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1 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY — VALIDATION OPINION

Det Norske Veritas Certification AS (DNV) has paerfed a validation of the “Inner
Mongolia Mangniuhai 1l Wind Power Project” in Chin&he validation was performed on
the basis of UNFCCC criteria for the Clean Devel@min Mechanism and host country
criteria, as well as criteria given to provide foonsistent project operations, monitoring and
reporting.

The review of the project design documentationtaedsubsequent follow-up interviews have
provided DNV with sufficient evidence to deternthreefulfilment of stated criteria.

The host Party is China and the Annex | Party istZsand. Both Parties fulfil the
participation criteria and have approved the prdjemd authorized the project participants.
The DNA from China has also confirmed that the gmbjassists in achieving sustainable
developmen2/.

The project correctly applies ACM0002 version 1@chsolidated baseline & monitoring
methodology for grid connected electricity genematirom renewable source$10/.

By generating renewable energy which will displatectricity in NECPG, the project results
in reduction of C@Qemissions that are real, measurable and give |lamgitbenefit to the

mitigation of climate change. It is demonstratedttithe project is not a likely baseline
scenario. Emission reductions attributable to thej@ct are hence additional to any that
would occur in the absence of the project activity.

The total emission reductions from the project astimated to be on the average 117 400
tCO.e per year over the selected 7 year renewable tingdperiod. The emission reduction
forecast has been checked and it is deemed likatythe stated amount is achieved given that
the underlying assumptions do not change.

The monitoring methodology ACMO0002 version 10 hasnbcorrectly applied and the
monitoring plan sufficiently provides for colleatiof data to determine the project’s emission
reductions. Adequate training and monitoring prasex$ have been implementdd//55/

In summary, it is DNV’s opinion that the “Inner Mgwolia Mangniuhai Il Wind Power
Project” in China, as described in the PDD versi8rof 4 February 2010 meets all relevant
UNFCCC requirements for the CDM and all relevantsh®arty criteria and correctly
applies the baseline and monitoring methodology AG02 version 10/10/. DNV thus
requests the registration of the project as a CDjgrt activity.

Page 1




DET NORSKE VERITAS
Report N2009-1346, rev. 01 i&

VALIDATION REPORT DNV

2 INTRODUCTION

Longyuan (Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. has ocwssioned DNV to perform a
validation of the project Inner Mongolia MangniuHaWind Power Project in China. This
report summarises the findings of the validationtted project, performed on the basis of
UNFCCC criteria for the CDM, as well as criteriav@n to provide for consistent project
operations, monitoring and reporting. UNFCCC cigterefer to Article 12 of the Kyoto
Protocol, the CDM modalities and procedures andstifesequent decisions by the CDM
Executive Board.

2.1 Objective

The purpose of a validation is to have an indepentterd party assess the project design. In
particular, the project’s baseline, monitoring pland the project's compliance with relevant
UNFCCC and host Party criteria are validated ireortd confirm that the project design, as
documented, is sound and reasonable and meetsdéméfied criteria. Validation is a
requirement for all CDM projects and is seen asessary to provide assurance to
stakeholders of the quality of the project andint®nded generation of certified emission
reductions (CERS).

2.2 Scope

The validation scope is defined as an independathtobjective review of the project design
document (PDD). The PDD is reviewed against theeiga stated in Article 12 of the Kyoto
Protocol, the CDM modalities and procedures aseayjie the Marrakech Accords and the
relevant decisions by the CDM Executive Board, udalg the approved baseline and
monitoring methodology ACM0002, version 10 /10/.eTvalidation team has, based on the
recommendations in the Validation and Verificatiianual version 1.1 /9/, conducted the
validation.

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 project design.

3 METHODOLOGY

The validation consisted of the following three pést

I a desk review of the project design documents
I follow-up interviews with project stakeholders

Il the resolution of outstanding issues and tlseidsce of the final validation report and
opinion.

The following sections outline each step in mortaiile
3.1 Desk Review of the Project Design Documentation
The following table lists the documentation thasweaviewed during the validation:

Page 2




DET NORSKE VERITAS
Report N2009-1346, rev. 01 i&

VALIDATION REPORT DR
/1/  Longyuan (Beijing) Carbon Asset Management hebtbgy Co., Ltd. Project Design

121

13/
14/

15/

16/
171
18/
19/
110/
111/
112/
113/
114/
115/

116/
1171

118/

119/

120/

121/

122/

Document (PDD) for Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai Il VdifPower Project, version 1 of
24 July 2009, version 2 of 21 December 2009, var8iof 4 February 2010.

Letter of Approval from the DNA of China wasiged on 22 September 2009, [2009]
No0.2381.

Letter of Approval from the DNA of Switzerlamgas issued on 19 February 2010.
China Fulin Wind Energy Development Co., LtéaKibility Study Report (FSR) of the
project in August 2008. The approval of FSR wasassby Development and Reform
Commission of Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region oh Qctober 2008, [2008]
No0.1937

Inner Mongolia Academy Institute of Environme&tdience: The Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA) Report of Inner Mongolia Mangniuh&Vind Power Project dated
8 December 2008 and the approval letter issuednbgrl Mongolia Environmental
Protection Bureau dated 27 February 2009, [2009]3940

Longyuan (Beijing) Carbon Asset Management Tebtbgy Co., Ltd.:Project IRR
calculation spreadshegetersion 2 dated 29 December 20009.

Longyuan (Beijing) Carbon Asset Management fetbgy Co., Ltd.:Project ER
calculation spreadshegetersion 1 dated 4 August 2009.

China National Development and Reform CommittEemission factor calculation for
each power grid of Chinadated 2 July 2009,

http://ghs.ndrc.gov.cn/qjfzjz/t20090703 289357.htm

CDM Executive Boardvalidation and Verification Manual, version 1.1

CDM Executive Board: ACM0002Consolidated methodology for grid-connected
electricity generation from renewable sourtegrsion 10.

CDM Executive BoardTool for the demonstration and assessment of aufditity,
Version 5.2., EB39 Annex 10 dated 10 August 2008.

CDM Executive BoardTlool to calculate the emission factor for an eleity system,
version 2, EB50 Annex 14 dated 16 October 2009.

China Electric Power Yearbook 2004-2008.

China Energy Statistical Yearbook 2006-2008.

CDM Executive Board: Guidance for request @mviation titled ‘Application of
AMO0005 and AMS-1.D in Chirighttp://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/Deviations).
IPCC:IPCC 2006 Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gagirtories.

State Power Corporation of Chinlaterim Rules on Economic Assessment of
Electrical Engineering Retrofit ProjectBeijing: China Electric Power Press, 2003.
Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai Il Wind Power Prdje®linutes of directors’ board
meeting for CDM developmemiated 5 February 2009.

Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. & Lon@n (Beijing) Carbon Asset
Management Technology Co., Lt@€DM Consultation Contracdated February 2009.
Beijing Hualian Electric Power Engineering SupeimisCo., Ltd.,Roadsconstruction
permission at the project sitdated 11 April 2009.

Longyuan (Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. & Shand Taikai Transformer Co.,
Ltd., Main Transformer Purchase Agreemeaited 21 March 20009.

Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. & SiebWind Co., Ltd., Turbines
Purchase Agreemendated 23 March 2009.
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123/

124/

125/

126/

1271

128/

129

130/

131/

Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and dnnMongolia Xintai
Construction and Installation (Group) Co., Ltdgads Construction Contrgadated 22
March 2009.

Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai Il Wind Power Project &nler Mongolia Third Electric
Construction Engineering Co., LtdConstruction contract of the turbines foundation
dated 20 April 2009.

Beijing Hualian Electric Power Engineering Supeoms Co., Ltd., Construction
permission of the project foundatictated 3 May 2009.

Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. & SwhlYuanda Electric Power
Construction Co., Ltd Agreement of Wind Turbines Installatjatated 24 March 2009.

Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Lttlotification to China DNA of the
project activity commencement date and descripdibproject activity such as project
site and technical aspectdated 11 April 2009, and it was confirmed by @ignese
DNA on 1 July 2009.

Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltdthe Form of Prior CDM
Consideration submitted to the E@ated 20 July 2009, and it was confirmed by tBe E
on 23 July 2009.

Tuquan County Government,and use approval of the project activitgdated 3
November 2009.

Updated Chinese DNA'’s guidance for the determimatib grid boundaries on 2 July
20009.

http://ghs.ndrc.gov.cn/qjfzjz/t20090703 289357.htm

The document showing no sufficient exploitablero resource for building a hydro
power plant with the same installed capacity aspt@ect in the region where the
proposed project is located.

http://www.nmxadd.com/newsdisp.asp?id=3610

The document showing project activity is locatedhie interior area where no any tidal
resources.

http://www.china5e.com/show.php?contentid=45147

The document showing that the PV solar and geothlepnojects have not come into
the commercial operation since only a few projdwse been developed under the
governmental support.

http://www.gxi.gov.cn/bgcy/bgcy_jtny/bgey_jtny sé?00908/t20090803 134201.htm
http://hi.baidu.com/%BA%CD%C4%D1%C8%CB/blog/itenB83b82a9¢c37598f703a
677.html

The document showing there is no geothermal sourcdsiquan County where the
project activity is located in.

http://www.newenergycn.com/drn_news.asp?id=125

The document showing that biomass projects ateastihe beginning stage in China.
http://www.agri.gov.cn/jjps/t20090722 1316360.htm

The document showing that no sufficient biomassueses in Tuguan County to build
up a biomass project with the equivalent instatlepacity to the proposed project.
http://www.xam.gov.cn/web/xam/mxtzz/zsxm/998.htm
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132/

133/

134/

135/

136/

137/

138/
139/

140/

141/

142/

143/

144/

145/

146/

147/

148/

149/

Notice on strictly forbidding the Installatiar Fuel-fired Generators with the capacity
of 135 MW or below issued by State Council Offidecree no. 2002-6.

