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Introduction
Following the policy ambition set out by the European Green Deal for the EU to become a climate neutral economy by 2050, transport emissions have to
decrease by 90% by that year. Fuels decarbonisation and the deployment of adequate alternative fuels infrastructure are key necessities in this context.
Forecasts foresee a strong increase of market uptake, particularly of alternative fuels road vehicles, post 2020. Recharging and refuelling infrastructure needs to
be ready to meet the demand for sustainable alternative fuels in all modes of transport. A lack of interoperable, easy-to-use infrastructure for recharging and
refuelling those vehicles, and vessels, should not become a barrier and slow-down market uptake.
An uncoordinated introduction of alternative fuels infrastructure policies in the Member States can lead to fragmentation of market action and a lack of security
for long-term public and private investment in vehicle and fuel technologies. Directive 2014/94/EU on deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure (AFID) was
adopted in 2014 to ensure a common framework of measures for the deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure in Member States. The central means are
national policy frameworks that Member States had to adopt in 2016. Moreover, the Directive sets technical specifications for the interoperability of infrastructure.
However, alternative fuels infrastructure is not available evenly across the EU. Member States’ national policy frameworks under Directive 2014/94/EU show, on
average, a lack of ambition to ensure adequate rollout and easy cross-border usability in the critical period post 2020.
The European Commission is inviting the public and stakeholders to express their opinion and share information on the impact of the existing Directive as well as
on possible measures and potential impacts of its revision. Information received in this consultation will support the evaluation and the Impact Assessment that
the European Commission is currently carrying out. Respondents are welcome to expand on their answers in the text boxes foreseen for this purpose. At the end
of the questionnaire, it is also possible to upload supporting evidence documents to complement the contribution.
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* Language of my contribution
Italian

* I am giving my contribution as
Non-governmental organisation (NGO)

* First name
Valeria

* Surname
MAGNOLFI

* Email (this won't be published)
valeria.magnolfi@gmail.com

* Organisation name
255 character(s) maximum
Elettricità Futura

* Organisation size
Small (10 to 49 employees)

Transparency register number
255 character(s) maximum
Check if your organisation is on the transparency register (http://ec.europa.eu/transparencyregister/public/homePage.do?redir=false&locale=en). It's a voluntary database for organisations seeking to
influence EU decision-making.
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* Country of origin
Please add your country of origin, or that of your organisation.

Italy

* Publication privacy settings
The Commission will publish the responses to this public consultation. You can choose whether you would like your details to be made public or to remain anonymous.

Anonymous
Only your type of respondent, country of origin and contribution will be published. All other personal details (name, organisation name and size,
transparency register number) will not be published.
Public
Your personal details (name, organisation name and size, transparency register number, country of origin) will be published with your contribution.
I agree with the personal data protection provisions (https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/specific-privacy-statement_en)

Citizens experience with Alternative Fuels Infrastructure
1. Do you own or regularly drive an alternatively fueled vehicle?
Yes, an electric car
Yes, a vehicle running on natural gas
Yes, other (please specify)
No
2. Do you have difficulties finding alternative fuels infrastructure to recharge/refuel your vehicle?
Yes, on a regular basis
Sometimes
Seldom
Never
No opinion
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3. In case you have difficulties finding recharging/refueling infrastructure, what are the main underlying problems?
There is not sufficient infrastructure in urban areas
There is not sufficient infrastructure along highways and other large interurban roads
There is not sufficient infrastructure in rural areas
Even if there is infrastructure, I have trouble identifying where they are located
Other (please specify)
4. In case you do not own an alternatively fueled vehicle, would you buy one, if you were certain that there was sufficient recharging or refueling infrastructure
available?
Yes
Maybe
No, the price for alternatively fueled vehicles is too high
No, the technology is not yet mature
No, the vehicles on the market are not attractive enough
Questions 5 – 9 concern electro-mobility only
5. When you recharge your electric-vehicle, do you feel well informed in advance on the price you will have to pay for the charging service?
Yes, on a regular basis
Sometimes
Seldom
Never
I don't know
6. The directive already requires that users can pay ad hoc at the recharging point. However, in practice, many different payment options have developed
throughout Europe. How often do you face difficulties when trying to pay?
On a regular basis
Sometimes
Seldom
Never
I don't know
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7. If you believe that a common payment method should be available at all publicly accessible recharging points, please indicate which payment option should
be available?
Cash Payment (coins / cash payment terminal)
Payment by debit card / credit card (card payment terminal or contactless payment)
Payment by Smartphone / Banking App without the need to download a specific app from the operator of that recharging-point
Payment by specific app from the operator of that recharging-point
Other (please specify)
There is no need for a common payment method
8. Do you believe that roaming (payment through the user’s electro-mobility service provider) should be available at every publicly accessible recharging point?
Yes
No
I don't know
9. Do you have any general comment on using alternative fuels infrastructure that you would like to share?
500 character(s) maximum

