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Implementation of EPBD

EU legislation — adoption at national / regional
level in legislation — appliance of measures

(1) Appropriate implementation
strategies: legal enforcement vs. market
incentives

(2) Institutions and Measures at
national level: "member states action
frame”
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RES Industries view

¢ all RES-technologies should be treated equally:
e Subsidies e.g. in GER “50%" PV, 70% CCS
(different laws)

e Main barriers to implementation of RES-
technology are whether monetary nor
technologically

e strong drivers are political willingness of
national authorities and local/regional
awareness of consumers of middle-/long-term
benefits

e stronger mandatory standards enforce better
dissemination of RES technologies

Perception & Challenges on the national level:
Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Slovenia, Germany

Common statement main challenges:
Institutional bodies, networks and know-how
are crucial resources for effective and fast
implementation procedures

Common statement perceptions of EPBD:
Common statement: too many amandments
are less productive

"one predictable energy saving policy is needed”

Policy towards harmonized standards for all EU
which aims at an

open European market
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2. Collection of participants’ percpetions on 6 EPBD implementation measures

The participants were asked to give their opinion and/or experience in categories
such as “strengh or weakness”, “bottlenckes”, “motivation for stakeholders”,
“advantages or disadvantages for stakeholders” etc. on 6 measures related to the

EPBD:

(1) Certification

(2) Incentives

(3) Financing Schemes

(4) Training & Qualification

(5) Public awareness & Education
(6) Enforcemnet & Measurements

The following boxes show the results of this qualitative collection of perceptions
related to different country backgrounds:

1. Certification

e “Only for entire buildings” (Bulgaria)

e “(+) easy to understand; (~) need to be qualitiy document;
(-) recommendations do not need to be implemented
=> missed opportunities (France)

e “Bottlenecks: scills of experts; software”; “Limit certification only to
calculation of integrated energy performance indicator (skip development
recommendations). This is a reason to make it cheap and unified for whole
Europe; delegate certification to local authorities to make certification an
element of local energy planning (Germany)

e “There are 27 member states in the EU and we have 27 methodologies of
certification. How can we compare the energy certificates? E.g. group A in
CZ and group A in GER?” (Czech Republic)

e “Weakness: not enough qualified experts are trained; the removal of
1000m2 threshold as public building must lead the way; lack of monitoring;
lacking qualification of installers of renewable energy; RES obligation”
(Portugal)
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2. Incentives

e Building classes A+B and RES (Bulgaria)

o “Tax incentives; Provision of expert knowledge to end-users and owners;
provision of information to building companies that enables them to
calculate the cost of options” (Portugal)

e “No taxes; people want to save money not pay more taxes (Czech
Republic)

o “Benefit for house owners, benefits for research projects leads to higher
quality; comparison with socio-economic structure leads to social
pressure: e.g. renovation to low energy or passiv house; important
motivation (Austria)

3. Financing Schemes

e “strengh: it helps to overcome higher initoal investment costs;
weakness: it is often tied to public budgests, which leads to high
fluctuation and unstable market framework” (EU)

¢ “Financial scheme from Structural Fund” (Bulgaria)

e “(-) lack of subsidies and no long-term incentives (Slovakia)
e “(-) public funding often brings windfall-profits; sophisticated schemes
are needed (Germany)

e “financing absolutely necessary to ensure renovation of residential
buildings need to show benefits to home owners (France)

4. Training & Qualification

e “Strengh: huge potential for improvement; weakness: awareness does not
exist, topic energy has to be added to school curriculum; classes for EE are
voluntary in university; no knowledge about EE construction after
university; compliance of regulation cannot be fulfilled and often not
proved from second or third party; (Germany)

e “Energy auditors or accredited engineers have to pass reexamination;
courses provide by Min. Industry and Trade. They have to practice in the
field of energy audits + eduction + courses provided by ministry and
examination” (Czech Republic)

e “Strengh: improves qualitiy , create motivated professional who recommend
better options; bottlenecks: training capacities” (EU)

e “Weakness: Lack of experience and knowledge of architects and building
professionals; motivation: funding grants and advertising: pressure from
government is necessary” (Austria)
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5. Public awareness and education

e “EE and RES in primary schools” (Bulgaria)

e “Sensitze children on EE, into curriculum; competetions are a great way to
make the public think of EE; media involvement for awareness raising;
benefit: well informed owners do more for buildings than compulsory
measures (Germany)

o “Weakness: lack of information (Slovakia)

e “Low energy houses, passiv house information and explanation on how to
save money (Czech Republic)

e “Barrier: lack of information and education; stakeholders must be aware of
the options; guidelines for users, training important for secondary schools;
specially in technical schools (Portugal)

6. Enforcement and Monitoring

o “Strengh: common legal framework; weakness: amendments every years;
bottlenecks: unclear definitions; new concepts no training; motivation:
complementary measures; market opportunities; developping methods”

(Italy)
e “Bureaucracy; (-) deregulation process in building codes” (Germany)

e monitoring yes by government institutions (ministeries) (Czech Republic)

e “Strengh: absolutely necessary to guarantee minimum requirements but
also addditional support measures, weakness: possible high (?) bureaucratic
overhead (EU)

e “Actors and institutions determine the way, laws and regulations are
important to bring protection in the right directions: e.g. solar thermal was
an order with new single house buildings in 2008” (Austria)

¢ Introduce obligatory energy monitoring for public buildings; oblidge local
authorities to develop sustainable energy plans for building stock based on
obligatory annual energy certification of buildings




