
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

Review of Directive 
2012/27/EU on          
Energy Efficiency 
Public Consultation of the European 
Commission, 29.01.2016 

Berlin, 29. January 2016. We greatly appreciate the European Commission’s initi-
ative to consult on the review of the Energy Efficiency Directive (EED) . bne 
members are committed to a modern and flexible electricity market design al-
lowing for truly competitive solutions.  
 
Part I –General questions 
 

1. Article 1: Subject matter and scope and Article 3: Energy efficiency target 
 
Article 1 provides the general framework for the promotion of energy efficiency 
within the Union in order to ensure the achievement of the EU 20% energy eff i-
ciency headline target by 2020. In addition and more specifically, Article 3 re-
quires that each Member State sets an indicative national energy efficiency tar-
get based on either primary or final energy consumption, primary or final energy 
savings or energy intensity. In setting the targets, Member States should take 
into account a number of provisions set out in Article 3(1).     
 
As regards the EU energy efficiency target for 2030, the European Council 
agreed in October 2014 on an indicative target at the EU level of at least 27% 
(compared to projections) to be reviewed by 2020 having in mind an EU level of 
30%. Therefore, the existing policy framework should be updated to reflect the 
new EU energy efficiency target for 2030 and to align it with the overall 2030 
Climate and Energy framework. 
 
1.1. What is the key contribution of the EED to the achievement of the 2020 en-

ergy efficiency target? 
 

An essential component of achieving the 2020 energy efficiency target is to set up a frame-

work which enables the development of an effective energy services market. The EED is of-
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fering some important contributions to this effort, e.g. Articles 18 – 20 can be mentioned in 

this context. However, there are quite a few misconceptions with respect to the overall ap-

proach to energy efficiency built into the EED. Broadly speaking, the lack of consideration of 

the CO2-emission factor in any EED provision is highly problematic and prevents a proper 

alignment with the overall 2030 Climate and Energy framework of the EU. Decarbonisation 

should be the overall goal and all other policies and measures should be considered, as-

sessed and framed in relation to this goal. Today, more electricity can mean more energy ef-

ficiency and this aspect needs to be reflected in the revision of the EED. For example, chang-

ing an oil burner with a heat pump can, on average, save almost 50% of annual primary en-

ergy consumption. Clearly, an important aspect here is the switch to non-fossil electricity 

generation sources, which needs to be taken into account in the overall policy coordination 

as well. 

 

1.2. How has the EED worked together with the Effort Sharing Decision, other 
energy efficiency legislation (on buildings, products and transport) and 
ETS? Could you describe positive synergies or overlaps? 
 

By establishing binding annual CO2 emission targets (for the period 2013-2020) for EU 

Member States, the Effort Sharing Decision focusses on emissions from sectors not included 

in the EU Emissions Trading System, such as transport, buildings, agriculture and waste. 

Unfortunately, the logic behind the EED doesn’t take sectoral interdependencies and result-

ing ramifications from the Effort Sharing Decision very well into account. For example, the 

electrification of the heating and transport sector using carbon-neutral electricity can mean 

more efficiency. Concretely, replacing fossil fuels with low-carbon electricity in meeting dai-

ly energy needs can result in greenhouse gas mitigation, increased energy security, and re-

duced primary energy needs.   

 

1.3. How has the EED worked together with existing national legislation? Could 
you describe any positive synergies or overlaps? 

 

The EED led to a multitude of activities in Germany pertaining to the implementation of the 

diverse Articles included in the Directive. Positively mentioned can be reforms in public 

procurement. 

 

1.4. What are the main lessons learned from the implementation of the EED? 
 
Removing barriers to investments and the energy services market are key to achieving the 

efficiency target. Up to now, this aspect has played a rather minor role in the EU Directive. 

The Commission should focus on removing existing market barriers in Member States in or-

der to enable entrepreneurial activity and creativity. For example, contracting services 

should be further promoted due to their substantial savings effect for end customers.  

 

As Member States started from very different initial situations pertaining to their energy effi-

ciency levels and have continued on disparate pathways respectively, bne strongly opposes 

an EU-wide harmonization of detailed efficiency measures. The decision on the choice of 
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measures should be up to Member States. However, the Commission should play a strong 

role in coordinating the different policy measures with respect to achieving the overall de-

carbonisation goals. Also, national activities should be monitored closely.  

 
1.5. Which factors should the Commission have in mind in reviewing the EU en-

ergy efficiency target for 2030? 
 

