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Venue:  Hotel Mediterraneo – Rome 
Time: 09.00-17.00 
Participants: 
Giovanni Ciceri (GC), RSE 
Dieter Staph (DS), KIT 
Elisabeth Poncolet (EP), Adame 
Pat Howes (PH), Ricardo 
Inge Johansson (IJ), SP 
Giovanna Martignon (GM), RSE (part of the meeting) 

 
Action Responsible  
Meeting with Singapore and summary of that contact DS ☒ 
Contact with task leader of T32 regarding co-combustion of 
difficult fuels IJ ☐ 

Contact with task leader of T33 regarding study on gasification 
of waste and a joint workshop on the subject IJ ☐ 

Contact Singapore representative about potential dates for next 
meeting and workshop IJ ☒ 

When dates are set, check with Syctom/Issy Les Moulineaux for 
a Technical visit EP ☐ 

Utilise contacts/network to see if there are potential 
organisations that would be interested in joining the task All ☐ 

Look for potential venues in Paris incl. IEA Headquarters IJ ☐ 
Check the possible actions to update the webpage for the task IJ ☒ 
Create newsletter IJ ☐ 
Contribute with newsletter items All ☐ 
Provide Polish Contact details EP ☐ 
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1. Administration 
Meeting agenda and Workshop on 17th  
GC presented the agenda for the workshop to be held at the Malagrotta plant on May 17. 
Approximately 50 people have registered for the event.  

Update on ExCo and Task Membership  

Task leadership. UK has not found a solution on the financing for the participation in Task 
36. Pat and Kathryn has worked during the beginning of the year to find possible 
financiers for the UK participation. They also had a promising lead, however that fell apart  
shortly before  the Rome meeting. PH will continue to investigate possibilities to find 
companies/organisations interested in financing the task. However, even if that financing 
is successfully raised, the representatives in the task will then be one (or more) of the 
financers.  

This also means that Pat and Kathryn will not have the funds to work as task leaders. 
During the first part of the year the leadership has been divided between UK/Sweden, 
waiting for a possible solution from the UK side. However since IJ has more support from 
the Swedish Energy Agency, he will take over the leadership from now (with the 
possibility to turn it back to the UK if the circumstances changes). PH expressed her 
gratitude towards the Swedish Energy Agency for the support and flexibility in this part. 

Norway has also withdrawn from the task. This is due to the principle for the funding, 
where the Norwegian Research Council want the participation from the Norwegian 
representative to be included as a part of a larger research project. They are as a basis 
positive to the participation in the task. So now we are hoping that Michael will find a 
research project where he can include this part- then they will rejoin. 

Singapore have observer status in the Task, hopefully they will also join after this year, 
however they are not currently a member of the IEA Bioenergy agreement so that will 
need to join the agreement as well. The Singapore representative Mr. Siam Heng Lim 
(SHL) was invited to the meeting in Rome but had no possibility to participate. DS will 
meet with SHL in beginning of June to discuss the interest and what expectations 
Singapore have on the Task.  

ExCO will have its next meeting in Rome May 17-19. The meeting after that will be held 
in Rotorua, New Zealand November 9-11 and in association with that meeting there will 
be a Bioenergy conference in Australia the week after  
(http://www.bioenergyaustralia.org/pages/bioenergy-australia-conference-2016.html ). 

The first ExCo meeting in 2017 will be held in Göteborg, Sweden and the dates will 
probably be May 16-18 (information about this was added after the ExCO77 meeting in 
Rome, /IJ).  

Working with other Tasks – Task 33 and 32 

There has been discussions regarding cooperation between Task 36 and task 32 on a 
workshop around Co-incineration of difficult fuels, where SRF would be a part of that. 
Inge will have a discussion with the task leader of T32 to see how we could contribute to 
that event.  

