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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY — VALIDATION OPINION

DNV Climate Change Services AS (DNV) has performaedalidation of the programme of
activity (PoA) “Improved Cookstoves for Haiti” in &iti including generic information
relevant to all component project activities (CP#&s)pe included in this PoA. The validation
was performed on the basis of UNFCCC criteria far €lean Development Mechanism as
well as criteria given to provide for consistentjpct operations, monitoring and reporting.

The review of the PoA design documentation andstitesequent follow-up interviews have
provided DNV with sufficient evidence to determite fulfillment of stated criteria.

The host Party is Haiti. This Party fulfils the fi@ipation criteria and has approved the PoA
and authorized the project participant coordindtirapaging entity (CME) C-Quest Capital
Malaysia Global Stoves Limited (CQC). The DNA frathaiti confirmed that the PoA assists
in achieving sustainable development.

The PoA correctly applies the baseline and momgpmethodology AMS-1I.G, version 06
“Energy efficiency measures in thermal applicatioheaon-renewable biomass”.

CPAs under the PoA will distribute high-efficiencgok stoves to households, schools and
street vendors in Haiti, with the objective to reelithe combustion of non-renewable biomass
for cooking. As a result, the PoA results in retutd of CQ emissions that are real,
measurable and give long-term benefits to the atibg of climate change. It is demonstrated
that the PoA and typical CPAs are not a likely hiasescenario. Emission reductions
attributable to the PoA are hence additional to #Hrat would occur in the absence of the
PoA.

The total emission reductions of all CPAs expettede included to the PoA are estimated to
be on the average 73,326 t¢&(per year.

The monitoring plan provides for the monitoring thie PoA’s emission reductions. The
monitoring arrangements described in the monitoplag are feasible within the PoA design,
and it is DNV’s opinion that the project participgarare able to implement the monitoring
plan.

In summary, it is DNV’s opinion that the PoA “Immed Cookstoves for Haiti” in Haiti, as
described in the PoA-DD, version 7 dated 20 Felrél5, meets all relevant UNFCCC
requirements for the CDM and correctly applies baseline and monitoring methodology
AMS-I11.G, version 06. Hence, DNV requests the regiton of the PoA as a CDM PoA.

Oakland and Oslo, 24 March 2015
f{/[ﬁae/ &Ah‘«— .

Kyle Silon Michael Lehmann
Validator Director of Services and Technologies
DNV Climate Change Services AS
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2 INTRODUCTION

C-Quest Capital LLC has commissioned DNV Climatea@je Services AS (DNV) to

perform a validation of the proposed small-scaleMCProgramme of Activities (PoA)

“Improved Cookstoves for Haiti” in Haiti (hereaftealled “PoA”). This report summarises
the findings of the validation of the PoA includirgeneric information relevant to all
component project activities (CPASs) to be includedhis PoA, performed on the basis of
UNFCCC criteria for CDM PoAs, as well as criterian to provide for consistent project
operations, monitoring and reporting. UNFCCC cid@terefer to Article 12 of the Kyoto

Protocol, the CDM modalities and procedures, thepified modalities and procedures for
small-scale CDM project activities and the subsetiecisions by the CDM Executive
Board.

2.1 Objective

The purpose of a validation is to have an indepentterd party assess the small-scale PoA
design document (PoA-DD) including the descriptioihthe generic component project
activity (CPA) with generic information relevant &l CPAs to be included in this PoA. In
particular, the eligibility criteria for inclusionof CPAs, the programme's baseline
determination, monitoring plan, and the programneesipliance with relevant UNFCCC are
validated in order to confirm that the programmesigie, as documented, is sound and
reasonable and meets the identified criteria. \&silch is a requirement for all CDM PoAs
and is seen as necessary to provide assurancekehetders of the quality of the programme
and its intended generation of certified emisse&xfuctions (CERS).

2.2 Scope

The validation scope is defined as an independadt abjective review of the PoA-DD

including the description of the generic componpniject activity (CPA) with generic

information relevant to all CPAs to be includedtims PoA. The PoA-DD was reviewed
against the criteria stated in Article 12 of theoky Protocol, the CDM modalities and
procedures as agreed in the Marrakech Accordssithglified modalities and procedures for
small-scale CDM project activities, Standard fore tldlemonstration of additionality,

development of eligibility criteria, and applicatiof multiple methodologies for programme
of activities /18/ and the relevant decisions bg tBDM Executive Board, including the
approved baseline and monitoring methodology AM&-[version 06).

The validation of the programme has also considénedcompleted CPA-DD for the CPA

with the title “Distribution of Improved Cookstovésr Haiti — CPA 001” submitted together
with the PoA-DD.

The validation was carried out in accordance wite principles and the requirements for
validation contained in the Validation and Veritiom Standard /15/.

The validation is not meant to provide any consglttowards the project participants.
However, stated requests for clarifications andforective actions may have provided input
for improvement of the PoA design.
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3 METHODOLOGY

The validation consisted of the following three gt

I document review

Il follow-up actions (e.g. on-site visit and telepie or email interviews)

[l the closing out of validation findings and tiesuance of the final validation report and
opinion

The following sections outline each step in moreiile

3.1 Document review
The following tables list the documentation thaswaviewed during the validation.

3.1.1 Documentation provided by the project participants

11/ C-Quest Capital LLCCDM-SSC-PoA-DD for project activity “Improved Cotdges
for Haiti” in Haiti, Version 1 dated 12 March 2013 and version 7 datedebruary
2015

12/ C-Quest Capital LLCCDM-SSC-CPA-DD for CPA titledDistribution of Improved
Cookstoves for Haiti — CPA 001 version 1 dated 12 March 2013and version 6 dhated
February 2015

13/ C-Quest Capital LLCCER Calculations for the "Improved Cookstoves faitHCPA-
001", Version 3, Date 18 December 2013

14/ C-Quest Capital LLC:Multi-Stage Sampling and Simple Random Sampling
Calculations for the "Improved Cookstoves for HaiPA-001, Version 3, Date 2
October 2013

5/ C-Quest Capital Malaysia Global Stoves Limit€dE Self-Declaration17 January
2013

16/ C-Quest Capital Malaysia Global Stoves Limit€f)C Letter on ODA17 January
2013

17/ C-Quest Capital Malaysia Global Stoves Limitédrst CPA Self-Declaration 17
January 2013

18/ C-Quest Capital LLC: Port au Prince marmiteadatl December 2013 (cleaned survey
data from baseline sampling)

19/ C-Quest Capital LLC: Street vendor baselinergp December 2013

/10/  C-Quest Capital LLC: Final SFV clean datas&étDecember 2013

/11/  C-Quest Capital LLC: Haiti schools baselintadat121114 Final, 11 December 2013

/12/  C-Quest Capital LLC: Final household datas&tDecember 2013

/13/  C-Quest Capital LLC: Modality of Communicatjdrb July 2014

3.1.2 Letters of approval

/14/  Ministry of the Environment (DNA offaiti): Letter of approvaldated 17 November
2014.
Translated Version (French To English): Rev.ComD&¢éember 2014
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3.1.3 Methodologies, tools and other guidance by the CDMxecutive Board

/15/  CDM Executive BoardClean Development Mechanism Validation and Vetifoca
Standard version 07.0

/16/ CDM Executive BoardClean Development Mechanism Project Standaedsion 07.0

/17/  CDM Executive BoardClean Development Mechanism Project Cycle Procedure
version 07.0

/18/ CDM Executive BoardStandard for the demonstration of additionalityyvel®pment
of eligibility criteria, and application of multipl methodologies for programme of
activities version 03.0

/19/ CDM Executive BoardStandard for sampling and surveys for CDM projectivaties
and programme of activitiegersion 04.1

[20/  CDM Executive BoardBaseline and monitoring methodology AMSslIversion 06

/21/ CDM Executive BoardGuidelines on the Demonstration of Additionality Srhall-
Scale Project Activities, version 09.0

[22/ CDM Executive BoardAssessment of debundling for SSC project actiyitiession
03.

/23/ CDM Executive Board:Information Note, Default Values of Fraction of Non
Renewable Biomass for Least Developed Countries Small Island Developing
States, (Version 01.0)

[24/ CDM Executive Board:Guidelines for Sampling and surveys for CDM project
activities and programme of activities, version3.

/25/ CDM Executive Boardseneral Guidelines to SSC CDM methodologies, vergio0

3.1.4 Documents used by DNV to validate / cross-check théenformation

provided by the project participants

126/
127/

128/

129/

130/

131/

132/
133/
134/
135/
136/
137/

USAID: USAID Letter on ODA sent 18-Jan-2Q0138 January 2013

Stevenson, Glenn G., The production, distidsuiand consumption of fuelwood in
Haiti, The Journal of Developing Areas, vol 24, NpOctober 1989, pp. 59-76

Nexant Inc, Assessment of Haiti Alternativeokiog Technologies Program, USAID
(contract number EPP-1-03-03-00007-00 Sub Actit4y, November 2010

Institut haitien de statistique et d’'infornggie, population totale, population de 18 ans
et plus menages et densites estimes en 2009, N2&@® (confirmation of baseline
charcoal stove efficiency)

American Military Standard and tables for lesfon by Attributes (MIL-STD-105DE)
Level I, Single Sample for normal inspection

University of Nairobi, Water boiling test rdtsufor EcoZoom Jet 24 cm diameter
charcoal stove, 10 October 2013

Burn Design Lab, Jikokoa 2.0 WBT Results, Ap@i13

ILF, ILF street vendor data, 3 December 2013

Papyrus, Papyrus Street vendor data, 6 Deae2did

HED Consulting, Schools baseline charcoal eonion study, 17 September 2013
ILF, Household survey data, 12 December 2013

Papyrus, Household survey data, 12 Decemids 20
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138/
139/

140/

141/

142/

143/

144/

Papyrus, National baseline study for fuel comgtion — final report, 6 September 2013

featuresavailable at
http://ecozoomstove.com/products/zoom-jassessed June 4, 2014

EcoZoom, Zoom

Je specifications

Jikokoa 2.0

specifications

and

features,

http://www.burnmfg.com/index.php/our-stovessessed July 2014

PoA8480: Distribution of ONIL Stoves — Guatéma

PoA8521: Distribution of ONIL Stoves — Mexico

The Water

Boiling

Test,

http://www.pciaonline.org/files/WBT4.1.2_0_0.pdf
Forest Resources Assessment Report 2010, Food gmcukure Organizatin of the

United Nations

version

4.0,

Le Nouvellieste18/09/2012 and 02/10/2012 (newspaper advertisgmen

3.2 Follow-up actions
On 02 June 2014 to 06 June 2014 DNV visited Haitl performed interviews with PoA
stakeholders.

atbbel at

available at

—

Date / Type of Name / Organization Topic
interview
/45/ | 02 June 2014 » Bureau Des Mines Et De Haitian programs to
] On-site L'Energie reduce charcoal
Face-to-face at office o Ludner Lemarais, consumption
L Telephone Director General EIA/LSC requirements in
LE-malil o Jean Robert Altidor, Haiti
Director of Resources Research on baseline
* C-Quest Capital charcoal stoves
0 Javier Lascurian
/46/ | 02 June 201 « Chemonics Contract with USAID &
O On-site 0 Michelet Fonatine, nature of relationship witl
Face-to-face at office Chief of Party of USAID’s | CME
L] Telephone Improved Cooking Status of DNA
LIE-mail Technology program in
Haiti
* C-Quest Capital
o Javier Lascurian
147/ | 03 June 2014 » Papyrus S.A. Overview of Papyrus
] On-site o Alice Currelly survey
X Face-to-face at office|  Nkunzimana, President QA/QC procedures
L1 Telephone
UE-mail
/48/ | 03 June 201 * Ministry of Environment Review of LoA
O On-site o Dorine Jean Paul, requirements, including
Face-to-face at office Directrice Nationale Projet| required environmental
g Teleplhone Changement Climatique and social impacts
E-mai
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assessment.
* Review of host country
regulations.
149/ | 04 June 201 - 05 « HH Visit + Baseline stove type
June 2014 o Petition-ville « Baseline charcoal
On-site consumption
1 Face-to-face at office
[ Telephone
LIE-mail
/50/ | 05 June 2014 - 05 |« School Visits » Baseline stove type
J On-site o0 Kenscoff » Baseline charcoal
L1 Face-to-face at office consumption
gETe'ePlhO”e « Number of students/meals
-mal per day
/51/ | 05 June 2014 - 05 |« Street Vendor Visits » Baseline stove type
J On-site o Kenscoff » Baseline charcoal
LI Face-to-face at office consumption
gETe'ePlhO”e « Number of students/meals
-mal per day

As required by the “Standard for sampling and sysvéor CDM project activities and
programme of activities” /19/, DNV conducted aceeye sampling to validate the results of
the CMEs baseline surveys. Three baseline surveyre wonducted, one for each target
group, to collect data on baseline charcoal consiemp The sample size for each target
group, and DNVs corresponding validation sample szs follows:

Target Group Baseline Sample Size Validation SarSpe
Household 548 80
Schools 46 20
Street Vendors 177 20

Validation sample sizes were based on sampling agaiel from the American Military
Standard and Table for Inspection by Attributesdldl; Single Sample for normal inspection
/30/. DNV randomly selected surveys from the basesample, and the results of these
surveys were checked against the data input itd#seline analysis. DNV can confirm that
all data was accurately transcribed. DNV furthemducted visits to a subset of the validation
sample, to confirm the accuracy of the recordedesuresults. Areas that were safe and
logistically feasible to travel to were selecteddamly from the verification samples, and
DNV spent 2 days visiting survey respondents witéch target group. During these two
days, DNV was able to visit 10 households, 4 schaald 3 street vendors. DNV can confirm
that the HH responses matched the recorded respbose the PPs baseline survey.

As described in sections 4.14 and 4.15, DNV corditnthat the baseline results met the
required 90/10 confidence/precision.

Page 6




DET NORSKE VERITAS i g
Report No: 2013-9245, rev. 01

N[

o]
€

POA VALIDATION REPORT )|

3.3 Closing out of validation findings

The objective of this phase of the validation wasrésolve any issues which needed be
clarified prior to DNV’'s conclusion on the PoA’s ropliance with applicable CDM
requirements. In order to ensure transparency idatadn protocol was customised for the
PoA. The protocol shows in a transparent mannerctiteria (requirements), means of
verification and the results from validating theendified criteria. The validation protocol
serves the following purposes:

» It organises, details and clarifies the requirem@nPoA is expected to meet;
» It ensures a transparent validation process wheeevalidator will document how a
particular requirement has been validated andekeltrof the validation.

The validation protocol consists of four tables.eTtifferent columns in these tables are
described in the figure below. The completed vaiata protocol for the PoA “Improved
Cookstoves for Haiti” in Haiti is enclosed in Apmix A to this report.

Table 2 of the validation protocol documents thadifigs of the desk review of the PoA
design documentation and follow-up interviews WRbA stakeholders. Any findings raised
in Table 2 are listed in Table 3 of the protocald achanges to the description of the PoA
design as a result of these findings are addrass€dble 3. Table 2 thus may not reflect all
aspects of the PoA as described in the final PoAsDbmitted for registration.

A corrective action request (CAR) is raised if afiehe following occurs:

(a) The project participants have made mistakes thidiinfluence the ability of the PoA
to achieve real, measurable additional emissionatéohs;

(b) Applicable CDM requirements have not been met;
(c) There is a risk that emission reductions cannahbsitored or calculated.

A clarification request (CL) is raised if informati is insufficient or not clear enough to
determine whether the applicable CDM requiremeatgeibeen met.

A forward action request (FAR) is raised duringidalion to highlight issues related to PoA
implementation that require review during the fiverification of CPAs of the PoA. FARs
shall not relate to the CDM requirements for regtsdn.

The validation identified 14 CARs, 18 CLs and 0 FFARThe CARs and CLs were
satisfactorily addressed by the project participaoy among other revising the PoA-DD
(please refer to Table 3 in Appendix A for furtligtails). Changes made to the PoA-DD that
were not a result of the validation findings inautie following:

- the Netherlands was deleted as a Party involvéloeifPoA

- the PoA-DD was updated to the latest CDM-SSC-PoAfdim.
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Validation Protocol Table 1: Mandatory Requirements for CDM programme of activities (PoA)

Requirement Reference

Conclusion

The

PoA must meet. or

requirements theGives reference to the legislatig
agreement

where th

nThis

requirement is found.

is either acceptable based on evide
eprovided QOK) or a corrective action request
(CAR) if a requirement is not met.

nce

Validation Protocol Table 2: Requirement Checklist

Checklist question | Reference Means of | Assessment | Draft and/or Final Conclusion
verification (MoV) by DNV
The various Gives Means of verification| The OK is used if the information and
requirements in reference to | (MoV) aredocument | discussion | evidence provided is adequate to
Table 1 are linked | documents | review (DR), on how the | demonstrate compliance with CDM
to checklist where the interview (I) or any | conclusion | requirements. Aarective action
guestions the PoA | answer to other follow-up is arrived at | reguest (CAR) is raised when
should meet. The | the checklist| actions (e.g., on site | and the project participants have made
checklist is question or | visit and telephone or conclusion | mistakes, the CDM requirements
organised in item is email interviews) and on the have not been met or there is a rish
different sections, | found. cross-checking (CC) | compliance | that emission reductions cannot be
following the logic with available with the monitored or calculated. A
of the PoA-DD information relating | checklist clarification request (CL) is raised
to projects or guestion so | if information is insufficient or not
technologies similar | far. clear enough to determine whether

to the proposed CDM
PoA under
validation.

the applicable CDM requirements
have been met. forward action
request (FAR) during validation is
raised to highlight issues related to
PoA implementation that require
review during the first verification o
the POA.

Validation Protocol Table 3: Resolution of Corrective Action and Clarification Requests

Corrective action and/
or clarification
requests

Ref. to checklist question
in table 2

Response by project
participants

Validation conclusion

TheCARs and/ orCLs
raised in Table 2 are
repeated here

Reference to the checklis
guestion number in Table
2 where the CAR or CL is|
explained.

The responses given by

the project participants
to address the CARs
and/or CLs.

The validation team’s
assessment and final
conclusions of the CARs
and/or CLs.

Validation Protocol Table 4: Forward Action Requests

Forward action request

Ref. to checklist question
in table 2

Response by project participants

The FARSs raised in
Table 2 are repeated
here

Reference to the checklis
question number in Table
2 where the FAR is

explained.

Response by project participants on how forwardoact

request will be addressed prior to first verificati

Figure 1: Validation protocol tables
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3.4 Internal quality control

The validation report underwent a technical reviperformed by a technical reviewer
qualified in accordance with DNV’s qualification reme for CDM validation and
verification.

3.5 Validation team

Type of involvement
[72] 4 5]
= 5 =
2 Sl z| ¢
o} 5|2 8
AN
>l =| 22| 8|8
12| €| 2|2«
~x|>|oc| ol £ o
8 21838 «
Role Last Name |FirstName |Country | Q| ® @ &+ |+
Team leader Silon Kyle USA ViV v Vv v
(Validator)
Assessor under | Weldy Robin USA vV v Y
Training
Technical Namboodir | Krishnar India v v
reviewer

The qualification of each individual validation teanember is detailed in Appendix C to this
report.
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4 VALIDATION FINDINGS

The findings of the validation are stated in thdofeing sections. The validation criteria
(requirements), the means of verification and #sults from validating the identified criteria
are documented in more detail in the validatiortqgmol in Appendix A.

The final validation findings relate to the PoA mesas documented and described in the
PoA-DD, version 7 dated 20 February 2015.

4.1 Comments by Parties, stakeholders and NGOs

The PoA-DD, version 1 dated 12 March 2013, was maddicly available on the CDM
website and Parties, stakeholders and NGOs wermghrthe CDM website invited to
provide comments during a 30 days period from 19ck2013 to 17 April 2013.

http://cdm.unfccc.int/ProgrammeOfActivities/Validat/DB/225PPVQSD435LNLP5S15HR
OV4LN1EQ/view.html

No comments were received.

4.2 Approval, authorization and contribution to sustainable development

The project participant and coordinating/managimgite (CME) of the PoA is C-Quest
Capital Malaysia Global Stoves Limited (CQC), whishthe entity that communicates with
the Board.

A letter of approval (LoA) /14/ was issued by th&l® of Haiti on 17 November 2014 ,
authorizing C-Quest Capital Malaysia Global Stolesited (CQC)as project participant and
CME and confirming that the PoA assists in achigwnostainable development.

The letter of approval was received from the projearticipant. DNV does not doubt the
authenticity of the letter of approval. DNV congislethe letter is in accordance with
paragraphs 39-53 of the VVS /15/.

4.3 Modalities of communications

DNV has performed due diligence on the Modaliti€sCommunications (MoC) statement
/13/ submitted by the project participants in ademice with applicable requirements in the
VVS as documented in section A.4 of Table 2 inwhkdation protocol in Appendix A to this
report. DNV was able to confirm the information tained in the MoC and that the MoC
complies with all relevant forms and requirements.

4.4 PoA design and description of each generic CPA

DNV considers the PoA description of the PoA camdiin the PoA-DD to be complete and
accurate. The PoA-DD complies with the relevantm®rand guidance for completing the
CDM-SSC-PoA-DD.

