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Call for obligatory spending on housing if 
indicators such as fuel poverty and high CO2 
footprint could be considered to overcome low 
political will in some Member State level. 
 
Area-based interventions to be encouraged. 
 
Need for capacity building to assist in application 
process.  
 

 More information? See policy 
recommendations  from IEE project SF 
Energy Invest  

 
New Funding Streams 
 
Social Housing Organisations could become 
recognized energy efficiency providers. Clear 
energy Efficiency Feed-in Tariffs are needed – This 
has been implemented in the form of supplier 
obligations in the UK and white certificates in 
France, but require a significant boost.  
  
Use of Carbon Credits to fund refurbishment is 
reported by some Members States (Latvia, Czech 
Republic) but this is not widespread and requires 
further investigation.  
 
Local energy provision: National tax law often 
acts as a deterrent for local housing organisations 
to become energy producers. Local production of 
renewable energy efficiency due to reduced 
transportation – also as a way to finance 
efficiency 
 
Energy Service Contracting  
 
Energy Service contracting in the housing sector 
has not taken off this is partly due to the 
perception of risk of non –payment by end –
users.  
 
To address this a guarantee fund could give a 
boost to market development.  
 
There is a need for measures ( capacity 
building/intermediary bodies) to ensure energy 
service contracts protect sufficiently the end user 
and the client.  
 
There is a wide perception among membership 
that energy service contracting or collaboration 
with ESCOs is only to be considered for measures 
with a short-term pay back, such as replacement 

of heating system with systems based on co-
generation.  
 

 More information? See policy 
recommendations from IEE Project FRESH  
 

 
Bankability  
 
Skills in accurate stock auditing integrated into 
local heating, cooling and energy planning are 
needed to increase attractiveness of investments.  
 
Guarantee funds for financiers have a role to play. 
The European Investment Bank provision of such 
a fund could help to kick-start investment. 
 

National Obstacles and Solutions  
 

Characteristics and ownership of housing stock  
 
Privatization of building stock is obviously not the 
best strategy to follow if you wish to implement 
large scale refurbishment projects.  
It is not by chance that countries who have made 
the most progress in reducing energy 
consumption of their stock have a high 
proportion of stock managed by non-for profit 
housing organisations.  
 
Refurbishment strategies in stock with multiple 
owners is obviously much more complex and time 
consuming.  
 
Housing organisations have the skills to assist 
authorities in addressing also the private 
residential stock 
 
Competencies in refurbishment planning and 
implementation are now highly concentrated in 
the social housing sector. These skills can be used 
to address the private stock with appropriate 
collaboration with local authorities. This would 
encourage area-based refurbishment as 
refurbishment based on ownership and thereby 
achieve economies of scale and cut down on 
costs associated with 
 
Reversal of privatization of stock proposed in 
some cases:  
 
“In Bulgaria the BHA is promoting the need for  
the establishment of a social rental housing sector 
as a solution to the poor housing conditions of 
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Recommendations :  
 
At EU level  
 

 Review of EU policy coherence to identify 
possible signals on economic governance 
state aid, energy /construction market 
regulation which could contradict energy 
efficiency goals;  

 Boost ELENA and MLEI and increase 
usability by ensuring scale and timing 
correspond to needs of those 
organisations who are ready to act;  

 Establish EU fund to provide guarantees 
for energy efficiency financiers (banks, 
ESCOs);  

 Facilitate exchange of know-
how/experience;  
 
EU to promote at national level  
 

 Long-term, low-interest loans – possibly 
with support of EU guarantee fund;  

 VAT policies which promote 
refurbishment 

 One fund /point of reference for energy 
efficiency providers;  

 Development of reliable market for 
energy efficiency provision; 

 Address regulatory obstacles to local 
energy provision; 

 Fair solutions to the split incentive; 
 nZEB Roadmaps which integrate the 

human dimension including the cost 
 Long-term regulatory frameworks which 

guarantee continuity;   
 
  
 

 In Annex – overview of questionnaires  
 

 For More information and best practices: 
www.powerhouseeurope.eu/ 
www.housingeurope.eu 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CECODHAS Housing Europe ‘ The Federation of public, 
cooperative and social housing’, is a network of 
national and regional social housing federations 
gathering 4.500 public, voluntary housing 
organisations and 28.000 cooperatives housing. 
Together the 45 members in 19 EU members States 
manage 25 million dwellings. CECODHAS members 
work together for a Europe that provides access to 
decent and affordable housing for all in communities 
which are socially, economically and environmentally 
sustainable and where all are enabled to reach their 
full potential.  


