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1) How important is the topic “energy transition” in the current political 

discussions/discourse of your country? What are political decisions and actions in this 

context? (legal regulations, funding programs, incentives, projects and other initiatives 

....) 

There is a lot of discussion about energy transition in Slovenian politics, but the actions are 

slow. Politics support following energy transition actions: 

- renewable electricity production, specially small hydroelectric power plants 

- co-production of electricity and heath 

- consumption and sharing local sources of energy (on countryside) 

- energy renovation of public and private buildings 

- better energy efficiency in industry and municipalities. Here is an example of public 

lighting – until the end of year 2016 all public lights in Slovenia should meet the standards 

lowering light pollution and energy saving. 4 years ago there was regulation about light 

pollution accepted. In addition to the pollution regulation demands electricity consumption 

for public lighting can be no higher than 44,5 kWh per capita. After some researches 

Slovenia could save 80% electrical energy for public lighting. 

- transition to renewable energy – specially biomass (wood) and small systems of district 

heating (e.g. school and few houses). Support is intended for small systems. 

- supporting municipalities on the way to energy self-sufficiency 

 

In energy transition also NGO-s are active (raising awareness). Slovenian E-forum runs 

project CLIPMA and Training course for municipal climate protection managers 

(http://www.se-f.si/home). Other NGO-s offer several information about energy saving and 
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subsidies for renewable energy on their web pages.  

Umanotera, The Slovenian organization for sustainable development, wrote an important 

study about environmentally harmful subsidies in Slovenia  

(http://www.umanotera.si/index.php?node=3, 

http://www.tretjiclen.si/scripts/download.php?file=/data/upload/Umanotera_porocilo.pdf). 

Ministry of agriculture and the environment runs a campaign for promoting Slovenian food. 

Although the action is primarily aimed for promoting Slovenian agriculture it also reduces 

transport and CO2 emissions. 

In Slovenia we also have Eco Fund – Slovenian environmental public fund -  public fund 

for loans for investments in environment protection in accordance with the environmental 

policy of the European Union. 

Most important Eco fund activities:  

 concessional loans for investments in environment protection 

 issuance of guarantees for investments in environment protection 

 financial, economical and technical advising 

 actions relating to implementation of environmental protection policies 

From 2008 to 2009 Eco fund awarded grant financial incentives to citizens for investments 

in solar power plants, renovation of houses and building new energy efficient houses. 

 Eco fund still award solar power plants but in much lower range. Eco fund continues programme 

of financing investments for efficient use of energy. 

 

Possibilities of financial support for energetic renovation or sustainable construction 

- Eco fund, Slovenian environmental public fund 

http://www.ekosklad.si/ 

 

- Public calls for grant financial incentives – Ministry of infrastructure and spatial planning  

http://www.energetika-portal.si/javne-objave/arhiv-energetika/javni-razpisi/ 

 

- Public calls for financing – Ministry of economic development and technology 

http://www.mgrt.gov.si/si/o_ministrstvu/javne_objave/javni_razpisi/ 

 

- Public call PURE 2013-2 – grant financial incentives for investments for efficient use of 

energy in public sector, legal entities and entrepreneurs - Energija plus, d.o.o. 

http://www.energijaplus.si/za-podjetje/za-vase-podjetje/projekti-iz-prispevka-pure/ 

 

- Subsidy URE in OVE: grant financial incentives for investments for efficient use of energy 

and use of renewable energy in public sector, commercial sector and industry - PETROL, 

d.d. 

http://www.petrol.si/za-podjetja/storitve/subvencije-ure-ove/objavljeni-razpisi-2013 

 

These are individual incentives, but there is no systemic regulation about energy transition 

(although Slovenia has special sector of Ministry of infrastructure and spatial planning – Sector 

for energy efficiency and renewable sources of energy). Unfortunately Slovenia still support 

and  subsidizes actions, that are environmentally harmful – trucking and use of fossil fuels. 

Every year taxpayers pay 40 millions of Euros for subsidizing diesel for Slovenian and foreign 

trucks. Slovenia also grants CO2 emission coupons for free (taxpayers pay that). 

