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Perennial Bioenergy AS 
Prof. Olav Hanssens vei 7A 
4021 Stavanger 
Norway 
 
StatoilHydro ASA 
Forusbeen 50 
4035 Stavanger 
Norway 
 
Attn: President and CEO Helge Lund 
 
         Stavanger, 9 February 2009 
 
 
Perennial Bioenergy AS - alleged corruption in Ghana and request for cooperation  
 
 
1. Introduction 
 
We represent Perennial Bioenergy AS (Perennial) and are contacting you on behalf of 
Perennial and its Board of Directors due to a corruption-allegation that has arisen as a result 
of a process in which StatoilHydro ASA (StatoilHydro) - represented by the company “Statoil 
New Energy AS” – from mid-2008 until 4 February 2009 was considering an investment in 
Biofuel AS (Biofuel), a company where Perennial currently holds 35,63 % of the shares.  
 
Specifically, we contact you directly at this time because StatoilHydro, represented by Mr. 
Michael Price (VP, Business Integrity, StatoilHydro ASA), presented information to Biofuel 
and Perennial in an in-person meeting on Friday 30 January which indicated the existence of 
a corruption-related issue in Perennial.  As this issue presently stands, it unfortunately 
implicates the entire Board of Directors of Perennial, and in a manner that remains highly 
unsatisfactory.   
 
The manner is unsatisfactory because numerous attempts at coordinating a fact-based 
investigation with StatoilHydro’s Business Integrity department have gone unanswered. The 
corruption-related allegations remain highly veiled and deeply wanting of key facts.  It is this 
lack of cooperation from StatoilHydro’s Business Integrity department, combined with our 
realization that it may be difficult to resolve the grave allegations without professional and 
cordial cooperation with StatoilHydro, that have forced us to bring this to your urgent 
attention. 
 
2. Key issues 
 
a)  We need StatoilHydro ASA to co-operate in verifying or clearing allegations presently 

aimed at all members of Perennials board: 
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1. StatoilHydro has in fact opened hearsay evidence related to all the 7 members of 
the Board in Perennial by passing on information about alleged criminal actions by 
one and, to-date, undisclosed Board member and it is completely unacceptable to 
Perennial’s board members, be it as a group, as professionals, or as individuals, to 
let the accusations pass without some clarification by StatoilHydro; 

2. It is impossible to fully defend and be exonerated against unspecified allegations 
and thus is it necessary to clarify what these allegations will add up to at the end of 
the day;  

3. As the Board of Perennial consist of respected individuals with very high and 
visible profiles, for example the prior Minister of Oil and Energy in Norway, the 
Chairman of a listed oil-company, etc., and further as the number of people in 
possession of this information of alleged corruption is growing each day, we are 
extremely worried and un-easy about the possibility that these allegation soon will 
reach the public domain, and do so before the Board of Perennial has been able to 
get to the bottom of the case (we surmise that StatoilHydro’s CEO would have 
similar concerns). 

 
b) The way the allegation handling makes it impossible to finance Biofuel AS: 

1. Enclosed is a letter from First Securities ASA which clearly describes the 
predicament StatoilHydro ASA handling of the allegations raised has put Biofuel 
AS into.  

2. As investors in Biofuel AS, Perennial is in a position where the company stands to 
lose a substantial investment due to unsubstantiated hearsay brought up by 
StatoilHydro ASA, and by StatoilHydro ASAs stonewalling of attempts to co-
operate in investigating the context and validity of these accusations.  

