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EDSP ECO is a research and project agency and creates an environment to support organizations
worldwide that are responsible for actions to protect the planet, end poverty or increase wellbeing. We provide support in the form of building and managing websites, conducting extensive
research, setting up and offering digital campaigns, connecting stakeholders, giving public
speeches and interviews and developing and deploying environmentally friendly solutions. In
addition, we actively focus on politicians and companies that contribute to pollution and climate
change.
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LobbyFacts Research Part 3:
RWE/Essent and the Scientists of the
Copernicus Institute (UU)
Contribution for the PBL's research into the availability of sustainable biomass and its
application possibilities in the Netherlands.
Preface
Science is conducted by humans and many things can go wrong in the production and application of
science. Partly in response to parliamentary questions, in 2005 the Minister of Education, Culture and
Science asked the Royal Netherlands Academy of Sciences (KNAW) to advise on how to ensure the
scientific independence of research commissioned by a third-parties and conducted by researchers in
the public sector.
The KNAW concluded that clients often live in worlds with objectives and values and norms (business,
politics, interest groups, etc.) that are very different from those that researchers and science should
use. The pressure to let their own objectives predominate can be high with clients, which in unfavorable
cases can translate into pressure on the researchers.
Publications and informal conversations suggest that derailments occur: the design of the research, the
data collection and the interpretation are sometimes adjusted to obtain a favorable outcome for the
client, and the publication of that outcome is sometimes prevented, delayed or adapted to the wishes
of the client. This applies to research assignments from governments and interest groups as well as to
industrial clients.
However, the KNAW's recommendations to prevent independent research from designing, conducting,
interpreting and publishing the research being improperly influenced by the interests of the client have
not been followed, with disastrous consequences. Follow The Money (FTM) has published 23 articles
about this in the past five years.
EDSP ECO is committed to protect science and society against bad or deliberate misleading products
that are brought to the public as products of good scientific research and we have conducted extensive
research in the past year into the paid pro-biomass lobby in the Netherlands. Several Dutch universities,
research agencies and companies are involved in these practices which result in extensive damage to
our health, to nature, the climate and therefore our future. We provide our findings as input for the
research by the Netherlands Environmental Assessment Agency (PBL), which will serve as the basis for
the advice of the Social and Economic Council (SER) with regard to the use of biomass in the
Netherlands.
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“I am not so enamored of my own opinions that I disregard what others may think of them.”
Nicolaus Copernicus (1543)

The research
This research is part of an extensive study into the paid pro-biomass lobby activities in the Netherlands. The full
study consists of the following 6 parts which will be published on the following website:

https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts
Part 1: Energy companies
Part 2: Politics and civil servants
Part 3: Scientists

Part 4: Consultants and lobbyists
Part 5: Certification and subsidies
Part 6: Banks and investors

In this article we will first describe the involvement of Utrecht University in the world of biomass. We pay
attention to the problems that arise in the area of reliability of the universities and in particular the Copernicus
Institute. We then discuss the main scientists who actively advocate for biomass in the Netherlands and who have
been involved in the paid pro-biomass lobby for many years. We tell about their field of activity and their history
and the influence of the RWE / Essent energy company.

Universities
The Netherlands have several universities that have been closely involved with and dependent on paid probiomass lobbying activities for many years. The Dutch government and the European Union provide millions in
subsidies and together with companies that have financial interest in harvesting, transporting, processing,
trading or burning woody biomass, they produce many of the pro-biomass reports that the universities have
been generating for more than ten years. Researchers, professors and the directors of the relevant institutes,
(former) members of the House of Representatives, ministers and officials from the institutes, are paid directly
or indirectly through biomass projects that are allocated by the same companies, government and the European
Union. We discuss this in part two of our lobby facts research. This article focuses on the Copernicus Institute of
Utrecht University. Other institutes are discussed in the following chapters of part three.
The Copernicus Institute was prepared by committees headed by Klaas van Egmond and Margreeth de Boer,
and was founded in 2001. Wim Turkenburg was the scientific director of this institute from the very start and
was also the driving force behind the founding of the Utrecht Center for Energy Research (UCE) of which he was
also the scientific director. The formation of UCE was aimed at realizing more cooperation in the Utrecht region
and making better use of research funding. Klaas van Egmond was responsible for the founding of the Utrecht
Center for Earth and Sustainability (UCAD) of which Jacqueline Cramer became the director in early 2011 and
which merged the UCE and UCAD into the Utrecht Sustainability Institute (USI).
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Image 1: Archive photo (2012) Copernicus Institute, team energy with Wim Turkenburg, Andre Faaij en Martin Junginger.

Trust in science
At the beginning of 1999, Klaas van Egmond is still director of the National Institute for Public Health and the
Environment (RIVM) and Trouw publishes an interview in which an employee accuses the institute of 'lies and
deceit' and accuses the service of generating unfounded reports aimed at keeping politics satisfied. According to
the employee, it is an attitude most environmental institutions are guilty of by conducting joint studies and
agreeing jointly which models and parameters are used and by protecting themselves by silencing critics. Van
Egmond confirmed this by responding that it was politics who wanted RIVM to include economic and sociological
factors in its models. The outcomes of those models become uncertain because of that; you cannot blame RIVM
for that, he claimed. If politicians want it that way, then they can get those uncertainties. Professor Pier Vellinga
stated that it was a bit more complicated than that. According to him, almost all knowledge in the Netherlands
would be concentrated in national institutions that report directly to The Hague without consulting counterexpertise. The disadvantage is that it is very difficult for outsiders to participate in the discussion. The decisionmaking is consistent internally, but people are often deaf to other sounds. These institutions exhibit a certain
slowness in their response to a changing world. As a result, if that internal flow is wrong, or if there are
uncertainties, politics are on the wrong track.
Jacqueline Cramer was a minister at the beginning of 2010 when it became known that the Netherlands
Environmental Assessment Agency (PBL) had made a sloppy mistake in the IPCC's climate report and she said she
would "no longer accept any mistakes". Turkenburg responded that he did not understand Cramers' zero error
requirement and said: Before she became a minister, she was a scientist here at the Copernicus Institute of which
I am now the director. She must know that mistakes are common in science.
The Copernicus Institute of the University of Utrecht was sharply criticized in 2015 after the Royal Netherlands
Academy of Sciences (KNAW) questions the principles of the Institute in the vision document "Biofuel and wood
as energy sources - effect on greenhouse emissions". Since 2017 the KNAW has been warning that the burning of
woody biomass for energy purposes does not contribute to solving climate problems and would actually
aggravate them. The authors of the vision document relied on scientific publications from 'the most renowned,
independent experts at home and abroad'. Turkenburg and Faaij, who consider themselves to be the founders of
the Copernicus Institute's assumptions on the usefulness of burning woody biomass, could not or did not wish to
provide substantive arguments for arriving at a different opinion.
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Image 2: Talkshow Warehouse de Zwijger in Amsterdam – Biomass: from promise to culprit

On September 12, 2018, Klaas van Egmond sounded the alarm and said that the large companies had too much
power and that they misused it with a disastrous effect on the major issue of our time, the climate problem. The
promises of the large companies would be systematically violated and those involved who would like to tackle
the problems (such as at the time with the palm oil plantations) were called back by the shareholders who wanted
to keep making profits. Van Egmond accused the companies of deliberately trying to delay the much needed
changes.
Quote from 2018 by Klaas van Egmond: The whole of The Hague is talking about the Paris climate targets, but this
way we will never achieve them – the aim is about CO2 emissions being halved in eleven years. Of course, muddling
along can be the choice in a parliamentary democracy. This is a choice they can make, but then at least be honest
about it and stop moaning about the future and the lives of our grandchildren. (...) Civilizations do not perish because
they do not see the problem coming, but because the older invested generation refrains the younger from adapting
on time.

On November 19, 2019, the members of the National Federation Against Biomass Centers (www-the-fab.org)
were invited to the talk show "Warehouse de Zwijger - Biomass: from promise to culprit". On the podium, Mr van
Egmond stood opposed to a colleague from the University of Utrecht who argued for the burning of woody
biomass. The thrust of his story was clear (click on image 2 above to watch the YouTube video): Burning biomass
is not a good idea for the climate, biodiversity and fertility of the soil and it is naive to think that politics will make
laws to force companies to use biomass in a sustainable way. You especially don't have to expect anything from
the companies themselves. The use of woody biomass not only stops the energy transition, it makes the problem
worse and it is disastrous for our future.
One thing we question about Mr. van Egmond's story is the timeline when he finally chooses to express his opinion
so clearly and publicly. We have analyzed thousands of documents and news items and have come across Mr van
Egmond very often, but never in the context in which he expresses his views on woody biomass so clearly. Mr.
van Egmond said he was worried about the climate and the future. We regret that in the last ten years he has not
publicly expressed his views to oppose those of professor Turkenburg, Faaij and Junginger.
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Image 3: Carbon Capture and Storage Installation

The scientists
Wim Turkenburg is not only a professor at Utrecht University and the former director of the Copernicus Institute.
He is also the owner of a consultancy firm and a member of a number of advisory committees, all in the field of
bioenergy and biomaterials. He also regularly communicates about energy issues in public media. Turkenburg, his
consultancy firm and his colleagues are allied directly to a number of organizations in the paid pro-biomass lobby.
In 2015, the KNAW have already pointed towards the lobby and conflicts of interest between the members of the
Copernicus Institute and the energy companies.
Quotation from 2016 by Wim Turkenburg: The first framework to arrive at sustainability criteria for the development
and application of biofuels was developed by 'the club in Utrecht' [Copernicus Institute] under the leadership of
colleague André Faaij, grafted on a paper by me 1996 (...) They formed the foundation of the later so-called 'Cramer
criteria' for sustainable biomass.