One of the reasons for not having enough money for supporting renewable energy sources is 

http://www.umanotera.si/index.php?node=3
http://www.tretjiclen.si/scripts/download.php?file=/data/upload/Umanotera_porocilo.pdf
http://www.ekosklad.si/
http://www.energetika-portal.si/javne-objave/arhiv-energetika/javni-razpisi/
http://www.mgrt.gov.si/si/o_ministrstvu/javne_objave/javni_razpisi/
http://www.energijaplus.si/za-podjetje/za-vase-podjetje/projekti-iz-prispevka-pure/
http://www.petrol.si/za-podjetja/storitve/subvencije-ure-ove/objavljeni-razpisi-2013
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also corrupt business in state-owned companies. Because concessions for management of 

state forests are low our country loses 22–25 millions of Euros every year. 

Slovenian politics support (under pressure of energy lobbies) building of sixth block of Šoštanj 

thermal power plant, although it is clear, that use of lignite is non-renewable, that CO2 

emissions have harmful effect on human health and that budget for sixth block greatly 

exceeded initial cost forecast. 

 

2) What topics are in the focus of the discussions? What are the biggest conflicts? (e.g. 

hydropower, wind energy, solar energy, biofuel, wood, energy savings, pumped-storage 

plants, power lines, oil prices, non-conventional oil and gas like fracking etc. ...) What 

are considered to be the greatest opportunities? 

In focus of the discussion are mostly investments in Holding Slovenian power plants and in 

building hydro power plants on lower Sava river. Very important topic of discussions is also 

building of sixth block of Šoštanj thermal power plant, because opinions are very different 

and costs are enormous. Although investors knew from the beginning that object will cost 

much more than 1,3 millions of Euros, there is no sanctions for responsible pearsons. 

Unfortunately possibility of cancelling or taxation of non-renewable energy is not the issue. 

Politics also talk a lot about more strict regulations of the exploitation of state forests and 

about strengthen the wood processing chain. Missing link in this case is also politics – 

economy. 

Conflicts appear because of inappropriate positioning energy objects in nature, specially in 

natural protected areas. This year (2013) Slovenian environment agency rejected permit 

for wind farm in natural protected area in south-west Slovenia. Wind farm was a project of 

energy company Elektro Primorska and should be placed on vulnerable area, important for 

birds, also Natura 2000. This is the end of 10 years of battle between energy lobbies and 

environmentalists and it present an important win towards energy lobbies and corruptive 

business. It would be a great damage for Slovenia to lose such an important natural 

heritage because of few promils of electrical power (although area was not appropriate for 

wind farm because of many reasons). 

Energy companies have a strong tendency for building wind farms in SW Slovenia 

(Primorska). Also residents of many villages are against wind farms. They are warning 

public that energy company Vepa tries to build wind farm less than 2 km from their houses. 

They organized a civil initiative and asked international non-govermental organization Alpe 

Adria Green for help. 

Two years ago Slovenia tried to change the low which prohibits any intervention into the 

upper stream of river Soča (natural protected area, part of Triglav national park)). People 

recognized purpose of energy lobbies for building hydro power plants and resisted against 

it very strong. They collected many petitions against the change and NGO-s condemned 

the change. There was no change in low after all. 

Small problem appears when building solar power plants. Some buildings are under 

cultural protection, also the roofs, and owners can not place solar power plant. 

Big conflict (between politics, NGO-s, public) appears about building  sixth block of Šoštanj 

thermal power plant – because of supporting non-renewable lignite and because of great 

budget. This project is also one of the reasons why other energy transition projects are just 

small pilot projects. 
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3) What key data and hard facts are available in your country and especially for the alpine 

region (inside the perimeter of the Alpine convention – if data available)? e.g. number of 

realized and planned projects on different energy sources, data for future energy needs 

and future energy production, data relating to the share of different energy sources, 

data on energy savings. 

We can find data about energy consumption in Slovenia; sources of energy consumed; 

amount of fuel for transport per capita; percentage of imported energy; sources of energy in 

different municipalities etc. These data are on web pages from NGO-s (Focus, Greenpeace, 

Umanotera), international organizations (OECD), ministries and municipalities web pages.  

We can find data about energy transition projects on municipalities web pages and public or 

private institutions (e.g. Triglav national park, National institute of biology...) and NGO-s 

(Slovenian E-forum, CIPRA Slovenia...). There is no web page available with all information 

collected. 