Separate targets for energy efficiency in the power sector dismiss interdependencies result-

ing from substitutional measures in other sectors which lead to overall higher CO2-

emissions. bne suggests to rethink the conceptual basis and overall systemic approach for 

energy efficiency. In general, the basic principle for energy efficiency should focus on the 

needed CO2-reductions and how these can be achieved in the most economically efficient 

manner.  

 
1.6. What should the role of the EU be in view of achieving the new EU energy 

efficiency target for 2030? 
 
The EU should assure that Member States have the political leeway in achieving increased 

energy efficiency standards by setting the focus on flexible and efficient market-based 

mechanisms. Because of the massive increase of renewable energies, the challenge of the fu-

ture rather lies in integrating energy efficiently than in saving energy. Thus, the implementa-

tion of flexibility mechanisms will be crucial. Beyond setting the new EU energy efficiency 

target for 2030, we see no need to further harmonize the legal framework of the EED.  

 
1.7. What is the  best way of expressing the new EU energy efficiency target 

for 2030: 
 
o Expressed as energy intensity 

o Expressed in an absolute amount of final energy savings 

o Expressed in both primary and final energy consumption in 2030 

X      Expressed only in primary energy consumption in 2030 

o Expressed only in final energy consumption in 2030 

o Other (please specify) 

 
1.8. For the purposes of the target, should energy consumption be: 
 

o Expressed as energy, regardless of its source (as now) 

X      Expressed as avoided non-renewable energy 

o Expressed as avoided fuel-use (but including biomass) 

o Other (please specify) 
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3. Article 7: Energy efficiency obligation schemes  
 
Article 7 together with Annex V requires that Member States set up an energy 
efficiency obligation scheme to ensure that obligated parties (energy distribu-
tors and/or retail energy sales companies that are designated by each Member 
State) achieve a given amount of energy savings (1.5% annually) from  annual 
energy sales to final customers over the period 2014 to 2020. As an alternative 
to setting up an energy efficiency obligation scheme, Member States may opt to 
take other policy measures to achieve energy savings among final customers to 
reach the same amount of savings. 
 
The Commission is required to assess the implementation of this Article and 
submit a report by 30 June 2016 to the European Parliament and the Council, 
and, if appropriate, to supplement the report with a legislative proposal for 
amendments. 
 
In line with the EED, Member States had to notify the measures and methodolo-
gies on implementation of Article 7 by 5 December 2013. Further information 
from Member States was received in the notified National Energy Efficiency Ac-
tion Plans (due by April 2014).  
 
According to the latest available information from the notifications received 
from Member States1, 16 Member States notified an energy efficiency obligation 
scheme by putting an obligation on utilities to reach the required cumulative en-
ergy savings by 2020 under Article 7. Four Member States out of these (Bulgaria, 
Denmark, Luxembourg and Poland) will use it as the only instrument to achieve 
the required energy savings. 12 Member States (Austria, Croatia, Estonia, France, 
Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Slovenia, Spain and United Kingdom) will 
use the obligation scheme in combination with alternative measures. On the oth-
er hand, 12 Member States (Belgium, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Germany, Greece, 
Finland, Hungary, Netherlands, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia and Sweden) have 
opted to only use the alternative measures to reach the required savings instead 
of putting obligations on utilities. 
 

3.1. Are you aware of any energy efficiency measures that have been carried 
out or are planned in your country, by the utilities or third parties in re-
sponse to an energy efficiency obligation scheme? 

 
YES: In Germany, currently there is no energy efficiency obligation scheme in place. Howev-

er, regarding the alternative measures the government has opted to use instead, there are 

numerous efforts underway, especially as part of the National Action Plan on Energy Ef-
ficiency (NAPE) which was launched on December 3

rd
, 2014. Those include for example 

                                                                    
1
 http://ec.europa.eu/energy/en/topics/energy-efficiency-directive/obligation-schemes-and-

alternative-measures 

http://www.bmwi.de/EN/Topics/Energy/Energy-Efficiency/nape,did=680402.html
http://www.bmwi.de/EN/Topics/Energy/Energy-Efficiency/nape,did=680402.html
http://ec.europa.eu/energy/en/topics/energy-efficiency-directive/obligation-schemes-and-alternative-measures
http://ec.europa.eu/energy/en/topics/energy-efficiency-directive/obligation-schemes-and-alternative-measures
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(amongst many others) tax incentives for energy retrofits in buildings, energy efficiency 

networks and a competitive request for proposals by the government to identify innovative 

energy efficiency measures to be supported financially (the so-called "STEP up!" pro-

gramme).  

