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1. OVERVIEW 
The second meeting of the Clean Fossil Fuel Working Party of the Berlin Forum took place at 
the Commission premises on 26 April from 2.30 pm till 5.30 pm. 25 stakeholders attended the 
meeting (representing 6 energy and equipment manufacturer companies, 10 industry 
associations, 6 national administrations and 1 non-governmental association - see Annex 1 for 
details). Below is a summary of the key points from the proceedings and conclusions of the 
meeting. 

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA AND OF THE MINUTES OF THE FIRST SSF WG MEETING 
The agenda was adopted without changes (see Annex 2). 

The minutes of the last meeting had been accepted as per the draft circulated earlier and with 
additional amendment from CONOCOPHILLIPS (see Annex 3). 

3. PRESENTATION OF THE INFORMATION GATHERING EXERCISE ON CCS PROJECTS ACROSS 
EUROPE 
The COMMISSION (Thomas Schneider) presented the information gathering exercise on CCS 
projects and its state of play.  

According to the information available to the Commission at the moment,  construction of some 
eighteen large scale demonstration power plants has been signalled by the industry to take place 
between now and 2016. The Commission is also aware of 6 planned CO2 storage facilities. It is 
clear that the realization of some of these projects may not be eventually confirmed but it is 
equally possible that other projects not mentioned so far will come on stream. The aim of the 
Commission to have 12 demo projects up to 2015 appears thus realistic. 

The Commission will try to update available information; letters from Commission hierarchy 
are about to be sent to the largest energy companies operating in Europe and to the national 
administrations of the EU Countries as well as Norway requesting further information on the 
CCS projects under way or in planning.  

The Commission asked the WG participants to give their input to the presented list of projects. 
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NORWAY immediately updated data on power plant in Karstø, scheduled for commissioning in 
2009 and to be operated by Naturkraft, a joint venture of Statoil and Norsk Hydro. RWE 
undertook to provide an update on its project in Eemshaven after the meeting. After an 
intervention of TOTAL the Commission underlined that the list includes only large scale 
demonstration projects upwards of 250-300 MW and not pilot projects of significantly smaller 
size.  

4. MECHANISM FOR SUPPORT OF DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS 
The COMMISSION (Ioannis Galanis) presented the ongoing work on preparations of a 
mechanism to support CCS demonstration projects. The general objectives are the construction 
by 2015 of 12 demo plants and proving the economic viability of CCS in power generation by 
2020.  

The key hurdle for CCS development is the missing regulatory framework for CCS. Only after 
the regulatory framework is in order the support mechanism could assist in construction of the 
plants.  

In order to have an efficient support mechanism a number of problems have to be taken into 
consideration. Completion of technology development is also needed, especially in the CO2 
capture part of the CO2 chain. Other problems include substantial size of each investment, 
missing CO2 infrastructure and increase of operating cost in case of switching on the CO2 
capture. 

Preparing the necessary regulatory framework is under way including i.a. revision of Water 
Framework Directive, Waste Framework Directive, Environmental Liability Directive, 
Environmental Impact Assessment Directive, Strategic Environmental Assessment Directive 
and IPCC Directive. 

Co-ordinating research and demonstration efforts of EU and Member States is necessary and 
could be achieved e.g. through a Joint Undertaking, a Joint Technology Initiative or the 
Flagship Programme under preparation by the ZEP Platform. Differences and details of these 
options will be determined in an ongoing Impact Assessment study.  As far as incentives are 
concerned ETS will be the main instrument. Additional possibilities for financing CCS include 
contributions from the member states (state aid, feed-in tariffs), EU Structural Funds or EU 
loans (from EIB, EBRD). Additional legislative initiatives considered by the Commission 
could aim at enforcing CO2 capture-readiness, designing clear time frame for CCS obligation 
and development of CO2, helping in development of transport and storage infrastructure. 

Before the end of 2007 at the latest the Commission will table all the environmental regulations 
needed to enable CCS. Revision of the ETS and other legislative drafts are to be proposed in 
2008 at the latest. 

5. REACTIONS FROM STAKEHOLDERS 

GE EUROPE inquired about the possible loans from EIB for projects in Central Europe. The 
COMMISSION mentioned the risk sharing facility managed by the EIB and funded from FP7 as 
well as the facilities of EBRD. DEUTSCHER KOHLENBERGBAU remarked that CO2 storage is 
missing in the list of key hurdles mentioned in the presentation. It also emphasized that there is 
no need to decide on an obligation for CCS and retrofitting because industry is already 
following the process with eighteen demo projects. 