There is not a lot of discussion about energy self-sufficiency. Most of information about this we 

can find on CIPRA International web pages and in publications, also some small municipalities 

have some information (very little). 

Information about energy saving are available on municipalities, NGO-s and some schools 

web pages. 

Statistical office of the Republic Slovenia offers online updated data about prices of energy 

sources,  energy consumption in households, annual energy statistics etc. 

In 2012 final energy consumption in Slovenia was 4959 ktoe (207484,5 TJ) which is by 2% less 

than in 2011. 

In 2012 final energy consumption in Slovenia decreased by 2% in comparison with 2011. The 

sharpest decrease was that of natural gas (by 5%), solid fuels (by 4%) and heat (by 4%). In the 

same period the consumption of geothermal and solar thermal increased by 9% and renewable 

energy by 2%. 

In Slovenia half of energy in 2012 was consumed in the form of petroleum products. The product 

with the highest decrease in final consumption between 2011 and 2012 was heating oil (by 18%). 

In the same period the final consumption of motor gasoline decreased by 8%, but the 

consumption of automotive diesel increased by 5%.  

The second biggest highest share in final energy consumption in 2012 belonged to electricity 

consumption (22%). For the first time in 2012 the consumption of renewable energy (12%) 

replaced the natural gas consumption (11%) on the third place. In the structure of renewable 

energy the prevailing share was of wooden biomass (89%) followed by biofuels (9%).  

4) Who are the key actors in the national discussions? Are there national 

associations/NGOs active with this topic? 

Most important actors in the national discussions are politics, economists and energy 

lobbies (HSE and GEN). That is very obvious because of amount of environmentally 

harmful subsidies. Local communities are not very active. Some NGO-s are very active, 

but they reach the discussion rarely – specially those who are most critical.  Lots of times 

NGO-s are not even invited on discussions although Slovenia ratified Aarhus convention. 

 

5) What are the most urgent needs of action in your country from your point of view and 

why? 

It is urgent to pay more intention on energy saving (instead of building new energy objects!). 



   

5 

 

Government should put more pressure about saving on residents and specially to big 

companies. By increasing energy saving we could preserve many natural areas and avoid 

conflicts connected to building hydroelectric power plants, wind farms, thermal power plants 

etc.  

Assessment of energy sustainability of projects before supporting them is necessarily needed. 

A lot of subsidized projects are energy wasteful and completely unsustainable (e.g. new ski 

field in Bohinjska Bistrica). 

Slovenia should stop all environmentally harmful subsidies. 

Money from these subsidies should be transferred into supporting of renewable and 

environmentally friendly sources.  

Including NGO-s and local communities into discussions about energy transition is necessarily 

needed. 

Slovenia should protect her water sources more intensively. Water scarce is a coming threat 

for Alpine countries and should be taken seriously – before building any of energy (or other) 

objects. 

We would expect more promotion for local products from the government. Not just for food 

(that is already in procedure) but also for other products and services. If residents of Slovenia 

would buy Slovenian products, there will be less transport and fuel needed. In addition we 

would also help Slovenian economy. 

Before building new energy object ministries should include experts, inhabitants and 

environmentalist into the project. Politic should not give energy lobbies advantage over natural 

protected areas. 

Politic should priority support wood processing chain, because woods are Slovenian great 

potential. 

Slovenia energy demand (per unit BDP) is 54% higher than European average. At first we 

should reach the average in energy efficiency. 7,6% from Slovenia BDP goes to fuel, which is 

850 millions of Euros (source:SEF). 

 

6) How can the national CIPRAs (at local and national level) and CIPRA International 

(supporting the national level and at international level) get more involved and be 

active? 

CIPRA Slovenia could participate at the discussions and analyse political decisions more 

actively. But for that we would need more people and resources.  

CIPRA International could support national CIPRAs more intensively so they could carry 

out their mission.  

When very important or delicate topic is on national discussion also CIPRA International (in 

cooperation with national CIPRA) could send her opinion to the government. 

7) Any other thoughts, ideas, proposals? 

We think that abstracts of that kind of event (Alpine dialogue) should also be send to national 

government and to Brussels. In this way the information go out of the box and maybe 

government pay attention when criticized by international organization. 

 