The boundary of the PoA is the country of Hait elstablishing this boundary, the CME has
taken into account all applicable national and/ectsral policies and regulations, as
confirmed during in-person interviews /45//48/.

The objective of the PoA is to reduce non-renewdhtamass consumption through the
distribution of high-efficiency cook stoves /1/. h& PoA establishes standards that
technologies distributed within each CPA must n{astdescribed in section 4.7), but allows
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each CPA to select the individual technology (&)t are most appropriate for the CPA
region. The first CPA will distribute EcoZoom Jahd Jikokoa 2.0 high-efficiency cook
stoves /2/.

CPAs may be implemented directly by the CME oraflaboration with local partners (CPA
Implementers). The CME will train the CPA Implentens on monitoring requirements and
oversee monitoring to ensure that all requiremargsmet. CPA Implementers are responsible
for the stove distribution, on-going maintenanced aconducted monitoring activities.
Carbon finance will be used to facilitate the pasdy, installation, distribution and marketing
of stoves, and make the ICS more affordable tosuser

Validation activities commenced on 19 March 2013hwhe publication of CDM-PoA-DD
for the global stakeholder consultation. Thereftine start date of the PoA is 19 March 2013
/1/, as it was prior to the first real action undee PoA (the first real action being the
distribution of technologies under the first CPA)he start date of the first CPA is 31 March
2015, which corresponds to the expected first dathstribution, and falls after the start date
of the PoA /1//2/ and the commencement of validatibthe PoA. The length of the PoA is
28 years, which is in accordance with the CDM Rrbfgtandard /1/. The start date of the
crediting period for the PoA and first CPA will bee date of first ICS distribution, or the date
of registration of the PoA, whichever is later 21// The project start date for subsequent
CPAs will be the first date of distribution undéetCPA, which will not be earlier than the
registration of the PoA /1/. The start date of sagquent CPAs shall be the first date of
product distribution under the CPA in the case oftable stoves, or the first date of
installation for non-portable stoves /1/, while ttrediting period start date shall be the latter
of the date of distribution/installation, or thet&laf inclusion in the PoA /1/, which is in
accordance with the CDM Project Standard /16/. @&beuracy and completeness of the
project description was verified during the sitsitvi

As a small-scale PoA, each CPA must respect thdl-soade threshold defined in the CDM
Project Standard /16/. High-efficiency cook stowpmlify as type (ii): energy efficiency
project activities with maximum annual thermal eyesavings of 180 GWh. As stated
above, the PoOA creates a framework for the teclymegodistributed within each CPA, but
does not specify the exact make/model to be digegth The inclusion criteria require that
the technologies distributed under each CPA mest tbspective small-scale size limit /1/.

According to the calculations and parameter vatae®wed in section 4.14, the EcoZoom Jet
stove is expected to save 1.8462 tonnes of NRBallyv3/. Assuming a net calorific value

(NCV) of 0.015 TJ/tonne (the IPCC default for bimspand a conversion factor of 0.278
TJ/GWh, each cook stove will save 0.012 Gydmnually. Similarly, each Jikokoa 2.0 stove
is expected to save 2.08 tonnes of NRB annuallyDD852 GWHk, annually. These values

will be adjusted annually based on on-going momitpto ensure continued compliance with
the SSC threshold. DNV thus confirms that the fiBA meets the small-scale requirements.

According to CDM guidance /22/, an SSC project \digtiis exempt from performing a
debundling check:

“if each of the independent subsystems/measuresuded in one or more CDM

project activities is no greater than 1% of the #nsaale thresholds defined by the
applied methodology and the subsystems/measuremdicated in the PDDs to be

each implemented at or in multiple locations (engtalled at or in multiple homes),
then these CDM project activities are exempted feoaebundling check and is not
considered a component of a large scale activity.”
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As described above, the PoA creates a frameworthétechnologies distributed within each
CPA, but does not specify the exact make/modeledlistributed. The inclusion criteria
require that the technologies distributed undehe@®A are no greater than 1% of the
appropriate small-scale threshold /1/.

DNV can confirm that the first CPA meets the abaldinition. As described above, the
maximum energy savings from either stove distriduiader the first CPA is expected to be
0.01352 GWH, annually. As this value is less than 1% of the Ibswale threshold, no
debundling check is required /1//2/.

4.5 Demonstration of additionality for POA

The PoA is confirmed to be a voluntary activity. itHaloes have programs encouraging
adoption of improved cookstoves and reductionsharcoal consumption; however, there are
no regulations mandating their use. This was cowd during in-person interviews with an

advisor to the Haitian DNA /48/ and the Bureau oh#4 /45/ during the site visit.

As required by the “Standard for the demonstratafnadditionality, development of
eligibility criteria and application of multiple rfeodologies for programmes of activities”
/18/, additionality of the PoA is demonstrated Isyablishing that in the absence of CDM,
none of the implemented CPAs would occur. As dised below, inclusion criteria require
each CPA to demonstrate additionality using theiti&lines for demonstrating additionality
of small-scale project activities”/21/. Complianadth these guidelines demonstrates that
they are not likely to occur in the absence of CRNK therefore, DNV confirms that the POA
is additional.

4.6 Demonstration of additionality of each generic CPA

Small-scale CPAs shall demonstrate additionality dbyarrier analysis, according to the
provisions of the Guidelines on the DemonstratibrAdditionality of Small Scale Project
Activities /21/.” In accordance with paragraph @ 6f this guideline, documentation of
barriers is not required for the positive list e€Ehnologies and project activity types that are
defined as automatically additional for projectesizip to and including the small-scale CDM
thresholds. The positive list is comprised of liraéa; project activities solely composed of
isolated units where the users of the technologgsuee are households or communities or
Small and Medium Enterprises and where the sizeach unit is no larger than 5% of the
small-scale CDM thresholds /21/. The first CPA liggnonstrated these three criteria as
follows:

1. Isolated units are distributed

(@) As demonstrated by the product specifications 489// the technology
distributed under this project consists of isolaieds.

2. Users of the technology are households or comnasniti SMEs
€) As stated in the CPA-DD/2/, the target populatisnHHs located within
regions of Haiti that have populations greater th@/900. DNV reviewed the
product specifications, which demonstrate thattédohnologies are meant for
HH use /39//40/.
3. The size of each unit is no larger than 5% of thalsscale CDM threshold
(@ As demonstrated in section 4.4, each individuat g&S) distributed under
the CPA is less than 5% of the appropriate smalles€DM threshold.
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As the first CPA meets these three criteria, DN\ @nfirm that it is automatically
additional and not required to provide further doemtation of barriers.

4.6.1 Identification of alternatives to each generic CPAs

In accordance with paragraph 2 (c) of this guidglmhocumentation of barriers is not required
for the positive list of technologies and projectivty types that are defined as automatically
additional for project sizes up to and including $mall-scale CDM thresholds. Therefore,
identification of alternatives is not required.

4.6.2 Investment Analysis

In accordance with paragraph 2 (c) of this guidglmhocumentation of barriers is not required
for the positive list of technologies and projectivty types that are defined as automatically
additional for project sizes up to and including gmall-scale CDM thresholds. Therefore,
an investment analysis is not required.

4.6.3 Barrier analysis

In accordance with paragraph 2 (c) of this guidglmhocumentation of barriers is not required
for the positive list of technologies and projectivty types that are defined as automatically
additional for project sizes up to and including #mall-scale CDM thresholds. Therefore, a
barrier analysis is not required.

4.6.4 Common practice analysis

In accordance with paragraph 2 (c) of this guidglmhocumentation of barriers is not required
for the positive list of technologies and projectivty types that are defined as automatically
additional for project sizes up to and including #mall-scale CDM thresholds. Therefore, a
common practice analysis is not required.

4.6.5 Additionality - Conclusion

The demonstration of additionality of typical CPthsbe included to the PoA is in accordance
with section A of the PoA Standard /18/, and itle&snonstrated that in the absence of CDM,
none of the CPAs are likely to occur.

The following eligibility criteria ensure that a @Pmeets the conditions that ensure that
CPAs meet the requirements pertaining to the detraiim of additionality as described
above (refer to sectich7 for the complete list of eligibility criteria).

* Isolated units are distributed
0 This is demonstrated by inclusion criterion #12.

» Users of the technology are households or comnasniti SMEs
0 This is required by inclusion criterion #3.

* The size of each unit is no larger than 5% of thalsscale CDM threshold
o This is required by inclusion criterion #15.
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4.7 Eligibility criteria for including CPAs to the PoA

The eligibility criteria for including CPAs are sccordance with section B of the “Standard
for demonstration of additionality, development elfgibility criteria, and application of
multiple methodologies for programme of activitié$8/.

PoA Standard DNV Assessment

Criteria
A - Geography Inclusion criteria #2 requires each CPA to be ledatithin the
boundary geographical boundary of the Republic of Haiti /1/.
- This will be demonstrated through a declaratiothin
CPA-DD.
B- Conditions that Criterion #6 requires each CPA to have a dataliegeuniquely

avoid double-counting | identifies end-users. In addition, each stove balluniquely
identified with a serial number.

- The project database will include customer nametaz
details (if available), stove model, location (ask#/geo-
coordinates), date of purchase, retailer/distrihserial
number and be available to the DOE upon each watifin.

Criterion#7 requires each CPA to not involve houdds) street-
vendors or schools already using an ICS which isdemtified
with a CPA in this PoA - including units involved any other
CPA or CDM or other voluntary scheme (such as Ga&hdard,
VCS, VER+) project involving the distribution orstallation of
ICS, and units which have purchased or receivel€&mon a
commercial or non-commercial basis (eg. NGO diated or
government distributed stoves)

- A self-declaration by the CME or CPA ImplementeH wi
confirm that the CPA is not part of another POAC@M
project activity /6/.

- New customers will confirm on the registration ctrdt
they do not own an ICS from another program.

Criterion #8 requires the CME to confirm at thediof inclusion
that no other CPA using the same name was fou®Dix, Gold
Standard and other voluntary schemes.

- This confirmation will be provided in a self-de@d#pbn

letter /7/.

C - Specification of Criterion #12 requires that each ICS installedfitisted under th
technology/measure | CPA are single pot or multi pot portable or in-githok stoves
with specified thermal efficiency of at least 20%.

- This will be demonstrated through ICS tests cedifoy a
national standards body or an appropriate cergfgigency
recognized by it (using the WBT outlined in AMS )IG
Alternatively manufacturers’ specifications mayused,
and if required by local regulations, certified dyational
standards body or an appropriate certifying agency
recognized by it;”

D — Conditions to According to criterion #10, thars date of a CPA will be on or
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check the start date of
the CPA

after the start date of the PoA (19/3/2013), ardkigrmined by
the date of first installation of a stove or théedaf sale of the firs
stove in each CPA.

The start date will be confirmed by the Registmaiard,
SMS or ITC entries. .

t

E — Conditions that
ensure compliance witl
methodology
applicability conditions

Criterion #5 requires CPAs to comply with the apahility
nconditions of AMS-II.G (version 06) /20/
ICS tests will be provided demonstrating efficiemeyabove
20%.
Reference to literature to demonstrate that NRBoeas
used since 31 December 1989

F — Conditions tha
ensure the CPA meets
the requirements
pertaining to the
demonstration of
additionality specified

Criterion#15 ensure that thetechnologies distributed under t
CPA do not exceed 5% of the SSC threshold (asydagce of
EB68 Annex 27)

This is demonstrated through supporting calculation
indicates that devises will not exceed 5% of th€ SS
threshold

G — Conditions related
to LSC and EIA

PoA-specific requirements stipulated by the CMHates to
undertaking local stakeholder consultations andrenmental
impact analysis (EIA) are not applicable as eligiyocriteria
because both stakeholder consultation and ElAaréed out at
POA level.

H - If official
development assistang
(ODA) is provided, it is
not contingent on
transfer of carbon
credits to the donor
country providing ODA
support.

Criterion #11 requires each CFo affirm that no funding for it
emplementation is coming from Annex | parties, fat does, that
this is not a diversion of Official Development Agance
This will be demonstrated through a signed dedlamatby
the CME and donor (if applicable) indicating thdfical
Development Assistance is not used or that finantan
the CPA does not result in diversion of Official
Development Assistance.

| — Target group

Criterion #3 requires each CPfatget one specific fuel type
(charcoal or wood) and one specific sector (residenouseholds
or food street vendors, or schools). A CPA shallinclude more
than one fuel type, and more than one sector.

Similarly, criterion #1 requires -Promote and instdl/ distribute ICS
in/to residential households, or schools or streébod-vendors in
Haiti that use wood fuel or charcoal in three-stog fire stoves or
traditional pot supports.

J — Conditions related
to sampling
requirements

Criterion #17 requires CPAs to adhere to all rezaents related
to sampling for a PoA in accordance with the appdostandard
(EB 74 Annex 6, or later version), as outlinedecton B.7.2 of
Part Il of the POA-DD

K — Conditions to
ensure that CPAs mee
the small-scale

Criterion #4 requires CPAs to have a maximum ensgyng of
1180 GWh/ year throughout each year of the CPA's crediting
period to conform to the SSC threshold for typprdjects.
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threshold - This will be demonstrated through supporting caltiahs

estimating the maximum number of devices that @an b
included in a CPA.

L — Debundling check
requirements

Criterion #15 requires each CPA to ensure thaktsthe criteria

for not being a de-bundled component of a largejegt activity -

-the debundling rule does not apply if the stovéherindependen

subsystem, does not exceed 1% of the 180 \&hthe small-

scale (SSC) threshold

- This is demonstrated through supporting calculation

indicates that devises will not exceed 1% of th€ SS
threshold.

|

t

Additional criterion not
specifically required

According to criterion #9, CPAs must be approvedhs/CME
prior to its incorporation into the SSC-PoA. Thidl be
confirmed by a letter from the CME.

According to criterion #13, CPAs must use basadiiata from one
of the baseline surveys as outlined in Appendix the PoA-DD.
These baselines include: a) a charcoal baselineoiaseholds
located in towns or cities with populations abo@e0DO0; b) a
charcoal baseline for Port-au-Prince schools; drutharcoal
baselines for Port-au-Prince street vendors. Adtiaraly, for
those target segments where baseline studies tisvaitable,
woody biomass savings {Buwings) can be calculated ex-post usi
monitoring parameter Bew survey,following methodology AMS-
[I.G version 6 paragraph 17, or using the defeaadtdr outlined in
paragraph 19c. This will be confirmed in the CPR-D

According to criterion #14, CPA implementers mugter use the
national average non-renewable biomass (NRB) tracs
outlined in EB 67 Annex 22, or develop their ownBIBurvey in
accordance with AMS 1l G version 06. An NRB surgmne on a
regional level must limit the geographic scopehef CPA to the
particular region relevant to that NRB analysis.

According to criterion #16, CPAs must include a tredsm that
transfers the ownership rights of CERs from the USé&r to the
CME (or any affiliate it so designates), the precisechanism to
be established on a CPA basis. For example, esRatyon Card,
SMS, ICT or other means which is signed or recelwethe end-
user upon purchase or distribution of the stovackvbhall state
that the end-user transfers ownership of the caalseets to the
CME for the life of the stove.

According to criterion #18, CPAs must involve thempotion and
distribution of ICS through direct distribution/tafiation,

delivery, community distribution events, or distrilon through
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commercial/retail outlets. This will be confirmadthe CPA-DD.

4.8 Application of methodologies
CPAs implemented under the PoOA will use the apmovwaseline and monitoring
methodology AMS-IL.G, “Energy efficiency measures in thermal appima of non-
renewable biomass”, version 06 /20/.
The applied methodology has one applicability ctadj requiring the aggregate energy
savings of a single project activity to be lessnti®80 GWh thermal per year in fuel input.
This is demonstrated at the CPA level, as requingdriterion # 4 (discussed in inclusion
section 4.7 above). In addition, the scope ofie¢hodology includes:

- Efficiency improvements in thermal applicationsnoinrenewable biomass, such as

energy efficiency improvements in existing biomfaesd cook stoves.

» Compliance with this requirement will be demonstdaat the CPA level, as
required by criterion#12 (discussed above in secti@).

- Project regions where it can be demonstrated tiatrenewable biomass has been
used since 31 December 1989.

* According to the FAO, average annual deforestatetes for the period
between 1990 and 2010 range between 0.62% to 0/43f6During this
period (1990-2010) forest carbon stocks declined29% /43/.

4.9 Management system of the POA

The management system of the proposed PoA is iord&ace with the “Standard for
demonstration of additionality, development of ilility criteria, and application of multiple
methodologies for programme of activities” /18/.cAading to this standard, the CME must
develop and implement a management system thaideslthe following:

* A clear definition of roles and responsibilitiesprsonnel involved in the process of
CPA inclusions

0 The PoA-DD specifies that the CME shall be respduasifor the
review/approval of new CPA inclusions. CQC hassssfully implemented 5
CPAs under a registered CDM PoA /52/. DNV doesdmibt the ability of the
CME to manage this PoA.

0 The CPA Implementer is responsible for:
- Monitoring activities of the CPA,
- Defining and establishing distribution channels

- Coordinate and manage the market promotion negefsasuccessful
distribution;

- Coordinate and manage the implementation of theitorarg plan;

- Manage the process of stove selection, stove tgstiousehold
baseline and stove use surveys in the field orgdesigreed with CME
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- Develop and undertake stove distribution, instaltatand after sales
service systems

- Develop and maintain a stove tracking and monitpand reporting
system with a high level of data integrity;

- Maintain an accurate database of stove locationvéwification and
issuance of carbon credits under a design agretadGMIE;

- Keeping all records necessary to verify sold staviéisin CPAs ;

- Implement and oversee day-to-day operation of tmegm@mme,
including ensuring users of the stoves are awatewf they should be
used;

- Tracking stoves to end users and verifying use;

- Facilitate the field work of commissioned DOEs foclusion and
verification services

- Supervise and provide training to local personpeldfaseline studies,
monitoring and stoves distribution:

» Organize training sessions
» Distribute training materials

» Records of arrangements for training and capaetwekbpment for personnel

(0]

The CME will provide guidance to CPA Implementersimplementation of
the baseline survey and monitoring plan, and wiivile training to all staff
involved in monitoring. The baseline survey andnitaring surveys will be
conducted by the CPA implementer or a survey implaer. A pilot survey
will be conducted; following the pilot, additionalraining needs and
modifications to the survey design will be idermdi

The CPA Implementer shall provide evidence to tihECof their ability to

train technicians/filed staff on ICS assembly, nfaoture, installation and
distribution.

* Procedures for technical review of inclusion of GPA

(0]

(0]

The CME will review each CPA document to ensuresdancy with PoA
requirements.

The CME will review the ICS models and associatedutinentation to ensure
that testing was done according to establishedpotd, and that ICS selected
by the CPA Implementer are in line with PoA requients.

The CME will review the database/registration pohaes to ensure proper
recording of all data.

The CME will review all CPA Implementer monitoriqgocedures to ensure
they conform with the PoA and applicable standards]uding survey
procedures, visual inspections, and WBTs (efficyeat stove) to check that
ICS are still in operation and at what efficiendyPA Implementer will
provide the CME a set of documents (e.g. manuads$ailchg the training
procedures for users and CPA Implementer sta#r afiles maintenance, etc,
which will be reviewed and approved by the CME piio CPA inclusion.
These documents will be available to the DOE ag tohinclusion.
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0 During CPA implementation, the CME will visit ea€lPA region as necessary
to ensure that PoA procedures are being followed.
* A procedure to avoid double counting of CPAs

0 A unique serial number will be attached to each d#&&ibuted under the PoA.
No individual serial number can be in more than @#A, so it will not be
possible for one stove to be counted in two difiel€PAs. In addition, each
CPA will be cross-checked with other CPAs in thisARand with CPAs in any
other PoA or in a ICS CDM project activity operagim the country using the
websites of the UNFCCC, the Gold Standard, andratikevant voluntary
carbon schemes to ensure that the CPA is not iadlidany other PoA, CDM
project activity or voluntary carbon project actyvi

» Records and documentation control process for E&h

o CPA Implementers are responsible for gathering rmédion necessary to
identify recipients of technologies under the PoAnformation will be
recorded on Registration Cards, including:

- Name of ICS user or head of the unit
- Address of ICS user or unit

- Phone number of ICS user or unit

- GPS location of unit

- Stove model

- Date of installation/distribution

- ICS serial number

- Retailer/distributer information

o The information collected by the CPA Implementell Wwe transferred to an
electronic database that will be shared with theECMEach CPA will have its
own database.

o If a replacement technology is being issued, a registration is not required.
The replacement stove will be recorded in the prtoflatabase in such a way
that it is clear that the replaced stove ceasés tacluded in the CPA; and the
replacement stove is associated with the custondetails as a new ICS, and
is included in the CPA as a new ICS with a newasenimber.

o The CME will maintain copies of the CPA databasel d&ack-up records
necessary to verify stove sales.

» Measures for continuous improvement of the PoA rganmeent system

o The CME will undertake an annual review of the allePoA management
system, including identifying any problems with\&alistribution/installation,
stove use once in the homes, monitoring continuedesuse and overall
database maintenance /1/.

