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MEETING BETWEEN CPMR AND THE EUROPEAN COMMISSION ON 

THE FORTHCOMING COMMUNICATION ON OCEAN ENERGY 
22 NOVEMBER 2012 - BRUSSELS 

- MINUTES - 

Participants (see list in annex) 

On the 22nd of November 2012 a meeting took place in Brussels between the European Commission (DG 
MARE, DG ENER and DG R&I) and a number of member Regions of CPMR. 

The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the Consultation undertaken by DG Mare on Ocean Energy 
issues in view of the publication of a Communication on that topic. 

Following an introductory presentation by Jean-Didier Hache (CPMR), who recalled the conclusions of the 
Cornwall and Santander workshops, Mrs Elaine Miller (DG MARE) said that DG MARE had a holistic 
approach to the development of marine energy, but wished to give a higher profile to Ocean energies which 
could be regarded as less mature than wind energy. A Communication on wind energy had already been 
published in 2010. She indicated that there had been a good feed-back to the consultation, with over 120 
responses received mostly from utilities, developers, research sector or public authorities, and with a 
substantial number of comments coming from France. 

She noted that the private sector seems more optimistic than could be expected. 

The consultation highlighted concern for a number of technical barriers, in particular the issue of grid 
connection and the cost of distribution. Other barriers mentioned were planning issues, the lack of agreed 
standards, or proper vessel facilities.  

However, it was thought that there was a substantial potential for cost reductions, estimated at 50% in the 
next two decades.  

The trend was to further research on individual technologies, and to look for synergies at a later date. There 
was need for resource mapping, and for more research and cooperation on certain issues such as corrosion. 

Regarding the social implications of such development, the attitude was generally positive, especially in 
less-developed areas anxious to benefit from job creation. Environmental impact was the most controversial 
issue, in particular because of the potential conflicts with the designation of areas under the HABITAT 
Directive. However, it was felt that while some Ocean energy developments could have a negative impact 
(habitat destruction, noise issue, etc.), on the other hand some positive impact could also be expected (such 
as assisting in the recovery of fish stocks). 

Other important hurdles were the excessive length of authorisation procedures, which should be shortened, 
as well as a certain lack of awareness. 

Contributors to the consultation also expressed demands for specific EMR policies in areas such as research 
and funding procedures, so as to install a degree of confidence. An enhanced revenue support for the 
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industry would provide the necessary guarantee and security for investors, and indicative targets had to be 
set up. 

There was a broad agreement on the usefulness of Maritime Spatial Planning and of Resources Mapping. 

An open exchange followed, out of which came the following points: 

- The fact that grid access was a problem had been taken on board by the Commission. 

- An issue to address was how an excess of energy production could be exported outside a production 
area. REN storage was regarded as a long-term prospect.  

- The issue of EU funding for Ocean energies was unavoidably related to the outcome of the ongoing 
budgetary discussions regarding the MFF. 

- Funding also depended on the degree of involvement of each individual Member State, and it was 
difficult for the Commission to mitigate any decision by a Member State to diminish support for 
REN because of financial constraints (e.g. Spain). 

- Regarding environmental issues, it was observed that environmental legislation was not applied in 
the same way in different Member States. There was a need to compare how Member States were 
dealing with consenting issues, or how conflicts arising from licensing issues were being sorted out. 

- Synergies had to be sought between Ocean energy and other energy developments on the use of 
combined offshore platforms, on grid development, as well as on port usage. 

A PowerPoint presentation on the “Blue Growth” initiative was then presented by DG MARE (see the 
presentation). 

It was highlighted by the European Commission that the main difficulty with Ocean energies was the 
transition from R&D to practical / commercial application, the intermediate period being characterised as a 
“death valley” for businesses and projects. 

To overcome this hurdle, it was necessary to create synergies in the framework of maritime spatial planning, 
and to ensure that, in the context of a Smart Specialization Strategy, each Region had to focus on a choice 
rather than scatter projects, this meaning in practice a more targeted use of CSF Funds. 

Maritime Policy was a “soft policy” which needed the support of stakeholders, be they Member States or 
Regional authorities.  An example was provided with Ireland, whose ambition was to become the “Saudi 
Arabia” of Ocean energies (see http://vimeo.com/46613913 and http://vimeo.com/49691825). 

Points were then made by the representative of DG R&I on the various instruments and policies (FP7, 
Horizon 2020) which could be used to push such development, but the importance of the role of Member 
States was again highlighted. The European Commission could not really take the lead if they were inactive. 
Regions too should get involved, as it would give a positive signal to the industry. 

