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QUESTIONS ANSWERED: 

Question 1  
 
ANSWER: 
It may be seen as inevitable but it should only be accepted as part of a pachage that looks at reductions 
in energy usage. Any biofule production that competes directly with agriculture or with concervation of key 
ecocystems is not acceptable. 

Question 2 
 
ANSWER: 
2nd generation biofuel sources grown on arid land offer both employment in the Third World and, if not 
water hungry, a real extension of energy availability. The most serious challenges are from the US 
government's attitude to subsidising biofuels at the expense of food production and failing to move their 
economy and public expectations towards lower fuel usuage. Their attitude, indeed the general attitude 
that everything should be market driven, is clearly untenable to much of the rest of the world but not 
apparently to the US. 

Question 3 
 
ANSWER: 
Reasonably well informed through articles in science journals, newspaper stories and discussion 
meetings on eregy provision and security 

Question 4 
 
ANSWER: 
They should be seen as a minor but useful part of a much larger energy management package. Policies 
should limit them to sites where they do not compete with food production, and favour primarily the better 
use of forestry and agricultural wastes. Subsidies should not be used as they will almost ceratinly have 
unwanted secondary effects as the US experience has already shown. The emphasis should not be on 
fuekl replacement but on a reduction in energy needs overall. 

Question 5 
 
ANSWER: 
Usage of waste will always be better than growing from scratch. Overseas the development of Jatropha 
plantations appeared to show promise as it grows in very arid conditions and yet produces high lipid 
seeds. Use of soya or palm oil for biofuel should be banned especially as the latter has already generated 
huge deforestation activities which must have had a negative effect on GHG balance. The new 
developments in algae look interesting. 

Question 6 
 
ANSWER: 
The contribution that biofuels can make to UK energy security is minimal. With limited land area it is more 
important to ensure better food security and look for energy through wind, wave and solar power as well 
as improved management of both commercial and private usage. 



Question 7 
 
ANSWER: 
Waste usage might prove commercially useful for the UK and even algae might eventually have a part to 
play. Biofuels seem to have a more important economic role to play elsewhere in the world 

Question 8 
 
ANSWER: 
Genetically modified cyanobacteria seem an avenue worth exploring and development of pretreatment 
systems for lignin and cellulosic waste might have other spin offs. 

Question 9 
 
ANSWER: 
All of these strategies may have a place in providing for our untrammeled energy consumption and for 
most people how they get their fuel will be of little consequence. All of these strategies raise serious 
questions about manipulation, control, and purpose which we have yet to answer. The GMO debate 
suggests that the public will be wary of these. I think not - fuel is not food - and escalating hydrocarbon 
prices will persuade most people that almost any scientific treatment is OK as long as they can continue 
with their life style. 

Question 10 
 
ANSWER: 
The fact that for arid land developments most of the suitable species exist in third world countries which 
the first world is keen to exploit. The controls in the CBD are unlikely to get in the way of exploitation by 
US multinationals unless the patents are held by an international organisation like UNEP. A way forward 
would be for UNEP to form consortia with companies to provide a two tier fees system depending on the 
wealth of the nation using the technology. 

Question 13 
 
ANSWER: 
Yes as laid out in previous answers whwre perverse subsidies make them compete with food production. 
With a growing world population this can only get worse 

Question 14 
 
ANSWER: 
The fact that food security has already driven several countries to start buying land in Madagascar and 
East Africa suggests that a similar trend will be observed for biofuels so that the country of production will 
see little benefit. 

Question 15 
 
ANSWER: 
Absolutely otherwise why bother to calculate the value of biofuels at all! 

Question 16 
 
ANSWER: 
Whilst I have previously concentrated on impacts on land used for agriculture commercial concerns will 



have little compunction in trying to use land that is otherwise seen as essential for conservation. In both 
food and energy security there will be challenges to keeping protected areas in the future. The question 
will be - how much biodiversity can we lose to grow a little more oil? In an overpopulated world (the 
current situation) environmental security is largely a myth anyway. 

Question 17 
 
ANSWER: 
See my previous comments on competition 

Question 18 
 
ANSWER: 
See my previous comments 

Question 19 
 
ANSWER: 
I cannot see how this raises any questions that are not already there about employment of agricultural 
workers - toxic chemicals, poor protection, inadequate pay and working conditions. This will be more of 
the same 

Question 20 
 
ANSWER: 
In the developed world there are legal systems that offer some degree of rights and protection to 
agricultural and industrial workers. These are largely absent in the third world and will continue to be so 
as long as exploitation by multinationals of low wage economies is accompanied by endemic corruption. 

Question 21 
 
ANSWER: 
Whilst PPP sounds an attractive investment model the evidence overall is that it burdens the state with an 
unacceptable longterm debt whilst promoting high profits to the companies. I am not aware that the 
National Audit Office or the House of Commons has found it to be the unalloyed answer that the Prime 
Minister suggested it was! There is a need for both public and private investment but there is also a 
requirement for a more equitable return for both parties. Public investment should be largely in research 
with private in development and production. 

Question 22 
 
ANSWER: 
We need a proper integrated energy policy in the UK rather than a series of ad hoc initiatives, and one 
that is agreed by all three parties. Biofuels are less important in the short term than where we get our gas 
from, and they may well eventaully remain much less important than sustainable energy from other 
sources. I would rather see more effort and investment put into improving housing stock, reducing energy 
demand, developing fuel cells for cars etc than in biofuels which I simply do not believe is an answer to 
our problems. 

Question 23 
 
ANSWER: 
You have to ask yourself if we really should be doing much in this field since we have insufficient land to 



allow any biofuel to make a significant impact on UK consumption. Perhaps we should be concentrating 
our efforts elsewhere and simply buying in this technology when we need it later? 

Question 24 
 
ANSWER: 
Nothing occurs to me 

 


