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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Corneliu Rotaru
Country:Romania
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy | X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good [ X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

Much moreinteresting in the incipient phase of application

Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
‘o‘l’,‘a’
LINS **
\ ,%) -

e
SEVENTH FRAMEWORK
PROGRAMME E | B I O



CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Gasper Artac
Country: Slovenia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy | X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good [ X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:
The assumtion that the amount of biomass, basathtistical figures, is correct is not
always true.
Advanced approach:
Good plan, but the question is if this can alwagsdalized in practice.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

/

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Blaz Kladnik
Country: Slovenia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy [ X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:
Good practice
Advanced approach:
Good practice, but it is a question if it is gobegwvork.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

/

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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V. Jelavi¢, Ekonerg

Project is surely useful and it has a great meaning. Conceptually and politically looking, a new
approach is suggested, different from the national approaches in relation to FAO and a very precise
methodology from IPCCC?

Considering the fact that EC they have written the Call for Applications for this topic, it is very
interesting and it can be assumed that there will be implications according to the results of the project.

The thing is that CEUBIOM suggests the already known approaches: 1) terrestrial as the basic one
and 2) advanced based on the remote sensing. Here a harmonised and control method is suggested.
When something is being simplified then there need to be a very strong scientific and social
consensus and it must be clearly defined for what purposes it is being made.

There is a solid reason why there is such an inequality in creating inventories in countries. FAO and
other organizations have been dealing with the issue for years. This should be thoroughly studied
because later it could be turned into a matrix, without taking into considerations like those we have in
Croatia.

In Croatia there is a very developed forest management system with a long tradition. This system also
includes determining values which are required by the Project. There are very detailed data up to the
level of very small territorial units, and soon there will be remote sensing data available as well.
Serious reply to the questions from the Evaluation form requires more detailed considerations and
some of the assumptions made are technically questionable. There is mention of the European soll
maps usage, which is as if trying to lift a needle with a bulldogger.



CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielgls

Name: Domagoj Puzak
Country: Croatia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
X and research) X sensing
Government/EU Research/ X Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Far | | Good | |VveryGood | X |Excelent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | VeryGood | X | Excellent | \

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Fair | | Good | X | veryGood | | Excellent |

Please give us your comments on the two approatdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
Too theoretical...

Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

High importance of implementing research activitsgecifically on rural area, rich with biomass
potential. Not covered here enough...

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielgls

Name: Ivana Alet
Country: Croatia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | x | Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kcda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | [Fair | | Good | | VveryGood | | Excellent  [x |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgesbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent |[x |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [ x | Excellent |

Please give us your comments on the two approatdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:

Advanced approach:
Both approaches are evidently correct, depending@meeds and the possibilities of the user.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return this form tocoordinator@ceubiom.orgbefore 25 October 2010Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Atanaska Toneva, Association Energy 21, Sofia
Country: Bulgaria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME | x | Consulting| X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent  [x |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbm user requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
The proposed methodology for gathering informationbiomass potential is well developed and
will be useful for any institutions in the field BES.

Advanced approach:
Will offer possibility for a more efficient use tfie available biomass resources.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

The correct assessment of RES and of the biomasstf@ especially is an essential stage in|the
exploitation of RES and their involving in the egyeibalance of the EC countries. From this point of
view the biomass assessment harmonisation is rggriant.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Jozef Bodi
Country: Slovakia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:
Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Our company already operates 4 biogas plants ardftire it is important for us to have concrgte
data about the biomass potential. The accesscethetcorn and the distances from the field to|the
biogas plant have impact on the whole economy efgfoject. Favourable local conditions have
impact on the final investment decision as well.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Dr. Gerhard Pelzmann
Country: Austria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting | X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | X | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

=

| agree that harvesting of below-ground biomagsoisrealistic in a mountainous region, aside form
the ecological point of view.
In Austria on forest areas there is no soil mapilabie, neither local information of the annual

increment and the total standing volume. They atg statistical data sets based on regional level.

Advanced approach:
It is necessary to use regional yield table dudifferent growing conditions. A collection of yield
tables is given in Marschal, Julius (1975):“Hilfstim fur die Forsteinrichtung”. 3.Auflage.
Agrarverlag Wien. S 11 ff.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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CEUBIOM

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name:Wolfgang Jilek
Country:Austria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy | X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting | X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good [ X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

It is evident that the basic approach profits from the fact, that key elements can be generated in a
relatively easy way and be used by countries, which have neither detailed data nor the possibility to
create terrestrial information based on highly sophisticated software and technical equipment. The
disadvantage is that especially if only a statistic approach is used and statistical figures are not
sufficiently available, the results may be far away from reality. Since the project was focused on the
Western Balkan countries this approach may be the right one, nevertheless, the framework and the
situation of data is less advanced than in (at least some of) the Western Member states.