Interim Rules on the Installation and Managenoé Small-scale Fuel-fired Generators
(issued in August 1997).

China mechanisms websititye price for the wind turbines increasing due te i
booming demandiated 16 January 2008,
http://www.86wind.com/info/detail/4-5335.html

IC37.COM,prices of the material and salaries of the emplgykave been gradually
increasing in Chinadated 25 January 2008.
http://www.ic37.com/htm_news/2008-1/15834 66520.htm

China Dalily,salaries in China increase the most in past 15 gedated 3 September
2007.
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/hgcj/2007-09/03/cortte8075777.htm

Longyuan (Xing’'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Lifitatistics on tariffs for wind farms in
East Inner Mongolia23 December 2009.

The regulations for tariff determination iniGdu
http://njb.serc.gov.cn/news/2009-2/200921293012.htm

Development Report of New Energy and Renewabledynafr China:
http://www.newenergy.org.cn/html/00412/200416051htm

China Climate Change Info-n€@utput value of wind power projects in Chifeng city
dated 25 August 2005.

Tariff approval document issued by NDRC onJ0fie 2007, document No. Fa Gai Jia
Ge[2007]1260

Notification of electricity tariff for wind p@er projects, issued by NDRC, [2007]3303,
dated 3 December 2007.

Notification of electricity tariff for wind pwmer projects, issued by NDRC, [2008]1876,
dated 23 July 2008.

Notification of electricity tariff for wind pwmer projects, issued by NDRC, [2009]1906,
dated 20 July 20009.

http://www.china5e.com/newenergy/newenergynews 2epwsid=fa6180f2-04bc-

4746-9053-4045f9166f2d&classid=%u65b0%u80fd%u6e90

The document showing the Dali Maolin Wind FdProject is a demonstration project.
http://www.fsou.net.cn/html/text/lar/169071/169071&m|

China Renewable Energy Institute Associat©REIA) and WWFChina Wind Power
Report 2008dated October 2008.

Law of the People’s Republic of China on Reagable Energieslated 1 January
2006.

http://www.sepa.gov.cn/law/law/200802/t20080202_ 87 htm

Longyuan (Xing’'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Lt&DM Monitoring Manual of Inner
Mongolia Mangniuhai 1l Wind Power Projectersion 1.0 dated 24 October 2009.
Practical annual operational hours of winafain China,
http://www.chinabidding.com/xmzx.jhtml?method=d&aliocld=176376775

http://www.csoet.cn/n16/n1100/n37710/n118649/601293

http://www.chinacbe.com/news/2009/0818/article 2B886I
http://biz.cn.yahoo.com/09-07-/16/tfib.html
CDM Executive BoardConsolidated baseline and monitoring methodologyniew
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grid connected fossil fuel fired power plants usintgss GHG intensive technology
ACMO0013Version 2.1

/50/ China Wind Energy Associatio@hina Windfarm Capacity Statistic in 2Q0@y Shi
Pengfei.

/51/ The document showing the Promulgation of EledPower Industry Reform by the
State Council in February 2002:
http://www.grchina.com/gb/greenpower/advise-0-5.htm

/52/ Xinhua Net,Inner Mongolia Keshiketeng Qi Dali 1l wind poweropect was a
demonstration project supported by national debtdfand with loan from Denmark
governmentdated 18 October 2007
http://www.gd.xinhuanet.com/newscenter/ztbd/2007:&&ontent 11435955.htm

/53/ China NDRC and National Construction Commijttéeonomic Evaluation Code and
Parameter for Construction Project (version 3), 800

/54/ National Energy Bureau of the People’s RepubliChina,Methodology of Feasibility
Study Report on Wind Farm Project (DL/T5067-19963ued on 10 January 1997 and
effected on 1 May 1997.

/55/  Longyuan Suzhou Bailu Wind Power Technologieaining Center,Certificates of
training about the basic knowledge of wind povgated 21 August 2009.

Sinovel Wind Co., Ltd.Certificates of training about the SL1500 turbinested 6
November 2009.

/56/ Longyuan (Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltillinutes of stakeholders consultation
meeting dated 15 March 2009.

/57/ Longyuan (Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd5 answered copies of consultation
guestionnaires for the stakeholder commedéted January 2009.

/58/  China Fulin Wind Energy Development Co., LEkplanation on the “other cost per
kW” of 50 RMB/KW and “material cost” of 10 RMB/kVgsamed in the FSRiated 7
December 2009.

/59/  Kelipu Wind Power Co., LtdOpinions of Environment Impact Assessment of Inner
Mongolia Mangniuhai Il Wind Power Projeadated 27 May 20009.

/60/ The Law of the People's Republic of China maliation of Environmental Effects,
issued on 28 October 2002 and effected on 1 Segte2@®3.

161/ The law of the People’s Republic of China arteprise Income Tax, [2007] No0.63,
implemented on 16 March 2007.

162/  State Administration of Taxatioecree No. 70 of Guoshuifa [2003]ated 18 June
2003.

/63/  Financial Ministry of ChinaTax Preferential Policies in West China Development
Financial Tax,[2001] No.202, effected on 1 January 2001.

164/ The State Administration of Taxatiovialue Added Tax Preferential Policies for wind
power projects[2001] No.198 issued on 1 December 2001 and dsene30 December
2001 and implemented on 1 January 2002.
http://www.chinatax.gov.cn/n480462/n480513/n4806694690/1013032.html

/65/  China State Counciinterim Provision on Education Tax Lawated 1 October 2005.
http://www.law-lib.com/law/law_viewl.asp?id=99771

/66/ NDRC:National City Tax Law[1985] 19 dated 1985.
http://202.108.90.130/chinatax/jibenfa/jibenfa04{ih

167/ Environmental Protection Le of the People’s Republic of Chi, datet 26 Decembe
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/68/ Longyuan (Beijing) Carbon Asset Management hfietogy Co., Ltd., Table of
Contrasted Projectsdated 29 December 2009.

/69/ Longyuan (Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd.\&ulanhaote Branch of Industrial
and Commercial Bank of Chinapan Contract of Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai Il Wind
Power Projectdated 22 April 2009.

[70/  China Fulin Wind Energy Development Co., LEkplanation to the tariff issues of
Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai 1l Wind Power Projectated 20 January 2010.

/71/  NDRC,“Explanation regarding the issue for discount oétnetical annual generation
of wind power in China’dated 2 June 2009.
http://cdm.ccchina.gov.cn/WebSite/ CDM/UpFile/Fil&32pdf

[72/ DNV Certification AS Final validation report ofinner Mongolia Dali Phase IV 49.5 MW
Wind Power Project (CDM registered project, refey.N628) dated 18 February 2008.
http://cdm.unfccc.int/UserManagement/File StorageRM@XSCCHJ34CFO3GO7C3L
QLQI8BRS

Main changes between the version published foBthdays stakeholder commenting period
and the final version submitted for registration:

- The project IRR without the CER revenues was charigen 6.24% to 7.28% due to the
involvement of interest payable into the calculatiof income tax according to the
guidance of EB51 Annex 58. Based on the same redlserproject IRR with the CER
revenues changed from 8.44% to 9.54%.

- The sensitivity analysis was updated as to ashesgriation of main parameters to make
the IRR reach benchmark and the possibility of tizgtpening.

- The common practice analysis was updated with revidence.

- The exclusion of alternative 3 while determininge thaseline scenario was further
evidenced.

- Starting date of the crediting period for the pebjactivity has been changed from 1
January 2010 to 1 July 2010 with the consideraticieasibility.

After reviewing the PDD, DNV issued this final \@dition report and opinion.

3.2 Follow-up Interviews with Project Stakeholders

The roads construction contract of the project sigeed between Longyuan (Xing’'anmeng)
Wind Power Co., Ltd. and Inner Mongolia Xintai Comstion and Installation (Group) Co.,

Ltd. on 22 March 2009. The roads construction pgssion was issued on 11 April 2009 when
the project construction has been launched. Uhgél desk review of the project from 11
August 2009 to 15 September 2009, the project oactgdtn was only partly completed

(mostly on the turbines foundation and roads). &fuee, DNV considered the on-site visit
for the project was not necessary and arrangefbliosv-up interview in DNV Beijing office.