 
3.2. In your view, is Article 7 (energy efficiency obligation scheme or alterna-

tive measures) an effective instrument to achieve final energy savings? 
 
NO 

 
3.3. What are, in your view, the main challenges or barriers to implementing 

Article 7 effectively and efficiently in your country? Please select up to 5 
options from the list. 

 
o To select or introduce the right set of measures for achieving 1.5% energy savings (an-

nually) 

o Too great flexibility to use wide range of measures: energy efficiency obligation scheme 

and alternative measures 

o Strong opposition from energy suppliers and distributors to set up an energy efficiency 

obligation scheme 

o Lack of effective enforcement 

o Lack of sufficient knowledge and skills of involved parties 

X      Lack of awareness (by the end-users) of the energy efficiency obligation schemes or  

         alternative measures 

o Developing the calculation methodology in line with the requirements of Annex V 

o Ensuring sound and independent monitoring and verification of energy savings 

o Avoiding double counting 

o High administrative burden 

o Ensuring consistent application of the requirements with other energy efficiency legisla-

tion (e.g. building codes) 

X      Limited timeframe (2014-2020) that makes it hard to attract investment for long term      

         measures 
o Other (please specify) 

 
3.4. Do you believe that the current 1.5% level of energy savings per year from 

final energy sales is adequate?  
 
X   Strongly disagree 

 

Using final energy sales is not a well-suited reference for determining energy efficiency tar-

gets, as weather conditions (for example extreme cold seasons lead to higher energy use in 

the heating sector) and the overall economic situation of a country (boom vs. bust) can vary 

significantly while having a major impact on energy sales. Furthermore, it is counterproduc-

tive that according to Article 7 (1) the entire transport sector is exempt from any efficiency 

efforts.   
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3.5. Should energy efficiency obligation schemes have specific rules about en-

ergy savings amongst vulnerable consumers? 
 

NO: This question seems to be aimed at specific problems arising from the current situation 

and implementation context of the energy efficiency obligation scheme in the UK. bne be-

lieves that such specific problems need to be addressed on a national level, not as part of an 

EU-wide regulation.  

 
 
4. Articles 9-11: Metering, billing information and cost of access to metering 

and billing information  
 
Articles 9-11 deal with consumer empowerment, by asking Member States to put 
in place  requirements about metering, access to billing information and cost of 
access to metering and billing information, allowing consumers to make deci-
sions about their energy consumption. These issues are also currently being 
looked at within the Electricity Market Design/Delivering a New Deal for Energy 
Consumers initiative. It may be relevant to consider certain aspects of these Ar-
ticles in the EED review. The same is true for the subject of "demand response" 
(as set out in paragraph 8 of Article 15, but on this topic explicit questions were 
already included in the Market Design consultative communication published in 
July 2015). 
 
4.1. Overall adequacy: Do you think the EED provisions on metering and billing 

(Articles 9-11) are sufficient to guarantee all consumers easily accessible, 
sufficiently frequent, detailed and understandable information on their own 
consumption of energy (electricity, gas, heating, cooling, hot water)? 

 
YES: However, it should be noted that terms and conditions codified in the EED are not al-

ways clearly defined and easy to transmit into the German context. Pertaining to billing, bne 

generally supports the Commission’s goals to establish transparency standards and create 

comparability. However, some regulations are very detailed and exaggerated. For example, 

Annex VII requires highly detailed information to be included in the energy bill that lead to 

unnecessary complexity and information overload for the end consumer. The requirements 

are implemented by German energy suppliers, though there is no evidence that those speci-

fications in the energy bill lead to the desired energy savings. Energy bill design should be 

framed by meaningful regulation, but not be overregulated by the EU.   

 
4.2. Do you think it appropriate that the requirement to provide individual me-

tering and frequent billing (Articles 9(1), 9(3) and 10(1)) is subject to it 
being technically feasible and/or cost effective?  

 

YES: bne strongly supports the current regulation and is greatly in favour of keeping the 

technical feasibility and cost effectiveness check as criteria for the requirement to provide 
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individual metering and frequent billing. For example, bne strongly supports the suggested 

threshold of a minimum consumption of 6.000 kWh/a to qualify for smart meter deploy-

ment in the residential sector, as currently laid out in the proposal of the German govern-

ment for a “law to digitalize the energy transition”.  

