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Draft Minutes of the internal IEA Bioenergy Task 40 meeting
Thursday and Friday, 28 - 29 January 2016, Utrecht. 

The items have been left on the agenda in the original order of numbering to avoid confusion. Please add your comments and highlight in track changes and send back changes, corrections, additions etc. by 18 March 2016. 

· Members present: The Netherlands: Martin Junginger (chair), Peter-Paul Schouwenberg, Chun Sheng Goh (minutes); Austria: Michael Wild, Fabian Schipfer, Lukas Kranzl; Belgium: Ruben Guisson; Denmark: Wolfgang Stelte, Lone Berg Frederiksen; Finland: Tapio Ranta, Jussi Heinimö, Esa Vakkilainen; Germany: Uwe Fritsche; Sweden: Bo Hektor, Olle Olsson, Lena Bruce, UK: Laura Craggs, Rocio Diaz-Chavez
· Presented through Go2Meeting online: Germany: Daniela Thraen (item 12); US: Patrick Lamers (item 8)
· New attendee: Laura Craggs (Biomass Sustainability Manager at Drax Group), Lone Berg Frederiksen (Head of Section for Biomass Technology, Biomass and biorefinery, project development, resource optimization)
· Apologies were received from: Didier Marchal (Belgium), Michael Deutmeyer (Germany); Luca Benedetti, Alessandro Pellini (Italy)

Table of content

Standard agenda items, finished reports, workshop 

1. Final approval Berlin minutes 
2. Status update on Task 40 membership
3. Review of the torrefaction workshops 
4. Financial overview – budget update  (+vacancy in the Board of the foundation)

Ongoing & studies work

5. Status update on the socio-economic study
6. (Final) status update “Biomass prices as drivers for trade”
7. Update and preliminary results of the cascading study, including possibilities to present/disseminate the outcomes  
8. Status update (final) on the Logistics and bio-based economy project / forthcoming book; and ideas/plans for a new proposal on Logistics for biorefineries 
9. Michael: Status update on the torrefaction project 

Intertask projects for 2016-2018 triennium

10. Martin/all: Discuss strategic inter-task project proposal on sustainability  follow-up from kick-off meeting  on 27th
11. Uwe/all: Discuss strategic inter-task project proposal on success stories 

Other planned work for 2016

12. New proposal on wood pellet study (60 min) –planning & timing of work, who will contribute etc. 

Other work for 2017-2018

13. General planning for the entire triennium – prioritization of the other elements of the work plan

Upcoming meetings, dissemination & miscellaneous 

14. All: Possible meeting locations + workshops in 2016
15. Uwe/Luc/Ruben: Outreach strategies
16. CS: Task 40 website & newsletter
17. Updates of the latest development in each member countries

List of action points (in the order of the minutes)

1. Approval Berlin minutes

The minutes (DOC 01) was presented for approval. 

Decisions: The minutes were approved without any changes.

2. Status update on Task 40 membership

Martin gave the latest updates on the membership:
· Italy decided to stay in Task 40 for the whole triennium.
· UK decided to stay in IEA Bioenergy for 2016, but each task has to look for funding. Drax will pay for the UK participation.
· Norway yet to be confirmed – the position of NTL is opened for application, probably it will be decided in 1-2 months.
· Brazil will not be on board. We will send a present to Arnaldo as a farewell gift.
· Latvia: Martin will continue to follow-up with Didzis Palejs.

Action: Martin/CS will send a present to Arnaldo as a farewell gift on behalf of Task 40. 


