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Technical Advisor Comments

e Two reviewers recommended fund, one recommended funding may be considered.

e Applicants will provide a 50% match.

o All 3 reviewers felt that the project would be an excellent resource for ND.

e One reviewer felt that the proposal would have been strengthened by addressing chemical analysis. The
applicants feel the component is important, but due to costs have limited the scope of the project.
Applicants have stated that they will explore the possibility in the future.

e 2 reviewers expressed concern regarding the assumption that NDSU and USDA-ARS will pick up the cost to
keep the lab running after the grant is over. The applicants state that the goal is not to become a financially
self-sustaining analysis, but service unit to the users of ND.

e One reviewer stated that the applicants need to send the samples out to have a third party lab verify and
validate initial results.

e One reviewer wanted documentation of the physical, thermal, and mechanical properties of similar types of
biomass from other parts of the country.

e One reviewer felt “...A clear priority determination procedure needs to be outlined for assigning priority to
samples from farmers, industry, and researchers...”

Technical Advisor Recommendations
Funding may be considered.

While the reasoning behind limiting the scope of project is understood, the Technical Advisor would like the
applicants to coordinate information on chemical analysis options for interested feedstock suppliers.

The applicants state that other funding sources will be sought if the costs of operating the lab become too
demanding. The proposal would be strengthened if the applicants would provide the Council with information
addressing actual costs of maintaining the lab, as well as costs associated with running each test. This would help
ensure that the applying entities are indeed prepared to carry on the lab after the grant funding.

Applicants have mentioned seeking additional funds, or simplifying the number of properties evaluated if the
demand for tests become overwhelming. The proposal would be strengthened with a clear plan delineating testing
sample priority. For example, will feedstock producers be limited in the number of samples they can submit for
testing? The project will be more focused and productive if these issues are addressed beforehand.

One reviewer suggested that documentation of the physical, thermal, and mechanical properties of similar types
of biomass from other parts of the country would be beneficial. If the Council agrees, this could be included in
progress reports when applicable.

If the award is granted, the Technical Advisor suggests the following contingencies:
e The applicants agree to send samples to outside labs to conduct analysis of replicate samples to validate
performance of equipment, procedures, and technicians.
e Applicants provide a plan detailing testing sample priority.



