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AGENDA 

9:00-9:05 Introduction 

9:05-9:20 JustReno methodological approach 

 Judit Kockat, BPIE 

9:20-9:40 Insights from Poland 

 Jan Frankowski, Institute for Structural Research 

9:40-10:00 Insights from Germany 

 André Müller, Institute for Housing and Environment, Darmstadt 

10:00-10:20 Insights from EPBD.wise project 

 Francesca Conselvan, e-think 

10:20-11:00 Moderated discussions on the following topics: 

 

Data availability and coverage  
Incomplete or partial datasets (e.g., EPCs cover a limited share of the 
building stock); building data from cadasters is not detailed enough, 
sometimes only ground floor area is mentioned, not even living 
space/number of stories); missing key attributes such as heated area, 
building age, etc. outdated databases or temporal gaps (e.g., 
demolitions, rapid changes not reflected in the databases).  

Data quality and consistency 
Inconsistent or conflicting records (e.g., multiple EPCs per address, 
especially for MFABs, mismatched municipal vs. national data); 
inaccurate self-reported data (e.g., fuel use overstated to access 
subsidies).  

Linking building (energy performance) data to household vulnerability 
Difficulty linking VHH status to building records where identifiers are 
missing or privacy restricted; lack of any database 
explicitly identifying energy-poor households; restricted access to 
financial/tax data held by ministries or other entities despite its value for 
income mapping; privacy and administrative barriers to merging 
datasets across institutions.  

 


