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Attendees 

Kenneth Richter - FoE 

Hugh Tucker - UKPIA 

Andy Eastlake - LowCVP 

Doug Parr - Greenpeace 

Rob Wakely - DfT 

 Marta Chrusch - BP  

Ben Allen - IEEP 

Chetal Owens – DEFRA 

Fraser Campbell - DECC 

Mark Turner - BIS 

Tom Robertson - DfT 

Patrick Lynch - Greenergy  

Mike Goldworthy - NNFCC 

Claire Wenner - Renewable Energy 

Association 

Angela Bowden - Scopa 

James Mills - NFU 

Jo Howes - BP 

 Aaron Berry - DfT 

Richard Kneller - DfT 

 

Introduction by Chair 

Rob Wakely stood in as chair for Chris Mottershead. He noted that the presence of stakeholders was 

appreciated and that it was understood that the WG needs to be kept relevant, useful and 

constructive to ensure their continuing participation.  

Discussion on WG2 Terms of Reference 

There was a discussion around the work of the group where the following points were noted: 

 It is important that the wider energy landscape around biofuels is understood   

 The RED sub target for transport is 10%, but the transport sector is considered important for 

meeting the overall RED target of 15% and therefore a higher contribution would need to be 

considered. 

 Some points in the ToR need to reflect pluses as well as minuses. 

 Language around energy security needs to be adjusted. 

 Scenarios for 2030 should be considered.  

 A reference to air quality is needed. 

 The questions needed to be prioritised and grouped.  

 

Action Point: DfT to circulate revised terms of reference by Friday 28 November 

Comments / Outputs 

 

 An aviation representative was invited but did not attend 

 Dickson Posnett from Argent Energy should be invited to represent biodiesel producers 

 BIS officials working on other renewable strategies e.g. wind etc. can be accessed through 

Mark Turner 



 
 A common agreement needs to be found on what constitutes ‘sustainability’ and ‘advanced 

biofuels’. There is some latitude to define advanced biofuels criteria. 

 We are currently challenged to meet our future carbon budgets which currently assume an 

8% contribution from biofuels.  

Action Points:  

 DfT to contact those identified to encourage participation in future meetings 

 Attendees to submit a definition of sustainability and of advanced biofuels, each to be no 

more than half a page in length.  These should be submitted by Friday 5 December.    

 

Consideration of Scenarios  

Clarifications:  

 Advanced biodiesel in scenarios presumed to be second gen drop in biodiesel 

 The 3 scenarios with sub-targets assume an effective policy mechanism to meet this 

 Costs are lower for higher advanced sub targets as less fuel is required to meet the target 

(because advanced biofuels are double counted).   

 The analysis  takes into account the higher volume of fossil fuel that will be used if less 

biofuels are used to meet the RED target – the GHG savings are relative to the emissions that 

would occur from fossil fuel being used rather than biofuel 

 there is an overall 1% contribution to the 10% sub target from electricity assumed in all 

scenarios. 

 Scenarios for the contribution of advanced fuels are being updated to reflect an 80/20  

advanced ethanol/advanced biodiesel split.  

Comments / Outputs 

 The costs of advanced biofuel were thought to be higher. This was an issue for WG1 to 

consider. 

 Electric vehicle battery technology costs are expected to reduce significantly in the near 

future which would affect whether biofuels were required to meet emissions reductions 

targets 

 E10 modelling across whole range of scenarios would be useful 

 The UK ethanol industry would be negatively affected unless  E10 was encouraged. 

 Attendees were keen to see the data behind the model 

 A ‘lowest cost to the consumer’ scenario (whilst meeting RED) would be useful  

 Important that wider factors and how they feed into the scenarios is understood, e.g. Waste 

Directive, RED ILUC conclusions.  

 The 1% and 1.5% scenarios  appeared very challenging and might not be achievable by 2020, 

but could be soon after 

 Modelling to 2030 is necessary as 2020 is relatively soon,  and 2020 goals should take into 

account the favoured pathway to 2030 

 Supply of advanced to 2020 needs to assume what is available now as new facilities will be 

expensive and investment to will not come without clear 2030 targets 

 DfT should articulate what is in the carbon plan a little more clearly.  



 
 We can to discuss what we mean by advanced and sustainability before scenarios, as these 

factors will have a bearing on what we expect to be achievable by 2030. 

 Need to consider  a possible scenario for higher electricity and cleaner fuels (with no crop 

based biofuels) for 2020. 

 A straw poll revealed that there is no common consensus on whether E10 should be rolled 

out (although most scenarios indicated it was required to meet the 2020 targets).   

 

 

Action Points 

Request to WG1 to: 

  develop scenarios for 2030 

 check with OLEV the latest projections for 2030 uptake of EVs and ensure 2030 modelling 

reflects this, including  stretch scenarios.   

 Include modelling with E10 at all sub-target levels  

 consider whether a ‘lowest cost to the consumer’ model would be possible.  

 publish spreadsheets behind scenarios  

 

The next meeting to take place w/c December 15 – DfT to arrange 

     

 

   

 

 