 

In the German context, there is an important distinction between a basic smart metering 

system that is measuring consumption with a high resolution, providing visualised individ-

ual consumption data to every consumer, but not allowing for data transfer and a smart me-

tering system that in addition enables data-transfer. Data-transfer is generally only possible 

by using the Smart Meter Gateway in combination with the basic smart metering system. 

Due to the higher costs, those advanced systems are currently only foreseen for customers 

using more than 6.000 kWh/year, or for customers that own and operate DG resources 

greater than 7 kWp in capacity.  

 
4.3. Should such conditions of being technically feasible and/or cost effective 

be harmonised across the EU?  
 
YES: Today, smart meter functionalities and technical specifications vary greatly within the 

EU. In order to achieve a truly integrated European Energy market, it will be necessary to de-

termine basic smart meter functionalities and use cases. A certain degree of interoperability 

will be necessary and should, along with basic smart meter functionalities, be harmonised 

across the EU. This would lead to economies of scale for smart meter vendors and thus, can 

help to decrease the production costs, thereby making the smart meter less expensive to end 

consumers.  

 
4.4. How would these conditions of being technically feasible and/or cost ef-

fective affect the potential for energy savings and consumer empower-
ment? 

 
The greatest potential for consumer empowerment can be attributed to large technical de-

vices (such as circulation and heat pumps, A/C units, PV and storage systems or electric ve-

hicles for example) that are controllable by means of central programming/automation and 

digitalization. In the future, those devices most likely will be operated in alignment with low 

electricity prices on the spot market or by virtue of pooling can provide services to the bal-

ancing market (in so-called Demand Response schemes). Thus, they offer potential for fi-

nancial savings. Refrigerators and washing machines typically have a very limited potential 

in this respect. They have a rather low load factor and their energy use cannot be shifted as 

easily to any time during the day/night. Therefore, it makes sense to only install smart me-

ters combined with Smart Meter Gateways on a mandatory basis in households where the 

high costs are justified by sufficient potential of higher savings.   

 

Numerous studies have shown that energy savings for the most part are not addressed well 

by the exclusive implementation of smart metering systems. Instead, behavioural factors 

play a central role.  
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However, influencing people’s behaviour is a multi-dimensional challenge that requires 

creative ways in unlocking the identified potential for energy efficiency. 

 
4.5. Smart meters: Do you think that A) the EED requirements regarding smart 

metering systems for electricity and natural gas and consumption feed-
back and B) the common minimum functionalities, for example to provide 
readings directly to the customer or to update readings frequently, rec-
ommended by the Commission  together provide a sufficient level of har-
monisation at EU level? 
 

NO 

 

If no, do you think the common minimum functionalities should be the basis for 
further harmonisation?  
 

YES: It would be tremendously useful to develop a clear and consistent understanding of 

terms, definitions, common minimum functionalities and use cases for smart metering sys-

tems across Europe. This undertaking should be carried out for all involved market roles, in 

each case taking into account the specific needs of each market role, i.e. distribution system 

operators (DSOs), energy supply companies (which at the same time are the balancing re-

sponsible parties), independent aggregators, metering operators and last, but not least the 

final customer. Article 35 and 36 in the proposal of the German government for a “law to dig-

italize the energy transition” offer a good basis to start from for carrying out this exercise. 

 
4.6. What obstacles have national authorities/actors faced in introducing on a 

large scale individual meters that accurately reflect the final customer’s 
actual energy consumption? Do you have any good experiences to share on 
how to overcome these obstacles? 
 

Balancing the trade-offs between data security, economic efficiency and acceptability by the 

end users is the basic dilemma that national authorities need to address when determining 

the framework for deployment of individual meters that accurately reflect the final custom-

er’s actual energy consumption. High data security standards go along with high costs. Thus, 

not every final customer (especially household consumers) will be able to compensate the 

higher costs for technology and operation of the necessary metering infrastructure with sav-

ings resulting from efficiency gains or other services (such as demand response for example) 

enabled by those meters, let alone profiting from such services. It would be beneficial and 

most helpful if the EU could act as a facilitator for sharing best practices in dealing with and 

overcoming the dilemma triangle described above. 
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5. Article 20: Energy efficiency national fund, financing and technical support 
 
The analysis of the July 2014 Energy Efficiency Communication and the recent 
EEFIG Report2 showed that the energy efficiency investment market is still rela-
tively small scale compared to its potential or the volumes needed to meet the 
EU's 2030 objectives. The European Structural and Investments Funds address 
the market gaps related to investment projects including those in energy eff i-
ciency, and the European Fund for Strategic Investments provides EU guarantee 
for investment projects – including those for energy efficiency. The European En-
ergy Efficiency Fund carries relevant lessons.  
 
