National Policy
Recommendations for
Sweden
Recommendations for local and national policy on retrofitting
multi-occupancy, mixed tenure buildings.

NATIONAL REPORT (Deliverable 7.1)

February 2016

www.lowenergyapartments.eu

Lead organisation: Centre for Sustainable Energy (UK)

The sole responsibility for the content of this publication lies with the
authors. It does not necessarily reflect the opinion of the European
Union. Neither the EASME nor the European Commission are
responsible for any use that may be made of the information contained
therein.

CONTENTS
1

Summary .................................................................................................................................... 4

2

Introduction ............................................................................................................................... 5

2.1

Aims and objectives .................................................................................................................... 5

2.2

Methodology ................................................................................................................................ 5

3

Policy context ............................................................................................................................ 8

3.1

Overview ..................................................................................................................................... 8

3.2

National policies: Sweden ........................................................................................................... 9

4

Policy recommendations (EU wide) ...................................................................................... 10

4.1

Background ............................................................................................................................... 10

4.2

EU wide recommendations ....................................................................................................... 10

4.3

Discussion of EU wide recommendations ................................................................................. 11

4.4

Good practice examples ........................................................................................................... 13

5

National policy recommendations (Sweden) ....................................................................... 16

6

Recommendations for further research ............................................................................... 17

1 Summary
Low Energy Apartment Futures (LEAF) is a European-wide project to improve the energy
efficiency of apartment blocks. It aims to identify and overcome key barriers to retrofitting
these properties. The project is funded by the EU’s Intelligent Energy Europe (IEE)
programme and partner organisations in six countries.
Background
Energy use in homes makes up a quarter of energy-related greenhouse gas emissions in
Europe and the EU has committed to a 20% reduction in these by 2020 from 1990 levels. An
estimated 43% of the European population live in apartment blocks, but this is a sector that
is greatly overlooked in policy and in practice. Retrofitting apartment blocks is more complex
than other domestic buildings and there are additional challenges to overcome, but there are
also great opportunities for achieving significant energy savings and reductions in
greenhouse gas emissions.
The three year LEAF project included the development of toolkits for retrofitting apartment
blocks and pilot retrofit projects on 24 case study buildings. Feedback has been collected
from a wide range of stakeholders involved in multi-occupancy retrofit projects, and
extensive policy research and analysis has been carried out. As such LEAF partners are in a
unique position to make policy recommendations, based on recent experience of carrying
out retrofit projects in six European countries to improve retrofit of multi-occupancy buildings
across Europe.
Key findings and recommendations
A key issue to improving apartment blocks identified through the LEAF project was the
financial barrier (including funding schemes, financial incentives and difficulties in agreeing
personal contributions for improvements which affect multiple householders within a
building). However this is far from being the only challenge. For retrofit to be successful,
additional effort must also go into addressing the difficulties associated with buildings under
multiple ownership. These include information provision, engagement of building occupants
and other stakeholders, and working with installers on technically complex retrofit projects.
There are also specific legal and regulatory barriers to overcome, such as decision making
with multiple stakeholders, limitations of EPCs, requirements for minimum standards and
planning regulations.
Recommendations were developed in response to these key issues and include calls for:









improvements to EPC methodology and accreditation schemes
changes to the format and content of EPC reports
improvements to public funding schemes
expansion of financial support initiatives
introduction of more stringent minimum standards
improved information provision on low carbon retrofit
upskilling of the workforce
implementation of maintenance plans and improved management structures in multioccupancy buildings
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2 Introduction
2.1 Aims and objectives
This report aims to provide recommendations for local and national policy on retrofitting
multi-occupancy, mixed tenure buildings in Sweden.
The policy recommendations are designed to address a range of issues broadly affecting the
uptake of energy efficiency measures (as recommended in an EPC) in multi-occupancy
buildings. Where applicable, recommendations address relevant regulations and initiatives
which impact both on the overall retrofit process in multi-occupancy buildings, and on the
installation of specific measures, such as communal heating/power solutions; internal and
external insulation; and measures appropriate in protected (historic) multi-occupancy
buildings.
This report reflects a package of work within the Low Energy Apartment Futures (LEAF)
project which has the following objectives:
1

2
3
4
5

Analysis and assessment of existing policy relating to uptake of EPC
recommendations in partner countries and at the EU level, and how it may be
better applied to multi-occupancy buildings.
Identification of changes or additional policies that may aid and promote retrofit of
multi-occupancy buildings.
Utilisation of evidence from project pilots and stakeholder interviews to provide
justification for these changes.
Presentation of recommendations within the wider context of local, national and
EU targets for carbon emission and energy reduction.
Facilitation of local and national policy changes through dissemination events.

