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SECTION EUROPEENNE DE CITES ET GOUVERNEMENTS LOCAUX UNIS

The Council of European Municipalities and Regions (CEMR) is the representative organisation of some 100.000 local and regional authorities federated through 46 national associations of local government across Europe.
 Brussels, 9 March 2005

To: The members of the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy of the European Parliament 

Re: Draft directive on energy end-use efficiency and energy services (Com (2003) 0739) 

Opinion of the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy of the European Parliament (rapporteur: Mechtild Rothe)

Dear Member of the European Parliament,

The vote on the above-mentioned draft opinion of the Committee on Industry, Research and Energy will take place at the next session of the Committee, on March 17th. We would like to draw your attention to the importance of this draft proposal for local and regional authorities. In general, the Council of European Municipalities and Regions (CEMR) welcomes the overall objective of the proposal to reduce energy consumption by increasing energy efficiency. Our Network on Energy Issues identified the role local and regional authorities in the energy sector and drafted respective guidelines: 

Local and regional authorities can influence energy demand through the management of their own energy use and through information and awareness rising among energy end-users in order to help consume energy more efficiently. In providing public services, local and regional authorities consume substantial amounts of energy for example for heating and lighting buildings and providing public transport. Energy saving programmes and actions such as building high-energy efficiency requirements into public procurement can improve the energy performance in the long run and reduce public expenditure. Furthermore, such actions contribute to the authorities environmental management programmes and to sustainable development. 

The operation of buildings and transport vehicles owned by public bodies is an area in which considerable savings can be realised. Opportunities exist for reducing energy use through better performing equipment or vehicles or smarter behaviour in energy use.

If you wish to obtain more information about local and regional authorities involvement in energy issues, we are happy to provide you a copy of the guidelines.

Please find below CEMR recommendations on the issues that we identified as most important to local and regional authorities. We thank you for your attention. For further questions, please do not hesitate to contact us; Sylvain Chevassus is the policy officer in charge of energy policy: sylvain.chevassus@ccre-cemr.org   Tel. 02 500 05 35. 
Yours Sincerely,

(signed)

Angelika Poth-Mögele

Head of Policy, CEMR

Recommendations for the vote on the draft directive on energy-end use efficiency and energy services by CEMR
In short, CEMR calls for:

· Supporting the development of a market for energy-efficient products and services, and the supply of free energy audits by energy companies;

· Supporting mandatory national targets for cumulative energy savings attributable to energy services, energy efficiency programmes and measures; 

· Supporting the above-mentioned target to be 1% of the amount of energy distributed and /or sold to final customers over a period of six years, as in the draft directive;

· Supporting an indicative higher saving target for the public sector (this higher target should be indicative only, unlike in the draft directive);
· Supporting a mechanism that takes into account early action taken by member states and specific sectors such as the public sector, with 1995 as the base year for assessing these early savings;
· Supporting indicative provisions to introduce energy efficiency criteria in public procurement; 

· Stressing the key role of local and regional authorities;

· Supporting improved information on energy consumption, for both consumers, and  authorities at the national, regional and local levels; and generalisation of individual metering; 

· Ensuring that reporting on the implementation of the directive does not lead to unnecessary extra administrative burden to local and regional authorities. 

	No Amendment
	Voting 
recommendation
	Justification

	Recital 8
	
	

	Amendment 3
	accept 
	

	Article 3
	
	

	Amendment 76
	reject
	Transport is the fastest growing sector in terms of greenhouse gases emissions and may jeopardise the achievement of the EU’s Kyoto targets. Transport fuels should not be excluded from the scope of this directive.

	Amendment 86
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 100
	reject
	This definition of “public sector” is not adequate, as it lacks precise references to article 1 (9) of directive 2004/18/EC and of article 2 (1) (a) of directive 2004/17/EC. Therefore CEMR supports the definition proposed by amendment 101.

	Amendment 101
	accept
	

	Amendment 103
	reject
	There should not be restrictions on the use of budgeted public funds for energy efficiency programmes. Local, regional and national authorities should remain free to subsidise such programmes, including contracts to the private sector, if they wish to do so.  

	Article 4
	
	

	Amendments 12 and 13
	reject
	The proposed targets are too high.

	Amendment 107
	reject
	CEMR does not believe such a system can be as efficient as general targets.

	Amendment 109
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 110
	reject
	The target should directly concern all member states.

	Amendment 111
	reject
	The general target should be mandatory.

	Amendment 114
	reject
	The proposed target is too high.

	Amendment 115
	reject
	Although some flexibility on the different national targets can be useful (such as the taking into account of early action), it should not be up to member states to set their own target.

	Amendment 116
	reject
	CEMR supports the target proposed by the Commission of saving 1% of the amount of energy yearly distributed and / or sold to final customers, over a period of six years.

	Amendment 117
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 118
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 119

	reject
	same as above (amendment seeks to weaken target)

	Amendment 120
	reject
	The proposed target is too high.

	Amendment 121
	reject
	The proposed target is too high.

	Amendment 122
	reject
	The proposed target is too high.

	Amendment 124
	reject
	see above on amendment 107

	Amendment 125
	reject
	The mention of savings made in the distribution and/or retail sales to final customers must be maintained in order to ensure the coherence with the general target.

	Amendment 126
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 127
	reject
	see above on amendment 107

	Amendment 128
	reject
	see above on amendment 107

	Amendment 129
	reject
	see above on amendment 107

	Amendment 130
	accept
	

	Amendment 132
	reject
	CEMR does not believe public procurement procedures should be imposed for the setting-up of public sector authorities overseeing the implementation of the targets. 