 
3. Background on corruption allegation 
 
The following quote (Quote A) was presented in writing to the CEOs of Biofuel and 
Perennial at a meeting at StatoilHydro at Forus on the afternoon of Friday 30 January: 
 

“Mr XX is the man we use in order to maintain confidential contact to the 
Governments of the area.  If we have been sure that it was possible to start our project 
in Country YY only with the contact we got from the Tribe we met, this was because 
Mr. XX brought us to a meeting with a member of a Commission that has the target to 
deregulate the whole licensing system in country YY.  That man, I don’t remember his 
name but he had eyeglasses, assure us that with a little bit of money everything would 
be alright. Mr XX asked us a sum, we paid it in an envelope, the man had a broad 
smile and said that we can consider us as his friends.  Then Mr XX asked for 10% of 
that sum and we paid it despite of the fact that it was a very high fee, but we have been 
happy because we could start immediately with our work. This is the reason why I 
accepted to work with Mr XX in some other projects: he’s a very (reputable) man in 
“various countries in the region”, has a lot of connections and could be very relevant 
for our company in the near future.” 

 
Present at that meeting on behalf of StatoilHydro were Michael Price (VP Business Integrity) 
and Mr. Stephanous G. Orestis (Legal Counsel). In addition to issuing the written quote above 
to the two CEOs, StatoilHydro also informed them of the following via oral communication:  
 

- This was information that “had been made known” to StatoilHydro; 
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- This information was “a matter of concern”; 
- The quote was a statement given by one of the Board members in Perennial; 
- Mr. XX allegedly was a man named Mr. Fafana;  
- A company with name EEG was a linkage; and 
- Country YY allegedly was Ghana.   

 
Mr. Price denied disclosing whom of the 7 Board members that allegedly had made the 
statement, but did confirm that it was one of the 7 members of the Perennial Board of 
directors.  
 
4. Perennial’s subsequent actions on corruption allegation 
 
The Board of Directors in Perennial was immediately informed. Please find attached the 
Minutes of Meeting from Perennial’s Board of Directors meeting held on 2 February 2009 
(enclosed as Exhibit 1), and which was forwarded to Mr. Price on that day via e-mail (Exhibit 
2). As it appears from Exhibit 1, the Board of Perennial took these accusations of criminal 
actions very seriously, as:  
 

- Each and every Board member rejected the allegations presented by StatoilHydro;  
- None of the Board members had had any contact with anybody named Mr. Fafana 

and/or the company EEG (Note: These names were corrected on or about 4 February 
2009 when Biofuel AS and Perennial became aware that they should have been 
relayed to Perennial’s Board as “Mr. Fofana” and “EER”); 

- Perennial reported that it would investigate these allegations and that the company 
was willing to continuously report to StatoilHydro as such investigation progressed; 
and 

- All Directors of the Board, of whom one of them indeed was accused of having stated 
"Quote A", demanded from StatoilHydro that the name of the person in question was 
disclosed to the Perennial Board as a necessary step in the process of either dealing 
with or invalidating (as the case may be) the allegation.  

 
On 4 February 2009 Mr. Sjur Haugen on behalf of Statoil New Energy AS informed Biofuel 
of the decision not to go ahead with the proposed investment. Perennial had not received any 
information or comments from StatoilHydro prior to this date related to the corruption-
allegation, on which the Board requested more information on 2 February 2009.  
 
The Board of Perennial was indeed surprised to learn of StatoilHydro’s decision, especially 
since it was made before any contact had been made between the relevant parties to share 
information related to the corruption issue – StatoilHydro as a potential investor in Biofuel , 
and Perennial’s Board of Directors, now accused of criminal activities in Ghana. The Board 
would have had to assume that allegations of corruption could be relevant for the investment 
decision, and would have expected discussions with StatoilHydro prior to the investment 
decision was being made - in order to clarify whether and/or avoid that the investment 
decision being made based on wrongful facts.  
 