3. Review of the torrefaction workshops

Michael: 
· General reaction is very positive. The presenters managed to provoke very lively discussions. 
· The location, Port of Rotterdam, is very nice. We managed to do it at low cost, only charging 100 EUR for T40 and IBTC members, and 150 EUR for the others. The expenses will be lower than the original budget 4,000 EUR (considering also the compensation for UU hours and Esa). 
· Key topics – 
· Technical specifications beyond the ISO standards for wood pellets - for torrefied materials there are more characteristics to be further studied.
· Sustainability concerns – GHG default values are calculated for wood pellets and wood chips but this is not yet available for torrefied materials. Peter-Paul: Torrefied materials (IBTC) may join the discussion between SBP and EN Plus (because household pellets occupied about 2/3 of the market). Michael: We pinpointed the differences in process and sources of torrefied materials (e.g. low quality biomass), therefore a new methodology has to be developed.
· Testing facilities are to be carried out in small-scale.
· Small workshops are preferred by the attendees so that they have more chances to be involved in discussions and get to know new people.

Uwe: Within this triennium, are there significant volumes traded already? Michael: The suppliers are more ready but the demand has gone down.

Martin, Fabian, Esa, Jussi: Have positive impressions on the way how the workshop was conducted. The small group discussions are interesting and fruitful.

Bo: Will there be any publication from this workshop? 
Michael: We will put the presentations from the presenters, as well as the summary of the small group discussions online. We will also work on producing a summary.

Action: UU will disseminate the outcome of the workshop later on the website, in the newsletter, tweets and linkedin.

4. Financial overview – budget update  (+vacancy in the Board of the foundation)

Peter-Paul presented the results of last year and new budget for 2016 (DOC 04).
· Issues: there are still outstanding invoices. Please send e-mails to PP a.s.a.p. about the outstanding amount and send the invoice before 1st April 2016.
· The results have been approved by Kees Kwant. PP will finalise it with the financial controller.

Martin: Have been trying hard to get new members / previous members back to the task, but the outcome is not satisfying. 
Jussi: Since we still have budgets, can we spend more hours on getting members?
Uwe: Biomass is not an immediate topic for many countries. There are opportunities for countries like Japan and Korea, but it takes some times. We should think about branding the task / merchandising tasks.
PP: If countries are interested, they will show up. It is difficult to take people in if they are not interested.
Michael: Instead of reducing member fees, we should use the extra budget to make more dissemination activities in countries like Japan and Korea. These events may trigger interests in these regions.
Uwe: Participating in events e.g. the Chinese event / organizing events in potential countries to get to know people.

Martin: Regarding the traveling cost (UU)
· There will be a trip to US in October, so this will be the expensive part. 
· Only PP will attend the ExCo meeting in Rome. 
· We will not travel to the ExCo meeting in the end of the year in New Zealand, we think it is too time consuming and expensive.

Peter-Paul: Due to Bo’s retirement, we need a new member in the board of T40 foundation.
Uwe volunteered to fill in the vacancy.

Action: ALL: Send e-mails to Peter-Paul a.s.a.p. about the outstanding amount and send the invoice before 1st April 2016.
Decision: Uwe will replace Bo in the board of T40 foundation.


5. Status update on the socio-economic study

Rocio gives the status update (DOC 05). Further activities will be:
· Organise and assess data in indicators
· Work in the US, discussion with Patrick Lamers and Keith Kline
· Links to Biotrade 2020+
· Prepare the report in June 2016.

Martin: Suggest putting priority on improving the US case, improving the methodology and working together with Drax.

Decision: Prepare the full report by June 2016.


