ECG-ELEC

www.geoelec.eu

[7,) No existing Complicated

| . licencing system l procedure

Q for Geothermal involving different
i~ . oy e Ei lic entiti

s e Many European Countries are still in the process of - ey
g setting up unique geothermal licensing authorities. 0 i P .

C

2' Fiscal burden | Re;r:;g?y \ Tm:‘:;"arfn i
S e There are still regulatory barriers which can cause e
o delays and increase cost within geothermal Electricity - ~ - ~
o § . Unflexibility and

bl p roJ ects. unreasonable Unreasonable

unexplained timeframes of
() demands for ‘ licensing
o monitoring and procedures
reporting
An advised I|censmg process was developed within GEOELEC
 clear definition and classification of geothermal energy ]
« clear definition of Enhanced Geothermal System (EGS)

17 « national guides to geothermal licensing in English )

Q |® relevant Iegal basis and non-technical summary

S 2 =

> « non redundant requirements |
g o information required at appropriate stage

s « competition notice and 1 month for counter-applications

o — ———

g « thorough expertise in geothermal

o « deals with applications within 6 months

%ﬂ . di p iministrative bodies

2 ‘: exclusivity of rights )

) * preced in certain circt
'2 | e protection against underground interference

= \

e development plan

« confidentiality

« no fiscal burden

J‘  renewal, transfer and extension of licences
NG

e A Geothermal Reporting Code provides standardised terms and classification scheme in addition
to rules and template regarding presentation of project status and facts for public reporting.

e Aregulated, supervised and international Geothermal Reporting Code is believed to be of best use
for the Geothermal Community to attract international investors.

e In 2013 there are two existing codes, in Australia (AGEA) and Canada (CanGEA).

e GEOELEC does not recommend investing in a specific European Geothermal Reporting Code,
rather uphold a wait and see strategy and continue international discussion.

e An Expert Group on Resource Classification set up by the UN Economic Commission for Europe has
begun to look at modifying the UNFC-2009 scheme to include all renewable energy, including
geothermal energy. This would create an international, regulated scheme and standardisation.

e To create international consensus active participation of the European industry in international
discussion is suggested, supporting the UN EC Expert Group.

Standardisation and Schemes
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Grid Access

Environmental Issues

Public Acceptance

No technical barrier to the integration of geothermal power;

Need to fully implement the RES directive;

Transparency to grid access conditions;
Long term stability of grid connection fe

Geothermal is dispatchable and will play a role in

stabilising the grid.
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Larderello, Italy

. to blend

from all over the world.
For public acceptance it is
usually best to choose
colour, layout and
architectural style that
enable the power plant
into its
surroundings.  Tradition
can also play a part as in
Larderello  where the
cooling tower structures
are considered regional
trademarks.
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