Advanced approach:

Based on terrestrial information on a high level and on advanced technical equipment the advanced
approach may close the gap between statistical data and a highly reliable basic for energy strategies
and long term planning. Local expert knowledge is supposed to support both ways of approach and
can usually not be replaced by technical or other means.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Biomass is one of the available resources for the European Union, but it is not a sustainable resource
if not managed perfectly. Thus, it is in the responsibility of politics and administration to draw a clear
picture of what will be available on long term and to give detailed information what kind of biomass
will be available, the volume and how it can be used in the future. Therefore an exact analysis of the
potential and especially a methodology is needed, which opens the possibility to give comparable
information while keeping the possibility of conducting more comprehensive studies on a local or

)
JQ/:’)
Ny B

SEVENTH FRAMEWORK
PROGRAMME E l B I O




CEUBIOM

regional scale. The CEUBIOM project is very useful for that and can be the first step towards
harmonized information about the biomass potential of the European Union.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Tomaz Prus
Country: Slovenia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory \/ Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ \/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good |\ | VveryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair || Good \ | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor Fair || Good |\ |VveryGood | | Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

To complicate for actual situation assessmeruriédt service collects the data about “total stagndi
volume” for relatively small areas as well as th#stermine for those areas appropriate yegrly
“harvestable biomass”. The forest service datagaresrally periodically revised. Implementation|of
proposed data (soils, topography,) might be udefuhssessment of potential biomass production but
than climatic data are missing. Generally from $prervice detailed data of cut wood are availgble.
Later the forest biomass residues are almost intges® follow due to great number of resellers,
exporters (no evidence within the EU), local preoas, intermediate and end consumers (which are
not always evidenced).
If taking into consideration presented methodoltdggn my remark is that soils are very difficult|to
relate with forest biomass. Much easier is to gihfarest stands (type) maps or maps showing forest
plant communities (exp. Blechno-Fagetum ). Proditgtiwood stock) of a forest stand can be than
derived from average stand height (generally aneflpy. In table 3 the soil typology is rather
unsuitable.
Advanced approach:
LiDAR is a very efficient, high-tech tool. If youodnot have data from forest service it might|be
helpful assessment tool. But even here you nedttipation of state and local forest service.
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CEUBIOM

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Not only the stump removal but also total removdbranches can be considered as a non ecological
(sustainable) forest treatment. Rotten wood isngportant chain in natural forest regeneration (gven
in production forests). Generally in all Europeawumtries forest service exists and they hold |the

forest biomass exploitation key. Forests are carapid systems especially in mountainous reg
and from the total biomass are on long term avkglahbly a part, other way you endanger the wh

ons

system. Please have in mind that you need addittugestions from the experts of forest science in

the project.

Technically there are no remarks on both approa€lyes: include the forest service experts.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Orjeta Jaupaj
Country: Albania
Your background (you can select more than one):
Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:
Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Andrea Hublin
Country: Croatia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory x | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting | X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ x|

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
The main advantages are data harmonization anthfplgmentation, which is necessary for
harmonization of the work process and collaboratiorthe national level.

Advanced approach:

Using of costly data could be constraint, but atghme time this data could provide more
detailed information needed for assessments anelaj@ag comparable and compatible
datasets which could be used for new projects mvektigations.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

U7

Developing of national biomass action plan mustlibected to the results of many projects
and studies performed at the local, national, regjias well as global level. It is necessary to
adjust national approach to the proposed Basidd@vdnced approaches, considering the
national circumstances. National Task Forces astead in the framework of different
projects could provide good basis for networking.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Andriana Kakanakova, member of BGBIOM
Country: Bulgaria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic_approach: Well known, offering possibility for collecting adgbnal information | a way
harmonized for all EU countries.

Advanced approach: Innovative, allowing visualisation of biomass-femergy distribution on
different levels and countries.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?
Useful and helpful for all kind of decision-makénghe field of biomass-for-energy in EU. |

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Dr Klaus Peter Zulka
Country: Austria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy [ X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory x | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?
Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
Biomass potential assessments are done for a warigpurposes. Assumption may vary widely
depending on the particular question. Consequentiye possibilities for unification and
standardisation of assessments may be limited. gfhdumay be desirable to have a basic stangdard
methodology, different approaches may still be asagy for different problems to be solved.

At the center of the proposed methodology appeéettand cover classification maps. However, in

most biomass potential assessments, very lithehseved with land cover maps, since, in most ¢ases
they are not detailed enough and information onvilgetation composition cannot be derived from

them. So the present approach requires local ekpemledge on many parameters. This seems {o be
a little contradictory: on the one hand, remotess®an could provide a cheap and standardised
approach, on the other hand, ground truthing andllexpert knowledge is necessary so in many
respects that the advantages of a remote sengangaat may not be helpful in reality.

