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Is Using Biomass for Power Generation a Good Solution?  
The Polish Case 

 
 
Abstract. It is argued that using solid biomass for power generation in Poland is a questionable way of using this renewable resource as means for 
abating  CO2 emissions, as it leads to significant technological, environmental and economic problems. It is shown that a better alternative is to use 
this resource for space heating, especially in rural areas, which should be supported by diverting a fraction of subsidies given to using biomass for 
power generation to help farmers install modern, efficient biomass heating boilers. 
 
Streszczenie: W Polsce sposób wykorzystania biomasy stałej do produkcji energii elektrycznej jest wątpliwą metodą redukcji emisji CO2, ponieważ 
prowadzi ona do znacznych problemów technologicznych, środowiskowych i ekonomicznych. Wykazano, iż lepszym rozwiązaniem jest 
wykorzystanie tego zasobu w celach grzewczych, zwłaszcza na obszarach wiejskich. Część dotacji promującej produkcję energii elektrycznej z 
biomasy należy przekazać rolnikom, do wsparcia zakupu nowoczesnych i efektywnych kotłów grzewczych na biomasę. (Czy biomasa dla 
elektrowni to dobre rozwiązanie? Przypadek polski). 
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Introduction 

Contrary to what some decision-makers seem to 
assume, biomass is a limited resource when considered 
in a defined region. Its potential is determined by the 
available land area, soil quality, climate conditions, etc. 
On the other hand, biomass as a source of renewable 
energy, can be used for energy purposes in different 
ways: it can be converted to gas or liquid fuels or can be 
used in the solid form, either directly (e.g. log wood, or 
straw bales) or as densified matter (pellets, briquettes, 
etc.). As a converted fuel, biomass can cover a wide 
spectrum of final energy applications: it can be used for 
electricity generation; heating or as motor biofuels (as 
opposed e.g. to wind or hydro energy). It is usually not 
possible to satisfy simultaneously all energy needs 
(electricity, heat, transportation) using the available 
biomass resource alone, the more that we need it also 
for food and fodder production or for industrial purposes. 
One has to make an informed  choice, the best possible 
one, given the assumed criteria. This means that we face 
a typical optimization problem of finding a maximum (or 
minimum) of a defined goal function, under given 
constraints. To achieve that, an appropriate tool 
(mathematical model) is needed to support the decision-
making process. Such a tool should be sufficiently 
universal and usable at each decision-making level, 
including the local level, i.e. it should be sufficiently user-
friendly. The task is not simple as it involves optimization 
in a multidimensional space of parameters characterising 
different agricultural and technological processes as 
visualised in Figure 1.  The goal function(s) can obviously 
be different, depending on the specific interest or 
concern of the particular decision-makers.  For example: 
 A reduction of GHG emissions (global concern),  
 fossil fuel substitution such as motor fuels or gas 

(typically, the national concern),  
 revenue from investment (company, private or public 

investor, such as a farmer or a local authority).  
Such a model, which still remains to be elaborated, 

would be of great value in the decision making process.  
 

 
This paper is based on the lecture under the same title, 
delivered at the seminar on "SMART GRIDS Technology 
Platform" at the AGH-University of Science and Technology, 
Krakow, 2011 (http://www.smartgrid.agh.edu.pl/). 
 

Otherwise, decisions are likely to be suboptimal or plainly 
wrong from the point of view of the goals they are supposed to 
serve. 

Poland provides an example of such suboptimal choices. 
The example is using biomass for power generation, while a 
huge potential of CO2 emission reduction exists in another 
area. As presented later, model calculations show that more 
CO2  emissions could be avoided by converting only a small 
fraction of subsidies given to electricity production from 
biomass to help farmers invest in modern, dedicated and 
efficient biomass boilers. In this case, even simple, “back-of-
the-envelope” calculations provide sufficient qualitative 
justification.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig.1  Optimisation tree 
 

The following sections address: (i) the technological 
problems of co-firing biomass with coal, (ii) logistical problems 
related to transportation of large volumes of biomass, (iii) 
economic aspects of support given to biomass-based power 
generation, and (iv) alternative  use of biomass, which is using 
it locally for heating, particularly in rural areas. In the 
concluding section the considerations are placed in a broader 
context of defining ways of a possibly optimal use of solid 
biomass for energy purposes and several policy suggestions 
are made.  
 