The Board of Perennial urgently reconvened on 6 February 2009 (Minutes of Meeting 
enclosed as Exhibit 3) and decided (in brief): 
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- Notwithstanding StatoilHydro’s decision related to investing in Biofuel AS it was 
extremely important to the Board to promptly clear this issue up, and to do so as a 
stand-alone issue; 

- The Board noted that the information received from StatoilHydro contained little 
specific and fully insufficient information to enable investigation of this matter; 

- Accordingly, the Board assumed that professional, full, and expedient cooperation 
would be initiated by StatoilHydro immediately by disclosure of key facts and any 
other relevant information to Perennial - including use of Third Parties if appropriate 
to properly respect any issues of confidentiality; and  

- The Board requested the CEO and Chairman of Perennial to meet with StatoilHydro’s 
Business Integrity Dept urgently.  

 
During 5, 6, and 7 February 2009 we have repeatedly tried to contact Mr. Price and Mr. 
Orestis on phone, cellphone, e-mails, text messages, and at their respective offices. It has 
been impossible to get in touch with the very persons we felt it appropriate to contact.   
 
5. Detailed explanation for contacting StatoilHydro’s CEO on this matter 
 
The above is the background for contacting you directly. As responsible for protecting the 
values of Perennial and Perennial’s portfolio company Biofuel, we are compelled to contact 
you directly for the following reasons: 
 

4. Perennial’s Board has decided to fully cooperate with and inform StatoilHydro of 
any findings in the internal investigation;  

5. Said investigation has produced the preliminary finding that the allegation of 
corruption is wrongful;  

6. The Board of Perennial would like to inform Statoil of the current status and 
moreover the next steps to be taken and to get StatoilHydro’s comment on the 
proposed steps; 

7. StatoilHydro has in fact opened hearsay evidence related to all the 7 members of 
the Board in Perennial by passing on information about alleged criminal actions by 
one and, to-date, undisclosed Board member and it is completely unacceptable to 
Perennial’s board members, be it as a group, as professionals, or as individuals, to 
let the accusations pass without some clarification by StatoilHydro; 

8. It is impossible to fully defend and be exonerated against unspecified allegations 
and thus is it necessary to clarify what these allegations will add up to at the end of 
the day;  

9. As the Board of Perennial consist of respected individuals with very high and 
visible profiles, for example the prior Minister of Oil and Energy in Norway, the 
Chairman of a listed oil-company, etc., and further as the number of people in 
possession of this information of alleged corruption is growing each day, we are 
extremely worried and un-easy about the possibility that these allegation soon will 
reach the public domain, and do so before the Board of Perennial has been able to 
get to the bottom of the case (we surmise that StatoilHydro’s CEO would have 
similar concerns); and 

10. As responsible for protecting the values in Perennial and Perennial’s portfolio 
company Biofuel it is necessary to re-establish communication with StatoilHydro 
in order for Perennial to investigate and later close this matter.  Otherwise this 
matter will in a matter of a few days fully eliminate the chances of capitalizing 
Biofuel and indeed succeeding with the business model of Perennial.  
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6. Preliminary findings 
 
In short, Perennial and Biofuel has worked extensively over the last week with an internal 
investigation involving key people in Biofuel AS and in Perennial Bioenergy AS (15 persons 
in all, including legal) to establish the relevant facts related to Quote A.   
 
Our best explanation thus far – in the absence of cooperation with your company – indicates 
there might have been a mix-up of facts.  
 
The following are our preliminary findings; 
 

a) We have understood Quote A to relate only to Perennial and its Board.  Perennial 
understands this issue to be related only to one or more of the members of the Board 
in Perennial, and not to be related to employees in Biofuel in any manner. Please let us 
know should this not be a correct interpretation of Quote A.  