The follow-up interview was held by CDM validatoh@ng Xiao Jun and GHG auditor Xue
Yan Ju on 16 September 2009, with the project dtarszy, Longyuan (Beijing) Carbon
Asset Management Technology Co., Ltd., and theeptgjarticipant Longyuan (Xing’anmeng)
Wind Power Co., Ltd., to resolve the issues idedifluring the desk review /1/.
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During the desk review, the relevant documentduding the PDD /1/, EIA /5/, Approval of
EIA /5/, FSR /4/, approval of FSR /4/, IRR calcidat spreadsheet /6/, EF calculation
spreadsheet /7/, the main transformer purchase g /21/, turbines purchase agreement
/22/, road construction permission /20/, constarcipermission of turbines foundation /25/,
and stakeholder questionnaires /57/ were providet raviewed. Based on the documents
provided, DNV is able to check the project desiganstruction, monitoring plan and all
baseline scenario information. In addition, througke FSR /4/, EIA /5/ and the interview
[74], it has been confirmed by DNV no immigratioasanvolved in the project activity.

Date Name Organization Topic
/73] 16 Mr. Ren Lei Longyuan » Baseline determination of the

September (Beijing) project

2009 Carbon Asset « Applicability of selected
Management methodology /10/ (Version
Technology 10)
Co., Ltd. « Issues related to the

additionality

» Common practice analysis

e Emission reductions
calculation

» Emission reduction
monitoring plan and project

management
174/ 16 Mr.Feng Longyuan * Information of project
September Yong (Xing’anmeng) construction
2009 Li Wind Power « The development of wind-
Co., Ltd. power project in Inner
Mongolia Autonomous
Region

» The approval status (incl.
EIA approval, the feasibility
study report approval, CDM
project approval)

* Project management

* Emission reduction
monitoring plan

» Consulting process for
stakeholder’'s comments and
rationality of questionnaires.

* Investment risks and barriers

3.3 Resolution of Outstanding Issues

The objective of this phase of the validation wasrdsolve any outstanding issues which
needed be clarified prior to DNV’s positive conétus on the project design. In order to
ensure transparency a validation protocol was aused for the project. The protocol shows
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in a transparent manner the criteria (requirementspns of verification and the results from
validating the identified criteria. The validatipnotocol serves the following purposes:

* |t organises, details and clarifies the requirem@n€DM project is expected to meet;

* It ensures a transparent validation process whaeevalidator will document how a
particular requirement has been validated andekeltrof the validation.

The validation protocol consists of three tablebe Wifferent columns in these tables are
described in the figure below. The completed vaiaa protocol for the Inner Mongolia
Mangniuhai Il Wind Power Project is enclosed in Apgdix A to this report.

Findings established during the validation canegitbe seen as a non-fulfilment of CDM
criteria or where a risk to the fulfilment of profeobjectives is identified. Corrective action
requests (CAR) are issued, where:

i) mistakes have been made with a direct influenceroject results;
ii) CDM and/or methodology specific requirements havebeen met; or

iii) there is a risk that the project would not be ate@pms a CDM project or that
emission reductions will not be certified.

A request for clarification (CL) may be used whadgitional information is needed to fully
clarify an issue.
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Validation Protocol Table 1: Mandatory Requirementsfor CDM Project Activities

Requirement

Reference

Conclusion

The requirements the
project must meet.

Gives reference to th
legislation or

agreement where the
requirement is found.

e This is either acceptable based on evidence provi@K), a
Corrective Action Request (CAR) of risk or non-chiamge
with stated requirements or a request for Clarifioa (CL)
where further clarifications are needed.

Validation Protocol Table 2: Requirement checklist

Checklist Question Reference Means of Comment Draft and/or Final
verification (MoV) Conclusion
The various Gives Explains how The section is This is either acceptable
requirements in Table 2| reference to | conformance with | used to elaborate| based on evidence
are linked to checklist | documents | the checklist and discuss the | provided OK), or a
guestions the project where the guestion is checklist question| corrective action request
should meet. The answer to investigated. and/or the (CAR) due to non-
checklist is organised in| the checklist| Examples of meang conformance to | compliance with the
different sections, question or | of verification are | the question. Itis | checklist question (See
following the logic of the| item is document review | further used to below). A request for
large-scale PDD found. (DR) or interview | explain the clarification (CL) is used
template, version 03 - in (1). N/A means not | conclusions when the validation team
effect as of: 28 July applicable. reached. has identified a need for
2006. Each section is further clarification.
then further sub-divided.

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

Draft report clarifications
and corrective action
requests

Ref. to checklist
guestion in table 2

Summary of project
owner response

Validation conclusion

If the conclusions from th¢
draft Validation are either
a CAR or a CL, these
should be listed in this
section.

> Reference to the
checklist question
number in Table 2
where the CAR or CL i3
explained.

The responses given by
the project participants
during the
communications with the
validation team should
be summarised in this
section.

This section should summaris
the validation team’s
responses and final
conclusions. The conclusions
should also be included in
Table 2, under “Final
Conclusion”.

Figure 1: Validation protocol tables

3.4 Internal Quality Control

The validation report underwent a technical reviegfore requesting registration of the
project activity. The technical review was perfotmby Yang Weidong, the technical
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reviewer qualified in accordance with DNV’s qualdtion scheme for CDM validation and
verification.

3.5 Validation Team

Type of involvemnent
(2]
= <<
o IS
g = s e 5
= =T 2 @ B 2
L @ 5 S £ ¢
X > o @ E @
e . 2 & & 5 ¢ g
Role/Qualification Last Name First Name Country 8 5 & 3 & I
CDM validator / Zhang Xiaojun China NN AN A
technical team Johnsen
leader/project manager
CDM validator with Tang Zhiang China V V ol
sector experience Walter
GHG auditor Xue YanjuAndi  China v v
Technical reviewer Yang Weidong USA V

The qualification of each individual validation teanember is detailed in Appendix B to this
report.

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 validatiortqumol in Appendix A.

The final validation findings relate to the projefgsign as documented and described in the
revised and resubmitted project design documemtatio

4.1 Participation Requirements

The project participants include Longyuan (Xing’amg) Wind Power Co., Ltd. of China
and Essent Trading International S.A. of Switzeatlan

The host Party China and Annex | Party Switzerlaret the requirements to participate in
the CDM. Both have ratified the Kyoto Protocol dmae established their own DNA as per
the participating requirements for CDM under theot¢yProtocol.

China has ratified the Kyoto Protocol on 30 Aug2@d2 and its DNA is National Reform and
Development Committee. Switzerland has ratifiedKlgeto Protocol on 09 July 2003 and its
DNA is Federal Office for the Environment FOEN.
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The Letter of Approval (LoA) /2/ from the DNA of @fa has been issued on 22 September
2009 /2/, authorizing Longyuan (Xing’anmeng) Winower Co., Ltd. as project participant
and confirming that the project assists Chinestaswable development /2/.

The LoA /3/ from the DNA of Switzerland has beesusd on 19 February 2010, authoring
Essent Trading International S.A. as project pguiat /3/.

The validation did not reveal any information thadlicates the project can be seen as a
diversion of official development assistance (ODéy)ding towards China.

4.2 Project Design

The project is located in Xiliu Town, Tuquan Counlying’an League, Inner Mongolia
Autonomous Region, China. The geographical cootdmaf this project are East longitude
121°4109" and North latitude 45°180" and the altitude is 240-267.3 m /4/.

The project involves installation and operatior88fwind turbines (Model Type: SL1500/82)
each with rated capacity of 1.5 MW, manufacturedSoyovel Wind Co., Ltd. with a total
capacity of 49.5 MW. DNV checked all the parametefghe turbines from the PDD /1/
against the FSR /4/ to be able to confirm the escy. It is expected that the project will
supply appropriately 114 200 MWh net electricity pear to Northeast China Power Grid
(NECPG) when it is in full operation /4/. The pldotd factor for the project activity is
26.3% according to the FSR /4/. The electricityegated by the project will be transmitted to
cubicle switchboard in the booster stations, amah till be delivered to the Tuquan 220 kV
substation, which is part of NECPG /4/.

The starting date of the project is defined as 24rdid 2009 when the main transformer
purchase agreement was signed /21/, which is thigestafinancial commitment for the
project activity.

The expected operational lifetime of the projedivity is 20 years /4/. A renewable crediting
period of 7 years has been chosen for the progtatting on 1 July 2010 or the date of
registration, whichever is later. The emission ctidms are estimated to be on average 117
400 tCQe per year and 821 800 tg&over the renewable seven-year crediting period.

It is of the opinion of DNV that the project desipas been described in an accurate and
adequate manner.

4.3 Baseline Determination
4.3.1 Applicability

The project correctly applies the approved basetiséhodology ACM0002 (version 10) /10/,
titled “Consolidated methodology for grid-connecteléctricity generation from renewable
sources”.

The applied baseline methodology is justified abas been demonstrated that the project
activity ensures that:

» It is a grid connected zero emission renewable paeaeration activity from wind
energy, which has been verified through the prdi&R /4/.
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» It does not involve switching from fossil fuel terrewable energy at the project site as
verified through the follow-up interview /74/ arttet FSR review /4/.

* The project is connected to NECPG of which the ggplgical and system boundaries
are clearly identified and information on the cludeastics of this grid is available
130/.