The following questions of the consultation are open to all participants, but address particularly expert views and require more detailed and technical input.

General assessment of the Directive’s relevance and scope (questions related to the evaluation)
The Alternative Fuels Infrastructure Directive aims at a coordinated approach for the roll out of alternative fuels infrastructure in Member States by means of
setting obligatory requirements for the development of national policy frameworks. Member States had to outline national targets, objectives and supporting
actions for the deployment of such infrastructure that should be coordinated and coherent at EU level. Common technical specifications adopted under that
Directive should support this approach.
1. In your view, how relevant is a policy on alternative fuels infrastructure at EU level as established by the Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Directive to support the
uptake of alternative fuels?
Very relevant
Relevant
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/printcontribution?code=c35add06-b000-4bab-a96f-e9e5e0a8219e
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Less relevant
Not relevant
No opinion
2. Currently, the Directive covers electricity, hydrogen, biofuels, synthetic and parafinic fuels, compressed natural gas (CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG) and
liquefied petroleum gas (LPG) as main alternative transport fuels. In your view, is this scope still appropriate in the context of the long-term objective of the
European Green Deal to reduce transport emissions by 90% by 2050?
It is fully appropriate
It is appropriate
It is rather not appropriate
It is not appropriate
No opinion
In case you answered "It is rather not appropriate" or "It is not appropriate", can you please indicate why?
Some fuels are missing (please specify)
Some fuels are not relevant anymore (please specify)
Other (please specify)
Please specify "Other"
La revisione della Direttiva dovrebbe stabilire un framework che valorizzi adeguatamente tutte le soluzioni per la
mobilità sostenibile – tramite lo sviluppo delle relative infrastrutture - che possono contribuire alla riduzione emissiva
sia nel breve che nel medio lungo termine.

3. Currently the Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Directive covers alternative fuels infrastructure for road and shipping. In your view, is this appropriate?
the Directive should also cover rail infrastructure
the Directive should also cover airport infrastructure for ground movements (e.g. vehicles for transport of passenger or for supporting taxying of aircraft etc.
)
Other (please specify)
the Directive already covers all relevant transport modes
No opinion
Please specify
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/printcontribution?code=c35add06-b000-4bab-a96f-e9e5e0a8219e
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Senza nessuna controindicazione per gli altri settori di trasporto, la direttiva potrebbe coprire anche l'ambito
aeroportuale per quanto concerne i movimenti a terra (navette passeggeri o movimenti sulla pista - cd taxi - degli stessi
aerei, servizi di approvvigionamento, etc.).

4. The Alternative Fuels Infrastructure Directive currently requires from Member States to establish “National Policy Frameworks” (NPFs). Within this framework,
Member States have to develop targets and objectives for the deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure, based on an assessment by the Member States of
national, regional or EU-wide demand. In your view, are the NPFs the right instrument to ensure the development of a coherent infrastructure network throughout
the EU?
They are the right policy instrument
They are the right instrument but the provisions in the directive are not prescriptive enough to avoid diverging interpretation and application by Member
States. The provisions in the directive should therefore be strengthened
They are only partly sufficient. Additional/complementary instruments would be needed to avoid diverging interpretation and application by Member States
They are not the right instrument because they are not sufficiently stringent. Therefore they should be replaced by alternative, more stringent instruments
They are not the right instrument and should be abandoned without being replaced by alternative instruments
No opinion
Please explain briefly your answer in particular what additional/complementary/alternative instruments you would suggest.
500 character(s) maximum
Per sviluppare la mobilità a emissioni 0 il piano nazionale deve porre target minimi vincolanti per tutti i fuel
sostenibili in particolare i punti di ricarica pubblici slow, fast e ultrafast, come nella proposta originale del 2013 che
stabiliva anche il rapporto annuale max tra veicoli elettrici sul mercato e punti di ricarica pubblicamente accessibili.
Inoltre la Direttiva deve applicare il principio in base al quale ogni MS deve definire tariffe elettriche specifiche per
la mobilità elettrica