Task 33 will make a study on gasification of waste. It will be Lars Waldheim from Sweden 
that will do the report. IJ will have a discussion with the task leader if they need any 

http://www.bioenergyaustralia.org/pages/bioenergy-australia-conference-2016.html
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assistance from T36 (and potential financing for that). There will also be the discussion 
about a joint workshop on gasification/gasification of waste. 

There is an inter-task project aimed at fuel pretreatment. T36 participates and have 
allocated $5253 and will receive $5393 from ExCo.A kick-off meeting was held on May 
10 (teleconference). The project should be finished in the second half of 2018, but the aim 
is that the case studies should be available as drafts during Q2 of 2017 and finalised by the 
end of 2017.  The case study for gasification of waste will be joint between T33 and T36. 
What would be the reference case is unclear (not that many commercial installations that I 
available). There were discussions about if a normal WtE plant should be the reference and 
compare that with a gasification plant or if it should be a biomass gasification plant where 
you want to widen the feedstock base to waste and what was demanded in such a case.  EP 
asked if that was a good project, it might appear as we try to sell in gasification of waste 
although the general opinion in the task is that it is not that viable. IJ commented that one 
result from the study could be just that- that you could spend money and energy on pre-
treatment but not improve the performance from a system point of view. This however 
depends on the choice of reference case. IJ also asked if someone wanted to get involved 
in the project- in that case IJ was prepared to assign that person to the project. No one 
volunteered so IJ will continue. 

There is also discussions about a joint project/joint workshop with T40 regarding trans-
boundary shipments of waste. IJ will contact the task leader and discuss how to proceed 
about that.  

New IEA Bioenergy template 

All reports from now on should be in the new template. IJ has tried it for small scale EfW 
and in principal it’s a good template, however there are some problems with tables as well 
as they have not considered the possibilities of adding annexes to the report.  Some other 
minor flaws are also present. IJ has communicated it to PH that in turn has sent the 
feedback to Pearse.  

Communication activities (Webinar) 

IEA Bioenergy has started a new communication activity in the form of webinars. The 
different tasks has been asked to nominate subjects for webinars and both the small scale 
EfW project and the overview of gasification in UK were potential subjects. Initially IJ has 
accepted making a presentation on small scale EfW but due to the budget restrictions in 
the Task IJ cancelled that plan until after checking with the task members. There were a 
discussion about that the gasification of waste could be a subject- both with Keith R. and 
Dieter and potentially in association with the study together with T33. 

Budget and programme for the year – Agreement on how objectives will be met. 

IJ and PH presented the budget and the fact that there were a deficit from the last period of 
around $17000. Some of the reasons for this was a deficit from the period before, together 
with the demand from ExCo that the Task leaders are present at more of the ExCo 
meetings. Also the request for strategic project proposals took a considerable amount of 
effort and budget. All this despite the fact that PH also has done a lot of work for free on 
her spare time. It will be hard to cover the deficit during these three years if we do not get 
more members. If we succeed in attracting more members, the deficit corresponds roughly 
to one nations membership fee for one year. 

As for the work programme each participant agreed to the work they have been appointed 
as responsible for.  EP also added that if we want to attract other countries like China, it 
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might be good to add an update to “the decision makers guide on WtE”. That could indeed 
be a good object to add to the work programme, but it cannot be done without the 
additional funds from another member.  

Regarding the timing of the meetings and workshops. There has been some adjustments 
made in the late phase of the work programme when it was adjusted to the new budget. 
Also the Swedish Energy Agency expressed a wish to have task meetings in Sweden in 
association with the ExCo meeting in spring 2017. (this might not be that much of a 
priority anymore since the ExCo will be arranged on Tuesday-Thursday it will be hard to 
also arrange a task meeting with corresponding workshop there/Additional information 
added by IJ after the ExCo meeting). There was an agreement that the planning for 2017 
still could be changed.  