In addition to lobbying for the large-scale burning of woody biomass for energy generation (preferably by sponsor
RWE Essent), Turkenburg also has a passion in the same category. He and Faaij are strong proponents of the
Carbon Capture & Storage (CCS) principle. Turkenburg has been involved in the development of the first tests
with CCS since the early 90s and in September 1996 he received the Greenman Award for his contribution to
research. In 1997 he was involved in the extensive CO2 Capture, Transport and Storage (CATO) project with a
budget of 25 million euros and a duration of 5 years. Since then, Turkenburg and Faaij have been lobbying hard
to get their ideas on the market. As a result, they are responsible, among other things, for the construction of the
three newest coal-fired power stations approved by their colleague and then Minister Jacqueline Cramer (even
in 2019 there is plenty of lobbying throughout the institute).
Quote from 2017 by Jacqueline Cramer: They will be the cleanest power plants in the world with the possibility of
storing CO2 and co-firing biomass. (…) By that time, emission allowances will be so high that the power stations
will do everything they can to reduce CO2 emissions for economic reasons.

However, the costs for CCS turned out to be so high that the development and application of CCS did not prove
to be a feasible solution. However, closing the plants was not an option, despite the additional CO2 emissions
that are the result.
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Image 4 4: RWE (Essent) coal/biomass power plant in Eemshaven

André Faaij is a professor at the University of Groningen and previously worked for the Copernicus Institute
(Utrecht University) and is now scientific director at ECN (part of TNO). At the beginning of 2015, he stated in a
Trouw article that he found the KNAW's critical publication about co-firing biomass in power plants of
"kindergarten level". The KNAW indicated that Faaij is part of a small group of self-proclaimed experts who have
all kinds of ties with stakeholders, making it difficult for science to speak. The KNAW has no financial interests and
is independent. Faaij is often associated with the organizations involved in the paid pro-biomass lobby and until
three years ago he regularly sought publicity with his vision and lobby. In 2019 he operates more in the
background and leaves the discussion to Martin Junginger.
Quote from 2008 by Andre Faaij (member of the Cramer Commission): The Netherlands have a leading position in
this field, partly because it has taken the initiative for the Cramer framework with sustainability requirements for
biomass. The committee was chaired by a colleague at the Copernicus Institute, Jacqueline Cramer, now Minister of
VROM, and was very pleasant to work with. Our group has certainly laid the foundation for the work. Before the
committee was even set up, we looked at what criteria had to be developed, where they could be linked to existing
conventions or certification, and how a route towards concrete indicators and implementation could be set up. We
are now conducting exciting research for FAO in this area, and we advise parties such as UNCTAD (UN Trade
Commission), UNEP, OECD and IEA. Another highlight in this area, since 2004, is our leadership (with Essent) of a
work group of the International Energy Agency in the field of sustainable international trade in biomass.

When the government announced in 2001 that, with natural gas revenues, it wanted to give a substantial injection
to strengthening the knowledge infrastructure in the Netherlands, Turkenburg saw opportunities for NW&S, UCE
and the Copernicus Institute that had just been set up. This is how the idea arises of setting up a large national
clean fossil program. In addition to UCE, no fewer than nineteen organizations participate in the program: energy
companies (Shell, Gasterra, EBN, NAM), universities (three departments of Utrecht University, Leiden University,
University of Twente, TU Delft), research institutions (KEMA, ECN, two departments) from TNO), consultancy
firms (Ecofys, Geochemie Research BV) and environmental organizations (Stichting Natuur en Milieu,
Greenpeace, Wereld Natuurfonds). The clean fossil program forms the basis for further cooperation in the probiomass lobby of the Copernicus Institute and has been active to date.
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Image 5: BURNED: Are Trees the New Coal? A documentary about the national and international biomass controverse

In 2002, the Copernicus Institute started the FAIR Biotrade project of Essent (RWE) to convert the Essent Green
Gold Label (GGL) into a certification system (SBP) for the worldwide trade in biomass. Essent (RWE) has been
burning woody biomass at the Cuijk power plant since 1999, expanded it extensively to the Amer power plant in
2001 and has been making woody biomass a global trading product at a rapid pace.
Faaij wrote multiple research papers or the Essent GGL project in January 2003 and in January and March 2004.
These were followed up at the beginning of 2005 by another study and later that year by a more extensive study
in collaboration between the Copernicus Institute, Wageningen University, ECN, Kema and Alterra. In 2006, this
resulted in the Cramer criteria for large-scale global biomass production and trade.
Cramer lobbied the criteria into The Hague government chambers so Essent (RWE) could start a global production
and trade in biomass. This was received with protest. Several members of the House of Representatives rejected
the proposed directive as being without obligation and demanded stricter guarantees and conditions for the
future subsidies that Cramer intended to provide for the production of biomass. They insisted on more control
and sanctions to guarantee sustainability. Cramer ignored all criticism. According to her, the business community
would be wary of using 'wrong' biomass and of being publicly disgraced. In her view, this would be enough
motivation for companies to cooperate with sustainable criteria. She also spoke of a first step. Together with the
producers, Cramer wanted to ensure that the criteria were "practically feasible". After that we can do check ups,
she said. However, she did not state that she was in a conflict of interest because her own research institute had
determined the criteria that resulted from a close and paid collaboration with RWE Essent.
Within argumentation theory and Critical Thinking there is an agreement that an argument based on an
unjustified authority by definition has no value. We call it a fallacy: an argument that may sound nice but cannot
be included in a serious discussion because it is false or invalid. With an argumentation it is important to assess
whether there is a valid and valuable source. The source must be an authority. A prerequisite for a valid appeal
to authority is that the authority is objective. For that reason, referring to your own authority is generally not
entitled and financial interest also has a negative effect on objectivity. In the foregoing it is shown that both cases
are involved.
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Image 6: forest logged for RWE Essent wood chip factory in Georgia (United States) for the production of woonchips for biomass burning

Martin Junginger is one of the top five scientists involved in the paid pro-biomass lobby in the Netherlands. He is
in Wim Turkenburg's "club in Utrecht" and is an old student and disciple of Professor André Faaij. Junginger was
a member of the advisory board of the controversial Sustainable Biomass Program (SBP) and advises the
government on biomass issues, among other things as a member of the Corbey Commission1. Between 20132018 he was the leader of the pro-biomass lobby organization IEA Bioenergy Task 40 (www.bioenergytrade.org).
His work includes mapping the international trade in biomass and biofuels (with a special focus on wood pellets)
and identifying limitations and opportunities for the trade in bioenergy. He led a large number of EU-funded probiomass lobby projects, such as Biotrade2020 +, BioS Sustain and the TKI-BBE funded BioLogikN project. Previous
projects funded by the EU included Pellets @ las, EUBIONETIII, Re-shaping, DiaCore and SolidStandards. He is also
a member of the Good Fuels sustainability advisory board. This is a Dutch company that develops liquid biofuels
for heavy transport and shipment.
Quote from 2017 from Junginger: I would also like to mention my academic mentors. Wim [Turkenburg -red], my
promotion with you has been a while ago, but I have gained a lot of academic skills with you. I am happy to be able
to succeed you as a professor in the Energy & Resources group. André [Faaij] - one thing is certain: I would not have
been here today without you. It all started eighteen years ago with a graduation study into the availability of
agricultural and forestry residues in Thailand, and since then I have been a fan of bio-based.

At the end of 2016, Junginger explained to anyone who wanted to hear that bioenergy could achieve a significant
CO2 emission reduction of 80-90% compared to the combustion of natural gas and coal. Thanks to his advice,
several municipalities in the Netherlands have issued permits for biomass power stations despite objections from
local residents. In April 2019, however, Junginger admitted that more CO2 is released when burning wood than
when burning coal. Last month (October 2019) he again stated that burning wood brings more CO2 into the
atmosphere than coal, but continued his changed position with the question: "but is it relevant?" Junginger claims
that branches and top wood will decay within 5 to 20 years if they are not burned as biomass and that the same
amount of CO2 is released.

1

The Corbey Commission, lead by Dorrette Corbey, advised the government about the sustainability of biomass burning.
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Image 7: In 2017 Birdlife Europe and Central Asia published this documentary: bio-energy: the ugly truth

However, according to EASAC scientists, Junginger does not take into account the fact that when biomass is
harvested, transported and burned, much more CO2 is released and it happens a lot faster because of harvesting,
transporting, processing and burning than when we let the forest decompose naturally. He also leaves out that
there is less forest left to absorb CO2. Moreover, recent studies have shown that a great deal of CO2 is stored in
the upper soil layer in forests and that forest management through the mechanical harvesting of branch and top
timber with heavy machinery causes permanent damage to that top layer, which leads to less CO2 absorption
and storage. Managed forests consist largely of forest with little variation. Managed forest for woody biomass
consists mainly of a single tree species. Research from August 2019 shows that forests with much variation absorb
much more CO2 than forests with less variation. The research results from a report from the beginning of
November 2019 show that up to 626 percent less CO2 uptake takes place in managed forests.
From his reaction in an interview this April, we conclude that Junginger seems to assume that we have 500 years
instead of a maximum of 11 years to drastically reduce the CO2 content in the air. According to the IPCC, we will
achieve the dreaded 1.5 degree global warming within 10 to a maximum of 30 years. Junginger indicates in an
interview on 7 October 2019 this year that there is no consensus in science about this period, but acknowledges
that he himself does not know what it would be. Nevertheless, he is directly involved in and therefore partly
responsible for the decision not to record and count the CO2 emissions and carbon debt caused by the harvesting,
transport, processing and burning of woody biomass. In the extensive interview of April 2019, Junginger also very
easily ignores the disappearance of biodiversity and continues to systematically maintain in the media that the
woody biomass that we burn in the Netherlands for the purpose of generating energy comes from sustainably
managed forests. During an inaugural lecture on 8 September 2017 for his colleagues from the University of
Utrecht, he said that the FSC requirements were so strict that it could be difficult to find enough wood that meets
all these criteria.
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Image 8: If Turkenburg, Faaij and Junginger would be living near a biomass power plant the world would probably be a different place.