The COMMISSION confirmed its position on the necessity to clarify the CCS obligation as early 
as possible to enable for future planning by companies. The post-2012 ETS should be 
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supportive of CCS. A back up system is also needed in case of low future CO2 emission prices. 
In order to ensure wide spread of experience the demo plants should use different technologies 
and be located across Europe with diverse storage technologies.  

 VGB POWERTECH stated that there is a competition between different projects technologies 
and this should be reflected in the support instruments. ENERGY POLICY CONSULTING 
emphasized the important role of public understanding and of establishing CO2 infrastructure. 
EPPSA raised the issue of technology mix and confirmed the competition fact. GENERAL 
ELECTRIC expressed its doubts on realisation of all announced power plants mentioned by the 
Commission (see point 3) and requested access to diversified offers of financial support. The 
COMMISSION underlined that there is a need for instruments which everybody could take up. 
The important role of the Member States and of the industry was underlined. 

6. CCS AND POWER PLANTS – NOT THAT BLACK-AND-WHITE PICTURE 
 FINLAND (MR RITONUMMI) presented Finnish views on CCS. From the Finnish perspective, 

CCS is a relatively expensive way to reduce CO2 emissions. Large, fossil fuelled power plants 
do not exist in Finland and fossil fuels are used only as back-up or for co-firing with biomass 
in combined heat and power plants (CHP). Usually, the CHP plants are small and medium in 
scale and at the moment application of CCS for these plants is not at all viable and it will stay 
that way even in a longer run. Other Nordic countries could also have problems as they use 
fossil fuelled plants for peak load having hydro as base load; this excludes the use of IGCC as 
the most promising conversion technology for coupling with CCS.  

Finland stressed as well that geological sites suitable for CO2 storage are not evenly distributed 
across Europe and therefore some countries could have problem with storing of their CO2. 

 EPPSA confirmed that, in the Nordic system, fluctuation in CO2 emissions depends on the use 
of fossil fuels in order to compensate for hydro power generation during dry seasons. STATOIL 
stressed that, in Norway, the storage is done in aquifers and not in natural gas reservoirs. 
ENERGY POLICY CONSULTING emphasized that operators of large power plants should be 
required to transfer the technology to other countries outside the EU, especially to India and 
China. RWE remarked that the costs stated for capture, i.e. between 30 and 40€/t CO2 apply 
only if the plant is running as base load. 

 
7. TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR A STUDY ON ENERGY EFFICIENCY PERFORMANCE AND CO2 

CAPTURE-READY CONCEPT IN NEW FOSSIL FUEL POWER PLANTS 
 The COMMISSION (Ioannis Galanis) delivered a presentation giving a detailed overview of the 

terms of reference to a study on energy efficiency and capture-ready concepts in new power 
plants. The Commission aims at assessing the situation on the basis of recent and planned 
investments across the EU and if such a need should arise, legally binding instruments should 
be proposed as soon as possible. An external study will be commissioned in order to analyse 
and assess the legal framework in place and the situation in the Member States. The study will 
touch i.a. on: definition of BAT for energy efficiency in fossil fuels power plants, definition of 
capture-ready concept for fossil fuels power plants, analysis of characteristics of recently built 
and planned coal and other fossil fuels power plants. The study should also cover comparison 
between the requirements for BAT efficiency and capture-ready design of the actual or planned 
performance of plants. It should also cover a range of Member States as far as technological 
solutions are concerned to have a representative picture. The timeframe of the study is six 
month. Feedback on the terms of reference of the study will be welcomed. 
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 EPPSA inquired about the different reference values connected to the countries. The 
COMMISSION explained this relates mainly to regional variations and geographical conditions 
such as altitude. ENERGY POLICY CONSULTING asked whether the IPPC Directive was going 
to be revised. The COMMISSION stressed that IPPC Directive could include provisions for 
respecting the BAT; the upcoming study will show what are the options in this respect.  

 
8. THE COMMISSION PROSPECTIVE MEMBERSHIP IN THE METHANE TO MARKETS 

PARTNERSHIP 
The COMMISSION (Thomas Schneider) informed the attendees that it initiated procedures to 
join the Methane to Markets Partnership (M2M).  

