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	EUROPEAN COMMISSION

DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR ENERGY

Directorate C - Renewables, Research and Innovation, Energy Efficiency

C.3 - Energy efficiency



Brussels, 

ENER/PH/ld/hr (2012) 
HE GYORKOS Péter
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary, Permanent Representative
Rue de Trèves 92-98
BE-1040 Brussels
Your Excellency,

I am writing on behalf of Philip Lowe further to your letter dated on 5 October 2012 (BEU/783/2012/Adm) explaining the situation of Hungary regarding inspections of heating systems.
In this letter, you confirmed that Hungary has chosen the alternative regime for heating systems following the provisions laid down by Article 14 of the Directive 2010/31/EU
 on the Energy Performance of Buildings (EPBD‑recast)
You referred to the National Energy Efficiency Action Plan (NEEAP) sent under Article 14 (2) of the Energy Services Directive (ESD
), in particular to three measures described on Pages 16, 24 to 26 and 48 of the NEEAP.

These measures have a wider scope than the heating systems and the evaluation given cannot be considered as the evaluation of the overall impacts of an "alternative measures" scheme under Article 14 (4). Moreover, the NEEAP does not demonstrate that the overall impact of the 'alternative measures' is equivalent to the overall impact of a 'regular inspections' scheme under Articles 14 (1) to 14 (3) of EPBD‑recast.
Article 14 (5) of EPBD‑recast lays down that the Commission may request further specific information regarding the requirements and equivalence of the measures. In this case, the Commission requires the following information in order to assess the equivalence of the proposed alternative measures:

(1) Presentation of a hypothetical regular inspections scheme, complying with Article 14 (1) to 14 (3) and taking into account some new features of the EPBD-recast:

(a) Following Article 14 (1) of the EPBD-recast, the scope of inspections must cover all accessible parts of all systems used for heating buildings with boilers of an effective rated output for space heating purposes of more than 20 kW;

(b) Unlike the old EPBD, the EPBD-recast does not distinguish between different fuels used to feed the boiler. Even heating systems using gas or renewable fuels have to be inspected;

(c) Article 14 (2) of the EPBD-recast allows the Member States to set different inspection frequencies depending on the type and effective rated output of the heating system. However, inspections still have to be regular. This means that all heating systems under the scope of the EPBD-recast should be inspected more than once during their lifetime.

(2) Detailed description of the specific alternative measures that would be taken to ensure the provision of advice to users concerning the replacement of boilers, other modifications to the heating system and alternative solutions to assess the efficiency and appropriate size of the boiler.

(3) Presentation of a reliable methodology and of data to assess the overall impact (at least in units of energy) of both scenarios ('hypothetical regular inspections' and 'alternative measures'). Each piece of data should be supported by appropriate reference(s) and a sensitivity analysis of each assumption should be undertaken in order to make sure that the equivalence is a reliable result.

(4) Results of the assessment of both scenarios for heating systems, showing that the overall impact of the 'alternative measures' is at least the same as the overall impact of the 'hypothetical regular inspection scheme'.

Looking forward to reading you,

Yours faithfully,
Paul Hodson
� JO, L.153 18/06/2010.


� JO, L.114. 24/04/2006.
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