Question 1 – EDRT Programme Impact and Beneficiaries
The objective of the EDRT programme is to promote energy end-use efficiency and services. A number of impacts and beneficiaries are discussed (see Chapter 1 of this consultation paper). Please use the Table below for any comments you might have on the following impacts and beneficiaries.
	IMPACT 
	YOUR COMMENTS

	Create new employment through increased demand for energy efficient products and services 
	1(a) Please indicate here your thoughts on the potential of the EDRT programme to create new employment and, where possible, indicate the scale of same

The EDRT programme would undoubtedly create some employment across insulation and boiler control measures. Employment in delivering these measures is well established due to the success of the Home Energy and Warmer Homes Scheme – absorbing €70m in 2009.

There is a significant opportunity for additional employment from the implementation of district heating schemes. Work packages extend across, design, mechanical and electrical contractors, civils and staff required to operate and maintain – including local fuel sourcing and delivery – thereby generating local as well as general employment. 

	Improve energy affordability, and health and comfort levels, in vulnerable sections of society
	1(b) Please indicate here your thoughts on the potential of the EDRT programme to improve the energy affordability for vulnerable sections of society and, where possible, indicate the scale of same

Yes, this is an attractive feature of the programme – but we feel that the scope of EDRT should extend well beyond the residential sector, referred to again below,

	Contribute to the reduction of Ireland’s GHG emissions in line with our Kyoto and 2020 targets
	1(c) Please indicate here your thoughts on the potential of the EDRT programme to contribute to Ireland’s GHG emissions targets and, where possible, indicate the scale of same

The programme targets the 8,195 GWh gap in the NEEAP 2009-2013.  The recent report ‘Combined Heat and Power (CHP) in Ireland’ from SEI identifies the potential for 66MWe of waste to energy, incl district heating, under a medium uptake scenario, This alone would equate to 360,000 tonnes of CO2 substitution if replacing oil.  
In addition, the heat only market – targeted at 12% renewable (primarily biomass) by 2020 –  would deliver 1.4 million tonnes of CO2.  Part of this again would be delivered by biomass district heating.
We recognise that community heating and power solutions have an important role to play in delivering reduced GHG emissions.

	Encourage innovation in energy efficiency products, leading to market transformation
	1(d) Please indicate here your thoughts on the potential for the EDRT programme to encourage innovation and, where possible, refer to any international examples with which you are familiar

District heating is well established in mainland Europe with some countries satisfying more than 50% of their heat needs using this technology.  In Ireland it is regarded as new – however it presents the opportunity to deliver on part of the market transformation required.

	BENEFICIARIES
	

	Energy Companies
	1(e) Please indicate here your views on the benefits of the EDRT programme for energy companies

We would support the idea of energy companies developing relationships with community groups, local authorities, industry and commercial energy consumers.

We feel that there is specific opportunity for the likes of large buildings or groups of medium to large energy users to identify themselves as a buying group – to enable the effective rollout of district heat and power solutions.  This would be of benefit to both the energy user and the energy company.

	Energy Service Companies
	1(f) Please indicate here your views on the benefits of the EDRT programme for Energy Service Companies and if you think the EDRT can help develop the market for ESCOs?

Yes, we strongly believe that it can help develop the market for ESCOs.

We would replicate the comment set out for Energy Companies above.
We would support the idea of energy companies developing relationships with community groups, local authorities, industry and commercial energy consumers.

We feel that there is specific opportunity for the likes of large buildings or groups of medium to large energy users to identify themselves as a buying group – to enable the effective rollout of district heat and power solutions.  This would be of benefit to both the energy user and the energy company.

	Energy Service Providers
	1(g) Please indicate here your views on the benefits of the EDRT programme for energy service providers

The EDRT programme would help energy service providers by providing needed support for capital intensive programmes – such as district heating - which become much more attractive with only modest levels of funding.  It would also make more attractive the accompaniment of insulation and control measures.

	Energy Savings Product Retailers
	1(h) Please indicate here your views on the benefits of the EDRT programme for energy-saving product retailers



	Others
	1(i) Please indicate here your views on any other benefits of the EDRT programme

Energy consumers will be the ultimate beneficiaries. By including  district heating as an eligible measure – the benefits would  extend across:-

· lower costs per unit heat (condition of market entry)

· carbon reduction due to efficiency gain and the avoidance of electricity water heating (immersion)
· increased security of supply (due to use of  locally sourced indigenous fuels)


Question 2 – Programme Design and Delivery Options for Ireland

A number of international programmes are discussed (see Section 3.3 and Annex 1) and the relevant parameters for the EDRT programme in Ireland are described in 3.4 and 4.4. The three delivery options are discussed in Chapter 4. Please use the Table below for your comments on the most appropriate scheme design for an EDRT programme in Ireland.

