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DIKEAUME SEHERALE PER G & SICUREPZA R APTRIVVKS ONAMEMTO & i MFRAS™R .. TTURE E*ERGE | IUHE:
Questionnaire for stakeholders involved at strategic level

Introduction to the study

Luder Article 27 of Regulution No 13162013 seuing owt the Conneeting Europe Facihty (CEF). the Eurapean
Commission 15 required. in cooperation with the Member States and benelicianes coneerned. (o prepare an
¢saluation report of the CEF programme to be presented to the European Parliament and the Council no later than
31 Deeember 2017,

The objectives of the mid-term cvaluation are to examine and report on the progress in achicying the objectives of
the programme. the cfficicney of the use of resources. and us Furopean added valuc, in termsg of its horizontal
objecinves and for cach of the 3 CEF scetors: transport. energs and telecommunications, The evaluation will also
help 1o shape the future of the CEF under the next Muluannual Financial Framework beyond 2024,

As Pu C we have been selected to conduct an independent studs comprising infer afier an open public consultation
{including consuitation of CEF stakeholdersy and dedicated inters iows with representatives of European
mstitutions and other kev staheholders involved 1 the implemcalion of the programme,

To this purposc. we shall interview key high-level/institutional and industry stakchalders o obtain
information of value in order o gather sights on the programme.

In this context. we would ke Lo oy olve vou and s our organisation i order to cover energy septorial topics, and
we would ask for vour avaslability Lo hold ananterview in the coming sweeks,

The involvement of the stakcholders through an adequate consultation process is very important to draw relevant
conclusions ol this evaluation. | would therefore be graielul il vou could reply 1o the web-based consultation as
well as cooperale with the wam of consultants in case they make contact with you lor an interview.

1My ou have ans questions regarding this study | please contact the policy officers in charge of the ¢valuation in the
3 Comunssion Directlorates-General concerned: in DG Mobidin and Transport. My Joso Ferreira (1ol +32-2.29
69370; c-mail: joao forreira'g.ce.curopa.cu): in DG Encrev. Ms Beatrice Coda tiel: + 32-2-29 §7484: c-mail:
beatrice.codaid ec gwropa.cu). and in DG Communication Networks. Content and Technology . Ms Erika
Muagonara (lel: +32-2-24 74889; c-mail: erika.magonaraig ce.guropa.cu).

Via Veneto, 33 — 00187 Roma
+39 06 4705 2796
dagsaie segreleria@mise gov.it
WV mise gov it
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QUESTIONS

Relevance

EQL: To what extent are the general, speific, and oporational objectives and activities af the (1 F

Programme refevant to the priorities and needs of the EU 7

1.

What was/is your involvement with CEF?

f represent italy as Member State in the CEF Coordingtion Committee — Eneryy section and in the
Joint Committee with the other two CEF sectors, transport and telecemmunications.

So my role s essentially to express the MS vote in the decisions, mainly related to the approval of the
annual and muiti-annual work programmes, the selection und award of grants for actions and
studies contributing to PUl under the CEF, and similar issues related to the Joint Committee.

CEF-E is supposed to be the instrument supporting TEN-Energy infrastructures development in
the European Union. Which are your needs in this domain and, compared 1o them, to what extent
are they addressed by the CEF-E?

The international energy market has demonstrated, over the past three years, to be subject to
rapid changes unlike whal happened in the past, stressing the relevance of energy security
strategies, so requesting new ones. The energy forecasts often prove to be incorrect, as it
happened in the case of oil prices, influencing the economic cycles.

One of the key issues of energy related to security is the importance of diversification of sources,
suppliers and routes. The need is to increase Lthe [talian energy security through energy projects
(electric and gas related) that can interconnect in a more secure and efficient way our country.

Longed-for il is fundamental that investments in the field of energy must be supported by the EU
budget, the infrustructures issue has a crucial role in building a common market.

In my experience related with the Committee activities, the main efforts have been so far addressed
mainly to those “regions” in which the infrastructures were inadequate and in the light of security of
supply, especially in the 2014 call for grants, or even in order to reduce disparities in social and
economic development across the regions of the £,

{ suggest that would be necessary to consider other aspects such innovation.

Did you experience/addressed barriers to develop physical energy infrastructure in your country?
Did CEF Programme help to overcome those barriers?

Due to the structure of the institutional relation between Central Government and local
Administrations it can occur delays due to the diverse procedures of permitting.

In this light, the provision in Reg. 347/2013 art, 9 that the Member State shall publish a manual of
procedures Jor the permit granting process applicable to projects of common interest it represents an
important support ta overcome bureaucratic barriers.

Do you think CEF-E mission should be updated? (considering developments, e.g. EFSI, Paris
climate agreement). If you believe its mission should be updated, please give details of how.