Biomass-based power generation 
According to different estimates biomass is the dominating, 

non-stochastic renewable energy resource in Poland.  
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The estimates vary significantly1, which is illustrated in 
Table 1, however, the dominant position of biomass is 
evident in short and medium term. This is confirmed by 
the structure of the use of renewable energies illustrated 
in Figure 2, which shows the actual energy production 
from renewable sources in 2010. As is seen, biomass 
contributed more than 85% of to the total RES in Poland, 
followed by biofuels (6,67%) and hydroenergy (3,67%).  

Fig. 2. Energy production from renewable sources in Poland [1] 
 
Table 1. Technical potentials of renewable energy sources in 
Poland [2,3] in [PJ/year] 
Energy source EC BREC GHG  

reduction 
Strategy [2] 

Report for 
World 
Bank [2]  2000 [2] 2007 [3]

Biomass 895 927 128 810
Hydroenergy 43 18 50 30
Geothermal  200 12 100 200
Wind  36 2582 4 4-5
Solar 1340 19 55 370
Total 2514 3552 337 1414

 

85%

3%
11% 1%

system power & cogeneration plants municipal district heating plants 

industrial power & cogeneration plants industrial heating plants
 

Fig.  3. The use of solid biomass in the energy sector in Poland 
[4]   
 

Figure 3 shows the actual use of biomass for energy 
purposes in Poland. As it is seen, the lion’s share (85%) 
of biomass is used for electricity generation and co-
generation in system power plants, followed by industrial 
plants (11%), which gives together 96% of the total. Only 
a small fraction is used in dedicated district heat and 
industrial heat plants (4%). Biomass use in individual, 
small-scale heating boilers and stoves is difficult to 
assess and is not included in the pie diagram of Figure 3. 
At present, coal-fired boilers dominate as the source of 
heat in this capacity range. Consequently, the missing 
number of the biomass share consumed in the individual 
households is small compared to coal and is not 
influencing the general conclusions of this paper. 
Actually, those concern the question: what would be the 

                                                            
1 The authors are aware that there exist much higher 

expectations regarding the geothermal and wind energy. 
However, the high estimates are disputed, so that the 
numbers in Table 1 are used as reference values. 

effect of a support mechanism that would divert part of the 
96% of the biomass resource used for electricity production to 
provide heating in rural areas?  
The emphasis on electricity generation (co-generation) from 
biomass in Poland is driven by the directive 2001/77/EC [5]. 
Although this was replaced in 2009 by the new directive 
2009/28/EC [6], the Polish legal regulations and financial 
support schemes based on the previous one are still in place.  
Table 2 and Figure 4 present the targets, which have driven 
(are still driving) the rush to invest in biomass-based electricity 
in Poland [7]. Indeed, if the target of 20 TWh/year is to be 
achieved, biomass and waste will have to provide about 11,3 
TWh/y. (For our “back-of-the-matchbox calculations” this 
number will be rounded to 10 TWh/y considering that waste 
contribution is still negligible).  
 
Table 2. Structure of RES power generation in Poland (forecasts 
according to [7]) 

Electricity production 
2005 2010 2015 

[TWh/y] 
Fossil fuels: 144,1 155,1 175,0 

RES, from which: 4,6 12,0 20,0 
Hydro energy 2,1 2,1 2,2 
Wind energy 0,1 3,9 6,5 

Solar energy (PV) 0,000 0,003 0,022 
Biomass and waste 2,3 6,0 11,3 

Total 148,6 167,1 195,1 
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g. 4. Structure of RES power generation in Poland [7] 
 

In Poland, most of this biomass-based electricity is 
produced in pulverised coal boilers in the existing power 
plants. This leads to serious technological problems. The main 
ones are described below.  
 
Technological problems 
Compared to coal, biomass is characterised by: 

1) about 50% lower heating value, 
2) higher humidity, 
3) high content of  potassium, calcium and phosphorus 

(the content of sulphur is lower), 
4) high content of chlorine (mostly in straw, bark and 

leaves), 
5) high volatile fraction, which influences the ignition and 

combustion processes changing the conditions of coal 
combustion, 

6) low energy density per unit volume. 