Quote from 2017 from Martin Junginger: We are currently sourcing a lot of wood to replace coal from pine tree
plantations in the southeastern US. However, these plantations are not or hardly FSC certified because the local
paper industry does not value this. This can of course change, but it takes a lot of time. Moreover, bioenergy is
ultimately not the main market for this wood. That is why the motivation for landowners to certify their forest will
remain limited.

He is therefore aware that we in the Netherlands use biomass that does not come from sustainably managed
forests. He then indicated in the same interview that he has no knowledge of the extra particulate matter
emissions that are released with the burning of woody biomass, because of which we die on average nine months
earlier in the Netherlands. He simply refers to the RIVM for this matter.
Junginger publishes reports for various energy companies through the Copernicus Institute such as, ENGIE (GDF
SUEZ / Electrabel), RWE (Essent). On various documents and reports from Junginger, the logos of the companies
involved have been placed next to the logo of Utrecht University and above a number of reports that the financial
contribution from Essent or the subsidy scheme for Energy and Innovation Biobased Economy has made the
project possible. (See image 11 & 12)
At the end of 2018, the scientific pro-biomass lobby club of Junginger again wrote an extensive lobby article in
the NRC in response to the growing protest sounds from Dutch and international scientists. The article has also
been submitted on behalf of André Faaij, Johan Sanders, Patricia Osseweg and Gert-Jan Nabuurs.
In November 2019, Junginger again sought publicity with his usual pro-biomass lobbying story after hundreds of
researchers had sounded the alarm for the umpteenth time in the last ten years and with new research results
demonstrated that burning woody biomass for energy purposes was worse for the health, nature, the climate
and therefore our future, than the burning of gas and coal. After Junginger has continuously tried to convince the
world over the past twenty years that burning woody biomass is a brilliant idea for generating energy, he states
in this last article that generating electricity by burning wood is not a good application for the use of woody
biomass and it would surprise him if one more subsidy goes to it after 2024.
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Image 9: Protest by Greenpeace at an RWE Essent power plant

Junginger then tries to justify the burning of woody biomass by indicating that the extra nitrogen and particulate
matter emissions aren’t that bad. The reporter points out the latest research results and indicates that the large
coal-fired power stations in the Netherlands emit several million kilos of nitrogen (nitrogen oxides and ammonia)
and other particulate matter each year. The emissions from the hundreds of specialized biomass power plants
and installations that are still planned will supplement that. Moreover, the smaller power stations have far less
strict emission standards, the reporter rightly states. Junginger can only admit that the RIVM has indeed rightly
pointed to the possible risks to public health with regard to more than 600 planned (smaller) biomass plants in
the Netherlands.
Junginger continues his story by indicating that the emissions caused by the transport of biomass with ships from
America are better than expected and compares the transport of biomass with a ship over a distance of 10,000
km (America) with a 200 kilometers truck ride. As soon as the journalist questions Junginger's remark and
contrasts it with the findings of the EASAC scientific community, who thought it was a perverse policy, Junginger
changes his story and replies that it would indeed be better if America were to use the biomass instead of
exporting it. He concludes his reaction with an unrelated comment that logging also creates jobs in poor areas in
southern North America. In the Netherlands, the provinces used to apply the requirement that woody biomass
must come within a radius of 100 kilometers from the biomass plant in order to still meet the sustainability
requirements. Junginger finds that twice that distance is fine as well and has tried to influence politicians to try
to revoke these sustainability requirements for biomass.
Junginger continues his pro-biomass lobbying attempt by indicating that it would all be okay with the quantities
of biomass that we import every year and that we still have enough crooked trees and branches available for that
20-30 percent yearly in demand. Straight trees are not cut down for biomass production because that would be
a shame; they can cut boards much better, according to Junginger, because that means more money. A good
number of research reports from the past ten years, however, draw the conclusion that entire trees are indeed
felled and processed into woody biomass. In addition to these large number of reports from reputable
organizations and agencies, several videos and documentaries have also been made in which it is clearly
demonstrated that whole trees are indeed used for biomass production.
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Image 10: Martin Junginger and Peter Paul Schouwenberg zijn de twee task leaders van IEA Bioenergy Task 40

Junginger (and Faaij) and Peter-Paul Schouwenberg (RWE - Essent) have been working together for more than
ten years to realize their vision of a global biomass trading empire. Junginger and Schouwenberg are members
of several pro-biomass lobby organizations (Biotrade2020 +, BioS Sustain, TKI-BBE, BioLogikN, Pellets @ las,
EUBIONETIII, Re-shaping, DiaCore and SolidStandards, etc.) and are among others the task leaders of the IEA
Bioenergy Task 40 team that is responsible for setting up the worldwide production and trade of biomass.
Peter-Paul Schouwenberg (Manager Biobased Economy of RWE Essent) is, together with a number of other
RWE Essent directors, the driving force from the energy industry that has ensured that the use of woody
biomass for generating energy worldwide on a gigantic scale set up and accepted. He has been working for the
Provincial North Brabant Electricity Company (PNEM) and the Electricity Production Company South
Netherlands (EPZ) since 1986, which after a merger became Essent.
In 1999, RWE Essent opened the first biomass plant in Cuijk. RWE (Essent) has fully committed to the pro-biomass
lobby and has been very successful. Since 2001 they have been burning woody biomass in the Amer power plant.
In 2011, RWE Essent had a gigantic wood pellet factory built in Georgia (Southeastern USA), to massively destroy
the forests there. Also in the Groningen Eemshaven they have recently switched to the burning of biomass. For
this they receive substantial subsidies at the expense of our health, nature, the environment and our future.
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Image 11: The authors’ names are stated at the top of many paid pro-biomass lobby reports from the Utrecht University and RWE Essent

RWE (Essent) spends one million euros per year on lobbying activities in the European Union and has 5 full-time
lobbyists at work. This amount is not included in the costs that they make in the Netherlands for the probiomass lobby. The Dutch directors of RWE, who are among the most active pro-biomass lobbyists in the
Netherlands, sit in various pro-biomass lobby committees and initiatives and finance pro-biomass reports
written by Martin Junginger (click on this link to view a zip file with multiple download these reports).
In 2002, Schouwenberg became the head of purchasing biomass and presented the Essent Green Gold Label
certification for biomass that was set up in collaboration with Peterson Bulk Logistics and Control Union
Certifications. Based on the fact that the import of biomass for electricity production was announced by a factor
of seven between 2003 and 2005, and in 2007 around 80% of all biomass was imported, according to Essent and
the Copernicus Institute. Essent was the largest biomass user in the Netherlands in 2004 and reported that
around 30% of the biomass came from North America, 25% from Western Europe and 20% from Asia, the rest
from Africa, Eastern Europe, Russia and South America. In 2002, Essent already had the plan to transfer it to the
Sustainable Biomass Partnership / Platform (SBP) in preparation for their worldwide network for the trade in
biomass. A remarkable fact concerns the involvement of minister Jacqueline Cramer. In 2002, as director of her
own sustainability institute (USI) in collaboration with the Copernicus Institute, she accepted the assignment
from RWE Essent to transform RWE Essent's Green Gold Label into an Essent / RWE independent label (SBP) and
to investigate whether it could be affiliated with the Initiative Wood Pellet Buyers (IWPB).
The construction for awarding the sustainability certificates is even more remarkable. Certiq is responsible for
the granting of biomass certification for the energy companies and is a subsidiary of network manager Tennet.
Certiq's board only includes directors of energy companies, including Mr Schoutenberg from RWE Essent. Every
element in the biomass chain, from certification, harvesting, production, trade, transport to incineration and
obtaining subsidies, is imbued with conflicts of interest. And this is legal.
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Image 12: Image from a presentation of the wood pellet organization. The presentation contains extensive information on how to deal
with the NGOs that are against biomass

Schouwenberg is not only responsible for the realization of the RWE Essent biomass program, but has also
ensured that the major national and a number of international energy companies joined his initiative for a
global trade in biomass. To realize that plan, he became director of biomass trading at Duferco in 2008
(revenues of 10 billion euros per year) and a year later the biomass manager of Nidera, where his plans with
RWE Essent for a global bioenergy market caused a substantial expansion (in 2012 the company made a profit
of 72 million euros with 17 billion euros generated in sales).
Schouwenberg is a board member of the Rotterdam Biomass Commodities Network (RBCN). The RBCN was
founded in early 2010 by Ronald Zwart (also a director of RWE Essent) together with, among others, a director
of Eneco. The RBCN was funded by the government through the Rotterdam Climate Initiative (RCI) and kicked
off by Ruud Lubbers. In March 2010, RWE Essent organized the first Biomass Trade and Power Conference
where they presented their plans for a global economy in biomass. A month later, Schouwenberg presented the
business case in which they also mentioned participating parties such as Drax, EON-UK (Uniper), Essent (RWE),
and Electrabel (GDF SUEZ / ENGIE). Halfway through 2010, RWE / Essent presented their Business arrangement
proposal for the global trade in biomass.
The same year a workgroup was launched called "Initiative for Wood Pellets Buyers" (IWPB). The IWPB was
initiated by 6 companies (including Electrabel, Dong, Nuon, RWE / Essent / npower, Vattenfall, E.ON), all major
buyers of wood pellets with the aim of importing wood pellets from abroad to burn them to generate
electricity. The IWPB was later institutionalized as the Sustainable Biomass Partnership / Program (SBP).
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Figure 13: Greenpeace protest against the Essent power stations (2011/2012)