Things get even more complicated yet realistic aamomic parameters are factored in. In Austria,
for example, almost the complete forest biomasserg@t that could be used for bioenergy cannot be
harvested in economical ways at present energggrsn the potential is largely theoretical as lpng
as the market conditions remain as they are. lrcating economic parameters might be definitely
beyond the scope of a baseline assessment, Butdty relevant for certain political decisiongtie

short run.
g
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The same is true for biodiversity conservation. l&gting only protected areas is certainly a viaple

and necessary step, but there may remain many aneas that house protected species or rare

plant

communities and should therefore not be exploitadaximal rates. A biomass potential compatible

with long-term biodiversity stability may thus bigrficantly lower than a biophysical potential eve

after deduction of protected areas.

Nevertheless, these limitations do no not invaéidht approach in any way. It might be still usédul

standardise some assessments steps as far adgpossib

Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree

text, no limit on the length)?

Although arguments are convincing that harmonigsatid assessment methods are useful, t

nere

appears to be no such thing as a biomass potgetiale. Many published biomass potential figures

appear too high because constraints have beerooked or limitations have not been factored in.
one of the additional benefits of a European harsation effort could be that the concept o
“potential” itself comes under scrutiny.

So
f a

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Agency for Restructurisation and ModernisatbAgriculture (ARIMR)
Country: POLAND
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | [VeryGood [X [Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | VeryGood [ X | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | [VeryGood [X [Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: The approach presented in this document concerimdynasstimation of biomass far
energy purposes obtained from forests. The tabloofents informs, that such an approach is plso
available for agricultural crops, which is of thaiminterest for the ARIMR Agency.
The approach is based on two pillars: statistiaah dlerived from terrestrial surveys and remote
sensing based map giving spatial dimension to thase Its effectiveness depends largely on data
availability and model for assessment of biomasshfagriculture. Information system on energy
crops is still in development phase in Poland andehsolutions for biomass assessment proposed in
full document could be applied (if they fit the posed input requirements, concerning expert
knowledge). So publication of full version of docem is indispensable for taking decision |on
implementation of the approach.

Advanced approach: The advanced approach is based on using multissensete sensing data for
biomass assessment. Again, methodology is presémtexstimating forest biomass, so it is hard to
evaluate its usability for agriculture. Neverthsleis is highly dependent on availability of remigt
sensed images and processing technologies aimaeriging biomass information. Operational use

of these data / technologies is still not fully dmped, so at present advanced approach could be
applied as complementary to basic approach. More@ests of applying advanced approach and

timeliness of delivering biomass information shobddcarefully studied.
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Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Krzysztof Bdkowski Agriculture University of Warsaw — Foresiep
Country: Poland
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote X | Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting Forestry
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgdeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

For ecological reasons harvesting of below-grouintnbss should be mentioned but excluded as a
source of bioenergy.
Advanced approach:

It is important to much strongly underline that adeed approach do not necessarily leads ta the
same results of biomass as national statistics.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?
Some figures are illegible (fig. 2 and 4).

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: CONDREA Florentina
Country: Romania
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting | X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent  [x |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent  [x |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
As a general consideration, this basic approactvel organised, and it can be harmonised at
European level, but also adapted, taking into aacspecific local conditions.
For applying this basic approach there is expertiseseveral institutions, not only research|or
consulting organisation, but also in governmenttaicsures (Ministries, energy agencies).

Advanced approach:
In order to apply the advanced approach, whictery exhaustive, it will be necessary a financing
from a Ministry or governmental agency, and a caitsm of specialised institutions to cooperate.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

As in Romania updated data on biomass potentiasasgent is missing, adopting a harmoniged
methodology at European level would be an imporsep forward, and data obtained would|be
extremely useful for policy makers and investors.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Jan Svec
Country: Czech Republic
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU x | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good Ix | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
It is very well prepared. | agree with using o#tidtical data, because they are generally well
available in many European countries.

It is good compromise between accuracy and sintplici

Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

No.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

0
e
<N ) N
L lﬂ ) * *
*

e
SEVENTH FRAMEWORK
PROGRAMME E | B I O




CEUBIOM

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Lenka Metelkova
Country: Czech Republic
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting| X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
In my opinion, the issue is very well preparedgsiiit is a basic approach, processes/data are|very
well mapped.

Advanced approach:

There are very good examples for advanced apprdadteere are two alternatives — LIDAR work
flow and SAR work flow.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

No other comments.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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\ To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:

| http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Maja BoZievi¢ Vrhovtak
Country: Croatia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy [ X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting| X | NGO
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:
Well targeting the usual users’ needs.
Advanced approach:
Flexible enough to be adjusted to specific circameses.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

/

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Hana Fratricova
Country: Slovakia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

In Slovakia there is not possible to determine ediog to the maps whether the yield of raw
material/biomass from the agricultural land will &ier the harvest used for energetic purposes or
food processing (especially rape seed and cormgreftre the potential of biomass form satellite
maps GIS system is not very definite.
Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Georgeta LIVANU — Ministry of Economy and Qoerce

Country: Romania

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy | X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wetfogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Far | | Good | | VeryGood [x [Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:

Basic approach can be used for any assessmentisasased especially on existing data, which|are
available at European and national level, in esBatig measure.