4.3.2 Project boundary

The spatial extent of the project boundary is ¢yedefined as the site of project activity and
all power plants connected physically to NECiRGuding Liaoning, Jilin, Heilongjiang grids,

to which the project is connected. This is in limih the delineation of grid boundaries as
provided by the DNA of China /30/. The defined peuijboundary is in line with ACM0002

(version 10) /10/.

The selected sources and gases are justified éptbject activity. Emission sources and
gases included in the project boundary are:

GHGs involved  Description

Baseline emissions GO Generation of the similar amount of
electricity in the NECPG.

Project emissions N/A Project emission is regam@edero as the
project is a renewable energy (wind
source) project and no backup power
existed at the project site /1//4/. Therefore
no project emission sources of more than
1% of the emission reductions were
identified.

Leakage N/A There are no leakages that need to be
considered in applying this methodology.

4.3.3 Baseline determination

Since the project activity is additional, cf. Seati4.4, the baseline scenario is, as per
ACMO0002 version 10 /10/ defined to be that the teieity delivered to the NECPG by the
project activity would have otherwise been generdig the operation of grid-connected
power plants and by the addition of new generasionrces, as reflected in the combined
margin (CM) calculated described in the “Tool tdcatate the emission factor for an
electricity system” version 2 /12/. A combined miar¢CM), consisting of the combination
of operating margin (OM) emission factor and thddmargin (BM) emission factor was
calculated. Thex-antemethod was selected on OM and BM calculation basethe most
recent information available at the time of subimisof the PDD for validation.

The NECPG is dominated by coal-fired power plafiss deemed likely that coal-fired
power plants will continue to dominate the powertgedue to the local availability of low-
cost coal.
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The baseline determination is transparent and nedode.

4.4 Additionality
The addtionality of the project has been demoredrdty applying the Tool for the
demonstration and assessment of additionahltgfsion 5.2 /11/ approved by the CDM-EB.

4.4.1 CDM consideration and continued action to sece CDM status
Starting date of the project activity

As for the project, main transformer purchase ape# was signed between Longyuan
(Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and Shandongkd@iaiTransformer Co., Ltd. on 21
March 2009 /21/; contract of roads construction gigaed between Longyuan (Xing’anmeng)
Wind Power Co., Ltd. and Inner Mongolia Xintai Comstion and Installation (Group) Co.,
Ltd. on 22 March 2009 /23/; roads construction pssion was issued by Beijing Hualian
Electric Power Engineering Supervision Co., Ltd. ©h April 2009 /20/. Therefore, the
earliest commitment to financial expenditure isNarch 2009, which is considered as the
starting date.

According to the guidance of EB48 Annex 61, for giejects with the starting date on and
after 2 August 2008, the project participant shoumlidrm the host country DNA and the
UNFCCC secretariat of the commencement date optbject activity and their intention to
seek CDM status. The notification to the ChineseADN the commencement date of the
project activity and their intention to seek CDMpport was released by the project owner on
11 April 2009 and confirmed by Chinese DNA on 1yJ@009 /27/. The Prior CDM
Consideration Form was sent to the EB on 20 JuB92@nd confirmed by the EB on 23 July
2009 /28/.

It was demonstrated in the following two aspectt thDM was seriously considered in the
decision to implement the project activity.

1) Awareness of the CDM prior to project’s start dde and the key role of CDM benefits
in the investment decision was evidenced through éhfollowing chronological events:

No. date Events

The FSR was completed. It showed the project waantially
unfeasible with the IRR of 6.24% /4/, which is lowthan the
benchmark of 8%. Given the financial unfeasibilithe CDM
development for the project became very crucial.

1 August 2008

The FSR was approved by Development and Reform Gssion

2 14 October 2008 of Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region /4/.

The directors’ meeting was held by the Longyuam{anmeng)
Wind Power Co., Ltd. when CDM was considered torassl the
financial unfeasibility and the decision was madeirhplement|
investment on the project /18/.

3 5 February 2009

The CDM consultation contract was signed betweengliaan
4 February 2009 | (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and Longyuan i{iBg)
Carbon Asset Management Technology Co., Ltd. /19/.
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Meeting for collecting the local stakeholders’ coemts on the
5 15 March 2009 | project activity was held by Longyuan (Xing’anmen@yind
Power Co., Ltd. /56/.

It is DNV’s opinion that these events describedvebdemonstrate that project developer was
aware of CDM prior to project’'s commencement daié @DM benefit was a decisive factor
in the decision to proceed with the investment.

2) Continuing and real actions to secure CDM statusin parallel with project's
implementation was evidenced through the followinghronological events:

No. date Events

21 March Main transformer purchase agreement was signed eeetw
1 2009 Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and &kang
Taikai Transformer Co., Ltd. /21/.

Roads construction contract was signed between @iy

2 ZZZIB/Iggrch (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and Inner MorigaXintai
Construction and Installation (Group) Co., Ltd.//23
24 March Agreement of wind turbines installation was signieetween

3 2009 Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and b
Yuanda Electric Power Construction Co., Ltd. /26/.

Permission of roads construction was issued byiBeiHualian
4 11 April 2009 | Electric Power Engineering Supervision Co., Ltd//2

And the project construction was launched on timeesday.

The Form of Prior CDM Consideration was submitted | b
Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. to tBainese
DNA on 11 April 2009; and it was confirmed by thhi@ese DNA
on 1 July 2009 /27/.

Construction Contract of the turbines foundationswsigned
between Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai Il Wind Power jBod and
Inner Mongolia Third Electric Construction Enginegr Co., Ltd.
124].

Loan contract of Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai 1l Wirdower
Project was signed between Longyuan (Xing’anmenghaoV
Power Co., Ltd. and Wulanhaote Branch of Industreld
Commercial Bank of China /69/.

5 11 April 2009

6 20 April 2009

<

7 22 April 2009

Construction permission of turbines foundation wssued by
Beijing Hualian Electric Power Engineering SupeomsCo., Ltd.
/25/. And the construction period of the wind plargs launched
on the same day.

8 3 May 2009

The Form of Prior CDM Consideration was submittedhe EB

9 20 July 2009 on 20 July 2009, and confirmed by EB on 23 July®/(XB/.
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11 August N . .
10 2009 The validation started with global stakeholder ediagion.

It is DNV’s opinion that these events describedvabdemonstrate that continuing and real
actions to secure CDM status after project’s staré were taken by project developer.

4.4.2 ldentification of alternatives to the projectactivity consistent with current

laws and regulations

Four alternatives to the projects have been idedtdnd discussed:

a) The project activity undertaken without being régiied as a CDM project activity.

b) Construction of a fossil fuel-fired project with wegalent installed capacity or annual
electricity generation.

c) Construction of a power plant using other sourdesenewable energy with equivalent
installed capacity or annual electricity generation

d) Continuation of the current situation, i.e. prooisiof equivalent amount of annual power
output by the NECPG.

Alternative b): this alternative is not consistemth current law because Chinese power
regulation /32/ strictly prohibits the installatiof thermal power plants with a capacity below
135 MW in areas covered by the large grids suclprasincial grids /32/. Therefore, the
alternative b) has been excluded from further disimn.

Alternative c): DNV was able to confirm that theoposed project was located in the region
which has no other exploitable sources of renewahkrgy such as hydro power and tidal
resources /31/. In China, for the biomass, solara®d geothermal, the limited technology
and high cost made the development become diffigithout the policies and government
support /31/. Therefore, the alternative c) is aatredible one and eliminated from further
discussion.

Hence, alternative (a) and (d) are the plausilitr@dtive scenarios which are consistent with
the current laws and regulations and thus will iseussed at the next steps.

4.4.3 Investment analysis: Choice of approach

As the proposed project generates financial anth@o@ benefits other than CDM related
income through the sales of electricity and theraltive for the baseline scenario of the
proposed project is not a similar investment pipjacbenchmark analysis is justified for
conducting the investment analysis.

4.4.4 Investment analysis: Benchmark selection

According to thelnterim Rules on Economic Assessment of ElectEcajineering Retrofit
Projects/17/, in China a project-IRR of 8% (post-tax) for thealanvestment of a project is
regarded as benchmark for investing on large soaleopower plants, fossil fuel fired plants
as well as wind farm projects. The benchmark of @ust-tax) is therefore appropriate for
this project. DNV was able to confirm this is sbiand reasonable as below:

1. The benchmark was determined by the natiomairdstration of this industry in China;

2. The benchmark is for project and post-tax dnedimvestment analysis for this project will
be for project and post-tax;
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3. Thelnterim Rules on Economic Assessment of ElectBoglineering Retrofit Projectd.7/
is referred to the risk premiums of large scaledypower projects and the project is also the
large wind project.

4.4.5 Investment analysis: Input parameters

The input parameters used in the financial analgdighis project are taken from the
feasibility study report (FSR) developed by Chindif-Wind Energy Development Co., Ltd
in August 2008 and approved by Development and lRefdommission of Inner Mongolia
Autonomous Region on 14 October 2008 /4/.