RWE / Essent top officials have lobbied heavily in the following years and ultimately ensured that their plans
were incorporated into the Energy Agreement. This was possible thanks to the support of Minister Cramer and
the reports from the Copernicus Institute.
At the end of 2012, Dogwood Alliance published an extensive report that showed that the RWE Essent uses
whole trees to annually produce the 750,000 tonnes of wood pellets at the wood pellet factory in Georgia
(America), intended for the biomass plants in Europe. According to the 2013 SOMO report, the Netherlands has
subsequently become one of the world's largest consumers of solid biomass for electricity and the center for
the import of biomass for supplying the rest of North-West Europe. The report shows that the vast majority approximately 80% - of the biomass used for electricity production is imported into the Netherlands. The most
important suppliers of biomass to the Netherlands in 2011 were the US (21%), Canada (18%), Russia and the
Baltic States (11%), Southern Europe (10%), Western Europe (excluding the Netherlands - 5%) ), Oceania (2%),
South Africa (1%) and other countries (11%, including small shipments from Brazil and Ghana). The largest
consumers of solid biomass for electricity production in the Netherlands are the electricity companies RWE /
Essent (727,073 tons per year), GDF Suez (452,168 t / y), Eneco (319,000 t / y), E.ON (200,000 t / y), EPZ
(191,000 t / y) and Vattenfall / Nuon (56,664 t / y).
Mid-2017, NRDC and Dogwood Alliance published an even more extensive study in which they voiced a damning
judgment about the Sustainable Biomass Program (SBP) certification program of RWE Essent. The study also cited
a recent report from the European Commission that validated NGOs' concerns and concluded that current EU
imports of wood pellets from the Southeastern United States came from whole trees and other large-sized wood
.
The report found that current E.U. imports from the southeast are dominated by wood pellets based on wood
pulp (about 60 to 75 percent, mostly softwood) but also hardwood wood pulp. The European Commission's report
also concluded that most of the wood that was checked did not meet the criteria to ensure a reduction in CO2
emissions. The same report confirmed that the increasing timber harvest causes direct and immediate losses of
carbon stocks compared to the baseline and that additional harvests for wood pellets would degrade carbon
stocks in the short term and that the long-term effects were uncertain.
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Figure 14: The board of the Sustainable Biomass Program (SBP) certification program mainly consists of financial stakeholders

Junginger was a member of the Advisory Board and is now a member of the Standards Committee of the
controversial Sustainable Biomass Program (SBP). The SBP certification is intended to guarantee that the supply
of biomass along the entire chain is processed in a sustainable manner, but was set up by RWE / Essent at the
time. It is also a voluntary certificate and the vast majority of the SBP board has a financial interest in the
production and / or burning of woody biomass including Schouwenberg from RWE Netherlands (see Figure 14).
According to the SBP LobbyFacts2, the SBP program used by the Dutch government to assure politicians and
citizens that biomass is sustainable has not even spent ten thousand euros per year to bring this program to the
attention of the European Union.
The LobbyFacts database indicates that more than 120 organizations are involved in the paid pro-biomass lobby
at European institutions with a total amount between 33 and 39 million euros per year. The lobbying costs that
the relevant organizations spend in the Netherlands are added to this. The difference between €39 million to
lobby the production and burning of woody biomass and only €10,000 to promote sustainability certification is
enormous in our opinion. More than half of the SBP's budget is spent on the salaries of directors and the advisory
group. We have not been able to determine which part of this is paid to Martin Junginger or the Copernicus
Institute.
In 2011, Greenpeace published a report on the destructive effect of the production of wood pellets for RWE
Essent. Dogwood Alliance wrote a report at the end of 2012 that shows that RWE Essent uses non-certified
biomass from whole trees from South-East America for the production of its wood pellets. Biofuelwatch has also
written an extensive and destructive report on RWE Essent. Junginger indicated in his inaugural speech on 8
September 2017 that biomass from the southeastern US is still not, or hardly, certified. We find it ethically
irresponsible and reprehensible that a scientist affiliated with the Copernicus Institute, which presents itself as
an independent institute for sustainable development, engages in large-scale paid greenwashing for an
organization such as RWE Essent that is demonstrably guilty of causing damage to our health, nature, the
environment and therefore our future.

2

LobbyFacts is a project by the Corporate Europe Observatory and LobbyControl and collects information from official
sources, among which the EU-transparency register.
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Marc Londo is the fifth scientist at the Copernicus Institute who presents himself as a paid pro-biomass lobby
scientist in such a way that he has appropriated himself a prominent place in our research. In addition to his work
as a scientist at the University of Utrecht and writing paid pro-biomass reports, he is also the strategist of the paid
pro-biomass lobby organization the Dutch Association for Sustainable Energy (NVDE).
According to his October 2017 presentation, the NVDE has the following role: Primary advocacy through politics,
ministries (primarily the Ministry of Economic Affairs), interest groups, media. (...) Active in all 'transition paths'
from the Energy Agenda and many executive steering groups and committees. (…) Direct influence via lobby. (…)
In an interview with a national Dutch newspaper in July 2018, Marc Londo gives the following reaction to the
report that shows that the energy companies are involved in greenwashing on a large scale: “Fortunately, despite
all the deception, there is also a positive side to the story: greenwashing ensures that more and more people are
becoming involved in sustainability.”
At the end of 2019, Marc Londo was invited by Provincial Executive Jan van der Meer to announce his paid probiomass lobby story to the Provincial States members during the roundtable discussions on the use of biomass in
the Province of Gelderland. Jan van der Meer, the deputy responsible for the current biomass policy in the
Province, has confirmed for a long time that he has been advised by Martin Junginger of the Copernicus Institute.
Before the roundtable discussions, we informed Jan van der Meer several times about the paid pro-biomass
lobbying practices of this institute. Nevertheless, Marc Londo and the contribution of the NVDE are presented to
the Provincial State Members as independent. We have sent an extensive response on this issue on February
14th, 2020 to both the Provincial Executive and the Provincial Councilors. The Province has not responded to this.
During the presentation for the Province of Gelderland, Marc Londo claimed that the CO2 emissions released
when burning woody biomass would be reabsorbed within ten years while several scientific studies in recent
years show that it takes decades for a tree to capture the same amount of CO2. In recent years, CE Delft has
published hundreds of paid pro-biomass lobby reports and has made the news several times as a paid lobbyist
for the energy companies. Even they have to admit in several research reports that it can take up to 100 years
before the same amount of CO2 is re-absorbed that was released during the burning of biomass: “Deployment of
biomass, provided that it meets sustainability criteria, fits the definition of climate neutrality because the CO2
which is 'short-cycle' when biomass is burned. This means that during the growth of the biomass, this CO2 is
extracted from the atmosphere, on a time scale of 100 years or less.”
Marc Londo uses the logos of both Utrecht University and the NVDE in his presentation. He works at the
Copernicus Institute for Utrecht University and fulfills the function of substantive strategist for the NVDE. It has
already been described above in his presentation from 2017 that the NVDE fulfills the lobby function for the
energy world. Due to the multiple employees with dual functions in the same field, we can speak of very serious
conflicts of interest in the results of the Copernicus Institute's research on energy generation.
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Palm oil, woody biomass and BECCS / CCS lobby
The same scientists involved in the paid lobby to promote the commitment to woody biomass also produced
reports claiming that palm oil for co-firing could be sustainably sourced from RWE and GDF Suez, among others.
Another paid pro-palm oil biomass lobby report stated that the palm production in Indonesia was not responsible
for the deforestation.
The paid pro-biomass lobby reports were released by the Copernicus Institute after the Dutch government tried
to end SDE subsidies due to the massive deforestation caused by palm oil production in Indonesia. This resulted
in massive deforestation with disastrous results.
In addition to the paid lobby to promote palm oil and woody biomass, these scientists focus on biogas (made
from trees, among other things) and Carbon Capture & Storage. Capturing CO2 would be the solution, but only
ensures that, pending that 'solution', the same companies will destroy our health, nature, the climate and thus
our future with impunity, while less money is available for truly sustainable solutions.

Figure 15: Animation video explaining why the burning of woody biomass is not CO2 neutral
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Conclusion
For decades there has been a conflict of interest in the science that is being practiced around the subject of
energy. We have shown that financial incentives make it difficult for scientists to produce objective research
results and that they are influenced by companies and politicians in their research methods.
We also show that scientists hold additional positions for their own companies or alliances with stakeholders,
which seriously jeopardize the objectivity of their research.
In addition, we have shown that scientists go into politics and give priority to the interests of their own enterprise
or the interests of the companies with which they collaborate in policy making.
Finally, we demonstrate that the sustainability programs that are responsible for guaranteeing the sustainability
of the entire chain of biomass combustion consistently consist of prominent people from the energy sector and
the biomass sector.

