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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

European Technology and Innovation Platforms (ETIPs) are industry-led stakeholder tools that 
are recognised by the European Commission as key actors in driving innovation, the transfer of 
knowledge, and facilitating competitiveness between the member states in Europe, in regard to the 
energy sector. 

The mission of ETIP Bioenergy is to contribute to the development of cost-competitive, 
innovative, world-class bioenergy and biofuel value chains in the name of strengthening a healthy 
European bioenergy industry. The goal of the ETIP B-SABS 2 project is to accelerate the sustainable 
deployment of bioenergy in Europe, through a process of guidance and prioritisation, promotion of 
research, technology development and demonstration. 

The Stakeholder Plenary Meeting was organised by the ETIP Bioenergy-SABS 2 project 
consortium, and brought together ETIP Bioenergy Stakeholders, Steering Committee Members, 
Working Group Participants and external participants interested in the biofuel sector. The 9th 
Stakeholder Plenary Meeting took place on 20-21 November 2019 in Brussels, Belgium, and drew the 
interest of around 120 registered bioenergy stakeholders from the industry, which included: fuel/biofuel 
producers, consultancy companies, biofuel associations and research institutes/universities. The two-
day conference provided a status review regarding R&I within the biofuels sector, and exact methods in 
which this can be increased. Discussions took place regarding how various political decisions affect the 
sector, and comparisons were made regarding biofuels and other key alternatives concerning 
decarbonising the transport sector. Overall, the latest trends in advanced bioenergy technologies were 
presented. Information regarding the bioenergy sector’s specific opportunity to take advantage of 
synergies that already exist, or synergies soon to be implemented, are explored in detail within this 
report.   
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS  
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DG ENER Directorate General for Energy 

DG RTD Directorate General for Research and Innovation  

DME  Dimethyl ether 

e.g.  for example 

EBTP European Biofuels Technology Platform 

EC  European Commission 

ETIP European Technology and Innovation Platform 

GHG  Greenhouse Gas 

ICE   Internal Combustion Engines 

ILUC  indirect land use change 

IP  Implementation Plan 
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PM  Particulate Matters 

Q&A  Question and Answer   

R&D Research and Development 

R&I  Research and Innovation 

RED II  Renewable energy directive II 

SET Plan Strategic Energy Technology Plan 

SPM  Stakeholder Plenary Meeting 

SRIA  Strategic research and innovation agenda 

TWG 8  Temporary Working Group 8 

  



  

 

6 

 

1. Introduction  
 

The 9th Stakeholder Plenary Meeting of the European Technology and Innovation Platform 
Bioenergy (ETIP Bioenergy) took place from 20-21 November 2019. It drew the interest of around 120 
registered bioenergy stakeholders, including fuel/biofuel producers as well as consultancy companies, 
biofuel associations and research institutes/universities. Participants from 22 different countries (mostly 
European) contributed to the meeting. The latest trends in advanced bioenergy technologies were 
presented during the two-day event. A whole session of the event was dedicated to exploring the 
challenges and the possible solutions concerning broadening the biomass feedstock base in Europe. 
Moderated breakout sessions were made available to all participants of the SPM, and were organised 
in order to collect the views and suggestions from stakeholders regarding the most important aspects of 
the sector that still need to be addressed. The outcomes of the discussion will serve as a valuable guide 
to the ETIP Bioenergy Steering Committee and Working Groups, as well as the Implementation Working 
Group 8 linked to the SET Plan, especially concerning the definition of priorities regarding the next 
activities and events. The following report will summarise the presentations given in each of the 
sessions. Background information of the conference can be found in the Annex. This includes the 
agenda, speaker information, list of participants and participant’s questionnaire.  