5. Currently the Alternative Fuel Infrastructure Directive addresses publicly accessible fuels infrastructure only. Should it also address infrastructure not
accessible to the public?
It should cover all infrastructure, publicly accessible and not publicly accessible
It should cover publicly accessible infrastructure only, with distinction required between public infrastructure on public grounds and publicly accessible
infrastructure on private grounds (“Semi public” infrastructure)
The current scope (publicly accessible fuels infrastructure only) is fine
Other (please specify)
No opinion
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6. The Alternative Fuels Infrastructure Directive currently requires from Member States to ensure that relevant, consistent and clear information is made available
to consumers/users as regards those motor vehicles which are fueled with alternative fuels. Such information has to be made available in motor vehicle
manuals, at refueling and recharging points, on motor vehicles and in motor vehicle dealerships in their territory (Article 7). In your view, are the current
provisions in AFID effective in ensuring that consumers/users receive relevant, consistent and clear information on the compatibility of their vehicle engine/model
with the alternative fuels/recharging options available at each refueling/recharging point?
These provisions in the directive are effective
These provisions in the directive are only partly or not at all effective and additional/complementary provisions are needed
The directive is not the right instrument and corresponding provisions should be replaced by more effective instrument(s)
The directive is not the right instrument and corresponding provisions should be abandoned without being replaced by alternative instruments
No opinion
Please explain briefly your answer.
500 character(s) maximum

Main problems
1. A rapid uptake of alternatively fuelled vehicles and vessels is expected in the next decade. For example, the European Green Deal considers it likely that by
2025 around 13 million zero and low emission vehicles will circulate on roads. In your view, are the National Policy Frameworks the adequate instrument to
ensure that a sufficient number of publicly accessible infrastructure will be deployed over the next decade?
Fully
adequate

Adequa
te

Rather not
adequate

Not
adequate

I don't
know

Electric rechargers for cars and light duty vehicles in urban/suburban
agglomerations
Electric rechargers for cars and light duty vehicles along the main
highways
Electric rechargers for trucks / heavy duty vehicles in urban/suburban
agglomerations
Electric rechargers for trucks / heavy duty vehicles along the main
highways
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/printcontribution?code=c35add06-b000-4bab-a96f-e9e5e0a8219e
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Electric rechargers for busses
CNG refuelling stations in urban/suburban agglomerations
CNG refuelling stations along the main highways
LNG refuelling stations at maritime ports
LNG refuelling stations at inland ports
LNG refuelling stations along the main highways
Hydrogen refuelling stations in urban/suburban agglomerations
Hydrogen refuelling stations along the main highways
On Shore Power Supply in inland waterway ports
On Shore Power Supply in maritime ports

2. In your opinion, do users of electric vehicles face problems when it comes to payments when charging their vehicles at re-charging points operated by an
entity with which the user does not have a contract?
Yes, frequently
Sometimes
Seldom
Never
I don't know
3. In your view and experience, is the information that is currently provided on location, availability, etc. of re-charging and re-fuelling points sufficient to cover the
needs of the user?
Information to users is fully sufficient
Information to users is largely sufficient
Information to users is rather insufficient
Information to users is insufficient
I don't know
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4. The Commission assessment of the national policy frameworks developed under the Directive shows a variety of approaches to setting targets, objectives and
supportive actions. Please indicate to what extent do you agree with the following observations?
F
ull
y
a
gr
e
e

Lar
gel
y
agr
ee

Rat
her
disa
gree

Comp
letely
disagr
ee

N
o
op
ini
on

"There is uneven and insufficient deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure within a Member State because the
Directive does not specify in sufficient detail the requirements for the roll out of alternative fuels infrastructure, with
respect to the required number and technical requirements."
"There is uneven and insufficient deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure across Member States because the
Directive does not ensure that Member States cooperate with stakeholders and with other Member States to deliver a
sufficiently dense and interoperable network throughout the EU."
"Users cannot easily recharge or refuel their vehicles/vessels throughout the EU because the directive does not
ensure a uniform approach towards the use of alternative fuel infrastructure and subsequent payments."