* Any other relevant elements

o DNV can confirm that the management system destrdi®ve includes all
elements and provides comprehensive guidelinegderation of the PoA.
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4.10 Environmental impacts

Haiti does not require an Environmental Impact Asssent (EIA) be conducted for
cookstove projects. This was confirmed throughtmge with the Bureau of Mines /45/ and
the UN advisor to the DNA /48/. The Haitian DNAedorequire a discussion of social and
environmental impacts in order to receive LoA appto DNV met with the UN advisor to
the DNA /48/ during the site visit (as the DNA wast available), who confirmed that the
discussion of environmental impacts contained @RIBA-DD is sufficient to meet the DNA
requirements.

During the site visit, DNV determined that no sigrant environmental impacts are expected
from the PoA.

4.11 Local stakeholder consultation

A public local stakeholder consultation (LSC) waddhon 15 October 2012 in the Port-au-
Prince area. Local stakeholders were invited vianévspaper advertisements in "Le
Nouvellieste" newspaper (on 18/09/2012 and 02/1¥p@4/ , and personal invitations (e-
mail and hard-copy letters). Invitations were ditted to key stakeholders that represented
different government areas, the private sector, ammh-governmental organizations.
Stakeholders were also invited to present comméat&-mail. DNV confirmed with local
officials that the stakeholder invite list was sti#int /45//48/.

During the LSC, concerns were expressed with thaitmdng requirements, as this is a
responsibility of CPA Implementers but is outsible area of expertise of stove manufactures
(seen as a potential CPA Implementer). In respahseCME will train CPA Implementers to
build monitoring capacity, and will provide oversigto ensure monitoring is adequately
conducted, as described in the PoOA Management 18y4t¢ No other concerns were
expressed during the LSC. This was confirmed dusite visit interviews with government
officials /45//48/, and through discussions witluseholds and charcoal vendors /49//50//51/.

During the site visit, DNV confirmed that there are local requirements or guidelines for
conducting an LSC /45//48/. DNV considers the I&gtakeholder consultation carried out
adequately.

4.12 Application of selected baseline and monitoring mébdology(ies) by
each generic CPA

The assessment of the generic CPA’s compliance tié&happlicability criteria of AMS-11.G
(version 06) are documented in detail in sectio2 &. Table 2 in the validation protocol in
Appendix A to this report.

The following eligibility criteria (refer to sectin4.7 for the complete list of eligibility
criteria) ensure that a CPA meets the conditioas ¢nsure that CPAs meet the requirements
pertaining to the demonstration of additionalitydascribed above.

» Isolated units are distributed
o This is demonstrated by inclusion criterion #12.

» Users of the technology are households or comnasniti SMESs
o This is required by inclusion criterion #3.

» The size of each unit is no larger than 5% of thalsscale CDM threshold
o This is required by inclusion criterion #15.
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4.13 Project boundary of each generic CPA

The project boundary includes the physical, geduycap site of high-efficiency cook stove

installed by the project activity. The GHGs inchadin the project boundary are limited to
CO.. The identified boundary and selected sourcesgas#gs are justified for the generic
CPA, as determined through a review of the PoA-DQ through observations made during
the site visit.

The validation of the generic CPA did not revedlestgreenhouse gas emissions occurring
within the proposed CPA boundary as a result ofit@lementation of the proposed CPA

which are expected to contribute more than 1% ef dherall expected average annual
emission reduction, which are not addressed by AMB{version 06).

4.14 Baseline scenario identification and description floeach generic CPA

According to AMS-II.G (version 06) /20/, the baseliis assumed to be the use of fossil fuels
for cooking purposes. This baseline scenario isectly identified in the description of the
generic CPA /1/. As the baseline scenario is $igecin the methodology, no assumptions or
data were necessary.

4.15 Algorithms and/or formulae used to determine emissin reductions of
each generic CPA

4.15.1 Explanation of methodological choices
There are a couple of key methodological choicesnusing AMS II.G. They are listed
below:
» Option for determining Bsavings According to the AMS I1.G (version 6)
methodology, Bsavingsmay be calculated in a number of ways (as perddstd, 2 and
3) and this PoA will allow the use of Options 1 ghith CPAs.
» The calculations rely on estimation ofiwhich is established via survey for each
target group in accordance with AMS-11.G (versid) (20/. The parameter that is
surveyed for each target groups is as follows:
0 Surveys of Bg for street vendors to determine consumption astége,
0 Surveys of Byq for schools to determine consumption as the aeekigB
consumption per individual meal cooked, and

0 Surveys of Bq for HHs to determine consumption per household.
As AMS-I1.G requires Bq to be estimated per device,&or HHs and By for
schools is further adjusted to account for theaisaultiple devices by an end-
user. The monitoring plan requires annual surteyetermine N; the fraction
of Boig that can be attributed to the project ICSy; M6 multiplied by B4 to
determine B, adjusted;i Which is the baseline value that can be attrithtea single
project ICS.

These values are discussed further in section.16.

» Determination of §rs. furs IS fixed at 0.96 under this PoA, based on EB 67éxn
22/23/. .

4.15.2 Parameters determined ex-ante
The following parameters are determined ex-ante:
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1 Bog, Or the quantity of biomass used in the absenc¢hefproject activity, was
determined though baseline studies for each taygmip (for groups that are not
included in the baseline study, the CPA Implementay opt to use the default factor
of 0.5 tonnes per capita per year included in tehodology). DNV reviewed the
baseline surveys /33//34//135//36//37//38/and fouhedm to be in line with CDM
requirements, as described below. Based on theseys, biomass consumption is
determined to be:

1.1 5.76 tonnes/household per year. As describeddtiose4.15.1 above, this value is
discounted by M,  account for the use of multiple devices within amieo thus
converting the consumption per household valuedorssumption per device value as
required by AMS-II.G, version 6.

1.2 6.86 tonnes biomass/burner/year if a single CPkdtided in the PoA, and 6.06
tonnes biomass if more than one CPA is includetiénPoA.

1.3 0.28 kg/individual meal for meals cooked at schobhis value is multiplied by Iy
which is the number of individual meals served wgrthe monitoring period, to
determine the total consumption per school. Todalsumption is then discounted by
My, to account for the use of multiple devices withiscaool in order to determine
the baseline biomass consumption per device.

2 nog IS the efficiency of the baseline system beinglaegd. As allowed by the
methodology, the 0.10 default value is used asre¢ppdaced systems are three-stone
fires or conventional systems lacking improved caostion air supply mechanism and
flue gas ventilation system i.e., traditional stavi®r other types of devices, a default
value of 0.2 may be optionally used.

3 farey is the fraction of biomass used in the absenci@fproject activity in year y
that can be established as non-renewable biomass.value is fixed at 96%, based
on the default values published in the “Defaulueadf frs for LDCs and SIDs” /23/.

4 NCVypiomass is the net calorific value of the non-renewableodyp biomass that is
substituted, set at 0.015 TJ/tonne biomass. Bhisdefault value specified in AMS-
I1.G (version 06) /20/.

5 EFprjected_fossiliuel the emission factor for the projected fossil fuehsumption in the
baseline, when NRB is displaced, is fixed at 8C&®ATJ. This is a default value
specified in AMS-II.G (version 06) /20/.

6 L, or the leakage fraction, is fixed at 0.95. Tisia default value specified in AMS-
I.E, as allowed in AMS-II.G (version 06) /20/.

7 Wood to Charcoal Ratio, or the conversion from nmafssharcoal to mass of wood, is
setat 6:1 . This is a default value specified M$II1.G (version 06) /20/.

DNV Review of Baseline Surveys

The PP commissioned surveys to determine baselieé donsumption for HHs, street
vendors, and schools.

The household survey was conducted across 13 Umbations in Haiti, with populations of
10,000 or more. The survey was implemented in stames. First, ILF conducted 154
surveys within the Port-au-Prince metropolitan arfg@é/. Second, Papyrus Consulting
conducted 418 surveys within the Port-au-Princeaniragglomeration and other localities
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throughout Haiti /37//38/. Final data was providedCQC for analysis. In total, 25 surveys
were identified as outliers (as household conswnptvas more than 1.5 times the inner
guartile range) and removed, leaving 547 valid eysvin the final dataset /12/. This is
conservative. Records of all surveys removed ftbendataset were provided to DNV, and
DNV can confirm that these removals were justifigd

The survey results found household charcoal consampf 2.63 kg/hh/day. DNV further
reviewed the raw data and calculations, and cafiroorthat the results meet the required
90/10 confidence/precision. As described in sacB®, DNV validated the baseline survey
during the site visit, and can confirm that it wamducted in accordance with the sampling
guidance.

The school survey was conducted by ILF, under stigien from CQC, Chemonics and HED
Consulting. 50 schools within Port-au-Prince wsueveyed by ILF, based on information
provided by the World Food Program. 4 schools wenmoved as outliers during data
analysis, as per person charcoal consumption wae than 1.5 times the inner quartile
range. This is conservative. The final datasetettore contained 46 valid surveys. As the
survey focused on Port-au-Prince, the results alseapplicable to CPAs located within Port-
au-Prince /1/. CPAs in other localities will falahe provisions of AMS-II.G paragraph 17,
as per eligibility criterion 13.

Initial results suggested the baseline consumpiiobe 0.0673 kg/person/meal, or 0.0528
kg/person/meal following removal of outliers. Hoxee these results did not meet the
reliability requirements of AMS-II.G (version 06and therefore the lower bound of the
confidence interval is used. As the survey wasgdes! to meet reliability requirements, and
use of the lower bound is acceptable accordingM$AI.G (version 06), DNV confirms that
this is acceptable. Therefore, baseline charcoatumption at schools in Haiti is 0.0469
kg/person/meal.

The street vendor survey was conducted within tbe-&u-Prince metropolitan area. ILF
conducted 70, Papyrus conducted 112 surveys irPtreau-Prince urban agglomeration.
The results met 90/10 confidence/precision, buthdidmeet 95/10. Therefore, if one CPA is
included in the PoA, charcoal consumption for stkemdors is set at 3.13/kg/burner/day, or
1.14 tonnes/burner/year; if more than one CPA dugted, the lower bound of the 95%
confidence interval, or 2.77 kg/burner/day, will beed. These values are converted to
biomass consumption by multiplying by a factor o6 defined in the applied methodology.
The resulting baseline figures are 6.86 tonnes agstburner/year if a single CPA is included
in the PoA, and 6.06 tonnes biomass/burner/yeapike than one CPA is included.

DNV reviewed the raw datasets from each survey, @rdirms that all surveys removed
from the dataset were justified and conservatidV calculated the reliability of the final
results, and confirmed the results presented abggethe survey was only conducted within
the Port-au-Prince metropolitian area, the resutsonly applicable to CPAs implemented in
this area. CAPs in other localities will followettprovisions of AMS-I1.G paragraph 17, as
per eligibility criterion 13.

Final data was provided to CQC for analysis. Reésasf all surveys removed from the
dataset were provided to DNV, and DNV can confihattthese removals were justified. In
total, 6 surveys were identified as outliers (asetiae consumption was more than 1.5 times
the inner quartile range) and therefore removexyjigy 176 valid surveys in the final dataset.

DNV met w/ Papyrus during the site visit to revidve survey design and QA/QC procedures.
Surveyors were selected who had completed at fesistveys, and were provided training on
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survey implementation. A pilot survey was condddie that issues could be identified prior
to the final survey /38/. Following the pilot, alibration meeting was held to ensure all
surveyors understood the questionnaire and to erbat the questions conveyed the desired
meaning. , and reviewed the QA/QC procedures. ut@egors and one supervisor were
assigned to an area, and surveys were conductezhbys of 2. The supervisor oversaw one
team each day. Data was transcribed daily, and iacgnsistencies were immediately
addressed. Further, Papyrus staff contacted anarsdmple of respondents to confirm the
accuracy of the recorded results. DNV confirmg @hdequate survey procedures were in
place.

DNV was not able to meet with ILF during the sitsitv However, the baseline consumption
did not differ significantly between the surveysndacted by ILF and Papyrus, and HH
surveys conducted during the site visit confirmieel iLF data. DNV thus accepts the ILF
results.

4.16 Monitoring plan
The programme applies the monitoring methodologgidished in AMS-11.G (version 05).

Sales/distribution under each CPA will be the resjality of the CPA Implementer. At the
point of sale/installation, the following informati will be collected:

* Name of ICS user or head of the unit

e Address of ICS user or unit

e Phone number of ICS user or unit

* GPS location of unit

* Stove model

» Date of installation/distribution

* ICS serial number

» Retailer/distributer information
This information will be collected via electronia paper-based means and input into a
database by the CPA Implementer. Staff shall rartgselect 20 entries every 3 months, and
ensure that the data was accurately transcribéitetdatabase /1/. They shall further ensure
there is no double entry of data.
The CME will provide training on proper monitoripgocedures to the CPA Implementer,
and will also assist with implementation of the ntoring process. Monitoring will be
carried out by the CPA Implementer, and the CMHE aglgregate the results and provide the
monitoring report to the DOE.
As on-going monitoring will be conducted based orveys administered to a sample of end-
users, the CME has developed a sampling plan imrdance with the CDM Sampling
Standard /19/. The general design of the survelithased for all parameters is reviewed
below.

The monitoring plan is in compliance with the monihg methodology

DNV Assessment of Proposed Sampling Plan

1. Does the sampling plan present a reasonable agpfoaobtaining unbiased, reliable
estimates of the variables?

Page 24




DET NORSKE VERITAS i g
Report No: 2013-9245, rev. 01

POA VALIDATION REPORT DNV

The objective is to obtain an unbiased and reliabtamate of the proportion or
mean value of the following key variables over ¢berse of the crediting period

Parameter Description of Parameter

Tyi Proportion of ICS still in operation

My Fraction of B4 that can be attributed to the project ICS.

Hnewii.a Thermal Efficiency of operational I(

By new,survey,i Annualquantity of woody biomass used during the projetivay in
tonnes per device

By new,kpri Annual quantity of woody biomass used in year toimes per ur

IM, Total number of individual meals served in schahlsng the monitoring
period.

If a single sampling plan covers a group of CPAs,dample size shall be
sufficient to achieve 95/10 confidence/precision.
Alternatively, if a sampling plan is elaborated é&ach CPA, 90/10
confidence/precision can be used, unless othealliseed by the methodology
(as specified for the individual parameter below).
If the required reliability is not met, then the ENhay either:

0 Increase the sample size until the reliability istm

o Apply the lower bound of confidence internal, ampling plan is

elaborated for each CPA, or

o Discount the result by at least 3X the percentageigion points missed.
Samples will be selected randomly from the sampiiame /1/ and will ensure
that the results from the activity will not be eds
The objectives and reliability requirements are plate and in line with the CDM
sampling guidance /19/.
As described below, the sampling plan differensidietween different target
groups and stove types, so that the populatioodsrately reflected in the
sampling frame.

2. Is the population clearly defined, and how well siadhe proposed approach to
developing the sampling frame represent that paipul2

The target population for the surveys is the eretaiffom the relevant target
group who receive technologies under the PoA tleatecorded in the project
database /1/. In the case qfsBthe target population will be limited to end-user
with operational ICS.

The sampling frame depends on the parameter otsttél/:
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o The thermal efficiency of operational ICSs may vacyoss model and age,
but not within different CPA Implementers. Henaay, parametefnewy,i,
samples will be stratified in groups of ICSs of #z@ne model , same age,
and targeting the same sector and fuel type.

o Since the number of meals served in schools ipeadent of the CPA
Implementer and stove age or model, sampling airpater IMy shall not
be stratified. Therefore, the target populatiothelse samples is all schools
in the CME or CPA Implementer records which havpriowved cookstoves
deployed as part of this PoA.

To ensure homogeneity in the sampling frame foeoffarameters, the database
shall be separated by the following:

= The same CPA Implementer

» The same ICS model

» The same target sector (charcoal-using houselfokelspod-using

households; schools or street-food vendors)

» The same stove age

This will ensure that the sample frame accuratepyesents the target population.

3. Is the proposed sampling approach clear?

For IMy, simple random sampling will be utilized. Foretiparameters, stratified
random sampling shall be used, with stratificatooording to the characteristics
described in the sampling frame discussion above.

4. |Is the proposed sample size adequate to achieveitiiemum confidence/prevision
requirements? Is the ex-ante estimate of the pdipal variance needed for the
calculation so sample size adequately justified?

Sample sizes will be calculated using the apprtgialculations described in the
“Best practice examples focusing on sample sizerelmbility calculations”, and
to meet the required reliability. The PP has prediéx-ante calculations for each
parameter /4/. As described in section 4.16 abdM/ can confirm the
acceptability of the baseline survey sampling plAs.the estimates of variance
used in these calculations are derived from thellmessurvey, DNV considers the
estimates of variance to be acceptable. DNV wéstalreplicate the results of
the PPs sample size calculations, and can thugmothfeir accuracy.

5. Is the sample representative?

The sample will be selected randomly /1/. The damggrame will be kept in
hard-copy form for at least 2 years after theihfiet of the PoA.

6. Is the data collection/measurement method likelyrtovide reliable data given the
nature of the parameters of interest and projeds ib subject to measurement errors?

Most data collection will be conducted via selfogpd surveys /1/, as is
permitted in the applied methodology /20/. If pbks reported answers will be
confirmed via observation.
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Water boiling tests conducted to determine thesiefficy of project stoves, shall
be conducted according to the requirements of tBd \Rrotocol Version 4.0 (or
more recent at the discretion of the CME), an mdaé@onally accepted standards
142].

7. Are the procedures for data measurement well déf@mel do they adequately provide
for minimizing non-sampling errors?

The CME will work with CPA Implementers to documetceptable QA/QC
procedures that address non-sampling errors. ™ @ a competent third-party
will train monitoring personnel on the proper dely of surveys. The CME will
further assist in the design of the survey to emgluat questions are framed to
deliver the intended meaning.
The CME will employ oversampling to account for a@sponse. The exception
is the parametatnewia This parameter is determined by WBTSs, whichraoee
complex and costly than surveys. Therefore, thE=@nay draw additional
samples as needed to reach reliability levels ertlus lower bound of the
confidence interval for thermal efficiency.
All survey responses will be assessed for outli€@atliers will be defined as
those data points with values greater than thasedsrd deviations from the mean
of the sample for each vintage.
DNV can confirm that the data measurement procedame well defined.

8. Does the frame contain the information necessaryiniplement the sampling
approach?

All surveys will be administered by staff trained the proper administration of
the surveys so that data is consistently recordesksa surveyor’s /1/.

Based on a review of the monitoring plan, DNV canfoam that it is in compliance with the
monitoring methodology AMS-II.G (version 06) /265 well as the Sampling Standard /19/.

DNV further reviewed the ability of the CME to ingwhent the monitoring plan. CQC has
implemented 5 CPAs under a registered CDM PoA, iartle CME for 5 additional PoAs.
DNV does not doubt the ability of the CME to mandige PoA. DNV considers the ability of

the project participant to implement the monitoripgan and QA/QC procedures to be
adequate.

4.16.1 Parameters monitored ex-post by each generic CPA

All monitored parameters will be measured via sysvihat comply with the sampling plan
reviewed above and are administered by staff thae meceived the appropriate training (see
Section 4.15 above).

Ty, or the percentage of stoves of type i still ie@tion during the monitoring

period. This value will be estimated via annual/eys that comply with the sampling
plan described above.

By.new,surveys OF the annual quantity of woody biomass usedndyptfie project activity
in tonnes per device, will be estimated via ansualeys that comply with the
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sampling plan described above. This parametenlisastimated if equation 6 is used
for the calculation of emission reductions.

* My, or the fraction of Bq that can be attributed to the project ICS, willds¢éimated
annually via self-reported surveys that comply wite sampling plan described
above. While this parameter is not specificadiguired by AMS-II.G version 6, it
provides a more accurate assessment of the ambhbitinoass used by project stoves,
and a more conservative estimation of emissionatsahs. Therefore, DNV found it
to be acceptable.
tyj, or the fraction of monitoring period the stovénsperation, will be calculated for
each stove based on the date of sale/installation.
ny,i, or the number of ICS of typan monitoring period for j days, will be
continuously monitored based on data uploadedet@tbject database.

Mhewyi , Or the continuing efficiency of a particularwtaype, will be estimated
annually based on water boiling tests conductedrdang to the sampling plan
described above.

By new,kpri OF the annual quantity of woody biomass used im yea tonnes per unit,
will be estimated annually via Kitchen Performaiests (KPT) that are conducted
according to the requirements of the KPT protogetsion 3.0 (or a more recent
version at the discretion of the CME). Surveyd i@ administered by trained
members of the project team or an expert thirdypéotiowing sampling plans that
comply with that described above.

IMy, or the total number of individual meals servedéhools during the monitoring
period, shall be estimated annually via surveysiooted according to the sampling
plan reviewed above.

4.16.2 Management system and quality assurance

Responsibilities and authorities for project mamaget, monitoring and reporting activities,
measurement, training and reporting techniques@AMC procedures are defined in PoA-
DD /1/. Further, the frequency, responsibility and autlyofitr registration, monitoring,
measurement and reporting activities is clearlydesd in the PoA-DD.