b) It is very unlikely that Quote A is related to Biofuel’s activites in the country 
Ghana, but could plausibly be related to other companies’ oil and gas or mining-
related activities in the (different) country Guinea. First, this is due to the fact that 
Jathropa farming in Ghana does not require a “licence” (as stated in Quote A) but 
rather a permit from the authorities.  Second, it does not involve permitting from a 
“Commission” but rather from an Agency (The Ghana Environmental Protection 
Agency). Third, the phrase “licencing system” does not fit at all with Ghanaian 
agricultural terminology, but does fit well with standard E & P licensing systems, for 
instance in Guinea in the businesses involving for oil and gas drilling, as well as 
mining.  Fourth, there has to our knowledge been no review of the current permit 
system in Ghana related to Jatropha farming.  This is also contrary to the content in 
Quote A. Fifth, we have identified through open sources that there was a Norwegian 
company called Biofuel Energy ASA (now named Umoe Bioenergy ASA) whose key 
investor (Umoe Invest) also is associated with one or possibly two West-Africa based 
mining operation, Crew Gold (and possibly Crew Minerals, now associated with Intex 
Resources), both of whom are or were operating in Guinea. This company Biofuel 
Energy ASA (now named Umoe Bioenergy ASA) is not related in any manner to 
Biofuel AS, but has, together with the linkages to the country Guinea, not far from 
Ghana, obvious potential for a mix-up of company facts and/or allegations. Based on 
the above, we would very much like to clarify that StatoilHydro or any agency has not 
simply mixed Ghana and Guinea or Biofuel Energy ASA with Biofuel AS. 

c) All links to any “Mr. Fofana” are prior to Perennial’s involvement with Biofuel 
AS and its Ghana operations.  A Mr. Fassine Fofana that we have been able to 
identify (whether the right or wrong ‘Mr Fofana’ we are not sure of, due to lack of key 
facts from Statoil) has the following resume; “Advisor, VP Government Relations (54) 
is a chemical engineer ( Toulouse, France) with an MBA from INSEAD, MSc in 
Financial Economics from University of London and Advanced Management Program 
at Harvard Business School. He was Minister of Mining & Energy in Guinea from 
1994-2000 and Secretary General for Central Bank of Guinea from 1991-1994. He 
previously held Chairmanship positions in resource companies (gold and bauxite 
mining and alumina refining) and held strategic planning role with Cummins Engine 
Company the US based diesel engine maker. From 1996 to 2000 he was a member of 
the governing board of the African Development Bank. He has worked as a consultant 
since 2000 and joined Energy Equity Resources (EER) in 2004.” Mr. Trygve Refvem, 
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one of the Board members in Perennial, has had one meeting with Mr. Fofana in 
London in 2006 in connection with Mr. Refvem being advisor for the energy company 
Energy Equity Resources (EER). Mr. Fofana was then a non-executive Board member 
of EER.  However, Mr. Trygve Refvem has not discussed Ghana, Biofuel AS or any 
matter related with Jatropha farming with Mr. Fofana, and has not had contact with 
him either before or after said meeting in London. Mr. Refvem was last in Ghana in 
2003; long before Biofuel AS actually existed, and has therefore not been to Ghana 
(or Guinea) on business for neither Biofuel AS nor Perennial Bioenergy AS.  

d) No other link between Mr. Fofana and other Board members of Perennial has 
been discovered.  

 
 
Perennial propose to deal with these findings in the following manner:  
 

a) Both companies will follow good ethics and good governance principles in a joint 
sharing of key facts; 

b) Strengthen the internal investigation with external resources by a recognized firm 
providing anti corruption services. For assistance we are currently in contact with 
Erlend Grimstad’s firm G-Partner in Oslo/Stavanger. This will be clarified shortly, 
possibly during today; 

c) Mr. Trygve Refvem has notified the Board that he is willing step down as a Board 
member as long as this is a continuing internal investigation. However, while the 
Board appreciates that Mr. Refvem would have given an opening to temporarily allow 
the Board of Perennial and Biofuel to work with the full focus of solving this issue 
without his involvement, the Board at this point sees no reason to accept Mr Refvem’s 
offer simply because the Board and Mr. Refvem can find no indications that Quote A 
can possibly be connected to Mr. Refvem. Accepting Mr. Refvem’s offer at this time 
would mean concluding on a matter still not clarified sufficiently to make any 
reasonable conclusions. On the other hand, Mr. Refvem would be pleased to meet 
with StatoilHydro to clarify the facts contained in this letter;   

d) To meet with representatives from StatoilHydro as soon as possible in order to discuss 
if and how StatoilHydro may co-operate in the process of investigating this matter. 
Perennial appreciates that StatoilHydro may have confidentiality commitments or 
other impediments prohibiting full disclosure, but would nevertheless like to discuss 
this as soon as possible. We would propose to deal with any such confidentially 
matters via use of legal Third Parties. 