Advanced approach:

For the Romanian Economy Ministry needs, in otdeiundament the legal decision, the advanced
approach will be the best option, in co-operatidiin wpecialized institutions.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

It will be necessary to be adopted an official Bp@@n document for a harmonized methodology on
biomass potential assessment.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name:l oannis Eleftheriadis
Country:Greece
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory X | Remote X | Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting
Academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | X [VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | [VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

The method looks easy to apply. Data used in fhlysaach are easy to find. For some of them, |ike
the land cover and elevation data, results aradyravailable, this makes the method cheaper.
The determination of weights for parameters affecthe annual increment of growing stock is based
on the expertise of local experts and not on abkdimethod, so, this could create deviation batwee
approaches made by different experts. The samel d@uhappened with the evaluation of elevation
data in the method.
In forest areas, site quality index (SQI) couldused in the method as more feasible to represent th
productivity of the site. The estimation of SQb@ased on scientific method and is not influenced by
unstable parameters, like the experience of loqadis.
There is a question about using data from EUROSTIAThis approach, and not data collected| by
local experts.
Advanced approach:
It is not clearly defined what the vegetation heigiodel is. LIDAR data, that are not cheap to own,
give the opportunity for further data mining thatutd be used in the advanced method (e.g. |tree
crown height, leaf area index).

Why GCP should be located using orthophotos and>R8?
Remote sensing technologies do not use only gatdbita. Data collected by sensors on carriers| like
aircrafts could be also used (e.g. hyperspectralass).
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Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

The harmonisation of assessment estimating the @ssnpotential, based on remote sensing|and
terrestrial trials, should be based on methods nsednly countries involved in the project. Releab
methodologies have been developed in other cosntieund the globe; some of them are [too
advanced. So, the advanced method, at least, shealall functions provided by other advanced
approaches in order to improve the efficiency dadase and tools of remote sensing, as well as, to
make the use of expensive data more profitable.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Irina Nikolova, Technical University, Plovdiv
Country: Bulgaria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME | x | Consulting| X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good Ix | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbm user requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: Well developed and well reflecting users’ requiratse Applicable for large group
of small enterprises and decision makers.

Advanced approach: Much more innovative, offers possibility to visisithe distribution of biomass
resources..

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

European bioenergy harmonization is rather imporiam point of view of community decisig
makers working for the substitution of fossil fuelth RES.

=]

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Nanme: Jan Bocian Research Innovation Group Sp. z 0.0. Czestochowa
Country: Poland
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftpd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform waofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and socigkda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X [ Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
Poor Far | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

The Expert knowledge is very important for the giopassessment and due to lack of the same |level
of the “state of the art in biomass resources” ssurope it can be difficult the comparison of the
data.

Advanced approach:
More appropriate for the comparison the resourcethe EU level in the contact of policy and
renewable energy use. Needed for proper assessifridiet national action plan and it's real potential
in the area of biomass use for energy purpose.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

The main aspect of the biomass sustainable utdizare economical and ecological costs |(as
greenhouse gases emission in harvest, transpocessing and utilization). Develop of best avaédabl
practices for the particular biomass resourceselsas the local condition is very important foeth
new biomass action plan. There is a further neethénsustainability assessment of the biomass
utilization. As the very important parameter footiass resources use is the future the accessiility
the biomass resources is very important (local retmtage potential, resources stability in thesjim
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Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Jauschnegg Horst
Country: Austria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy [ X | Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good X | Very Good | | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good [ x | Very Good | | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:

Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

European bioenergy assessment harmonisation il regportant, to get an overview for each
country, if there are enough bioenergy potentialsupply the planed biomass plants according the
National Action Plans for RES. In my opinion a t6tEU Member States don’'t have a clear picture
about biomass potentials and the declared neetsite NAP.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
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\ To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
| http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: GeoVille Environmental Services (S. Kleesiehi. Gregor)
Country: Luxembourg
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote X | Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

The basic approach is rather straightforward arsddmay little advantage over the current approach
based on statistical data alone. The larger theststal units, the larger the advantage of theidas
approach — then disaggregation towards land covemnation has advantages.