A FSR in China is required to be developed by altharty accredited for this task directly by
the government. An approval letter of the FSR3siésl by the government only after it passes
the public assessment of the sector experts deemyrizy the government. It is in DNV’s
opinion that FSR can be regarded as an accuratgwstdorthy source of information coming
from a recognized entity once it has the apprataé¢f from the government.

DNV compared the input parameters for the finanaralysis included in the PDD version 3
of 4 February 2010 /1/ with the parameters statdtieé FSR /4/ and was able to confirm that
the values applied are consistent with the valteed in the FSR /4/.

The FSR was approved on 14 October 2008 /4/ argldhly 5 month prior to the decision to
proceed with the project activity (i.e. the stagtimate of the project) which was on 21 March
2009 /21/. Given this relatively short period ahé between the approval of FSR and the
decision to proceed with the project activity iuislikely in the context of the project that the
input values would have materially changed and ithiatthus reasonable to assume that the
FSR /4/ was the basis of the decision to proceéu thé investment in the project.

The input parameters used in the financial analysiee compared with the data from other
wind power registered CDM projects in the East indengolia, as shown in the table 1. By
comparing the investment costs per kW, rate of ghaual O&M cost to the total static
investment, plant load factor, the other cost pirdnd material cost per kW etc between the
project and the registered CDM projects in the samgéon Eastern Inner Mongolia, DNV is
of the opinion that all compared parameters ofglaect are within reasonable ranges. In
addition, by applying our sectoral competence, DIN&s able to confirm that the input
parameters used in the financial analysis of thejept are reasonable and adequately
represent the economic situation of the project.

Table 1: Comparison of investment cost per kW, oétthe annual O&M cost to the total static invesi)
plant load factor, other cost per kW and materigt er kW between wind power projects in Eastinne
Mongolia

No. Project name Installed Investment| O&M Plant Other Material CDM
capacity cost per Nl Load | Costper| Cost per Registration
(MW) kW (RMB) (%) factor kw kw Ref. No

%) | (RMB) | (RMB)

Inner Mongolia Chifeng
1 Dongshan 49.3MW Wind 49.30 10 445 1.7 28 N/A N/A 0689
Power Project

Inner Mongolia Chifeng
2 | Saihanba West 30.6 MW 30.60 9 491 2.3 28 19 N/A 0994
Windfarm Project
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Inner Mongolia Dali
3 | Phase IV 49.5MW Wind 49.50 11 049 3.8 28 9 9 1628
Power Project

Inner Mongolia Dali
4 | Phase V 49.5MW Wind 49.50 11719 2.3 25 9 10 1629
Power Project

Inner Mongolia
5 | Wudaogou 50.25MW 50.25 9 406 2.4 28 40 0 1487
Wind Power Project

Inner Mongolia
6 | Sunjiaying 50.25MW 50.25 10073 2.4 27 40 5 1488
Wind Power Project

Inner Mongolia Chifeng
7 | Bolike 50MW Wind 50.00 10 372 1.7 28 11 10 1830
Power Project

Inner Mongolia Chifeng
8 | Dongshan Phase Il 50MW 50.00 10 180 1.6 28 7 10 1869
Wind Power Project

Huaneng Tongliao
9 | Baolongshan Phase II 495 10 800 1.8 28 14 0 2599
Wind Farm Project

Inner Mongolia Tongliao

10 | Huolinhe Wind Power 50.00 9188 2.2 27 30 15 2886
Project
11 | The proposed project | 49.50 8 369 2.9 26 50 10

1) Total static investment

It can be seen from the table 1 above that thesinwent cost per kW of the project is 8 369
RMB /4/, which is close to the range from 9 469 RKB to 11 719 RMB/KW shown in the
table 1.

The actual cost of wind turbines as per the wintites purchase agreement /22/ is 12.7%
higher than the assumed cost of wind turbinesenR8R /4/; considering the assumed cost of
wind turbines is equivalent to 63.4% of the totalis investment /4/, it can be confirmed that

the investment analysis in the FSR /4/ is consexaT herefore, the total static investment of

the project is deemed by DNV to be reasonable apdogriate in East Inner Mongolia.

2) Tariff
Due to wind projects in Inner Mongolia being corteecto two different power grids, Inner

Mongolia is divided into two parts in terms of thetermination of the tariff. One part is
Eastern Inner Mongolia, where the proposed pragelcicated.

By checking “Development Report of New Energy armh&vable Energy of China” /38/ and
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“China Electric Power Yearbook 2006” /13/, DNV caonform that the “Dali Phase 11l Wind
Power Project” (as shown in the table 2) is a destration project which was put into
operation with the financial aid from the natiodabt fund /39//52/ and consequently with a
high tariff of 0.79 RMB/kWh (Incl. VAT) /72/. Howear, with the maturity of wind power
market, the financial aid and high tariff are imgibte to obtain for the current wind power
projects in the region.

From 2006 to now, there were totally 24 wind pofams in East Inner Mongolia. Except
for two projects obtaining slightly lower tariff§ 6.5216 RMB/kWh and 0.5325 RMB/kWh

(Incl. VAT) respectively approved by NDRC /41//4%8g tariffs of all the other 22 projects
are 0.54 RMB/kWh (Incl. VAT) respectively approvéeg NDRC. The table 2 shows the
tariffs of the projects located in the Eastern mhngolia. For the proposed project, the
expected feed-in tariff of 0.54 RMB/kWh (Incl. VAT)sed in the FSR /4/ was derived from
the approved tariffs in Eastern Inner Mongolia /42//43/.

DNV was able to confirm that the tariff appliedtime FSR /4/ and the PDD version 3 of 4
February 2010 is consistent as 0.54 RMB/kWh (IMAT), which was sourced from the

tariff notification documents issued by NDRC in [Betber 2007 /41/ and July 2008 /42/, and
this tariff applied in the project activity is tHatest tariff available at the time of financial

commitment for the project activity. Hence, theiffatrend in Eastern Inner Mongolia is

deemed to be stable since 2006 and thus reasdoalde in the investment decision.

According to the tariff notifications issued by NORon 9 June 2007 /40/, 3 December 2007
/41/ and 23 July 2008 /42/, the approved tariffi@nd farms in East Inner Mongolia is 0.54
Yuan/kWh (Incl. VAT) within the first 30 000 operabal hours. After the first 30 000
operational hours, the wind power tariff shouldithe same as the local average thermal tariff.
According to the China Electricity Power Yearbod08 /13/, the thermal tariff in East Inner
Mongolia where the proposed project is located.26 Ovuan/kWh. The project applied the
tariff of 0.40 Yuan/kWh after the first 30 000 opgonal tariff, which is the average value of
the tariff of 0.54 Yuan/kWh and 0.26 Yuan/kWh.

Therefore, in DNV’s opinion, the tariff used in tipeoject is reasonable. With the highest
tariff in the province for commercial projects ®n2002, the financial return does not reach
the threshold for wind power investments.

Table 2: All the wind power projects in East Inhiongolia since year 2002

Project Name Tariff  (Incl. | Tariff Source

VAT,

RMB/kWh)
Dali Phase Ill Wind Power Project (demonstratjob.79 139//52/
project)
Inner Mongolia Chifeng Saihanba West 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]1260 /40
30.6 MW Windfarm Project
Inner Mongolia Sunjiaying 50.25MW Wind Power| 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]1260 /40
Project
Inner Mongolia Wudaogou 50.25MW Wind Power 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]1260 /40
Project
Guohua Hulunbeier Xinbaerhu Yougi Wind 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]1260 /40
Farm Project
Inner Mongolia Chifeng Dongshan 49.3 MW Wind  0.54 a Gai Jia Ge[2007]1260 /40/
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Saihanba North 45.05 MW Windfarm Project 0.54 FaJeaGe[2007]1260 /40/
Saihanba East 45.05 MW Windfarm Project 0.54 Fal@aGe[2007]1260 /40/
Inner Mongolia Chifeng Dongshan Phase II 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]3303 /41
50MW Wind power project
Chifeng Sunjiaying Wind Power Project 0.54 Fa Gai@e[2007]3303 /41/
Inner Mongolia Chifeng Bolike 50MW Wind 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]3303 /41
Power Project
Inner Mongolia Keyougiangi Wind Project 0.5325 Fai Gia Ge[2007]3303 /41/
Inner Mongolia Keshiketeng County Wutaohai 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]3303 /41
South Wind Farm 49.5 MW Project
Inner Mongolia Mangniuhai Wind Project 0.54 Fa Giai Ge[2007]3303 /41/
Guohua Tongliao Kezuo Zhongqi Phase 1 49.5 | 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]3303 /41
MW Wind Farm Project
Inner Mongolia Wengniute Banner Wudaogou 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]3303 /41
Wind Power Project (Il)
Inner Mongolia Meiyaoshan Wind Project 0.54 Fa BaiGe[2007]3303 /41/
Inner Mongolia Chifeng Gaofeng Wind Project 0.54 G Jia Ge[2007]3303 /41/
Inner Mongolia Tongliao Baolongshan 49.5MW | 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2007]3303 /41
Wind Power Project
Inner Mongolia Dali Phase IV 49.5MW Wind 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2008]1876 /42
Power Project
Inner Mongolia Chifeng Daguangdingzishan Wind 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2008]1876 /42
Power project
Inner Mongolia Chifeng Daheishan Wind Power | 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2008]1876 /42
Project
Inner Mongolia Dali Phase V 49.5MW Wind 0.54 Fa Gai Jia Ge[2008]1876 /42
Power Project
Huadian Tongliao Beiginghe 300 MW Wind Farm| 0.5216 China Wind Power
Project Report 2008 /45/

3) Percentage of O&M costs

The O&M costs for wind power projects may vary bie slocation, conditions for
transportation, applied technology, number of tueki and regional inflation. The annual
O&M costs mainly consist of maintenance costs,rgadad welfare, material cost and other
expenses. As shown in the table 1, the ratio ofaheual O&M cost to the total static
investment for the proposed project is 2.9%, wischithin the range of the value from 1.6%
to 3.8% of the compared projects. Therefore, deiemed by DNV the annual O & M costs of
the project are conservative and appropriate.