2. Day One – 20 November   

2.1. Session 1: What’s new in technology?  
 

After a welcome by Patrik Klintbom, Chair of the ETIP Bioenergy Steering Committee, the first 
session was opened by Maria Georgiadou, DG RTD. She presented the overall policy framework for 
Clean Energy under the Energy Union of the European Union and research and innovation policies. 
This includes the support under Horizon 2020 for biofuels and bioenergy. Within her presentation, she 
stated that R&I would support advanced biofuels further. The European Commission invited everyone 
to participate and actively use all the instruments made available by the EC. She referred to the 
importance of those in the sector to be active in the Horizon 2020 proposals, as well as in Innovation 
Actions to increase the overall potential of the sector. There is still a need to increase communication in 
order to achieve a better understanding, not only among stakeholders, but also within the general public. 

Following the presentation given by Maria Georgiadou, Olov Öhrman from Research and 
Development at Preem, Sweden, presented under the title “Future Opportunities for Refiners”. Preem 
has four major strategic renewable programs established, which include: Increase in HVO production, 
extraction and liquefaction of lignin for upgrading within the refinery, fast pyrolysis of solid biomass for 
upgrading at the refinery, and electro fuels/CCS. Mr Öhrman presented the specific opportunities and 
challenges in regard to renewable fuel production in oil refineries, and they can be summarised as 
follows: 

 Biocrudes and bio-oils have potential to be co-processed in Preem’s refineries thus 
producing large volumes of liquid drop in transport fuels in the mid to long term. 

 The biofuel value chain is in itself challenging with respect to feedstock volumes, pre-
treatment methods under development and business constellations. 

 Policies that reward biofuels with high emission reduction potential are supportive in 
order to develop highly sustainable conversion technologies. 

Succeeding the presentation from Preem, a short discussion took place. During the discussion, the 
topics of plant integration and lignin usage were touched on shortly. Preem currently sees potential to 
modify a number of existing plants for the use of co-processing in the short and medium term. In 
consideration of lignin, it was stated that the generic term comprises a number of specific chemical 
compositions, which can be applied to a broad range of potential products. 

Gerhard Muggen from BTG Bioliquids, The Netherlands, was the second presenter 
concerning innovations in renewable technology. As a technology provider and product leader in 
pyrolysis explicitly made from biomass residues, BTG was able to explain just how advanced biofuels 
will not compete with the natural food chain. Overall, Mr. Muggen summarised the BTG perspective, 
which includes current Fast Pyrolysis Bio-Oil (FPBO) application as renewable heating oil which could 
potentially replace natural gas, co-processing crude FPBO in Fluid Catalytic Cracking units as a low-
capex option to comply with RED II, and that utilising pyrolysis as a valid starting point for new bioliquid 
refineries is a valuable option. A discussion took place following the presentation of BTG, in which the 



  

 

7 

 

economics and co-products of pyrolysis oil were examined. BTG has the perspective that the RED II 
already sets the basis for good economic practices, and that co-refining of pyrolysis oil is a major 
opportunity in regard to oil blending in the future.  

“Biofuels and Chemicals from Mixed Waste” was the next presentation held within the first 
session, and given by Robert Vierhout from Enerkem, Canada. Mr. Vierhout provided the SPM 
participants with the company objective to reach a circular economy regarding: post consumption to 
transformation, and from green manufacturing to the final redistribution of renewable products. Enerkem 
aims to move away from incineration processes and expanding the company as a whole, implement two 
new production line facilities and expand its partnership with Suncor. 

Pyrolysis oil was one of the main topics in the first session concerning new technological 
developments in the sector. René Venendaal from BTG continued this theme when giving his 
presentation, “Advanced Biofuels from Pyrolysis Oil”. This included ways in which to move crude 
pyrolysis oil to refinery compatible intermediates, in consideration of transportation fuels. 

2.2. Session 2: Broadening the biomass feedstock base in Europe – Opportunities and 
challenges 

 

Andrea Camia from EC Joint Research Centre kicked off the second session with a presentation 
on biomass production, supply, and uses and flows in the European Union. The main focus of JRC is 
to enhance knowledge in, as well as monitor progress towards a sustainable bioeconomy. The 
presentation covered biomass supply and uses in the EU in a wide range including; biomass supply by 
secondary sources, woody biomass from forestry and mapping forests available for wood supply.  

