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The Danish position on the Commission draft for Environmental and

Energy Aid Guidelines 2014-2020 14 februar 2014
In response to the CommissitiPaper of the Services of DG Competit

containing draft Guidelines on environmental anérgy aid for 2014

2020” Denmark has the following comments.

The Danish authorities generally supports a coatduh approacland :
uniform set of rules to clearlgnd precisely define the goals and mea
which Member States construct aid schemes inethdéronmental ar
energy field.It is, however, important that these rules leaveqaat: MINISTRY OF GROWTH
room and flexibility for the particularities of dadember State in orde AND BUSINESS

to ensure the most efficient green transition actbe Community.

Slotsholmsgade 10-12

In light of this the Danish authorities can ovefler its support for th DK - 1216 Kgbenhavn K
main objectives put forward by the Commission iis tiraft. In particule
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the proposed expansion of theope of the guidelines to include energ
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the guidelines is welcomed. The Danish authoritas offer their suppc CVR-nr. 10092485

for the objectives set out by the Commission tonmte resource EAN nr. 5798000026001
efficiency, energy-efficiency and the phasing otitsobsidies for fosk evm@evm.dk

fuels. The Danish authorities also support makiesfipractices on RES www.evm.dk

aid with an eye on a gradual process, which witinpote more unifori
RES-aid across Member Statas respect of preserving the incentive
further expand RES according to the ambitious DaR&Sgoals. Thi
will also help preserve the investioust, the national potential for R
and the multitude of tax-structures.

General remarks
As a preliminary remark the Danish authoritiesuld like to emphasi:
that any impactssessment made in relation to the proposed poos
would only fully serve its purpose, if it is conded, made available
Member States and reflected by the Commisbifiore the final adoptic
of the guidelines.

As regards the proposed transparency requirentieat®anish authoritic
agree that further transparency and pegrew can have positive impa
on the market. Denmark must, however, underliiattite Commissia
must take national confidentiality laws and lawsdaia protectionnto
consideration when setting out requirements forlélrel of detail of th
register. In connection hereto the Danish autlemitiust also stress tt
consideration should be taken to the fact thatilitlve very administa-
tively burdensome for undertakings and the autiesribf Member State
to provide all the necessary information and marege set usuch
system, especially considering that it will demangreat degree of mbn
toring to keep it updated and correct at all times.

! Renewable Energy will throughout this paper berreteto as RE.



Main points

Technology neutrality: The requirements for technology nedutral

ty for mature or immature technologies vaét up severe barri
for Member States to implement strategic suppdreses effe-
tively as they cannot be targeted at certain technolodjieis
therefore of crucial importance for the EU’s trdiosi toward:s
green energy systems and a low carbon economyMbatbe
States are allowed to pdefine the technologies that can
granted opetang aid for mature RES technologies in a bidi
process. It is suggested, that the threshold fanwdn technolog
is considered a deployed technology should be 3 #®ldctricity
production at EU level.

Transitional arrangements. From the multilaterameeting hel
on Féruary 10 2014 discussing the guidelines, it was dlea
perception of the Danish delegation from what wasoanced b
the Commission on this matter, that existing RiEEBemes wou
be able to run for the duration of the term, whibhy were p-
proved for. In other words all state aid benefieisywho havee-
ceived a commitment of operating aid and in comfage heret
have invested accordingly, would be able to mainthis aid
This also applies to aid schemes, which do not @mn&Eaid.
Furthermore we noted that the Commission expre&sgigdcam-
ingness towards setting a transition period at @pprately 2-
months.

Reductions in funding support for energy from renewable
sources. The current draft reduces member states’ incentie
implement ambitious climate and energy policiesisTik due t
some sectors — eg. gardeners greenhouses and other electri
intensive sectors paying PSO charges and being expose
global conpetition are excluded from partial compensatiorthe
additional costs. It is proposéd allow reduction in PSO char
to electricity intensive undertakings, defined asdertaking
where more than [1.500] MWh is utilised per [1 moil] euro vé&
ue addd or where the electricity is utilised for electiyantensive
processes such as mineralogical and metallurgroglegses, ete
trolysis and chemical reduction. In addition, easbmber sta
should be allowed to choose whether to make tlthtcteon com-
ditional on the conclusion on agreements betweenMiembe
State and the beneficiaries to achieve at leastdahee level of @
vironmental protections as would have been achidegaying
the full PSO-costs.
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* Non-harmonised environmental taxes. The assgesment of th
necessity of the aid should be the same when iesdmtaxes e
ied on energy products used for electricity proaunctand othe
non-harmonised taxes. The assessment in the draftimsethtior
to other non-harmonised taxes is preferable sihc®es notn-
volve the carbon leakage criteria, which hdeen designed
solve problems in a&BU harmonised scheme and not problen
relation to non-harmonised taxes on energy prodiszd for ele-
tricity production. The reference to the cambteakage criter
should be left out.