Advanced approach:
The advanced approach is only presented for foessurces. The presented case (for forests) makes
much sense and is based on a well developed concept

Questionable (as not described) is the translatiothe approach for other resources. The input
parameter for agricultural biomass (classificatafncrops according to biomass content) is more
challenging than the forest example. Especiallymlbeking to the85% accuracy target.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

The separation into a basic and advance approachsseery adequate in view of the different user
communities.
All in all, a good idea and concept which strongipends on the availability of EO data and [the
quality of the EO data processing chain and results
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Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Leos Gal
Country: Czech Republic
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting| X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good Ix | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good [x | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
The basic approach is based on statistical dagpa@iantage is that data are generally availalde an
applicable for every user and organisation. In &pigroach, many of important aspects are taken |nto
account (protected areas, forest management pians e

Advanced approach:
| am not specialist in the area of remote sendgy,it seems logically. This approach used more
detailed data.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

I would like also see any examples of the advamgguoach” workflow for agriculture biomass.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Lyudmil Kostadinov, Energy Efficiency Agency
Country: Bulgaria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbm user requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good [ X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: On the basis of communicated information from BGBI@ can be concluded that
the basic approach is well developed, easy foramphtation and supplying enough information.

Advanced approach: Innovative tool for supporting faster and bettexbelration of decisions abopt
substitution of fossil fuels with available biomass

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Enlarging bioenergy use in European Union is wtafiportant. It will raise the energy independence
of the Union.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: MARIA ANDRZEJEWSKA UNEP/GRID WARSZAWA
Country: POLAND
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform waofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

Approach based on available data has quite sedizaslvantages while the comparison of broader
are is considered. Availability of suggested datth aiffer among countries, but also at a country
level there could be some limitations.

Advanced approach:
sounds like an excellent approach to develop afoumiset of data for the whole continent, but..|as
it's stated in the text, the methodology is base@ @uite expensive approach, mainly due to the|cos
of input data. The advanced approach requires @mgolvement of a well prepared team |of
researchers, but could result with a really unifeatculations for a broader, multi-country coverage

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

The CEUBIOM project is an interesting approach suppg the EU policy introducin
broader use of bioenergy. Proposal of developisiggie harmonized approach for European
biomass assessment for energy at the local/regiewall is important and worth promoting.
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The presented methodology, both basic and advaapprbach have their advantages

disadvantages, but in both a special concern sHmilghid on areas covered by any form
nature protection (Natura 2000, national systemprofected areas, ecological corridg
etc.). Also the issue of ecosystem fragmentatiooadily discussed both at the European
country level should be considered. The final rssaf investigations developed within t

CEUBIOM project should be also related to the estessy services approach (el
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005, EcosystamdsHuman Well-Being: Synthesis.

Island Press, Washington).

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Maya Stoyanov8ULGARIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES
»central Laboratory for Solar Energy and New Ene$gyrces”
Country: Bulgaria

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME | x | Consulting| X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wetfogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kcda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent [ x|

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
Poor Fair Good Very Good Excellent X

Please give us your comments on the two approatdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: The approach consists of a large set of environshend social criteria. Will be tg
help consumers in making decisions.

Advanced approach: Modern and innovative approach. The distributionb@dmass resources |is
displayed, allowing for comparison.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Bioenergy provides mankind a clean and protectrabfiource of energy. It is one of the alternatives
for the future replacement of conventional fuelthwenewable energy sources in the United Eurgpe.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name:Romanian Energy Regulatory Authority- ANRE - IRINA NICOLAU
Country: ROMANIA
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy [ X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: Is it correct that the basic approach, the amotibtomass estimate to be
made according to statistical data.

Advanced approach: Is it fair that the advanced approaches to usemetailed data and more
sophisticated methods such as remote sensing aedttal information.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

For Romania, biomass is a promising energy sota#, in terms of potential and in terms
of use.

After processing statistical data, maps were madksd field regarding the energy potential
of biomass in Romania, including the territoriadtdibution of energy values (TJ) expecteq
to be achieved by recovering energy from biomass.

By analyzing the map with the geographical distiidiuof biomass resources, are found
which are the most richest and poorest counties.

Under the CEUBIOM project there will be recommeima on how each country should
evaluate the potential of biomass with regard putrdata, the types of biomass, the area
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covered, methods and assumptions used to creatalaade that is comparable across
Europe.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatwvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOBiVBrable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would liked request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fiellds

Name: Nikolay Kakanakov
Country: Bulgaria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ x Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreft pd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdotogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and socigkda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lemggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood | x [Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | x [Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | x |Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
Give enough information for assessment of bionfiassnergy. Cost effective and uses existing data
from geographical and agricultural investigatiorith@ugh it is more indirect approach, it can |be
made precise.

Advanced approach:
Too expensive and do not use existing data. Sortfeeatemote sensing methods have more accuracy
than needed. Difficult to understand and deployfeent approaches use different data formats |that
are not fully compatable.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortse{free
text, no limit on the length)?

The idea of harmonisation of biomass-for-energyadmst more that needed. The harmonized
assessments should be made easy-understandingffecsive and fast to deploy and use. In other
case special programs should be started for gathddta using advanced approaches.

