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TELEVISION WORKING GROUP MEETING 

Tuesday, September 29, 2009

11 to 1 PM EDT

Welcome from Patty Dillon and Shannon Davis, co-chairs. 

Roll Call/ Attending:  

Walter Alcorn (Alcorn Consulting); Dorothy Allen (HealthLink); Clifford Bast (SustainGroup; Cate Berard (EPA);  Pamela Brody-Heine (EcoStewardship Strategies); Stephanie Castorino (IPC); Reggie Caudill (NJIT); Sue Chiang (Ctr. For Environmental Health); Mike Coop (heyCoop); Shannon Davis (EPA); Patty Dillon (Dillon Env. Associates); Ric Erdheim (Philips); John Fairhurst (Sharp); Faridoon Ferhut (CIWMB); John Geniviva (Corning Display Technologies); Garth Hickle (MN PCA); Sego Jackson (Snohomish Co., WA); Leslie Jackson (Sutter Health); Richard Kerr (Bayer); Jum Kim (Corning Display Technologies); Michael Kirschner (Design Chain Assoc.); Barbara Kyle (Electronics TakeBack Coalition); Judy Levin (Ctr. For Environmental Health); Jason Linnell (NCER); Frank Marella (Sharp); James Mejia (Redemtech); Ann Peters (Gracestone, Inc); Jack Price (FL DEP); Valerie Rickman (ITI); Wayne Rifer (GEC); Joshua Saunders (UL); Robin Schneider (Public Works Research); John Short (JazzCom); Katherine Stewart (TerraChoice); Ed Weil (Polytechnic Inst. of NYU); Sarah Westervelt (BAN); Aida Sefic Williams (IL Sustainable Tech. Ctr.); Cat Wilt (Univ. of TN); Keiko Yokoyama (Sony).

Guests: Steve Bishop (IDEO) 

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

Approval of July Minutes:  The minutes for the July 21 meeting were approved as posted by affirmation.  Minutes from meetings are posted on the public section of the workgroup after approval.

General Announcements/Updates:  

Call for Patents:  The co-chairs provided an opportunity for participants to identify patent claims of which the participant is personally aware and that may be essential for the use of the standard. No patents were identified on this call.

1680 and 1680.1 Status:  The recirculation of both is complete, and they are on track for approval by mid-November.

Approval of 1680.3 PAR & roster submittal:  On Sept. 11, the PAR for 1680.3 was approved by IEEE.  It is now posted on the public section of the website.  In October, we will need to submit an official roster for the Working Group.  Please review the roster which is linked on the agenda; if anything is incorrect, please forward the corrected language to Patty by the end of the week.

Nov 17-18 IE-TV Face to Face Meeting in Washington DC:  The joint meeting of the 1680.2 and 1680.3 Working Groups is scheduled for November 17th and 18th in Washington D.C.  The meeting will be held at U.S. EPA Headquarters, EPA East Building, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.  Information about meeting registration and hotel blocks will be sent out tomorrow.

We postponed our June meeting due to travel restrictions, and consequently this will be our first face-to-face meeting, and also a critical meeting in our process to develop the two environmental leadership standards for imaging equipment and televisions. 

The call materials include a draft agenda. For those wanting additional background on EPEAT, we have scheduled an optional pre-meeting EPEAT Introductory Presentation on November 17th from 7:30 AM to 8:15 AM.  The full meeting agenda includes presentations and discussion of the first draft of criteria developed by subgroups, as well as breakout working time for the subgroups.  This meeting will be an opportunity for the Working Groups to provide input and feedback to the subgroups on their draft criteria as well as issues that subgroups are facing.  We have two blocks of subgroup breakout time, and are aware that many WG members participate in more than one subgroup.  We will do our best to schedule the subgroup breakouts to minimize the overlap, but there is no way to completely avoid it. 

We are looking for sponsors for lunches, morning coffee, and an evening  networking reception. Please contact Patty or Cat Wilt if your organization might be interested in being a sponsor. 

Recent webinars:  There have been many good webinars hosted over the last month, including one sponsored by the UT Center for Clean Products on LCA and its use in environmental standards, and two hosted by the EOL subgroup on E-Stewards and R2. Patty thanked the organizers/presenters for bringing valuable information to the WG.

Code of Conduct & Decision Making Review:  Patty reviewed the Code of Conduct.  These have been reviewed in the past on both Working Group and subgroup calls.   Patty referenced the following document included in the meeting materials:  “1680 WG Code of Conduct.doc” 

A discussion of the decision making process will be taken up on the next call, in order to leave ample time for our guest speaker and the subgroup reports.

Integrating Sustainability into Design, Steve Bishop, Global Lead, Design for Sustainability, IDEO:  

IDEO is a design innovation firm, focusing on 3 large issues related to their Sustainability program: Social Impact, Personal Wellness & Healthy Living, and Environmental Impacts.  Their supply side decisions relate to all issues that go into the design, manufacture, and transportation decisions of the product. On the demand side, they are focused on the person-centered side of the equation, or direct human-factors. Steve provided examples from their work with the Ford Fusion, gathering examples of helping people use the right driving behaviors to maximize the technology of the vehicle. 