6. (Final) status update “Biomass prices as drivers for trade“

Fabian presented the status update (DOC 06).
· It is possible to write a script for automatic updates of bilateral wood pellet trade on the website.
· Laura: UK is not included? Fabian: Focus on pellets for household use only.
· Michael: Make a note that these trade flows do not include trades within the countries.
· Uwe: Be cautious with the conclusion on policies because only one commodity is examined and the market is not homogenous due to differences in regulations between countries.
· Wolfgang: How does EUROSTAT get these data? Fabian: Sometimes data is incomplete, it involves some calculation to harmonise the data. They also include transportation cost. Michael: Traders have to report to authority. Between different countries, the mode of transport may vary. Wolfgang: Need to check the data quality with EUROSTAT.
· CS: Consider delays of the effects of price differences?
· Michael: Consider the prices of wood chips too, they may have effects on pellet trades. Martin: Since transportation cost is difficult to get, try to compare with wood chip price to get another dimension for the study. Jussi: It could be difficult to get the wood chip price. Michael: Look at price variations.
· Esa: Are the price differences just too small to have effects?
· Bo: Countries do not trade, companies do the trade. We need to do interviews to get real information on the actual situations. We should also be aware of re-export, e.g. the case of Swedish export may include pellets from Latvia.
· Martin: The strength of this work is the inputs on the actual situations behind the statistics. 

Decision: Fabian will incorporate the comments and finalise the report before the next meeting in Stockholm.




7. Update and preliminary results of the cascading study, including possibilities to present/disseminate the outcomes 

Olle presented the preliminary findings of the project (DOC 07).
Bo: It is very difficult to have strict rules for cascading because the form of market (types of wood products) changes with market conditions, level of supply and demand. 
Uwe: We can use cascading as indicators instead of flagging out. What exactly we measure at what time scale? There are some basic principles we should discuss.
Lena: It may become redundant to put it at product level. 
Martin: The report has a lot of information but we still need to frame it better. 
· Harmonising the definitions of cascading.
· Allocation of the prime feedstock? 
· As neutral as possible
· Setting the background how this play out (implications to energy use)
· Complexity of international trade should be addressed
Lena: I would rather shy away from the hot EU debate, but focus on market mechanism.
Ruben: The cascading order (for different end markets) may change depending on the priority on socio or environmental conditions. It is too broad and everybody define this in their own ways for their advantage.
Uwe: We should stay away from the end use (substitution) debate.
Lena: We need to understand the underlying drivers of promoting cascading.
Bo: We also need to know what will be the impacts of strict cascading legislations.
Uwe: Cascading is too complex to steer / monitor it – it may bring restrictions to trade.
Ruben: The term ‘cascading’ from the EC is vague, different countries/regions have adopted the word and define differently. Comparing these differences is already quite valuable.
Bo: We should look into the benefits of harmonized rules and regulations.
Uwe: One point is to show that the current knowledge would not allow for a meaningful system for cascading. We should show how complex it is using the historical cases.

Action: ALL: Review the report in the coming 2 weeks and give inputs to the team. Martin will check with Giullio about the latest development in DG Energy.

8. Status update (final) on the logistics and bio-based economy project / forthcoming book; and ideas/plans for a new proposal on Logistics for biorefineries  
Patrick (online) presented the final status of the book (DOC 08).
· We have agreed with Elsevier some pages can be used to distribute around as promoting materials.
· Elsevier may help to promote the book during the ECOBIO conference in March.
Martin: The ExCo has the idea of webinars. It would be good to make a webinar with Task 42, for example at the IWBWeek in Stockholm.

Action: 
· ALL: Very final comments by next Monday (1st Feb 2016). 
· Patrick/Lena/Martin: Discuss possible webinar at the IWB Week conference in Stockholm.

9. Status update on the torrefaction project

Michael presented the latest status of the project.
· Martin has given comments on the draft. There are still some works to do to improve it, such as removing outdated information. CS will help to do the editing and formatting.
· Martin: We may add the latest information and reduce the length. The strength of this report is the overview of the torrefaction sector including the whole supply chain, and lessons learnt in the past years. The second point is thinking away from just for co-firing torrefied materials, but in the future also its application in the other sectors like steel sector, and quantification of how the supply will look like. 
Martin: Pearse Buckley has asked for possibilities of making webinars. This torrefaction report could be a good candidate.
Michael: The cost for the platform is about US$ 1,000. Even if we were not selected by the ExCo (in that case they will pay), we can organize ourselves.
Martin: Using Go2Meeting could be a good option and free.
Lukas: What will we do as follow-up for this torrefaction topic?
Martin: If we want to continue, we have to think from different angles. We can work with Task 32 (Jaap).
Action: Michael will finalise the report – after formatting by CS, it will be sent to members for review and written approval.)
10. Discuss strategic inter-task project proposal on sustainability follow-up from kick-off meeting  on 27th