2.2 Methodology
The policy recommendations are the result of extensive policy research, practical retrofit
experience on case study buildings, and engagement with stakeholders (summarised in
Figure 2-1).

Figure 2-1: Methodology for producing policy recommendations
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The work involved in creating the policy recommendations draws on findings from three
other LEAF work packages: background research on national carbon emissions and energy
reduction policies to inform the delivery of the LEAF toolkits (WP2), delivery of pilot retrofit
projects (case study buildings) in partner countries (WP5), and monitoring and evaluation
including stakeholder consultation and feedback (WP6).
These inputs were used as the basis for further work exploring barriers and policy
opportunities in the retrofit of multi-occupancy buildings as part of the LEAF work package
solely looking at policy recommendations (WP7). This used: experiences from case study
buildings (questionnaires, discussions with partners, identification of lessons learned);
further policy analysis including a review of EPBD implementation in the partner countries,
identification of other relevant policies, review of policy impact and relevance, and cross
country comparisons.
The key barriers and opportunities were then used to draw out and refine policy
recommendations, leading to:





Examples of best practice
A core set of policy recommendations relevant across all partner countries
Specific national recommendations
Recommendations for further research

Case studies and questionnaires
As part of the LEAF project, seven partner organisations identified a selection of multioccupancy, mixed tenure buildings to work with and offer support to install energy efficiency
and low carbon measures1. Partners’ experiences of identifying and working with these pilot
project case study sites has provided a wealth of learning and lessons about the challenges,
barriers and opportunities for retrofitting multi-occupancy buildings. Some of these are
country-specific, whilst others apply across many (or all) countries.
Work on the case study buildings spanned two and a half years (April 2013 to December
2015), although initial contact with many of the buildings was made prior to the project
starting (late 2012). To help monitor progress and capture lessons from this aspect of the
project, all partners kept a record of key communications and actions at each site. These
were then reviewed in detail to develop an in-depth understanding of the key processes,
challenges and success factors in implementing energy efficiency measures at each site.
A questionnaire was also developed to capture partners’ perceptions of barriers and success
factors in retrofitting multi-occupancy buildings based on their experiences of working on the
case study buildings, their considerable expertise in this sector (outside the LEAF project),
and also building on the findings from previous LEAF activity (WP2) which explored
perceived barriers and opportunities to retrofit. It listed a number of factors associated with
retrofitting multi-occupancy buildings. Project partners were asked to rate each factor

1

The eighth partner, FLAME, did not directly work with case study buildings but worked with local
energy agencies in France involved in the pilots.
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according to how much it applies to their experiences working on case study buildings, which
triggered further discussion and exploration of the issues. Results are discussed below.

Further research and policy analysis
Responses to the first round of questionnaires (carried out in October 2014) were used to
guide the development of early policy recommendations, discussed at partner meetings
throughout 2015.
Between April 2014 and October 2015, further policy research and analysis was carried out,
identifying and exploring local, national and EU level policies in partner countries, examining
their relevance, usefulness, and potential for replication, with a particular focus on policy
recommendations based on case study experiences. Further input from partners and
stakeholders was also taken into account and used to help shape and prioritise the
recommendations, drawing on findings from:




local and national stakeholder meetings and events
additional feedback from partners experiences with case study buildings
toolkit evaluation

Policy recommendations were further developed and then discussed, revised and finalised
as a collective at the October 2015 and December 2015 partner meetings2.

2

Includes online meetings
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3 Policy context
3.1 Overview
The 2010 Energy Performance of Buildings Directive (EPBD) and the 2012 Energy
Efficiency Directive (EED) represent the EU's principle legislation governing energy
consumption in buildings. The full LEAF report on policy recommendations presents a brief
overview of EU law and EPC regulations. LEAF project research3 was also conducted on
national and local policies and legislation, prevalence of multi-occupancy housing, the EPC
situation and finance mechanisms.
Across the European Union Member States, there are a large number of national policies
and policy instruments which aim to improve energy efficiency in buildings. That number
reduces when policies are narrowed down to those which specifically impact on retrofit of
measures in existing multi-occupancy buildings (i.e. excluding new buildings and individual
owner-occupied dwellings). Nonetheless the ODYSSEE and MURE Databases4 identify
several hundred policy instruments and measures (current, completed and proposed) for
energy efficiency policy measures in the six LEAF partner countries (see Error! Reference
ource not found.).