The first two factors directly affect the boiler efficiency. 
Table 3 shows the results of the measurements performed by 
the team of the Institute for Chemical Processing of Coal 
(IChPW) from Zabrze in several Polish power plants [8] 
equipped with pulverised coal boilers. 
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Table 3. Change of efficiency of pulverised coal boilers due to 
adding biomass [8] 
Unit Total 

efficiency 
of boiler  
without 
co-firing 
[%] 

Total 
efficiency 
of boiler  
with co-
firing [%] 

Mass of 
biomass 
fraction 
[%] 

“Green 
electricity” 
generation 
[MWh/y] 

Reduced 
CO2 
emission 
[MWh/y]  

A 93,3 91 20 350 000 320 381 
B 92,17 92,07 8 203 000 185 821 
C 90,20 89,61 5 18 630 17 053,4 
D 92,8 92,6 10 136 850 125 269 
E 77,53 78,15 48,7 15 000 13 731 
F 93 91,5 14 314 000 45 769 

 
As it is seen, the efficiency of the pulverised boilers 

shown in the table decreases rather slightly (about 1%)2, 
which still has to be compensated by burning 
correspondingly more fuel. Moreover, even such a small 
decrease in efficiency is quite significant in terms of 
financial losses. For instance, for a single 400 MW boiler 
those translate into about 7 mln PLN/year (ca. 1,75 mln 
EUR/y). However, the financial losses are much higher 
due to the damage done to the hardware as a result of 
presence of alkali and chlorine compounds in biomass 
[9].    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 5. Biomass enhanced slugging [9] 
 

Those are mainly: increased slugging and fouling, 
and chlorine corrosion in the hot parts of the boiler 
system.  
Slugging and fouling hinder heat transfer in the smoke 
pipes and superheater. Moreover, the flow of hot exhaust 
gases heating the upper parts of the superheater is also 
hindered by a layer of the fouling material fallen on the 
lower parts. Additionally, electricity consumption of the 
fans forcing the airflow increases due to higher 
aerodynamic resistance. The enhanced slugging is 
illustrated in Figure 5, which shows a heat exchanger 
pipe of a co-firing boiler [9]. Furthermore, the detached 
pieces of the layer may clog the slug removal funnel (Fig. 
6.), which requires more frequent and labour intensive 
maintenance. 
 

                                                            
2 The data in the table were collected in the first year of the 
operation of the boilers after adding biomass had been started. 
The decrease of efficiency has likely become larger with time, 
due to slagging and fouling processes. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 6. Clogged slug removal funnel [10] 
 

Further damage is caused  by chlorine corrosion illustrated 
in Figure 7 [11]. Figure 8 shows an example of high 
temperature corrosion in a boiler where biomass is co-fired 
with coal [12]. 

 

Fig. 7. Corrosion of a biomass boiler superheater tube after two years 
of service firing high chlorine fuels [11] 
 

Fig. 8. Pipe perforation in a boiler co-firing biomass with coal [12] 
 

An additional problem in pulverised boilers is the increase 
of electricity consumption in grinding biomass to be injected 
through the nozzle. This is due to the fact that biomass is 
ground into fibres, rather than particles and consequently 
settles on the sieves. As a result, biomass  requires longer 
grinding time, which leads to the electricity losses, typically, of 
10-15% [9]. 
 
Transportation problem 

Biomass, compared with coal, has lower bulk density, 
roughly by 50%, as illustrated in Table 4 for several solid 
biofuels and coal. 
 

 

 



PRZEGLĄD ELEKTROTECHNICZNY (Electrical Review), ISSN 0033-2097, R. 88 NR 5a/2012                                                      201 

Table 4. Bulk density of several biofuels and coal [13-15] 

Biofuel 
Bulk density 

[kg/m3] 
Hard coal [14] 800-1000
Willow wood chips (fresh) [13] 393,5
Willow pellet [13] 592,3
Sida pellet [13] 492,4
Pine sawdust pellet [13] 667,6
Beech sawdust pellet [13] 598,4
Sunflower waste pellet [13] 477,6
Briquette from mixed sawdust [13] 295,1
Straw bales (rice) [15] 110-200
Straw bales (wheat, rye) [15] ca. 100

 
Taking into account that, typically, the lower heating 

values of solid biomass fuels range between 8-15 MJ/kg 
[16],   while for coal between 20-30 MJ/kg one can 
accept, as a rule of the thumb, that energy density per 
unit volume of biomass fuels is four times lower 
compared to coal. This obviously translates into the 
consumption of liquid fossil fuels and corresponding 
emissions, as well as other related life cycle energy 
costs, such as attrition of vehicles, roads, etc.  

