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Finnish Energy key messages on the Directive on energy 
efficiency 
 

Finnish Energy welcomes the commission proposal for the revised Directive on energy 

efficiency. We are committed to reaching the common energy and climate targets for 2030.  

The Energy Efficiency Directive (2012/27/EU) has been successful because it allows Member 

States to address their national challenges - it's highly important that flexibility for member 

states should not be lost. We would like to underline some strengths and weakness of the 

proposal and propose some areas of improvement. 

 

1. The directive should be seen as a flexible tool to reach EU´s energy and climate target 

and to develop energy services for customers. When discussing a potential increase of 

the EU energy efficiency target our primary concerns are flexibility in setting and 

achieving the target as well as the proper management of the inherent impact on 

climate policy. The directive has been largely successful because it allows Member 

States to take advantage of their national challenges and strategies. The MS must 

retain full flexibility as to how they set and meet energy efficiency targets as is the case 

now. In this context, we are not convinced of advantages of an increased and binding 

energy efficiency target. 

2. The EU should ensure that all the elements of its energy and climate policies form a 

coherent whole. The review is a chance to look at overlaps with other legislation and 

apply the better regulation principles. This includes avoiding policies that overlap with 

the EU emissions trading system. It is of utmost importance to ensure that the 

functioning of the EU ETS is not undermined by over-ambition in the field of energy 

efficiency. 

3. We see article 7 as a good tool for end-use energy savings due to the flexibility it 

provides in terms of identifying and addressing specific challenges for each country. We 

welcome with pleasure that the proposal further gives two equal options to achieve 

savings by obligation scheme or by alternative measures.  

o A general remark related to the requirements for measurement, energy savings 

calculation principals, control and verification systems is that tightening of the 

current EED requirements is not reasonable. There is a big risk of add 

administrative burden, extra costs and delay the implementation of directive at 

EU level. 

4. The proposal has also some new requirements of metering, sub-metering and cost 

allocation for heating and cooling and domestic hot water. It's highly important that the 

MS are not forced to impose mandatory metering when it is technically impossible, 

financially unreasonable and disproportionate in relation to the potential energy saving. 

The commission proposal is next processed by the Parliament with ITRE Committee and Adam 

Gierek (S&D, PL) leading the work. The council has plans to find a general understanding 

during the Maltese presidency and aims for a final agreement by the end of 2017. Finnish 

Energy would very much like to provide more information on the points mentioned above. 

Please let us know if we can be of any assistance. 

 

For additional information, please contact:  

Sirpa Leino, Senior Adviser, sirpa.leino@energia.fi, +358 50 548 1128 
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