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(A) Context 

The report aims to identify and assess ways to support the growth of the ocean energy 
sector (OE) in Europe. OE is a renewable source of energy at a very early stage of 
development. Potentially, it could become an important component in Europe's mix of 
clean energy sources and thus contribute to an ambitious climate and renewable energy 
policy post-2020. For this to become possible, however, the sector needs to demonstrate 
that it is a credible contender in the renewable energy market in order to attract sufficient 
public and investor support. 

(B) Overall opinion: POSITIVE 

The report should be improved in several respects. Firstly, it should explain better 
the added value of the initiative and the specific shortcomings it would address 
relative to various existing initiatives at the EU and international level. Secondly, 
the report should present more clearly the different components of each policy 
package (tools for intra-industry coordination, funding arrangements, grid 
planning, administrative issues and environmental monitoring) and explain how 
they would facilitate achieving a better defined set of objectives. Thirdly, the report 
should improve the assessment of impacts, including regional impacts, drawing 
upon evaluation results of similar measures applied previously in other industries. 
Finally, the report should present an overview of the views of stakeholders, 
particularly when divergent or conflicting. In particular, the report should set out 
the views of Member States and the regions concerned, or explain why this is not 
possible. 

(C) Main recommendations for improvements 

(1) Clarify the initiative's added value and objectives. Given the various EU initiatives 
that have been or are being adopted in the energy and climate policy areas, the report 
should be more precise in pointing out the specific shortcomings the proposed initiative 
would be addressing. The report should clarify how the proposal would avoid 
duplications and complement related initiatives at the Member State, EU and 
international level (i.e. the Atlantic Forum and the Ocean Energy Systems Technology 
Initiative). Against this background, the report should define specific objectives more 
precisely clarifying how success in, for instance, fostering commercialisation, 
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consolidating R&D and boosting synergies with other industries would be monitored and 
measured. 

(2) Better present the content of the options and the way they address the problems. 
The report should more clearly present the different components of each policy package 
(tools for within-industry coordination, public-private funding arrangements, grid 
planning, administrative issues and environmental monitoring). It should then explain in 
detail how individual measures would facilitate making ocean energy a credible 
contender in the renewable energy market (these links could be illustrated with a problem 
tree). The report should also describe discarded options (such as to review the relevant 
provisions in EU energy and environmental legislation) in further detail and set out the 
reasons for discarding them. Also, since certain sub-options are not feasible at this stage 
(such as those of providing guidance on dealing with administrative and environmental 
issues) the report should clarify this from the outset and provide a more precise 
indication of when such guidance would be feasible. 

(3) Improve the assessment and comparison of options. The assessment of the options 
should be underpinned by more concrete evidence of the effectiveness and 
proportionality of the proposed measures. To do so, the report could draw upon the 
evaluations and implementation reports of similar initiatives for other renewable energy 
initiatives (notably offshore wind), for instance existing evaluations from previous 
European Industrial Initiatives. Also, the report should make more explicit use of 
stakeholders' views to gauge support for individual measures and to validate the order of 
magnitude of potential impacts. The report should provide a better indication of 
administrative burdens, potential regional effects and the stated impacts on energy costs 
(or explain why this is not possible). Impacts should be compared against the baseline 
and options assessed in terms of their effectiveness, efficiency and coherence. The report 
should clarify if there is a preferred option. 

(4) Better present stakeholders' views. The report should indicate the 
representativeness of the views collected, and a more comprehensive account of the 
views of all relevant stakeholders, particularly when divergent or conflicting. In these 
instances, the report should explain how concerns have been taken into account. The 
report should set out the views of Member States and the regions concerned. 

Some more technical comments have been transmitted directly to the author DG and are expected to be 
incorporated in the final version of the impact assessment report 

(D) Procedure and presentation 

The report should avoid jargon and complex language. The text should be systematically 
edited with a view to simplify and shorten it. A glossary of acronyms and terms should 
be added in the annex. Footnotes should be included at the bottom of the page in the 
main text. 
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