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CCPI 2026:
Malta 25th
Testing the Climate Change Performance Index’s Malta page
against Eurostat and operator data

THE CLAIM UNDER REVIEW

“Malta ranks 25th in the CCPI,
up nine spots and a medium performer.”
Climate Change Performance Index 2026, Malta country page (ccpi.org; © 2026 Germanwatch).
The page adds that “automobile use has not decreased” and that offshore wind has “not moved beyond the planning stage”.

VERDICT:  LARGELY SUPPORTED Testable statements hold; rank untested

Version 1.0  ·  19 October 2026
Status: no right of reply needed
Prepared from public sources, Eurostat and operator data.
Repository: github.com/leandergrech/Mizien

MIŻIEN  ·  AN INDEPENDENT FACT-CHECKING PROJECT
Contest a verdict, with evidence:  github.com/leandergrech/Mizien/issues

https://github.com/leandergrech/Mizien/issues/new?template=contest-verdict.yml
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TL;DR

The Climate Change Performance Index (CCPI) 2026 country page for Malta, published under
Germanwatch’s copyright notice, says “Malta ranks 25th in the CCPI, up nine spots and a medium
performer.” Its text adds that the country experts “criticise the lack of concrete efforts to reduce
greenhouse (GHG) emissions”, that Malta’s share of renewable energy is low, that “automobile use has
not decreased” although public transport has been free since October 2022, and that offshore wind has
“not moved beyond the planning stage”. We tested what Eurostat and the operator’s own pages can
answer; the rank itself was not reproduced.

1 Renewables are low, but rising fast. Renewables were 17.2% of gross final energy consumption in
2024 (EU-27 25.2%), the 4th lowest of 27 Member States; Malta gained 9.0 points since 2019, the
EU-27 5.4.

2 Car use has not fallen in total. Passenger cars rose 5.8% from 2022 to 2025 (317,234 to 335,693)
and road-transport energy 4.6% from 2022 to 2024. Per head the picture is flatter: cars per 1,000
residents fell from 585 to 571 and Eurostat’s estimated car share of passenger-km from 82.9% to
80.3%.

3 Electric cars have risen sharply, from a small base. Battery-electric cars grew from 1,783 (2021)
to 9,790 (2025), 2.9% of the fleet, the same share as the EU-27 (2.9%).

4 Offshore wind is still at the procurement stage. InterConnect Malta’s April 2026 tender for two
years of wind and wave data calls the project Malta’s possible “first-ever wind generation”; no
turbine exists (see CC-029).

5 Verdict: largely supported (moderate confidence). The testable statements hold; car use is up in
total but flat or slightly down per head. The rank and the experts’ judgement are not testable from
public data.

SUPPORTED
LARGELY

SUPPORTED
NOT

SUBSTANTIATED MISLEADING CONTRADICTED

THIS CLAIM

17.2% +5.8% 9,790 -11.6%
of gross final energy from
renewables in 2024: 4th lowest
of 27 (EU-27 25.2%)

more passenger cars, 2022 to
2025; road-transport energy
+4.6% to 2024

battery-electric cars in 2025, up
from 1,783 in 2021 (2.9% of the
fleet, as in the EU-27)

greenhouse gases per resident,
2022 to 2024 (4.3 to 3.8 t CO2e,
excluding LULUCF)

WHAT WOULD MOVE THE VERDICT UP
The CCPI report with Malta’s indicator scores, weights and
the anonymous experts’ questionnaire; vehicle-kilometre or
traffic-count data for 2022 to 2025 that Eurostat’s estimates
do not provide.

WHAT WOULD MOVE IT DOWN
Traffic counts showing a clear fall in car-kilometres per
resident since October 2022 (against our finding of flat or
slightly lower per-head use), or a wind-farm contract and a
turbine in the water (against the “planning stage” finding).
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1 The claim and what we could verify
The text is on the CCPI’s Malta country page [1], read in full on 18 and 19 October 2026 and archived. The page is
undated; it belongs to the 2026 edition, which the CCPI’s download page dates 18 November 2025 [2]. Its footer
carries a “© 2026 Germanwatch” notice and its authors are not named on the country page. It says the national experts
“chose to remain anonymous”. We treat the page as the index’s own statement and rate the sentences below as
written. The MaltaToday listing that locates the story could not be read (403) and is not used.