Various issues or remarks were then made by the CPMR Regions such as the importance of harbour 
infrastructure, the role of Intelligent Energy Europe, the difficulties met by SMEs, the need for forward 
planning for off-shore development, the experience of the oil and gas industry, the potential of Norway for 
storage, the issue of work and safety on offshore installations, etc. 

The Western Isles recalled the need for grid development, especially for outlying and island areas, and 
pointed out the difficulties encountered with its increasing cost with the rise in the price of copper, as well as 
the issue of transmission charging in the UK. Similar points were also raised by other participants such as 
North Denmark and Cyprus. Schleswig-Holstein (who distributed a RENREN document on good practices 
for greener energies www.renren-projet.eu) considered that it was up to the industry and not public funds to 
build infrastructures. The Commission recalled the long list of backlogs which existed at European level 
with grid interconnection and development.  

Conclusions: 

• It appears from these exchanges that the findings of the consultation undertaken by DG MARE 
largely echo the concerns raised by CPMR Regions, and that no major point was overlooked. The 
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issue of grid development seems to be the most prominent (though by no means the only one) for 
CPMR Regions. 

• EU Funding for grid development and for the deployment of prototypes will be closely tied to the 
outcome of the MFF negotiations.  

• The Communication on Ocean Energies will probably be published in the first quarter of 2013. 

• Meanwhile, DG MARE would welcome any useful documents, figures or studies which the 
Regions could provide, and in particular any figures illustrating the potential of Ocean energies 
for generation of economic activity and employment. 

 
  



Minutes “Meeting between CPMR and the European Commission on the forthcoming Communication on Ocean 

Energy” – 22 November 2012 – Brussels 

Ref. CRPMDFR120018 A1 – page 4 

Annex 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS 

REGIONS 

���� AGASØSTER Bodil, Head of Office, South Norway European Office in Brussels (NO) 
���� AUFORT Elodie, Chef de Projet, Représentation de la Région Haute-Normandie auprès des institutions 

européennes (FR) 
���� BERNHOLD Jana Maria, Joint Representation of the Free and Hanseatic City of Hamburg 

and the State of Schleswig-Holstein to the EU 
���� BILBAO DE AZPIAZU María, Delegation of the Basque Country to the EU (ES) 
���� COMBETTE-MURIN Cécile, Directrice du Bureau de Bruxelles, Région Basse-Normandie (FR) 
���� COROYANNAKIS Panos, ISLENET Manager 
���� CUNNINGHAM John, Strategy Manager, Development Department, Comhairle nan Eilean Siar (UK) 
���� EJDUM-BØGH Kirsten, Aalborg University (DK) 
���� ENGELKE Thomas, Advisor for Maritime Policy, Fisheries, Environment & Energy, Hanse Office - 

Gemeinsames Büro der Länder, Schleswig-Holstein (DE) 
���� GAUDIN Odile, Chargée de mission, Pays de la Loire (FR) 
���� LARSSON Anne Britt, North Denmark EU Office (DK) 
���� MARTÍN María del Mar, Oficina del Gobierno de Cantabria en Bruselas (ES) 
���� MARIN Marta, Delegation of the Basque Country to the EU (ES) 
���� NASEEM Zarina, EU Policy Adviser - Energy and Environment | Scottish Government EU Office 
���� PANTELOGIANNIS Fanis, Head of Brussels Office, Union of Cyprus Municipalities (CY)  
���� PEYHORGUE Stéphane, Chargé de Mission Concurrence / Environnement / Energie, Espace 

Interrégional Européen Bretagne / Pays de la Loire / Poitou-Charentes (FR) 
���� SANTORO Roberta, Regione Puglia, Ufficio Rapporti con le Istituzioni dell'Unione Europea (IT) 

CPMR GENERAL SECRETARIAT 

MARIANOU Eleni, Secretary General of the CPMR 
HACHE Jean-Didier, Coordinator in charge of Energy, Executive Secretary of the CPMR Islands 
Commission  

DG MARE 

MILLER Elaine, Policy Officer, Unit C1 - Maritime Policy Atlantic, outermost regions and Arctic 
SANT Roderick, Policy Officer, C1 - Maritime Policy Atlantic, outermost regions and Arctic 
SARAPATKOVA Petra, DG MARE 

DG ENER 

BALKE Joachim, Policy Officer, Renewables and CCS policy, DG ENER 

DG RTD  

SOEDE Matthijs, Research Programme officer, New and renewable energy sources 