 
 
We kindly ask for your immediate attention to this matter, and look forward to working with 
any designated contact in StatoilHydro until complete, full, and professional resolution of this 
matter is achived in accordance with good ethics and governance principles.  
 
 

 
 
_________________________ 
John Peter Hernes  
Chairman of the Board  
Perennial Bioenergy ASA 

 _________________________ 
Odd Even Bustnes 
CEO  
Perennial Bioenergy ASA 
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CC: 
 

- Members of the Board, Perennial Bioenergy AS 
- Mr. Johan Fredrik Dahle, CEO, Biofuel AS 
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StatoilHydro avviser ansvar for problemer
StatoilHydro mener at anklagene mot selskapet er urimelige.

Av Arnt Even Bøe

Publisert: 4. mars 2009

Denne artikkelen er over 16 år gammel

StatoilHydro vil ikke kommentere saken overfor Aftenbladet eller svare på
spørsmål, ifølge informasjonssjef Øistein Johannessen i forretningsområdet Ny
Energi.

Men i en skriftlig uttalelse selskapet har sendt oss, avviser de at StatoilHydro er
medansvarlig for den finansielle situasjonen Biofuel er kommet i og for mulige
tap av historiske investeringer.

Svarer på epost
— StatoilHydro har aldri vært medeier i selskapet, vi har kun vært én av flere
potensielle investorer. Det er derfor urimelig å tillegge StatoilHydro ansvar for
selskapets situasjon, heter det blant annet i uttalelsen som også kommer inn på
årsaken til at selskapet valgte å ikke investere i Biofuel i Ghana.

«Det ble kommunisert til representanter for både Biofuel og eierselskapet
Perennial at beslutningen var basert på en vurdering av flere forhold».

Ingenting å skjule
«Vi har ikke holdt noe skjult, og vi har formidlet informasjon og våre vurderinger
direkte til selskapet. Vi har ikke på noe tidspunkt rettet anklager mot
enkeltpersoner involvert i noen av selskapene.

Vi mener tvert imot å ha bistått selskapet og eiere i den grad som må anses
rimelig og naturlig for å bringe klarhet i faktiske forhold, gitt StatoilHydros
beslutning om å ikke å gå videre med investeringen«.

Tips oss

11/11/25, 4:50 PM StatoilHydro avviser ansvar for problemer

https://www.aftenbladet.no/aenergi/i/Xa89g/statoilhydro-avviser-ansvar-for-problemer 1/11

Page 106

https://www.aftenbladet.no/
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
https://kundeportal.aftenbladet.no/tips
javascript:void(0)


Page 107



Page 108



Page 109



Page 110



BioFuel AS    Reg. no: NO991537201VAT 

Visit address:    Post address:         

Verven 12 Seaside entrance  Verven 12C 

 NO-4014 Stavanger.   NO-4014 Stavanger, Norway 

Web: www.biofuel.no     E-mail: info@biofuel.no      
Phone +47 51 89 13 13       Fax +47 51 89 13 12 

 

1 

 
 
StatoilHydro ASA  

Legal Department 

Forusbeen 50 

NO-4035 Stavanger   

Att: Siv Helen Rygh Torstensen    Stavanger 6. Mars 2009 

        

 

Ang. oppslag i Stavanger Aftenblad. 

 

Undertegnede er medgründer, eier og nå daglig leder i selskapet BioFuel AS (heretter BF). 