Figure 3-1: Policy instruments and measures in the residential sector implemented in LEAF partner
countries

Source: MURE database, November 2014 http://www.odyssee-mure.eu/http://www.odyssee-mure.eu/

3

http://www.lowenergyapartments.eu/wpcontent/uploads/2014/01/LEAF_Background_Context_D2.1_Jan14.pdf
4
www.odyssee-mure.eu and www.measures-odyssee-mure.eu/summarytype_mr.asp
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3.2 National policies: Sweden
Based on further examination of policies and discussions with LEAF partner organisations,
the most relevant national policies were identified and are listed below. Making use of these
policies, and in some cases making improvements to them, provides opportunities to
facilitate retrofit in multi-occupancy buildings. Note these national policies are in addition to,
or run alongside, EU wide legislation including the EPBD.
Key to policy type abbreviations used in this table:
‘Information’ means information provision; ‘Demand’ refers to those policies directed at creating
demand; ‘Supply’ to those affecting the supply chain; ‘Financial’ includes funding and fiscal measures;
‘Regulatory’ includes legal and regulatory policy.
Policy

What is it

Type

Relevance

Building regulations
(Planning and
building law)

Regulations state that building work must limit
energy use by minimising heat loss and need for
cooling, ensuring efficient heating and cooling
systems and electricity use. Maximum yearly
energy use levels are set. Regulations for
energy efficiency are for renovations as well as
new buildings.

Regulatory

High
importance

Energy
Performance of
Buildings Directive
implementation

Requirements under the EPBD have largely
been implemented in Sweden, including
mandatory energy efficiency certificates for
existing and new buildings, mandatory audits in
large and small residential buildings, a national
database of EPC reports, and EPCs carried out
by registered experts.

Regulatory,
Information

High
importance

Good Built
Environment

Includes targets for buildings and amenities to
promote sustainable management of land, water
and other resources within one generation.

Regulatory

Medium
importance

Investment support
for photovoltaic cells

Funding for solar PV under a grants programme
administered by the county administrative
boards (Länsstyrelsen) and open to households,
companies and organisations

Financial

Low
importance
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4 Policy recommendations (EU wide)
4.1 Background
The LEAF project addresses barriers and identifies opportunities to retrofit apartment blocks.
Key issues identified through the project have been used to develop EU and national policy
recommendations for addressing the challenges and barriers to undertaking energy
efficiency refurbishment in multi-occupancy buildings.
The recommendations are framed around the experiences and lessons learned in the LEAF
project, particularly the work with case study sites, and take into account partner expertise in
this sector, stakeholder feedback, in depth policy analysis by the project partners, and
evaluation of the LEAF toolkits. Recommendations should be read in the context of the full
discussion of issues and opportunities identified during the LEAF project, including local
considerations to be taken into account when considering suitable policy changes.
The key issues identified through partners’ experiences in retrofitting case study buildings,
policy analysis and stakeholder feedback are summarised in Figure 4-1. National policy
recommendations in this report are grouped using these topic headings.

Figure 4-1 Key barriers and opportunities in retrofit of multi-occupancy buildings

4.2 EU wide recommendations
1. Develop and maintain a publicly available database of all EPCs
2. Improve quality of energy saving calculations presented in the EPC
3. Improve communication of recommended measures on EPCs
4. Improve overall clarity and explanation of content of EPCs
LEAF: National policy recommendations for Sweden - February 2016
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5. Improve comparability of EPCs between different MS
6. Ensure there are whole building EPCs in all MS (with minimum standards linking to
communal areas)
7. Improve the availability, design and management of public funding schemes,
8. Expand the level and type of financial support initiatives
9. Develop the role of EPCs in financial support initiatives for energy efficiency
improvements
10. Introduce minimum requirements at the point of renovation
11. Introduce minimum requirements at the point of sale and/or lease
12. Improve the provision of information on low carbon retrofit
13. Expand local energy advice services and demonstration projects
14. Implement accreditation schemes for installers and EPC assessors
15. Upskill the workforce, with a focus on developing local networks and improving ambition
and quality of retrofit projects
16. Improve integration between low carbon retrofit and maintenance and renovation work
17. Require maintenance plans and funds for multi-occupancy buildings
18. Require management arrangements for multi-occupancy buildings which include
communication structures and decision making processes.

