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Headlines

e 24 responses

e General support for proposed
C&S TG changes

 Harmonisation with RED general
theme

e Revised TG issued Monday 16t
March

e Summary of responses also
published




Revised default values

1. More conservative fuel defaults

- Widespread support
2. Unknown country defaults

- General support for requiring more information
BUT

- some support 126 threshold here too;

- support for an ‘EU’ region;

- some want more conservative assumptions
across the board (LUC etc.)

- tallow defaults should take into account latest
evidence




New Technical Guidance

Fuel level defaults (unknown feedstock &
country) set at the fuel chain with the
highest ClI

1906 threshold for feedstock defaults
(unknown country);

Default will rise iIf ‘unknowns’ =1%o

Tallow default remains unchanged
inline with RED
RFA research programme on indirect effects of wastes




Q6. Do you agree with the results of the
RFA’s benchmarks of standards?

Benchmarked RTFO Environmental RTFO Social Qualifying Qualifying Audit quality?
standard Meta-Standard? Meta- Environmental Social
Standard? Standard? Standard?

Operational standards

Genesis Quality Yes No Yes No Yes

Assurance (QA)

GlobalGAP No No No No Not
analysed

Scottish Quality No No No No Not

Crops (SQO) analysed

FEDIOL No No No No No

German Qualitat No No No No Yes

und Sicherheit

QS)

Standards under development

Round Table on No No Yes Yes Not yet

Responsible Soy developed

(RTRS)




Q6 - responses

e Concern about lack of standards & related
targets;

e TG should more clearly distinguish between
standards and certification schemes;

e Some strong criticism of benchmarking —
Over-reliance on EIA regulations around
meeting biodiversity and carbon
conservation.




Q8. Do you agree with the current

approach to the specified standards under
development?

1. RFA announces on its website when a sustainability scheme (for which
the temporary solution has been allowed) has become operational.

2. From that time companies should endeavour to source feedstock
certified by the now operational standard. Any new audits of
farms/plantations should be carried out as a part of the standard according
to the standard’s procedures.

3. Successful independent audits against the standard criteria carried out
before the sustainability scheme went live can be reported under the RTFO
according to the temporary solution for a further 15 months.

N.B. Still possible to audit to the RTFO Meta Standard




Q8. Responses

Need up to a year after feedstock standards
available for temp solution to avoid bottlenecks.
Suggestion that should relate to an amount of
material becoming available; need a longer
transition phase

RFA must confirm the auditing requirements for
standards under development — should be the
proposed norm for certification and audit
standards.

RTRS not an operational standard — should not
accept. Basel criteria an operational standard, but
not a certification scheme.

Strong criticism of RSPO - not assisting forest
protection




Q9. Do you agree.. the RFA [should]
focus only on third party verification
schemes?

e Main focus has been on certification schemes;

e Other schemes out there — IFC, Defra

environmental stewardship scheme;

e EXxperience this year highlighted challenges in

assessing and using such schemes for a purpose

they weren’t intended for.




Q9. responses

e Concern that this would exclude audit to
RTFO Meta-standard and standards under
development [it wouldn’t]




Q10. Do you agree with the suggested
procedure for new benchmarks?

5 stage process outlined:

Request;
Benchmarking;
Informing;
Consultation;
Approval.

garhPE




Q10 - responses

General agreement to process, but concerns about
the details:

eExpert panel — who, how, when?
eMore clarity on process and timings

Benchmarking needs to cover chain of custody
reguirements

eApplication to meta-standard acceptance (same
benchmarking applies)?

eDe-selection — need similar time period if no
longer acceptable and need to spell out (e.g. 15
months).




Q12. Do you agree with the proposed norm
for audit quality criteria & the associated
level of conformance?

7 Principles to benchmark certification schemes

1. Accreditation of CBs ISO Guide 65: 1996, ISO | MAJOR MUST
17021: 2006, or justified
equivalents.

2. Management of the ISO 19011: 2002, or MINOR MUST
audit programme justified equivalent.
3. Audit frequency Once every 5 years for a | MAJOR MUST

full certification audit
and once a year for a
surveillance audit.

4. Auditor competency 1SO 19011: 2002, or MAJOR MUST
justified equivalent.




Q12 responses

Lots of detailed comments:

e Implications of standards that don’t meet major musts
for each obligation period must be made clear;

e Public summaries should not be a ‘minor must’;
e Consultation should be a ‘major must’;

e ‘Minor musts’ should have time-table attached to
becoming ‘major musts’;

e Crops should be specified for each standard;

e Audit should cover control of the supply chain (chain of
custody) to certificate issue.