The next workshop would be on the matters of Circular economy and the role of Waste to 
Energy (or Bioenergy). It was decided to try and have it in Paris in December 2016, 
alternatively Paris in January 2017. The timing depended on the possibility for Singapore 
to attend the event. Ademe does not have any suitable venues for that workshop. It was 
expressed that we should try and find cooperation or sponsorship of such an event since 
we might have a hard time paying for meeting rooms with our limited budget. IJ will 
check with IEA centrally since they have their main office in Paris. EP also expressed that 
she would have a very limited time to plan that event so that the planning needed to be 
mainly by the other task members. It was agreed that everyone were to send ideas and 
suggestions for speakers. One speaker/organisation that all thought would be good to have 
there is the Ellen McArthur Foundation. 

Follow up on action list from last meeting 

Most of the objects from the last meeting were attended to. EP was reminded to provide 
Polish contacts. 

2. Strategies to attract more members 

The task currently consists of Italy, France, Germany and Sweden.  We have hope that 
both UK and Norway will rejoin the task, but it would also be desirable to have more 
nations attend, especially nations outside Europe to widen the base. This is both on the 
matter that it would widen the knowledge exchange and also with a larger budget give the 
possibility of accomplishing more work in the Task.  

There has been more members before in the task. We will need to contact those once more 
and see if there is any possibility to have them back. Also there should be an analysis made 
on the needs and interests amongst the other nations as well. PH commented that there had 
been an interest expressed from South Africa before. Singapore is an observer at the 
moment and US has also expressed an interest in being an observer. IJ said that maybe 
there could be a possibility as a new team leader to email the different ExCo-members and 
pose some of those questions.  It is also good if we could utilise the contacts of our ExCo-
members to see if they can find out more about the interests from other members. There 
could also be some interest from countries that yet are not a part of the IEA Bioenergy 
agreement (Poland and China, as well as Singapore)  

More publicity/visability is another matter that would be of importance. The use of a blog 
or linked in or something could be one way of doing it, also a newsletter could be a good 
start. Some tasks have a well-developed newsletter that reached quite many people. IJ said 
that we could try and set up a newsletter, this has also been an ambition before. However 
to successfully get content for a newsletter it would be needed that all the members 
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contribute with at least one text for each newsletter. A first ambition could be to have the 
newsletter twice each year (after the meetings/workshops). 

IJ also commented that it could be good if the members update their LinkedIn profiles with 
information that they are a part of the task and also that we possibly could send out 
updates when we are at the task meetings/workshops also to increase visability. IJ will 
have a look and see if he should establish a LinkedIn page for the task. 

3. Country reports  
PH made a presentation of the situation in the UK, for more details please see the 
presentation (annex 1) .  

• The annual generation of MSW is expected to rise after a decrease between 2008-
2013.  

• The capacity of MBT and WtE plants coming online is now on it’s peak and will 
decrease the next years. This due to the lack of new support schemes since the 
capacity required to reach the EU targets on landfill diversion is expected to be 
met 

• In total 21 plants have applied for R1 status, of those 10 are in operation and the 
other ones in different stages of development. 

• Defra has published a very wide definition of the term RDF. “Refuse derived fuel 
(RDF) consists of residual waste that is subject to a contract with an end-user for 
use as a fuel in an energy from waste facility. The contract must include the end-
user’s technical specifications relating as a minimum to the calorific value, the 
moisture content, the form and quantity of the RDF.” This definition is very 
general and residual waste that is a result from source separation can fall within 
the definition as long as it is within the specifications of the end user. 

• More than 600 ktonnes were exported from UK to Europe during Jan-Feb 2016. 
NL, DE and SE are the largest recipients. The total figure in 2015 was 3 Mtonnes. 

• There has been an international voluntary agreement between NL, UK, France and 
Flanders on the trade of incinerator bottom ash.  

• The gasification plant in Teeside has not been successful and the owner has 
announced that they will withdraw from EfW and put it up for sale. 

 

IJ made a presentation about the situation in Sweden (for details see annex 2) 
• There is an ongoing review regarding the producers responsibility in Sweden. 