4.3 Discussion of EU wide recommendations
Information provision
Recommendations include a strong focus on improvements to EPCs so that they can be
used more effectively as a driver for low carbon retrofit. There are also recommendations
around provision of information to address barriers which have been identified.

Demand-side factors
Stimulating demand is a challenge for policy makers since so much depends on consumer
attitudes and behaviour. Many of the core LEAF recommendations focus again on EPCs and
information provision in order to address the information barrier which is one step in the
process leading to a decision to install energy efficiency improvements. Access to finance
and funding also features here since money to pay for improvements is obviously crucial,
and subsidies have been shown to stimulate demand. Incentives (implying voluntary take
up) should be combined with regulations to mandate improvements to properties at key
points in time (i.e. when a building is renovated; when a dwelling is sold or a new tenant
takes on a lease). We also note the importance of combining low carbon improvements with
other retrofit and maintenance work (including a supply chain role in identifying opportunities
and a requirement for long term building maintenance plans so that works can be planned
ahead and carried out more cost effectively). Finally there is a recommendation for basic
management structures to be in place in all multi-occupancy buildings to overcome
communication and decision making barriers where multiple stakeholders are involved.
LEAF: National policy recommendations for Sweden - February 2016
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Supply-side factors
The supply chain of course has a vital role to play in any retrofit project, but there are
currently barriers around the accessibility of trained and reliable installers, the difficulties in
co-ordinating where multiple contractors are needed, and the overall lack of a joined up
approach integrating the supply chain. Our recommendations are twofold, looking at
improving quality of retrofit works on the one side, and on the other improving support for the
sector so that it can expand to deliver the scale of retrofit which is required. This second
area includes improving funding schemes (where appropriate moving away from singlemeasure schemes) and expanding financial support initiatives so that builders and installers
have more leverage to market low carbon measures to householders, including making
improvements alongside existing retrofit and maintenance work.

Funding & finance
Issues related to paying for low carbon retrofit are exacerbated in multiple-occupancy
buildings because of the number of different stakeholders involved, limited resources in
building maintenance funds, length of time to make a decision between multiple
stakeholders, and low priority given to energy efficiency improvements compared to
essential maintenance work and other demands on limited funds. Most countries have some
form of state support for energy efficiency measures, but funding is often inconsistent and
piecemeal, in some cases actually acting as a barrier rather than a facilitator of retrofit.
These issues are reflected in our recommendations, which reinforce the need for improved
public funding, greater access to other financial support and development of the role of
EPCs in identifying and paying for improvements. The recommendation for longer term
maintenance plans with ring fenced funding is repeated since this affects the way that
energy efficiency improvements are paid for and also the ability to plan ahead and achieve
cost effectiveness in retrofit projects. Where there is not already a process, basic
management arrangements need to be in place so that decisions affecting multiple
stakeholders can be made, allowing improvements to go ahead and not be stalled by
problems with communication or one party preventing progress.

Regulations
There is a strong case to be made for legal and regulatory mechanisms to be put in place or
tightened or to help to stimulate retrofit in multi-occupancy buildings. We have already
mentioned recommendations to improve EPCs, including addressing inconsistencies
between different member states which make enforcing the EPBD a challenge. There are
also recommendations for appropriate minimum requirements (for energy performance) at
the point of sale and lease, and when renovations are carried out. Finally the
recommendation is reiterated for management arrangements to be in place to improve
communication between residents and other stakeholders, and facilitate decision making
and co-ordination on retrofit projects.
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4.4 Good practice examples
Long term national renovation strategies are not sufficient to stimulate the level of renovation
which is needed. Some countries have done more to address this than others (e.g.
Germany). The LEAF project has flagged up some examples of best practice, several of
which are listed below. These include both national strategies and also regional/national
schemes which could be replicated elsewhere.
a) Maintenance funds ring-fenced for energy efficiency improvements. This only exists
in very few situations currently and tends to be specific to management arrangements in
certain multi-occupancy buildings. It stimulates renovation of buildings by making funding
accessible for energy efficiency improvements (as distinct from general building
maintenance), getting around the financial barrier to retrofit. This could be adopted as a
national strategy and could be used to target, for example, the worst EPC-rated multioccupancy buildings to ensure funding is available to undertake essential work. As a
policy it would work effectively alongside the introduction of minimum requirements.
b) Requirement to do energy efficiency work at the same time as maintenance work
is carried out. This policy is being introduced in France from 2017 and is an excellent
example of best practice which not only stimulates energy efficient retrofit but also
makes improvements more cost effective. When improvements are made alongside
other maintenance work rather than separately, there are associated cost savings on, for
example, scaffolding, access to pipes and wires, or re-decoration following building work.
c) Funding for measures which exceed legal requirements. In Germany a national
programme offers grants or cheaper interest rates for retrofit of residential buildings and
buildings of communal and social infrastructure. Measures supported exceed the legal
requirements of the Energieeinsparverordnung and as such, encourage a level of retrofit
beyond simply meeting requirements. Similarly, Austrian subsidy systems calculate the
amount of funding based on the quality of the refurbishment achieved in order to improve
energy performance in buildings (i.e. beyond legal requirements).
d) Minimum standards for energy performance at point of sale / let. This policy
measure, currently in place in Scotland for housing associations, sets a minimum rating
(in Scotland a D rating is currently required), and ensures that when a property is sold or
leased to new tenants, improvement work must be carried out if the property does not
meet minimum energy performance levels.
e) Rental Price Points System. In the Netherlands, rent setting is based on a ‘home points
system’, in which various features like space and facilities add points. Energy efficient
improvements add points, meaning that a higher rent can be charged so the landlord or
building owner can recoup the cost of making improvements, whilst the occupier benefits
from cheaper running costs which balance out a higher rent.
f)