Every element in the biomass chain, from certification, harvesting, production, trade, transport to incineration
and obtaining subsidies, is imbued with conflicts of interest. It is a shock to us that this is legal. We believe it is
ethically irresponsible and reprehensible that scientists affiliated with the Copernicus Institute, which presents
itself as an independent institute for sustainable development, engage in large-scale paid greenwashing for
organizations such as RWE Essent who are demonstrably guilty of causing damage to our health, nature, the
environment and therefore our future.
This research is part of an extensive study into the paid pro-biomass lobby activities in the Netherlands. The full
study consists of the following 6 parts which will be published on the following website:

https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts
Part 1: Energy companies
Part 2: Politics and civil servants
Part 3: Scientists

Part 4: Consultants and lobbyists
Part 5: Certification and subsidies
Part 6: Banks and investors

EDSP ECO is a non-profit foundation and consists entirely of volunteers who work with local and national
initiatives and organizations to develop innovative sustainable technologies and solutions for the
transition to a circular economy. With our research and project agency, we support organizations
responsible for actions to protect the planet, end poverty or increase well-being. We provide support in
the form of building and managing websites, conducting extensive research, setting up and offering
digital campaigns, connecting stakeholders, giving public speeches and interviews and developing and
rolling out environmentally friendly solutions. In addition, we actively focus on politicians and companies
that contribute to pollution and climate change.
EDSP ECO Foundation
M: +31 (0) 6 2888 3999
W: www.edsp.eco
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Sources
Below we have included all the sources we referred to in our research into the paid pro-biomass lobby
in the Netherlands. Many of the incriminating sources on the individuals or organizations involved in
the paid pro-biomass lobby were no longer accessible on the websites of the relevant organizations.
We have legally retrieved and secured those documents on the website: www.biomassmurder.org
These documents will serve as a reference for the many legal procedures that will follow in the coming
years.
All pro-biomass lobby reports to date:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html
Van der Hoeven, D. (2008). Verschil maken. Twintig jaar NW&S in Utrecht:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2008-04-00-uu-utrecht-university-twintig-jaar-nwensnatuurwetenschap-en-samenleving-verschil-maken-dutch.pdf
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Diederik_Samsom
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jeroen_Dijsselbloem
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jacqueline_Cramer
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rik_Grashoff
Biomass projects that have received a financial or support contribution from the Netherlands Enterprise
Agency (RVO.nl):
https://www.rvo.nl/subsidies-regelingen/projecten?query-content=biomassa
An overview of available expertise in the Netherlands in the field of innovation sciences and
interdisciplinary research into sustainable development:
3https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2013-05-15-gov-nl-rvo-universiteiten-en-socialeinnovatie-en-english.pdf
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-09-14-varia-energetica-het-afscheid-van-deuniversiteit-utrecht-dutch.pdf
Annual report 2012 of the Utrecht Center for Energy Research. This report also shows the involvement
of Jacqueline Cramer in the biomass sector, who later implemented biomass through her ministry:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2012-11-06-usi-utrecht-sustainability-institute-annualreport-2012-english.pdf
Image source 1:
https://www.fluxenergie.nl/energieonderzoek-universiteit-utrecht-hoort-bij-de-wereldtop-en-isbeste-van-nederland/
Trouw 1999, RIVM provides reports to ministers that are not based on truth:
https://www.trouw.nl/nieuws/milieu-instituut-liegt-en-bedriegt~bfb64b86/
De Volkskrant 2010, scientists themselves admit that making mistakes is inevitable:
https://www.volkskrant.nl/nieuws-achtergrond/uithaal-cramer-schokt-onderzoekers~b3abca33/
KNAW 2015, The effect of wood burning on greenhouse gases:
https://biomassmurder.org/docs/2015-01-12-knwaw-visiedocument-biobrandstoffen-en-hout-alsenergiebronnen-effect-op-uitstoot-van-broeikasgassen-dutch.pdf
KNAW 2015, Confidence in biofuel misplaced:
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https://biomassmurder.org/docs/2015-01-12-knaw-vertrouwen-in-biobrandstof-en-houtstookmisplaatst-dutch.pdf
Comprehensive archive of documentation on biomass combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs.html
Digitaal Universiteitsblad Universiteit Utrecht 2015, Utrecht club of the Copernicus Institute no experts
in the eyes of the Royal Dutch Academy of Scientist because of the influence of business:
https://www.dub.uu.nl/nl/nieuws/felle-kritiek-utrechtse-emeritus-hoogleraar-op-partijdige-knaw
Trouw 2015, independent scientists call biomass combustion very bad for the environment, scientists
paid by the energy sector call biomass combustion sustainable:
https://www.trouw.nl/duurzaamheid-natuur/professorenstrijd-over-houtsnippers~bc3e2d9b/
Pakhuis de Zwijger 2019, Debate evening on biomass combustion for energy:
https://dezwijger.nl/programma/biomassa-van-belofte-tot-boosdoener
De Volkskrant 2018, Companies and other stakeholders negotiate a climate agreement with the
government:
https://www.volkskrant.nl/nieuws-achtergrond/het-klimaatakkoord-wordt-gesaboteerd-zegt-oudkroonlid-van-de-ser-stop-met-polderen-je-laat-de-kalkoen-toch-ook-niet-meebeslissen-over-hetkerstdiner~bbb18de7/
Website National Federation against Biomass Power Plants:
https://www.the-fab.org/
IEA 2018 promoting Carbon Capture and storage for climate strategies despite of costs in
ineffectiveness:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2018-09-21-iea-tracking-progress-carbon-capture-and-storageenglish.pdf
Description of the activities of Wim Turkenburg in the context of biomass combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#wim-turkenburg
Presentation by Wim Turkenburg in which his collaboration with companies from the biomass sector is
clearly visible:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2015-04-09-wim-turkenburg-energy-and-environmentalconsultancy-climate-change-and-our-future-energy-system-english.pdf
Curriculum vitae Wim Turkenburg with an indication to his own energy consultancy and his other work
in the energy sector:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-11-22-university-utrecht-wim-turkenburgadditional-functions-english.pdf
Description of a number of pro-biomass organizations:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#consultants
Digitaal Universiteitsblad Universiteit Utrecht 2015, self-proclaimed experts such as A. Faaij have links
with stakeholders biomass combustion:
https://www.dub.uu.nl/nl/nieuws/knaw-wil-maatschappelijk-debat-niet-schuwen
Letter Wim Turkenburg to KNAW 2015, indicates that the framework for sustainability criteria for
biofuels is entirely based on the conclusions of scientists within their own institute:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2015-01-26-turkenburg-brief-aan-de-kwnaw-visiedocumentbiobrandstof-en-hout-als-energiebronnen-dutch.pdf
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Parool 2019, Wim Turkenburg claims that biomass plants are good for the climate:
https://www.parool.nl/columns-opinie/met-juiste-keuzes-kan-biomassacentrale-in-diemen-hetklimaat-helpen~b4717df9/
CR Report Essent 2010, report on the use of biomass for energy generation. Wim Turkenburg is a
member of Essent's CR Council (page 14):
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-05-25-rwe-essent-ambitie-verantwoord-cr-report2010-dutch.pdf
Algemeen Dagblad 2018, Wim Turkenburg argues for keeping coal-fired power stations open that will
run 80% on biomass by 2020:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2018-11-09-ad-rwe-essent-turkenburg-sluiten-vankolencentrales-is-een-lastig-verhaal-dutch.pdf
André Faaij and Wim Turkenburg 2009, document on CO2 storage:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2009-09-17-utrecht-university-timing-of-carbon-capturestorage-in-the-netherlands-dutch.pdf
2014 report on CO2 capture, transport and storage. Budget 25 million euros:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2014-07-10-cato2-integrated-cato2-knowledge-preparesfor-the-next-step-in-co2-capture-and-storage-english.pdf
2012 report on CO2 capture and biomass combustion of CATO2 and CAPTECH. CAPTECH is a
collaboration between UCE, KEMA, Shell and TNO. Andre Faaij and Wim Turkenburg are part of this
collaboration:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2012-11-19-elsevier-the-techno-economic-potential-ofintegrated-gasification-co-generation-facilities-with-ccs-going-from-coal-to-biomass-english.pdf
Presentation Wim Turkenburg 2017, about CO2 storage and biomass combustion. Page 40 shows in how
many ways he is involved in the energy sector:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2017-09-26-wim-turkenburg-energy-and-environmentalconsultancy-noodzaak-status-en-potentie-van-ccus-dutch.pdf
In 2016, the union for the energy sector published an article by André Faaij in which he stated that 64
professors were wrong that coal-fired power stations should be shut down. His argument for this is that
it is too expensive:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2016-04-04-fluxenergie-andre-faaij-is-het-niet-eens-met64-mede-hoogleraren-dutch.pdf
Presentation Wim Turkenburg 2015, about CO2 storage. In this he indicates that biomass combustion
does not cause any problems with CO2:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2015-06-18-wim-turkenburg-energy-and-environmentalconsultancy-should-we-pave-the-way-for-co2-recycling-english.pdf
Follow the Money, 2012-2019, documentation on research into biomass combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#follow-the-money
Trouw 2007, Minister Jacqueline Cramer remains committed to building coal-fired power stations
despite objections:
https://www.trouw.nl/nieuws/cramer-houdt-vast-aan-bouw-kolencentrales~bc7ab8b4/
Presentation 2019, Copernicus Institute on CO2 storage and biomass:
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https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-06-26-utrecht-university-copernicus-institute-ccusdevelopments-in-the-north-sea-region-english.pdf
Duurzaam Nieuws 2017, article about keeping coal-fired power stations open against the will of a
majority in the chamber about problems with CO2 storage:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2017-01-29-duurzaamnieuws-hoe-het-verkwanselenvan-principes-beleid-werd-dutch.pdf
NOS 2018, Dutch Green Party (GroenLinks) not convinced of CO2 storage: "The industry says that they
cannot achieve the reduction without CO2 storage. We say that they can do without it. That is why we
would like to see from the industry why, in their opinion, there is no other way, why the sustainable
alternatives are not an option for them.":
https://nos.nl/nieuwsuur/artikel/2242302-co2-opslaan-onder-de-grond-een-goed-idee-of-niet.html
Spring Associates 2016, report on social and economic effects on the closure of the coal-fired power
stations:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2016-06-00-springassociates-sluiting-van-denederlandse-kolencentrales-maatschappelijke-en-economische-effecten-dutch.pdf
Down to Earth Magazine 2014, CO2 storage is financially unattractive and not yet sufficiently developed:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2014-02-21-downtoearthmagazine-de-anderemilieuactivisten-achter-tralies-opvang-co2-op-losse-schroeven-dutch.pdf
Trouw 2018, RWE presents plan to shut down coal-fired power stations with biomass:
https://www.trouw.nl/duurzaamheid-natuur/rwe-komt-met-omstreden-plan-kolencentrale-openhouden-met-biomassa~b80cce67/
Up to page 5 (Figure 4)
Herman Damveld 2011, Expensive coal-fired power station Eemshaven will result in a loss:
http://www.co2ntramine.nl/dure-kolencentrale-eemshaven-gaat-verlies-opleveren/
Background information on Andre Faaij, 2019:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#andre-faaij
Trouw 13-1-2015, André Faaij claims, without supporting arguments, that the KNAW's vision is not true.
He only substantiate this by breaking down the opponent. Faaij says that last year he was asked by the
KNAW to assess the document of the three professors. He declined this offer:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2015-01-13-trouw-volgens-andre-faaij-is-visie-knaw-opbio-energie-is-van-kleuterschoolniveau-dutch.pdf
Trouw 2015, Royal Netherlands Academy of Sciences (KNAW) publishes a report showing that biomass
is unsuitable for the energy transition:
https://www.trouw.nl/duurzaamheid-natuur/wetenschappers-biobrandstoffen-eigenlijk-niet-zozinvol~b3ac6c6a/
Journalistic Platform TUDelft 2015, “Shouldn't the KNAW be neutral and leave such a discussion to
experts? “There are a few - mostly self-declared - experts in the field of biofuel in the Netherlands, to
which Faaij also belongs. They have all kinds of ties with stakeholders. It is difficult for someone like Faaij
to just let science speak. The three people who have written the vision document for the KNAW are
without conflict of interest and can take a more neutral stance. We can easily combat the fact that their
piece would make no scientific sense.”
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2015-01-16-tudelft-knaw-wil-maatschappelijk-debatover-biomassa-niet-schuwen-dutch.pdf
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Digitaal Universiteitsblad Universiteit Utrecht, 2015, Wim Turkenburg (who collaborates with, among
others, RWE Essent) calls the KNAW biased. Says he was ignored in the preparation of the KNAW report,
even though his collegae Faaij rejected the offer to contribute:
https://www.dub.uu.nl/nl/nieuws/felle-kritiek-utrechtse-emeritus-hoogleraar-op-partijdige-knaw