Andrea Parenti from the University of Bologna, Italy, succeeded the presentation from JRC with 
an introduction to the project BECOOL. New cropping schemes could potentially be developed in order 
to integrate advanced lignocellulosic biofuels and food crops, in order to intensify land use potential. A 
new cropping scheme concept was displayed in consideration to the steps taken by the BECOOL 
project, as well as the synergies that exist between the BECOOL and the like-minded project BioValue. 
In summary, the potential advantages of new innovative cropping systems were listed as: 

 Enhanced soil fertility and soil structure due to positive rotational effects 
 Reduced soil erosion due to a longer land cover, more sustainable cropping systems due 

to lower need of agricultural inputs (agrochemicals, fertilizers etc.)  
 Market opportunities and reduced economic risks for farmers 
 Production of lignocellulosic feedstock without competing with food land. 

 
Moving forward into the next topic of identifying and mapping marginal lands in Europe, Anouk 

Cormont from Wageningen University & Research, The Netherlands, presented the project MAGIC. 
She started by introducing SPM participants to the preliminary procedures in regard to mapping marginal 
lands. These additional requirements for the mapping and classifying of marginal lands include focusing 
on the minimum biophysical constraints of marginal areas, avoiding indirect land use effects and 
competition with food production as well as avoiding adverse effects on ecosystem services. A database 
set up by the MAGIC project that essentially covers all characteristics of marginal crops was presented.  

The second session advanced with the next presentation given by Dr. Peter Hawighorst, from Meo 
Carbon Solutions GmbH, Germany. The “Challenges for RED II Sustainability’s Certification from a 
Certification Scheme’s Point of View”, presented many challenges still standing in the way in regard to 
the RED II. These challenges still need to be addressed and implemented by the use of potential 
voluntary schemes such as; enforcing new feedstock categories, introducing sustainability criteria for 
solid biomass, mandating a regularly updated list of advanced biofuels and identifying low ILUC-risk 
biofuels. Many implemented and delegated acts from the commission are to be seen in the upcoming 
future, and current systems already in implementation will have to be updated before that occurs. Mr. 
Hawighorst was happy to share that ISCC was publicly recognised by the European Commission in 
regard to reaching the goals of the RED II. Following the presentation, a conducive discussion took 
place concerning how the systems of ISCC addresses certain requirements differently per each 
individual member state. 
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2.3. Session 3: ETIP Bioenergy Working Group Breakout Sessions 
 
The Working Groups of the ETIP Bioenergy are composed of experienced biofuel and bioenergy 

stakeholders with specific technical competence, individual commitment and recognised contributions 
concerning the development of advanced bioenergy. WGs also contribute to advance the Strategic 
Research and Innovation Agenda in Europe, a critical task in the renewable energy field. The WGs 
bring together experts from across Europe, and are organised into four groups: biomass availability; 
conversion technology; end use; and policy and sustainability. The following section of this report 
concludes the most pertinent information regarding discussion points, needed actions and overall results 
of each break out session, which took place during the third session of the first day of the SPM. The 
SABS Team members who attended the breakout sessions composed each group summary listed within 
this report.  
 

 Working Group One- Biomass Availability: 
 
The chair of Working Group one, Calliope Panoutsou from Imperial College London, moderated 

the breakout session of Working Group 1, “Biomass Feedstocks”. Eleven participants joined the 
discussion on challenges and policy related gaps in terms of biomass feedstocks in Europe. The 
utilisation of marginal lands and increasing yields might offer an opportunity to provide additional 
biomass for energetic purposes. For the cultivation of degraded land, minimum tillage and perennial 
crops were described as potential possibilities. Concerning this matter, aspects like the soil water 
balance are important factors to define whether the utilisation of crops from degraded areas is good for 
the system, which requires a case-specific monitoring. A higher diversity in crop rotations was described 
as beneficial due to the flexibility of the design for the farmers in comparison to perennial energy crops 
and expected increasing yields. It was mentioned that farmers are producing a broad range of raw 
materials and not only food. New options to increase the income opportunities would also strengthen 
rural areas and empower the farmers to exploit new sources of income. 