CQC has implemented 5 CPAs under a registered COMAR/. DNV does not doubt the
ability of the CME to implement the monitoring pland considers the QA/QC procedures to
be adequate.

- 00o -
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Table 1 Mandatory requirements for CDM programme ofactivities (PoA)
Requirement Reference Conclusion

About Parties

1. The programme shall assist Parties included in A achieving compliance | Kyoto Protocol Art.12.2 OK
with part of their emission reduction commitmendenArt. 3.

2. The programme shall assist non-Annex | Partie®iirduting to the ultimate Kyoto Protocol Art.12.2. OK
objective of the UNFCCC.

3. The programme shall have the written approval dinvtary participation from the Kyoto Protocol OK
designated national authority of each Party inviblve Art. 12.5a, CAR 2

CDM Modalities and Procedures 8403

4. The programme shall assist non-Annex | Partieslmesing sustainable Kyoto Protocol Art. 12.2, OK
development and shall have obtained confirmatiothbyhost country thereof. | CDM Modalities and Procedures 8403

5. In case public funding from Parties included in Arn is used for the programmeDecision 17/CP.7, OK
these Parties shall provide an affirmation thahduading does not resultina | CDM Modalities and Procedures
diversion of official development assistance anskigarate from and is not Appendix B, § 2
counted towards the financial obligations of thBaeties.

6. Parties participating in the CDM shall designatetional authority for the CDM.,| CDM Modalities aRdocedures §29 OK

7. The host Party and the participating Annex | Pahgll be a Party to the Kyoto | CDM Modalities §30/31a OK
Protocol.

8. The participating Annex | Party’s assigned amotmatlshave been calculated andCDM Modalities and Procedures 8§31b OK
recorded.

9. The participating Annex | Party shall have in placeational system for CDM Modalities and Procedures 831b OK
estimating GHG emissions and a national registgcicordance with Kyoto
Protocol Article 5 and 7.

About Design of Programme

PoA and generic CPA validation protocol — Report Ri#3-9245, rev. 01 A-1
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Requirement

10.The CDM-POA-DD sets a framework for the implemeintabf the PoA and
defines unambiguously a CPA under the PoA.

Reference

PoA Procedures § 6

Conclusion

OK

11. The coordinating/managing entity shall be identifie

PoOA Procedures § 6 (a)

OK

12.The boundary for the PoA in terms of a geograptacaa (e.g., municipality,
region within a country, country or several cowgjiwithin which all CPAs
included in the PoA will be implemented is defined.

PoA Procedures § 6 (b)

OK

13. Eligibility criteria are defined for inclusion of@roject activity as a CPA under théoA Procedures § 6 (Q)

PoA, which shall include criteria for demonstratmfradditionality, and the type
and/or extent of information (e.qg. criteria, indws, variables, parameters or
measurements) that shall be provided by each Cleider to ensure its
eligibility.

OK

14.The length of the PoA is not exceeding 28 years.

A Pwmcedures § 6 (h)

OK

15.The operational and management arrangements sbiatblby the
coordinating/managing entity for the implementatifrthe PoA is described,
including a description of a record keeping systermmeach CPA under the PoA,
system/procedure to avoid double accounting e.gvtad the case of including &
new CPA that has been already registered eith€Da# project activity or as a
CPA of another PoA, the provisions to ensure thasé¢ operating the CPA are
aware and have agreed that their activity is beuigscribed to the PoA.

PoA Procedures § 6 (i)

A

OK

16. The proposed statistically sound sampling methodgxture to be used by DOE;

for verification of the amount of emission reduosaachieved by CPAs under the

PoA is described. In case the coordinating/managitiy opts for a verification
method that does not use sampling but verifies €A there is a transparent
system defined and described that ensures thabutdelaccounting occurs and
that the status of verification can be determingdime for each CPA.

5 POA Procedures § 6 (k)

OK

About small-scale project activities (if applicablé

17.The proposed project activity shall meet the eliigyocriteria for small scale

Simplified Modaliteeand Procedures

OK

PoA and generic CPA validation protocol — Report Ri#3-9245, rev. 01
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Requirement Reference Conclusion
CDM project activities set out in 8§ 6 (c) of the ivikech Accords and shall not béor Small Scale CDM Project Activities
a debundled component of a larger project activity. 812a,c
18.The proposed project activity shall confirm to afiehe project categories defined®implified Modalities and Procedures OK
for small scale CDM project activities and useshmaplified baseline and for Small Scale CDM Project Activities
monitoring methodology for that project category. §22e
19.If required by the host country, an analysis oféhgironmental impacts of the | Simplified Modalities and Procedures OK
project activity is carried out and documented. for Small Scale CDM Project Activities
§22c
About additionality
20. Additionality of the programme as a whole is dentiaied because in the abserdéyoto Protocol Art. 12.5c, OK
of the CDM (i) the proposed voluntary measure wowtbe implemented, or (i) CDM Modalities and Procedures 843
the mandatory policy/regulation would be systenadiifanot enforced and that | PoA Procedures § 6 (e)
non-compliance with those requirements is widespnedhe country/region, or
(iii) that the PoA will lead to a greater levelaiforcement of the existing
mandatory policy /regulation.
21.1t is demonstrated for the PoA and generic CPA ithéte absence of CDM, nonePoA Standard § 7 OK
of the implemented CPAs would occur
22.Additionality of a typical CPA is demonstrated thgh eligibility criteria for PoA Procedures 8§ 7 (Q) OK
inclusion in the PoA.
About application of baseline and monitoring methodlogy
23.The baseline and monitoring methodology shall lewipusly approved by the | CDM Modalities and Procedures 837¢ OK
CDM Executive Board.
24. A baseline shall be established on a project-sipdudfsis, in a transparent manneCDM Modalities and Procedures 845¢,d OK
and taking into account relevant national and/otcsal policies and
circumstances.
25.The baseline methodology shall exclude to earn JBRdecreases in activity CDM Modalities and Pahoes 847 OK
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol — Report Ri#3-9245, rev. 01 A-3
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Requirement Reference Conclusion

levels outside the project activity or due to fonsajeure.

26.The monitoring plan for a typical CPA is developedccordance with the PoA Procedures 8 6 (j) OK
approved monitoring methodology, and identificatadrihe monitoring provisions
and data parameters a CPA has to apply/monitor

27.Provisions for monitoring, verification and repagishall be in accordance with | CDM Modalities and Procedures 8§37f OK
the modalities described in the Marrakech Accord$ralevant decisions of the
COP/MOP.

About forecast emission reductions

28.The emission reductions shall be real, measuratdeie long-term benefits Kyoto Protocol Art. 12.5b OK
related to the mitigation of climate change.

About environmental impacts

29.Documentation on the analysis of the environmantphcts of the programme | CDM Modalities and Procedures 8370 [X] Analysis
activity, including transboundary impacts, shalldoémitted, and, if those impacts at PoA level
are considered significant by the programme paitis or the Host Party, an [] Analysis
environmental impact assessment in accordancepnattedures as required by the at CPA level
Host Party shall be carried out.

About stakeholder comments

30.Comments by local stakeholders shall be invitexyramary of these provided andCDM Modalities and Procedures 8§37h [X] Analysis
how due account was taken of any comments received. at PoA level

[ ] Analysis
at CPA level
31.Parties, stakeholders and UNFCCC accredited NG@alklslve been invited to | CDM Modalities and Procedures §40 OK

comment on the validation requirements for minin@@rdays, and the project

design document and comments have been made publailable.

PoA and generic CPA validation protocol — Report Ri#3-9245, rev. 01
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Requirement Reference Conclusion
Other
32.The project design document shall be in conformavittethe CDM-PoA-DD CDM Modalities and Procedures OK
format. Appendix B, EB Decision
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Table 2 Requirements checklist

Draft = Final
Concl.  Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

PART I. Programme of activities (PoA)

A General description of project activity
A.1 Title of the PoA (PS § 31, VVS § 62-63)

A.1.1  Does section A.1 of the PoA-DD include a clearly /1 DR Clearly identifiable title of the project actiyit OK

identifiable project title, version number of theA2DD and Version number of the PoA-DD is included
-DD?

date of the PoA-DD? Date of the PoA-DD is included.

A.1.2 Isthe PoA-DD is in accordance with the applicable 11/ DR Yes OK
requirements for completing PoA-DD?

A.2  Description of the PoA (VVS § 64-69, (PS § 138, VV<

§ 189 and VVS § 150-157 for small-scale project adties, as

applicable)

A.2.1  How was the design of the PoA assessed? 11/ DRhat type is the generic CPA? OK

1 Generic CPA in existing facility or utilizing

existing equipment(s)
1 Generic CPA is either a large scale
project or a small scale project with
emission reductions exceeding 15 000
tCO.e per year. In this case, a site visit
must be performed.
[ Generic CPA is a bundled small scale
project, with each project in the bundle
with emission reductions not exceeding
15,000 tCQe per year. In such case the
number of physical site visits may be
based on sampling, if the sampling siz

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part | PeAReport No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-6
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Checklist Question

Assessment by DNV

Draft

. Final

_Ref MoV

appropriately justified through statistical
analysis.

L] The generic CPA is an individual sma
scale project activity with emission
reductions not exceeding 15 000 te@er
year. In this case, DOE may not conduct
physical site visit as appropriate.

Greenfield project

How was the design of the first CPA submitted
with the PoA assessed?

Physical site inspection

1 Reviewing available designs and feasibility
studies

Concl. Concl.

A.2.2 If a greenfield project, describe the physical iempéntation = /1/ DR At the time of validation, the PP has conducted OK
of the project when the validation was commenced. baseline surveys. No stoves have yet been
distributed.
A.2.3  If physical site visits were performed based onarg 11/ DR The validation sample size was established OK
(only applicable for bundled small scale projeets;h with according to internationally accepted guidelines
emission reductions not exceeding 15 000 tCO2 g ), /130/.
justify the sampling through a statistical analysis
A.2.4 Does the PoA-DD and generic CPA-DD describe the 11/ DR | The PoA-DD and CPA-DD describe the OK
framework for the implementation of the proposed\CD framework for implementation and inclusion of
PoA and inclusion of CPAs under the PoA? CPAs.
A.2.5 Does the PoA involve alteration of existing ingtatins? If 11/ DR  The PoA involves replacement of existing OK
so, have the differences between pre-project artdjgroject inefficient cookstoves with improved cookstoves.
activity been clearly described in the POA-DD? The difference between the pre-project and post-
project activity is clearly descirbed in the PoA-
DD
A.2.6  Does the PoA design engineering reflect currentigoo 11/ DR Yes, the design engineering reflects quadtice OK
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
A-7
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practices?

A.2.7  Would the technology result in a significantly leett 11/ DR  Baseline stove efficiency is approximately 20%. OK
performance than any commonly used technologi#sein Lab tests conducted by expeft garties show
host country? Is any transfer of technology from Annex- that the stoves distributed under the first CPA
| Party involved? achieve 29.5% efficiency.

A.2.8 Does the PoA qualify as a small scale CDM projetit/ay 11/ DR DNV reviewed the ex-ante emission reduction OK
as defined in paragraph 6(c) of decision 17/CP.then estimate and can confirm that the PoA qualifies
modalities and procedures for the CDM? as a small-scale project.

A.2.9 Isthe small scale project activity a debundled ponent of = /1/ DR DNV reviewed the ex-ante emission reduction OK
a larger project activity in accordance with thiesudefined estimate for the first CPA, and can confirm that a
in appendix C of the simplified modalities and pdares debundling check is not required

for small-scale CDM project activities?
A.3 Programme Boundaries (VVS § 191-192)
Programme Boundaries are the limits and bordersnitef the
GHG emission reduction project.

A.3.1  Are the programme’s spatial boundaries (geographica 11/ DR The spatial boundary of the PoA is the Republic OK
clearly defined? of Haiti
A.3.2  Are the programme’s system boundaries (componewts a.  /1/ DR | According to AMS-II.G v5, the project boumga CAR1: OK
facilities used to mitigate GHGS) clearly defined? is the physical, geographical site of the efficient
devices that burn biomass. This boundary is not
identified in the POA-DD
A.3.3 Do the programme boundaries take into consideration 11/ DR DNV confirmed during the site visit that all OK
applicable national and/or sectoral policies amlilaions applicable policies and regulations were
within the chosen boundary? considered by the CME
A.3.4 Can each CPA under the PoA be clearly identified 11/ DR | All CPAs will be located within Haiti. OK

individually including spatial boundaries (geogriyait)
clearly defined?

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part | PeAReport No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-8
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Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

A.4  Participation and authorization (VVS § 38-52)
Referring to Part A.3 and A.4, Appendix 1 and thefPoA-DD
as well as the CDM glossary with respect to thengeParty,
Letter of Approval, Authorization and Project Partiant.

A.4.1 Do all participating Parties fulfil the participat 11/ DR CAR2 OK
requirements as follows:

Haiti (host)
a) Party has ratified the Kyoto Protocoik Yes [0 No ] Yes [0 No 0 Yes O No
b) Party has designated a Designated National AitghoXI Yes [1 No 0 Yes OJ No 0 Yes J No

¢) The assigned amount has been determirigd Yes [1 No JYes [J No [J Yes J No
A.4.2 Do the letters of approval meet the following reqmients? . /1/ DR | According to the CDM Project Standard, “ProjeatCAR-3  OK
114/ participants shall obtain a letter of approval from

the DNA of each Party involved in the proposed
CDM project activity confirming that:

(a) The Party is a Party to the Kyoto Protocol;
(b) Participation in the proposed CDM project
activity is voluntary;

(c) Project participants are authorized to
participate in the proposed CDM project
activity.

In addition to the requirement in paragraph 70
above, for project participants from the

host Party, the letter of approval shall also
confirm that the proposed CDM project
activity assists the host Party in achieving
sustainable development.

PP shall provide letter of approval’s from the
Republic of Haiti and The Netherlands

Haiti (host) County X Country Y
a) LoA confirms that Party has ratified the Kyotmt@col | [1 Yes 1 No ] Yes I No ] Yes O No

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part | PeAReport No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-9
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Checklist Question Ref éMoV Assessment by DNV Concl. | Conel.

b) LoA confirms that participation is vqunta'yEI Yes [ No ] Yes UJ No J Yes J No

¢) The LoA confirms that the project contributeshe; [1 Yes [J No NA NA
sustainable development of the host country?

d) The LoA refers to the precise project activitet: [ Yes [1 No ] Yes UJ No J Yes J No

e) The LoA is unconditional with respect to (a)dy above [1 Yes [ No ] Yes UJ No J Yes J No
f) The LoA is issued by the respective Party’'s DNA] Yes [ No ] Yes UJ No J Yes J No

g) The LoA was received directly by the DNA or 8 [0 DNA O PP CODNA O PP LIDNA O PP

h) In case of doubt regarding the authenticityhef letter of
approval, describe how it was verified that théekeof
approval is authentic

A.4.3 Have all private/public project participants beetharized 11/ DR | SeeCAR 3
by an involved Party?

A.4.4 Has the coordinating/managing entity of the progrembeen /1/ DR  The CME isC-Quest Capital Malaysia Global OK
identified? Stoves Limited (CQC)
A.4.5 Has the coordinating/managing entity provided tette /1/ | DR  According to the CDM Project Standard (para. CAR3 OK
authorization of its coordination of the PoA froach host 173), “The coordinating/managing entity shall
Party? obtain from each host Party a letter of
authorization of its coordination of the proposed
CDM PoA.” The PP has not provided a letter of
authorization from the host party.
A.5 Modalities of communications (VVS § 53-61)
A.5.1 How has the corporate identity of all project papants and | /1/ DR [ Directly checking evidence for corporate, OK
focal points included in the MoC, as well as thespeal personal identity and other relevant
identities, including specimen signatures and eympént documentation;
status, of their authorized signatories, been atdid? [ Notarized documentation:

] Written confirmation from the project
participant or the coordinating/managing
entity that submits to it the MoC statement
that all corporate and personal details,
including specimen signatures, are valid and

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part | Pe/eport No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-10
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Draft  Final
Concl. Concl.
accurate. If this case was selected, DNV has
confirmed that:

the MoC statement was received
from a project participant with
whom DNV has a contractual
relationship.

1 the official who submits the MoC
statement to the DOE and the
official who signed the written
confirmation (if a different person)
is/are duly authorized to do so on
behalf of the respective project
participant

Checklist Question Assessment by DNV

A.5.2 Has the MoC statement been correctly completeciahd 11/ DR ' [O The latest version of the form F-CDM-MOCSAR4 OK

authorized? Check that all three requirementsdisiehe has been used:

next column are complied with. O The information required as per the F-CDM-
MOC, including its annex 1, is correctly
completed;

[J The project participant is authorized
signatories signing the F-CDM-MOC
correspond to the project participant is
authorized signatories included in F-CDM-
MOC, annex 1.

According to the CDM Project Standard (para
72(e)), “The signature of an authorized signatory
(electronic if available) of all project
participants confirming their agreement with the
MoC statement” shall be provided in the
MoC. The MoC submitted by the PP has
not been signed. A signed copy shall be

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part | Pe/eport No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-11
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_Ref MoV

provided to DNV prior to the start of the
technical review.

Concl. Concl.

A.6  Public funding of the project activity (CDM
Modalities and Procedures Appendix B § 2)

A.6.1 In case public funding from Parties included in Arnis 11/ DR The PP has provided a letter from USAID titled GL1 OK
used for the project activity, have these Partiesided an “Non-Diversion of ODA Funds for Improved
affirmation that such funding does not result ivaersion of Cookstoves in Haiti CDM Programme of
official development assistance and is separate &od is Activities”. Several items are missing from this
not counted towards the financial obligations @fsth letter, including the name/signature from the
Parties? USAID official and the date. PP shall submit a
revised letter.
A.7  Verification of CPAs (PoA procedure § 6 k)
A.7.1  If case the coordinating /managing entity doeswish to 11/ DR The CME has proposed a statistically sound OK
have all CPAs verified, is there a descriptiothaf proposec sampling procedure that meets CDM
statistically sound sampling method/procedure tadesl by requirements
DOEs for verification of the amount of reductioris o
anthropogenic emissions by sources or removalgig of
greenhouse gases achieved by CPAs under the POA?
B Demonstration of additionality and development of
eligibility criteria
B.1  Additionality of the Programme of Activities (VVS 8
195)
Assessment of the additionality of the PoA as denvho
accordance with the PoA standard
B.1.1 Has it been demonstrated that the programme isuataoy 11/ DR The PoA is a voluntary coordinated acticeat th OK
coordinated action that would not be implementethé would not be implemented in the absence of
absence of CDM? CDM
B.1.2 If the programme is implementing a mandatory 11/ DR The programme is not implementing a mandatory OK
policy/regulation, has it been demonstrated whetier policy
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part | Pe/eport No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-12
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Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

policy/regulation is being enforced? If it is erded, has it
been demonstrated that the programme will leadhiglzer
level of enforcement?
B.2  Additionality determination of each generic CPA
(VVS § 101-129 and VVS § 158-161 for small-scalegject
activities, as applicable)
B.2.1  What approach/tool does the PoA use to demonstrate 11/ DR | The PoA-DD includes a discussion of several GL2 OK

additionality of each generic CPA? Is this in limith the barriers to project implementation, including
methodology? In case of small-scale CDM projediigs, financial barriers, cultural barriers, and . PRlish
are the Guidelines on the demonstration of additignof clarify which barrier is utilized to demonstrate
small-scale project activities applied considergp the additionality

“Non-binding best practice examples to demonstrate
additionality for SSC project activities”.

B.2.2  Have the regulatory requirements correctly beeartakto 11/ DR | See above OK
account to evaluate the project activity and therahtives?
B.2.3 Is sufficient evidence provided to support thevefee of 11/ DR | See above OK
the arguments made?
B.2.4  What is the additionality of each generic CPA malmsed @ /1/ DR  Additionality is based on the Guidelines for OK
on (Investment analysis or barrier analysis)? demonstrating additionality of small-scale project
activities

B.3  Eligibility Criteria (VVS § 196)
Eligibility criteria to assess eligibility of CPAs be included to

PoA.

B.3.1  Are the geographical boundary of the CPA inclucing 11/ DR  According to criterion #2, CPAs must be OK
time-induced boundary consistent with the geogicgdhi implemented within the geographical boundary of
boundary set in the PoA? Haiti.