5. In your view, are there are other causes of the limited impact of the Directive? Please explain.
1,000 character(s) maximum
Crediamo che la Direttiva dovrebbe contemplare la necessità di punti di ricarica su tutta la rete, estendendo l'uso dei
finanziamenti (e.g. fondi CEF) allo sviluppo di progetti sull'intera rete TEN-T.

6. Are there other aspects you would like to underline regarding the functioning and/or impact of Directive 2014/94/EU? Are there issues that could be simplified?
1,000 character(s) maximum

Policies
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This section aims at identifying potential policy measures to overcome identified problems related to the uptake of alternative fuels.
1. In your opinion, how important is it to revise the following parts of the Alternative Fuels Infrastructure Directive?
Very
important

Import
ant

Less
important

Not
important

I don't
know

Scope with respect to fuels addressed in the directive
Scope with respect to transport modes addressed in the directive
Provisions on ensuring an appropriate infrastructure coverage
Provisions on monitoring and reporting
Provisions on interoperability and user information
Provisions on technical specifications
Provisions on market access
Provisions on interlinkages between the electric vehicles and their infrastructure and
electricity markets

Targets to achieve a coherent network
2. Right now, Member States are obliged to establish targets for the roll out of alternative fuels infrastructure through their national policy frameworks. However,
those national targets are being set without using a common methodology. In your view, how useful are mandatory deployment targets for Member States that
are derived by using a common methodology to ensure a coherent minimum alternative fuels infrastructure roll out in the following areas:
Very useful

Useful

Less useful

Not useful

No opinion

Electricity for cars & vans
Electricity for heavy duty vehicles
Electricity for busses
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Electricity for inland waterway
Electricity for short-sea shipping
Hydrogen for cars & vans
Hydrogen for heavy duty vehicles
Hydrogen for inland waterway
Hydrogen for short-sea shipping
CNG for cars & vans
LNG for heavy duty vehicles
LNG for inland navigation
LNG for maritime vessels
On shore power supply at inland waterway ports
On shore power supply at maritime ports
Hydrogen for rail
Electricity for aviation ground movement
Electricity for port service provisions (pilotage, towage, cargo handling equipment)

Please explain your answer.
1,000 character(s) maximum
Per facilitare l'attuazione della Direttiva, andrebbe lasciata la possibilità di pianificare i target agli stati membri.

Reply to questions 3-10 only in case you believe that mandatory deployment targets are useful for at least some of the above mentioned areas.
3. In your view, should such mandatory targets be applicable throughout the whole transport network or only for specific parts of it?
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/printcontribution?code=c35add06-b000-4bab-a96f-e9e5e0a8219e
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Applicable to the TEN-T core network (including the most important transport connections and nodes in the EU represented by the core network corridors
(railway lines, roads, inland waterways, maritime shipping routes, ports, airports and railroad terminals)
Applicable to the TEN-T core and comprehensive network (covering important transport connections and notes in all EU regions)
Applicable throughout the whole transport network
Other (please specify)
4. In your view, who should set mandatory deployment targets?
Member States under national law but following a common European methodology set out in EU legislation
European legislation to set binding targets for Member Sates following a common methodology
Other (please specify)
5. In your view, which power should be required in case of mandatory targets for publicly accessible recharging infrastructure for passenger cars and light duty
vehicles along the TEN-T network?
50 kW
100 kW
150 kW
350 kW
Other (please specify)
Please specify
50 kW DC dovrebbe essere la potenza minima per la ricarica veloce nei nodi urbani, mentre 150 kW potrebbe avere più
diffusione in ambienti extra urbani o strade secondarie. Infine, 350 kW sarà la potenza di ricarica più diffusa sulle vie
di comunicazione principali e le autostrade. In ogni caso, punti di ricarica AC a bassa potenza dovrebbero essere la
soluzione ottimale per i luoghi deputati alla sosta prolungata.