As stated previously, the CEF-I mission and instrument shall be updated in order to consider other
issues and aspects, such as innovation {more possibility to smart grids, for instance} and in general
the needs of energy systems that are experiencing a large use of renewable, in particular regarding
power generation,
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Moreover, energy projects should take cave of the decarbonisation principles of the cconomy set at
COP 21. For example, we consider that, given the key role of energy efficiency as “first fucl” in
enhancing energy security, decarbonizing our economies, and fostering economic growth, energy
efficiency could be treated as infrastructure, making it an investment priority.

FQ3. To what extent is the present finqocial assistance (qrants, procurement, PSAs, financial instruments)

adeguate to respond to the needs af the secrar and pobey challenges ?
5. Do you have experience with the different support instruments? Which ones?
1 had experience with the grants for studies and for works.

6. To what extent do you consider the support instruments {grants, financial instruments, project
support actions) to be appropriate in addressing the challenges and market failures in the Energy
sector (i.e. to fill in the gaps in commercial viability of the projects)?

As stated before, | can vnly express my opinion regarding the grants instruments, Even if my Member
State so0 far had any recommended for funding project that insist in the ftalian boundaries, we as MS
endorsed others. The grants that IG] Poseidon has received for the studies has heen very useful in
order to explare some possibilities of future projects that will enhance diversification of supply {yas)
and eneryy security.

Effectiveness
EQWl Would the estabiisbment of an Eauity instrament pre caiovant gnd necessary for CEF £ programmes 2 i}

5O, Jor wihuch types of projects ?

7. To what extent do you think an Equity [nstrument is necessary and appropriate in the
implementation of the CEF Energy programme? For which types of projects?

Probably yes. Equity investments in the stake of the Joint venture company set up for the specific
infrastructural gas projects.

FOb: How daes the setting wo of the £V affect the {F107

8. Have the adoption of the [nvestinent Plan for Europe and the establishment of EFSlin 2015
affected the level of achievement of the CEF programme ebjectives?
Related to my Committee activity { can register of course that an amount of the initial budget for
Energy has been redirected to EFSI programme; even though it doesn’t affect the achievement of the
CEF’s objectives, even because that amount it will be utilized for energy infrastructure prajects
among others type of.

FOOTE Towhui vatent gnid ooy oy CFF quivieved ity gonena nned sectorani abiey hyes

9. I[nyouropinion, to what extent outputs and resulits of the CEF programme so far contribute to:
a. [ncreasing competitiveness by promoting the further integration of the internal
energy market and the interoperability of electricity and gas networks across borders;
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b. Enhancing Union security of energy supply;

¢. Contributing to sustainable development and protection of the environment, inter alia
by the integration of energy [rom renewable sources into the transmission network,
and by the development of smart energy networks and carbon dioxide networks.

Regard ta the objectives a) and b} I think that the CEF programme is quite well appropriate. [ can
also appreciate what have been done regarding the security of supply, especially after the Russian-
Ukraine crisis of 2014.

For what concern the objective ¢}, some adjustment are required, or gtherwise to project a different
tool, event within the CEF programme.

In fact, there is a need to find optimal solutions related to the integration of renewable, in
particular the variables ones, in the system, as they are becoming a major energy source and
fundamental for the decarbonization process. Moreover these solutions have to be analyzed in the
light of sccurity of the network, of the resilience of the electricity system, and taking into
consideration the role of slorages, smart grids and prosumets, and CEF programmc can have an
important role on it

£Q16! Are there any fuciars thot have affected the prptementation of the programme s teeions of

arhsevement of resaits 2 Viuch ones ! How can they be wildressed #

10. Were there any unintended/unexpected effects of the CEF programme and if so what is the
magnitude of those effects? (i.e. factors that affected the implementation of the programme)

EQ17: To whar extent huas CFF funding cortribmted (o the U poficy (o devote atjeast 210 of the 0 funding

to citenate action ohyectives? (Recital 8 uf the CFE Regedulgn)

11. In your opinion, is CEF contributing to the climate action, including with regard to COZ emissions
and climate-relevant spending?
Of course It contributes, just considering that the building of new infrastructures will be made with
the last efficient and sustainable techhiques and materials.
Even if there are specific EU instruments devoted to innovation, in my opinfon new technumqw& -
especially the clean ones - should have more consideration.

FEMIE: T what extent ore both the cesills of the frvilised actons gad, more Joagenerat, the CRE pragramme,

being properly ifisseminated bo stakefoiders upd the pahiie?

12. To what extent do you believe information about the activities of the CEF programme and the
results achieved so far is properly disseminated to stakeholders, institutions and the public?