* Reductions or exemptions from environmental taxes: It shoulc
continue to be possible to exengoigeneration of heat and po
(CHP)within the EU ETS from CO2 taxation. CO2 tax shomidx
be levied in sectors that are covered by EU Emmssitradin
Scheme (EU ETS) in order to avoid overlap betwedd2-C
taxation and ETS. Aidnh form of reductions or exemptions fc
environmental taxes related to CHRould continue to be asses
under section 5.6 (environmental taxes), not 5.3s importan
that energy taxes, including taxes on electrictiyntinue to b
treated as harmonised taxes

» Cooperation mechanisms: Operating aid for RES ppects shoul
not be mandatorily linked to the use of the RE®dalive's cop-
eration mechanisms, as it would weaken the econompac
and political commitment in all Member States tdait the ne-
essary funding for the green transition, if funds ehanelled t
projects outside the country's borders. The Daaighorities ar
therefore pleased that the Commissiorthe multilateral meetir
held on February 10 2014 were responsive to cangethe wod-
ing in the proposed provisions on this, so itdmes clear th
these mechanisms are strictly voluntary.

Specific remarks

1. Operating aid stronger transitional arrangements if requiren
of bidding processes

2. Technology neutrality

3. Use of cooperative mechanisms for the RES-dreeétrticle 7-9
4. Monitoring and continuous adjustment of operguad

5. Obligation of publication

6. Aid in the form of reductions in funding suppont étectricity fron
renewable sources (lump sum tax credits)

7. Investment aid

8. Capacity mechanisms
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9. The possibilities of granting aid for companiesthe form of e-
ductions or exemptions from environmental taxes

1. Operating aid -stronger transitional arrangements if requiremeif
bidding processes

The draft proposes that Member States provide tpeed aid only tc
electricity-producing RES- and combined heat andgrogenerators,fa
ter using a bidding process or through the usereém certificates. 16
Member State does not want to establish a gredificae market, th
only alternative will be bidding processes. In thiay the draftfails tc
accommodate Member States whose aid systems a&é bas technol
gy-specific subsidy model in relation to the eleity market price.

In some Member states operating aid is mainly baseasubsidy modk
with fixed subsidy per. kwh of produced electricity addition tothe
market price or the grant, adjusted in relatiorthte electricitymarke
price, according to whichever RES technology isceoned.

A bidding process will require a substantial siifthese existing opar
tional aid systems, which have already been stdtaproved owill be
approved before the guidelines expire at the er&Dd#.

If bidding processes will be a requirement to pdevoperational aitio
the production of electricity, the transitional pigions will need to b
adapted, in order for the existing approved statesehemes to remain
force until they expire in accordance with tB®mmission's approv:
Otherwise it will not be possible to seeuhe investors who have alre
made investments in rely on the existing aid sclseme

The Danish authorities’ understanding of the triamsal rules is that ¢
schemes concerning operating aid for energy pramtuétom renewabl
energy sources can stay in force until they expgeording to the &
proval from the Commission. Besides beneficiarfiemn all kind o
schemesoncerning operating aid, will be granted aid unther entir:
period, if the beneficiary has received such a icowdtion from a Men-
ber State that it will benefit from state aid fopredetermined periocca
cording to an approved state aid scheme.

For Danish aid schemes currently notified, but yett approved there
will be an expectation that such schemes will berafonal forat least 1
years with the possibility of re-notification. Father operating ai
schemes for RES, this means a need for transitaonahgements of up
10 years and similarly for operating aid schemegdgeneration.

In relation to aid for decentralized cogeneratwhjch up to and incldr

4/13



ing 2018 receive the basic amount financed by t8© PRariff, the drai
sets up some obstacles for this state aid schente textendedif it
proves necessary with continued aid after 2018.