What the page says (verbatim; the page’s own words) Access

“Malta ranks 25th in the CCPI, up nine spots and a medium performer. The country receives medium ratings
in GHG Emissions, Energy Use, and Climate Policy, and low in Renewable Energy.”

Read in full [1]

“…the CCPI country experts criticise the lack of concrete efforts to reduce greenhouse (GHG) emissions, as
well as poor climate policy implementation.”

Read in full [1]

“Malta’s energy consumption still has a low renewable energy share. While the experts note some progress
in solar energy use, they denounce offshore wind energy as having not moved beyond the planning stage.”

Read in full [1]

“While public transport in Malta has been free since October 2022, at least for citizens holding a tallinja card,
the experts note that automobile use has not decreased …”; “a substantial increase in the number of electric
vehicles”

Read in full [1]

SCOPE NOTE
The CCPI also criticises energy subsidies and cycle-lane building, and says there is “little to no political will” for a fossil-fuel
phase-out. Those statements are judgements or concern policies tested in other checks (CC-022, CC-095, CC-071) and are not
rated here. This check does not compare Malta with other countries’ ranks.

2 Method
Question. Do Eurostat’s series and the operator’s own pages support the testable statements on Malta’s country page,
and can the rank be checked?

Evidence. Eurostat: passenger cars by power source (road_eqs_carpda) and per 1,000 residents (road_eqs_carhab),
final energy in road transport (nrg_bal_c), modal split (tran_hv_psmod), renewable share (nrg_ind_ren),
greenhouse-gas emissions (sdg_13_10) and population (demo_gind), retrieved 19 October 2026 with status flags [3];
InterConnect Malta’s project pages [4, 5]; two peer-reviewed papers [6, 7]. Every number was recomputed by
tools/cc-124-report/calc.py from files in data/cc-124/.

Grades. Official statistics are grade C; peer-reviewed studies are grade B; an index’s expert opinion is grade D.
Verdicts follow the five-point scale in Appendix A.

3 What the research says
Composite indices turn many indicators into one rank, and the rank can move with construction choices. Saisana,
Saltelli and Tarantola propose uncertainty and sensitivity analysis to assess how reliable such country rankings are
[7]. We could not obtain the CCPI report, so we cannot say how stable Malta’s 25th place is. It also depends on the
results of the other countries scored (63 countries and the EU [2]).

Free fares do not by themselves guarantee fewer car trips. In Tallinn’s full-scale fare-free scheme, public-transport use
rose 14% almost a year after introduction, less than earlier studies reported because service was already good and
fares already low [6]. The abstract does not give the effect on car use, and Tallinn is not Malta; it shows only that a
ridership gain and a car-use fall are separate questions.
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4 What the data show

Car use

Figure 1. Left: passenger cars (Eurostat road_eqs_carpda), road-transport final energy (nrg_bal_c; 2025 not yet published) and
population on 1 January of the following year (demo_gind), each indexed to 2022. Right: modal split of inland passenger-km; every
Malta value is an estimate (flag e).

Free public transport began in October 2022 [1]. Between 2022 and 2025 passenger cars rose from 317,234 to
335,693 (+5.8%); population grew 8.5% over the same span, so cars per 1,000 residents fell from 585 to 571 (EU-27:
564 to 584; Malta was 609 in 2018). Road-transport final energy rose from 232.2 to 242.8 ktoe (+4.6%) between 2022
and 2024, 7.3% above 2019; per resident it was roughly flat (428 to 423 kg of oil equivalent, −1.3%; population
timing differs by a year). Eurostat’s modal-split estimates put the car share at 82.9% in 2022 and 80.3% in 2024, and
the bus share at 17.1% and 19.7%. Total car use, in cars and fuel, has therefore not fallen; per resident it is flat to
slightly lower. We have no vehicle-kilometre series.

Renewables and electric cars

Figure 2. Left: renewable share of gross final energy consumption in 2024 (Eurostat nrg_ind_ren). Right: battery-electric passenger
cars in Malta (Eurostat road_eqs_carpda, code ELC).

