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SESSION SUMMARY: 

 This session will focus on the use of evaluation to set targets and develop policy; two papers 
review developments in the design and evaluation of European policy on energy efficiency and the 
associated targets while the third describes the use of evaluation in Korea to compare the value for 
money of a range of energy efficiency programmes. 

The session will be of interest to evaluators and policy makers. Our three presenters will 
consider a range of key issues; particularly: 

 Using evaluations to design and develop programmes and policy 
 Design of evaluations to be robust yet practical to implement 
 Dealing with the interaction between programmes 
 Measuring impacts and savings 

Our first paper looks at the evaluation of the European Union’s Energy Services and 
Combined Heat and Power Directives and the formulation of the proposed new Energy Efficiency 
Directive. It describes the standard evaluation methodology and how it was enhanced to deal with the 
interaction between programmes. It describes the challenges that were encountered in the course of 
the evaluation and how they were addressed. 

The second paper builds on the experience of evaluating European programmes to inform the 
design of a binding energy efficiency target for Europe in order that it would achieve the aims 
effectively and to ensure that evaluation would be feasible. The paper considers design options; how 
targets should be expressed; the interaction with other policies and the flexibility provided for 
member states. 

Our third paper reports on how a proven evaluation methodology has been implemented in 
Korea to allow policy makers to compare subsidy programmes providing a subsidy for the 
installation of energy efficient lighting, transformers and variable speed drives along with an energy 
welfare programme. The costs and benefits are explored from the perspective of participants, the 
utility, programme administrator and on a total resources basis. 
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