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Stakeholder conference 24 October 2005, Brussels

Christelle Otto (European Environmental Bureau)

The ECCP was established in June 2000 to help identify the most environmentally and cost-effective EU measures enabling the EU to meet its target under the Kyoto Protocol, namely an 8 % reduction in greenhouse gas emissions from 1990 levels by 2008-2012. The conference launched the Commission’s second phase of the ECCP. 

In the Plenary Session, Commissioner Stavros Dimas for the Environment took a positive stock of the first phase of the ECCP and mentioned some examples of successful measures that have been taken, one of which is the European Union Greenhouse Gas Emission Trading Scheme (EU ETS), a strongly market-oriented instrument that commenced operation in January 2005. He pointed out the importance of pro-actively taking further steps to adapt to the effects of climate change; this involvement should also go beyond the obligations under the Kyoto Protocol. 

Elliot Morley (Minister for Environment, UK) pointed out the importance to reaffirm the Kyoto Protocol (which entered into force in February 2005) at the United Nations Climate Change Conference in late November of this year in Montreal. The UK’s Presidency considers climate change as a main priority. He welcomed the Commission’s initiative to establish several working groups (see below), and underlined the importance to demonstrate the progress that has been reached by the different measures.

Anders Wijkman (Member of the European Parliament) asked for better integration of climate change mitigation into other policies, and also for further improvement of the Buildings Directive,  the EU ETS, and for more efforts on energy efficiency. The citizens should be better involved and informed about their own impact on climate change. To promote investments in the EU, long-term targets that give a perspective to the business community are needed. The US and the developing countries should be (further) integrated. The EU should, as a leader in climate change mitigation, come up with the best available technologies for developing countries. WTO also needs to be considered in the ECCP process, otherwise the EU risks that energy-demanding industries simply go to other countries where they are not regulated.. Climate change should also be seen as an opportunity to save money by developing new technologies. 

Peter Tjan (European Petroleum Industry Association) presented a business perspective for ECCP. He criticised the fact that currently, the achievement of the Kyoto targets would mainly rely on the industry. Clearer allocation measures and long-term perspectives for business are needed. Additionally, he suggested to certificate low-carbon fuels.

Tony Long (WWF) welcomed the leading role of the EU in climate change mitigation and the launch of the second phase of ECCP. He pointed out the urgency to assess the efficiency of the measures adopted so far. From the NGO’s point of view (NGO position available under http://www.climnet.org/pubs/200510_ECCP_position%20paper.pdf), ECCP II will bring benefits, including cost savings for the economy, and reduction of health costs due to reduced pollution. According to Long, the ECCP should not only reduce its efforts to the period 2008-2012, but also look at the reduction potential for further steps. New and more ambitious targets for renewable energy for 2020 and longer-term reduction targets for the industrial sector covered by the EU ETS are needed. A significant reduction of CO2 emission could be reached by policy measures targeting domestic households (e.g. promotion of better isolations and heating systems), the power sector (e.g. more investment in renewable energies), agriculture, and waste. The EU ETS and an ecological fiscal reform (e.g. removal of subsidies for unsustainable energies and use of the taxation instrument) are also urgently needed. 

In a number of parallel sessions, stakeholders then discussed a number of key issues. The main suggestions are summarised below. 

· Review of ECCP I: better involvement of the consumer’s interests and of small and medium-sized enterprises. Better integration and national implementation of existing measures. 

· Adaptation: further research on impact of climate change on people and nature. Identification of good and cost-effective practice. Sectoral approach that will, among others, include experts for agriculture and forestry, biodiversity, and regional planning.

· Aviation: inclusion of aviation emissions in the EU ETS, but timing still unclear. Consideration of all impacts of aviation on the environment, not only of CO2 emissions. Improvement of flight management. Allocations by EU, rather than on a national basis.

· Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS)
: consideration of environmental risks and liability issues. Comparison to other solutions. Optional: link to other sectors (e.g. chemicals, cement, gas industry, clean coal, gas-fired power plants). Roadmap, considering research, legal framework, and investments. Required for business: clear legal framework.  

· Renewable Energy (RE): community action plan for biomass. Development of RE actions in heating and cooling. Research and technological development. Discussion of overall 2020 target, considering all three sorts of RE together. Mobilise forest resources, which can also have structural advantages. Link forest management to fire prevention. Promote research on effect of climate change on forests and habitats. Take into account the environment when making of biomass (wood) an important RE (e.g. nutrients risk to have a considerable impact on soils). Establish environmental guidelines on the use of biomass. 

· CO2 emissions from cars: mainly fuel efficiency regulation; additionally, other elements, like improved taxation and labeling, code of conduct for adverts, extension of policy to vans, tyre energy labels and regulation, clean-up of biofuels, and improved test cycle. Making vehicles for better driving, integrated approach. 

· Energy efficiency: further development of existing technologies. Main obstacles: need of markets, standards, and price stability. Improvement of the instruments’ synergy. Development of an “Energy efficiency culture” and communication of better product quality. Control of its application. Harmonisation, bench-marking, research on the potential economic benefits. Further potential for energy efficiency lies in public sectors like public illumination.

· Technology Policy: combination of different policy areas, rather than a sectoral approach. 

A consensus was reached on the necessity to pursue the whole range measures at the same time, no silver bullet to contain climate change being available. All parts of the society have to cooperate, and citizens and local authorities need to be more involved. If the EU as the global leader in climate change mitigation succeeds in mobilising its citizens, it can set a good example to the rest of the world.

The results of the conference will be used by the European Commission for further stakeholder meetings in the respective areas. These meetings will be held between November 2005 and February (WG ECCP review), respective March (WG CO2 and cars; WG Aviation), April (WG Impacts and Adaptation), and May 2006 (WG CCS). The outcomes of these meetings and the final reports of the WGs will be subsequently published on the European Commission’s website (http://europa.eu.int/comm/environment/climat/home_en.htm). Each meeting may be attended by up to 30 participants, including environmental NGOs. The European Environmental Bureau will probably join the working group on adaptation.

� CCS refers to the capture of CO2 from emissions, followed by storage, thereby preventing it from entering the atmosphere
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