Please return thisform to coordinator@ceubiom.ottgefor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Robert Pasicko
Country: Croatia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory, Remote Other
and research) sensing (UNDP)
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | [VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VveryGood | | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:

Advanced approach: the biggest drawback here is lack of knowledge emate sensing among
biomass experts;

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

more real life examples would be needed in a fdreaee studies — described in a way that is easily
understandable and later used within learning toblata classified in a table is not enough.
Transition from academics to future users on timdihgs needs more attention.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
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\ To participate in the e-learning programme pleasi¢ the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
| http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Roman Sitko, PhD
Country: Slovakia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory x | Remote X | Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent  [x |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivexia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityaof the processing steps?
Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:

Work flow of the approach is clear. It is relativedasy and realistic to fulfil that flow by up-tae
data for step not less than 5 years. The utilipatibremote sensed data and GIS can significantly
help to improve spatial dimension of biomass magpin
Notes (in the condition of Slovak forestry):

There could be significant differences betweendbagea of a map derived from remote sensing data
and the area matching to statistics of NAI andltstanding volume and so the NAI will be not
distributed properly. It could be helpful to workitivremote sensed data inside of area utilized for
NFI (forest land resources).

Some recommendation for LEK weights evaluation \wdé defined.
It'd be important not forget to incorporate acctdéfelling to the work flow (step 8) as an imparta
constrain in case of big disasters (wind storne, éitc.), which concentrate the felling in the daeth
areas for a couple years.
Advanced approach:

The advanced approach utilizes modern and veryrgssiye remote sensed data. LIDAR and SAR
data are nowadays the most suitable remote seas&dod description of the forest structure.
Notes:

It is missing the information of expected accurémyboth alternative approaches. It would be easier
to compare advantages and disadvantages betwderabdsadvanced approaches.
There is not clear defined the measure of accuraed in part of the user requirements. The range of
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80 — 85 % seems to be the rate of qualitative featout I'd expect any measure of quantity |for
biomass assessment.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

No comments |

Pleasereturn thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Dr. Kvetoslava Soltésova, PhD.
Country: Slovakia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy [ X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good [ X | VeryGood | | Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:
Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

No comment

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: VELCESCU Benone
Country: Romania
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU x | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ x | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:

Utilization of statistical data regarding forestayd is a first step. For biomass for agricultuae be
used statistical data regarding cultivated lan@raye production/ha and total production and then,
agricultural waste can be calculated

Advanced approach:
For a detailed approach important costs are negessad implementing this methodology can|be
carried out together with a specialised institute.

Applying this methodology in Romania can be dona farther period.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Implementing legal framework “Climate change& Engrgwith its three 20-20-20, assumes
important financial efforts for every country iretivorld.
Biomass is an important energy resource, but itsation should be done following sustainalle
criteria, which should be followed by member stateg also by other countries, which should jpin
their effort to mitigation of greenhouse gases sioiss.
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Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Vladimir Stupavsky
Country: Czech Republic
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting | X
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [x | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good X | Very Good | | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good [x | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
This approach is quite simple method to calculatembss potential. Every step is carefully
described. The approach is based on statistical, agtich are very well available in the Czegch
republic. It seems to be very useful method focualakte of biomass potential.

Advanced approach:
It is very sophisticated method and more accuteda basic approach.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

No other comments

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would lik® request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: WEZYK PIOTR - ProGea Consulting ; Agricultlwaiversity Krakow
Country: POLAND
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote v | Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ v | Industry/SME | / | Consulting SME
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor Fair Good Very Good Excellent v

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrg$bmuser requirements?

Poor Fair Good Very Good v | Excellent

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Fair Good Very Good Excellent v

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:
Seems to be very realistic to doo but need a @etafforest inventory data) and standardised
information from forest data bases (geometrical descriptive) what is not so easy to reach (gven
between some countries in Europe — there are diffatefinitions in forest inventory parameters and
forest management). This basic approach basedeoAdter Global DEM or SRTM cannot deliver
very detailed information about the annual incremamd spatial distribution of the biomass but
probably sufficient for the regional scale. Theweynamic changes of the weather condition in
Europe can influence very fast the forest and atitical vegetation and due this also the precision
the biomass models. This basic approach can betasshtrol of the Kyoto protocol and the usage
of the limits of CO2 production.

Advanced approach:
| prefer to use the detailed biomass models bageithe@ advanced approach using the LiDAR and
SAR technology. Also OBIA of VHRS images or digitalrborne cameras can improved this
approach. To cover whole country with ALS dataas realistic now for the meddle and east part of
Europe (but it will take a place). Interesting datarce for monitoring of biomass increment and
forest succession on abandoned agricultural landdcle a Satellite Laser Scanning like ICESat

sensors (full waveform).
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Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree

text, no limit on the length)?