 
 Working Group Two- Conversion: 

 
The session, moderated by former WG2 Chair Lars Waldheim and Vice Chair Francisco Gírio, focused 
on the new value chain concept approved by ETIP Bioenergy in August 2019, the link to the SET-Plan 
Action 8, recent bioenergy market developments and suggestions how to improve stakeholder 
engagement. 
 

 

Value Chains 
 

o EBTP/ETIP and value chains 
o Biofuel, RED and iLUC Directives main content 
o RED II main content: targets; GHG reduction; EC 

follow up; Member State Implementation, definitions 
o Consequences and implications for ETIP Bioenergy:  

 Crop based biofuels will stay important until 
2030, >50 Target/contribution biofuels 

 RED II advanced biofuels based on feedstocks 
not technology pathways 

 RED II main legislation for next decade 
o Conclusions: 

 Retain VC concept but apply criteria 
 VC versus pathways 
 Established VC-TRL 9. Priority VC TRL5-8, 

Development pathway <TRL5 
 Review and change terminology 
 More focus on establish VC 
 Consult with RHC ETIP 
 Rearrange VC; new VC intermediates for 

biomass fuels and bio liquids 

SET-Plan 
 

o Development pathways to be followed, open 
discussion (important highlighted in bold) 

 Bio methane production with CCU 
 Liquid Renewable Alternative Fuels 
 CC(U)S integrated with bio refineries. 

Challenge cost CO2 capture system, electric. 
Costs, info on GHG emissions 

 Other: artificial photosynthesis, hybrid systems 
 Forest wood residues to ethanol via 

enzymatic hydrolysis and fermentation. 
Challenges biomass recalcitrance, less 
homogeneous, high capex 

 Algae (macro & micro); challenge sustainability 
info unclear; lack of biorefining demos 

 Low sulphur maritime diesel biofuels retrofit 
waste based biodiesel plants. Challenge: 
Costs… 

o Discussion:  
 Algae: still low TRL, but demo activities in 

Southern Europe 
 FT a failure? Two plants under construction in 

the US, Challenges, costs, scale, efficiency; 
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 New pathways: hybrid technologies (RE); 
recycle carbon fuels; Ren. Fuels of non-bio 
origin; BECCS 

 No discussion 

question mark for forest residues due to need 
for syngas cleaning 

 ST1 sawdust demo; Not with challenging 
feedstock’s so far.  

 Black liquor lignin use? SE activities with slow 
progress  

 Artificial photosynthesis still at very early TRL 

Recent Bioenergy Developments 
 

o Established VC; most recent plant announcements: 
HVO; AD 

o Priority VC: gasification, pyrolysis, HTL, cell. Ethanol 
(India!), others (Lanzatech Ghent; White and Black 
Pellets 

o Discussion: Sweetwood BBI project Estonia 
 

Stakeholder Engagement in Working Group 2 - 
Improving WG2 Stakeholder Interaction 

 
o No active WG 2 member present 
o Top-down 

 Newsletter after each SC 
 Webinar annually 
 Document reviews: SRIA 2021 
 Breakout sessions- WG2 WS at SPMs and 

other events 
o Bottom up 

 Feed in information, news, views by email 
o Discussion: 

 Interest in exchanging information two ways 
 Role of ETIP B and WG2 to provide a 

consolidated view to EC and other political 
decision makers 

 Develop synergies with other (energy) sectors-
system integration, also processing industries 

 More experts from process industries and 
refineries needed 

 Hybrid systems become more important- reflect in 
WG2 stakeholder composition 

 
 

 Working Group Three- End Use:  
 

WG Chair Philippe Marchand and Vice Chair Dorothée Lahaussois moderated the Working Group 3 
session. 
 