From the multilateral meeting held on February D042 discgsing th:
guidelines, it was the clear perception of the Bamlelegatiorirom wha
was announced by the Commission on this mattet, ékisting RES
schemes would be able to run for the duration eftdrm, which thy
were approved forln other words all state aid beneficiaries, whoé
received a commitment of operating aid and in acmifce heretdave
invested accordingly, would be able to maintais #id.This also applie
to aid schemes, which do not concern RE-aid. Furitbeewe noted th:
the Commission expressed forthcomingness towsetting a transitic
period at approximately 24 months.

2. Technology neutrality

As regards the requirements on technology neutrddé Danish author
ties must,however, strongly emphasize that each Member Stabelc
continue to determine, which RES-technologies &%t Buited to effe
tively ensure a green transition. Denmark has dyr@aade a comprehe
sive RES-expansion of the most cost-effective teldgies, particularly
wind turbines on land. The Danish focus is theeefmmimplementing th
Danish Green Transition cost-effectively witkhchnologies that enst
security of supply, the continued stability of tiied and an energy sy
tem based on electricity. The prerequisite for thian aid system, whi
continues to be technology specific.

It should be up to each Member State to determirnectw RES
technologies they wish to aid. This is also in aehee with the saallec
“subsidiarity principle”. Theneed to apply an array of aid instrumen
relation to RES has been underlined in the IEA-reg®eploying Re-
newables 2011”0One of the main "best practice policy principbee a
such;”[To] Take a dynamic approach to policy implememat differen-
tiating according to the current maturity of eactdividual RE technot
gy (rather than using a technology neutral apprg’.

Setting out a requirement of technological neulyah state aidcan b
problematic, because it does not allow for the tgraent and comnme
cialization of non-mature technologies which in theg run could ult
mately prove more cost-effective than current tetbgies.

The only technology-neutral RES-aid systems usezhinsignificant e-
tent today are green certificates. The Commissidrast guidelines fo
RES-aid indicate that such systems can often leaghincrease in tr
cost expansion of RES because of the increas&dpremium, whic
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manufacturers in such a system will often requimethe mentionedeA

publication it is concluded on the basis ofj@antitative analysis of t

IEA Countries RES-aid, that the countries, whiclplegal certificatior

systems, paid more for the production of RES tlase¢, who used ma
ket-based electricity production subsidies.

The Commission’s rationale behind a technology nra¢approach seer
to be the encouragement of investments in the puastteffective reng-
able-technologies (RES-technologies), so that Men3iates carmee
their RES-obligations for the cheapest price asipts Anobjective o
aiding the most cost-effective renewable techne®geemseasonabl
in Member States where there has so far only beeadestexpansion ¢
RES. The guidelines must, however, take into camaitbn that mar
Member States such as Denmark have already undergonassivee
pansion of RES, particularly of the most cost-dffec technologies
which in Denmark is especially wind turbines ondan

The requirement of technological neutrality willlale andincrease tr
cost of the Member States’ converstonan energy system, which is

dependent of fossil fuelbecause Denmark and other Member State
be unable to target schemes in the sectors, whésenecessary to pr
mote the green transition. Those Member Stabesild continue to [
able to focus their efforts on securing a contirsuBiE Sexpansion, whil
ensuring security of supply, the continued stabuit the grid and a gch
ual change in the energy system from being primduiél-based tdeing
electricity-based to a higher degree.

Maintaining the possibility of grantingechnology specific aid is cruc
to some Member states in order to meet the mednuaiiong term ener:
policy objectives as costfectively as possible. A technology net
support would result in Member states being eithreble to meet itser
newable energy targets (if support level is deteetdj corresponding
the need for suppbto the cheapest renewable technologies) orttie
cheapest renewable energy technologies will reamoehigh a compe
sation (if support level is determined, correspagdio the need for gud
port to the more expensive RES-technologies thatnaededo use t
achieve the renewable targets).

The Danish challenge the coming decades in the fiEfenewable eme
gy will include a gradual change of the energy eaysfrom being pr
marily fuel based to being mainly electricity based.elto this overa
planned structural change, continued technokpgeific RES aid will b
needed for years to come. The Danish aid systerslémitricity proda-
tion from RES and cogeneration has always beemtéafy-specific
The system has resulted in a diversity of texdbgies in the expansion
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RES and has also ensured that there have beeniststdlRES- anda:
generation technologies in different parts of thergy system, wherthe
competitive situation in relation to the use ofsibsechnologies is ve
different, partly because of substantial differenicetax levels.