For large capacity units (above, few tens of MW) the 
problem is even bigger, considering that in typical Polish 
(and European) conditions, the needed amounts of 
biomass have to be collected from large areas, in a 
radius often (far) exceeding 100 km. For illustration, let 
us consider an example of a hypothetical (still realistic) 
power plant of 400 MW located in south-eastern Poland, 
which plans to add 5% of biomass for co-firing. This 
would require deliveries of ca. 500 tons of biomass per 
day. Considering, the road structure in the area, one can 
assume that this biomass would be transported by trucks 
(10 tons load each) travelling on average 100 km per 
delivery. This makes in total 5000 km covered each day, 
one way. It is perhaps shocking to realise that this is a 
distance from Moscow to Lisbon via that plant. 

It is sometimes argued that long distance deliveries 
by rail (or by sea) instead of trucks solve the problem. 
However, it is then forgotten that delivering biomass to 
the rail station or harbour must involve in practice 
transportation by roads, so even if the energy/emission 
costs of rail (sea) transportation are neglected the 
problem remains the same.  

Obviously, all those factors increase the costs of 
delivering biomass to the plant. According to [17]: 
“typically biomass thermal facilities spend nearly 50% of 
their operating budget to purchase and deliver biomass 
to the boiler”. 
 
Poland:  Biomass  for electricity or heat? 
Electricity. 

As mentioned earlier, one can assume that 
approximately 10 TWh/y of electricity needs to be 
produced from biomass to meet the assumed “green” 
electricity target. Following this obligation, Poland has 
witnessed a huge drive to invest in power generation 
from biomass. In 2008 it amounted to 3267 GWh, (2752 
GWh in co-firing), which constituted about 49,7% of total 
electricity production from RES, compared to 43,5% in 
2007. In 2010 the production of electricity from biomass 
reached 5784 GWh (5149 GWh in co-firing) [18], which 
apparently involved investments of order above billion 
Euro.  

Having in mind the aforementioned problems, one 
may wonder “why?”. The answer is that for each MWh of 
“green electricity” the power generating companies 
receive about three times more money than for the 
“traditional” (black, coal-based) MWh. On top of the price 

of a “black” MWh (ca. 35 EUR) they are rewarded by about 70 
EUR/MWh in form of Green Certificates. Both numbers vary 
somewhat with time, but for our “back-of-the-envelope 
calculations” the above rounded numbers are of sufficient 
accuracy.  

One should realise that the 70 EUR/MWh is a subsidy 
“hidden” in the price of electricity, which means that it is paid 
by all electricity consumers in Poland. For the assumed 10 
TWh/y generated from biomass, the total of this “hidden” 
subsidy amounts to 700 mln EUR annually. In Polish reality 
this is a huge amount of money.  

The way of addressing CO2 emission reduction by 
resorting to “green electricity” is increasingly criticised (e.g. 
see [19-22]) and has recently begun to be reconsidered by 
policy makers. Following the proposal of the new RES energy 
law [23], subsidies to co-firing will be reduced by about 30% 
[23,24]. In the authors’ opinion this is a move in a good 
direction, although far not sufficient.  

Below, it is argued that a better alternative is to use the 
domestic biomass resources locally for heating purposes in 
small-medium size units (between a few tens of kW and a few 
MW).  
 
Heat. 

The answer to the question posed in the title of this 
section3 is country specific. In many European countries, 
notably in Poland, there is a significant demand for space 
heating. This could be largely satisfied by biomass, primarily in 
rural areas, where biomass is locally available, mainly as  
agricultural residues. In Poland this is mainly straw, which is 
often burnt uselessly in the fields, although it may become an 
environment friendly fuel for heating the rural holdings, if burnt 
in dedicated biomass boilers. However, most farmers heat 
their holdings by coal, using old, inefficient equipment4. At the 
same time, good and efficient biomass boilers, produced in 
Poland, are available on the Polish market [25]. Unfortunately, 
farmers in Poland usually do not have enough financial 
resources to buy and install them (those are sold rather to 
Western Europe). There exists no financial support scheme 
that would help them to overcome this barrier (while “green 
electricity” is so heavily supported).   

