
Email received on January 8, 2010 from Craig Wright.  
 
I have just a few comments/inquiries related to the integrated lighting program comment 
solicitation. 

• Page 1 - The indication that payback will be evaluated on a typical 3-5 year period would 
be relevant to only commercial applications.  Residential applications where 3-4 hours of 
daily operation coupled with potentially more expensive decorative luminaires would be in 
the 10-20 year payback period.  

• This document seems to indicate that RLF 4.2 will allow the qualification of select 
decorative LED luminaires.  LSD 51-2009 basically categorizes most lighting as either 
functional or a combination of functional and decorative.  Decorative categories such as 
chandeliers, CTC's, and pendants have always been EStr qualifiable with fluorescent 
lamps based on source efficacy.  Further consideration needs to be given to ensuring the 
product categories are consistent regardless of source type.  Ultimately, it is our mandate 
to provide aesthetically pleasing luminaires to consumers with light sources that are more 
efficacious than incumbents.  

• Page 9 - What is entailed in shifting administrative funding to manufacturers?  
• Under the current RLF QA program, manufacturers are responsible for all costs incurred 

via 3rd party testing.  It is recommended that further consideration be given to how these 
costs are carried and how testing is managed.  Many fixture OEM's have certified internal 
test labs capable of conducting many of the required tests.  Internal labs are viable for 
product qualification, why not verification?  

• The current RLF QA program requires many tests that are not necessarily relevant to the 
fixture itself.  Products with non-integral ballasts, and those shipped with lamps must 
have these components vetted by 3rd party labs.  The fixture manufacturer is responsible 
for these testing costs, but the verification is really on components that have been 
qualified separately by the respective lamp and ballast manufacturers.  Why are the 
fixture manufacturers responsible for these test costs (e.g. lamp CCT and CRI)?  In 
addition, testing to determine the fixture's efficacy is conducted; however, this is not a 
requirement of the qualification process. 

I'd be glad to expand or clarify on any of these comments as necessary.  Feel free to give me a 
call or send me an email at your convenience.  I appreciate the opportunity to respond to this 
preliminary notice of program integration, and look forward to reviewing the more 
detailed workplan overview that is forthcoming. 
  
Thanks! 
  
Craig Wright - Product Manager 
 