Regarding “aid for less deployed technologies pecaty electricity fron
renewable sources”, the draft guidelines accepoimt 121 technolog
specific support, provided the aid is granted by whfeed-inpremiun
or equivalent market based support.

The Danish authorities propose that this approacless deployed tee
nologies should apply on deployed technologiesek w

The threshold for less deployed technologies

The draft is differentiating between aid for demdyand less deploy
technologies. The criterion is depending on tharetogy share in ete
tricity production reached, and it is suggestethmdraft that a deploy
technology should at least cover [1-3] % of thesgrelectricity prodcr
tion at EU level, before it is considered “deployed

The Danish position is that this threshold shoutdals high as possil
and at least 3 %, considering the concerns on tdaby neutral biddin
processes.

3. Use of cooperative mechanisms for the RES-diregtitiele 7-9

The Danish authorities support the cooperation @m@simsset out il
point 118 in the RES-Directive, as they can sersveaausefultool for
Member States that may not have the same potdatiakeet their RES
obligations within their borders.

The Danish authorities must, however, also empbasiat the use
these instruments should continue to be voluntaryhle Member State
It is considered to be politically unacceptable fufure operating a
schemes are open to be used for investments in dag&eity outsic
Denmark's borders. Political commitment is esséii obtain the nese
sary funding for the green transition. If the u$¢h@se mechanisma &
tender for RES means, that a part of the aid Wwélchanneletb project
outside the country's borders hereby also movimg development
jobs, growth in companies and technology out of thentigui the politica
confidence will be weakened with the result tha RES-objectives ca
not be reached.

In the multilateral meeting concerning the proposedft, which tool
place February 10 201he Commission reassured Member States
the provision on cooperation mechanisms shouldeatad as an inlxo
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untary provision. Accordingly Member States willtrioee imposed anls
ligation to use this provision. In light of this Dmark believe thait
would be appropriate to correct the wording of phavision, so it is clei
that operating aid for RES projects will not bekéd to the use athe
RES-Directive's cooperation mechanisms and thist ¢gtear that thea@
operation mechanisms remain fully voluntamhich Member States m
choose to make use of if appropriate.

4. Monitoring and continuous adjustment of operatand

The draft also sets out a requirement that Memlb&ie$ monitor the
operating aid schemes in a special monitoring nogiThere is aall for
reviews of all systems at least every two yearsaataptation othe aid, i
it is proved that the aid intensity is higher thanat is necessary fahe
requirements of incentive and proportionality etc.

It is not clear from the draft whether this refessState aid schemes
whole or the specific projects, which have beeregia promise of ¢o-
mitment for operating aid.

If it is intended for specific projects, this imgdi that an investarill only
be guaranteed an aid-level for up to two yearsraonto the Danishaid
for offshore wind turbines today via a tender whtre grant periods
typically about 12 years. This could potentiallwesely affect the invge
tors’ incentive to invest in major projects, if thvestors cannot be gua
anteed operating aid for more than up to two yatestime, includinghe
risk of down-regulating aid will increase the intraent costsand thu
increase the need for aid.

If the green transition is to succeed, it is ne@gst implemena numbe
of major projects in order to shift electricity piection to RES. It is ¢r
cial for the implementation of these projects, tihaly are ensured aid af
certain duration.

5. Obligation of publication

The Commission proposes that Member States publssdries of specil
information relating to each aid beneficiary. Thashighly problematic
especially in situations where the aid is granted tax incentives, &
cause the information is considered confidenfidis information is b
national law often covered by the secrecy of théaty in question.

To this must be added that the confidential infdramacould be detr
mental to the company in question if publicized dhalt it isonly the
company itself, who can assess whether the taxm&bon or reseah
information is confidential in its nature. This ptem is avoidedvhen th
Commission publishes its decisions.
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It should also be noted that the general infornmategarding any notifie
aid scheme concerning reductions or exemptions femwironment:
taxes already is published on a public website.