 

I forbindelse med diverse presseoppslag i Stavanger Aftenblad, herunder førsteside 

oppslaget den 23. Februar med overskriften: ”Korrupsjonsmistanker mot Biofuel -  

StatoilHydro mistenker et Stavanger-basert biooljeselskap for korrupsjon i Ghana.” 

ser vi at informasjonsjef Øistein Johannessen ikke ønsker å kommentere hva StatoilHydro vil 

gjøre for å frita syv av Perennial Bioenergy’s styremedlemmer fra korrupsjonsanklagene. 

Ref. også internett: http://www.aftenbladet.no/energi/olje/992288/Droppet_Biofuel.html  

Gitt at spørsmålet som ble stilt, og at Øistein Johannessen er riktig gjengitt, tolker vi dette 

dit hen at StatoilHydro (heretter SH) bekrefter at det per 23.2.09 fortsatt er mistanke rettet 

mot selskapene BioFuel, Perennial Bioenergy (heretter PB) og/eller personer i nær 

tilknytting til selskapene. 

I så fall er vår oppfatning i tråd med hva som ble konfrontert vår tidligere daglig leder Johan 

Fredrik Dahle og Odd Even Bustnes i Perennial Bioenergy i møte hos SH den 30.1.09. Møtet 

var med StatoilHydro’s Business integrity, ved Michael Price og Stephanos G. Oretis. På 

dette møte ble det for første gang fremlagt det som ble kalt: ”Quote A” og videre at Mr. XX 

var Fassine Fofana. Samtidig ble det bekreftet at et av i alt 7 styremedlemmer i PB skulle ha 

deltatt i den angivelige transaksjonen beskrevet i ”Quote A”. I de etterfølgende dagene ble 

det sendt en del informasjon til SH fra både PB og BF for å komme til bunns i saken. Allerede 

den 9. Februar, ble Helge Lund informert om saken.  

Den 19. Februar,  fikk Johan Fredrik Dahle og Arne Helvig en mulighet til å møte Ann 

Elisabeth Serck Hanssen, Anna Nor Bjerke og Sjur Haugen på SH’s kontor i Oslo, hvor SH 

kunne være villig til å se på prosjektet på nytt. På dette møte ble det bekreftet at SH hadde 

vendt tommelen ned med begrunnelsen ”en helhetlig vurdering”, noe som også har 

fremkommet i media.  

Imidlertid ble det også flagget at SH kunne vurdere et nedskalert ”lærings case”, men dette 

forutsatte at korrupsjonsanklagen ble sjekket ut. Det var altså på det rene at mistanken 

fortsatt var til stede på dette tidspunkt. Parallelt ble det arbeidet iherdig med en rapport 

utarbeidet av en 3dje person som etterforsket saken på vegne av BF og PB. Rapporten: Joint 

Investigative Report (JIR) av 23. Februar 2009, konkluderer med at de påståtte handlinger 

ikke kan ha skjedd. Her fremgår det også at ”Company X” som er det selskapet i London 

som SH har hyret. Ikke bare bekreftes anklagen mot Trygve Refvem, men Company X nevner 

nå også Finn Byberg, styremedlem i BioFuel AS, som en som ”most likely” kunne kjent til 

Page 111



 

2 

saken. Rapporten er overlevert SH. Etter det jeg forstår har ikke SH villet gå igjennom denne 

rapporter og mange spørsmål står fortsatt ubesvarte. 

 

Basert på ovenstående hendelsesforløp, stiller vi oss undrende til Deres utsagn i Stavanger 

Aftenblad den 4. Mars 2009, hvor De hevder: ”Vi har ikke holdt noe skjult, og vi har 

formidlet informasjon og våre vurderinger direkte til selskapet. Vi har ikke på noe tidspunkt 

rettet anklager mot enkeltpersoner involvert i noen av selskapene.” I tillegg gjentar også 

Øistein Johannessen i brev til Rogalandsbenken den 6. Mars: ” Vi har ikke på noe 

tidspunkt rettet anklager mot enkeltpersoner i noen av selskapene”. 