Martin summarized the discussion on 27th Jan 2016 at RVO.
· About half of the attendees are from T40.
· ExCo has asked for a revised proposal by next Monday, but it is not possible. Aim for revision in two weeks.
· Budget: Lobbying for 180k EUR, this will be roughly equally distributed among the three objective groups. 
· Suggest to organize mini international workshops in about 1 year with people from different background (industry, policy), to get more inputs and materials on these topics.
· The work was divided into a 3x3 matrix (3 objectives vs 3 case studies)
· Different tools have different mechanism to calculate GHG emissions, how can they be harmonized and what are the limitations and fundamental issues. We need to have a level playing field for different biomass and end markets.
· Stakeholder’s perspectives are important but also quite diverse. What are the motivations behind the stakeholders, we should probably focus on the common interest all the stakeholders have.

Daniela (suggested by Uwe), Lena and INL are also interested to join.

Uwe: We should not only focus on Europe and North America. The more challenging issues with sustainability are in the other regions e.g. Africa. We should communicate in the very beginning to expand the goal to a wider region, looking for partners outside the team.

Decision: Martin will further update the proposal for approval. Update: the 


11. Discuss strategic inter-task project proposal on success stories

Uwe: Important to define what is ‘success’.
Ruben: Different people will have different perspectives on ‘success’. Is 0.5 man month is enough to make detailed concepts and criteria for selection?
Uwe: We will make it transparent and back-casting from the original purpose of promoting bioenergy. Those who don’t share the view that bioenergy is necessary don’t fit into our discussion.
Jussi: 
· Forestry has successful stories in bioenergy without subsidies.
· How about including ‘not-so-successful’ stories and draw lessons from these unsuccessful stories
Lena: In Sweden, 95% of the forestry sector has moved to bioenergy, but in Europe the percentage on average is only 40%. This is a prominent case.
Bo: We may look at cases like PKM (palm kernel meal) and PKS (palm kernel shell) used in power plants.

Uwe: This project will stay away from analytical approach, but focus on presenting anecdotal information with the small budget.

Rocio: We did very extensive research on how to develop indicators to evaluate good cases (good practices), but we found that it was quite difficult. 

Bo: Suggest changing the term ‘stories’ (narrative) to ‘cases’.
Rocio: NGOs also use the narrative ways to counter bioenergy. 
Uwe: It may be more difficult to tell a good ‘story’. First we need to work on the difficult part – making the selection criteria. Following this we can further expand our work to make good story-telling. For now we have to be realistic with the budget.
Martin: This should not prevent us from spending more time on this project; we can further work on the cases after this inter-task project.

Uwe: Another thing to figure out is the campaigning. How will the ExCo communication team carry out the dissemination? We should not limit to tweeting and linkedin. 
Lena: AEBIOM could be a good partner.

Martin: We should organise/participate in events with broader scopes, with attendees/audience from a broader background like renewable energy / climate change, are our targets.

Decision: The budget was approved, and Uwe will continue to work on the proposal for ExCo approval. Based on the outcome of this project, Task 40 will consider to do further work on this in 2017/2018.

Martin also presented the intertask project proposal by Task 32 (Jaap) on pretreatment of low grade biomass. We may put in $6,000 with Michael’s participation in this project.
Wolfgang: It is a good idea and will get good audience.
Uwe: What would be the outcome? Martin: There will be a report, but also good opportunities for a workshop in pacific-rim to extend the outreach.

Decision: The budget $ 6,000 to participate in this intertask  project was approved.