Let us note, that the 10 TWh translated into units used for 
heat is 36 PJ. According to [26] the average farmer’s holding 
uses about 240 GJ/y of heat. This means that primary energy 
needed to produce the 10 TWh of “green” electricity would be 
sufficient to provide heat to roughly 150 thousands of farmers’ 
holdings with the same CO2 emission reduction effect (if the 
real average conversion efficiency of the Polish power plants 
is assumed, this number would be about three times higher). 

The calculations made using the Invert model [27-29], 
developed in the EU Altener Programme, have shown that, if 
only a fraction of a few percent of the “hidden” subsidy to 
“green electricity” were transferred to farmers to help them 
cover 40% of the investment costs, the market for small-scale 
biomass boilers (in the range of 20-50 kW) would grow 
significantly [30-32]. This is illustrated in Figure 9, where zero 
of the horizontal axis is the starting point of the support 
scheme and the vertical axis presents the number of new 
installed biomass boilers. The 40% corresponds to ca. 2 000 
EUR [33], which for 150 thousand installations would make 
300 mln EUR in total. One should note that this is less than a 
half of the 700 mln EUR of the “hidden” subsidy paid to power 
plants in one year alone. Assuming that the lifetime of boilers 
under consideration is (at least) 10 years, the subsidy 
accumulated over that time would be 7 billion EUR. Hence, the 

                                                            
3 “Biomass for electricity or heat?” 
4 Because coal is increasingly expensive, the practice is often to burn 
plastics, old tires and other highly polluting materials.  
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300 mln EUR paid once per boiler life-time (for 150 
thousand units) constitutes merely ca. 4% of that sum. In 
other words, the same public money would give an 
environmental effect (at least) 25 times bigger. This 
should be a convincing  argument for the decision-
makers that support should be given first of all to using 
biomass for (local) heating, rather than for large scale  
“green electricity” generation. 
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Fig. 9. Forecasted number of installed individual heating boilers 
[32] 
 

The above observation is supported by the results of 
a recent study [34] made in the EU 4Biomass Project 
[35]. An opinion survey was performed on a sample of 
1221 biomass experts/stakeholders from 8 countries (AT, 
CZ, DE, HU, IT, PL, SI, SK). Figure 10 presents the 
weighted numbers of answers to the question: “which 
use of biomass for energy purposes is most important for 
achieving the targets of your national Biomass Action 
Plan?”.   
 

 
Fig. 10. Results of the 4Biomass study [34] 
 

As can be seen, the majority of responses (the first 
three columns) point for heat production from biomass as 
the most important. Notably, individual biomass boilers 
(in practical terms those are mostly in rural areas) are 
ranked very high.  
Conclusions 

In conclusion let us formulate a few policy 
suggestions:  
1) Part of the funds supporting biomass-derived 
electricity should be converted to support individual 
farmers to buy and install modern, efficient biomass 
boilers. 
2) For larger installations (typical small-to-medium 
district heat units) Green Heat Certificates, should be 
issued, which would be valued 3 times more per 1 MW 
than the Green Electricity ones. This concrete suggestion 
follows from the fact that in Poland almost 100% 
electricity is produced in thermal power plants with a 
conversion efficiency around 33%. 