1. As ETIP Bioenergy’s primary role is to advise DG RTD with regard to the key Research & 
Innovation avenues utilised to pursue the market uptake of bioenergy, we have to be conscious of the 
timing. The year 2030 is 10 years from now, and with ambitious targets regarding the decarbonisation 
of transport, as well as the development of better R&I processes, we have to prioritise (taking stock of 
TRL and CRL), if we want industrial production of bio-products to become a reality. The many different 
modes of transportation will indeed have different strategies and action plans to that effect, which means 
absolute focus is necessary for all parties within the sector.  

2. Our domain is bioenergy: today, there exists a large consensus regarding the fact that there 
is no magic, single solution to decarbonise transport, especially in the short to mid-term. Therefore, as 
Internal Combustion Engines (ICE) are likely to be the standard for transportation in the future, our scope 
is to find how energy efficiency improvements of this technology and bio-products can join forces in 
order to facilitate the best results in terms of carbon emissions reductions. In turn, this will likely imply a 
better understanding of the impact concerning the composition of bio-products.  
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3. Carbon emission reductions are not the only goal to pursue, as reduction of air pollution 
(especially in urban areas), is also a high priority to be included in the scope of work of R&I in bioenergy: 
of particular interest, Particulate Matters (PM) and NOx.  

4. We will have to address the fuel standards issue: changing fuel standards. Today E10 in 
gasoline and B10 in diesel (for the main grades), is an exasperating process, taking into account the 
slow evolution of the car fleet and the status of the mainstream technologies in place and to come. If it 
is not feasible to implement standards that are in line with decarbonisation objectives, a focus on drop-
in alternative fuels is the next best approach.  

5. The biofuels industry exists and many technologies are now available, both biochemical and 
thermo-chemical. The requirements for the best end-use of bio-products (point 2 above) may call to look 
for synergies in the way to combine these various technologies and the raw materials they employ 
(hybrid value chains), a classic example being the use of alcohols in diesel engines to get around the 
issue of biodiesel acceptable raw materials availability. 

  
 Working Group Four- Policy and Sustainability: 

 
The Working Group 4 session was moderated by Uwe Fritsche.  
This constructive meeting showed a significant interest in the (new) European Directive REDII, 
its implications and the potential opportunities. 
This calls for renewed activities for 
WG4 with the active involvement of 
its members. 
 
ETIP Bioenergy should clarify the policy 
landscape and how this impacts the 
different actors of the Bioenergy value 
chains and sectors, which are ETIP 
Bioenergy stakeholders. Starting from 
REDII this includes global 
developments upstream, and – in the 
next 1.5 years – in the transposition into 
national legislation, downstream. This 
shall also include the role of voluntary 
schemes, etc.  
 
Through ETIP Bioenergy the 
European industry could/should 
benefit from a proactive approach to 
internal policy elaborations and 
reflections, and a joint-voice as a key 
platform to: 

 Provide information and 
feed RED* (post-2030) 

 Interact with BIOREDII project providing info and exploring the possibility to feed CA-RES, 
both through individual experts and through an ETIP position paper or similar 
(sustainability, carbon balance…)  

 Guide stakeholders through the new geography of REDII and implications. In practice, 
papers, infographics, etc.  

 Address the various aspects on regulations that were raised during the break-out session: 

- Key aspects: emerging from the roundtable: Penalties are key; Traceability and 
Sustainability; Regional approach and the implication of transposition into national 
legislation; Importance of informing non-EU stakeholders on the implications of REDII.  