B.3.2  Are there conditions that avoid double countingmission | /1/ DR  Criterion #6: Have a database that will uniquely OK
reductions like unique identifications of produnteend-user identify and define households, street-vendors or

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part | Pe/eport No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-13
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locations (e.g. programme logo)? schools in which ICS have been installed or

distributed In addition, each stove itself will be
uniquely identified with a serial number starting
with CQC-H;

Criterion #8: Not be registered as individual
CDM project activities nor included in another
registered SSC-PoA, as well as in any other
voluntary scheme (such as Gold Standard, VCS,

VER+);
B.3.3  Are there specifications of technology/measuredidicig the . /1/ DR | Criterion #12: situ cook stoves with specified OK
level and type of service, performance specificetio thermal efficiency of at least 20%. The
including compliance with testing/certifications? efficiency of the project systems (ICS) are

certified by a national standards body or an
appropriate certifying agency recognized by it
(using the water boiling tests (WBTS) as outline
in AMS IIG, Version 6 approved by the CDM
Executive Board). Alternatively manufacturers
specifications may be used;

D
o

B.3.4  Are there conditions to check the start date ofGR& 11/ DR | According to the CDM Project Standard (para GAR5: OK
through documentary evidence? 162), “The coordinating/managing entity shall
confirm that the start date of any proposed CP
is on or after the start date of the PoA. Eligfipil
criterion #10 requires CPAs to provide
documentary evidence of the start date, but dces
not specify that the start date is on or after the

pd

! Section C(e) of the PoA-DD clarifies how the CM#ilects information and what information it colledtom users when ICSs are distributed and hovinfleemation is
stored in the database. This information and praeedare described on the CME manual which shalrbeided to the DOE at time of inclusion.

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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start date of the PoA.
B.3.5 Are there conditions that ensure compliance with 11/ DR  Criterion #5 states that the CPA must comply OK
applicability and other requirements of single aidtiple with the applicability conditions of the
methodology/ies applied by CPAs? methodology.
B.3.6  Are there conditions that ensure that CPAs meet the 11/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, the eligibility CGAR6! OK
requirements pertaining to the demonstration oftewidlity, criteria must include “the conditions that ensure
and are these in accordance with the requireménie ¢®0A that the CPA meets the requirements pertaining to
Standard? the demonstration of additionality” (para.16(f).

The last sentence of section A.7 in the PoA-DD
states that eligibility criterion 14 demonstrates
additionality. However, criterion #14 states:
"CPA implementers must either use the national
average non-renewable biomass (NRB) fraction
as outlined in Annex 3 of the PoA-DD, or
develop their own NRB survey in accordance
with AMS 1l G version 06. An NRB survey done
on a regional level must limit the geographic
scope of the CPA to the particular region relevant
to that NRB analysis." PP shall clarify how the
criterion demonstrates additionality.
B.3.7  Are there PoA-specific requirements stipulatedigyCMEs = /1/ DR Thisis done at PoA level, and so is notinexgl OK
including any conditions related to undertakingaloc
stakeholder consultations and environmental impact

analysis?
B.3.8  Where applicable, are the target group (e.g. 11/ DR | Criterion #18 specifies the distribution OK
domestic/commercial/industrial, rural/urban, grid- mechanism (Involve the promotion and
connected/off-grid) and distribution mechanismg.(direct distribution of ICS through direct
installation) specified? distribution/installation, delivery, community

distribution events, or distribution through
commercial/retail outlets)

Criterion #3 specifies the target group (Target
one specific fuel type (charcoal or wood) and

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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Checklist Question Assessment by DNV

' specific sector (residential households, or food
street vendors, or schools);

B.3.9  Where applicable, are there conditions relatectopding /1/ = DR  Criterion #17 Adhere to all requirements related OK
requirements for a PoA in accordance with the apto to sampling for a PoA in accordance with the
guidelines/standard from the Board pertaining topgang approved standard (EB 69 Annex 4), as outlined
and surveys? in section B.7.2 of the Generic CPA-DD;

B.3.10 Where applicable, are there conditions that enateCPA 11/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, the eligibilty GAR~Y OK

in aggregate meets the small-scale or micro-sbhagshold criteria should include “conditions that ensure
criteria and remain within those thresholds thraughhe that every CPA (in aggregate if it comprises of
crediting period of the CPA? independent sub units) meets the small-scale or

microscale threshod@nd remains within those
thresholds throughout the crediting period of the
CPA” (para.16(f)). Criterion#15 in the PoA-DD
states that they need to meet the SSC threshold,
but does not require it to be maintained
throughout the crediting period

B.3.11 Where applicable, are there requirements for theiding 11/ DR  Criterion #15 Ensure that the CPA meets the OK
check, in case CPAs belong to small-scale (SSC) or criteria for not being a de-bundled component of
microscale project categories? a larger project activity --the debundling rule

does not apply if the stove, the independent
subsystem, does not exceed 1% of the 180 &Wh
of the small-scale (SSC) thresholds per

guidance EB54 Annex 13 and clarification

SSC_233
B.3.12 Are there conditions to provide an affirmation thaiding 11/ DR | Criterion #11: Affirm that no funding for its OK
from Annex | parties, if any, does not result idigersion of implementation is coming from Annex | parties,

2 At time of CPA inclusion the CME shall provide tR@©E with calculations confirming that the annuagegy saving of an ICS as per cent of SSC thresteoighins below
1%. Finally, by meeting the 1%, it is clear thatl@® will not exceed 5% of the same SSC threstaid,shall be considered additional.

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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official development assistance? ' or if it does, that this is not a diversion of @fél
Development Assistance;

B.3.13 Are all eligibility criteria verifiable, and suffiently /1/ . DR  Eligibility criterion #13 states that each CPA cL3 OK
objective and comprehensive to permit the assedshéme shall "use baseline data from one of the baseling,ap g
inclusion of CPAs in the PoA? surveys as outlined in Annex 3 of the PoA-DD.

These baselines include: a) a charcoal baseline
for households located in towns or cities with
populations above 10,000; b) a fuel wood
baseline for households located in populations
below 10,000; c) a charcoal baseline for Port-au-
Prince schools; and d) charcoal baselines for
Port-au-Prince street vendors;

PP shall provide the reference in English
demonstrating the validity of these baselines

According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall
develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
in the PoA and shall include these criteria in th
PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the

verifiable evidence that will be provided by eac
CPA to demonstrate theirability.

(0]

>

B.4  Application of methodologies by the PoA (VVS 8§190)

B.4.1 Does the PoA apply approved methodologies anddtreat = /1/ DR | The PoA applies AMS-II.G, version 06. This is OK
and valid version thereof? the most recent valid version of the methodology

3 At time of inclusion, the CME shall provide the D@Bigned self-declaration letter confirm the usaairuse of public funding and in case of use dflipifunding, confirmation this is not a
diversion of ODA.

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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If during the course of validation the originallypied
version of the methodology expires, a CAR shaltdiged in
Table 3 of the validation protocol. Any new requiknts of
the revised version of the methodology not yetdzdid in
Table 2 of the validation protocol shall be valathin Table
3 as part of the assessment of the CAR raised.

_Ref MoV

B.4.2  If the programme applies multiple methodologieshesr 11/ DR | The programme applies only one methodology OK
application in accordance with the PoA Standard?
B.4.3 If the PoA applies small-scale methodologies, dbesPoA The PoA complies with the general guidelines to OK
also comply with the general guidelines to SSC CDM SSC CDM methodologies
methodologies, which provides guidelines on equigme
capacity, equipment performance/lifetime, baseline
identification for type-Il/l1ll Greenfield projectcévities,
sampling and other monitoring-related issues?
B.5 Management system of the PoA (VVS § 186)
Assessment of the POA management systems in accendéh
the PoA standard
B.5.1 s there a clear definition of roles and respotiits of 11/ DR | OK OK
personnel involved in the process of inclusion BIAS,
including a review of their competencies?
B.5.2  Are there records of arrangements for training @aphcity 11/ DR Section C(b) of the POA-DD states that the CMECL4 OK
development for personnel? has established general guidance for conducting
baseline surveys that is provided to the CPA ¢ g
Implementers. PP shall provide this guidance to
DNV for review.
Section C(b) of the POA-DD states that
monitoring staff will be trained but does not
include the training requirements. PP shall
elaborate on the training regime
B.5.3  Are there procedures for technical review of indosof 11/ DR | The PoA-DD establishes adequate procedures for OK
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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: the technical review of CPA inclusions

Concl

CPAs?
B.5.4 Is there a procedure to avoid double counting (e.gvoid 11/ DR | The PoA-DD states the each stove will be cL6 OK
the case of including a new CPA that has already be identified by a unique serial number. PP shall
registered either as a CDM project activity or &PA of clarify how this number is generated.
another PoA)?
B.5.5 Isthere arecords and documentation control psoimesach /1/ DR The PoA-DD states that the registration card willGLZ OK
CPA under the PoA? contain the date of installation/distribution. The
monitoring plan shall clarify in the POA-DD
under what conditions installation of ICS is
necessary.
B.5.6  Are there measures for continuous improvementsePpbA | /1/ = DR  The CME will conduct an annual review the PoA OK
management system? management system, including identifying any
problems with stove distribution/installation,
stove use once in the homes, monitoring
continued stove use and overall database
maintenance. This will occur during the
verification stage
B.5.7 Do the operational and management arrangements 11/ DR | The CME shall enter into legal contracts with OK
established by the coordinating entity include Bions to each CPA Implementer, which state that the CPA
ensure that CPA implementers are aware and haeeagr is subscribed to the PoA.
that their activity is being subscribed to the PoA?
C Duration of the PoA, Crediting Period (VVS § 197)
C.1.1 Is the PoA starting date and length of the PoArgtea: /1/ DR | According to the CDM Project Standard, GCAR9, OK
defined and evidenced? Is the start date of a Ribare The start date of a PoA shall be either of the
(a) the date of natification of the intention tek¢he CDM two dates below:
status by the coordinating/managing entity to #wretariat (a) The date of notification of the intention to
and the DNA; or seek the CDM status by the
(b) the date of publication of the PoA-DD for glbba coordinating/managing entity to the secretariat
stakeholder consultation? and the DNA; or
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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| (b) The date of publication of the PoOA-DD for

global stakeholder consultation.

The PoA-DD states that the start date will be the

completion of the validation process or
01/09/2013, whichever is first. The start date
shall be revised in accordance with the CDM
Project Standard.

Concl. Concl.

C.1.2 Does the PoA design documentation confirm thatehgth 11/ DR  The PoA-DD confirms that the length of the PoA OK
of the PoA does not exceed 28 years (60 years/RjA is 28 years
Analysis at PoA level
. L1 Analysis at CPA level
D Environmental Impacts (VVS § 134-137, VVS § 199-200 This section must only be completed [f the
analysis of environmental impacts is at Po
level.
D.1.1  Are there any host country requirements for an 11/ DR The PoA-DD states that there is no EIA OK
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), and if yggn requirement in Haiti. This was confirmed during
EIA approved? Does the approval contain any camstihat the site visit through interviews with the Bureau
need monitoring? For small-scale project activitiegn of Mines and the UN Advisor the DNA (as the
assessment of the environmental impacts of theogeap DNA was not available)
CDM project activity is required by the host Party?
D.1.2 Does the PoA comply with environmental legislationhe 11/ DR DNV met with the Bureau of Mines and with the OK
host country? UN Advisor to the DNA, and confirmed that the
PoA complies with all host country legislation
D.1.3  Will the PoA create any adverse environmental &ffac 11/ DR  The PoA-DD states that no negative clL8 OK
environmental impacts are envisions. PP shal
clarify how waste will be handled by the project
D.1.4 Have identified environmental impacts been addesséhe  /1/ DR See above OK
PoA design?
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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Consultation at PoA level

E Local stakeholder consultation (VVS § 138-140, VV§ L) ClemeniEien ek Gl [

This section must only be completed if the
201-202) i ; ) ;
analysis of environmental impacts is at Po
level.
E.1.1 Have relevant stakeholders been consulted? 11/ Difhe PoA-DD states that key stakeholders cL9 OK

representing government, private sector and
NGOs were invited. PP shall provide a list of the

invitees.
E.1.2 Have appropriate media been used to invite comnisnts 11/ DR @ Stakeholders have been invited by newspaper €10  OK
local stakeholders? advertisement and personal invitation. PP shall

confirm the date of the advertisements, to

demonstrate that local stakeholders were

provided with sufficient notice. PP shall also

clarify how stakeholders outside Port-au-Prince

area were notified

E.1.3 If a stakeholder consultation process is requined b 11/ DR PP shall clarify whether a stakeholder ck11 OK
regulations/laws in the host country, has the $takier consultation is required by law
consultation process been carried out in accordaitbe
such regulations/laws?

E.1.4 Is asummary of the stakeholder comments received 11/ DR A summary of stakeholder comments is provided OK
provided? in the POA-DD.

E.1.5 Has due account been taken of any stakeholder catame = /1/ DR | The comments presented in the PoOA-DD are OK
received? generally positive, and the PP has provided

sufficient explanation.

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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PART I1. Generic component project activity (CPA)

A Description of each generic CPA (VVS § 189)

A.1.1 Does the description of each generic CPA suffityectver 11/ DR | The description should state the target group of GL12 OK
all relevant elements, is accurate and does itiges\the the CPA, to provide a clear understanding of the
reader with a clear understanding of the natutbef CPA
proposed CPAs?

A.1.2 If applicable, are all different types of generie&s clearly 11/ DR | NA OK
described?

B Application of a baseline and monitoring

methodology(ies)

B.1 Title and reference of the approved baseline and

monitoring methodology(ies) selected

B.1.1  Are the exact reference and title of approved 11/ DR  OK OK
methodology(ies) and tools listed?

B.1.2  Are valid version of approved methodology(ies) toals 11/ DR  OK OK
applied?

B.2  Applicability of methodology (and tools) (VVS § 73-

77)

Insert a row for each applicability criteria of tragplied

methodology (and tools)

B.2.1 How was it validated that each specific CPA conpligth /1~ DR  According to the CDM guidelines for completing CAR OK
the following applicability criteria: introductioof high- the SSC PoA-DD, section B.2 of Part Il of the 10
efficiency stove with specified efficiency of aakt 20%. PoA-DD shall “Justify the choice of the selected

methodology(ies) by showing that each generic
CPA meets each applicability condition of the
methodology(ies). If applicable, provide a general
description of the sampling plan. Demonstrate
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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that the CPA qualifies as Type |, Il, and/or 11l
during every year of the crediting period in

accordance with applicable provisions for project

activity eligibility in the Project standard.” Thi
demonstration is missing from the PoA-DD.

B.2.2 How was it validated that each specific CPA conspligth /1/ DR | According to the CDM guidelines for completing CAR oK
the following applicability criteria: Project pasipants shall the SSC PoA-DD, section B.2 of Part Il of the 11
be able to show that non-renewable biomass hasusaehin PoA-DD shall “Justify the choice of the selected
the project region since 31 December 1989, usingesu methodology(ies) by showing that each generic
methods or referring to published literature, afficeports CPA meets each applicability condition of the
or statistics methodology(ies). If applicable, provide a general
description of the sampling plan. Demonstrate
that the CPA qualifies as Type |, Il, and/or 11l
during every year of the crediting period in
accordance with applicable provisions for project
activity eligibility in the Project standard.” Thi
demonstration is missing from the PoA-DD.
B.2.3 Is the selected baseline on of the baseline(syitbescin the = /1/ DR The baseline stated in section B.4 of the POA-DD OK
methodology and this hence confirms the applicghiif the is correctly identified as the use of fossil fukels
methodology? meeting similar thermal needs.
B.3  Project boundary of each generic CPA (VVS § 82-87
B.3.1 What are each generic CPA’s system boundaries /1/ DR | According to AMS-II.G V5, the project boundary CAR OK
(components and facilities used to mitigate GH@s¥’they is the physical, geographical site of the efficient 12
clearly defined and in accordance with the methagis? devices that burn biomass. This boundary is not
identified in the POA-DD
B.3.2  Which GHG sources are identified for the CPA? Dibes 11/ DR | The GHG sources identified include CO2 OK
identified boundary cover all possible sourcesduhko the emissions from the combustion of biomass on
project activity? Give reference to documents adersd to conventional stoves (in the baseline) and
arrive at this conclusion. improved stoves (in the project scenario).
B.3.3 Do the system boundaries for the CPA as describ#tki 11/ DR  See above OK
CPA-DD fully comply with the system boundaries stgied
by the applied baseline methodology?
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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B.3.4 Does the project involve other emissions sourcés no 11/ DR DNV did not identify any emission sources OK
foreseen by the methodologies that may question the greater than 1% of the estimated emission
applicability of the methodology? Do these sources reductions during the site visit
contribute with more than 1% of the estimated eimiss
reductions of the project?

B.4 Baseline scenario determination and description

(VVS 8§ 88-95 / Identification of alternatives to tle project

activity (VVS § 113-116)

Ensure that the evaluation of all alternatives pdad and

required by the methodology and also possible

alternatives/offshoots of alternatives are discdss$iebaseline

alternatives required to be considered by the naxlagy are

considered not applicable, please assess theigagtdn for this.

B.4.1  Which baseline scenarios have been identified?e it of 11/ DR  AMS-II.G specifies the baseline scenario, as the OK
baseline scenarios complete? Does the list incisdme of use of fossil fuels for meeting similar thermal
the options that the project activity is undertalgétiout needs. This is correctly identified in the POA-DD
being registered as a proposed project activitygsDbe list
contain all plausible alternatives which are viailkeans of
supplying the comparable outputs or services tieatabe
supplied by the proposed project activity?

B.4.2  Could the project activity in absence of the CDMotver 11/ DR | See above OK
baseline alternatives also be implemented by ahtties
than the CDM project participants? If so, has &éé® been
included in the list of baseline scenarios?

B.4.3  How have the other baseline scenarios been eligdriat 11/ DR  See above OK
order to determine the baseline?

B.4.4  What is the baseline scenario? 11/ R  See above OK

B.4.5 Isthe determination of the baseline scenario ao@ance 11/ DR = See above OK
with the guidance in the methodology?

B.4.6 Has the baseline scenario been determined using 11/ DR | See above OK
conservative assumptions where possible?

B.4.7 Does the baseline scenario sufficiently take imimoant 11/ DR | See above OK
relevant national and/or sectoral policies? Doedtseline

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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scenario comply with all applicable and enforcegidation?

B.4.8 Is the baseline scenario determination compatilitle thve 11/ DR @ See above OK
available data and are all literature and sourlezsly
referenced?
B.4.9 Is the baseline determination adequately documentta 11/ DR | See above OK
PoA-DD?
e All assumptions and data used by the project ppaints
are listed in the PoA-DD and related document to be
submitted for registration. The data are properly
referenced.
e All documentation is relevant as well as correqipted
and interpreted.
e Assumptions and data can be deemed reasonable
¢ Relevant national and/or sectoral policies and
circumstances are considered and listed in the PDA-
e The methodology has been correctly applied to iflent
what would occurred in the absence of the proposed
CDM project activity
B.5 Demonstration of eligibility for each generic CPA
B.5.1  Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA 11/ DR  According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Promote and install/ distribute ICS in/to resid&int in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
households, or schools or street food-vendors iti kzat PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
use wood fuel or charcoal in three-stone fire stawe the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
traditional pot supports (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usability.
B.5.2 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&2PA 11/ DR  According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
be implemented within the geographical boundarthef in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
Republic of Haiti PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by eac
CPA to demonstrate their usability.

>

B.5.3 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gead&@PA 11/ DR According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shallgAR-8 OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Target one specific fuel type (charcoal or wood) ane in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
specific sector (residential households, or fooelest PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
vendors, or schools); the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usability.
B.5.4 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gead&@PA 11/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shallGAR-8 OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Have a maximum energy saving of 180 GWHTth/ year in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
throughout each year of the CPA's crediting petiod PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
conform with the SSC threshold for type Il projeassper the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
EB 61 Annex 21 paragraph 3; (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usability.
B.5.5 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&2PA 11/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shallGAR-8 OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Comply with the applicability conditions set outtire in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
methodology AMS I1.G version 6 “Energy efficiency PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
measures in thermal applications of non-renewaibie&ss" the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
and further described in Section B.3 of the PoA-DD; (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usabilit
B.5.6 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Have a database that will uniquely identify androef in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
households, street vendors or schools in whichH&® PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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been installed or distributed. In addition, eadvstitself
will be uniquely identified with a serial number

the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by eac
CPA to demonstrate their usability.

>

B.5.7 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&2PA 11/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shallGAR-8 OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Do not involve households, street-vendors or schabéady in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
using an ICS which is not identified with a CPAtlis PoA PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
- including units involved in any other CPA or CDOM other the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
voluntary scheme (such as Gold Standard, VCS, VER+) (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
project involving the distribution or installatiaf ICS, and eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
units which have purchased or received an ICS on a verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
commercial or non-commercial basis (eg. NGO distad CPA to demonstrate their usability.
or government distributed stoves) ;
B.5.8 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR 8 OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Not be registered as individual CDM project actegtnor in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
included in another registered SSC-P0OA, as wéh asy PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
other voluntary scheme (such as Gold Standard, VCS, the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
VER+); (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usability.
B.5.9 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8: OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Be approved by the CME prior to its incorporatiatoithe in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
SSC-PoA PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usability.
B.5.10 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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Be able to provide documentary evidence of the dte.
The start of the CPA date must be on or after tidue date of
the POA,;

in the PoA and shall include these criteria in th
PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to ass
the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by eac
CPA to demonstrate their usability.

ess

>

B.5.11 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Affirm that no funding for its implementation isming in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
from Annex | parties, or if it does, that this istra diversion PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
of Official Development Assistance the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usability.
B.5.12 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8: OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Ensure that the ICS installed/distributed underGR& are in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
single pot or multi pot portable or in-situ cook\sts with PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
specified thermal efficiency of at least 20%. Efiiciency the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
of the project systems (ICS) are certified by aomet (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
standards body or an appropriate certifying agency eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
recognized by it (using the Water Boiling Tests (V¢ verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
outlined in AMS 1IG, Version 6 approved by the CDM CPA to demonstrate their usability.
Executive Board). Alternatively manufacturers’
specifications may be used and, if required bylloca
regulations, certified by a national standards bardgn
appropriate certifying agency recognized by it
B.5.13 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ . DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Use baseline data from one of the baseline suagys in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
outlined in Appendix 3 of the PoA-DD. These bassdin PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
include: a) a charcoal baseline for householdséaicin the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
towns or cities with populations above 10,000; bharcoal (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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baseline for Port-au-Prince schools; and c) chalmaselines
for Port-au-Prince street vendors. Alternativety,those
target segments where baseline studies are ndablieai
woody biomass savings (Buings) Can be calculated ex-pos
using monitoring parameter, Rw survey.following
methodology AMS-II.G version 6 paragraph 17 or ggime
default factor outlined in paragraph 19 c of thehndology

—

eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by eac
CPA to demonstrate their usability.