6. Aid in the form of reductions in funding support &ectrigty from

renewable sources (lump sum tax credits)

The Danish authorities consider it positive that dnaft opens up the po
sibility of setting up aid schemes in the form ad & cover the PSO
costs of companies. To ensure the fulfillment & thimate and envire

mental goals of the EU, including the use of RES #re reductiorof

greenhouse gases, it is necessary to continuendicagt expansion ¢

RES. To the extent that the expansion is finangethé usersthe Danis

authorities considers it important to ensure thdtfar payment ofthe

PSO tariff for energy-intensive enterprisesMember States will be

possibility.

The Danish authorities find that aid time form of reductions in fundii
support for electricity from renewable sources $thdae allowed if th
business is electricity-intensive. An “electricitytensive business” sh
mean a business entity, where more thanO{].31Wh as in Sweden
utilised per [1 million] euro value added or whereeletricity is utilise:
for electricity intensive processes such as miogieal and metallurgic
processes, electrolysis and chemical reductionvamelre "value adde
shall mean the total turnover liabto VAT including export sales min
the total purchases liable to VAT including imports

In addition, each member state should be allowechtibse whether
make that reduction conditional on the conclusioragreements betwe
the Member State anthie beneficiary or associations of beneficiarie
achieve at least the same level of environmentaleptions as wou
have been achieved by paying the full PSO-costs.

The EU has committed itself to reducing its enecgpsumption by2C
percent in 2020. The Energy Efficiency Directivewver, deliveronly
17 percent, which is why there is a need for addél measure® delive
the remaining 3 percent. Denmark has geggderiences with providit
aid in the form of energy tax-reductions for companwhich have pr
cess energy, if these companies sign agreemerasergy efficiency.

In this way the company is given a financial incento use certifie
energy management systems and to continue witiagitig energy co-
sumption in the company. As an example of the goqekriences onear
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mention that gardeners who have had an agreenmeahergy efficienc
since the measure was launched in 1996 and up 1t 28ve reduce
their energy consumption by approximately 40 pet ger m2 of gree
house area.

Consequently the Danish authorities recommendth®ainstrumentvith
agreements on energy efficiency improvements shalslol be allowed
use in this area in the future Environmental andrgy Guidelines.

The Danish authorities note that the CommissioitsifiConsultation B-
per" presented in March 2013 announced that it be&isg considere
extending the new Guidelines to coyganting aid for the PSO cost
companies.

The model described in the Commission's draft dimnde has aifferen
definition of which companies can be granted ardd80 costsThe draf
is based on the carbon leakage criteria. Theserieritvouldexclude
number of electricity-intensive companies from #&dpayment of th
PSO tariff, which is regrettable as they might metet thecarbon leakag
criteria, but still have high PSO costs and gredéemtial for energy sa
ings. Carbon leakage businesses do for instancenclode the agridu
tural sector and hence not the gardeners.

The carbon ldeage criteria are not relevant when applied tooma
schemes. Therefore, the Danish authorities corssittet it should &
possible to broaden the criteria, using for instgaaa energy intens
criteria as in Sweden, with a view to take intoaot higher nation:
PSO costs for companies in some member countrissigUithe carbc
leakage criteria means distorting competition betwmember states,
member states have chosen different paths to fendme expansion
RES.This means that the Commission’s current draftgie facto prie
erential treatment to electricity intensive entesps in countries, whe
the expansion of RES is financed over the fiscdgbu This cannot be
the interest of the Commission nor the EU at large

The Danishauthorities have prepared a suggestion for the C@sion
which shows how it may be possible to aid eledyrititensive conmgp
nies. As aid for electricity intensive companieghi@ Danish suggestion
conditioned on the entering of agreements betwieenmtember state a
the beneficiary, aid of this kind is by no meansapen door’ for stat
aid.

The Danish authorities recognize that theredasideration to be ma
with regard to companies subject to the carbondgesriteria, which ar
particularly energy-intensive and subject to ins&ional competitionanc
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therefore particularly sensitive to high energyesxand high PSO
payments. However, it must be noted that theresatlyr existguideline:

for certain state aid measures under the schem#ading greenhous

gas emissions after 2012 (2012 / C 158/04), whsgbrecisely a possibi
ity for Member States to aid these type of compmmn&milarly, the p-

coming PSO scheme could also apply to this categioysinesses.

The Danishauthorities consider, that the funding period ie turren
Environmental Guidelines’ section on aid in thenfoof reductionsin
energy taxes of 10 years without degression isagate, whichthe
Danish authorities recommend also applies to the f8ding.