4) Annual Power Generation

To assess the appropriateness of the assumed growealt generation, the plant load factor
was chosen for the comparison. The comparison sthola the annual load factor 26% /4/
of the project is within those values (23% - 29%}h®e similar projects in the same region
East Inner Mongolia. DNV can also confirm that tbad factor of the project is reasonable
according to the reasonable arrange of load fdobon 20% to 40% stated in the document
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“Explanation regarding the issue for discount afdietical annual generation of wind power
in China” issued by NDRC dated 2 June 2009 /71/.

Annex 11 of CDM-EB 48th meeting report providesuadgline for validation of plant load
factor for renewable energy. One option is to Uaatdoad factor provided to the government
while applying the project activity for implemernitat approval. The FSR has this purpose
and hence according to current CDM regulation ctiecking that the value is in line with the
the FSR should be considered sufficient for vaiafabf plant load factor /4/. This was the
case for his project.

The annual electricity output was estimated onbihgs of the long-term meteorological data
of the local wind resources, for 36 years (from 293 2007) and on-site wind resource
measurement /4/. Therefore, the estimated annaetrigity output of the project activity is
deemed to be appropriate and reasonable.

5) Other Cost and Material Cost

As per the explanation to the “other cost” madehe/FSR design institute China Fulin Wind
Energy Development Co., Ltd /58/, the “other cgets kW” of 50 RMB applied in the project
investment analysis includes additional productexpenses, administrative expenses and
operating expenses. The composition of the “otlosts® defined in “Economic Evaluation
Method and Parameters for Project Construction’sieer 3 /53/ is the basis of FSR
preparation. As shown in the table 1, the “othest€bof 50 Yuan/kW used in the project
financial analysis is beyond the range from 7 tord@n/kW of the similar projects. However,
the “other costs” of the project has been claritigdthe FSR institute to be within the range
of the empirical values of 40 to 60 RMB/kW /58/.uBh the “other costs” involved in the
project investment analysis is appropriate andomsisle.

The material cost of 10 Yuan/kW is estimated by FI®R design institute with the basis of
the installed capacity, through the commonly agpéstimation method /58/. As shown in the
table 1, the material cost of 10 Yuan/kW is wittie range from 0 to 15 Yuan/kW of the
similar registered projects. Therefore, it is dedniby DNV that the material cost of the
project is reasonable and appropriate.

6) Taxes

The taxes and depreciation rate applied in theeptdjnancial assessment
Value added tax 8.5% Source: FSR /4/
Income tax 25%
Education tax (of the VAT) 3%
City building tax (of the VAT) 5%
Residual Value Rate 5%
Depreciation Rate 6.33%

The income tax rate (25%) and depreciation rat83¢6) is consistent with the law of the
People’s Republic of China on Enterprise Income /64X and the government document of
Decree No. 70 of Guoshuifa [2003] issued by theeStaiministration of Taxation /62/. The
Value Added Tax (VAT) of the project is 8.5% basmd the fact that it is a wind power
project and thus is entitled to enjoy the half taee policies /64/. The education tax (of the
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VAT) of 3% is in line with the Interim Provision oRducation Tax Law /65/. The City
Building tax (of the VAT) of 5% is in accordancetkvithe National City Tax Law /66/. The
residual value rate of 5% is in line with the goweent document of Decree No. 70 of
Guoshuifa [2003] issued by the State Administratbaxation /62/.

According to the guidance of EB51 Annex 58, theeiiest payable should be taken into
account of the income tax calculation in cases w/iiee benchmark applied in the investment
analysis is post tax. As for the proposed projibet,IRR benchmark of 8% is post tax and the
interest tax payable has been verified to be irazlud the calculation of the income tax.

In conclusion, the taxes involved in the projecRIRalculation are deemed by DNV to be
reasonable and appropriate.

By in addition applying our sectoral competence,\DWNas able to confirm that the input
parameters used in the financial analysis are nedde and adequately represent the
economic situation of the project.

4.4.6 Investment analysis: Calculation and conclusn

The project-IRR calculations were provided in aespisheet /6/. The calculations were
verified and found to be correct by DNV. The asstioms used in the calculations were
deemed to be correct by DNV. The project-IRR (pt@asf) over 20 years without CDM
revenues is 7.28%, demonstrating that the projecthe absence of CDM benefits and
compared to the benchmark is not financially ativac With CER revenues the project-IRR
(after tax) increases to 9.54%, which is abovebtirechmark of 8%.

4.4.7 Investment analysis: Sensitivity analysis

A sensitivity analysis was carried out for parametontributing more than 20% to revenues
or costs in order to check the robustness of tientiial analysis. Reasonable variations of the
total investment, annual operational and maintemausts, annual output and on-grid tariff

were checked by calculating the variation necesgaryeach the benchmark and then

discussing the likelihood for that to happen. Nohéhe parameters in the sensitivity analysis
are considered to have any significant positiveatation.

DNV was able to verify that the project IRR willagh the benchmark only if the above
mentioned parameters change by values as mentimied:

Total Investment costs Annual O&M CostsAnnual generation output Tariff
-4.90% -21.00% +4.55% +4.75%
However, it is unlikely that these situations wilppen as demonstrated in the following:

» Total investment costs The prices for the wind turbines and accessonyipegents
were increasing as the turbine demand was boomimgngl the project purchase
period /34/. Furthermore, the price for the corttan materials, especially steels,
was rising up /35/. According to the FSR /4/, thepexted total expense of wind
turbines is equivalent 63.4% of the total statestment, while the actul expense of
wind turbines based on the wind turbines purchageement /22/ is 12.7% higher
than the assumed expenditure in the FSR /4/. Torxethe total investment assumed
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in the FSR /4/ is deemed by DNV to be realistic apgropriate and is unlikely to
decrease by 4.90% to reach the benchmark.

* Annual O&M costs: According to the FSR /4/, the project is locatediisite where
the altitude is from 240 to 267.3 m and the averageperature is 5.4 °Che high
altitude and cold environment where the projectrates /4/, make it unlikely for
O&M costs to decrease. Furthermore, the pricestlier materials and employee
salaries have been increasing in China /35/, whidio result in the increase of the
O&M costs. Therefeore, the project O&M cost is @s@nable to decrease by 21.00%.

* Aunnual Generation Output: According to the FSR /4/, the annual electricibyput
is based on 36 years (1971 - 2007) statisticsazfl lvind power monitoring data kept
by the local meteorological station /4/. Furthereyaccording to various wind power
studies, the practical annual operational hoursvioid farms in China are around
1800~2500 hours /48/. Therefore, it is highly uehk to increase the annual
operational hours at the project site to resultaimt.55% increase in electricity
generation during the whole crediting period.

» Electricity Tariff: Based on the analysis of tariff in the section@l.the tariff of 0.54
RMB/kWh (Incl. VAT) assumed in the FSR /4/ is indi with the trend of the tariff in
East Inner Mongolia since 2006. Based on the stédoléf trend in East Inner
Mongolia, it is unlikely that the tariff will inciese by 4.75% to make the IRR reach
the benchmark.

Furthermore, the assumed tariff of the projectloarcross checked to be realistic and
conservative with the latest guiding price of OBMIB/kWh (Incl. VAT) issued by
NDRC of China for wind power projects in the Eastdr Mongolia on 20 July 2009
/43/. Therefore, the tariff of 0.54 RMB/kWh (InMAT) applied to the project activity
was guided by the NDRC, was appropriate and coatieev

The sensitivity analysis shows that even if consiethe reasonable variations of those
critical parameters, without the income from CERES, the project activity is unlikely to be
financially attractive.

4.4.8 Common Practice Analysis

In China, the regulatory framework, investmeninaie, access to technology, and access to
finance are similar within a same province. Henitds reasonable that Inner Mongolia
Autonomous Region is selected for common practiczdyais.

According to the ACM0013 (version 2.1) /49/, then#ar project scale should be defined as
the range from 50% to 150% of the project installagacity. Therefore, the scale of similar
projects is chosen as 25 MW to 75 MW. Since thempailgation of Electric Power Industry
Reform by the state council in February 2002, thedamental change has been brought into
the electric power industry /51/. Therefore, thadibenchmark of the common practice is
defined as 2002.

