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ÌÌ The screening phase of EIA could be more effective
if projects could be screened as to the risk of an
impact.
ÌÌ Tools such as the SOWFIA Data Management
Platform are valuable as they compile relevant
information, make it easily accessible and inform
decision-making.
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Further information can be found in the final report from
Work Package 3 available on the SOWFIA website.
Keep up to date with the SOWFIA project by joining
the SOWFIA network on www.sowfia.eu. Access the
SOWFIA DMP at: sowfia.hidromod.com.

Basking shark, UK

Consultation
ÌÌ Although formal consultation is a legal requirement
as part of the EIA process, early and informal
consultation can help avoid contentious issues
which could delay consenting and deployment.
ÌÌ Regulatory authorities should provide developers
with a list of stakeholders.
ÌÌ Successful consultation requires building trust with
stakeholders through suitable representatives.
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Integrated planning

ÌÌ In most countries there is no dedicated consenting
procedure for ocean energy.
ÌÌ There is limited coordination between responsible
authorities and mechanisms to ensure efficiency of
the process are largely absent.
ÌÌ Some procedures are outdated with no defined
timelines thereby increasing uncertainty for
developers.

ÌÌ Integrated planning may ensure greater coordination
and communication between the authorities,
developers and stakeholders.
ÌÌ Maritime Spatial Planning (MSP) and Strategic
Environmental Assessment (SEA) can be viewed as
sequential tools for more integrated planning but are
not yet fully understood and implemented in each
Member State.
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Dedicated consenting processes for ocean energy are
rare in Europe. Progress has been made in several
countries but more practical experience is needed to
inform the operation of the process. Maritime Spatial
Planning and Strategic Environmental Assessment are
tools that can ensure other pertinent law and policy
objectives are taken into account at an early stage.
They can also assist in site selection and, therefore,
help deliver better planning. Consenting is also heavily
influenced by national priorities, policies, renewable
energy strategies and incentives introduced by
respective governments.
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The wave energy industry is a new and innovative
industry which aims to contribute to the delivery
of the EU’s renewable energy targets. There is an
increasing amount of practical experience of wave
energy consenting process being gained as wave
energy projects are deployed across Europe. One of
the aims of the SOWFIA project is to review licensing
procedures in order to provide recommendations on
streamlining of consenting processes.

Characteristics of national
processes
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Context

Participants at the SOWFIA workshop for consenting processes,
Brussels

Resources, costs and
requirements

Administrative procedures

ÌÌ Numerous agencies and ministries are involved in the
process though their precise role is not always clear.
ÌÌ Costs and limited resources/personnel in relevant
authorities can impede the process.
ÌÌ EIA requirements are perceived as too onerous,
given the small and temporary nature of current
deployments.
ÌÌ There are inherent difficulties with Appropriate
Assessment (Habitats Directive).

ÌÌ A dedicated consenting process for ocean energy
projects exists in Scotland where it is coordinated
by a single authority or ‘one-stop shop’ and, to an
extent, in Sweden where the process is managed by
a regional authority.
ÌÌ Implementing a ‘one-stop-shop’ in some jurisdictions
would be quite complex given the level of regulatory
amendment needed;
ÌÌ Better coordination between authorities is critical.