12. New proposal on wood pellet study

Daniela has presented the proposal (DOC 12).

Chapter 2: Bo will try to get some information on ‘default values’ like cost of transportation, handling cost.
Chapter 3: (updated list of contributors)
I.	Sweden (Lena Bruce/Olle Olsson) 
II.	Germany (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig) 
III.	Austria (Fabian Schipfer) 
IV.	Denmark (Wolfgang Stelte/Anders Evald) 
V.	Finland (Jussi Heinimö)
VI.	Italy (Luca Benedetti) 
VII.	Belgium (Didier Marchal)
VIII.	France (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig) 
IX.	The Netherlands (Martin Junginger/Thuy Mai-Moulin)
X.	Norway (Erik Tromborg) 
XI.	Russian Federation (Jussi Heinimö/Esa Vakkilainen’s student) 
XII.	Spain (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig)  
XIII.	Portugal (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig)
XIV.	Poland (Esa Vakkilainen’s student?)
XV.	UK (Rocio Diaz-Chavez/Laura Craggs/Thuy Mai-Moulin) 
XVI.	Hungary (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig)
XVII.	Ukraine (Jussi Heinimö/Thuy Mai-Moulin/Esa Vakkilainen’s student)
XVIII.	Baltic States (Jussi Heinimö/Esa Vakkilainen’s student) 
XIX.	Czech Republic (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig/others?)
XX.	Slovakia (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig/others?)
XXI.	Switzerland (Daniela Thrän/Christiane Hennig)
XXII.	Bulgaria (? undecided?)
XXIII.	Romania (? Michael Wild – certain data? )

Chapter 4: Main contributors: Richard Hess, Patrick Lamers (including some other experts e.g. Evelyne Thiffault)
Chapter 5(a): Australia and New Zealand (Martin will try to contact Mark Brown (T43), Annette Cowie (T38) and Michael Jack (ExCo), hope for getting some contacts for information) (Patrick suggested to contact Fabiano?)
Chapter 5(c): Latin America (Check with Javier Escobar (jfaragoescobar@gmail.com) if he would be willing to contribute)
Martin: Check also the proceedings of the CMT conferences/speaker presentations held in Korea 
Chapter 6(b): Bo and Lena: In Sweden, there is a study on technical barriers - to be discussed how the Swedish members can contribute on this.
Chapter 6(c): Olle will forward the commoditization chapter in the bioeconomy book. He could also contribute for this chapter.
Chapter 7: Add a summary on torrefaction – Michael can provide some data when the torrefaction report is ready.
Fabian: We should think about the possibility of presenting data on the website with nice graphs (linking to the idea of lively update of EUROSTAT data).
Action: 
· Martin will contact Mark Brown (T43), Annette Cowie (T38), Michael Jack (ExCo) to get some additional contacts for information. 
· Bo and Lena will check the Swedish study on technical barriers to be used as inputs for chapter 6(b)
· Olle will forward the commoditization chapter in the bioeconomy book to Daniela
· Martin will check with USIPA if they are interested in a presentation in November

Decision: Preliminary results by September / teaser in November – possibly presented at the USIPA conference in Miami 6-8 Nov)


13. General planning for the entire triennium – prioritization of the other elements of the work plan 

Martin presented the overview of the decisions, planning and budget for the triennium as discusse din Berlin in October 2015:

[image: ]
Rocio: UK would participate in the: wood pellet study, sustainability intertask study, (role of actors) study, waste trade study.

Waste trade:
Lena: We may have big changes in waste trade with the circular directive. Should we wait before we see these changes?
Uwe: We should be prepared and create some outreach. It could become a prominent topic next year and it would be good to start earlier.
Rocio: We should consider having joint inter-task efforts with Task 36. UK has a large amount of waste trade, we can work with Pat Howes.
Bo/Lena: Sweden is interested to join all the proposed activities, except the layman’s guide.
Uwe: There are many big forums on waste; we should put waste trade into perspectives in these events.
Martin: We have good knowledge about trade flows of wood pellet, wood chips, liquid biofuels, but there is little information about waste trade.