Moreover, significant funding for energy efficiency comes from national public 
sources and the private sector. The effectiveness and impact of energy efficiency 
investments funding strongly depends (inter alia) on the implementation of the 
energy efficiency legislation, including the EED. 
 
5.1. What should be the most appropriate financing mechanisms to significantly 

increase energy efficiency investments in view of the 2030 target? 
 
Keep it simple: There is no single financing mechanism that fits all consumer groups. The 

reason is that there are different groups of energy customers, including industry or business 

customers who expect different payback periods by energy efficiency investments than pri-

vate households. If there are subsidies to incentivise energy efficiency investments, adminis-

trative barriers have to be kept low. One lesson we have learned from existing energy effi-

ciency programs shows that in case the offer addresses the real needs of the end user, the fi-

nancial investment doesn’t need to be high. Therefore we would propose to the EU to estab-

lish a platform for best practice sharing – a platform where stakeholders and customers are 

able to learn which actions did work under which conditions and what was the result. 

 
5.2. Should there be specific provisions aimed at facilitating investment in spe-

cific areas of energy efficiency?    
 
NO 

 
5.3. Do you agree that one way to increase the impact of energy efficiency in-

vestments could be through making the energy performance/savings moni-
toring mandatory under Article 20 whenever public funds/subsidies are used 
for EE investments? Such monitoring could be done, for example, via on-line 
platforms, by users in the regular intervals. 
 

X   DISAGREE 

                                                                    
2
 EEFIG - Energy Efficiency Financial Institutions Group Report: Energy Efficiency – First fuel for 

the EU economy, 2015, www.eefig.eu  

http://www.eefig.eu/
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6. Article 24: Reporting and monitoring and review of implementation  
 
The Energy Union Strategy foresees an integrated governance framework for EU 
energy and climate policies to ensure that agreed climate and energy targets 
are reached and to enable Member States to better coordinate their policies at a 
regional level.  
 
6.1. Do you think that the existing reporting and monitoring system under the 

EED is a useful tool to track developments with regard to energy efficiency 
in Member States?  

 
NO 

 

If no, how do you think it could be improved in the future?   
 

It will be essential to include the CO2-emission factor and its effects with respect to the vari-

ous technologies substituting energy use in different sectors in the overall reporting and 

monitoring system. In general, using energy consumption as a sole indicator is too short-

sided when considering the overall systemic changes needed. 

 
6.2. Do you think that the reporting of national indicators (for example, value 

added/ energy consumption, disposable income, GDP etc. for year (n-2) un-
der Annex XIV (1)(a)) of the EED should be simplified?   

 
NO OPINION 

 
6.3. Do you think additional indicators (in addition to those referred to in Annex 

XIV (1)(a) – (e)) are needed to improve monitoring to assess Member States' 
progress towards their energy efficiency targets?  

 
SEE ANSWER 6.1. 
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Part II – Technical questions (on Articles 6 and 7) 
 
8. Article 7: Energy efficiency obligation schemes 

 
8.1. Emerging evidence suggests that most of the measures introduced under Article 7 

have long lifetimes (20-30 years) and will continue have an impact beyond 2020. 
Do you share this view?  

YES 

 
8.2. What is your view on the potential benefits (listed) of energy efficiency obligation 

schemes?  
 

 Strongly 

agree 
Agree 
 

Disagree  Strongly 

disagree  
 

No opinion  
 

Lower energy bills for consumers    X   

Better awareness of energy effi-

ciency potential by consumers  

  X   

Better relationship between ener-

gy suppliers, distributors and cus-

tomers  

  X   

Lower energy generation (and 

transmission) costs for the utilities   

  X   

Improved business and adminis-

trative environment for up-

coming innovative energy services 

  X   

Aggregation of small-scale invest-

ments (pooling/bundling) 

  X   
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Development of new financing 

models – e.g. energy performance 

contracting 

  X   

Stimulation of energy efficient 

renovation of buildings 

  X   

Increased competitiveness in the 

energy markets 

  X   

Other 

 

     

 
The question and the proposed answers are misleading.  