Malta’s renewable share was 8.2% in 2019 and 17.2% in 2024 (EU-27: 25.2%); the provisional 2025 value is 18.8%
(EU-27 26.2%), 5th lowest. Malta ranked 4th lowest in 2024 behind Belgium (14.3%), Luxembourg (14.7%) and
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Ireland (16.1%). The CCPI’s renewable indicator is “% of TPES” (total primary energy supply) and a target
comparison, not the final-consumption share we use, so “low” is tested here only as a direction. Battery-electric cars
rose from 983 (2019) to 1,783 (2021) and 9,790 (2025), 2.92% of the fleet against 2.88% in the EU-27; with plug-in
hybrids the share is 4.45% (EU-27 4.64%). That is a large increase, from a small base, and no faster than in the EU as
a whole.

Emissions and offshore wind
Greenhouse-gas emissions excluding land use (Eurostat sdg_13_10) were 4.3 t CO2e per resident in 2022, 4.0 in 2023
and 3.8 in 2024 (−11.6%), and 82.7% of the 1990 level in 2024 (85.9% in 2022). Total emissions fell about 4% over
the period (2.3 to 2.2 Mt CO2e, rounded values). A fall is not the same as “concrete efforts”, and we did not compare
it with Malta’s targets or the EU-27 (no EU-27 series in this dataset). On wind, InterConnect Malta describes a
competitive-dialogue process for a floating wind farm of about 300 MW beyond 12 nautical miles [4]; its 22 April
2026 release announces a EUR 3.6 million tender to collect two years of wind, wave and wildlife data and speaks of
Malta’s “first-ever wind generation” [5]. No turbine or concession contract has been announced; claim check CC-029
records the timetable and the lack of a public notice of the next stage as of 6 October 2026.

5 Where the evidence points different ways

Q1 Has car use not decreased? IN TOTAL YES; PER HEAD
FLAT

EVIDENCE FOR THE CLAIM'S IMPRESSION
Cars are up 5.8% since 2022 and road-transport energy up
4.6% (2022 to 2024), above its pre-COVID level.

EVIDENCE AGAINST
Population grew faster than the fleet: cars per 1,000 residents
fell from 585 to 571 and Eurostat’s estimated car share of
passenger-km fell 2.6 points to 80.3%, while the bus share
rose to 19.7% (all Malta values are estimates).

WHY THEY DIFFER, AND WHAT IT MEANS HERE
For this claim: “has not decreased” holds for total cars and fuel, not for the per-head and modal-share measures.

Q2 Does the “lack of concrete efforts” on emissions hold? A JUDGEMENT; DATA MIXED

EVIDENCE FOR THE CLAIM'S IMPRESSION
Emissions per resident fell 11.6% from 2022 to 2024 and the
total fell about 4%; per-resident fell from 4.2 t in 2018 to 3.8 t.

EVIDENCE AGAINST
Emissions are still 82.7% of the 1990 level, renewables are
among the EU’s lowest, and road-transport energy is above
2019. The experts’ questionnaire is unseen.

WHY THEY DIFFER, AND WHAT IT MEANS HERE
For this claim: a falling trend does not contradict a judgement about ambition; the judgement is not testable from public data.

Q3 Is Malta’s rank evidence of performance? NOT TESTED

EVIDENCE FOR THE CLAIM'S IMPRESSION
The rank moved from 34th to 25th (second-hand: Wikipedia
lists 55.78 and 60.44 points), consistent with the page’s “up
nine spots”.

EVIDENCE AGAINST
The rank depends on other countries’ results, on indicator
weights and on an expert survey, and rankings can be
sensitive to such choices [7]. The report was not read.

WHY THEY DIFFER, AND WHAT IT MEANS HERE
For this claim: we confirm only that the arithmetic of nine places is consistent; we do not rate the index’s method.
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6 Testing the claim
Sub-claim What the evidence shows Rating

A. Malta “ranks 25th … up nine spots
and a medium performer”

Internally consistent with 34th in 2025 (second-hand ◆); scores,
weights and method not read [1, 2].

NOT TESTED

B. Low rating for renewable energy;
“low renewable energy share”

17.2% in 2024, 4th lowest of 27 (EU-27 25.2%); rising faster than
the EU [3].

SUPPORTED

C. “Automobile use has not
decreased” since free public transport
began

Cars +5.8% (2022–25) and road energy +4.6% (2022–24); per
resident flat to slightly lower; car share of passenger-km 82.9% to
80.3% (estimate) [3].