Referring toChina Wind Farms Capacity Statistic in 200/, it shows that most of these
wind power projects have applied for CDM projecxsept for one project “Dali phase |l
wind power project” /52/. However, the project D&hase Ill is a demonstration project
supported by national debt fund /52/. Thus, it barconcluded that the project activity is not
a common practice.
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In conclusion, the assessment of the argumentemex above is deemed to sufficiently
demonstrate that the project is not a likely basebcenario, and that emission reductions
resulting from the project are additional.

4.5 Monitoring

The project applies the approved monitoring methmglo ACM0002 version 10
“Consolidated monitoring methodology for zero enuss grid-connected electricity
generation from renewable sources” /10/. The sedenionitoring methodology is applicable
for the project activity as it involves grid-conted renewable power generation using wind
energy. The monitoring plan is in accordance witle tmonitoring methodology. The
monitoring plan will give opportunity for real maaements of achieved emission reductions.

Monitoring of sustainable development indicatorsaé required by the Chinese DNA. The
environmental impacts are considered minor and v monitored by the local
environmental authority during the project lifetime

4.5.1 Parameters determined ex-ante

The combined margin emission factor is determimadante based on the most recent
information available; the detailed calculationstioé combined margin emission factor are
described in the following section 4.6. The pararseare listed in below table:

Data and Parameters Unit Ex-ante Determined Value
Operating margin of NECPG (OM)| tCO,/MWh 1.1293
Build Margin of NECPG (BM) tC@MWh 0.7241
Emission factor of NECPG (CM) tCGMMMWh 1.0280

4.5.2 Parameters monitored ex-post

The power exported to and imported from the NECPIE lve monitored continually and
recorded on a monthly basis by the project ownet thie grid company. In addition, the
electricity sales receipts will be provided foralguality control and cross check. These shall
be further verified during verification.

The net electricity generated from the project Wwédlmeasured through metering equipment at
the 220 kV substation. The data will be archivedXyears following the end of the crediting
period by means of electronic and paper backupgyoan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co.,
Ltd. will be responsible for the overall monitoriagd reporting and will keep all the date and
material.

The metering equipment will be calibrated and clkedcannually by the qualified third party
appointed by the NECPG according to the requirerfrent Technical administrative code of
electric energy metering (DL/T448-20086%/. The accuracy of the meters will be no lessith
0.5s.

4.5.3 Management system and quality assurance

The project’'s monitoring plan includes:

- Monitoring system, which describes the positidreve the monitoring meters are located.
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- Monitoring structure, which describes the orgatianal structure of the monitoring team
and the responsibility of the staff.

- Quality assurance and quality control, which udgls the data quality monitoring,
calibration, corrective actions and internal audits

- Monitoring training.

A CDM Monitoring Team will be established consigtimf the project manager, CDM
manager, technical staff and statistic staff. Tdant leader holds the overall responsibilities
to the monitoring of the project.

Detailed procedures including description of thepmnsibility, training, procedure reference,
equipment details, calibration and maintenance leen elaborated in the PDD. The CDM
monitoring team of Longyuan (Xing’anmeng) Wind Pow@®., Ltd. will assign and train the
dedicated people carrying out the monitoring warkaading to the CDM monitoring manual
/47/. These will be maintained and implementedniabée subsequent verification of emission
reductions.

4.6 Estimate of GHG Emissions

The emission reduction ERoy the project activity during the crediting pefios the
difference between baseline emissions JjBRroject emissions (REand emissions due to
leakage (1), as follows:

1) Baseline emissions: baseline emissionsy(BEtCO,) are the product of the baseline
emissions factorFy in tCO,/MWh) times the electricity supplied by the projeativity to
the grid EG, in MWh).

2) Project emissions: there are no emissions fieenproject which is a renewable energy
project.

3) Leakage: no leakage has to be considered fgrthect activity.

The grid emission factor for the project is deteradi ex-anteas a combined margin,
consisting of combination of the operating margdM) and build margin (BM) according to
“Tool to calculate the emission factor for an ekégty system”of version 2 /12/, based on
the most recent information /8/ available at tmeetiwhen the PDD was web-hosted on 11
August 2009. The latest data vintage available desved from China Electric Power
Yearbook 2008 /13/ and China Energy Statisticalrlfeak 2008 /14/. It has been calculated
as the weighted average dw= 0.75; wgm = 0.25) of the operating margin and the build
margin.

Country specific data for net calorific value otthaype of fossil fuel, country specific data
for emission factors for the fuel and the statistéta for fuel consumption /14/, IPCC 2006
default values for the oxidation factor of eachetyys fossil fuel /15/ and the total electricity
delivered to the NECPG /8/ were selected and deegesibnable.

According to the data from China Electric Power Neak 2004-2008 /13/, the low-
cost/must-run resources in the 5 most recent yaanstitute less than 50% of the total grid
generation. Therefore, the OM is justified to cédte using the “simple OM” method.
Aggregated generation and fuel consumption dataised due to the fact that more specific
data for the power plants are not available inNE#CPG (option C). The OM was calculated
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to be 1.1293 tC&&/MWh as a generation weighted average for thesy2@05, 2006 and 2007
/81.

Because plant specific fuel consumption and el@ttrigeneration data are not publicly
available in China, the guidance requested by Dkdmfthe CDM Executive Board for a
deviation of the baseline methodology of AM0O005 haen applied for calculation of the
build margin (BM) emission factor for this projédb/:

- Use of capacity additions from the years 2004 10728 chosen and reaches 21.39%
of the 2007 installed capacity /13/;

- Use of weights to estimate the installed capacityplace of annual electricity
generation. Thermal power plant accounts for 88.24%he total installed capacity
additions in this period /13/. Since specific dmaeach technology is not available,
the weight of each type of fuel (coal 98.59%, ratgas 1.23% and oil 0.18% /13/)
was estimated from the G@tensity for the fuels used in the NECPG;

- Use of the efficiency of electricity transmissiohtbe best technology commercially
available in the |provincial/regional or nationaldgof China, as a conservative proxy,
for each fuel type in estimating the fuel consumptiThe efficiency is 38.10% for
coal power plants and 49.99% for oil power plantd 49.99% for gas power plants
114].

The BM of the NECPG is calculated to be 0.7241 #2MWh /8/. The resulting combined
margin emission factor is 1.0280 tg&ZMWh. The annual electricity delivered to the NECP
is expected to be 114 200 MWh /4/. Therefore, thal €mission reduction from the project is
estimated to be on average 117 400 #&@er year over the selected 7 year crediting gerio
The baseline emission estimate can be replicatéag ube data and parameter values
provided in the PDD and supporting files submitted registration. The data sources
mentioned have been verified by DNV.

In summary, the GHG calculations are complete aasparent, and their accuracy has been
verified. No other project emission or leakage searcontributing more than 1% and not
mentioned by the methodology have been found.

4.7 Environmental Impacts

An Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) has bemrdacted according to Environmental
Protection Law of the People’s Republic of Chind//6

According to the environment assessment opinions fthe ex-owner of the project, Kelipu
Wind Power Co., Ltd /59/, the EIA of the projectigity has once been approved by the Inner
Mongolia Environmental Protection Bureau on 27 Sayter 2005. On 20 July 2008, the
right to develop the project was transferred to tharent project owner, Longyuan
(Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd.. Before recetyithe LoA from China DNA on 22
September 2009 /2/, the EIA has been conductea dgainner Mongolia Academy Institute
of Environment Science on 8 December 2008 and a&pdroby Inner Mongolia
Environmental Protection Bureau on 27 February9260

The potential environmental impacts on water, solidste, noise environment, air
environment and ecosystem environment have beditisnfly identified. No significant
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environmental impacts are expected from the projectivity. The Inner Mongolia
Environmental Protection Bureau approved the pt@etivity on 27 February 2009 /5/.

4.8 Comments by Local Stakeholders

The local stakeholder consultation process has beeducted through a stakeholder meeting
/19/ and the stakeholder survey /57/.

On 15 March 2009, the stakeholder meeting was hgldlongyuan (Xing’'anmeng) Wind
Power Co., Ltd. in Tuguan County, Xi'an League angyuan (Xing’anmeng) Wind Power
Co., Ltd., with the participation of local governmial officials and local village
representatives /19/. The local governmental @fficivere respectively from Tuquan County
Government, Shenliu Village Government, Developnmamd Reform Committee of Tuquan
County, Finance Bureau of Tuquan County, Tuquam@&raof Industry and Commercial
Bank of China, Land and Resources Bureau of Tudtiamnty /19/. On the meeting, the
stakeholders were invited for comments on the ptogdter the introduction to CDM and
project construction and operation by the projeater. No negative comments were received
during the process. After the meeting, 10 questoes were sent to the meeting attendees
with all ten of them returned.

Besides the meeting, the project developer has umted a door to door stakeholder
consultation in March 2009. Longyuan (Xing’anmengind Power Co., Ltd. carried out a
survey of the potential stakeholders; among theallogllagers 35 copies of one-page
questionnaires (return out of 35) were distributedhe end, a summary of comments and 45
questionnaires (including 10 questionnaires preshoulistributed in the meeting) in total
have been provided by the project owner and veriie DNV /57/.