Traditionally the producers have been responsible for collection as well as 
recycling of their materials. Now there is a suggestion from the government that 
the municipalities should have the responsibility for the collection (while the 
producers retain the responsibility for the recycling part). It is unclear if  and when 
the change will be made. 

• There has been a Swedish review of the content of hazardous substances in some 
plastic materials. The study is based on literature and for a number of the materials 
there are not enough data to give recommendations regarding recycling. For some 
materials though the conclusion was that it is not recommended to material recycle 
them because of a high risk of re-introducing hazardous compounds on the market. 
PVC from C&D waste and from packaging material was amongst those streams. 
Coloured packaging material. 

• A new innovation programme on waste has been established in Sweden, 
RE:Source. It will fund innovation projects for the next 12 years and the annual 
budget is approximately €11 million. 
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• Capacity on WtE is not growing as fast as it has done before, but there are still 
some plans in the pipeline. On the horizon of 2020 there will be a need for import 
of between 1.5-2.5 Mtonnes/year (depending on the waste arising and the 
fulfilment of national goals for recycling)  

• The EPA is initiating a revision of  an existing handbook on the use of waste 
materials in constructions. The handbook has been debated amongst the industry 
and been considered as a hinder for the use. 

• A private waste management company Ragn-Sells presented a concept to recover 
salt from fly ahes, Ash™Salt. They aim to have a full scale plant up and running 
in 2019 that will produce pure salts for fertilizer and de-icing purposes.  

• With an inspiration from France there has recently been suggested a Bonus-malus 
system for cars in Sweden. There are some worries from the biogas sector since no 
special provisions were suggested for biogas as vehicle fuel. 

For the German and French situation, those were presented at the workshop the following day. 

4. Update of ISO TC300 
GC presented the just initiated work on developing ISO standards for SRF. A new 
technical committee has been formed ISO TC300 and it is coordinated by the Finnish 
standardisation organisation (SFS). There was a start-up meeting in Helsinki  on April 18. 
Present were only European countries but the TC have 15 P-members (including Japan, 
China, Korea and Pakistan) and 15 Observing-members. US is considering joining but 
Canada, Brazil and Denmark have not joined at all.  
 
The work will be very similar to that in CEN TC 343- rather the revision of the CEN 
standards will be made at the same time and in the same groups as the ISO-standards. It 
will be a joint process under the Vienna agreement. 
 
Currently there are 6 WG (the exact titles might differ from below) 

• WG1 Terminology and QA 
• WG2 Specifications and classes 
• WG3 Sampling & Sample reduction 
• WG4 Physical/mechanical tests 
• WG5 Chemical tests and determination of biomass content 
• WG6 Safety of SRF (new group that has not been present in the CEN-work) 

IJ has been appointed convener for WG3 and GC for WG5. 

There will be a new meeting in late November and the actual work with new work items 
will be starting then. 

5. Next Meeting 
Dates for the next meeting were discussed and the following dates were suggested as 
alternatives.  

• 12-14 Dec 
• 9-11 Jan 
• 16-18 Jan 

It was agreed to check with Mr. Heng from Singapore what dates would be most suitable 
for his part. IJ will check with him. (preliminary Mr Heng has blocked both 12-14 Dec 
and 9-11 Jan in his calendar). 

As location Paris has been suggested. However Ademe does not have any suitable 
facilities to host a workshop. IJ will look at different possibilities including the possibility 
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of using the IEA headquarters that is located in Paris. EP will check if it is possible to 
visit the facility Issy les Moulineaux as a technical visit in Paris. 

6. Any other business 
No other business was mentioned. 

7. Closure of the meeting 
IJ closed the meeting and thanked all for the active participation, and especially Pat Howes 
for all the efforts and all the work she has done for the group during the years. We all hope 
that UK will be able to rejoin and that we will have the privilege of having Pat and Kath 
back in the task in the future. 
 
 
/2016-07-01  Inge Johansson    

   