- Operational aspects: Transparency and clarity are paramount. Focus on active 
members of the WG. Policy topics shall be devised as a perspective from complaints 
to proposals, e.g.: Question from the sawmill association concerning the boundaries of 
obligatory certification schemes for residues (this might become an official doc of the 
platform). 
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3. Day Two - 21 November- The fast way forward: A bird’s eye view of the role 
of biofuels, technological options, implementation barriers and financing 
opportunities 

 
Dina Bacovsky from BEST, Austria, was the first presenter of day two of the SPM with her 

presentation, “The Contribution of Advanced Renewable Transport Fuels to Transport Decarbonisation 
in 2030 and beyond”. She based her presentation on a joint study of IEA Bioenergy and IEA AMF holding 
countrywide methodology assessments in countries: Finland, Sweden, Germany, the USA and Brazil. 
Essentially, the input data received from these assessments is utilised in the ALIISA model. The overall 
conclusions reached by the study team were presented as follows:   

 Currently not on track to reach the GHG emission targets 
 Evolution of national transport sector GHG emissions largely varies, from rising to relatively 

stable to decreasing, but even the decreasing ones are not in line with their ambitious 
targets  

 All available options must be used 
 Measures have to include:  

 Transport efficient society   
 Efficient vehicles   
 Renewable energy carriers  
 Public acceptance of policy measures needed 

Dimitrios Kourkoumpas from CERTH in Greece presented the challenges and opportunities that 
have arisen during the BIOFIT project. BIOFIT, or Bioenergy Retrofits for Europe’s Industry, contains 
a large project consortium as well as an overall goal to support and initiate bioenergy retrofitting 
opportunities within five energy sectors. The ten case studies developed under BIOFIT were conducted 
by adhering to the different legal and political frameworks that are already implemented in each country 
(as the different political climate of each member state is still a challenge concerning the renewable 
energy sector). Mr. Kourkoumpas continued on to list the impact of RED II delegations on co-firing and 
retrofitting as a whole, as well as the barriers and opportunities that present themselves in regard to 
moving away from coal power.  

Franziska Müller-Langer, from DBFZ Deutsches Biomasseforschungszentrum, Germany, 
followed the presentation of BIOFIT. DBFZ was a key player in the research and demonstration project 
of the use of renewable kerosene that was carried out at the Leipzig/Halle Airport. Overall, the 
demonstration project (DEMO-SPK) expedited many valuable results:  

 Supplying nearly 600 tons of multiblend JET A-1 and utilising this in flight operations at the 
Leipzig/Halle airport 

 Preparing FT-SPK using PTL (power to liquid) so that key requirements of the American 
Society for Testing and Materials specifications can be met 

 The development of three different approached for SAF sustainable aviation fuels (SAF) 
sustainability verifications and SAF accounting aspects in GHG regulations systems like 
the EU ETS 

 Facilitated recommendations related to improve operational supply chains.  
The last presentation of the 9th SPM was given by Patrick Pitkänen from St1 Oy, finland. The vision 

of St1 is to be the leading producer and seller of CO2- aware energy. St1 aims to achieve this goal by 
utilising advanced ethanol production in a circular economy, and has been developing waste based 
advanced ethanol production concepts for various waste feed stocks for over a decade. Mr. Pitkänen 
also presented the “St1 Cellunolix Process” in which sawdust can be utilised in a water circulatory 
process in order to produce bio refinery products. Overall, cooperation was listed as the main pathway 
to success in regard to pre-treatment processes, as it is the foundation of most bio refinery activities.   

 
 
Closing Statements of the 9th ETIP Bioenergy Stakeholder Plenary Meeting: 
 

The Chair of the ETIP Bioenergy Steering Committee concluded the conference. Patrik Klintbom 
declared that, “It is clear that it is time to step up and prove that we have a role to play in the bioenergy 
sector, especially from our individual points of view. We need to provide facts in order to convince the 
relevant parties that the time to come forward is now. There is a significant amount of funding available, 
many instruments, and plenty of opportunity for research and innovation in this sector for everyone. The 
most important element to be taken from this meeting is: we all need to stay active.” With these 
compelling words, the session and the 9th SPM was completed.  
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4. Analysis of the Participants Questionnaire 
 

One element of the preparations for the SPM included the formulation of a participant questionnaire. 
This was done in order to determine the overall success of the event, as well as to assess areas that 
could be improved upon for the next SPM. Overall, there was a total of 18 completed questionnaires 
received at the end of the event. The results from the questionnaire can be found in detail in the table 
below. 

