only), and Indoor Air Quality (IE only) – were approved.  Quorum for both WGs was verified.

One objection from Rick Krock (with permission to cite name) was recorded; the Consumables subgroup scope is not complimentary to the other scope statements because it is de-selective in that it calls out a specific material (“chlorine process free paper”) while other scopes are more general in nature.  Two comments were also recorded: Mark Sajbel (cited with permission) went on record that the packaging scope is not complimentary in that it doesn’t specifically cite “environmental leadership” like other subgroups.
The 3 remaining scope statements will be approved on the next call.

Next Steps:

January Meeting:  We will make a determination on the need for a January meeting based on subgroup progress and whether it should be a joint IE/TV meeting or separate meetings.  In the meantime, two call times have been posted: 
· Tuesday, January 26, 11 am EST (TV only) 
· Thursday, January 28, 1 pm EST (IE only or IE/TV Joint Call.)

March 1 Deadline: Reminder of the WG of the March 1 deadline for the submission of criteria by the subgroups. The criteria will be distributed for review and discussion at the March face to face meeting.

1680.2 Imaging Equipment Working Group Attendance (09-12-17)
	Rostered Members
	

	Robert
	Alleger
	Oki Data Americas, Inc.

	Michael
	Anderson
	Eastman Kodak Company

	Jos
	Beckwilder
	Oce North America, Inc.

	Ligia
	Bejat
	Lexmark International Inc

	Cate
	Berard
	U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

	Mike
	Biddle
	MBA Polymers

	Pamela
	Brody-Heine
	Eco Stewardship Strategies/Zero Waste Alliance

	Joe
	Burquist
	Hewlett Packard

	Sandra
	Cannon
	U.S. Department of Energy

	Stephanie
	Castorina
	IPC – Association Connecting Electronics Industries 

	Sue
	Chiang
	Center for Environmental Health

	Mark
	Corbett
	Pitney Bowes Inc.

	Derek
	Dao
	Samsung Electronics Co.

	Patty
	Dillon
	Dillon Environmental Associates

	Holly
	Elwood
	USEPA - The Environmentally Preferable Purchasing Program

	Cindy
	Erie
	E-World Recyclers

	Faridoon
	Ferhut
	California Integrated Waste Management Board

	Ashley
	Foster
	SCS

	Joshua
	Gallegos
	Sandia National Laboratories

	Jack
	Geibig
	University of Tennessee – Knoxville

	Michael
	Gell
	Xanfeon

	Stephen
	Greene
	Howland Greene Consultants LLC

	Andy
	Harlan
	Rochester Institute of Technology

	Laura
	Heywood 
	UK Cartridge Remanufacturers Association

	Brian
	Hilton
	RIT

	Ellen
	Huang
	Pitney Bowes Inc.

	Bill
	Huggins
	Static Control Components, Inc.

	Kousuke
	Ito
	Ricoh Americas Corporation

	Sego
	Jackson
	Snohomish County

	Richard
	Kerr
	Bayer Material Science LLC

	Michael
	Kirschner
	Design Chain Associates, LLC

	Richard 
	Krock
	The Vinyl Institute

	Barbara
	Kyle
	ETBC

	Sergei
	Levchik
	Israel Chemicals - Industrial Products

	Judy
	Levin
	Center for Environmental Health

	Erica
	Logan
	Xerox Corporation

	Ron
	Mateas
	Epson America, Inc.

	Pat
	McPhail
	Toshiba America Business Solutions, Inc.

	Jennifer
	Miyamoto
	Xerox Corporation

	Jeffrey
	Olsen
	Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection – Governor’s Green Government Council

	Colleen
	Pickford
	ITI

	Valerie
	Rickman
	Information Technology Industry Council

	Wayne
	Rifer
	Green Electronics Council

	Tim
	Ringo
	Konica Minolta Holding USA, Inc

	Mario
	Rufino
	Canon USA

	Mark
	Sajbel
	US Department of Agriculture

	Chris
	Saunders
	Lexmark International Inc

	Joshua
	Saunders
	Underwriters Laboratories Environment Inc.