>

B.5.14 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ . DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
CPA implementers must either use the national geenan- in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
renewable biomass (NRB) fraction as outlined inGZB PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
Annex 22 or develop their own NRB survey in accog#a the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
with AMS 1l G version 06. An NRB survey done on a (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
regional level must limit the geographic scopehef CPA to eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
the particular region relevant to that NRB analysis verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usabilit
B.5.15 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ . DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Ensure that the CPA meets the criteria for notgaide- in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
bundled component of a larger project activitye-th PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
debundling rule does not apply if the stove or the the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
independent subsystem, does not exceed 1% of the 18 (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
GWhth of the small-scale (SSC) threshold (as p&tamnce eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
EB54 Annex 13 and clarification SSC_233) and a @PA verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
additional if the ICS does not exceed 5% of the SSC CPA to demonstrate their usability.
threshold (as per guidance of EB68 Annex 27)
B.5.16 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Include a mechanism that transfers the ownerspipsiof in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
CERs from the ICS user to the CME (or any affilittgo PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
designates), the precise mechanism to be estabiisha the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
CPA basis. For example, a Registration Card, S or (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
other means, which is signed or received by theused eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
upon purchase or distribution of the stove, whichllsstate verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
that the end-user transfers ownership of the caalssats to CPA to demonstrate their usability.
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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the CME for the life of the stove

B.5.17 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8  OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Adhere to all requirements related to samplingaf&0A in in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
accordance with the approved standard (EB 74 ABnex PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
later version), as outlined in section B.7.2 oftPlaof the the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
PoA-DD (para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usabilit
B.5.18 Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA /1/ DR | According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shall CAR-8 OK
complies with the following eligibility criteria: develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs
Involve the promotion and distribution of ICS thgbudirect in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the
distribution/installation, delivery, community digtution PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess
events, or distribution through commercial/retaitlets the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by each
CPA to demonstrate their usability.
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
PoA and generic CPA validation protocol (Part I| GEn€PA) — Report No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 A-30




DET NORSKEVERITAS

B.6  Algorithms and/or formulae used to determine
emission reductions of each CPA (VVS § 96-100)

Data and parameters that are available at validatio
and that are not monitored

B.6.1 How was the Bold available at validation verified?

11/

DR

Bogwas determined via baseline surveys
conducted for the CME. 3parties conducted th
surveys, and provided raw data to the CME for
analysis. DNV conducted acceptance samplin
to confirm the data collected by ILF and Papyr
and reviewed the QA/QC procedures and
sampling plan during the site visit, and can
confirm that they meet CDM requirements.

D

c
m(Q

OK

B.6.2 How was theajold available at validation verified?

11/

DR

AMS-I1.G provides two default values for the
parameterjold, based on type of stoves in use,

and the PoA-DD has applied a value of 0.1. PP

shall provide evidence to support the use of the
selected value.

Further, PP shall provide evidence that this value

is appropriate for wood and charcoal baselines.

OK

B.6.3 How was the fNRB,y available at validation verified

11/

DR

CDM default value of 96% is applied for the
parameter

OK

B.6.4 How was the NCVbiomass available at validation fiexl?

11/

DR

IPCC default

OK

B.6.5 How was the EFprojected_fossilfuel available dicion
verified?

11/

DR

The methodological default value is applied

OK

B.6.6 How was the L parameter available at validationfieet?

11/

DR

Methodological default

OK

B.6.7 How was the wood-to-charcoal parameter verified?

1DR

The calculation of emission reductions uses a

wood to charcoal conversion factor of 6.0, based 13

on IPCC default values. This parameter is
missing from the list of ex-ante parameters.

OK

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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B.6.8 In case any of the parameters above were deterrbamazt] 11/ DR DNV reviewed the raw data and calculated the OK
on sampling, was the sample adequate and did iplgom reliability of the results, and can confirm thag th
with the specific guidance in the applicable metiiogy or, results meet the required 90/10
if no such guidance is available in methodology, itli confidence/prevision.
achieve a 90/10 confidence/precision as the caiferi
reliability of sampling efforts for small-scale ot
activities and 95/10 for large scale project atitgr?
Baseline emissions
B.6.9  Are the calculations documented according to threaed 11/ DR | The calculations are transparently documented OK
methodology and tool and in a complete and traespar according to the steps in AMS-1I.G
manner?
B.6.10 Have conservative assumptions been used when atahgul | /1/ DR  Conservative assumptions have been employed in OK
the baseline emissions? calculation of baseline emission
B.6.11 Are uncertainties in the baseline emission estimpteperly | /1/ DR | Uncertainties are properly addressed O
addressed?
B.6.12 If the calculations of baseline emissions are based 11/ DR | The results meet the required 90/10 OK
sampling, does this comply with the Standard fongang confidence/precision.
and surveys?
Project emissions
B.6.13 Are the calculations documented according to threaed 11/ DR | The calculations are transparently documented OK
methodology and tool and in a complete and traespar according to the steps in AMS-1I.G
manner?
B.6.14 Have conservative assumptions been used when ahgul | /1/ DR  Conservative assumptions have been employed in OK
the project emissions? calculation of project emission
B.6.15 Are uncertainties in the project emission estimateperly 11/ DR | Uncertainties are addressed Ok
addressed?
B.6.16 If the calculations of project emissions are based 11/ DR  Baseline parameter values were established via OK
sampling, does this comply with the Standard fongang surveys that met the required reliability, and the
and surveys? sampling plan for monitored parameters
conforms with the CDM sampling standard
Leakage
B.6.17 Are the leakage calculations documented accordiriyet 11/ DR The PoA-DD states that leakage shall be assessed OK
approved methodology and in a complete and traasg through the use of a r-to-gross adjustmer
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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manner? factor of .95, applied to Bold. This meets the
requirements of AMS-II.G.
B.6.18 Have conservative assumptions been used when aiahgul | /1/ DR | Leakage emissions are accounted for using a OK
the leakage emissions? default emission factor.
B.6.19 Are uncertainties in the leakage emission estimategerly | /1/ DR | Leakage emissions are accounted for using a OK
addressed? default emission factor.
B.6.20 If the calculations of leakage emissions are based Leakage emissions are accounted for using a OK
sampling, does this comply with the Standard fongang default emission factor. Surveys are not required
and surveys
Emission Reductions
B.6.21 Algorithms and/or formulae used to determine erissi /111 DR | The ex-ante estimate of,; is given as 88%. PP €34 . OK
reductions: shall clarify the source of this value. GL 15
¢ All assumptions and data used by the project ppatits
are listed in the PoA-DD and related document stteoh PP has provided ex-ante CER estimates for the
for registration. The data are properly referenced first CPA. PP shall provide ex-ante estimate of
¢ All documentation is correctly quoted and intetpde CERs for the PoA.
¢ All values used can be deemed reasonable in thiexioof
the project activity
* The methodology has been correctly applied toutate
the emission reductions and this can be replichtethe
data provided in the PoA-DD and supporting filesb®
submitted for registration.
B.7  Monitoring plan (VVS § 131-133)
Data and parameters monitored
B.7.1 Do the means of monitoring described in the plangly 11/ DR  The means of monitoring comply with the
with the requirements of the methodology? requirements of AMS-II.G
B.7.2  Does the monitoring plan contains all necessargrpaters, . /1/ DR | The monitored parameters include: cL16 OK
and are they clearly described? - ny;, the Number of stoves still in operation
during the monitoring period as determined caR
by monitoring surveys for each stove vintage 14
- ty,], or the fraction of monitoring pericithe
stove is in operation
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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- MNnew, i OF thecontinuing efficiency of ICS
- S§ the percentage of multiple stove use

within the population of in-use ICS during a

monitoring period.

A baseline study has established the mean
number of stoves per HH to be 1.8. The PP is

monitoring the percentage of HH with more than

1 stove, but is not monitoring the number of
stoves in these HHs. PP shall clarify why this
monitoring arrangement has been established
it seems to provide less accurate results.

The PoA-DD has selected option 2 for the
calculation of Bsavings According to AMS-II.G,
when option 2 is selected, Bu suveymust also be

monitored. The monitoring plan in the PoA-DD

does not include this parameter

as

B.7.3 In case parameters are measured, is the measurement = /1/ DR - ny;shall be determined by sampling OK
equipment described? Describe each relevant pagamet - ty;shall be calculated directly from
information contained in the database.
- Nnews Will be measured according to the
WBT Protocol 3.0. If a newer version of the
protocol becomes available, the CME may
decide to use the newer version or continue
with v3.0.
- S§ shall be determined from surveys that
follow the sampling plan outlined in the PoA-
DD
B.7.4 In case parameters are measured, is the measurement | /1/ DR | nnew; shall be measured according to the OK
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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accuracy addressed and deemed appropriate? Desadhe
relevant parameter.

requirements of the WBT Protocol, v3.0, an
international accepted standard.
The remaining parameters are either directly

calculated from data contained in the database, or

will be measured using surveys according to the

sampling plan described in the PoOA-DD.

B.7.5 In case parameters are measured, are the requisefoen /1 DR nuew;shall be measured according to the OK
maintenance and calibration of measurement equipmen requirements of the WBT Protocol, v3.0, an
described and deemed appropriate? Describe eastant| international accepted standard.
parameter.
The remaining parameters are either directly
calculated from data contained in the database, or
will be measured using surveys according to the
sampling plan described in the PoA-DD.
B.7.6 Is the monitoring frequency adequate for all maiigp 11/ DR ' ny; or the number of stoves still in operation c17 OK
parameters? Describe each parameter. during the monitoring period, shall be monitored
biennially.
t,;, or the fraction of monitoring period the stove
is in operation, shall be monitored biennially
Nnew, » OF the continuing efficiency of ICS, shall
be monitored annually or biennially. PP shall
clarify when the choice of annual or biennial is
made.
SS, orePpercentage of multiple stove use within
the population of in-use ICS during a monitoring
period will be monitored at least biennially
B.7.7 Is the recording frequency adequate for all moimitpr 11/ DR The recording frequency matches the monitoring OK
parameters? Describe each parameter. frequency described above
B.7.8 In case any of the parameters will be determinsgdtban /1/ .~ DR | The PoA-DD states that the CME may choose toCAR OK
sampling, is the sample plan adequate and doemiply apply the lower bound of the confidence interval 15
with the specific guidance in the applicable metiogy or, if the required reliability is not achieved.
if no such guidance is available in methodologyedib According to the CDM Sampling Standard (para
achieve a 90/10 confidence/precision as the aiferi 20),"parameter values shall be estimated by
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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reliability of sampling efforts for small-scale peot
activities and 95/10 for large scale project atitgr?

sampling in accordance with the requirements
the applied methodology separately and
independently for each of the CPAs included ir
PoA, except when a single sampling plan
covering a group of CPAs18 is undertaken
applying 95/10 confidence/precision19 for the
sample size calculation." Therefore, the use o
the lower bound according to AMS-II.G is only
acceptable when a sampling plan is elaboratec
each CPA in the PoA.

in

1a

f

1 for

B.7.9 Ability of project participants to implement
monitoring plan
B.7.10 How has it been assessed that the monitoring agnaegts 11/ DR The CME has already successfully implemented OK
described in the monitoring plan are feasible witiie a CPA under a registered CDM PoA.
project design?
B.7.11 Are procedures identified for day-to-day recordsdiimg 11/ DR The monitoring plan requires retention of all OK
(including what records to keep, storage areaadros and necessary records in electronic and/or hard-capy
how to process performance documentation)? format, and specifies the party responsible for
retention. All documents will be stored for two
years after the end of the crediting period or the
last issuance of CERs for the project activity,
whichever is later
B.7.12 Are the data management and quality assuranceuatidyq @ /1/ DR  All parameters required for the calculation of OK
control procedures sufficient to ensure that thession emission reductions are included in the
reductions achieved by/resulting from the projeat be monitoring plan. The plan describes feasible
reported ex post and verified? methods for collecting all required information,
B.7.13 Will all monitored data required for verificatiom@issuance /1/ DR  All documents will be stored for two years afte OK
be kept for two years after the end of the crediperiod or the end of the crediting period or the last isseanc
the last issuance of CERs, for this project agtjwithichever of CERs for the project activity, whichever is
occurs later? later
Monitoring of sustainable development indicators/
environmental impacts
B.7.14 Is the monitoring of sustainable development inmics 11/ DR | PP shall demonstrate whether the host cpuntr CL-18 OK
environmental impacts warranted by legislatiorhia host required monitoring of sustainable development
MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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country? indicators

B.7.15 Does the monitoring plan provide for the collectard 11/ DR @ See above OK
archiving of relevant data concerning environmergatial
and economic impacts?

B.7.16 Are the sustainable development indicators in Viité 11/ DR | See above OK
stated national priorities in the host country?

MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Review, htdrview, CC= Cross-Checking
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Table 3 Resolution of corrective action requests ahclarification requests

Corrective action and/ or clarification Reference Response by project participants Validation conclusion

reguests to Table 2

CAR1 A3.2 The project boundary has been revised in The project boundary has been added to
According to AMS-II.G v5, the project boundary the design documents. the PoA-DD.

is the physical, geographical site of the efficient

devices that burn biomass. This boundary is|not CAR 1 is closed

identified in the POA-DD

CAR 2: A4.2 The letters of approval will be provided tg CAR 3 is still open.

According to the CDM Project Standard, “Project the validator when they become available.

participants shall obtain a letter of approval9rirg
the DNA of each Party involved

in the proposed CDM project activity confirming
that:

(a) The Party is a Party to the Kyoto Protocol;
(b) Participation in the proposed CDM project
activity is voluntary;

(c) Project participants are authorized to
participate in the proposed CDM project
activity.

In addition to the requirement in paragraph 70
above, for project participants from the

host Party, the letter of approval shall also
confirm that the proposed CDM project

activity assists the host Party in achieving
sustainable development.

PP shall provide letter of approval's from the
Republic of Haiti and The Netherlands

CAR 2 (cont) A4.2 LoA has been provided DNV reviewed the LoA and confirms that|it
PP shall provide letter of approval’s from the meets the requirements of the CDM Project
Republic of Haiti and The Netherlands Standard.

CAR 2 is closed.
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Corrective action and/ or clarification

Reference

Response by project participants

Validation conclusion

14

pCt

requests to Table 2

CAR 3: A.45 The letter authorizing CQC as Coordinatin@AR 3Error! Reference source not

According to the CDM Project Standard (para. Managing Entity will be provided to the | found. is open.

173), “The coordinating/managing entity shall validator when it is available.

obtain from each host Party a letter of

authorization of its coordination of the proposed

CDM PoA.” The PP has not provided a letter of

authorization from the host party.

CAR 3 (cont) A4S The letter of authorization has been DNV reviewed the letter of authorization,

The letter of authorization shall be provided provided contained within the LoA, and confirms
that it authorizes the PP to coordinate the
PoA.
CAR 3 is closed.

CAR 4

CAR 4 was not raised during this assessment

CAR 4 AS5.2 The signed modalities of communication | MoC form has not been signed.

According to the CDM Project Standard (para have been provided to the validator.

72(e)), “The signature of an authorized signatofy CAR 4 is open.

(electronic if available) of all project

participants confirming their agreement with the

MoC statement” shall be provided in the Mg

The MoC submitted by the PP has not been

signed. A signed copy shall be provided to DNV

prior to the start of the technical review.

CAR 5 (cont) A.5.2 | Project Proponent Response: The MoC hakhe MoC form has been signed.

MoC form has not been signed been signed and provided to the validator.
CAR5 s closed

CAR S5 B.3.4 Eligibility criterion 10 now mentions that | Eligibility criterion 10 has been updated t

According to the CDM Project Standard (para the start date of the CPA must be on or afteflect the requirements of the CDM Proje

162), “The coordinating/managing entity shall the start date of the PoA. Standard.

confirm that the start date of any proposed CPA is
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Reference Validation conclusion

to Table 2

Corrective action and/ or clarification
requests

Response by project participants

on or after the start date of the PoA. Eligibility
criterion #10 requires CPAs to provide

documentary evidence of the start date, but dogs

not specify that the start date is on or after the
start date of the PoA.

CAR 5 is closed.

CAR 6

According to the PoA Standard, the eligibility
criteria must include “the conditions that ensure

B.3.6

that the CPA meets the requirements pertaining to

the demonstration of additionality” (para.16(f).
The last sentence of section A.7 in the PoA-DDO
states that eligibility criterion 14 demonstrates
additionality. However, criterion #14 states:

"CPA implementers must either use the national

average non-renewable biomass (NRB) fractioh as

outlined in Annex 3 of the PoA-DD, or develop
their own NRB survey in accordance with AMS
G version 05. An NRB survey done on a regio
level must limit the geographic scope of the CH
to the particular region relevant to that NRB
analysis." PP shall clarify how the criterion
demonstrates additionality

I
hal
A

The mention of eligibility criterion 14 was
changed to Criterion 15, which discusses
additionality as per the Guidelines for the
Demonstration of Additionality in Small
Scale Project Activities version 09.0.

The sentence directing the demonstratior
additionality in criterion 14 has been
removed.

Criterion 15 correctly applies the
additionality requirements.

CAR 6 is closed.

CAR 7

According to the PoA Standard, the eligibility
criteria should include “conditions that ensurée t
every CPA (in aggregate if it comprises of
independent sub units) meets the small-scale d
microscale threshod@nd remains within those
thresholds throughout the crediting period of th
CPA” (para.16(f)). Criterion#15 in the POA-DD
states that they need to meet the SSC threshol

B.3.10

=

(9]

but does not require it to be maintained

Eligibility criterion 4 addresses the CAR.
This criterion states that the CPA shall
“Have a maximum energy saving of 180
GWHy/ year throughout each year of the
CPA's crediting period to conform with th
SSC threshold for type Il projects as per
61 Annex 21 paragraph 3"

a)

The eligibility requirement of the PoA
Standard in question has been correctly
applied in Criterion 4 in the PoA-DD.

CBZAR 7 is closed.
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Corrective action and/ or clarification Reference Response by project participants Validation conclusion

requests to Table 2

throughout the crediting period

CAR 8 B.3.13 The generic CPA-DD in section B.5 now | The type of evidence to demonstrate

According to the PoA Standard, “the CME shal
develop eligibility criteria for inclusion of CPAs

in the PoA and shall include these criteria in the

PoA-DD and demonstrate their usability to assess

the inclusion of CPAs in the generic CPA-DD
(para. 15). The generic CPA-DD contains the
eligibility criteria, but does not describe the
verifiable evidence that will be provided by eac
CPA to demonstrate their usability.

-

describes the types of verifiable evidence
that will be provided by each CPA to
demonstrate the usability of the eligibility
criteria

usability of the eligibility criteria has been
added for each eligibility criteria as
required by the PoA Standard.

CAR 8 is closed.

D

CAR 9 Ccil1 This project will select Option (b), the date The project participant has revised Sectic
According to the CDM Project Standard, of publication for stakeholder consultation.D.1 of the PoA-DD which now defines the
The start date of a PoA shall be either of the This date is 19/03/2013. start date in accordance with the CDM
two dates below: Project Standard.

(a) The date of notification of the intention teke

the CDM status by the CAR 9 is closed.

coordinating/managing entity to the secretariat

and the DNA; or

(b) The date of publication of the POA-DD for

global stakeholder consultation.

The PoA-DD states that the start date will be|the

completion of the validation process |or

01/09/2013, whichever is first. The start date

shall be revised in accordance with the CDM

Project Standard.