 

Samtidig er det med glede at vi nå opplever at PB, BF og enkelpersoner involvert i disse 

selskapene, endelig er frikjent fra SH’s side. 

Vår utfordring er at det har medgått mye tid (over en måned), hvor både BF og PB har 

opplevd en meget vanskelig tid, iom. at alle andre potensielle investorer har mistet 

interessen, eller i beste fall lagt prosjektet på is i påvente av at korrupsjonspåstandene skal 

bli sjekket ut. Det er derfor svært viktig at SH handler raskt for å begrense ytterligere skade.  

I den forbindelse vil jeg også vise til vedlagt brev fra FIRST Securities.  

Det er også på det rene at slike alvorlige påstander som har fremkommet gjennom DD 

prosessen med SH, også har måttet flagges til andre potensielle investorer, på samme måte 

som BF ville vært forpliktet å flagge overfor SH, i tilfelle vi skulle være kjent med at slike 

påstander kom frem i samarbeid med andre. 

 

Som en konklusjon på dette brev krever vi at: 

1)  SH offentlig beklager og dementerer alle korrupsjonsmistanker som måtte være 

mot PB, BF og personer involvert i disse. 

 

2) SH i brevs form tilskriver selskapene Perennial Bioenergy AS og BioFuel AS, med en 

beklagelse og klar bekreftelse på at eventuelle tidligere korrupsjonsanklager er 

sjekket ut og at BF og PB er frikjent 

 

3) StatoilHydro i samme brev, bekrefter at korrupsjonsanklagene ikke har vært med i 

totalvurderingen når beslutningsgruppen i New Energy tok sin endelige beslutning. 

 

Ellers ber jeg også om svar på: 

4) Er det slik at SH ønsker å styre sin virksomhet basert på ”hearsay evidence”? 

 

5) Hvordan ville SH reagert dersom SH selv hadde blitt offer for anonym og upresis 

informasjon som ikke var mulig å motbevise og som skadet SHs omdømme 

vesentlig? 

 

6) Vil SH endre sine rutiner for bruk av eksterne Service Providers på bakgrunn av 

denne saken? Hvis ja, hvorfor? 
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7) SH må selv ta ansvar for hvordan SH bruker sine underleverandører og ikke minst 

valg av underleverandør. Kan SH stå inne for å bruke underleverandører som kan 

fremsette slike alvorlige opplysninger uten tilstrekkelig understøttende 

dokumentasjon? 

 

 

Jeg legger også med en kopi av dokumentet: Joint Investigative Report (JIR) som tidligere er 

avvist av SH og hvor alle spørsmål i Appendix 6 fortsatt står ubesvarte. 

Investor er StatoilHydro AS 

 

Company X er SH’s eksterne Service Provider som er opphav til ”Quote A”, firmanavn og 

personnavn. 

 

Iom. Selskapene PB og BF er i en meget vanskelig økonomisk situasjon, som følge av disse 

tidligere korrupsjonsmistankene, ber jeg at SH’s svar er meg i hende innen utgangen av 

Torsdag den 12. Mars 2009. 

 

Ved eventuelle spørsmål underveis kan De kontakte meg på tlf: 90042374 eller email: 

steinar@biofuel.no  

 

 

 

Med vennlig hilsen 

 

 

 

Steinar Kolnes 

Daglig leder Biofuel AS 

 

 

 

Kopi: Olje og Energi Departementet ved Terje Riis-Johansen. 
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Steinar Kolnes

Fra: Thomas Abrahamsen <thomas.abrahamsen@kluge.no>

Sendt: 1. april 2009 09:51

Til: Steinar Kolnes

Kopi: Arne Helvig

Emne: SV: Company X - JIR

Steinar,  
 
Lekkasjer kan man bli ansvarlig for etter avtalen, selv om selskapet formelt er parten.  
 