Q & A:   

Q:  Is IDEO aware of any ways that the EPEAT system is driving design?

A: It is helping in their selection of materials; however, their limited experience shows that certification systems are tricky in terms of helping to set goals for users’ behaviors. 

Q: Do manufacturers ask IDEO to assist in developing products for EOL extension and recyclability?

A:  This is a huge opportunity area for electronic products.  It is a chicken-and-egg type problem that has been recognized by designers within IDEO.  One option might be more consideration of the service concept.  In terms of software, they have some in-house LCA tools that they use, as inspiration for their design work. 

Q:  In looking at human factors in design work, how much does IDEO focus on materials toxicity, materials phase-out, green chemistry, etc?

A:  They are not an R&D firm, they are a consulting firm.  But in that they have a human focus for the end of a business equation, they like to look at a “social cycle” perspective. Where there are obvious “bad-actors” that have been widely demonstrated or seen first-hand by IDEO, that information is brought into their design processes.  For example, they always spec-out chrome plating due to the health and toxicity issues related to chrome manufacturing, and they try to eliminate PVC where possible. 

Q:  Has he seen any examples of product standards or certifications that positively drive the design process?

A:  This gets back to the tricky issue of metrics, meaning defining what the desired outcome is in order to set the correct metrics.  He thinks that industry needs the opportunity to experiment on different product options, so they can see what actually works (or a “build to think”model).

Further questions can be sent, via Patty, to him at sbishop@ideo.com.

EPEAT Standards Development Principles (DRAFT): Patty referenced the document, “EPEAT New Stds Development Principles 09-09-10.doc.” The EASC has given preliminary approval to this document for use by the 1680 family of standards.  It is meant to create a common understanding of the principles for developing EPEAT standards.  There was a suggestion that the Principles should focus explicitly on just two goals -- climate change and reduced toxicity -- since everything really boils down to these impacts.  Shannon noted that depending on your perspective there are more lenses to consider than these two (e.g., water scarcity).

Subgroup Reports:  Shannon led the discussion related to the subgroup work status.
Environmentally Sensitive Materials: Sue Chiang provided an update for the subgroup.  Three subteams have been formed to work on draft criteria; RoHS/REACH, bromine/chlorine, and performance goals for safer alternatives.  There has been a request for more involvement from TV manufacturers in this group, as their expertise is critical right now.  They particularly need assistance with information about mercury content and batteries in TVs.

Material Selection:  Patty Dillon provided an update of the work of the subgroup.  They are considering 3 broad areas of criteria, including recycled content, bio-based materials, declaration of product weight, and a new category of LCA-based considerations for a GHG- or carbon-based metric for materials decisions.
Design for End of Life/Product Longevity:   Anne Peters provided an update of the work of the subgroup.  They have some draft criteria under consideration.  Currently they are looking at design for disassembly issues.  They are starting to look at development of criteria for plastics reuse and recycling.  About 8 members of the subgroup met while at E-Scrap, which was quite useful. They have four calls between now and the November meeting.  
Energy Conservation:  Mike Coop provided an update of the work of the subgroup.  They need non-OEM members to participate.  They’ve been largely focusing on one issue: should EPEAT include a static requirement for ES 4.0 or a dynamic requirement for the current ES spec, which may make meeting this criteria tough in the future for some screen sizes.  They are also looking at embodied energy issues (which had been kicked to the Corporate Performance subgroup and have come back to them after feedback).  

EOL Management:  Walter Alcorn provided an update of the work of the subgroup.  The group hosted two webinars of the R2 and E-Stewards guidelines.  At the last meeting, the subgroup decided by consensus that they would allow OEMs to choose between the standards.  They are going to start looking at equivalency issues now.
Corporate Performance:  Shannon Davis provided an update of the work of the subgroup.  They had almost 30 draft criteria ideas on the table, and they are working on merging and winnowing those concepts.  There is a task group that is tackling the various suggested criteria related to reporting and reducing GHGs.  They are leaning toward optional criteria for reporting GHGs.   
Packaging:  Cat Wilt provided an update of the work of the subgroup.  On the last call, the subgroup agreed to amendments to the existing 1680.1 language on toxic constituents in packaging; most of the suggested changes were made to bring the existing language up to date with changes in the Model Toxics in Packaging legislation.  They have been discussing other packaging criteria addressed in 1680.1 as well, and are making headway on language related to separable packaging materials and declarations of recycled content.  The subgroup is beginning to develop a declaration form for recycled content materials that can be used by manufacturers.  
Next Steps:  

· Asking all subgroups to have criteria ready for presentation at the November meeting in Washington, DC.  

· Next Call:  October 27, 11-1 eastern time.

· Please send any additional questions for Stephen Bishop at IDEO and Patty will send them out.