Outreach:
Uwe: In terms of outreach, we should establish links with organization like UNDTAC. 
Rocio: Has seen strong interest on bioenergy from the African Union (Cliff?). We should keep Africa in the scope for future proposals.

Action: 
· Rocio and Martin will contact T36 (Pat Howes) to make a joint study, and possibly have an intertask meeting at the end of 2017 in UK. Budget will be determined after discussion with T36.
· Bo will ask Olle to prepare the proposal on the ‘role of actors’.
· Uwe and Olle will prepare a proposal in Stockholm on international trade agreement.
· US (Patrick/Richard) will prepare a proposal on logistics for biorefineries for the meeting in Stockholm in May. Martin will ask if there will be overlaps with the pretreatment intertask project. Lena will also contact Patrick about putting the Swedish case (small-scale torrefaction or pyrolysis plants) in the scope.



14. Possible meeting locations + workshops in 2016

Lena: Currently looking for a side event at International Wood Biorefining Conference, with speaker opportunities for: 
· Developing the Global Bioeconomy - Technical, market, and environmental lessons from bioenergy
· Cascading of woody biomass – principles, policies, and trade
3 day pass for the price of 1 day 2000 SEK plus VAT

Decision (the Stockholm meeting):
· 23red May (Monday): Meeting at Sveaskog or Svebio in city center + Study visit Värta Fortum (tbc) followed by task dinner
· 24th May (Tuesday): Morning - Meeting at Sveaskog or Svebio in city center. Afternoon - T40 session (cascading study) in the afternoon
· 25th – 26th May (Wednesday - Thursday): Attendance to International Wood Biorefining

Decision (the US meeting): INL will host the meeting in Miami (along with the USIPA conference) or other locations (opportunities to see the national lab).


15. Outreach strategies

Uwe: Spend some money to make nice flyers to attract people. Peter-Paul: Will allocate a budget of 2,000 EUR. 

Rocio: Suggest making a QR code to link to the website.

Action:
· Martin and Peter-Paul will make a powerpoint to introduce Task 40.
· UU will make high quality flyers with a QR code (budget ~ 2,000 EUR).


16. Task 40 website & newsletter 

CS presented the statistics of the website. In 2015, the average number of unique visitors have maintained at 1,400 per month. In general, US remains the biggest source of visitors, followed by China. Member countries of T40 also remain among the top countries. There were 34 documents downloaded for more than 1,000 times (compared to 17 in 2014). In 2015, the report “Global Wood Pellet Study (2011)” has been downloaded for nearly 5,000 times, still maintaining a high download rate since publication in 2011, but has dropped half compared to 2014 (about 10,000 times). This shows that there is a need to update the report. The most downloaded report is “A Global Overview of Vegetable Oils, With Reference To Biodiesel (2009)” with almost 10,000 downloads and about 42,000 online views. One notable record is the popularity of the report “Biomethane: Status and Factors Affecting Market Development and Trade (2014)”, which reached a download rate of 4,600. In 2015, one Task 40 newsletter was circulated to about 1,400 subscribers. All Task deliverables (e.g., country reports, market studies, etc.) and presentations given at the Task workshops are available for downloading. It can be found on http://bioenergytrade.org.server18.firstfind.nl/webstats/awstats.cgi


17. Updates of the latest development in each member countries

Each member gave some updates in their countries. 




List of action points (in the order of the minutes)
	Item 
	Description
	Who 
	Needs to do what….
	By….