6. In your view, which power should be required in case of mandatory targets for publicly accessible recharging infrastructure for heavy duty vehicles along the
TEN-T network?
350 kW
1000 kW
>1000 kW
Other (please specify)
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7. In your view, which power should in case of mandatory requirements shall apply for onshore power supply in maritime ports of the TEN-T network?
>100 kW
>500 kW
>1 MW
Other (please specify)
>1 MW for what types of vessels?
Navi traghetto Roll-on/roll-off, navi container e da crociera

8. In your view, which alternative fuel should - in case of mandatory targets - port service providers (pilotage, towage, cargo handling equipment) have to offer in
ports of the TEN-T network?
Electricity
Hydrogen
LNG
CNG
LPG
Other (please specify)
Any of the above, chosen freely by the port service provider
9. In In your view, which power should - in case of mandatory targets - be required for recharging infrastructure for inland waterways vessels along the TEN-T
network?
350 kW
1000 kW
>1000 kW
Battery swapping technology
Other (please specify)
10. In your view, how could the compliance with mandatory targets be best monitored?
Through reporting of public authorities in Member States to the EU
Through direct monitoring of infrastructure roll out at EU level
Other (please specify)
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Other deployment measures for publicly accessible and non publicly accessible recharging points
11. Do you believe that owners of an electric vehicle should be entitled to have a re-charging point installed in their neighborhood?
Yes
No
No opinion
12. How useful would you consider the following measures to facilitate and accelerate the development of recharging points not accessible to the public (such as
private re-charging points in apartment buildings, offices, etc.)?
Very
usef
ul

U
se
ful

Rather
not
useful

Not
usef
ul

No
opini
on

Mandatory installation of recharging points in car parks of non-residential buildings (e.g. office buildings) that
go beyond existing provisions in the Energy Efficiency for Buildings Directive
Mandatory installation of recharging points in apartment buildings
Right for individuals who rent an apartment/garage to install recharging points
Right for individuals who own an apartment to install recharging points in apartment buildings
Other

Please comment
1,000 character(s) maximum

Interoperability
Technical Specifications
In order to ensure technical interoperability between vehicles/vessels and the infrastructure throughout Europe, the directive already sets certain technical
specifications, e.g. with respect to socket outlets at recharging points, and enables the Commission to adopt secondary legislation with respect to technical
specifications.
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/printcontribution?code=c35add06-b000-4bab-a96f-e9e5e0a8219e
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13. Do you believe that further mandatory technical requirements/standards are required to ensure full interoperability of infrastructure and services across
Europe?
Yes
No
No opinion
14. If "yes" to the previous question, in which areas would technical requirements/ standards be needed?
Physical interfaces between vehicles/vessels and the infrastructure
Identification and authentication of electric vehicles
E-roaming protocols
Interface to energy networks and / or building management systems to enable electric vehicles to provide electricity back to the grid
Communication security
Others
No opinion
Please explain briefly your answer
1,000 character(s) maximum
I requisiti tecnici sarebbero utili per quanto riguarda la comunicazione dei sistemi di gestione delle stazioni di
ricarica, in particolare nella standardizzazione delle comunicazioni tra i sistemi di gestione delle stazioni di ricarica
e i sistemi IT di ottimizzazione del servizio.