	Article 5
	
	

	Amendment 18
	reject
	The proposed target is too high (it would impose a 16% reduction in 9 years to the public sector).

	Amendment 20
	reject
	CEMR supports a voluntary integration of energy efficiency criteria into public procurement, as in the Commission’s text.

	Amendment 138
	reject
	CEMR supports a target for the public sector as well (but same as general target, i.e. 1%). 

	Amendment 139
	reject
	The savings in the public sector can be the results of measures undertaken by the public sector itself as well as by other actors, such as energy companies.

	Amendment 140
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 143
	reject
	The proposed target is too high.

	Amendment 144
	reject
	The proposed target is too high.

	Amendment 145
	reject
	The proposed target is too high.

	Amendment 146
	reject
	CEMR believes the appointment of an organisation to help fulfilling the target on public purchasing is a good thing. 

	Amendment 148
	reject
	CEMR supports voluntary use of public procurement for achieving the target in the public sector, as in the Commission’s text. 

	Article 6
	
	

	Amendment 166
	reject
	CEMR believes that detailed information supplied by the energy companies on consumption is indispensable to the monitoring agencies for measuring the savings and evaluate the implementation of the target. 

	Amendment 167
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 168
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 169
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 170
	accept 
	

	Article 7
	
	

	Amendment 171
	reject
	This amendment weakens one of the main objectives of the directive, which is the development of energy-efficiency services by energy companies.

	Amendment 173
	accept 
	

	Amendment 175
	reject
	CEMR believes no further incentives are necessary to promote contracting. 

	Article 9
	
	

	Amendment 177
	accept
	

	Article 11
	
	

	Amendment 186
	reject
	CEMR is in favour of the voluntary setting up of national energy funds by member states, as in the Commission’s text.

	Amendment 193
	reject
	CEMR believes member states should be free to choose the methods for financing their national energy fund. 

	Amendment 194
	reject
	CEMR does not believe state aid considerations should be given emphasis regarding the national energy funds.

	Article 13
	
	

	Amendment 32
	reject
	CEMR supports a generalisation of consumption metering to all end-use customers. Experience in local authorities (e.g. Leicester City Council) has shown that installing metering does lead to significant energy reductions which pay for themselves in the long term. CEMR proposes to reject the amendments that seek to weaken the provisions on metering, consumption information and billing contained in the original text.

	Amendment 33
	reject
	CEMR supports improvements in the consumption information supplied by energy companies to all end-use customers. The frequency of this information enhances its potential positive effects towards reduced or more efficient consumption.

	Amendment 196
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 197
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32; furthermore, CEMR does not believe the private sector and market forces alone can ensure the generalisation of efficient metering without any regulatory push.

	Amendment 198
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 199
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 200
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 202
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 203
	reject
	The concepts of “average but efficient user” and “average figure” are not clear, and seem little practical.

	Amendment 204
	reject
	see on amendment 33

	Amendment 205
	reject
	see on amendment 33

	Amendment 206
	accept
	

	Amendment 207
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 209
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 210
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 211
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Amendment 212
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32


	Amendment 213
	reject
	same as above on amendment 32

	Article 14
	
	

	Amendment 220
	reject
	CEMR does not believe such as system can be as efficient as mandatory targets for all member states.

	Article 16
	
	

	Amendment 224
	accept
	

	Annex I
	
	

	Amendment 229
	reject
	CEMR believes the effects of energy savings already undertaken by member states should be taken into account. Some member states, and some local and regional authorities, have already significantly invested in energy efficiency measures. For those, implementing new measures is more costly. 

	Amendment 230
	reject
	same as above

	Annex III
	
	

	Amendment 43
	accept
	

	Amendment 44
	accept
	

	Amendment 45
	accept
	

	Amendment 46
	accept
	

	Amendment 47
	accept
	

	Amendment 48
	accept
	

	Amendment 49
	accept
	

	Amendment 51
	accept
	

	Amendment 239
	reject
	CEMR would not support amendments aiming to weaken the list of proposed measures for energy efficiency contained in annex III.

	Amendment 240
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 244
	accept
	

	Amendment 245
	reject
	same as above

	Amendment 246
	accept
	

	Amendment 249
	accept
	

	Annex IV
	
	

	Amendment 250
	reject
	CEMR does not believe this annex should be deleted, and does not support amendment 107


We therefore call on you to support amendments 3, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 101, 130, 170, 173, 177, 206, 224, 244, 246, 249. 

We call on you to reject amendments: 76, 86, 100, 111, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 124, 125, 126, 127, 129, 132, 138, 139, 140, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 166, 167, 168, 169, 171, 175, 186, 193, 194, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 202, 203, 204, 205, 207, 210, 211, 212, 213, 220, 229, 230, 239, 240, 245, 250. 

Thank you.

SECRÉTARIAT GÉNÉRAL : 15 rue de Richelieu  75001 PARIS (F) ( Tél. +33 1 44 50 59 59 ( Fax +33 1 44 50 59 60

BUREAU DE BRUXELLES : 22 rue d’Arlon 1050 BRUXELLES (B) ( Tél. +32 2 511 74 77 ( Fax +32 2 511 09 49

E-mail : cemr@ccre.org  (  Web : http://www.ccre.org
PAGE  
6
CEMR voting recommendations 


[image: image1.wmf]_1002459727