	2
	Status update on Task 40 membership
	UU
	will send a present to Arnaldo as a farewell gift on behalf of Task 40. 
	March 16

	2
	Latvian Membership
	UU
	Will contact Didzis Palejs
	March 16

	3
	Review of the torrefaction workshops
	UU
	will disseminate the outcome of the workshop later on the website, in the newsletter, tweets and linkedin.
	-

	4
	Financial overview – budget update  (+vacancy in the Board of the foundation)
	ALL
	Send e-mails to Peter-Paul a.s.a.p. about the outstanding amount and 
	A.S.A.P.

	
	
	
	send the invoice before 
	1st April 2016.

	6
	(Final) status update “Biomass prices as drivers for trade“
	Vienna UofT
	Fabian will incorporate the comments and finalise the report 
	before the next meeting in Stockholm

	7
	Update and preliminary results of the cascading study, including possibilities to present/disseminate the outcomes 
	ALL

	Review the report in the coming 2 weeks and give inputs to the team. 
	in the coming 2 weeks

	
	
	Martin
	will check with Giulio about the latest development in DG Energy.
	

	8
	Status update (final) on the Logistics and bio-based economy project / forthcoming book; and ideas/plans for a new proposal on Logistics for biorefineries  

	ALL

	Very final comments 

	by Monday (1st Feb 2016).

	
	
	Patrick/Lena/Martin
	Discuss possible webinar at the conference in Stockholm.
	ASAP

	9
	Status update on the torrefaction project

	Michael / CS
	will send the report – after formatting by CS, it will be sent to members for review and written approval.
	Before next meeting

	12
	New proposal on wood pellet study

	Martin
	contact Mark Brown (T43), Annette Cowie (T38), Michael Jack (ExCo) to get some additional contacts for information. 
	Before next meeting 

	
	
	Bo and Lena
	check the Swedish study on technical barriers to be used as inputs for chapter 6(b)
	

	
	
	Olle
	will forward the commoditization chapter in the bioeconomy book to Daniela
	

	13
	General planning for the entire triennium – prioritization of the other elements of the work plan
	Rocio and Martin
	will contact T36 (Pat Howes) to make a joint study, and possibly have an intertask meeting at the end of 2017 in UK. Budget will be determined after discussion with T36.
	Before next meeting

	
	
	Bo / Olle
	Bo will ask Olle to prepare the proposal on the ‘role of actors’.
	Before next meeting 

	
	
	Uwe and Olle
	Uwe and Olle will prepare a proposal in Stockholm on international trade agreement.
	Before next meeting

	
	
	US (Patrick/Richard); Martin; Lena
	US (Patrick/Richard) will prepare a proposal on logistics for biorefineries for the meeting in Stockholm in May. Martin will ask if there will be overlaps with the pretreatment intertask project. Lena will also contact Patrick about putting the Swedish case (small-scale torrefaction or pyrolysis plants) in the scope.
	Before next meeting

	15
	Outreach strategies
	Martin/UU
	Martin will make a powerpoint to introduce Task 40. UU will make high quality flyers with a QR code (budget ~ 2,000 EUR).
	March ‘16
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Deliverables Proposed T40 Budget (US$) 2016 2017

BE NO US AT FI DE (BR) SE DK NL UK IT x (x)

1.1 Wood pellet study  30000 x (x) (x) x x x 4 2 30000

1.2 Study on waste to energy trade 20000(x) (X) 0 2

2.1 Two workshops policy developments solid biomass  10000

2.2. Governance of sust. biomass prod.& trade  35000x x x x :-( x x +6-1 15000

3.1 Role of actors 20000 x 1

3.2 Layman's guide to bioenergy trade 20000 x 1

3.3 Highlight success stories 30000x (x) x (x) 2 2 20000 10000

4.1 Best practices logistics study 15000 x x x (x) 3 1

4.2 Logistics for biorefineries 20000 (x) x x x 3 1 15000 5000

4.3 Update of the long dist, low cost SC study 20000 update in 2017

4.4 Outreach workshop to Asia 5000

Total 225000 80000 15000

Optional

1.3 Two other market studies (Shipping and aviation)  40000
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