Part 2: Verifiers’ Guidance

Document for verifiers covering:

Criteria;

Testing procedures;
Evidence;

Assurance statements;
Auditor requirements

GgrLNE




Part 2: responses

Widespread support, but:
e Guidance issued too late
e | ots of very detailed comments:

e Should not be presumption that verifiers need to obtain
evidence from down the supply chain;

e Workshop later in the year post 08/09 verification to review
experience, re-issue revised guidance.




Verifiers’ Guidelines

*RFA workshop held in early April

eRevised version (minor amendments)
currently with Verifiers for consideration

*Will be issued shortly

eHave also made available for Working
Group 5 of TC383 — CEN




Part 3: Approach to indirect effects

e Methodology & case studies to consider indirect
effects of using wastes and by-products as biofuel
feedstocks;

eUse to inform EU methodology;
eNo change to defaults in the meanwhile (tallow);

eDevelop a work programme for indirect land use
change with stakeholders




Part 3: responses

e General agreement to informing EU methodology but not
universal (not for the RFA?);

e General agreement that wastes & by-products can cause
Indirect effects, But:

- lack of information (elasticities);

- indirect modelling deeply flawed (static models);

- questionable priority for some;

- questionable practicability of applying in practice;

- temporal aspects problematic (rolling average?).
« Split on whether to change tallow Cl defaults




Next steps

e Final Guidance for Verifiers will be issued by end April 2009
e The draft version is currently available online

e Suppliers should ensure they are using the correct version of the

C&S TG — V1 for 2008/2009, v2 for 2009/2010

e First reporting deadline for use of v2 is 15 June 2009 for fuel

supplied across the duty point 15 April-30 April 2009

» Tendering for work on wastes & by-products; Project for further

work to avoid ILUC following shortly;

e Next year’s guidelines to move toward RED




Subscribe to the
Renewable Fuels Digest

é Renewable
Fuels Agency LTS

Fuels Digesi

Issue No. 4 November 2008

- T O ey
Toge 3
Fourth menth's data * Solutiona ta
release “f”:""""

The BFAY fouth monthly report hos
" baen published on ke

LA .......... o g
uels enc enewable
il FoeisD igest

Issue No. 5 December 2008

First reporting of the
RTFO meto-standard

I ot 12 s
peated 10 tes M bl bokid mestng
e RIFO  wed  susmnohidy
meta-#andord. This gold wondard for
Esolusls produchion o mvalstie 1o el
Mot meet crdmnn for worker's gty and
fond nghts i the RFA sfnobdey

rapertng gutines. Sndy  Fag ks e * in the RED

« e b Grance’ sedt bex ® Ravived faruny
Mo ewating fesddock  ceibicabon o g o poge 4 e
scharin moael the bull sscial eens, ¥ 5

the woool  meto-dondond 8 only
avalobie fo sppliers who independenly
et fesciiock produchion

Wim hepe 1o e ncreoeng guontiies of
sl et thes sk tanderd in Riure,
ond companies reporting fhis shondord
wil ke denibed i our upeomeg
P ——

Ba CEO 1iud Dosdal caivbostns
aaman Bunp piesa $ o Bl

" hlefual org




7 Renewable
" Fuels Agency

Thank you

Keeley.bignal@rfa.gsi.gov.uk
Tel +44 (0O) 207 944 8262

www.renewablefuelsagency.org




	Slide Number 1
	Headlines
	Slide Number 3
	Slide Number 4
	Q6. Do you agree with the results of the RFA’s benchmarks of standards? 
	Slide Number 6
	1. RFA announces on its website when a sustainability scheme (for which the temporary solution has been allowed) has become operational. ��2. From that time companies should endeavour to source feedstock certified by the now operational standard. Any new audits of farms/plantations should be carried out as a part of the standard according to the standard’s procedures. ��3. Successful independent audits against the standard criteria carried out before the sustainability scheme went live can be reported under the RTFO according to the temporary solution for a further 15 months. ��N.B. Still possible to audit to the RTFO Meta Standard
	Slide Number 8
	���Q9. Do you agree.. the RFA [should] focus only on third party verification schemes? �
	Slide Number 10
	5 stage process outlined:��1.  Request;�2.  Benchmarking;�3.  Informing;�4.  Consultation;�5.  Approval.
	Q10 - responses
	Q12. Do you agree with the proposed norm for audit quality criteria & the associated level of conformance?
	Slide Number 14
	Document for verifiers covering:��1.  Criteria;�2.  Testing procedures;�3.  Evidence;�4.  Assurance statements;�5.  Auditor requirements
	Slide Number 16
	Slide Number 17
	Slide Number 18
	Slide Number 19
	Next steps
	Subscribe to the �Renewable Fuels Digest
	Slide Number 22