	Mark
	Schaffer
	Schaffer Environmental LLC

	Steve
	Scherrer
	Bromine Science and Environmental Forum

	Bert
	Simon
	USGS

	Ted
	Smith
	Electronics TakeBack Coalition

	Miwa
	St. Onge
	RISO

	Jenny
	Stephenson
	UE EPA

	Katherine
	Stewart
	TerraChoice Environmental Marketing

	Paul
	Swoveland
	Lexmark International Inc

	Steve
	Tolan
	Oce North America, Inc.

	Todd
	Washburn
	SABIC Innovative Plastics (formerly GE Plastics)

	Ed
	Weil
	Polytechnic Institute of NYU

	Sarah
	Westervelt
	Basel Action Network

	D’Lane
	Wisner
	The Electronics & Appliances Market Issue Team (part of the American Chemistry Council)

	
	
	

	Observers
	
	

	Tricia
	Judge
	International Imaging Technology Council

	Jerry
	Kelly
	InfoPrint Solutions

	Janet
	Smith
	Lexmark

	Bruce
	Turner
	Hewlett Packard


1680.3 Television Working Group Attendance (09-12-17)

	Cliff 
	Bast
	SustainGroup LLC

	Cate
	Berard
	U.S. EPA

	Michael
	Biddle
	MBA Polymers

	Pamela
	Brody-Heine
	EcoStewardship Strategiess

	Stephanie
	Castorina
	IPC
	

	Paul
	Chalmer
	Self
	

	Sue
	Chiang
	Center for Environmental Health

	Jenni
	Chun
	LG Electronics
	

	Mike
	Coop
	heyCoop, LLC

	Derek
	Dao
	Samsung Electronics Co.

	Shannon
	Davis
	U.S. EPA 

	Patty
	Dillon
	Dillon Environmental Associates

	Ric
	Erdheim
	Philips Electronics

	Jon
	Fairhurst
	Sharp Labs of America

	Faridoon
	Ferhut
	CAIWMB
	

	Jack
	Geibig
	University of Tennessee

	Missy
	Hayes
	Mitsubishi Digital Electronics America, Inc.

	Sego
	Jackson
	Snohomish County

	John
	Katz
	US EPA Region 9

	Richard
	Kerr
	Bayer Material Science

	Michael
	Kirschner
	Design Chain Associates, LLC

	Richard
	Krock
	Vinyl Institute

	Barbara
	Kyle
	Electronics TakeBack Coalition

	Sergei
	Levchik
	Israel Chemicals - Industrial Products

	Judy
	Levin
	Center for Environmental Health

	Ken
	Lowe
	VIZIO
	

	Frank
	Marella
	Sharp Electronics Corp.

	Anne
	Peters
	Gracestone, Inc.

	Jack
	Price
	FL DEP
	

	Collen
	Pickford
	ITIC
	

	Valerie
	Rickman
	ITIC
	

	Wayne
	Rifer
	Green Electronics Council

	Joshua
	Saunders
	Underwriters Laboratories Environment Inc.

	Mark
	Schaffer
	Schaffer Environmental LLC

	Steve
	Scherrer
	Chemtura

	Robin
	Schneider
	Public Research Works

	John
	Short
	JazzCom Group, LLC

	Ted
	Smith
	Electronics TakeBack Coalition

	Yuichi (Sam)
	Somemori
	Sharp Electronics 

	Katherine
	Stewart
	TerraChoice 

	Todd
	Washburn
	SABIC Innovative Plastics 

	Edward
	Weil
	Polytechnic Institute of NY

	Sarah
	Westervelt
	Basel Action Network

	Aida Sefic
	Williams
	IL Sustainable Technology Ctr

	D’Lane
	Wisner
	ACC
	

	Keiko
	Yokoyama
	Sony Electronics, Inc.
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