Finally the Danish authorities note that it is impat thatthe rules o
state aid include granting of aid for energy-inteasndustries’paymen
of PSO-fee.

Regarding lump sum, Denmark finds that it is agating Danish Const
tution to differentiate between different ensers of electricity by usii
lump sum tax credits. Consequently aid in this arasst be given
grants. The Danish authorities therefore urge the@ission to mainta
the current wording and require aid to benefiemto be paid as a lui
sum amount.

7. Investment Aid

According to the draft the maximum level of investmh aidis generall
lowered by 15-40 percentage points. This meanghieashare of coster
environmental improvement projects, which the comypeanrecuperat
are being diminished.

From an investment point of view the loweriofithe intensity will mak
some environmental improvement projects more exper®r compa-
nies. As a consequence these environmental projaéctsot be econom
cally viable and will therefore not be implemented.

It is not consistent with a desire to promote greansition of power -
duction to limit the level of aid and other opparities to provide invds
ment aid for conversion to RES compared to todais both in the cu
rent rules and in the proposed draft already aireopent thatone mus
not provide more aid than what is necessargamplete a project. Tt
requirement prevents individual projects from bemmovercompe-
sated. It is however a fact that some projects meeict aid whiles oth
need less aid to be economically viable.

It is therefore the position of the Danish Authiestthat the current ma
imum percentages for investment aid should remiaiheacurrentevel a:
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a lowering of the percentages is likely to redune number of envirm
mental projects which will be economically viable.

8. Capacity mechanisms

The Commission's draft on capacity mechanisms igxension ofthe
Council Conclusions of June 2013 on capacity meshas The Danis
authorities consider the electricity market as tiilgat instrument for e-
solving issues relating to the relationship betweensumption and pr
duction. Rising electricity prices as a result aék of capacity will no
mally act as an incentive to ensure that new capéacprovided, and ar
tional capacity markets may have anti-competitoesequences.

With the introduction of payments for capacity aisks paying for a-
pacity that could be dispensed with. There nstop of this even mo
transfers between consumers and producers.

It is recognized, however, that security of supgdy be straineduring
certain periods in the electricity markets in paft€urope and the Qo
mission is therefore closely following the develamts and assessi
whether there is a need for new mechanisms, inoudommunitybase:
solutions to ensure the necessary capacity. IEdipacity mechanismese
indispensable, it is crucial that they are desigoeca common, harm
nized EU basis as possible based on the princgdlése internaimarke
and ensuring effective competition.

It is essential to the Danish transmission systéat, there is nothingn-
peding the transmission connections.

9. The possibilities of granting aid for companiestie form of redo
tions or exemptions from environmental taxes

The draft differentiates between taxes levied oergy products used 1
electricity production and other ndrarmonised taxes which mean
the assessment of the necessity of the aid isrélifte(The output tax «
electricity is a harmonised tax atiterefore not included in the taxat
of energy products used for electricity productiolfe Danish auther
ties find that in both situations the assessmernhefecessity of the ¢
should be the same and prefer the assessment nugethtion to othe
non-harmonised taxes.

The assessment used in the draft regarding taxesilen energy pi
ucts used for electricity production is based andarbon leakage crite
which are used in relation to the ETS State Aiddslines. In relation 1
the ETSscheme it is relevant to look at the sector intgrsi trade witl
third countries because the ETS quota price burd@risU producers |
the same way. However when it comes to taxes lestieenergy produc
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used for electricity production and other rtmermonised taxes they .
national taxes which burden the national produdaus,not producers
other Member States or third countries. The releeamparison when
comes to trade intensity is therefore both thirdntoes and other Mua-
ber StatesNational taxes on energy products for electricitgduction
which are noriarmonised, should consequently be treated the say
as other non-harmonised taxes and not be basedrbarncleakage cet
ria, which have been designed for a harmoniseddbidrae.

When it comes to assess the necessity of the aielation to other non
harmonised taxes specific in regard to energy prsdand electricity tf
current guidelines are referring the definitioreokrgyintensive busine:
defined in article 17(1) of Directive 2003/96/EThat definition shoul
also be used in the dratft.

It may also be a problem in relation to tax rulethe tax reductions
support environmentally friendly investments stualassed under spéci
ic sections of these guidelines fdrose technologies such as to sug
energy from renewable sources or cogenerationatfdred power. All tg
rules shall be assed according to the tax rulésamuidelines.