The M2M partnership was initiated 2004 by the US and has currently 20 partners and 500 
network members. It is a non-binding initiative that advances cost-effective methane recovery 
and its use as a clean energy source. Rationale for joining the partnership are i.a. the increase in 
methane recovery and use in the last years, reduction of non-CO2 GHG emissions in the EU 
and upgrading co-ordination of international co-operation.  

Current focuses of the Commission activities within the M2M Partnership are on methane from 
coal mines and oil & gas systems. 

DEUSCHER KOHLENBERGBAU stressed the differentiation in methane coming from the 
ventilation of mines (which contains usually less than 0.2% CH4) and in methane produced 
from coal seams before starting the extraction of coal. 

9. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
 The COMMISSION proposed to hold the third meeting of the Forum at the first half of June. The 

date will be circulated to participants. The participants are invited to send their written 
comments concerning matters discussed during the meeting and to the minutes which will be 
distributed soon after the meeting. 

 

 

 

Jan Panek  
(Signed) 

 

 

 

 



Commission européenne, B-1049 Bruxelles / Europese Commissie, B-1049 Brussel - Belgium. Telephone: (32-2) 299 11 11. 
Office: DM 24 06/129. Telephone: direct line (32-2) 2986967. Fax: (32-2) 2964337. 
 

ANNEX : PARTICIPANTS LIST 

 

NAME REPRESENTATION TYPE OF 
REPRESENTATION 

AUDRAN, Cornelia UPEI Industry Association 
BAUER, Franz VGB PowerTech e.V Industry Association 
BOGALLA, Bernd Deutscher Steinkohlenbergbau Industry Association 

BUREAU, Maxime GE Europe NV Utility and power 
company 

CLERENS, Patrick EPPSA (European Power Plant 
Suppliers Association) Industry Association 

DIERCKS, Thorsten EURACOAL Industry Association 
DIXON, Una Irish Permanent Representation Ireland 
ELSEN, Reinhold EURELECTRIC Industry Association 
ENGEBRETSEN, Marit Norwegian Mission  Norway 
FRISAK, Hans-Assmund Statoil Oil Company 
GLORIEUX, Jacques EURISCOAL Industry Association 
GOYEAU, Guy EUROGIF Industry Association 
JOHNSTON, Mark Greenpeace NGO 
KING, Barry ConocoPhillips Oil Company 

MARQUARDT, Roland RWE Power AG Utility and power 
company 

McCARTHY, Adam Energy Policy Consulting Industry Association 
NOILHAN, Fabrice Ministère de l'Industrie France 
PEEREBOOM, Diederik OGP Europe Industry Association 

PORTER, Kate Department of Trade and 
Industry United Kingdom 

RICARD, Olivier Total Oil Company 
RITONUMMI, Timo Ministry of Trade and Industry Finland 

SCHIMKAT, Armin ALSTOM Power Ltd 
Utility and power 
company 

SPIEGELER, J.W.L. Ministry of Environment The Netherlands 
STAMBUK, Damir Ministry of Economy Croatia 
VITULLO, Laura EUROGIF (Observer) Industry Association 
   
ORTIZ DE LA TORRE, 
Patrizio RTD K.4 European Commission 

PANEK, Jan TREN C3 European Commission 
GALANIS, Ioannis TREN C3 European Commission 
SCHNEIDER, Thomas TREN C3 European Commission 
BOLESTA, Chris TREN C3 European Commission 
SALZBRENNER, Janet  TREN C3 European Commission 
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Sustainable Fossil Fuels Working Group 
Second meeting 

Brussels, 26 April 2007 

Rue De Mot 28 (DM 28), room 00/31 

 
1. Approval of the agenda and of the minutes of the first SFF WG meeting 
 
2. Presentation of the information gathering exercise on CCS projects across Europe 
 Presentation by the Commission (Mr Thomas Schneider) 
 
3. Mechanism for support of demonstration projects 
 Presentation by the Commission - state of play (Mr Ioannis GALANIS) 
 
4. Reactions from stakeholders 
 
5. CCS and power plants: not that black-and-white picture 
 Presentation by Timo Ritonummi (Ministry of Trade and Industry - Finland) 
 
6. Terms of reference for a study on energy efficiency performance and CO2 capture-

ready concept in new fossil fuelled power plants 
. Presentation by the Commission (Mr Ioannis GALANIS) 
 Reactions by the stakeholders 
 
7. The Commission prospective membership in the Methane to Markets Partnership 
 Information from the Commission (Mr Thomas Schneider) 
 
8. Any other business 
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