 

As EU Member States start from varying energy efficiency levels, unitary obligations for en-

ergy suppliers in all Member States are not an appropriate instrument to unlock diverse en-

ergy efficiency potentials, especially not in those Member States that already have harvested 

the low hanging fruits. Experience demonstrates that more complex efficiency measures 

cannot adequately be embedded in such obligation schemes (compare dena/Frontier study 

from 2012 “Energieeffizienz-Verpflichtungssysteme). bne strongly suggests to keep the cur-

rent approach, allowing each Member State to define for itself which instruments are most 

helpful and necessary to obtain its efficiency targets. Furthermore, rigid obligations for all 

suppliers would imply considerable competitive distortions. Newer and smaller market par-

ticipants would be compelled to set up entirely new business divisions including new staff, 

know-how, processes, and products, which bring along unpredictable burdens for small and 

medium-sized enterprises. 

 
8.3. Are you aware of any developments in the energy services markets that have 

benefited particular actors (e.g. service providers, suppliers, distributors, etc.) in 
Member States having an obligation to define the obligated parties under the ener-
gy efficiency obligation scheme? 

 
Germany has a diverse energy services market with a large variety of different market actors 

without an energy efficiency obligation scheme in place. 
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8.4. If you think that some requirements of Annex V need more precise guidance please 
list those requirements and specify  briefly what further information you think 
would be useful. 

 
NO COMMENT 

 
8.5. As you might know, the current framework of Article 7 is set until 2020, linked to 

the energy efficiency target for 2020, which will expire at the end of 2020. In your 
view, should the Article 7 obligations continue beyond 2020 in view of the new en-
ergy efficiency target for 2030? 

 
NO 

 
8.6. Do you think that the scope of eligible measures allowed under Article 7 should be 

clarified? 
 
NO 

 
8.7. Would there be benefits in greater harmonisation of some of the requirements of 

Article 7 to allow more consistent implementation across Member States?  
 

Provision of Article 7/  

Annex V 

Strongly 

agree 
Agree 
 

Disagree  

 

Strongly 

disagree  
 

No opinion 

Calculation methods  X    

Materiality   X   

Additionality   X   

Lifetimes   X   
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Price demand elasticities
3
 for 

taxation measures in real 

terms 

   X  

Indicative list of eligible en-

ergy saving measures  

 

   X  

Monitoring and verification 

procedures 

 

 X    

Reporting  

 

 X    

Other 

 

     

 
 
8.8. What role should the EU play in assisting the Member States in the implementa-

tion of Article 7?  
 
It would be helpful if the EU would act as a facilitator for best practice sharing and if it would 

take on the responsibility for qualitative monitoring (in addition to quantitative monitor-

ing), as there is a lack of critical assessment and discussion of the realized measures. Also, 

the measures are not really comparable. Studies looking into and developing true compara-

bility would be beneficial.    

 
8.9. Please state which best practice examples could be promoted across the EU and 

how? 
 
Findings from Behavioural Economics may inspire outside the box thinking of how to un-

lock energy efficiency potentials:  

UK case study – How to influence behaviour of household consumers, Source: Behavioural 

Insights Team, Annual Update 2011-12, 

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/83719/Behavio

ural-Insights-Team-Annual-Update-2011-12_0.pdf  

4 approaches to stimulate loft insulation were compared; offering home owners a loft-

clearance service can significantly increase the odds of installing loft insulation by over a 

factor of 4. This result highlights the importance of addressing non-monetary barriers to be-

haviour change, specifically in this case, the hassle factor of clearing your loft. 

 
                                                                    
3
 Price demand elasticity is a measure used in economics to show the responsiveness, or elasticity, 

of the quantity demanded of a good or service.  

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/83719/Behavioural-Insights-Team-Annual-Update-2011-12_0.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/83719/Behavioural-Insights-Team-Annual-Update-2011-12_0.pdf
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8.10. Would it be appropriate and useful to design a system where some types of energy 
savings achieved in one Member State would count towards obligations carried out 
either by governments or by economic operators in another country, just as the op-
tion to cooperate on greenhouse gas emissions reductions already exists? 

 
NO 

 
8.11. Would it be appropriate and useful to design a system where energy efficiency ob-

ligations would also include elements aiming at gradually increasing the minimum 
share of renewable energy applicable to energy suppliers and distributors? 

 
NO 

 
8.12. Could the option of establishing an EU wide 'white certificate' trading scheme be 

considered for post 2020? 
 
X STRONGLY DISAGREE 

 

White certificates have very low potential with respect to achieving energy efficiency savings 

while at the same time they offer a very high potential for abuse.  
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