
25 May 2021

Mr. Phillipe Léglise-Costa
Permanent Representative of France to the European Union

CC: Energy, Climate, Environment Attachés

Re: Forest biomass in the revision of the Renewable Energy Directive (REDII)

Dear Mr Léglise-Costa,

We are writing to you concerning the revision of the Renewable Energy Directive (REDII) and the 
opposition of over 120 environmental organisations  opposed to the burning of forest biomass for 1

energy production.

We fully support the need to provide 100% of Europe’s energy from truly renewable energy 
sources to ensure the EU can reach its climate targets, to improve air quality and to decrease 
import dependency of this strategic sector. 

However, the REDII has had a devastating effect on forests. It is now being amended as part of the 
European Green Deal and this offers a major opportunity to ensure it supports, rather than 
undermines the EU’s climate and biodiversity objectives.

This is an issue that people care deeply about. Almost 200,000 people have already signed 
petitions calling for prioritising forest protection and the exclusion of forest biomass from the REDII.

We are however highly concerned by the plans of the Commission to continue including forest 
biomass as counting towards the renewable energy target as well as the pressure exerted by 
some Member States to prevent any meaningful review of REDII.  

The main problems with forest biomass are the following:

1. Burning wood for energy emits more carbon pollution than burning fossil fuels per unit 
energy, and trees regrow too slowly to offset these emissions in a timeframe compatible 
with the EU’s climate mitigation targets of 2030 and 2050.  

 See list of supporting groups on here: https://you.wemove.eu/campaigns/the-eu-must-protect-1

forests-not-burn-them-for-energy
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https://you.wemove.eu/campaigns/the-eu-must-protect-forests-not-burn-them-for-energy
https://you.wemove.eu/campaigns/the-eu-must-protect-forests-not-burn-them-for-energy


2. Harvesting forest wood for fuel – even when it is “forestry residues” – not only instantly 
converts forest carbon into atmospheric carbon, but profoundly damages ecosystems and 
biodiversity, even to the point of total destruction, as when mature, complex forest 
ecosystems are felled for fuel. 

3. European forests are already under pressure: EU forests are already heavily logged and 
Member States have estimated that 79% of valuable forest habitats are threatened by 
forestry activities. In addition to this, forest carbon sinks are decreasing and set to reduce 
by a third by 2030. Globally, it’s been estimated that if the world supplied only an additional 
2% of its energy from wood, it would double commercial wood harvests from forests.

4. Burning wood drives air pollution: Wood burning is now the biggest source of hazardous 
fine particles in the EU, even above those from road transport. In 2018, fine particulate 
matter pollution was responsible for about 379,000 premature deaths in the EU-28.

Amplifying the calls of more than 120 organisations that have signed on to this position, we have 
asked the Commission to adopt a revision of the Renewable Energy Directive (RED) that excludes 
primary forest biomass from counting towards the EU’s renewable energy target. 

As all EU Member States will discuss and decide on the review of REDII later this year we 
want to ask you to look beyond the misleading claims of the forest-burning industry to the 
simple, scientific truth. If wood becomes the new coal, our emissions will not go down, but 
our forests, the places we love, will disappear. 

Forest biomass represents only about 18%  of the EU’s current renewable energy, or 3% of energy 
overall, and can therefore be replaced through cleaner options, from wind to solar to geothermal 
and using heat pumps for the buildings sector, combined with improved energy efficiency. 

The January 2021 Joint Research Centre (JRC) report concluded that of 24 forest biomass 
pathways analysed, 23 pose a risk to biodiversity, or fail to achieve emission savings compared to 
fossil fuels within one or two decades (in the timeframe of the EU climate targets - i.e. within the 
next 2 decades that are essential to keep global warming below 1.5°C-2°C), or both. Here’s a 3 
page briefing on the JRC report that explains this issue.   

Accounting for emissions in the land sector through the LULUCF Regulation doesn’t ‘fix’ the 
problem: research institutions and independent scientists have clearly stated that current carbon 
accounting in the land sector is flawed for forests and bioenergy, and that even if requirements 
were made stronger it “would have no serious effect because it would not alter the incentive the 
directive gives to power plants and others to import wood from another country even when doing 
so increases net emissions for decades.”

In view of energy poverty issues in some of the Member States, we do not argue for stopping the 
burning of wood entirely. However, subsidising this ‘technology’ to the tune of more than 6bn euro 
per year and counting it towards the renewables target, when often the emissions from wood 
burning exceed those of coal clearly doesn’t make sense. This is particularly problematic when at 
the same time, to reach the net-zero target the EU has set itself, we need to invest massively in 
maintaining forest, and forest soil, carbon stocks, and in increasing sinks. The recently adopted 
decision on the climate law acknowledges that sinks have to be increased. Burning wood directly 
contradicts this approach. Additionally, both the Biodiversity Strategy as well as the September 
2020 climate targets communication clearly stipulate minimising the use of whole trees for 
bioenergy, yet leaked DG-Energy proposals do also not contain a limitation on biomass feedstocks 
that would address even this weak threshold. Addressing the feedstock issue, as per the results of 
the JRC’s scenario exercise, is the only way to address the problem in a meaningful way. Neither 
the RED nor the LULUCF Regulation actually address this fundamental issue.
 
We would be very happy to provide more information and to obtain your views on the issue.
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https://forestdefenders.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/JRC-study-biomass-study-overview_final.pdf
https://forestdefenders.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/JRC-study-biomass-study-overview_final.pdf
http://eubiomasscase.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/RED-II-biomass-Paper-Tiger-July-6-2020.pdf


Sincerely,

Ariel Brunner, Acting Director, Birdlife Europe, EU
Lina Burnelius, Project leader and international coordinator, Protect the Forest, Sweden
Farištamo Eller, Coordinator, Save Estonia's Forests, Estonia
Gabriel Paun, President, Agent Green, Romania
Gabriel Schwaderer, Executive Director, EuroNatur Foundation, Germany
Radosław Ślusarczyk, Chairperson, Association Workshop for All Beings, Poland
Bruno Doucet, Campaign Manager, Canopée Forêts Vivantes, France
Jana Ballenthien, Forest Campaigner, ROBIN WOOD, Germany
Gaia Angelini, President, Green Impact, Italy
Fenna Swart, Chairwoman, Comité Schone Lucht, Netherlands
Maarten Visschers, Board Member, Leefmilieu, Netherlands
Bente Hessellund Andersen, Bioenergy Campaigner, NOAH - Friends of the Earth Denmark
Debbie Hammel, Deputy Director Lands Nature Program, NRDC
Mary Booth, Director, Partnership for Policy Integrity, US/EU

Contact: Fenna Swart +31 6 41514330
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