Local trade support programmes. A UK scheme run by CSE as part of a Local
Authority retrofit programme provides training courses to help local skilled tradesmen,
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like plasters and renderers, enter the market for external solid wall insulation, addressing
the barrier of gaps in the supply chain.
g) Scottish area based programmes for home energy efficiency improvements. In
Scotland, the Home Energy Efficiency Programmes’ (HEEPS) Area Based Schemes
form a 10 year programme which is funded by the Scottish Government and tops up
ECO funds. Schemes are delivered through local authorities, who are best placed to
understand the nature of local housing provision and co-ordinate a local supply-chain.
The programme is focussed on the most deprived areas in the country and hard-to-treat
measures, such as external wall insulation (with previous programmes having installed
easier low-cost measures).
h) Long term leases. In Germany leases tend to be long term and residents have more of
a vested interest in paying for improvements to properties which they do not own. In
addition, management arrangements in multi-occupancy buildings are well structured
and improvements can be co-ordinated centrally.
i)

Subsidies paid directly to installers. The Energy Company Obligation is a UK scheme
which provides funding for energy efficiency improvements. Unlike most other schemes,
payments for improvements go straight to the installers (not the resident), ensuring that
funds are actually used to pay for energy efficiency improvements, and making it easier
for residents to manage payments in multi-occupancy buildings. This system limits
consumer choice of installer, but in some situations this drawback is outweighed by the
advantage of simplifying the payment process.

j)

Subsidies for building-wide energy efficiency improvements paid to building
management committees. The greater Lyon federation of cities offers subsidies to
owners associations to pay for works which are implemented across multi-occupancy
buildings such as external wall insulation, shared ventilation systems, and shared
heating system.

k) Demonstration homes. The UK Green Open Homes programme was set up with
funding from central government in the UK and stimulates renovation through
demonstration projects and using the principle of social norming. Householders who
have made energy efficiency improvements to their homes open them to visitors to
explain what they have done, how it works and what the benefits are. Evaluation data
show that visitors are influenced to make improvements to their own homes.
l)

Combining subsidies and loans. In France, subsidies are often combined with loans.
Loans are easily to obtain for owner associations because of lending arrangements
which are not dependent on age, health or income. The only criterion is that the borrower
pays building management fees (i.e. costs requested by the property manager to pay for
cleaning and lighting of the shared parts of the building). The amount borrowed can be
as much as the total cost of improvement measures minus the subsidies and the length
of the repayment period is flexible (monthly instalments spread over 3, 5, 7 or 10 years).
This is an opportunity which could be trialled in other countries.
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m) Paying for improvements linked to energy bills. The Green Deal model in the UK (no
longer running) provided a way around occupiers not having access to funds to pay for
up-front costs of low carbon improvements. Finance packages were calculated based on
potential improvements and anticipated energy savings, with costs recovered through an
additional payment added to electricity bills. The energy saving improvements which are
installed reduce energy use in the property (and therefore the running costs), so the
overall bill, in theory, does not increase. The Green Deal itself did not prove to be a
success for a number of reasons (such as the interest rate applied) but the premise of
up-front costs paid back through a payment added to energy bills is replicable.
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5 National policy recommendations (Sweden)
In addition to the core policy recommendations identified during the LEAF project, there are
recommendations specific to individual partner countries which reflect experiences of the
LEAF case study buildings, local stakeholder feedback, and national policy research.
These national recommendations are in addition to, but also complement, the core LEAF
findings and recommendations for low carbon retrofit of multi-occupancy buildings, which
include:




