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The workshop was held on 6 October 2016 with the participation of 7 Member States 

(MS) plus one EFTA MS and the main stakeholders representing all vehicle fuel 

technologies. 

The German Energy Agency – DENA- presented the main findings of its study on "Fuel 

price comparison"  

1. Comments on the report 

Some concerns on the report have been raised. In particular: 

 The report should clearly state that the methodology proposed for fuel price 

comparison and the display of prices is not intended to replace the current 

way to determine the sale prices (e.g. € / litre diesel, € /litre petrol, € /kg 

natural gas and €/ in kwh) and their display on the receipt ticket and at fuel 

pumps. In fact, the methodology to be proposed only aims to facilitating 

consumers to compare the prices of the different fuels. 

 The purpose of fuel prices comparison is informative, as stated in the 

Directive, and considering that all the proposed methodologies of price 

comparisons suffer from being based on (more or less) specific assumptions, 

on averages and on (more or less) punctual estimates, other ways of 

displaying price comparisons within the refilling stations could be 

considered and assessed, which could inform the consumers about the 

comparison method itself. In this respect, the display of prices (posters, 

websites, monitors, etc), should be taken into account and integrated in the 

study. A cost/benefit analysis of the different ways of displaying the 

information should be included in the report. 

 A proper assessment should be done regarding consumers’ points of views 

to ascertain to what extent comparable prices among different fuels 

determines consumers’ propensity towards alternative fuels and in terms of 

what is their perception regarding “good information” (what, how, where 

they think it would be appropriate, where they would look for these 

information etc.). 

2. Main comments from different stakeholders: 

 A European approach should be established to define the energy content of 

the fuels and the engine efficiencyinstead rather letting each MS define its 

own values 
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 A common agreement existed on the use of the energy content established in 

the Clean Vehicle Directive. 

 Significant concerns were highlighted regarding the tank-to-wheel values 

provided in the 2014 JEC well-to-wheel study. Most participants considered 

that these values could not be used for this purpose 

 A fuel price comparison methodology is desired, but for most participants 

the outcome should only be regarded as indicative information. 

2.1. Regarding the methodology to be proposed: 

Option 1a (method: cost per 100 km on the grounds of EU data) was 

considered by most participants but a significant number of them judged this 

methodology somewhat uncertain, in particular as regards the use of the data 

on engine vehicle efficiency from the JRC well-to-wheel study. Another 

main concern for a few number of participants was that it would be difficult 

the display prices in the totem. 

Option 1b (method: cost per 100 km based on manufacturer's information on 

fuel consumption per 100 km) was discarded by most of participants due to 

the difficulty to display the information for each vehicle model. However, it 

was indicated that this option could be only considered if complementary 

information could be provided in a website by means of a calculator 

allowing consumers to calculate prices in EUR per 100 km for the different 

vehicle models running with different fuels. 

Option 2 (petrol-litre equivalent) was supported by some participants 

because this option is only based on energy content, which consists of 

reliable and transparent data. This option would also facilitate the display of 

prices in the totem. A stakeholder mentioned that it would be most suitable 

to display the prices in option 2 in kWh or per 10 kWh which, in his opinion, 

would be even more transparent than petrol-litre equivalent.  

Option 3 (Dual display) was discarded by most participants. 

2.2. Regarding the display of the information: 

Most participants considered that the display of the required information 

should be left flexible and the displayed information should be kept separate 

from the actual operation practices of retail stations in order not to confuse 

by any means the consumer. 

Some stakeholders consider the totem to be the most appropriate way to 

display information on fuel prices. However, a significant number of 

stakeholders considered that other ways to display fuel prices must be 

considered e.g. monitors, panels.  A cost/benefit analysis must be done in the 

report from the perspective of the consumers and from the perspective of the 

fuel retailers for all ways to display the information. 

Next steps:  
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As suggested in the workshop, a meeting with the Consumer Organizations 

(ANEC, BEUC and FIA) will take place on 26 October to discuss the 

different methodology options and the different ways to display the 

information.  

DENA will review the draft report to improve the report considering all 

comments received and the written contributions sent by the participants. 

The Commission will analyse whether the implementation of Article 3 could 

create a possible conflict with the Directive 98/6/EC as regards the units to 

be used for displaying prices. In this respect, a preliminary legal analysis 

states that the objective of Directive 98/6/EC, in its Article 1, is “to stipulate 

indication of the selling price and the price per unit of measurement of 

products offered by traders to consumers in order to improve consumer 

information and to facilitate comparison of prices.” In this respect, the 

provisions of Directive 2014/94/EU are not in contradiction with Directive 

98/6/EC since in this specific case the most appropriate way to safeguard the 

consumer rights is precisely to adopt an ad hoc system of comparison which 

is the method “1 petrol litre equivalent”. 

In addition, Recital 51 of Directive 2014/94/EU establishes that “when fuel 

prices are displayed at a fuel station, in particular for natural gas and 

hydrogen, it should be possible for unit price comparison to conventional 

fuels, such as ‘1 petrol litre equivalent’, to be displayed for information 

purposes.”. 

 

Therefore, the EU legislature has considered that in order to allow the 

consumer to compare the unit price of the different fuels, in particular, for 

natural gas and hydrogen the use of the method “1 petrol litre equivalent” is 

an appropriate way to comply with the information to the consumers. The 

use of other units would need a further assessment. 

 

 