The results and the activities ol the CEF programme are not enouph disseminated to the
stakeholders and to the public opinion, that is more concerned aboutl energy security and
sustainability of the economies. Therefore it could be addressed by a media campaign, and it
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should be to evaluate if the EU Delegations could be involved in organizing specific information

13.

sessions on CEF programmes and its resuits to be addressed to interested local stakeholders,

Do you think that a larger communication program should be necessary to enhance awareness
about CEF programme?

YES, mainly for the public opinion in order to have more closc relations with the final consumer.

Efficiency

£Q2: To what extent are the size of budlget and the funding conditions for the CEF programmes appropripte

arrd praporhongte to what the programme s sel out 1o achieve?

14.

15.

16.

Do you think the available budget committed in the CEF Regulation and the wark programmes to
be proportionate to the objectives the programme is set to achieve?

So far ! think that the available budget is quite adequate, Laking into consideration that several PCI
are still not mature enough in order to have chances of award a grant. During Lhese 3 years the
majority of projects were submitted in different calls.

Do you think the funding rates applied by the CEF regulation are proportionate to the
objectives the programme is set to achieve?

Are the funding rates appropriate?

EQ8. To what extertt ure the CFF gevernume mivcharisms und simaagernent bovhes appraneiate. efficionr,

and well functioning

7.

18.

According ta your experience, are the CEF governance mechanisms and management bedics
appropriate, efficient, and well-functioning?

Having in consideration that my activity mainly overlap with the Coordination Committee tasks, |
think that the management bodies are appropriate bul they luck in coordination and in a clear
communication that can provide an exhaustive picture to everyone of what is the main policy path.
Mareover, albeit efforts have been made, the coordination between the Enerygy Secltion and the
Transport one was not enough efficient in designing the “Joint call” which was quite impossibfe to
promote among promoters for the absence of aligninent between the averafl concepts of CEF-F and
CEF-T

The application process for CEF funding foresees the Member States to act as coilector of the
applications of the beneficiaries: to what extent do you consider this pracedure to be efficient?
Please describe how it could be improved.

FOII0: A the adrninistrative costs of the pnpicowstaton of e CEF graportioned tg the resuits onhivwed 7

10.

Are the administrative costs of the implementation of the CEF proportional to the results achieved,
especially in the energy sector?

{ can not give a proper answer because | never had evidence of the total amount of administrative
cost.

Regarding the cost of the Coordination Committee [ think that it is possible to cut part if we consider
that in major cases the discussivn can be done even electronically/web hase modality. In fact the
main task is to vote, or better say to accept or not the full packet of projects/uctions submitted; there
is few debate about single projects.
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LQ13 1o what extent has biending of CHF grants and Rinangiaf estraments (CEE i} and the finone!

—

instruments under { -S| been effective in financing transpartfene gy nrojects ?

20. For CEF Energy, how could the use of such financial instruments be made more effective (please
detail your answer)?

Coherence
FO7: How coherent and complementury s the CtF with ather £U policy obyectives/other KU poiiey

mterventions?

21, To what extent is the CEF programme aligned and complementary with relevant EU instruments
and programmes with similar objectives such as European Structural and Investment Funds
(ESIF), EFSI, or Horizon 20207 To what extent do you believe these instruments to be
complcmentary with CEF and to contribute to achieve the same results?

292, Please, indicate to what extent the CEF Energy objectives and prioritlies correspond to those
interventions set at national level and to what extent CEF-E is playing/can play a rolc in
funding/financing energy infrastructure which no other national/EU instrument can play, both in
your Counlry and abroad (as far as you are concerned)?

EQL2: What ewidence exists of synevgies between the 3 CEF secters and how have they been fostered o1 the

progrumme imalermentotion ?

23. To which extent the synergies between transport, energy and telecommunications sectors have
been properly addressed, also in the programme management? What could be improved?

EU added value
EQLE Whatis the £U Added Value compared to whot couidd be achieved by the private sector, by Member
Stotes ot notional apd/or reqronai ievels or ot wternatioma fevel 215 there stdi o need to continue (Ft

funding ot Ell levei? i so, why?

24. To what extent does the CEF programme promote transnational cooperation and generate

economies of scale (promoting further integration of internal energy market through development
of energy networks across borders)?
CEF has a role as a promoter of the transnational cooperation, often difficult to create without a
specific financial instrument. Economies of scale and energy market integration are the logic
consequence of that transhorder cooperation. Another important clement of such a cooperation is
the increase of energy security among EU Countries,

25, In your opinion, where do you think the unicity of CEF Energy lies? Can you provide a description
of the sound advantages in using CEF Programme funds rather than other support schemes for
trans-European energy networks?

The unicity relies on have a global picture of EU enerqy network and related infrastructures and the
possibility to act taking into account the entire system. Moreover | think that is a fundamentai tool to
progressively harmonize the market, both in « functional and commercial ways.

And finally the percentage of funding are quite relevant and fiundamental in achieving (he final
infrastructure.
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