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AIM OF WP2

3

Accordingto the Directive2004/8/EK,the EuropeanUnion M-Sare required to
report, within a fixed timeframe, on the potential for cogeneration in their
countryandtheir progresstowardsachievingit.

TheMemberStatesreportingdutieswere:

ωa report with the results of the analysis and evaluations carried out in
accordancewith articles5(3), 6(1), 9(1) and9(2) of Directive2004/8/EK.

ωa report with the resultsof the evaluationreferredto art. 6(3) of the Directive

ωStatisticson nationalelectricityandheat productionfrom CHPandstatisticson
cogenerationcapacitiesandfuels.

So,the Work Package2 reviews,evaluatesand analyseseachof the M-S
responsesto the reporting requirement and, then, through regional
workshopsprocesssummarisesits findings to the local CHPworld and
reportsto the Commission.



RESEARCH APPROACH

The research approach developed, by the CODE team 
in order to fulfill the requirements of WP 2, was:

1. Divide EU M-S in four regions, as presented below:

ÅEastern region: Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, 
Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Slovakia, Slovenia.

Coordinator: JSI, SL

ÅNorthern region: Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, 
Germany, Ireland, Netherlands, Sweden, UK.

Coordinator: CHPA, UK



RESEARCH APPROACH contd

ÅSoutheasternregion: Bulgaria,Cyprus,Greece,Romania
Coordinator: HACHP,GR

ÅSouthwesternregion: France,Italy, Luxembourg,Malta,
Portugal,Spain.

Coordinator: FAST,IT

2. Separateanalysisand evaluationof the reports of each
M-S of the region, and, then, qualitative comparisonof
obtaineddata; similaritiesand differences,barriers,laws,
etc.

3. SWOTanalysisfor eachRegion.

4. Conclusions; asper regionandfor EU27.



MAIN POINTS FOR CHP IN EASTERN 

REGION

1. Long tradition on large industrial CHPand DHS
mainlyfrom fossilfuel CHP

2. Transpositionof the Directive: All M-S into their
energylegalsystem

3. All M-S with Energylaws, dealing with CHPand
HECHP

4. Main barrier: the existing bureaucracyand the
different levelof their liberalizedmarket.



NATIONAL SUPPORT MECHANISMS

M-S Tax 
support

F-i-T Certificate 
scheme

Capital 
grant

Other

Czech 
Republic

P

Estonia P

Hungary P P

Latvia P P

Lithuania P P

Poland P

Slovakia P

Slovenia P P



SWOT ANALYSIS FOR CHP IN 
EASTERN REGION

Strengths Weaknesses Opportunities Threats

ÅLong tradition on 
DHS with CHP

ÅF-i-T dominant

ÅPoland: certificate
and quota

ÅInvestment 
subsidies

ÅCentrally planning 
tools for CHP 

ÅLimited price data 
availability - coal

ÅNo economically 
feasible mCHPw/o
support

ÅNo local 
involvement in 
planning for CHP

ÅProblems in
connection

ÅRefurbishment of 
DHS and their 
upgrade

ÅPotential in Tertiary
sector

ÅPotential in 
industrial sector

ÅTrigeneration

ÅmicroCHP

ÅEconomic crisis   

ÅBureaucracy 

ÅEnergy prices

ÅLow spark 
spread through
low electricity 
supply prices 

ÅHigh capital cost  

investment



MAIN POINTS FOR CHP IN 

NORTHERN REGION

1. Regardingevolution of CHPin the region,M-S fall
into two distinct groups, those with high % of
cogeneratedelectricityand thosewith averageone
(approx. 10%).

2. Transpositionof the Directive: All M-S into their
energylegalsystem

3. ManyM-Sof the regionwith high%of cogenerated

electricity are moving to RESand lower carbon
solutions. Thisis leadingto no supportto fossilfuel
CHP.

4. Lackof datafor coalandlessfor gasoil.



NATIONAL SUPPORT MECHANISMS

M-S Tax 
support

F-i-T Certificate 
scheme

Capital 
grant

Other

Austria P P

Belgium 
(Flanders)

P P P

Denmark - - - - -

Finland P P

Germany P P

Ireland P

Netherlands P P P P

Sweden P P

UK P P P



SWOT ANALYSIS FOR CHP IN NORTHERN 
REGION 

Strengths WeaknessesOpportunities Threats

ÅCHP a key player in
electricity market

ÅComplex liberalized 
markets

ÅCentral and local
government tools 

ÅGood spark 
spreads

ÅRES with CHP is
strong

ÅTransparency in            
connections

ÅVariety of support
mechanisms

ÅIn some M-S 
support 
mechanisms 
removed

ÅComplex 
support    
mechanisms in 
some  M-S

ÅLimited support 
to fossil CHP

ÅTrigeneration

ÅPotential in tertiary
sector

ÅPotential  industrial
sector

ÅmicroCHP

ÅLack of fossil fuel
CO2 abatement

ÅHigh regulatory
burden

ÅCompetition 
incentives vscosts



MAIN POINTS FOR CHP IN 
SOUTHWESTERN REGION 

1. Transposition of the Directive: All M-S into their
energy  legal system

2. Dominant role of N.G., as fuel for CHP.

3. Plants up to 1 MWe represent the highest 
percentage of installations ςImportant the role 
of small CHP.

4. The role of micro-CHP and of trigenerationis still 
underestimated.