User Information
15. In your view, should EU legislation ensure that certain information on alternative fuels infrastructure is made available to the user by digital means (e.g.
through an app)?
Yes
No
No opinion
16. If you replied yes to the previous question, which information should be provided?
Location of re-charging/re-fueling points
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/printcontribution?code=c35add06-b000-4bab-a96f-e9e5e0a8219e
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Operator of recharging/refueling points
Opening hours Refueling / recharging prices
Type of re-charging/re-fueling points (e.g. max. power of a recharging point, installed capacity of a recharging station, available connector type, e.g. CCS))
Compatibility of re-charging/re-fueling points with the user’s engine/car model
Comparable (e.g. €/100km) refueling / recharging prices of different fuels
Real Time Availability of recharging/refueling points
Accessibility for persons with disabilities
Other (please specify)
17. In your view, should the EU legislation ensure that certain information is made available to the user by physical means?
Yes
No
No opinion
19. In your view, how often are the prices charged at publicly accessible re-charging points clearly identifiable?
Always
Sometimes
Seldom
Never
I don't know
20. Currently many different concepts and price components exist to price electric recharging services, e.g. initial fee, time fee, kWh fee, possibly roaming fee.
Should there be a harmonization of the display of recharging fees required at EU level?
Yes
No
I don't know
21. In your view, where should information on the refueling/re-charging price be displayed?
At the refueling/re-charging station
In every app that provides information on charging infrastructure
In every vehicle information system
Other (please specify)
https://ec.europa.eu/eusurvey/printcontribution?code=c35add06-b000-4bab-a96f-e9e5e0a8219e
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Please specify
I clienti che sottoscrivono un contratto con un EMSP possono visualizzare il prezzo di ricarica nell'apposita app. Per
questo crediamo che l'informazione sul prezzo di ricarica dovrebbe essere visibile presso la stazione di ricarica in caso
il cliente non abbia un contratto EMSP.

Semi Public chargers
Currently the Directive only distinguishes between publicly accessible and non publicly accessible recharging infrastructure (private infrastructure located in
apartment buildings or offices). However, some publicly accessible infrastructure is not located on public grounds along roads but on private property, e.g.
chargers on supermarket parking lots, hotels or private car parks. It is being debated if such “semi public” infrastructure would need to be defined separately in a
revision of the Directive. On that basis “semi public” infrastructure could be exempted from fulfilling some minimum requirements applicable to publicly accessible
infrastructure.
22. On the possible exemption of recharging points from certain minimum requirements, to what extent, do you agree with the following statements?
Stron
gly
agre
e

A
gr
e
e

Rath
er
disag
ree

Stron
gly
disagr
ee

No
opi
nio
n

Re-charging points that are located on private properties to which access can be restricted by the owner (such as
charging points located on supermarket car parks, hotels, etc.) should be exempted from certain minimum
requirements
Recharging points where the recharging service is free of charge should be exempted from certain minimum
requirements
All publicly accessible recharging points should fulfil all minimum requirements

Are there any other re-charging points that should be exempted from certain minimum requirements? Please explain.
500 character(s) maximum
I requisiti minimi dei punti di ricarica devono comprendere il collegamento ad un database pubblico che mappi tutte le
colonnine ad accesso pubblico; il roaming con le altre infrastrutture e accesso su basi non discriminatorie a tutti i
clienti (possibilità pagamento contestuale e senza registrazione)
Solo i punti di ricarica privati (ad esempio presso una struttura alberghiera o un ufficio) possono essere esentati dai
requisiti minimi di interoperabilità.
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23. In case you believe that some recharging points should be exempted from fulfilling some minimum requirements, which requirements should those be?
Location and other static information
Availability, and other dynamic information
Information on re-charging prices
Ad hoc payment functions
Interoperability requirements with regards to the physical interface
Interoperability requirements with regards to communication protocols
Other (please specify)

Market Access (e-mobility markets)
24. In your view, are there currently problems that e-mobility service providers face when they want to offer their services on charging points that are operated by
a third party?
Yes
No
I don't know
If you answered yes, please explain.
500 character(s) maximum
La ricarica è un servizio complesso, di cui l’energia elettrica rappresenta solo una parte. Questo punto è soggetto a
interpretazioni eterogenee nei diversi MS, che possono implicare barriere e impedire agli operatori di sviluppare il
business su scala internazionale. La Direttiva deve ribadire il concetto di servizio già previsto per la ricarica pubblica
ed estenderlo anche al caso delle infrastrutture non accessibili al pubblico.