	PROGRAMME ATTRIBUTES
	PROGRAMME OPTIONS
	YOUR COMMENTS 

	DELIVERY OPTIONS
	1. Voluntary agreement and/or
2. Fund/levy programme and/or
3. Market-oriented obligation scheme
	2(a) Please indicate here your preferred delivery option and reasons why you think it is more appropriate than the other options

We recognise the merits of all three delivery options.  Voluntary agreement are good and, by their nature and market forces, they will contribute to a solution rather than delivering the solution per se.  The fund/levy programme is good in principle however it will be more applicable to specific sectors only – and will likely be unsuitable to industry/commerce (due to market competitiveness concerns).  It will also be unsuitable for the residential sector, which is already subject to carbon taxation and will have an inability to afford, particularly in current economic circumstances.
We feel that a fund/levy programme could work for the transport sector – especially given its current and growing GHG impact.

2(b) Is there another approach that could realise similar benefits?

Absolutely - Carbon taxes and the auctioning of carbon within the EU ETS will raise significant amounts of money which we would urge would be ring-fenced for measures to deliver GHG reductions – such as district heating.
2(c) Are there any barriers associated with any of the delivery options?

As above, 

	PROVIDERS
	1. Network-connected distribution system operators and/or
2. Network-connected energy supply companies and/or

3. Non-network-connected energy supply companies
	2(d) Indicate here which energy companies you consider should deliver the programme

The public exchequer – sourcing funding from carbon taxes and EU ETS auctions – would be well positioned to provide funding.
We would not envisage that it would be sensible for non network connected energy supply companies such as solid fossil fuel companies to deliver the programme.   The transport sector could do so.
Under our proposal, district heating companies offer a technology which is part of the solution – however they would not be the sole providers of funding.

	SAVINGS TARGETS
	2020 gap: 800GWh/annum
	2(e) With reference to the 8,000 GWh NEEAP and Table 3, include details here on the energy savings you think the EDRT programme can deliver and whether or not the programme should also include a GHG target
We would address this in line with our comments on emissions set out in the’ impact’ section – where the two areas alone would deliver 1 to 1.5 million tonnes of CO2 reduction.


	THRESHOLD
	Energy companies excluding: those that sell <75GWh energy per year, or employ fewer than 10 people, or whose turnover does not exceed €2 million per annum
	2(f) The ESD allows Member States to exclude from the application of the Directive those energy companies that sell <75GWh energy per year, or employ fewer than 10 people, or whose turnover does not exceed €2 million per annum. Do you feel that it is appropriate for Ireland to do so? 

	ELIGIBLE SECTORS
	· Residential 
· Business 
· Public 
· Transport

	2(g) Please indicate the sectors that should benefit from the EDRT programme.

Residential, commercial & industrial sectors should all benefit.  If the focus is on delivering carbon reductions associated with the shortfall in the NEEAP then the programme should extend to these.  Ideal mechanism is using district heating with/without CHP.

We would also recognise the high proportion of emissions reduction targeted within the Business & Public sectors – and the reliance on LIEN to deliver.  Inclusion of Industry within the EDRT – will ease this reliance and help facilitate measures such as district heating linked into industry.

2(h) Do you think that funds should be ring-fenced for the fuel poverty sector? If so what is an appropriate percentage?

No, not be ring- fenced for  the fuel poverty sector – however  they should be ring-fenced to deliver GHG reductions across all sectors.     

	ELIGIBLE TECHNOLOGIES
	List of measures (Table 5 and Annex 1)
	2(i) Comment on the list of potential measures and include any others that you feel are appropriate

Makes sense to include district heating – as in CERT UK (but without the 3MW cap); also precedent for this in France.

 By including  district heating as an eligible measure – the benefits would  extend across:-

· lower costs per unit heat (condition of market entry)

· carbon reduction due to efficiency gain and the avoidance of electricity water heating (immersion)

       -     increased security of supply (due to use of  locally sourced indigenous fuels)

	MONITORING AND VERIFICATION
	Ex-ante:  Based on assumptions about savings from each measure;
Ex-post:  Direct measurement of actual saving;
	2(j) Which method of monitoring and verification is most appropriate to Ireland and why?

	ADDITIONALITY
	Targets assume all measures are additional. Any measures considered not to be additional will be removed from target.
	2(k) Comment here on the potential the EDRT programme has to offer additional savings over and above those already included in the NEEAP

	SCHEME FINANCING
	A percentage of the programme providers’ turnover/revenue streams

Final customers (e.g. in the form of a general levy/kWh charge on all customers or individual bill-based repayment options based on the energy service provided to a particular address)

Third-party contribution (e.g. energy service providers, energy saving product retailers, local authorities etc.)

Funds made available by the Exchequer
	2(l) Give details on how you think the EDRT programme should be financed, bearing in mind that the list here is not exhaustive and that funds for the programme may be provided by a number of sources (see 3.4.8)

We think that the EDRT programme should be financed using finds made available by the exchequer – for reasons outlined earlier.
2(m) If you think that a levy fund is the best option, please indicate what you feel is an appropriate charge on each sector