EU wide policy recommendations
Recommendations for the implementation and improvement of the EPBD
Examples of best practice in different European countries

Information provision




Review format of EPCs. Recommendations for improvement measures are often
poorly presented in the EPC report in Sweden. LEAF project feedback was that
recommendations are considered too general in nature and offer limited energy
savings. The format of the EPC should be reviewed to make it easier for
householders to understand and to act on the advice given.
Improve information on energy efficiency in historic buildings. The LEAF case
studies in Sweden are all within a World Heritage Site, so there are local regulations
on what measures are permitted. Information provision and clear guidance on the
improvements which are allowable under these circumstances would help to facilitate
sensitive low carbon retrofit.

Funding and finance


Financial incentives should be long term, well structured, clear and easy to
access. As with the other European countries, where financial incentives are short
term, inconsistent and confusing to consumers, they can actually be a barrier rather
than an incentive for retrofit.

Legal and regulatory




National targets specific to multi-occupancy buildings would drive forward
national programmes targeting energy efficiency retrofit. These could form part of
building regulations, be delivered as part of existing routes for implementation of the
EPBD, or via locally administered policies and schemes. Financial support will help
with achievement of targets.
Decision support tailored for different ownership structures. The case studies
show that there is a lack in knowledge among residents in the housing cooperatives
when it comes to planning and managing retrofit.
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6 Recommendations for further research
The LEAF project, and in particular project partner experiences of working with multioccupancy buildings attempting to undertake energy efficiency refurbishment, raised various
issues and questions for further consideration. These are explained in more detail in the full
report and are summarised below.

Data


Further data is required specifically on multi-occupancy buildings – their number, the
number of occupants, tenure type, energy performance, and opportunities to improve
energy efficiency and install renewable energy technologies.



Further data is needed in all countries for research to establish conclusively whether or
not there is a direct link between EPC energy performance ratings and market value. If
there is strong evidence it can be used to stimulate retrofit and improve public
understanding of EPCs.



There is a need for professional and impartial advice services to be mapped so that gaps
can be identified and support provided to help fill those gaps.

Motivations and engagement


The factors affecting the level of priority residents of different countries place on energy
efficiency and low carbon retrofit needs to be understood better to help stimulate
demand.



The level of (perceived) success of the EPC system varies in different countries.
Critically analysing and understanding reasons behind these varying levels of success
with implementation should remain a priority, to ensure learning is shared effectively.



More research is also needed on buyer / tenant understanding of EPCs, and the extent
to which this affects sale/rental value and the buyer / renter’s choice of property.

Funding and finance


Research into a ‘minimal level of support’ that appears sufficient to stimulate and ensure
measures are taken up would aid the development and targeting of funding schemes.



Payback periods were identified by LEAF partners as a factor affecting decision making
but there are questions about how payback is calculated and how it can be modelled to
help to set optimal funding levels.



Similarly, different levels of affluence of occupants within one property can mean some
residents are able and willing to pay for measures, but others are not. Useful research
could be conducted into financing mechanisms that could be designed to specifically
address this issue specifically for multi-occupied buildings, and at the macro-level.



The role of EPCs as a mechanism for leveraging financial support for improvement
measures is still evolving, with many schemes making no formal or direct link to EPCs.
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The full potential of EPCs to influence energy efficiency retrofits is yet to be realised and
there is work to do in most MS in making this link.

Regulatory and property factors


Little work has been done to explore the effectiveness of enforced implementation of
energy efficiency improvements. Research into models for calculating acceptable levels
of energy performance and mechanisms for enforcing regulations would help develop
this concept.



Protected building status may restrict certain energy efficiency solutions, and it is
important that the aesthetic, heritage and cultural value of buildings are recognised.
However, there is a need in some countries to review legislation and guidance given the
need to drastically reduce household energy consumption to meet emissions targets and
reduce fuel poverty.



LEAF recommendations include setting a requirement for management structures in
multi-occupancy buildings and implementing long term maintenance plans. Critically
important is research into what sort of management structures are most effective and
what the success factors are.
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