LARGELY
SUPPORTED

D. “A substantial increase in the
number of electric vehicles”

Battery-electric cars 1,783 (2021) to 9,790 (2025); 2.9% of the
fleet, as in the EU-27 [3].

SUPPORTED

E. Offshore wind “not moved beyond
the planning stage”

Competitive dialogue and a metocean data tender (Apr 2026); no
wind generation in Malta [4, 5].

SUPPORTED

F. Experts criticise “the lack of
concrete efforts to reduce” GHG
emissions

A judgement. Emissions per resident −11.6% (2022–24) but 82.7%
of the 1990 level [3].

JUDGEMENT

7 Verdict and requests for evidence

VERDICT

LARGELY SUPPORTED
The testable statements hold with minor caveats; the rank and the experts’ judgement could not be tested. Confidence:
moderate.

Why. (1) Renewables are among the EU’s lowest, as the page says, although they have risen faster than the EU’s. (2)
Cars and road fuel are up in total since free public transport began, which supports “has not decreased”; the per-head
measures are flat to slightly down, a caveat that does not reverse it. (3) Electric-car numbers rose sharply and offshore
wind has no installation. Confidence is moderate because the index’s rank and expert survey are unseen and car use is
measured by proxies.

What this verdict does not say. It does not say Malta’s rank is right or wrong, that free public transport has failed, or
that any government or agency has not acted. It says the page’s testable statements broadly match public data.

Evidence we are asking for
☐ The CCPI 2026 report and methodology, with Malta’s indicator scores and weights (it is behind a terms-of-use form).

☐ Vehicle-kilometre or traffic-count series for Malta 2019–2025 from Transport Malta or the NSO.

☐ Malta’s greenhouse-gas projections against its 2030 target, to compare with the emissions trend.

8 Limitations
• The CCPI report and methodology PDFs were not obtained (terms-of-use form); the 2025 rank and scores are

second-hand (Wikipedia), marked ◆.

• Car use is measured by cars registered, road-transport energy and Eurostat’s modal-split estimates (flag e); none is
vehicle-kilometres. Road-transport energy covers all road vehicles, not only cars.
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• Road-transport energy for 2025 is not yet published; renewable share for 2025 is provisional.

• The CCPI’s renewable and emissions indicators (share of primary supply, per capita and target comparisons) differ
from the Eurostat measures used here.

• Both papers were read as abstracts; neither concerns Malta [6, 7].

• The date of free public transport (October 2022) is the page’s statement; we did not re-verify it in this check.
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Appendix A: series standards and verdict scale
Every investigation in this series follows the same rules so that verdicts are comparable and
challengeable.

Verdict Meaning

SUPPORTED Evidence consistently backs the claim as stated.

LARGELY SUPPORTED Backed by the evidence, with minor caveats that do not change the substance.

NOT SUBSTANTIATED
Stated more strongly than the evidence offered or available allows. May be true in some conditions
but has not been shown.

MISLEADING
Omits material facts so that the overall impression is inaccurate, even if individual statements are
defensible.

CONTRADICTED The available evidence points against the claim.

Confidence
High: multiple independent lines of evidence agree. Moderate: evidence is relevant but incomplete or indirect. Low:
evidence is thin, second-hand or conflicting.

Evidence grades
A experiment · B observational study with a control or gradient · C review, guidance or official statistics · D assertion
or anecdote. ◆ marks a source known only second-hand.

Standards
• Quote the speaker, not the headline, with outlet and date, and link the original where possible.

• Separate the claim from the evidence offered for it, and say who made which statement.

• Grade the evidence and show differing views side by side where the evidence is unsettled.

• State what we could not access or verify, and what would change the verdict either way.

• Ask for the missing evidence in specific, answerable requests.

• Offer a right of reply where a check finds a claim Not substantiated, Misleading or Contradicted (or a pledge Not
measurable, Off track or Missed), before wider circulation, and append responses.

• Correct errors openly with a version number and change log.

• Whistle-blow only on evidence: a verdict of Misleading or Contradicted requires documents or data that can be
shown, not inference.

• Check every side. Government, opposition, NGOs and developers are held to the same standard.

Appendix B: revision log
Version Date Change

1.0 19 Oct 2026 First issue. No right of reply needed (verdict Largely supported).
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