3) The paradigm governing the use of biomass for energy 
purposes should be environmental protection, rather than 
market. Rules to guarantee that should be developed rather 
urgently to avoid further distortions. Currently, the damage 
labelled as success grows quickly. At present, market driven 
rush to co-fire biomass with coal leads to practices, the net 
effect of which is largely sub-optimal emission reduction 
compared with other possible ways of using the available 
biomass resource.  
4) Rewarding the “green” energy producer must be based on 
avoided emissions corrected for the total life-cycle embedded 
emissions from all related process chains. Only such avoided 
emissions should be eligible for granting bonuses. To achieve 
that in practice and in a possibly short time, a comprehensive 
and EU-harmonised  set of default values should be 
determined and a control mechanism established possibly 
quickly.  
5) Smaller installations, especially in rural areas, can satisfy 
their fuel/energy needs by using supplies from an area of a 
smaller radius, i.e. their “embedded” transportation emissions 
are smaller. Additionally, energy used for densification of 
biomass which is needed to lower the transportation costs, 
can be avoided. Therefore, such installations should be 
favoured when granting investment subsidies. One should 
note here that in the exploitation phase no subsidies are 
needed, because local (often own) biomass fuel is cheaper 
than coal, oil or gas.  
6) The over-riding principle in using biomass for energy 
purposes should be: “first satisfy the local needs; trade only 
the surplus” (possibly with nearby recipients). The local use of 
biomass is more efficient than transporting it to remote 
destinations (both for a final use or reprocessing). 
7) The specific feature of biomass as a renewable energy 
resource is the variety of possibilities of how it can be 
processed and used. At the same time, biomass is a limited 
resource. Decision making should be supported by model 
calculations that would define the optimum way of using 
biomass to achieve the assumed goals (environmental, supply 
security, etc). Research in this area should be given higher 
priority. 
The above conclusions are based on the Polish contribution to 
the Transnational Action Plan, which have been reflected in 
the final document of the 4BIOMASS Project [36] after 
thorough discussions with the Project Partners. 
  

REFERENCES 
[1] Polish Central Statistical Office, Statistical Yearbook for 2010, 

Warsaw December 2011 
[2] Report of the Ministry of Environmental Protection, “Strategy of the 

Development of Renewable Energies”, Warsaw, 2000 
[3] EC BREC (now IEO-Institute of Renewable Energies), Report for 

the Ministry of Economy, Warsaw, 2007,http://www. 
mg.gov.pl/NR/rdonlyres/AC0AF2CE-748F-4BD7-9DC9-
10E94257B732/ 48364/MozliwosciwykorzystaniaOZE2020.pdf 

 [4] Polish Central Statistical Office report, Energy and Fuels, Warsaw, 
2010 

[5] Directive 2001/77/Ec of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 27 September 2001 on the promotion of electricity 
produced from renewable energy sources in the internal electricity 
market 

[6] Directive 2009/28/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 23 April 2009 on the promotion of the use of energy 
from renewable sources 

[7] Poland: Baseline scenario: “Detailed results of Primes model ver. 2 
Energy Model” National  Technical University of Athens Paper, 
November 22, 2005, Athens 

[8]  Ściążko M., Zuwała J., Pronobis M., “Pros and cons of co-firing of 
biomass in boilers…” (in Polish), Energetyka i Ekologia (Eng. 
Energy and Ecology), 3(2006), 207-220 

[9] Siwek T., Panaś K., Polish Journal of Environmental Studies, 
20(2011), no. 4A, 267–270 



PRZEGLĄD ELEKTROTECHNICZNY (Electrical Review), ISSN 0033-2097, R. 88 NR 5a/2012                                                      203 

[10] Trojan M., “Identification of the Degree of Foulness of 
Heated Surfaces of Boilers”, PhD Thesis, Cracow University 
of Technology, 2009 

[11]http://jenkins.ucdavis.edu/previous/January2003/January200
3. html 

[12] Jasiński A., Kwiecień M., Energetyka, 11(2011), 733-736 
[13] Stolarski M., Szczukowski S., Tworkowski J., 

“Characteristics of Selected Solid Biofuels” (in Polish), 
Problemy Inżynierii Rolniczej (Eng. Problems of Agricultural 
Engineering), 4(2007), 21-26 

[14] Kulinowski P., 
       http://home.agh.edu.pl/~kmg/Dydaktyka/Przedmioty/ 

Wyklady/Wlasnosci_mat_transport.pdf  
[15] Kargbo F.R., Junjun Xing, Yanlin Zhang, „Property analysis 

and pretreatment of rice straw for energy use in grain drying: 
A review”, Agriculture and Biology Journal of North America, 
1(2010), n. 3, 195-200 

[16] Jenkins B.M., Ebeling J.M., Correlation of physical and 
chemical properties of terrestrial biomass with conversion, 
Chicago, Illlinois, 1985. 

[17]Quote from the invitation to: International Biomass 
Conference & Expo, Proven Strategies for Biomass Harvest, 
Handling and Delivery, Denver, Colorado, April 17, 2012 

[18] Report of the president of the national Energy Regulatory 
Office, Warsaw 2011. 