For å saksøke Company X må dere først finne ut av hvem dette er, så den problemstillingen har jeg ikke sett 
nærmere på. Om dere ønsker bistand vedrørende dette må jeg nesten be om at vi får et ordinært oppdrag. Det å gi 
råd uten at det er etablert et ordinært oppdrag er problematisk blant annet i forhold til vår ansvarsforsikring.  
 
Lykke til! 
 
Mvh 
Thomas  
 

Fra: Steinar Kolnes [mailto:steinar@biosynt.com]  
Sendt: 31. mars 2009 18:41 
Til: Thomas Abrahamsen 
Kopi: oeb@perennialbioenergy.com; 'Magnus Jonsbråten'; 'Arne Helvig'; jp@hernes.biz 
Emne: RE: Company X - JIR 
 
Thomas, 

 

Sett at noen finner denne i ”bossbøtta” så er vel ingen ansvarlig for lekkasjen? 

 

Ellers, fikk jeg vite at politiet kommer til å henlegge saken. §247 er vist ikke i bruk lenger. 

Kan vi i et sivilt søksmål kreve at Company X offentliggjøres? 

 

Ellers er det tydelig at Company X har et problem med at det har kommet med usanne beskyldninger. 

 

Steinar 

 

Fra: Thomas Abrahamsen [mailto:thomas.abrahamsen@kluge.no]  
Sendt: 31. mars 2009 18:09 
Til: John Peter Hernes 
Kopi: Odd-Even Bustnes; Arne Helvig; Steinar Kolnes; Steinar Kolnes; Magnus Jonsbråten 
Emne: Company X - JIR 
 
John Peter/Magnus,  
 
Jeg følger med dette opp spørsmål fra Arne før konkursen om det var forhold til hinder for at JIR kunne slippes til 
utvalgte investorer. Jeg har rettet denne forespørselen videre til Company X i London. Svaret var klart nei. Enhver 
tilgang til JIR (eller rettere sagt informasjon gitt av Company X som inngår i JIR) for noen andre enn Biofuel AS (nå 
representert ved boet) eller Perennial Bioenergy AS vil etter Company X sin oppfatning være brudd på NDA’en og 
danne grunnlag for et erstatningsansvar.  
 
Vi må forholde oss til NDA’en, og der står det uttrykkelig at informasjon mottatt fra Company X ikke skal slippes til 
andre uten etter samtykke. Når slikt samtykke ikke blir gitt, vil jeg sterkt fraråde å gi utenforstående tilgang til fortrolig 
informasjon (det være seg investorer, journalister med videre). Mailen fra Company X anviste til og med at partene 
skulle ha et solidaransvar for hverandres oppfyllelse av konfidensialitetsforpliktelsen. Jeg kan ikke se at det er 
grunnlag for dette, men det viser litt av holdningen hos Company X.  
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Mitt klare råd er å la JIR forbli konfidensiell, slik som avtalt i NDA’en.  
 

Med vennlig hilsen/Kind regards 

Thomas Abrahamsen 
Advokat/Attorney  

KLUGE Advokatfirma DA 

Maskinveien 32, Forus 

PO Box 277 

N-4066 Stavanger 

Office:+ 47 51 95 83 00  
Fax: + 47 51 95 83 01 

Mobile: + 47 971 87 810 

www.kluge.no   
________________________________________________________________________  
This e-mail with attached documents is only for the addressee indicated above. The e-mail and documents may contain confidential information. If you are not the correct 
addressee or are responsible for transfer of this e-mail with attached documents to the correct addressee, any copying or further transfer of information contained herein is 
expressly forbidden. If you have received this e-mail by mistake, you are kindly requested to immediately inform me thereof by e-mail and delete the e-mail and the received 
documents. 

_______________________________________________________________________  
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