CAR 10 B.2.1 The project proponent outlined in Section Section B.2 of Part Il of the POA-DD has

According to the CDM guidelines for completin
the SSC PoA-DD, section B.2 of Part Il of the
PoA-DD shall “Justify the choice of the selecte(
methodology(ies) by showing that each gen

\ 4

i

B.2 of Part Il of the POA-DD that the of
activities developed under this POA
correspond to Small Scale Type Il project
as per the CDM project standard.

been updated to clarify and demonstrate
that CPAs qualify as Type Il during every
syear of the crediting period.
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Reference Validation conclusion

to Table 2

Corrective action and/ or clarification
requests

Response by project participants

CPA meets each applicability condition of the Furthermore, the project proponents have CAR 10 is closed.
methodology(ies). If applicable, provide a general indicated in the same section that “The
description of the sampling plan. Demonstrate that number of stoves distributed under this
the CPA qualifies as Type |, Il, and/or Il during CPA will be such as to not exceed 180
every year of the crediting period in accordance GWhth in energy savings per annum,
with applicable provisions for project activity following the requirements of Small Scalg
eligibility in the Project standard.” This Type Il projects.” And that “The CPA shall
demonstration is missing from the PoA-DD. remain within this threshold throughout the

crediting period.” Thus demonstrating that

the CPA qualifies as a Type Il Project.
CAR 12 B.3.1 The boundary clarification is now providegdLanguage specifying the project boundary
According to AMS-I1.G V5, the project boundaly in Section A.5. _The clarification_states: has been added to the PoA-DD as per the
is the physical, geographical site of the efficient “The actual project boundary will be the | methodology.
devices that burn biomass. This boundary is|not physical, geographical site of the efficient
identified in the POA-DD devices that burn biomass, as specified in CAR 12 is closed.

AMS-II.G Version 05"
CAR 13 B.6.7 The parameter has been entered in sectipifhe charcoal to wood conversion factor
The calculation of emission reductions uses a B.6.2 of part Il of the POA-DD as a has been correctly added to the list of
wood to charcoal conversion factor of 6.0, based parameter available ex-ante. parameters determined ex-ante.
on IPCC default values. This parameter| is
missing from the list of ex-ante parameters. CAR 13 is closed.
CAR 15 B.7.2 Parameter B.ewsuneynas been introduced | Parameter Biew surveynas been included in
The PoA-DD has selected option 2 for the into the monitoring plan. the application of the monitoring
calculation of B saings According to AMS-I1.G, methodology as indicated in AMS-II.G.
when option 2 is selected, B suveymust also be
monitored. The monitoring plan in the PoA-DD CAR 14 is closed.
does not include this parameter
CAR 15 B.7.8 This is understood. PPs will not use the| The monitoring plan has been revised to
The PoA-DD states that the CME may choose lower bound of the confidence interval | state “However, the use of the use of the
to apply the lower bound of the confidence when sampli_ng across CPAs. Footnote hdewer bound of the con_fidence int_erval shall
interval if the required reliability is not been added in Section B.7.2 of the POA-DDnly be used when a single CPA is sampled
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Reference Validation conclusion

to Table 2

Corrective action and/ or clarification
requests

Response by project participants

achieved. According to the CDM Sampling
Standard (para 20),”parameter values shal

be

estimated by sampling in accordance with the

requirements in the applied methodology
separately and independently for each of th
CPAs included in a PoA, except when a
single sampling plan covering a group of
CPAs18 is undertaken applying 95/10
confidence/precision19 for the sample size
calculation." Therefore, the use of the lowe
bound according to AMS-II.G is only
acceptable when a sampling plan is elabor
for each CPA in the PoA.

e

=

ated

to comply with this requirement.

(versus sampling across CPAS)".

However, PP shall clarify which footnote
was added to support the closure of CAR
13.

CAR 15is still open.

CAR 15 (cont) B.7.8 2" Project Proponent response: the text | The clarification closes the CAR
The monitoring plan has been revised to state added is not a footnote, but is rather on the

“However, the use of the use of the lower bound main body of the document in section CAR 15 is closed.

of the confidence interval shall only be used when B.7.2, under the Sampling Plan Objectives

a single CPA is sampled (versus sampling acrgss and Reliability Requirements.

CPAs)".

However, PP shall clarify which footnote was

added to support the closure of CAR 13.

CL1 A6.1 The project proponent will provide the CL 1 is open.

The PP has provided a letter from USAID titl
“Non-Diversion of ODA Funds for Improve
Cookstoves in Haiti CDM Programme
Activities”. Several items are missing from th
letter, including the name/signature from |
USAID official and the date. PP shall submi
revised letter.

ed
d
of

NS
he
[ a

signature and missing information on the
letter when it becomes available.

CL 1 (cont)

The revised letter has been submitted Withhe revised letter has been submitted, ar
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Corrective action and/ or clarification
requests

PP shall submit the revised letter when i
available

to Table 2
is

Reference

Response by project participants

signature.

Validation conclusion

includes the name and signature of the
USAID official and date.

CL 1 is closed.

CL2

B.2.1

The PoA-DD includes a discussion of several

includi
PP s

barriers to project implementation,
financial barriers and cultural barriers.

clarify which barrier is utilized to demonstrate

additionality.

ng
hall

The barrier analysis now follows
Paragraph 2(c) of Annex 27 of the 68th
meeting of the CDM Executive Board,

“Guidelines for demonstrating additionality

of small-scale project activities” (version
9). The text indicates that projects are
considered additional if “project activities

are solely comprised of isolated units where

the users of the technology/measure are
households or communities or Small and
Medium Enterprises (SMEs) and where t
size of each unit is no larger than 5% of t
small-scale thresholds.” Annex 21 of EB
established 60GWh per year as the SSC
threshold. The conversion from 60 GWH
to 180 GWHth per year was approved in
clarification by the small-scale working
group (SSC_233).

Additionality determination in the POA-DL
has been changed to reflect the
requirements of the EB 68 Annex 27.

CL 2 is closed.

he
he
51

e
A

CL3

Eligibility criterion #13 states that each CPA $h
"use baseline data from one of the baseline
surveys as outlined in Annex 3 of the PoA-DD.
These baselines include: a) a charcoal baseling
households located in towns or cities with
populations above 10,000; b) a fuel wood base
for households located in populations below
10,000; c) a charcoal baseline for Port-au-Pring

B.3.13

A

> for

line

e

Baseline surveys and reports are being
made and will be provided to the validato
when they become available. However, ti
wood fuel baseline for households in
populations of 10,000 inhabitants or less
will no longer be available. Project
proponents have modified the PoA-DD tg
reflect that change. Monitoring parameter
By newsurveyCan be used to estimate biomas
savings (along with the thermal efficiency

PP has updated eligibility criterion 13 in t
r PoA-DD to reflect the available baseline
nesurveys.

CL 3 is closed.

5S
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Corrective action and/ or clarification

Reference

Response by project participants

Validation conclusion

requests

schools; and d) charcoal baselines for Port-au-
Prince street vendors;

PP shall provide the reference in English
demonstrating the validity of these baselines

to Table 2

of the new device) resulting from the use

wood stoves in households in populations

of 10,000 or target segments not covered
baselines.

of

D

by

CL4 B.5.2 The guidelines for surveys have been PP has provided the baseline survey
Section C(b) of the PoA-DD states that the CME provided to the validator. The baseline | guidelines.

has established general guidance for conducting questionnaires will be provided along with

baseline surveys that is provided to the CPA baseline reports when these become CL 4 is closed.

Implementers. PP shall provide this guidance to available.

DNV for review.

CL5 B.5.2 The training regime and requirements are PP has updated Section C(b) of the PoOA-
Section C(b) of the PoA-DD states that explained in the PoA-DD section C(b). DD to describe the training requirements
monitoring staff will be trained but does not for monitoring staff.

include the training requirements. PP shall

elaborate on the training regime CL 5 is closed.

CL6 B.5.4 In all cases, the CME must ensure that | Full explanation of stove coding shall be

The PoOA-DD states the each stove will
identified by a unique serial number. PP s
clarify how this number is generated.

be
nall

codes and sequences result in unique se
number combinations. Numbers may be
allocated in according to different
procedures. For example:

- Simple sequence. Serial numbers
will be assigned incrementally to
every stove in the CPA. So for th
first CPA, the number that will be
generated will be CQC-H-1-0001.
Then the second stove will be
CQC-H-1-0002, etc.

- Sequences nested within specific
codes. The CPA Implementers or
CME may want to identify batches

riedcluded in the PoA-DD.

CL 6 is still open.

D

stovemodels, production ar
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Corrective action and/ or clarification Reference

Response by project participants

Validation conclusion

requests to Table 2

distribution years, CPAs,
manufacturer, vendors, etc... by a
specific code within the serial
number. In this case, the sequent
numbering may be placed after a
specific code or set of codes. For
instance, the first Eco Zoom Jet
Stove distributed in 2013 under th
CPA may be CQC-H-EZJ-2013-
00001. Likewise, the first stove of
model YY implemented in 2013
may have the code CQC-H-2013-
00001. Despite the last 11 digits g
the serial number being the same
the entire serial number is unique

al

D

=n

2" Project Proponent response: the
explanation of stove serial number coding
has been expanded in the eligibility criter
sections of the POA-DD. The additional te
added was: “For instance, the fist Jikokod
Stove distributed in 2013 under the CPA
may be CQC-H-JKJ-2013-00001. Likewig
the first stove of model YY implemented i
2013 may have the code CQC-H-2013-
00001. Despite the last 11 digits of the
serial number being the same, the entire
serial number is unique.”

The explanation of serial number coding

j has been added to the PoA-DD, and is

asufficient to ensure the unique identificati

xbf each stove.

1
CL 6 is closed.
e,

n

olp|

CL 6 (cont) B.5.4
Full explanation of stove coding shall be included

in the POA-DD.

CL7 B.5.5

The PoA-DD states that the registration card will
contain the date of installation/distribution. The
monitoring plan shall clarify in the POA-DD under

An explanation has been added to the Pq
DD (Section A.6 footnote 14). When stov
is portable, installation will not be

necessary. Only when the stove is fixed

Arhe PoA-DD has been updated to clarify
ethe conditions of portable and fixed stove

CL 7 is closed.
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Reference Validation conclusion

to Table 2

Corrective action and/ or clarification
requests

Response by project participants

what conditions installation of ICS is necessary.

(i.e. attached to a greater structure or
non-portable}- and when perhaps
household infrastructure needs to be put
place or altered — the installation of the I(
will be necessary (eg: installation of
chimney).

in
LS

CcLS8 Users of the ICS will be encouraged, | ICS disposal has been clarified in Sectior]
The PoA-DD states that no negative through information in training manualsE.2 of the updated PoA-DD.
environmental impacts are envisions. PP shall or other means, to adequately dispose

clarify how waste will be handled by the project

the ICS at the end of their useful lives
This information has been included in
section E.2 of the PoA-DD.

| CL 8 is closed.

CL9

The POA-DD states that key stakehold
representing government, private sector
NGOs were invited. PP shall provide a list of
invitees.

ers
and
the

The list of invitees has been provided to thBP has provided a list of stakeholders tha

validator along with the list of e-mail
invitations.

were invited to participate.

CL 9 is closed.

—

\

CL 10

Stakeholders have been invited to the LSC| by consultation announcements in the PoA-DD.

newspaper advertisement and personal ativi. Nouvelliste newspaper were September 18lational circulation of Nouvelliste is
PP shall confirm the date of the advertisements, to and October 2, 2012. This information hassufficient notification outside Port-au-
demonstrate that local stakeholders were prov|ded been added to the PoA-DD in section F.1\. Prince area.

with sufficient notice. PP shall also clarify haw Invitation e-mails to stakeholders were sent

stakeholders outside Port-au-Prince area Were 2 weeks-12 days in advance of the CL 10 is closed.

notified

The dates of the local stakeholder

stakeholder consultation in October 15,
2012.

Project Proponents identified stakeholder
operating in Haiti (not only Port-au-Prince
For instance, members of the Haitian
National Government were invited
(Minister of Envirionment and head of the

Invitation dates have been clarified in the|

— n

Designated National Authority to tl
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Corrective action and/ or clarification Reference Validation conclusion

Response by project participants

at

requests to Table 2

UNFCCC). These stakeholders were invited

through the newspaper Nouvelliste (which

has national circulation), e-mail and

personal invitation letters. The e-mail ang

letter invitations have been provided to the

validator.
CL11 The PP searched and found no evidence| The requested clarification should be
PP shall clarify whether a stakeholder consultation that a stakeholder consultation is required included in the PoA-DD.
is required by law by law. However, a CDM procedures

booklet made by the Haitian DNA outlines CL 11 is still open.

the stakeholder consultation as part of the

CDM cycle. This booklet (dated 2012) has

been provided to the validator.
CL 11 (cont) 2" Project Proponent response: The The text has been added to the PoA-DD.
The requested clarification should be included jn following text was added to section F of th®uring the site visit, DNV confirmed
the PoA-DD. PoA-DD: “The Project Proponent found nothrough interviews with the Bureau of

evidence that the host country requires by Mines and the UN advisor to the DNA, th

law a local stakeholder consultation for | an LSC is not required by law.

CDM projects.”

CL 11 is closed.

CL 12 Al1l Part Il section A.1 now requests the The target segment has been clarified in
The description of the generic CPA in Part|ll, specification of the target segment of the| Section A.1 of Part Il of the PoA-DD.
section A.1 of the PoA-DD should state the tanget CPA.
group of the CPA, to provide a clear CL 12 is closed.
understanding of the CPA
CL 13 B.6.2 The methodology states that a default value
AMS-II.G provides two default values for the of 0.10 may be optionally used if the In DNV's experience, traditional charcoal
parameterjoid, based on type of stoves in use, and replaced device is a three stone fire, or a stoves have significantly higher efficienci
the PoA-DD has applied a value of .1. PP shall conventional device with no improved | than traditional wood stoves. This is
provide evidence that this value is appropriate] for combustion air supply or flue gas supported by the LBNL study (Performan
wood and charcoal baselines ventilation, that is without a grate or a of Charcoal Cookstoves for Haiti, Part 1:
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Corrective action and/ or clarification

Reference

Response by project participants

Validation conclusion

requests

to Table 2

chimney; for other types of devices, a

default value of 0.2 may be optionally usedvhich determined the efficiency of the

In the case of Haiti, this project would
replace stoves with no improved
combustion, thus the choice of 0.1 is
considered appropriate.

Results from the Water Boiling Test),
baseline stove to be 22.2%. PP shall

justify the conservativeness of the defaul
value.

CL 13 is open.

CL 13 (cont)

In DNV'’s experience, traditional charcoal stove
have significantly higher efficiencies than
traditional wood stoves. This is supported by th
LBNL study (Performance of Charcoal
Cookstoves for Haiti, Part 1: Results from the
Water Boiling Test), which determined the
efficiency of the baseline stove to be 22.2%. H
shall justify the conservativeness of the default
value.

ne

P

B.6.2

2" PP response: the following text was

added in section B.6.3 of the Generic CPADNV with a document entitled “Rapport

DD “a default value 08.10 may be
optionally used if the replaced device is g
three stone fire, or a conventional device
with no improved combustion air supply @
flue gas ventilation, that is without a grate
or a chimney; for other types of devices,
default value of 0.2 may be optionally
used.”

During the site visit, the BME provided

D’Activites Decembre 1998-Fevrier 1999
which states an efficiency range of baseli
charcoal stoves of 22.28-22.5%. This
rsupports the LBNL study referenced

previously, and casts doubt on the use off.

has the default value. PP shall provide
evidence that the .1 default value in AMS|
I1.G is intended for charcoal stoves.

CL 13 is open
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Corrective action and/ or clarification

Reference

Response by project participants

Validation conclusion

requests to Table 2
CL 13(cont) B.6.2 Section B.6.3 has been revised to specify DNV reviewed the revised PoA-DD and
In DNV’s experience, traditional charcoal stoves that the default value of .2 applies to confirmed the use of the higher default
have significantly higher efficiencies than traditional charcoal stoves value for traditional charcoal stoves.
traditional wood stoves. This is supported by the
LBNL study (Performance of Charcoal CL13is closed.
Cookstoves for Haiti, Part 1: Results from the
Water Boiling Test), which determined the
efficiency of the baseline stove to be 22.2%. sThi
is supported by a document provided by the
Bureau of Mines during the site visit, entitled
“Rapport D’Activites Decembre 1998-Fevrier
1999” which states an efficiency range of baseline
charcoal stoves of 22.28-22.5%. PP shall provide
evidence that the .1 default value in AMS-II.G is
intended for charcoal stoves.
CL14 B.6.21 The source of this value are surveys in | Clarification of the source of the ex-ante
The ex-ante estimate ufu is given as 88%. PP MeX.iCO and Guatemala.Where C.‘.Quest estimate fOInyJ' should be included in the
shall clarify the source of this value. Capital is CME and Project Participant, | PoA-DD.
respectively. An excel file named “Pilot
Study Parameters.xIsx” with the surveys | c|_ 14 s still open.
and values has been provided to the
validator.
CL 14 (cont) B.6.21 2" PP response: Footnote 62 (page 41) inThe data source has been updated in the
Clarification of the source of the ex-ante estimate the section B.7.2 of the Generic CPA now PoA-DD.
for ny; should be included in the PoA-DD. outlines PoAs “Distribution of ONIL
Stoves — Mexico” and “Distribution of CL 14 is closed.
ONIL Stoves — Guatemala” as the data
source.
CL15 B.6.21 The PP has placed these estimates in Estimated CERs for the PoA have been

PP has provided ex-ante CER estimates for the

first CPA. PP shall provide ex-ante estimate of

Section A.2 of the PoA-DD

added to Section A.2 of the PoA-DD.
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Corrective action and/ or clarification Reference Response by project participants Validation conclusion

requests to Table 2

CERs for the PoA. CL 15 is closed.

CL 16 B.7.2 The purpose of this number is to account| Clarification of the monitoring of

A baseline study has established the mean for HHs currently using more than one | simultaneous stove usage has been
number of stoves per HH to be 1.8. The PP is stove simultaneously and ultimately to provided.

account for occasional continued use of
traditional stoves alongside improved CL 16 is closed.
stoves as per the requirement of

monitoring the percentage of HH with more
than 1 stove, but is not monitoring the number
of stoves in these HHs. PP shall clarify why methodology AMS-II.G. The average

this monitoring arrangement has been number of simultaneous stove use in typical
established, as it seems to provide less Haitian households is 1.8. The PoA stoves
accurate results. will form part of this typical Haitian
cooking system, and thus, the use of the
average number of stoves used
simultaneously is appropriate to
approximate the stove usage in PoA
households. Note that the overall
adjustment factor is further weighted to the
overall percentage of project households
that have more than one stove.

=

CL 17 B.7.6 Sections B.7.1 and B.7.2 have been Monitoring frequency has been updated i
According to the monitoring plan in the PoA- amended to outline when the choice of | the PoA-DD to reflect the requirements o
DD, Nnew. 5 OF the continuing efficiency of biennial monitoring is validsaper the methodology.

ICS, shall be monitored annually or methodologyAMS-I1.G version 5

(paragraph 12 and 23 footnote 12). The PREL 17 is closed.
also outlined thaannual monitoring will
be used in instances where the life of
the useful lives of the stoves in Haiti
under normal conditions are of 2 years
or less or when the efficiency of the
stove drops significantly after two years
of usage. In this case significantly
means more than 10% with respect tg

biennially. PP shall clarify when the choice
of annual or biennial is made.
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Reference
to Table 2

Corrective action and/ or clarification
requests

Response by project participants

the efficiency of the device when new

UPDATE: Nnew, 1is monitored annually,
following the upgrade to AMS-II.G versiof
6.

Validation conclusion

N

CL 18 B.7.13

PP shall demonstrate whether the host country
required monitoring of sustainable development
indicators

The PP has analysed the requirements o
the host country and could not find
indication that monitoring of sustainable
development indicators is required. The
documents analyzed were those provide
by the Haitian DNA (directly or indirectly)
and include: CDM procedures booklet an
the Haitian DNA Evaluation Procedures.
These documents have been provided to

f Clarification of the monitoring of the host
country sustainable development indicatd
has been adequately provided.

I CL 18 is closed.
d

the

validator.
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Table 4 Forward action requests

Forward action request Reference

Response by project participants
to Table 2
No FARs were issued in the course of this validatio

- 000 -
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APPENDIX B

PROTOCOL FOR ASSESSING COMPLIANCE OF SPECIFIC CPA
WITH POA REQUIREMENTS



DET NORSKEVERITAS

Draft Final
Concl. | Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

A Description of CPA (PS § 31, VVS § 62-63, § 189 )
A.1. Title, Technical description of CPA and Parties
involved
A.1.1 Does section A.1 of the CPA-DD include a diea 11/ DR [ Clearly identifiable title of the CPA
identifiable CPA title, version number of the CPAD [ Version number of the CPA-DD is included

and date of the CPA-DD?
dd 0 = L] Date of the CPA-DD is included.

A.1.2 Isthe CPA-DD is in accordance with the aqgthile 11/ DR
requirements for completing CPA-DDs?
A.1.3  Does the description of the CPA sufficierdbver all 11/ DR

relevant elements, is accurate and does it proviseeseader
with a clear understanding of the nature of thppsed
CPA?