Regarding the organisation of the event, 95% found the event to be well planned, by indicating on 
the questionnaire that the organisation was “very good”. Comments received during the conference in 
reference to what could have been done better include;  

 The process of registering for the event(s) could have been done on a single registration 
site instead of three (ETIP Bioenergy, ADVANCEFUEL, BESTF3). 

 The registration table the day of the conference could have been better organised 
(regarding the name tags and many sign in sheets).  

 The after lunch coffee was missing the first day of the SPM. 
The overall view of the event was held in a high regard, with a 0% result obtained in the “unsatisfactory” 
option of the question.  

 In fact, the only result of an “unsatisfactory” opinion received in the questionnaire was in regard to 
question seven, asking participants if they have attended an SPM event before, and, “If yes, do you find 
the variation of the choice of topics appropriate?” One participant responded that he found the materials 
presented to be “business as usual”, and was hoping to gain more from the sessions. The ETIP 
Bioenergy Secretariat has considered these comments, and are overall pleased with the received 
feedback, as it will aid in the organisation of events in the future, especially in consideration of the next 
SPM. 
 

Table 1: Results of the particpants questionnaire  

 

Question Repsonses (total number of) Percentage  

1. Please rate the 
organisation of the event  

Very good (11) 
Good (6) 
Satisfactory (1) 
Unsatisfactory (0) 

62 % 
33 % 
5 % 
0 % 

2. How useful was the 
provided information 
material? 

Very good (7) 
Good (7) 
Satisfactory (4) 
Unsatisfactory(0) 

39 % 
39 % 
22 % 
0 % 

3. How relevant / useful were 
the presentations to your 
work / your organisation?  

Very relevant (10) 
Relevant (7) 
Satisfactory (1) 
Unsatisfactory(0) 

56 % 
39 % 
5 % 
0 % 

4. Which presentation / 
session was the most 
interesting to you? 

 What’s new in technology? (5) 

 PREEM (2) 

 Enerkem (1) 

 MAGIC (1) 

 Working Group sessions (2) 

 Working Group Three session (2) 

 The fast way forward (2) 

 BEST (1) 

 

5. Was the balance good 
between the presentation 
& discussion time? 

Very good (2) 
Good (11) 
Satisfactory (5) 
Unsatisfactory (0) 

11 % 
61 % 
28 % 
 0 % 

6. Did you find the event 
useful for meeting other 
biofuels & bioenergy 
stakeholders? 

Very good (10) 
Good (8) 
Satisfactory (1) 
Unsatisfactory (0) 

53 % 
42 % 
 5 % 
 0 % 
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7. Did you take part in 
previous EBTP/ETIP 
SPM? 

Yes: 8  
No: 8 
No answer: 2 

44 % 
44 % 
11 % 

If yes, do you find the 
variation of the choice of 
the topics appropriate? 
 

Very good (4) 
Good (4) 
Satisfactory (1) 
Unsatisfactory (1) – Business as usual 

40 % 
40 % 
10% 
10% 

8. Please add comments on 
this event or suggestions 
regarding further 
conferences/ meetings/ 
workshops or other 
activities of the European 
Technology and Innovation 
Platform Bioenergy :  

 The parallel sessions were a little vague in 
description 

 Some conferences organised together with 
other platforms would be very interesting 

 Please allow (more) questions after 
presentations 

 A better organisation of the presenters would 
have been prefered  

 The breakout sessions were a very good idea  

 Would like to see more regarding 
tech/economic issues of biorefineries  
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