Universiteit Utrecht en Haven van Rotterdam, 2013, Research into biomass capacity, written by Andre
Faaij and Martin Junginger, among others:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2013-04-00-university-utrecht-copernicus-institutecapacity-study-for-solid-biomass-facilities-english.pdf
Copernicus Institute for Sustainable Development, 2015, The Institute applies its knowledge mainly from
an economic, social and cultural point of view. Despite their name, there is no ecological, physical or
biological view involved:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2015-01-28-uu-utrecht-university-copernicus-instituteof-sustainable-development-partners-english.pdf
Documentary 2019, Burned, Are trees the new coal?:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=veVRe-DC5YQ
Essent presentation supported by Andre Faaij and Martin Junginger, about the FAIR Biotrade project
and Green Gold Label:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2005-06-22-ieabioenergy-rwe-essent-co-firing-in-thenetherlands-the-need-for-a-secure-supply-english.pdf
Utrecht University 2005, Andre Faaij and Martin Junginger, IEA Bionenergy task 40, report on
international bio-energy trade:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2005-06-00-university-utrecht-copernicus-institute-ieabioenergy-task40-sustainable-international-bio-energy-trade-english.pdf
Report on biomass for energy generation 2003, written by Andre Faaij and Kay Damen on behalf of
Essent:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2003-01-00-utrecht-university-copernicus-instituteandre-faaij-a-life-cycle-inventory-of-existing-biomass-import-chains-for-green-electricity-productionenglish.pdf
Multiple reports from Andre Faaij et al. 2015 about what it takes to realize biomass combustion for
energy:
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/46641957_Steps_towards_the_development_of_a_certific
ation_system_for_sustainable_biomass_trade_-_analysis_of_existing_approaches
Report by Edward Smeets, André Faaij, Iris Lewandowski 2004, on the application of biomass
combustion until 2050:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2004-03-00-university-utrecht-copernicus-institute-aquickscan-of-global-bio-energy-potentials-to-2050-english.pdf
Report by Edward Smeets, André Faaij, Iris Lewandowski 2005, on the impact of sustainability criteria
on the costs of bioenergy:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2005-02-00-university-utrecht-copernicus-institute-theimpact-of-sustainability-criteria-on-the-costs-and-potentials-of-bioenergy-production-english.pdf
Wageningen University report on biomass of Andre Faaij 2005, among others, in collaboration with
companies such as ECN and KEMA:
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https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2005-07-00-wur-ecn-uu-kema-alterra-energie-en-ruimtedefinitiestudie-energie-binnen-klimaat-en-ruimte-dutch.pdf
Project group Sustainable production of biomass, 2006, members come from companies such as Essent,
Ecofys, Shell and the Copernicus Institute:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2006-07-14-gov-nl-rvo-cramer-criteria-voor-duurzamebiomassa-productie-eindrapport-van-de-projectgroep-duurzame-productie-van-biomassa-dutch.pdf
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jacqueline_Cramer
Bnnvara 2007, "PvdA environment minister Jacqueline Cramer failed on Wednesday in the House of
Representatives to convince fellow party member and group spokesman Diederik Samsom about the
sustainability of biomass.":
https://www.bnnvara.nl/vroegevogels/artikelen/cramers-aanpak-voor-schone-en-sociale-biomassaonder-vuur
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Argumentatietheorie
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kritisch_denken
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Beroep_op_autoriteit
Dogwood Alliance 2012, extensive report showing that RWE / Essent uses whole trees in the production
of wood pellets for biomass combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2012-11-13-dogwoodalliance-evidence-of-the-use-of-wholetrees-by-top-wood-pellet-exporters-from-the-us-south-to-europe-english.pdf
Description of the activities of Martin Junginger 2019:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#martin-junginger
Description of the activities of Andre Faaij 2019:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#andre-faaij
Members of the Sustainable Biomass Program 2019, including Martin Junginger:
http://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-10-12-sbp-sustainable-biomass-program-standardscommittee-english.pdf
Dogwood Alliance 2017, Sustainable Biomass Program smokescreen for forest destruction and
corporate responsibility:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2017-06-00-nrdc-dogwoodallicance-the-sustainable-biomassprogram-smokescreen-for-forest-destruction-and-corporate-non-accountability-english.pdf
Committee on Sustainability issues biomass, one of the members in Martin Junginger:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2016-03-09-nvdb-commissie-corbey-adviesduurzaamheidscriteria-biomassa-post-2020-dutch.pdf
http://www.bioenergytrade.org/
Curriculum Vitae 2019 Martin Junginger:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-10-30-utrecht-university-copernicus-instituutmartin-junginger-english.pdf
Inaugural lecture by Martin Junginger 2017, about his long history in the field of biomass combustion.
He acknowledges that the FSC requirements set were so strict that it becomes difficult to find enough
wood that meets all of these criteria, indicating that uncertified wood is sourced from the U.S. because
certification is not a concern there:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2017-09-08-uu-copernicus-institute-junginger-naar-eenbiobased-economy-tussen-panacee-en-pandemonium-dutch.pdf
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Utrecht University, Copernicus Institute, Martin Junginger 2015, pro-biomass lobby presentation for
Zeist city council:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2016-11-17-universiteit-utrecht-martin-jungingerprobiomassalobby-raadsvoorstel-houtenenergiestation-dutch.pdf
Interview in which Martin Junginger acknowledges that more CO2 is released during biomass
combustion than with coal:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-04-19-studio-energie-martin-junginger-universiteitutrecht-over-feiten-en-fabels-in-het-biomassa-debat-dutch.pdf
Martin Junginger calls biomass CO2 emissions irrelevant, says he does not know how much global
warming is a problem, 2019, Dutch Cabinet does not stop subsidizing biomass:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-10-07-fd-kabinet-slaat-advies-over-subsidierenbiomassa-in-de-wind-is-feit-extra-co2-uitstoot-relevant-vraagt-martin-junginger.pdf
EASAC 2019, GCB Bioenergy, discrepancy between science and policy of forest bioenergy:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-08-22-bioenergy-serious-mismatches-continue-betweenscience-and-policy-in-forest-bioenergy-english.pdf
GCB Bioenergy 2012, fluctuation of carbon storage in forest soil and the implications for the carbon
balance:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2012-11-08-bioenergy-mineral-soil-carbon-fluxes-in-forestsand-implications-forcarbon-balance-assessments-english.pdf
Probos 2019, forestry and forestry activities lead to less CO2 absorption and storage:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-07-25-wageningen-university-probos-soil-compactionand-deformation-in-forest-exploitation-english.pdf
Virginia Commonwealth University 2019, complex forest structures better at carbon uptake:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-08-12-virginia-commonwealth-university-structurallycomplex-forests-better-at-carbon-sequestration-english.pdf
American Association for the Advancement of Science 2019, carbon uptake in forest degradation and
forest management decreases by 626%:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-11-05-sciencemag-degradation-and-forgone-removalsincrease-the-carbon-impact-of-intact-forest-loss-by-626-percent-english.pdf
The Guardian 2018, United Nations warn that we have 12 years to mitigate catastrophic climate change:
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/oct/08/global-warming-must-not-exceed-15cwarns-landmark-un-report
IPCC 2019, summary for policymakers on the impact of 1.5 degrees Celsius global warming above preindustrial levels:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-05-25-ipcc-summary-report-for-policymakers-impacts-ofglobal-warming-of-one-and-a-half-degrees-celcius-above-pre-industrial-levels-english.pdf
Workshop Copernicus Institute, Martin Junginger and Thuy Mai-Moulin 2015, research for biomass
policy and sustainability criteria:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2015-03-23-biograce-2-policy-makers-workshop-on-ghgemissions-calculation-uu-copernicus-institute-martin-junginger-english.pdf
Collaboration of Copernicus Institute Martin Junginger and IEA Bioenergy Task 40 leader and Patrick
Lamers of Ecyofys 2013, Ecofys is an energy consulting company, report to justify CO2 neutrality of
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biomass, by proposing a simplified short cycle and claiming that it would only be residual wood that
would be certified:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2013-02-20-biofpr-the-debt-is-in-the-detail-a-synthesisof-recent-temporl-forest-carbon-analyses-on-woody-biomass-for-energy-english.pdf
Summaries of studies into the impact of biomass combustion on biodiversity:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/biodiversity.html
Complaint from a resident next to a biomass power plant, family suffers from harmful emissions and
stench, 2019:
https://www.arnhemspeil.nl/nap/dok/2019-11-20-arnhem-klacht-fijnstofuitstoot-en-stankoverlastbiomassacentrale-veolia-ipkw.pdf
Summaries of studies into the impact of biomass combustion on health:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/health-risks.html
RIVM 2013, the Dutch die on average 9 months earlier due to particulate matter emissions:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2013-01-00-rivm-report-on-the-effects-of-deadly-particulatepollution-dutch.pdf
Pro-biomass lobby research on energy companies, 2019:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#energy-companies
Zip file with 41 reports showing the collaboration between the Copernicus Institute, Martin Junginger
and Essent and showing that the research was made possible by the subsidy scheme for Energy and
Innovation Biobased Economy:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/iea-bioenergy-task-40.zip
NRC 2018, Martin Junginger writes that biomass is a very good idea:
https://www.nrc.nl/nieuws/2018/11/21/duurzame-biomassa-is-juist-een-heel-goed-idee-a2756060
Algemeen Dagblad 2019, Martin Junginger calls the impact of biomass plants irrelevant and tries to push
other scapegoats forward. Says ban on biomass would be catastrophic for the climate but ultimately
admits that biomass combustion for electricity is not good:
https://www.ad.nl/binnenland/ban-op-biomassa-zou-rampzalig-zijn-voor-het-klimaat~a8f0610a/
784 scientists 2018, letter to European Parliament that research shows that biomass combustion is
disastrous for the climate:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2018-01-14-800-scientists-letter-to-the-eu-parliamentregarding-forest-biomass-english.pdf
EASAC 2019, Environmental experts call for international actions to curb climate-threatening biomass
combustion. Imports of biomass from other continents cause an exorbitant amount of emissions:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-09-11-easac-environmental-experts-call-forinternational-action-to-restrict-climate-damaging-forest-bioenergy-schemes-english.pdf
DNV-GL 2019, this report omits the additional CO2 emissions from biomass combustion, pretending that
biomass combustion is CO2 neutral but even with this pretence admit that it is still worse than coal and
gas combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-09-16-dnvgl-emissies-naar-de-lucht-bij-inzet-vanbiomassa-voor-electriciteit-en-warmte-producties-dutch.pdf
RTV Noord 2019, Greenpeace files interim injunction with 3 RWE coal-fired power stations:
https://www.rtvnoord.nl/nieuws/208656/Greenpeace-spant-kort-geding-aan-tegen-RWEkolencentrale
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Letter to the Province of Gelderland containing the statement by the Commissioner of King John Berend
that the wood for the biomass plants would be extracted from a radius of 100 km:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2020-01-10-arnhemspeil-melding-onbetrouwbaar-bestuurprovincie-gelderland-mbt-communicatie-over-de-biomassacentrale-van-veolia-dutch.pdf
Motion burning biomass Province of Gelderland 2017, wood must come from a radius of 100 km:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2017-05-24-provincie-gelderland-motie-groenlinks-d66-pvdasp-cda-vvd-verbranding-van-biomassa-dutch.pdf
De gelderlander 2020, Jan van der Meer admits that there is no certainty that the wood for the biomass
plants comes from a radius of 100km, he even indicates that there is not enough wood at all within that
radius:
https://www.gelderlander.nl/arnhem/chef-klimaat-van-de-provincie-worstelt-met-weerstand-het-isalarmfase-nummer-1~a1659694/
Evidence of the use of whole trees for biomass combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/whole-trees.html
Videos about the devastating consequences of biomass combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/videos/index.html
IEA Bioenergy2018, Martin Junginger of the Copernicus Institute reports with Peter-Paul Schouwenberg
of RWE Essent on the trade of the biomass:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2018-08-09-ieabioenergy-highlights-of-the-global-wood-pelletstudy-of-task-40-english.pdf
IEA Bioenergy2018, Martin Junginger and Andre Faaij of the Copernicus Institute, together with PeterPaul Schouwenberg of RWE Essent and others, report on the trade of biomass worldwide:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2010-05-12-ieabioenergy-overview-of-world-bioenergy-tradeiea-task40-english.pdf
