ENERGY STAR® Fryer Industry Meeting

Hilton Chicago, Illinois

May 20, 2003

MEETING NOTES

In conjunction with the National Restaurant Association (NRA) Show, EPA conducted a meeting with product manufacturers and other interested parties to discuss the Draft 1 ENERGY STAR Fryer specification.  To view the Draft 1 specification, EPA’s meeting presentation, and attendee list visit the ENERGY STAR Product Development Web site at www.energystar.gov/productdevelopment.

Provided below is a summary of the discussions that took place during the meeting.  Each section includes comments and/or questions that were posed by the group; ENERGY STAR representatives are working to address these items.

Presentation: ENERGY STAR Commercial Food Service Equipment Industry Meeting – Fryers
Rachel Schmeltz, EPA

ENERGY STAR Overview and the Potential Savings of Labeling Fryers

Ms. Schmeltz began the meeting with an overview of the ENERGY STAR program.  She then explained the criteria that EPA uses in determining whether or not to include a new product in the ENERGY STAR suite of products and the preliminary research that takes place leading up to a draft specification.  Ms. Schmeltz shared the impact that ENERGY STAR has had on the marketplace, including a more than 40% consumer awareness  of the ENERGY STAR brand. She then walked through the requirements of the ENERGY STAR Partnership Agreement and partner commitments that must be met to participate in the program.  Ms. Schmeltz concluded this portion of the presentation with the energy and dollar savings  potential of implementing and ENERGY STAR specification for fryers based on the proposed Draft 1 performance requirements and calculations provided by Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory (LBNL).

Draft 1 Fryer Specification Discussion

Ms. Schmeltz lead the group through the second portion of the presentation which walked through each section of the Draft 1 Eligibility Criteria, including: definitions, specification levels, testing and reporting requirements, and specification effective and launch dates.  Comments and questions for each section of the specification are provided below.

Sections 1-2: Definitions and Qualifying Products

· The definitions provided in the specification are in-line with the ASTM standard. 
· Currently specialty and kettle fryers are excluded in the specification; however, all fryers that can meet the specifications should be able to qualify.

· EPA’s decision to exclude specialty and kettle fryers is based on the fact that there are different test methods for these types of products.

Section 3: Energy Efficiency Specifications

Question to Group: Currently the performance requirements are based on a 15-inch fryer.  Do these requirements need to be broken up into subcategories?

· The specification should use pounds instead of width when describing the different sizes of fryers. 

· The Food Service Technology Center (FTSC) has the most data on 14.5- and 15-inch units; EPA will need additional performance data to determine the appropriate threshold for products 18” and larger.

· The 15” fryer is a good starting point since the majority of fryers available and sold in the market fall into this category.

· Most manufacturers make high efficiency fryers because of chain demand (i.e., McDonald’s, etc.)

· EPA needs to address idle rate for other fryer sizes.  EPA could start with 15-inch fryers and roll in additional sizes at a later date through a specification amendment.

· Another way to address product performance is use one metric: idle energy rate per pound of frying medium. However, this introduces the variable that different manufacturers may specify different frying medium capacities for effectively the same size of fryer (e.g., 35 lb and 50 lb could apply to a 15-inch fryer).
Question to EPA: Should production capacity be part of the specification as well?  

EPA Response: EPA sees this as an additional selling feature of the product.  The purchaser is faced with a number of decision points; energy efficiency is just one of them.  The ENERGY STAR label makes it easy for the purchaser to identify those products that will save them energy and money.  Other features, such as production capacity, are other decision points for the  purchaser to consider. 

· High efficiency fryers tend to have higher production capacities.

· This is not true in all cases, there are some high efficiency fryers that have high production rates but also, high idle rates.

· There is less differentiation of product efficiencies within the electric fryer market; however, it is appropriate for EPA to include both gas and electric products in the specification.

Question to EPA: Have you engaged the North American Association of Food Equipment Manufacturers (NAFEM) during this process?  

EPA Response: We have not yet engaged NAFEM in this process. In general, EPA prefers to begin work with the individual manufacturers when developing specifications.  EPA is not trying to exclude associations all together from this process; however, our preference is to communicate directly with manufacturers as much as possible

· Through one of the meeting attendees, NAFEM’s technical committee has been made aware of this draft specification. This attendee also offered to provide some contacts for the committee to EPA.

Section 4: Testing Requirements

· An example of the Qualified Product Information (QPI) form will be posted on the ENERGY STAR Web site for review. 

· The ASTM test procedure is appropriate to use in the specification to measure unit energy consumption.

Question to Group:  Currently the testing requirement references shoestring potatoes (french fries) only. Should other food types be considered in the testing?

· The shoestring load is higher (i.e., makes the fryer work harder) and generates higher production numbers.

· Shoestring potatoes are referenced in the ASTM standard and individuals agreed that it remains a good industry standard; end users never question the results of a shoestring test.

Section 5: Effective Date

· The NAFEM Show, September 5-7, 2003 may be a little too aggressive of a schedule to launch the ENERGY STAR specification for fryers.

· The NAFEM target was chosen in the interest of the manufacturers; EPA does not have a specific timeline to launch the program.  The program could be launched at the NRA Show in May 2004.  EPA wants to launch the program at a venue that benefits the manufacturers and gives the participating partners the most exposure.

· Assuming the specification is finalized soon and there are existing models that already meet the specification, preparation for the launch could move very quickly.  All manufacturers in attendance at the meeting indicated that they do have models that currently meet the Draft 1 specification levels.

· In preparation for the launch, EPA could provide everything needed to promote ENERGY STAR qualified models and help manufacturers get the labeling process started.

· Although there were representatives from only 4-5 manufacturers, 90% of the marketplace was represented in the meeting.  If EPA gets individual acceptance from these manufacturers, it could be a successful launch and present a greater opportunity for making an impact on the fryer market.

Question to EPA: How quickly is the product approval once EPA receives the completed QPI forms?  Who determines when the specification should be finalized and released?

EPA Response: The approval process moves very quickly, products could be approved easily within one week of submittal; in the case of a launch, it could be even sooner.  The ultimate decision whether or not to move forward and when, lies with EPA.  When EPA no longer receives any substantive comments and if the general feeling in the industry is positive, then the specification will be finalized and released.

Next Steps

· All written comments on the Draft 1 specification should be submitted to Rachel Schmeltz or Rebecca Miller; contact information is provided below.

· In the interest of process transparency, EPA will post all written comments on the ENERGY STAR Web site.  Sensitive information included in comments (such as confidential business information) should be indicated as such so that these comments will not be posted.

· EPA plans to release another Draft version of the specification by the end of June.
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