A.1.4  Does the CPA-DD provide information on the”ACP 11/ DR
implementer(s)? CPA implementers can be project
participants of the PoA, under which the CPA ismsitted,
provided the name is included in the registered.PoA

A.1.5 Does the CPA-DD describe all the technologisd/or 11/ DR
measures to be employed and/or implemented by ®#e C
including a list of the facilities, systems and ipguent that
will be installed and/or modified by the CPA

A.1.6  Does the CPA-DD adequately list all Party)(iesd CPA 11/ DR
implementer(s) involved in the CPA and provide echt
information in Appendix 1? Are all listed Party(iesd CPA
implementer(s) included in the PoA?

A.1.7  Does the CPA-DD provide geographic referemcather 11/ DR
means of identification that allows for the unique
identification of the CPA?

A.2. Duration of the CPA and crediting period
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Checklist Question Assessment by DNV Draft  Final

; : Concl.  Concl.
A.2.1 Isthe CPA starting date clearly defined ewidlenced? Is 11/ DR

the start date of the CPA the earliest date athviither the
implementation or construction or real action a @PA
begins? Is the start date on or after the staet ofathe PoOA?

A.2.2 Isthe CPA operational lifetime clearly defthand
evidenced?

A.2.3  Has the crediting period been clearly defiaed is the start. /1/ DR
of the crediting period deemed to be reasonable?

A.2.4  Has it been confirmed that the length of @A crediting 11/ DR
period does not exceed the end of PoA?

A.3. Estimated amount of emission reductions from the
CPA

A.3.1 Has the emission reduction forecast beenketkand is it 11/ DR
deemed likely that the stated amount is achieveehgihat
the underlying assumptions do not change?

A.4. Public funding

A.4.1 In case public funding from Parties includiednnex | is 11/ DR
used for the CPA, have these Parties providedfamafion
that such funding does not result in a diversioofti€ial
development assistance and is separate from arud is
counted towards the financial obligations of theaeties?

A.5. Confirmation for CPA

A.5.1  Has a confirmation been provided that the @Aeither 11/ DR
registered as an individual CDM project activity iopart
of another registered PoA?
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Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

[1 Analysis at PoA level
[1 Analysis at CPA level
This section must only be completed if the
analysis of environmental impacts must bt
at CPA level.

B Environmental impacts (PS 8 63-64, VVS 8§ 134-135)
It is assessed whether environmental impacts oCiwe
have been properly addressed.

D.1.2. Has an analysis of the environmental impacts ofadRA& 11/ DR
been sufficiently described?
D.1.3. Are there any Host Party requirements for an Emvirental | /1/ DR
Impact Assessment (EIA)?

D.1.4. Will the programme create any adverse environmental 11/ DR
effects?

D.1.5. Are transboundary environmental impacts considaréde 11/ DR
analysis?

D.1.6. Have identified environmental impacts been addesséhe | /1/ DR
programme design?
D.1.7. Does the programme comply with environmental legjiish 11/ DR
in the host country?

] Consultation at PoA level
] Consultation at CPA level

This section must only be completed if the
analysis of environmental impacts is at Pc
level.

C.1.1. Have relevant stakeholders been consulted? 11/ DR

C Stakeholders’ comments (PS § 65-69, VVS § 138-140)
It is assessed whether stakeholders have beennya@uasulted
in the development of the CPA.

C.1.2. Have appropriate media been used to invite comniwnts 11/ DR
local stakeholders?

C.1.3. If a stakeholder consultation process is requised b 11/ DR
regulations/laws in the host country, has the $takker
consultation process been carried out in accordartbe
such regulations/laws?
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Checklist Question  Ref MoV Assessment by DNV Dl Al
Concl. Concl.
C.1.4. Is asummary of the stakeholder comments received 11/ DR
provided?
C.1.5. Has due account been taken of any stakeholder coteme | /1/ DR
received?

D Application of a baseline and monitoring

methodology(ies)

D.1. Title and reference of the approved baseline and

monitoring methodology(ies) selected

D.1.2. Are the exact title and version of approved methagigies) . /1/ DR
and tools listed?

D.2. Applicability of methodology (and tools) (VVS § 73-

77)

The applicability of the methodology is checkedtigh the

eligibility criteria specifying the conditions thahsure

compliance with applicability and other requiremenf single

or multiple methodologies applied by CPAs

D.3.2. Do the eligibility criteria in D.5 below, in partitar the 11/ DR -
eligibility criteria specifying the conditions thahsure
compliance with applicability and other requirenseot
single or multiple methodologies applied by the CPA
sufficiently demonstrate that the CPA complies wiité
applicability criteria of the applied methodologn(l tools)?
If not, provide below and assessment of the CPAs
compliance with the applicability criteria.

D.3. Project boundary of CPA (VVS § 82-87)

D.3.1. Whatis the CPA’s system boundaries (components and . /1/ DR
facilities used to mitigate GHGs)? Are they cleatéfined
and in accordance with the methodology?
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Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Assessment by DNV

D.3.2. Isthe CPA located within the geographical boundsdrghe | 11/ | DR
proposed or registered PoOA?

D.3.3. Which GHG sources are identified for the CPA? Dibes 11/ DR
identified boundary cover all possible sourcesduhko the
CPA? Give reference to documents considered toeoati
this conclusion.

D.3.4. Does the CPA involve other emissions sources nmesézn 11/ DR
by the methodologies that may question the apglicabf
the methodology? Do these sources contribute witfem
than 1% of the estimated emission reductions oCihA?

D.4. Baseline scenario determination and description
(VVS 8 88-95 / Identification of alternatives to tle project
activity (VVS § 113-116)

Ensure that the evaluation of all alternatives pdad and

required by the methodology and also possible

alternatives/offshoots of alternatives are discdss$ebaseline
alternatives required to be considered by the naxlagy are
considered not applicable, please assess theigatdn for this

D.4.1. Which baseline scenarios have been identified?el$ist of 11/ DR
baseline scenarios complete? Does the list inchgdmne of
the options that the CPA is undertaken without ¢pein
registered as a proposed CPA? Does the list coallain
plausible alternatives which are viable means pphting
the comparable outputs or services that are tajelied by
the proposed CPA?

D.4.2. Could the project activity in absence of the CDMotver 11/ DR
baseline alternatives also be implemented by ahtties
than the CDM project participants? If so, has éé® been
included in the list of baseline scenarios?

D.4.3. How have the other baseline scenarios been eligdriat 11/ DR
order to determine the baseline?
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. : Draft = Final
Checklist Question Assessment by DNV Concl. | Conl.

D.4.4. What is the baseline scenario? 11/ DR
D.4.5. s the determination of the baseline scenario aoaance 11/ DR

with the guidance in the methodology?
D.4.6. Has the baseline scenario been determined using 11/ DR

conservative assumptions where possible?
D.4.7. Does the baseline scenario sufficiently take imimoant 11/ DR

relevant national and/or sectoral policies? Doedtiseline
scenario comply with all applicable and enforcegidation?

D.4.8. s the baseline scenario determination compatilitle thve 11/ DR
available data and are all literature and sourlezsly
referenced?

D.4.9. s the baseline determination adequately documentét 11/ DR
CPA-DD?

e All assumptions and data used by the project ppaints
are listed in the CPA-DD and related document to be
submitted for registration. The data are properly
referenced.

e All documentation is relevant as well as correqipted
and interpreted.

e Assumptions and data can be deemed reasonable

¢ Relevant national and/or sectoral policies and
circumstances are considered and listed in the DBA-

e The methodology has been correctly applied to iflent
what would occurred in the absence of the proposed

CPA
D.5. Demonstration of eligibility for the CPA
D.5.1. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA /1 DR
complies with the following eligibility criteria: 12/

Promote and install/ distribute ICS in/to residant
households, or schools or street food-vendors iti Haat

Protocol for assessing compliance of specific CP#h WbA requirements — Report No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 B-6



DET NORSKEVERITAS

Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

use wood fuel or charcoal in three-stone fire stawe
traditional pot supports

D.5.2. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&@PA 11/ DR
complies with the following eligibility criteria: 12/
be implemented within the geographical boundarthef
Republic of Haiti

D.5.3. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA /1 DR
complies with the following eligibility criteria: 12/
Target one specific fuel type (charcoal or woodj ane
specific sector (residential households, or fooelest
vendors, or schools);

D.5.4. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA 11/ DR
complies with the following eligibility criteria: &ve a 12/
maximum energy saving of 180 GWHTth/ year throughout
each year of the CPA's crediting period to confaiith the
SSC threshold for type Il projects as per EB 61 &ngl
paragraph 3;

D.5.5. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA 11/ DR
complies with the following eligibility criteria: @nply with | /2/
the applicability conditions set out in the methlody AMS
I1.G version 6 “Energy efficiency measures in thakrm
applications of non-renewable biomass" and further
described in Section B.3 of the PoA-DD;

D.5.6. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA 11/ DR
complies with the following eligibility criteria:Hee a 12/
database that will uniquely identify and define $eholds,
street vendors or schools in which ICS have bestalied or
distributed. In addition, each stove itself will bieiquely
identified with a serial number

D.5.7. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA 11/ DR
complies with the following eligibility criteria: ® not 12/
involve households, stre-vendors or schools already us
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Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

an ICS which is not identified with a CPA in thie&-
including units involved in any other CPA or CDMather
voluntary scheme (such as Gold Standard, VCS, VER+)
project involving the distribution or installatiaf ICS, and
units which have purchased or received an ICS on a
commercial or non-commercial basis (eg. NGO distgtd
or government distributed stoves) ;

D.5.8. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: bt be
registered as individual CDM project activities mueluded
in another registered SSC-PoA, as well as in ahgrot
voluntary scheme (such as Gold Standard, VCS, VER+)

D.5.9. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: 8 approved
by the CME prior to its incorporation into the SBGA

D.5.10. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: 8 able to
provide documentary evidence of the start date.stée of
the CPA date must be on or after the start dateeoPoA,;

D.5.11. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: fiirm that
no funding for its implementation is coming from rex |
parties, or if it does, that this is not a divensad Official
Development Assistance

D.5.12. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: isure that
the ICS installed/distributed under the CPA arglsipot or
multi pot portable or in-situ cook stoves with sfied
thermal efficiency of at least 20%. The efficierufythe
project systems (ICS) are certified by a natiotethdards
body or an appropriate certifying agency recognizgd
(using the Water Boiling Tests (WBTSs) outlined iM&

Protocol for assessing compliance of specific CP#h WbA requirements — Report No. 2013-9245, rev. 01 B-8



DET NORSKEVERITAS

Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

IIG, Version 6 approved by the CDM Executive Board)
Alternatively manufacturers’ specifications mayused and,
if required by local regulations, certified by dinaal
standards body or an appropriate certifying agency
recognized by it

D.5.13. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: &k baseline
data from one of the baseline surveys as outlined i
Appendix 3 of the POA-DD. These baselines inclajea
charcoal baseline for households located in towrtsties
with populations above 10,000; b) a charcoal basédbr
Port-au-Prince schools; and c) charcoal baseloreBdrt-au-
Prince street vendors. Alternatively, for thosgear
segments where baseline studies are not availabtaly
biomass savings (By,savings,i) can be calculateplosk
using monitoring parameter By,new,survey,i follogin
methodology AMS-II.G version 6 paragraph 17, onggshe
default factor outlined in paragraph 19c

D.5.14. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: BA
implementers must either use the national average n
renewable biomass (NRB) fraction as outlined in@ZB
Annex 22 or develop their own NRB survey in accoma
with AMS 1l G version 06. An NRB survey done on a
regional level must limit the geographic scopehef CPA to
the particular region relevant to that NRB analysis

D.5.15. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: isure that
the CPA meets the criteria for not being a de-beshd|
component of a larger project activity --the dedingdrule
does not apply if the stove or the independentysibm,
does not exceed 1% of the 180 GWhth of the sncales
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Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

(SSC) threshold (as per guidance EB54 Annex 13 and
clarification SSC_233) and a CPA is additionahig {CS
does not exceed 5% of the SSC threshold (as peaigee of
EB68 Annex 27)

D.5.16. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria:niclude a
mechanism that transfers the ownership rights R €om
the ICS user to the CME (or any affiliate it soigeates),
the precise mechanism to be established on a CBiA. bor
example, a Registration Card, SMS, ICT or othermaga
which is signed or received by the end-user upoohase or
distribution of the stove, which shall state tlreg €nd-user
transfers ownership of the carbon assets to the @¥ithe
life of the stove

D.5.17. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criteria: dhere to all
requirements related to sampling for a PoA in atance
with the approved standard (EB 74 Annex 6, or later
version), as outlined in section B.7.2 of Partflthe PoA-
DD

D.5.18. Has it been sufficiently justified that each gea&PA
complies with the following eligibility criterianivolve the
promotion and distribution of ICS through direct
distribution/installation, delivery, community diiktution
events, or distribution through commercial/retaitlets

D.6. Algorithms and/or formulae used to determine
emission reductions of the CPA (VVS § 96-100)
Data and parameters that are available at validatio
and that are not monitored
D.6.1. How was the Bold available at validation verified? 11/ DR
D.6.2. How was tha)old available at validation verified? /1 DR
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Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Assessment by DNV

D.6.3. How was the fNRB,y available at validation verified 11/ DR

D.6.4. How was the NCVbiomass available at validation fientP? 11/ DR

D.6.5. How was the EFprojected_fossilfuel available didaion
verified?

D.6.6. How was the L parameter available at validationfieet?

D.6.7. How was the wood-to-charcoal parameter verified?

D.6.8. In case any of the parameters above were deterrbamazt] 11/ DR
on sampling, was the sample adequate and did ipkgom
with the specific guidance in the applicable metiiogy or,
if no such guidance is available in methodology, itli
achieve a 90/10 confidence/precision as the ciiferi
reliability of sampling efforts for small-scale peot
activities and 95/10 for large scale project atitgr?

Baseline emissions

D.6.9. Are the calculations documented according to theamd 11/ DR
methodology and tool and in a complete and traespar
manner?

D.6.10. Have conservative assumptions been used when atahgul | /1/ DR
the baseline emissions?

D.6.11. Are uncertainties in the baseline emission estimjpteperly . /1/ DR
addressed?

D.6.12. If the calculations of baseline emissions are based 11/ DR
sampling, does this comply with the Standard fongang
and surveys?

Project emissions

D.6.13. Are the calculations documented according to threaed 11/ DR
methodology and tool and in a complete and traespar
manner?

D.6.14. Have conservative assumptions been used when atahgul | /1/ DR
the project emissions?
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Draft Final
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Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

D.6.15. Are uncertainties in the project emission estimateperly 11/ DR
addressed?

D.6.16. If the calculations of project emissions are based 11/ DR
sampling, does this comply with the Standard fongang
and surveys?

Leakage
D.6.17. Are the leakage calculations documented accordirtiget 11/ DR
approved methodology and in a complete and traaspar
manner?
D.6.18. Have conservative assumptions been used when atihaul =~ /1/ DR
the leakage emissions?
D.6.19. Are uncertainties in the leakage emission estinategerly = /1/ DR
addressed?
D.6.20. If the calculations of leakage emissions are based 11/ DR
sampling, does this comply with the Standard fongang
and surveys
Emission Reductions
D.6.21. Algorithms and/or formulae used to determine eroissi 11/ DR
reductions:

* All assumptions and data used by the project ppatids
are listed in the CPA-DD and related document sttboh
for registration. The data are properly referenced

« All documentation is correctly quoted and intetpde

e All values used can be deemed reasonable in thiextoof
the CPA

e The methodology has been correctly applied toutate
the emission reductions and this can be replichtethe
data provided in the PoA-DD and supporting filesbt®
submitted for registration.
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Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

D.7. Monitoring plan (VVS § 131-133)

Data and parameters monitored

D.7.1. Do the means of monitoring described in the planply 11/ DR
with the requirements of the methodology?

D.7.2. Does the monitoring plan contains all necessargrpaters, . /1/ DR
and are they clearly described?

D.7.3. In case parameters are measured, is the measurement . /1/ DR
equipment described? Describe each relevant pagamet

D.7.4. In case parameters are measured, is the measurement | /1/ DR
accuracy addressed and deemed appropriate? Desatdhe
relevant parameter.

D.7.5. In case parameters are measured, are the requisefoen 11/ DR
maintenance and calibration of measurement equipmen
described and deemed appropriate? Describe eastantl

parameter.

D.7.6. Is the monitoring frequency adequate for all maiiigp 11/ DR
parameters? Describe each parameter.

D.7.7. s the recording frequency adequate for all moimitpr 11/ DR
parameters? Describe each parameter.

D.7.8. In case any of the parameters will be determinsgdan 11/ DR

sampling, is the sample plan adequate and doesply
with the specific guidance in the applicable metiiogy or,
if no such guidance is available in methodologyesib
achieve a 90/10 confidence/precision as the ciiferi
reliability of sampling efforts for small-scale ot
activities and 95/10 for large scale project atitgr?

Ability of project participants to implement
monitoring plan

D.7.9. How has it been assessed that the monitoring anaegts 11/ DR
described in the monitoring plan are feasible witthie CPA
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Draft Final
Concl. . Concl.

Checklist Question Ref MoV Assessment by DNV

design?

D.7.10. Are procedures identified for day-to-day recordsdiimg 11/ DR
(including what records to keep, storage areaadrds and
how to process performance documentation)?

D.7.11. Are the data management and quality assuranceuatidyq | /1/ DR
control procedures sufficient to ensure that thession
reductions achieved by/resulting from the CPA can b
reported ex post and verified?

D.7.12. Will all monitored data required for verificatiom@issuance /1/ DR
be kept for two years after the end of the cregifieriod or
the last issuance of CERSs, for this CPA, which@geurs
later?

Monitoring of sustainable development indicators/
environmental impacts

D.7.13. Is the monitoring of sustainable development intics 11/ DR
environmental impacts warranted by legislatiorhia host
country?

D.7.14. Does the monitoring plan provide for the collectard 11/ DR

archiving of relevant data concerning environmergatial
and economic impacts?

D.7.15. Are the sustainable development indicators in it 11/ DR
stated national priorities in the host country?
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Kyle Silon

Kyle Silon holds a Masters Degree in Energy andienmental Economics, and has 9 years’
experience climate change mitigation strategiescanidon reduction projects. Prior to joining
DNV, Kyle worked for 7 years in the climate chanigelustry, devising corporate level
marginal abatement cost curves and developing atitig strategies for the financial, oil &
gas, mining, and electric power sectors. His drpee has focused particularly on
California, where he has worked with several maalifornia utilities to develop GHG
strategies surrounding the developing carbon msuketier AB32 and the Low Carbon Fuel
Standard.

Mr. Silon has 2 years of experience related to \thkdation and verification of CDM
projects/JI and other 3rd party validation/verifioa services. He has worked on the
validation and verification of 8 household energyrménd projects, including 5 CDM projects,
located throughout the world.

His qualifications, experience and experience inMCBemonstrate his sufficient sectoral
competence in household energy demand.

Robin Weldy

Robin Weldy holds a Master's degree in Sustain@liles from King's College London and a
Bachelor's degree in Geology from Western Washimdtiversity having an overall
experience of around 7 years. Prior to joining Dh&/performed geotechnical consulting and
construction monitoring for large residential andomenercial developments.
While with DNV his responsibilities have previousiycluded project management, data
guality control, analysis, archiving, validationdapreparation of monthly data summaries for
wind resource assessment campaigns of up to appatedy 200 met towers located
throughout the United States. Met tower data waedu$or project site suitability
determination during the greenfield phase and towgr performance tests on existing wind
turbines.

Since December 2011, he has worked as a GHG Assassioe validation and verification of
emission reduction projects, including those urCiBeM.

Krishnan Namboodiri

Krishnan Namboodiri, Senior CDM Specialist, DNV KicIndia. Holds graduate degree in
chemical engineering and has done a short tephorda course in Management. Prior to
joining DNV in 2008, has had 24 years of direct kvaxperience in the fertilizer and
chemicals industry. Work experience covers 5 yaarprocess design & engineering for
chemical industry 7 years in technical servicescluding environment management
activities, 7 years in project management and &syén training & corporate planning in
fertilizer & petrochemical manufacturing units. Hasen actively involved in Management
System Audits as per ISO 14001 for more than 8syea

The above work experience includes-(a) experiencgdam system optimisation & trouble
shooting , development of improvement schemesrgeléertiliser & caprolactum complex
(b) Design and engineering, efficiency studies dadelopment of efficiency improvement
schemes for fossil fuel fired steam & power generaplants (c) Implementation of energy
saving measures in Ammonia plants , sulphuric gdaht etc (d) Monitoring, trouble
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shooting and development & implementation of imgment schemes for of pollution
control facilities (chemical, aerobic & anaerobieatment systems ) in Fertiliser and
petrochemical complex. Development & implementatidriandfill facilities for solid and
hazardous wastes from fertiliser & caprolactam nfecturing complex.

He has received extensive training in the CDM \alwh and verification process. He is an
appointed GHG auditor for the CDM validation andifigation program of DNV and has

performed validation & verification and Technicaé\wew of several CDM, VCS and GS
projects in India and other countries.

His qualification, industrial experience and expade in CDM demonstrate his sufficient
sectoral competence in (1) Thermal energy gemerdtom fossil fuels as well as thermal
electricity from solar and (2) waste handling amspdsal. (3) Energy demand (4) Chemical
process industries (5) Household end use energyiesity and (6) Energy generation from
renewable energy sources
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