Yes,
It will be very good to have some kind of standafdorest parameters over the whole Europe

stop the political decisions of burning millions @ibic meter of wood to fulfil some rules of CQ2

and

limits. In the practice not only branches but whetlems are burning in the power plants to arriee th
percentage of the renewable recourses of ene@yUBIOM could be the chance to find other

energy sources like using the from agriculturaldoaiion or wood from the areas where the fo
succession start to grow on the abandoned area@h \ahé sometimes burnt over the night to get
subsidies to aforestation !

rest
EU

Pleasereturn thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatwvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOBiV@Brable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielids

Name: Antonina llyinska, Ph.D.

Position: Scientist, The Institute of Botany
Country: Ukraine

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theoryf + | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ + | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreft pd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wetfogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [+ |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [+ [ Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [+ |

Please give us your comments on the two approatdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: it looks good for ministries and committees

Advanced approach: it looks preferable for scientists and for long-terminj projects becausge
requires more time and data invovement

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Jordan Angelovski
Country: Macedonia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy [ X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: It is very good for the indirect assessment ofdbheve ground biomass potentjal
that can be used in Macedonia.

Advanced approach: It is more expensive but more accurate approdcreguires more financial
resources and considering the current financiahsin it will have a limited use.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielgls

Name: Raisa Burda, Sc.D.

Position: Professor, Deputy Director, InstituteBodtechnologies
Country: Ukraine

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory * | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ * | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftpd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform waofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and socigkda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent  |[* |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good  |[* [Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Far | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [* |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: the both approaches looks useful and informative modern

Advanced approach: current usage of remote sensing data and GlSyaeals the advantage

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Jana Jovanovska
Country: Macedonia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent [ X |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: Applicable approach for the indirect assessmerii@hass in our country due fo
the low cost.

Advanced approach: Very expensive.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Excellent effort for the harmonized approach fordpean biomass assessment for energy, with
special emphasis on South-Eastern European andekiveBalkan countries. This was particularly
needed for the Western Balkan countries where auntcy belongs too.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielgls

Name: Ludmyla Kvashuk, Ph.D.

Position: Head of the Department, State Statistimittee
Country: Ukraine

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory + | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ + | Industry/SME Consulting Statistics
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftpd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform waofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and socigkda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-leaggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [+ [Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [+ [ Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Far | | Good | | VeryGood [+ | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: looks good

Advanced approach: good for many scientists

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Mitko Karadelev
Country: Macedonia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent [ X |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: Excellent approach for the assessment of forastagnicultural biomass where we
already have an existing (known) procedures

Advanced approach: Very expensive, it requires carrying out extensg/@ote sensing surveys.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOBiV@Brable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielils

Name: Pavlo Kravets, Ph.D.

Position: Associate professor, National University of Lifedaknvironmental Sciences of
Ukraine, Departmertdf Forestry Management

Country: Ukraine

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | + | Biomass (theory + | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ + | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftpd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and socigkda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-leaggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [+ [ Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good |+ [ Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Far | | Good | | VeryGood [+ | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: ok

Advanced approach: ok

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Both descriptions were very informative for us. @apartment of Forestry Management will use it
for lecturers and possibly for students of the diai University.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Slobodanco Klimoski
Country: Macedonia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: Very good approach for the assessment of foredtamticultural biomass. As
regarding to the forest biomass the use of forestagement plans (including the maps) is essential.
For the industry residues for energy use it has@altion in our country as there is no statistidata
available for this.

Advanced approach: Expensive, but more accurate as it requires cggrgiut extensive remote
sensing surveys.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree

text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOBiV@Brable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielils

Name: Grigoriy Kolomytsev

Position: Lecturer, Taras Shevchenko National Uit of Kyiv
Country: Ukraine

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theoryf + | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ + | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreft pd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wetfogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kcda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [+ |[Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent [+ |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [+ |

Please give us your comments on the two approatdsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: good and useful outcome

Advanced approach: good modern outcome.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Thank you very much for both summaries, which are very helpful at level of Kyiv University
scientists and lecturers (Biological Department).

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Dusko Hristov
Country: Macedonia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ X | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?
| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: Applicable in our country based on existing datd methods.
Advanced approach: As regarding to the remote sensing methods famatihg forest biomass,
finding an optimum combination of accuracy of measients and the cost of the technology is often
a major challenge. Remote sensing cannot be udedtieély for below-ground biomass and
deadwood.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fielgls

Name: Anna Kozlova, Ph.D.

Position: Scientist, Aerospace Research CentdreoEarth (NASU)
Country: Ukraine

Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory * | Remote * | Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ * | Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftpd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform waofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and socigkda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good |* |VeryGood | | Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivewia
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgsbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good  |[* [Excellent | |

Poor Far | | Good | | VeryGood [|* |Excellent

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: good

Advanced approach: good; the usage of RS and GIS is the future fdn bpproaches.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:

http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Angel Nikolaev, Black Sea Regional Energytten
Country: Bulgaria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy | X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform waofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbm user requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good | | Excellent [ X |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach: The approach is very well justified. It is parfady useful when one disposes |of
limited time and budget.