Committee Corbey member Peter-Paul Schouwenberg of RWE / Essent is also a member of no less than
5 organizations that are part of and earn money in the biomass combustion chain, and he is also
responsible for elaborating the sustainability criteria for the SER agreement and Deputy CEO of the
Sustainable Biomass Partnership (SBP). The SBP originated from the Green Gold Label for which
Schouwenberg was also responsible:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-11-22-corbey-peter-paul-schouwenberg-dutch.pdf
Description of the multiple involvement in the entire biomass combustion chain of Peter Paul
Schouwenberg:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#peter-paul-schouwenberg
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Provinciale_Noord-Brabantse_Electriciteits_Maatschappij
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Elektriciteits_Produktiemaatschappij_Zuid-Nederland
Bioenergy presentation in Cuijk, Martijn Wagenaar 2016, construction of the first Cuijk biomass power
plant took place in 1999:
http://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2016-09-30-rwe-essent-bio-energie-in-cuijk-dutch.pdf
Technisch Weekblad 2009, Essent calls the burning of 3 million tons of biomass a green milestone:
https://www.technischweekblad.nl/nieuws/amercentrale-drie-miljoen-ton-biomassa-meegestookt
Energiegids 2014, biomass power plant Cuijk completely dependent on subsidies and deals with the
government:
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https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2014-07-14-energiegids-essent-bouwt-aan-biobasedeconomy-park-dankzij-mep-en-sde-subsidie-vlaggenschip-bbe-dutch.pdf
RWE/Essent 2011, builds the world's largest biomass plant in Georgia, United States. They indicate that
the timber supply in Europe is far from enough to supply the biomass combustion industry. The factory
processes 1.5 million tons of pine wood per year:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-05-13-rwe-essent-commissions-worlds-largest-woodpellet-factory-in-the-us-state-of-georgia-english.pdf
Essent MVO Jaarverslag 2010, Essent proud as a forerunner of biomass combustion in Europe:
http://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2010-05-04-rwe-essent-mvo-jaarverslag-2009-over-biomassaen-kolencentrales-dutch.pdf
Biofuelwatch 2012, a consideration of the myth of sustainable biomass with large-scale deforestation as
a result:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2012-09-12-biofuelwatch-sustainable-biomass-a-modernmyth-english.pdf
Energy Valley, Essent CEO Peter Terium claims that the Netherlands needs polluting coal-fired power
stations:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-09-20-energyvalley-ceo-essent-zegt-nederlandheeft-de-kolencentrale-op-biomassa-in-de-eemshaven-nodig-dutch.pdf
ZIP file of reports prepared by scientists in collaboration with companies that earn from biomass and
that are paid by those companies:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/iea-bioenergy-task-40.zip
Presentation RWE / Essent, Peter-Paul Schouwenberg 2014, introduction of the Essent Green Gold
Label:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2014-08-31-rwe-essent-nieuwe-energie-kennissessieinternationale-kansen-voor-biomassa-en-bio-energie-dutch.pdf
Copernicus Institute, Martin Junginger 2007, Overview of the developments of certification of biomass,
including the Essent Green Gold Label:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2007-07-06-utrecht-university-copernicus-institutemartin-junginger-overview-of-recent-developments-in-sustainable-biomass-certification-english.pdf
Biofuelwatch 2013, Initiative Wood Pellet Buyers of GDF Suez and 5 other large companies set up a
policy for “self” regulation of the tree cutting in order to convince policy makers. There is no means of
control in the self-designed system:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2013-10-00-globalforestcoalition-biofuelwatch-wood-basedbioenergy-green-land-grabs-for-dirty-renewable-energy-english.pdf
Volkskrant 2019, Tennet now also becomes a network manager of Essent:
https://www.volkskrant.nl/economie/tennet-koopt-netwerk-essent~b8ffea1d/
Presentation Wood Pellet Association of Canada 2013, presentative to the biomass sector on how to
deal with NGO resistance to biomass:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2013-11-19-woodpellet-assn-ca-what-will-happen-toour-industry-if-ngos-convince-regulators-that-wood-pellets-cause-climate-change-english.pdf
RWE / Essent 2014, report on the large-scale use of biomass by Essent, chief responsible Peter-Paul
Schouwenberg:
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http://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2014-03-00-rwe-essent-sustainable-developmenteindrapportage-dutch.pdf
In 2008, Peter-Paul Schouwenberg became director of biomass trading at Duferco with a turnover of 10
billion / year:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-11-18-duferco-energy-division-information-english.pdf
In 2009, Peter-Paul Schouwenberg became Nidera's biomass manager with a turnover of 17 billion euros
in 2012:
https://www.volkskrant.nl/nieuws-achtergrond/buiten-de-branche-kent-niemand-nidera~b815d768/
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nidera
Peter-Paul Schouwenberg is a board member of the Rotterdam Biomass Commodities Network (RBCN),
2019:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-11-17-rbcn-rwe-essent-meet-the-board-english.pdf
HbR and APXENDEX start project to develop a biomass commodity exchange, 2010:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2010-01-15-rbcn-rwe-essent-opzet-van-een-biomassacommodity-exchange-dutch.pdf
Presentation on import of biomass, 2010, this year the Rotterdam Biomass Commodities Network
(RBCN) was founded by Ronald Zwart, director of RWE / Essent:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2010-03-23-rbcn-rwe-essent-biowkk-bfp-ckadeprojectgroep-biomassa-en-wkk-import-van-biomassa-dutch.pdf
Research into all involved in the biomass combustion sector:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#ronald-zwart
Rotterdam Biomass Commodities Network (RBCN) was funded by the government through the Green
Deal of the Rotterdam Climate Initiative (RCI):
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-11-17-gov-nl-green-deal-van-het-rotterdamclimate-initiative-met-de-rijksoverheid-dutch.pdf
Ruud Lubbers opens Rotterdam Biomass Commodities Network (RBCN):
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-01-0-rbcn-rotterdam-biomass-commoditiesnetwork-van-start-dutch.pdf
RWE/Essent 2010, first Biomass Trade and Power conference about a global biomass economy:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2010-03-10-biomass-trade-and-power-conference-english.pdf
IEA Task 40 Bio-trade with members such as Peter-Paul Schouwenberg and Martin Junginger of the
Copernicus Institute present a study of the worldwide trade in biomass. Collaboration with companies
such as Drax, EON ‐ UK (Uniper), Essent (RWE), and Electrabel (GDF SUEZ / ENGIE):
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2010-04-18-ieabioenergy-task40-world-bio-trade-equityfund-study-english.pdf
In 2010 RWE / Essent presented their “Business arrangement” proposal for the worldwide trade in
biomass:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2010-06-09-rwe-comparing-wood-essents-biomass-co-firingplant-english.pdf
IEA Bioenergy task 40 2012, the energy sector sets its own sustainability criteria with the "Initiative for
Wood Pellets Buyers" (IWPB). The energy sector wants to convince policymakers that they are perfectly
capable of deciding for themselves whether they are working sustainably:
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https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2012-02-00-vito-implementation-of-sustainabilityrequirements-for-biofuels-and-bioenergy-and-related-issues-for-markets-and-trade-english.pdf
The Initiative for Wood Pellets Buyers (IWPB) has been institutionalized as the Sustainable Biomass
Partnership / Program (SBP). The SBP is therefore entirely drawn up by people who earn money from
burning biomass:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2016-12-00-utrecht-university-copernicus-institute-challengesand-apportunities-for-international-trade-in-forest-biomass-english.pdf
Trouw 2011, Greenpeace blocks RWE / Essent coal-fired power station:
https://www.trouw.nl/duurzaamheid-natuur/greenpeace-blokkeert-kolencentrale~bd206e69/
Rotterdam Biomass Commodities Network (RBCN) 2011, symposium enter economic opportunities
biobased economy:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-12-13-rbcn-organiseert-symposium-overeconomische-kansen-biobased-economy-persbericht-dutch.pdf
RWE/Essent 2014, mobilizing (woody) biomass to get it in the energy agreement:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2014-07-03-rwe-essent-nederland-en-de-biobased-economyhoe-mobiliseren-we-de-benodigde-houtachtige-biomassa-dutch.pdf
Volkskrant 2016, Minister Cramer subsidizes coal-fired power stations, while it was always known how
polluting they are:
https://www.volkskrant.nl/nieuws-achtergrond/vier-redenen-waarom-vervuilende-kolencentralesooit-subsidie-kregen~b6040929/
Sustainable Biomass Program (SBP) 2011, Martin Junginger, member of the advisory board of the SBP
(set up by the companies), writes for the Ministry of Economic Affairs, Agriculture and Innovation the
report on the use of biomass for energy generation:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2011-01-00-gov-nl-minez-copernicus-institute-tradebarriers-and-traded-volumes-of-sustainable-biomass-in-the-netherlands-english.pdf
Stichting Onderzoek Multinationale Ondernemingen (SOMO) 2013, report with figures provided by the
energy sector itself, showing that since 2012 the Netherlands has become one of the world's largest
consumers of solid biomass for electricity and an important pivot for the import of biomass for supplying
the rest of northwestern Europe:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2013-06-00-somo-supply-chain-transparency-and-theorigin-of-solid-biomass-for-electricity-generation-in-the-netherlands-english.pdf
Europese Commissie 2016, Cited that the concerns of the NGOs (Dogwood Alliance, Biofuelwatch, etc)
validated and concluded that current E.U.wood pellet imports from the Southeastern United States
came from whole trees and other large diameter timber:
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/8005fb30-81e9-4399-9b19-01af823fa42d
Sustainable Biomass Program (SBP) 2018, of the 9 persons responsible for the certification, 8 are from
the biomass sector and thus all 8 are financially interested:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2018-00-00-sbp-sustainable-biomass-program-annual-reportenglish.pdf
Sustainable Biomass Program (SBP) 2019, Martin Junginger is a member of the SBP Standards
Committee:
http://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-10-12-sbp-sustainable-biomass-program-standardscommittee-english.pdf
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LobbyFacts is a project by the Corporate Europe Observatory and LobbyControl. It collects data from
official resources, for example from the EU-transparantieregister:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-10-12-sbp-sustainable-biomass-programlobbyfacts-database-information-english.pdf
The Lobbyfacts database shows that more than 120 organizations involved in the European paid probiomass lobby together spend between 33 and 39 million euros per year:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-11-04-lobbyfacts-organizations-registered-as-paid-probiomass-lobby-in-european-institutions-english.pdf
More than half of the SBP's budget is spent on the salaries of directors and the advisory group. We have
not been able to find out how large the part is that is paid out to Martin Junginger or to the Copernicus
Institute:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2019-10-12-sbp-sustainable-biomass-program-financialinformation-english.pdf
Greenpeace 2011, report showing why biomass combustion is harmful to people, climate and forests:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2011-11-02-greenpeace-fueling-a-biomess-english.pdf
Greenpeace 2011, Import wood pellets for biomass combustion destroy Canadian forests:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2011-11-02-greenpeace-import-houtpellets-voor-biomassavernietigt-canadese-bossen-dutch.pdf
Greenpeace 2011, Essent tries to justify destruction of Canadian forests, Greenpeace dismisses Essent's
criticism:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2011-11-04-greenpeace-reactie-op-kritiek-van-rwe-essentrapport-import-houtpellets-voor-biomassa-vernietigt-canadese-bossen-dutch.pdf
https://nl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Greenwashing
Background information about Marc Londo, 2019:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html#marc-londo
Presentation NVDE, Marc Londo, 2017 He explains: the role of the NVDE is primarily influencing through
politics, ministries and direct influence through lobbying:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2017-10-13-nvde-betaalde-pro-biomassa-lobby-visieverduurzaming-mobiliteit-marc-londo-dutch.pdf
Vandebron 2018, What is greenwashing and how does it work?
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2018-07-20-vandebron-wat-is-greenwashing-energiesjoemelstroom-reactie-marc-londo-dutch.pdf
EDSP ECO 2019, Research into the involvement of scientists in the lobby world of biomass:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2019-11-22-edsp-eco-pro-biomassa-lobbyfeiten-onderzoekdeel-3-wetenschappers-martin-junginger-dutch.pdf
Arnhems Peil 2020, letter to the Province of Gelderland about the paid pro-biomass lobby and the
roundtable discussions on biomass at the Province:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/docs/2020-02-14-arnhemspeil-reactie-op-uitnodigingrondetafelgesprekken-en-invloed-van-de-betaalde-pro-biomassa-lobby-op-de-provincie-gelderlanddutch.pdf
Collection of and extracts from research into CO2 emissions from biomass combustion:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/carbon-dioxide.html
ZIP file with paid pro-biomass reports from CE-Delft:

33
2020-03-16-edsp-eco-pro-biomass-lobbyfacts-research-part-3-rwe-essent-and-the-scientists-of-the-copernicus-institute-english

https://www.biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2020-03-16-cedelft-betaalde-pro-biomassa-lobbyarchief-van-honderden-betaalde-pro-biomassa-rapporten-gepubliceerd-door-cedelft-de-afgelopen-20jaar.zip
CE Delft 2013, “Deployment of biomass, provided that it meets sustainability criteria, fits the definition
of climate neutrality because the CO2 that is released when biomass is burned is "short-cycle ". This
means that during the growth of the biomass, this CO2 is extracted from the atmosphere, on a time
scale of 100 years or less. ”
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2013-03-00-cedelft-betaalde-pro-biomassa-lobby-backcastingto-the-future-dutch.pdf
CE Delft 2013, “Deployment of biomass, provided that it meets sustainability criteria, fits the definition
of climate neutrality because the CO2 that is released when biomass is burned is "short-cycle ". This
means that during the growth of the biomass, this CO2 is extracted from the atmosphere, on a time
scale of 100 years or less. ”
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2014-06-00-cedelft-betaalde-pro-biomassa-lobby-backcastinghaaglanden-klimaatneutraal-dutch.pdf
Universiteit Utrecht 2007, Andre Faaij and Martin Junginger, among others, produced the reports
claiming that palm oil for co-firing could be sustainably extracted by RWE and GDF Suez, among others:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2007-05-00-university-utrecht-copernicus-institute-agreenhouse-gas-balance-of-electricity-production-from-co-firing-palm-oil-english.pdf
Universiteit Utrecht 2008, Andre Faaij and Martin Junginger, among others, produced the reports
claiming that palm oil plantations in Indonesia and Malaysia where not responsible for deforestation:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2008-07-00-university-utrecht-copernicus-institute-paid-probiomasslobby-drivers-of-land-use-change-and-the-role-of-palm-oil-production-in-indonesia-andmalaysia-english.pdf
Volkskrant 2005, Electrabel wants to burn power plants with palm oil, consequences of large-scale
deforestation and environmental pollution, says Johan Vollenbroek of Mobilisation For The
Environment:
https://biomassmurder.org/lobbyfacts/2005-08-27-volkskrant-palmolie-verhit-gemoederen-inmilieudebat-dutch.pdf
CNN 2019, large-scale deforestation, air pollution and forest fires from palm oil plantations in Borneo:
https://edition.cnn.com/interactive/2019/11/asia/borneo-climate-bomb-intl-hnk/
Animation video explaining why burning woody biomass is not CO2 neutral:
https://youtu.be/-7Z5LrfBfFc
An overview of all studies into the pro-biomass lobby world:
https://www.biomassmurder.org/research/lobby-facts.html
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