25. In your view, should policy measures be introduced at the EU level to provide for the following as regards to market access for service providers?
All e-mobility service providers should be allowed to offer their services at any charge-point free of charge
All e-mobility service providers should be allowed to offer their services at any charge-point for a fee set by the legislator
All e-mobility service providers should be allowed to offer their services at any charge-point at a non-discriminatory price set by the charge point operator
Other measures (please specify)
No additional regulation required at the EU level
No opinion
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Integration of electro-mobility into the electricity system
26. In your view, which policy measures listed below are essential to ensure that the efficient integration of electro mobility into the electricity system is possible
and fully aligned with the electricity market rules?
Mandatory requirement for all publicly accessible recharging points (existing and new) to be equipped with smart metering systems
Mandatory requirement for newly installed publicly accessible recharging points to be equipped with smart metering systems
Mandatory requirement for newly installed publicly accessible recharging points to have smart charging functionalities, such as the ability to react to price
and grid signals, respond to local renewable electricity generation and the ability to be controlled
Mandatory requirements for charging points not accessible to the public to have smart charging functionalities
Mandatory interoperability requirements for the communication between the electric vehicle and the recharging point to enable smart charging
Mandatory interoperability requirements for the communication between the electric vehicle and the recharging point to enable vehicle to grid services
Ensure that necessary battery data is available to authorized third parties for the provision of smart charging services and vehicle to grid services
None
Other (please specify)
Please specify
Le informazioni sulle infrastrutture dovranno essere accessibili a tutti gli utilizzatori tramite database pubblici.

Impacts
The Inception Impact Assessment (https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/2020-afid-inception-ia.pdf) discusses possible impacts of potential
measures for the review of this Directive. Those measures relate to a) expanding the scope of the directive to other transport modes, b) strengthening
requirements on Member States to ensure the deployment of an adequate number of recharging and refuelling stations and c) ensuring user friendliness and
interoperability. Please indicate your view on the impact of such measures aimed at accelerating the deployment of interoperable infrastructure and the uptake of
alternative fuels in the following questions.
27. To what extent do you agree with the following statements on the likely economic impacts of measures outlined in the Inception Impact Assessment?
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Fully
agree

Ag
re
e

Rather
disagree

Completely
disagree

No
opinio
n

They will lead to growth and jobs in in the production of vehicles/vessels and manufacturers of
alternative fuels infrastructure
They will contribute to a bigger market in the EU for alternative fuels
They will improve international competitiveness of European industry
They will have a positive impact on research and innovation
They will initially put a strain on investment budgets of citizens and transport operators due to
higher purchase cost of alternatively fuelled vehicles
They will reduce overall expenditures of citizens and transport operators due to low maintenance
cost and over time reduced investment cost

28. To what extent do you agree to the following statements on environmental impacts of measures outlined in the Inception Impact Assessment?
Fully
agree

Agre
e

Rather
disagree

Completely
disagree

No opinion

They will lead to less emissions of CO2 from vehicle/vessel fleets
They will lead to less emissions of air pollutants from vehicle/vessel
fleets
They will have positive effects on human health

29. To what extent do you agree to the following statements on administrative burden and simplification?
Fully
agree

Agr
ee

Rather
disagree

Completely
disagree

No
opinion

Expanding the scope of the Directive will lead to an increased administrative burden
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Replacing the National Policy Frameworks with mandatory targets will increase
administrative burden
Introducing more detailed requirements on interoperability and user information will
increase administrative burden

30. Do you have any comment on other potential impacts (not mentioned above) of the possible policy measures?
1,000 character(s) maximum
Tutti i veicoli abbinati ai fuels alternativi sono in grado di contribuire alla riduzione delle emissioni. Il contributo
dei veicoli alla riduzione delle emissioni va computato con criteri LCA

Relevance of other action at European level
31. To what extent do you agree with following statements?
Full
y
agr
ee

A
gr
e
e

Rathe
r
disagr
ee

Complet
ely
disagree

No
opi
nio
n

The objectives of the revision of the Directive could be better accomplished through deployment of nonlegislative tools based on guidance or recommendations by the Commission
The objectives could be achieved better if policy measures discussed for the revision of the Directive were
implemented through an Alternative Fuels Infrastructure Regulation that would replace the current Directive

Please explain your answer.
1,000 character(s) maximum

Final remarks
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32. Please indicate any reports or other sources of information that provide evidence to support your responses. Please provide the title, author and, if available,
a hyperlink to the study/report.

You may also want to upload some supporting documents

Contact
Axel.VOLKERY@ec.europa.eu
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