Open letter to Members of the European Parliament: Improve the Renewable Energy Directive
October 17, 2017
Dear Members of the European Parliament in the ENVI and ITRE committees,
The Renewable Energy Directive (RED II) is an important policy aiming to reduce EU’s greenhouse gas emissions. At
the moment, it is being discussed in the ENVI and ITRE committees of the Parliament prior to the final vote.
Bioenergy is the largest source of renewable energy in the EU, and therefore it is crucial to ensure that bioenergy
effectively reduces emissions and does not have detrimental environmental impacts.
We, the undersigned Swedish NGOs, urge the Parliament to radically improve the Commission’s proposals on
bioenergy sustainability and transport biofuels in the RED II. The current policies lead to increased forest harvests
and the burning of trees for energy, which do not reduce the emissions of greenhouse gases or favor the biodiversity.
In Sweden, natural and semi-natural forests are systematically clear-cut and replaced by even-aged conifer tree
plantations, poor of species, to acquire alleged sustainable wood products and bioenergy. Over 90 % of all forests in
Sweden have already been affected by forestry in some way 1 and few high conservation value forests remain.
According to official reporting under the EU Habitats Directive, 14 of 15 forest biotopes in Sweden do not have a
favorable conservation status.2 Mainly due to this habitat destruction, over 1,800 forest-living species are red-listed in
Sweden.3
Still, Sweden promotes itself as a leader when it comes to sustainable forestry and bioeconomy. The Swedish and
Finnish Forest Industries, among others, are strong lobbyists and use the climate as a pretext to increase their forest
harvest, production and economic rates.
When forests are clear-cut, large volumes of greenhouse gases are released from the soil, especially on peat land.4,5 In
general, there is a pattern of decreasing carbon pools in tree plantations as compared to forests.6 In Sweden, over half
of the productive forests are young, less than 60 years old.7 Old-growth forests aged up to 800-3,000 years have large
carbon stocks and can continue to function as carbon sinks.8,9 By protecting older forest ecosystems from land-use
change, greenhouse gas emissions can be avoided.10
Recently, 190 scientists stated that there is a need for a scientific basis of the EU climate policy on forests.11 They
declared that bioenergy from forest biomass is not carbon neutral and risks having seriously negative climate impacts.
The combustion of forest biomass can release more carbon dioxide to the atmosphere than fossil fuels. 12,13,14 In
addition, biofuel crops increase the need of agricultural land, converting valuable habitats and displacing other crops,
with serious impacts on food security and significant greenhouse gas emissions from land use change as a
result.15,16,17,18 For example, tropical forests and Cerrados (tropical savanna) in South America are cut down to make
room for livestock and soybean cultivations. Sugar cane plantations push pastures and soybean cultivations deeper
into the forests. In Indonesia and other Southeast Asian countries, which are major producers of palm oil, the
destruction of rainforest is extensive as palm plantations are established. The growing European demand of bioenergy
increases greenhouse gas emissions and urgent action needs to be taken.
To change the course of increased bioenergy use and to aim for integrity of sustainable renewable energy, we urge the
Parliament to support amendments which revise the following key issues in the RED II (which are also
recommended by various European environmental groups):
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Introduce no new renewable energy targets for the transport sector that include food or feed based biofuels,
such as palm oil, soy, other vegetable oils and sugar crops. (Art 3 or 25)
Phase out all food and feed land-based biofuels by 2030. (Art 7.1)
Take indirect emissions from land use into account in the greenhouse gas calculations of biofuels. (Art 28.1)
Ensure that only truly sustainable advanced (bio)fuels, such as agricultural and forest residues and waste
which are not used for any other purposes, qualify for any targets. (Art 25.1 and Annex IX)
The targets for advanced biofuels should match the availability of sustainable raw materials. (Art 25.1)
Support additional incentives for renewable electrification (principally powered by solar energy) of transport.
(Art 25)
Only support the use of forest residues and waste for energy (exclude all forest products such as roundwood
and pulp wood). (Art 26.5)
No support for inefficient electricity production from biomass, particularly if co-fired with fossil fuels. (Art
26.8)
Extend the scope of all sustainability criteria to cover a larger share of bioenergy. (Art 26.1)

The planetary boundaries for climate and biodiversity are already exceeded19 and catastrophic consequences are ahead
if stringent climate mitigation measures are not urgently taken. It is time to act in favor of both the climate and the
biodiversity.
Yours sincerely,
Kristina Bäck, Spokesperson, Protect the Forest
Jonas Bane, Spokesperson, Climate Action Sweden
Imanol Rubio Bertilsson, Chairperson, Friends of the Earth Sweden
Alice Andersson, Vice President, PUSH Sweden
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