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Under Article 6 of Protocol No 2 on the application of the principles of subsidiarity and 
proportionality, any national parliament may, within eight weeks from the date of 
transmission of a draft legislative act, send the Presidents of the European Parliament, the 
Council and the Commission a reasoned opinion stating why it considers that the draft in 
question does not comply with the principle of subsidiarity.

Under Parliament’s Rules of Procedure the Committee on Legal Affairs is responsible for 
compliance with the subsidiarity principle.

Please find attached, for information, a reasoned opinion by the Riksdag of the Kingdom of 
Sweden on the above-mentioned proposal.
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ANNEX

Reasoned opinion by the Riksdag of the Kingdom of Sweden

The Commission proposal for a directive on energy efficiency (COM(2011) 370) has an 
important purpose, namely to ensure that the EU’s objective of achieving energy savings of 
20% by 2020 is attained. From Sweden’s point of view, measures to promote the efficient use 
of energy are also an important way of attaining overall objectives of energy policy, such as 
reduced greenhouse gas emissions, greater security of supply and greater competitiveness. 
The proposal for a directive is very wide-ranging, and includes various proposed measures 
which are far-reaching. As, according to the Commission’s forecasts, there is a risk that the 
aforementioned objective may not be attained, the Riksdag is not in principle unsympathetic 
to the Commission's decision to propose new and more far-reaching measures.

However, it is not conducive to successful efforts to improve energy efficiency that a number 
of the measures included in the proposal for a directive are not compatible with the 
subsidiarity principle. In the Riksdag’s view, it would not be right to accept detailed 
administrative control from the EU level which does not permit solutions tailored to local and 
regional circumstances in the interests of cost-effective attainment of objectives. Nor can it be 
acceptable that a proposal for a directive which as a whole is deemed to ‘respect’ the 
subsidiarity principle should at the same time be permitted to comprise sections where that 
principle has not been satisfactorily respected. This applies, for example, to the requirement of 
harmonised and quantified rates of building renovation for publicly owned buildings and the 
requirement that national heating and cooling plans should be taken as a framework for 
physical planning.
All in all – inter alia in the light of the examination of the application of the subsidiarity 
principle in this proposal described in Report 2011/12:NU8 of the Committee on Industry and 
Trade – the Riksdag does not consider the proposal for a directive to be compatible with the 
subsidiarity principle.