Advanced approach: The approach is very well justified. It producedremely high quality of
results.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Biomass energy is the most important RES. Its pialeassessment, using uniform methodology, is
crucial for implementation of biomass energy uditian projects.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Mariya Minova, Ministry of Energy, EconomigcaT ourism
Country: Bulgaria
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy | X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU X | Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform waofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [X [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgeesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

The basic approach is beneficial and definitelydfideconcerning requirements for reporting under
Directive 2009/28/EO. Currently the some datesrateavailable. So the harmonisation of statistic
methodologies and launch the raising date shoultbbe in very short terns.

Advanced approach:
Useful approach but hard and expensive for impleatim.

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

The Draft of the document consists very useful nmi@tion and reviews — base for formulation| of
appropriate measures in area of biomass statistic

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.or g befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home
To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Tomislav Virkes
Country: Croatia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | X | Biomass (theory X | Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:
Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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CEUBIOM Contract No: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word format: www.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOM Deliverable D4.3 “Repori on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like to request your comments and
suggestions (please tick in the grey fields).

Name: \\ ti Q,t % (l/f_,(_. \%t yANA @M &J
Country: [N /\ \U“L A
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory | Remote
and research) | sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “core” part of national biomass
assessments 1s carried out following a uniform methodology. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and social criteria according to their own requirements, but only
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-level aggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Fair

Very Good | Excellent

Introduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectives and
the approrlateness of the methodology in addressmg the user requirements?
' ' Very Good Excellent

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and the clarity of the processm steps?
|[Poor || = | Good .| Very Good | Excellent

Please give us your comments on the two approaches described in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
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Advanced approach: J
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Do you have any gverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisation efforts (free
text, no limit on the length)?
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Please return this form to coordinator{@ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Peter Sevce
Country: Slovakia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy | X | Biomass (practice) Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME | X | Consulting
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood | | Excellent [ X |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | Very Good [ X | Excellent | |
Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

| Poor | | Fair | | Good | |VeryGood [X |Excellent | |
Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).
Basic approach:

The description of the approach seems to be dedrunfortunately we are not specialists on [the
biomass potential assessment and we cannot givekyied answers.

Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiortseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

From the point of view of a company using the predns of the biomass potential for the RES
generation planning projects it is important to éndnarmonised approach on the EU level for|the
comparison of respective countries. Therefore dea iof the project is excellent. Currently there |ar

not comparable information about the potential fondnvestors it is difficult to allocate the fineial
resources to reflect the highest biomass poteriita. local conditions between EU countries (and
even within them) differ immensely.

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org befor e 25 October 2010. Thank you!
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To participate in the discussions please visitGE&JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com




CEUBIOM Contract\e: 213634

Feedback Form
CEUBIOM approach to a harmonised methodology

To download in word formatvww.ceubiom.org/feedback

You have been provided a short summary of CEUBIOMiV@rable D4.3 Report on harmonised
approach”. Before finalising this Deliverable, we would like request your comments and
suggestionsplease tick in the grey fields

Name: Peter Albert
Country: Slovakia
Your background (you can select more than one):

Energy policy Biomass (practice) | ¥* | Biomass (theory Remote Other
and research) sensing
Government/EU Research/ Industry/SME Consulting | v
academic

Overall Approach. The CEUBIOM Consortium proposes that the “coreftgd national biomass
assessments is carried out following a uniform wdofogy. Users can apply a broad range of
additional ecological, environmental, and soci#kda according to their own requirements, butyonl
this “core” part is used for comparison and EU-lesggregation of data. How would you rate this
overall approach?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | | VeryGood [¥ [|Excellent | |

I ntroduction, Objectives and user requirements. How would you rate the clarity of the objectivesla
the appropriateness of the methodology in addrgdbmuser requirements?

Poor | | Fair | | Good v | VeryGood | | Excellent | |

Workflow examples. How would you rate the level of detail and theityeof the processing steps?

Poor | | Fair | | Good | v |VeryGood | | Excellent | |

Please give us your comments on the two approatgsesibed in this document (free text, no limit on
length).

Basic approach:

Advanced approach:

Do you have anyverall comments on European bioenergy assessment harmonisatiorntseffree
text, no limit on the length)?

Please return thisform to coor dinator @ceubiom.org before 25 October 2010. Thank you!

To participate in the discussions please visitGE®JBIOM Discussion Platform at:
http://ceubiom.acsys.it:8080/web/guest/home

To participate in the e-learning programme pleasie the CEUBIOM e-learning Course at:
http://ceubiom.geonardo.com
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