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Please add your answers after the question(s) which deal most closely with the subject(s)
on which you wish to comment so that the Commission can deal with the remarks
efficiently and swiftly.

1. Can the European Union accept an increase in its dependence on external energy sources
without compromising its security of supply and European competitiveness? For which
sources of energy would it be appropriate, if this were the case, to foresee a framework
policy for imports? In this context, is it appropriate to favour an economic approach:
energy cost; or geopolitical approach: risk of disruption?

Answer: (none)

2. Does not Europe's increasingly integrated internal market, where decisions taken in one
country have on an impact on the others, call for a consistent and co-ordinated policy at
Community level?

Answer: In some fields more co-ordinated policies would be beneficial to optimise
national policies to decrease energy import and environmental effects of energy use.
Two obvious examples are energy taxation, where a higher minimum level could be set,
and a serious of efficiency standards from appliance efficiency standards to power plants
efficiency standards, where EU minimum levels also could be set. Given the lack of
progress of EU-wide energy taxation, also common energy tax levels for a group of EU-
countries would be beneficial.
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Not all policy areas will benefit from EU-wide co-ordination. An example of this is
support for renewable energy, where proposed EU-wide limitations for this support
would lead to less flexibility in the development of national support schemes, potentially
harming this sector.

3. Are tax and state aid policies in the energy sector an obstacle to competitiveness in the
European Union or not? Given the failure of attempts to harmonise indirect taxation,
should not the whole issue of energy taxation be re-examined taking account of energy
and environmental objectives?

Answer: Following the failure to harmonise energy taxation among all EU countries, co-
ordination of energy taxes for a group of EU countries would be the logical next step.

4. In the framework of an ongoing dialogue with producer countries, what should supply
and investment promotion agreements contain? Given the importance of a partnership
with Russia in particular, how can stable quantities, prices and investments be
guaranteed?

Answer: We find that EU's energy-related technical assistance to energy producer and
transit countries should not be given to production or transport of fossil fuel, including
natural gas. These technologies have already received enough public subsidies and now
such investments must be done entirely within the private sector. In addition care must
be taken that new investments in CEE does not have serious adverse effects. We already
see environmental problems from oil and gas investments in the very vulnerable
Caspian Sea.

Investment in energy efficiency and renewable energy in Central and Eastern Europe
(CEE) and other fossil fuel producing and transit countries will also increase security of
supply.

5. Should more reserves be stockpiled - as already done for oil - and should other energy
sources be included, such as gas or coal? Should the Community take on a greater role
in stock management and, if so, what should the objectives and modalities be? Does the
risk of physical disruption to energy supplies justify more onerous measures for access
to resources?

Answer: (none)

6. How can we develop and ensure better operation of energy transport networks in the
European Union and neighbouring countries so as to enable the internal market to
function properly and guarantee security of supply?

Answer: In relation to this question, we would like to stress that the proposal in the
Green Paper of increased electricity import from CEE countries will not contribute to
security of supply, or to a better environment. The eventual import will have the effect
that an increasing fraction of EU's electricity supply will come from unsafe nuclear
power plants and from fossil fuel power plants with low efficiencies and low
environmental standards.
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7. The development of some renewable energy sources calls for major efforts in terms of
research and technological development, investment aid and operational aid. Should co-
financing of this aid include a contribution from sectors which received substantial
initial development aid and which are now highly profitable (gas, oil, nuclear)?

Answer: We agree with this proposal, and will be happy to see some mechanisms for
this, e.g. a shift of EU research funds in the 6. framework program for Research and
Technical Development from development of fossil and nuclear energy to development
of energy efficiency and renewable energy.

8. Seeing that nuclear energy is one of the elements in the debate on tackling climate
change and energy autonomy, how can the Community find a solution to the problem of
nuclear waste, reinforcing nuclear safety and developing research into reactors of the
future, in particular fusion technology ?

Answer: While the EU countries have to find a solution to the problems of nuclear
waste and safety, we cannot agree with the proposal for research and development in
new reactor types. Nuclear R&D should focus on a safe decommissioning of reactors
and the safest possible disposal of nuclear waste.

We find that the proposed continuation of R&D in nuclear fusion cannot in any way be
justified because of security of supply. A technology that cannot supply energy within
the coming 50 years, if ever, will not contribute anything to the problems of security of
supply discussed in the Green Paper.

9. Which policies should permit the European Union to fulfil its obligations under the
Kyoto Protocol? What measures could be taken in order to exploit fully potential energy
savings which would help to reduce both our external dependence and CO2 emissions?

Answer: An optimal energy conservation policy requires a number of measures
including fiscal measures, energy efficiency standards, information, stakeholder
involvement etc. To do this, the measures proposed in the EU action plan on energy
efficiency should be implemented vigorously with involvement of relevant stakeholders,
energy conservation should be included in other policies such as public procurement and
regional funds, and a new initiative for fiscal measures should be made, as proposed
above.

10. Can an ambitious programme to promote biofuels and other substitute fuels, including
hydrogen, geared to 20% of total fuel consumption by 2020, continue to be implemented
via national initiatives, or are co-ordinated decisions required on taxation, distribution
and prospects for agricultural production ?

Answer: Co-ordinated policies will be beneficial for fiscal policies and for the common
agricultural policy. It is, however, important that the promotion of biofuels is limited to
products derived from agricultural practices that are less environmental harmful and that
require less chemical inputs than today's agriculture.

11. Should energy saving in buildings (40% of energy consumption), whether public or
private, new or under renovation, be promoted through incentives such as tax breaks, or
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are regulatory measures required along the lines of those adopted for major industrial
installations?

Answer: Both are needed: Incentives and other promotion to push the owners of
moderately efficient buildings to do more, regulation to address inefficient buildings.

12. Energy saving in the transport sector (32% of energy consumption) depends on
redressing the growing imbalance between road and rail. Is this imbalance inevitable, or
could corrective action be taken, however unpopular, notably to encourage lower use of
cars in urban areas? How can the aims of opening up the sector to competition,
investment in infrastructure to remove bottlenecks and intermodality be reconciled?

Answer: For a long period investments in roads have been favoured over investments in
rail, and in particular road-freight has been favoured. If this would be changed, the
imbalance between road and rail would also gradually be changed.

13. How can we develop more collaborative visions and integrate the long-term dimension
into deliberations and actions undertaken by public authorities and other involved
parties in order to evolve a sustainable system of energy supply. How are we to prepare
the energy options for the future?

Answer: We have in the INFORSE network with the "Vision 2050" (see
www.inforse.org) given our contribution to a global vision for a sustainable energy
supply, with adequate energy supply to all, minimal harmful effects on the environment
and no security of supply problems. There is a need for further elaboration of plans for
truly sustainable future energy systems. There is also a need for public debate about the
energy systems that we would like in the EU countries and world-wide, both 25 and 50
years from now.

14. Any other questions or proposals:

See our comments " INFORSE-Europe Comments to the Green Paper on Security of
Energy Supply, May, 2001"


