Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: Vote on Renewable Energy Directive and Fuel Quality Directive - 17th December

       Support for biofuels will turn 'climate legislation' into a disaster for climate and people

Please vote against both legislative proposals unless agrofuels can be excluded from them, and demand alternative legislation to support genuinely sustainable renewable energy, energy efficiency and real cuts in energy use in order to truly reduce rather than increase the EU's greenhouse gas emissions.
On 17th December, the European Parliament is due to vote on the Renewable Energy Directive (RED) and the Fuel Quality Directive (FQD). I understand that there is unlikely to be any scope for amendments to either directive and that the only options open to MEPs will be to either accept or reject each of the draft directives as tabled.  

If there was still scope for amendments, then I would ask you to call for the 10% renewable energy target in the RED to be deleted, and for biofuels to be excluded from counting towards the greenhouse gas reduction target in the FQD, so that the full onus of meeting that target would lie with the fossil fuel industry.
In the absence of this possibility, therefore, I would ask you to vote against the draft directives as tabled, and to call for alternative legislative proposals.

It is now clear that the RED will be tabled with a 10% target for the transport sector which will be met primarily from biofuels.  The FQD will be tabled with a 6% greenhouse gas reduction target from transport fuels which is defined in such a way that, again, it will be met mainly from biofuels, with the help of false carbon accounting.    Both directives, if agreed, will thus lead to large-scale expansion in biofuel use, which will be met primarily from large-scale agrofuel monocultures, particularly in the global South.  At the beginning of 2007, a group of NGOs called on the EU not to adopt targets.  The European Council agreed in 2007 that biofuel targets should be conditional on guarantees that they would be met sustainably.  It is certain that this condition cannot be met.  Instead, the biofuel policies contained in both directives will inevitably lead to 

· Major increases in greenhouse gas emissions and a further destabilisation of the climate, which will outweigh the climate benefits from sustainable renewables such as wind and solar, which will also benefit from the legislation.  Several peer reviewed studies show that, once all indirect and direct impacts, including from land-use change are taken into account, large-scale agrofuel production is linked to greater greenhouse gas emissions than the fossil fuels which they replace.  As the lead author of one peer reviewed study, Joseph Fargione has said: “From a climate change perspective, current biofuels are worse than fossil fuels” (tinyurl.com/6z8yzk);

· An aggravation of land-grabbing, evictions and human rights abuses in the global South: Large-scale displacement of communities, in many cases through violence, is already escalating both as a direct and as an indirect consequence of Europe's growing demand for agrofuels.  This has been documented in a large number of countries including Indonesia, Colombia, Tanzania, Brazil, Ghana, Paraguay and Argentina.

· Major biodiversity losses which will make it impossible for the EU and the world overall to meet the target of halting biodiversity losses by 2010: The secure artificial market created by EU biofuel targets is already triggering large-scale investment in plantations and related infrastructure in tropical forests, wetland areas and other ecosystems, with disastrous consequences for the survival of species.

· More hunger and malnutrition, as more communities will lose their food sovereignty and as food prices will become ever more volatile: According to Oxfam, 119 million more people were going hungry in 2008 as a result of rising food prices (tinyurl.com/3odwpk).  Biofuels have been identified as a major cause of recent food price rises, with a World Bank report attributing 75% of food price rises to them.  Although food prices have recently fallen on the world markets due to the financial crisis, the Food and Agricultural Organisation warns that underlying factors persist and that a worsening of the food price crisis is very possible next year (tinyurl.com/5st57t)

The so-called 'sustainability standards' cannot be effective.  They do not account for the all-important  indirect impacts, which go well beyond any minor 'risk adder' that may be included in greenhouse gas calculations in future.  They have not been drawn up with the involvement or consent of those communities who are and will be most directly affected by agrofuel production.  There is not even a proposal as to how compliance with standards should be enforced and verified.  There is no evidence that the 10% biofuel target can possibly be met sustainably, and ample evidence to the contrary.
We must not allow climate stability, land rights and human rights, the right to food and the planet's biodiversity to be sacrificed in the name of an inadequate definition of renewable energy. 
Yours faithfully,