[19] Popczyk J., “Call to the Government for Imagination: About 
the Crisis of the Government Energy Policy” (in Polish), 
Nowa Energia (Eng. New Energy), 6(2010), 14-21 

 [20] Popczyk J., “On the Development Potential and the Need 
to Rationalise the Polish Biomass Market”, (in Polish) 
presentation at the Ist National Solid Biomass Combustion 
Forum, Częstochowa, 20 April 2011 

[21] Guła A., “Biomass Energy: Heat or Power Generation, 
Small or Large Scale?”, (in Polish), presentation at the Ist 
National Solid Biomass Combustion Forum, Częstochowa, 
20 April 2011 

[22] Teliga K., “Where Money for Small Scale Biomass 
Combustion and Sustainable Development Can Be Taken 
from?” (in Polish), presentation at the Ist National Solid 
Biomass Combustion Forum, Częstochowa, 20 April 2011 

[23] Proposal of the New RES Law, 
        http://www.mg.gov/node/15163 

[23] Deputy prime minister Waldemar Pawlak “Presenting New 
Perspectives for Energy”, presentation at the Conference 
“New Energy”, Warsaw, December 22nd, 2011, 
http://www.mg.gov.pl/node/15163, (in Polish) 

[24] Kozmana M., Rzeczpospolita Daily of 31 January 2012, 
article „End of Green Energy Eldorado” (in Polish) 

[25] Guła A., Goryl W., Cieślak J., Proc. of the 20th Int. Conf. 
Vykurovanie 2012, Ľubovnianske kúpele, Slovakia, 27.02-
02.03.2012, p. 297-301 

[26] Teliga K., estimate, private information. 
[27] Hass R., et al., Invert Model\ 
       www.invert.at/downloads/InvertSurvey.pdf 
[28] Figórski A., et al., “Conditions for Effective Heat and Electricity 

Production Based on Biomass in Poland”, Proceedings of the 15th 
International Conference, Vykurovanie, Tatranske Matliare, 26.02-
03.03 2007, p.196-200 

[29] Kranzl L., Haas R., et al., “Deriving efficient policy portfolios 
promoting sustainable  energy system- Case studies applying 
Invert simulation tool”, Renewable Energy 31(2006), 2393-2410 

[30] Guła A., et al., ”Can the ESD Directive Help Boost Installation of 
Individual Biomass Heating Boilers?”, presented at the 16th 
International Conference, Vykurovanie, Tatranske Matliare,03.-
07.03, 2008, p.231-234 

[31] Gula A., Barcik A., “Renewable Energy – Biomass”,  Chapter in 
”Outline of the Present Status and Perspectives of the Polish 
Energy Sector” Ed. AGH University of Science and Technology, 
Kraków, 2009, p.247-262 

[32] Gula A., Mirowski T., Wolszczak J., Biomass as a Limited 
Resorce – Polish Perspective”, presented at the Ist Polish-
Icelandic Conference on Renewable Energy, Warsaw, 21-22. 
06.2010,  Proceedings ed. Warsaw University of Technology, 
p.113-121 

[33] Goryl W., Master thesis, AGH University of Science and 
Technology, Kraków 2012. 

[34] Schmidl J., “Evaluation of the national stakeholder dialogue”, 
presented at the 4Biomass Final Conference, Germany, Berlin, 
21-22 March 2012. http://www.4biomass.eu/document/file/1_8-
schmidl-berlin.pdf 

[35] 4BIOMASS Project: “Fostering the sustainable usage of 
renewable energy sources in Central Europe – putting biomass 
into action!”, www.4biomass.eu 

[36] Tempel S., “Political cooperation considering the Transnational 
Action Plan”, presentation at the - 4Biomass Final Conference –
The Second Transnational Forum - towards an integrated and 
coordinated sustainable bioenergy policy in Central Europe, Berlin 
21- 22 March, 2012  

  
 
Authors: prof. dr hab. Adam Guła, gula@agh.edu.pl; mgr inż. Paweł 
Wajss, wajss@agh.edu.pl; inż. Wojciech Goryl, wojciechgoryl@o2.pl; 
Akademia Górniczo-Hutnicza w Krakowie, Wydział Energetyki i Paliw, 
al. Mickiewicza 30, 30-059 Kraków; The Krakow Institute for 
Sustainable Energy, ul. Kierzkowskiego 23, 30-433 Kraków. 

 
  



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