As clarified by the project participant during tfalow-up interview /74/, the project is

located on the grass land with a rather low pomratiensity. The sampling size of the
guestionnaires survey has covered the local vittagand governmental officials nearby.
Therefore, it is deemed by DNV that the samplingpam of 45 copies of questionnaires is
reasonable and respresentative.

The survey has taken full account into the pubjpinmns of different ages, genders, and
occupations. Of all the respondents, 1) 69% arewutiek age of 40, 31% are over 41; 2) 92%
are male and 8% are female; 3) 58% are with edutati college or above, 42% are senior
high school or below.

The results of questionnaire statistics are oullia® follows:
100% of investigated stakeholders support the dpveént of the project;

93.3% believe the project will exert the positivgpact on their livelihood and 6.7% hold the
neutral attitude.

100% of the respondents believe the project will Inave impact on the local ecological
environment during the operation period.

86.7% of the respondents believe the project vatl affect the local ecological environment
during the construction period and 13.4% hold thetral opinions.
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95.6% of the respondents believe the project wilate more job opportunities and 4.4% hold
the neutral opinions.

2.2% of the respondents (1 person) think the ptojeit have negative impact on the grass
farms that might be crushed down by the vehicles.

For the negative concern of the respondent, theegrowner ensures the vehicles will keep
running on the transport routes instead of the sglasd. And in order to reduce the
construction impact on the local ecological envnemt, it will be prohibited to drive in
grassland by the vehicles. The comments received baen taken into consideration by
project owner for construction and operation to i@od environmental benefits, social
benefits and economic benefits.

Therefore, DNV considers the local stakeholder atiaton to be carried out adequately.

4.9 Comments by Parties, Stakeholders and NGOs

The PDD version 1 of 24 July 2009 was made pubkulgilable on the CDM websitand
parties, stakeholders and NGOs were through the @2lkite invited to provide comments
during a 30 days period from 11 August 2009 to pt&mber 2009. No comments were
received.

1 http://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/Validation/DB/ZT5SH22C9QF1JBALOJWKS5NANO2WP/view.html
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Table 1 Mandatory Requirements for Clean DevelopmerMechanism (CDM) Project Activities

Requirement Reference Conclusion
About Parties
1. The project shall assist Parties included in Anhaxachieving compliance withKyoto Protocol Art.12.2 OK
part of their emission reduction commitment under 3.
2. The project shall assist non-Annex | Parties intgbuating to the ultimate Kyoto Protocol Art.12.2. OK
objective of the UNFCCC.
3. The project shall have the written approval of wbéury participation from theKyoto Protocol
designated national authority of each Party inwblve Art. 12.53a, CARA
CDM Modalities and Procedures §40a
4. The project shall assist non-Annex | Parties inexdhg sustainable developmenkyoto Protocol Art. 12.2,
and shall have obtained confirmation by the hoehty thereof. CDM Modalities and Procedures 840a CARA
5. In case public funding from Parties included in Arn is used for the projectDecision 17/CP.7, CAR 1
activity, these Parties shall provide an affirmatibat such funding does not resu@DM Modalities and Procedures
in a diversion of official development assistanoel & separate from and is roAppendix B, § 2
counted towards the financial obligations of thPaeties.
6. Parties participating in the CDM shall designateatonal authority for the CDM., CDM Modalities aRdocedures 8§29 OK
7. The host Party and the participating Annex | Patigll be a Party to the Kyofa®CDM Modalities §30/31a OK
Protocol.
8. The participating Annex | Party’s assigned amotnatishave been calculated an@DM Modalities and Procedures 831b OK
recorded.
CDM Validation Protocol — Report No. 2009-1346,.re¢ A-1
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Requirement

Reference

Conclusion

9. The participating Annex | Party shall have in plagenational system fq
estimating GHG emissions and a national registrya@cordance with Kyot
Protocol Article 5 and 7.

rCDM Modalities and Procedures §831b
D

OK

About additionality

10.Reduction in GHG emissions shall be additional iy that would occur in th
absence of the project activity, i.e. a CDM projedtivity is additional if
anthropogenic emissions of greenhouse gases bgesoare reduced below thg
that would have occurred in the absence of thestexgid CDM project activity.

2Kyoto Protocol Art. 12.5c¢,
CDM Modalities and Procedures 843
se

OK

About forecast emission reductions and environmentampacts

11.The emission reductions shall be real, measuraie give long-term benefit
related to the mitigation of climate change.

sKyoto Protocol Art. 12.5b

OK

For large-scale projects only

12.Documentation on the analysis of the environmemgbacts of the projeg
activity, including transboundary impacts, shalldodmitted, and, if those impad
are considered significant by the project partioipaor the Host Party, 3
environmental impact assessment in accordancepngitedures as required by
Host Party shall be carried out.

tCDM Modalities and Procedures 837c¢
ts
n
he

OK

About stakeholder involvement

13.Comments by local stakeholders shall be invitesljramary of these provided a
how due account was taken of any comments received.

n@€DM Modalities and Procedures 837b

OK

14.Parties, stakeholders and UNFCCC accredited NG@H Ishve been invited t

oCDM Modalities and Procedures 840
ct

comment on the validation requirements for minim@thdays, and the proje

OK
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Requirement Reference Conclusion
design document and comments have been made publailable.

Other

15.The baseline and monitoring methodology shall bevipusly approved by theCDM Modalities and Procedures 837e OK
CDM Executive Board.

16. A baseline shall be established on a project-sipdudfsis, in a transparent mann&DM Modalities and Procedures 845c,d OK
and taking into account relevant national and/orctaal policies and
circumstances.

17.The baseline methodology shall exclude to earn CiBRslecreases in activiyCDM Modalities and Procedures 847 OK
levels outside the project activity or due to foneajeure.

18.The project design document shall be in conformamitie the UNFCCC CDM+{ CDM Modalities and Procedures OK
PDD format. Appendix B, EB Decision

19. Provisions for monitoring, verification and repadishall be in accordance witlCDM Modalities and Procedures 837f OK
the modalities described in the Marrakech Accomis gelevant decisions of the
COP/MOP.

CDM Validation Protocol — Report No. 2009-1346,.re¢ A-3




DET NORSKE VERITAS

Table 2 Requirements Checklist
CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Draft  Final
' Concl. | Concl.
A. General Description of Project Activity
The project design is assessed.
A.1l. Project Boundaries
Project Boundaries are the limits and borders wieifj
the GHG emission reduction project.
A.1.1. Are the project’s spatial boundaries /1/ DR | The proposed project is located in Xiliu OK
(geographical) clearly defined? 14/ Town, Tuquan County, Xing’an League,
Inner Mongolia  Autonomous  Region,
P.R.China.
The geographical coordinates of the propased
project are North latitude 45°P® and East
longitude 112°4D9’, and altitude 240m-
267.3m.
A.1.2. Are the project’s system boundaries (component¢l/ | DR The project’'s system boundary is clearly OK
and facilities used to mitigate GHGs) clearly 14] defined as the Northeast China Power Grid
defined? that the project is connected to. The NECPG
comprises the grids of Jilin, Heilongjiang and
Liaoning.
A.2. Participation Requirements
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviel®, Interview
CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01 A-4
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
Referring to Part A, Annex 1 and 2 of the PDD ¢
well as the CDM glossary with respect to the te
Party, Letter of Approval, Authorization and
Project Participant.
A.2.1. Which Parties and project participants are /1/ DR  Since the LoA from the DNA of China ha€AR1  OK
participating in the project? 2/ not been obtained.
The LoA from the DNA of Switzerland has
13/ :
not been obtained.
The project participants can not be confirmed
without the presence of the LoAs from the
involved parties.
A.2.2. Have all involved Parties provided avalidand /1/ DR The LoA from the DNA of China has noEARZ OK
complete letter of approval and have all 12/ been obtained.
private/public project participants been authorizec? The LoA from the DNA of Switzerland has
by an involved Party? 3 not been obtained.
The LoAs from the DNA of China and the
DNA of Switzerland need to be provided to
confirm whether all project participants have
been authorized by an involved Party.
A.2.3. Do all participating Parties fulfil the participati  /1/ | DR | China has ratified the Kyoto Protocol on 36AR4+  OK
requirements as follows: 12/ August 2002 and its DNA is National Reform
and Development Committee.
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Revielx, Interview
CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01 A-5
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
- Ratification of the Kyoto Protocol 13/ The voluntary participation needs to be
- Voluntary participation gre]irr]]tgled as per the LoA from the DNA of
- Designated a National Authority Switzerland has ratified the Kyoto Protocol
on 09 July 2003 and its DNA is Federal
Office for the Environment FOEN.
The voluntary participation needs to be
identified as per the LoA from the DNA of
Switzerland
A.2.4. Potential public funding for the project from /1/ DR | The LoA from the DNA of China has noEAR1 A OK
Parties in Annex | shall not be a diversion of 14/ | been obtained.
official development assistance. 174/ The LoA from the DNA of Switzerland has
not been obtained.
Since the LoAs from the involved parties
have not been received, it can not be
confirmed whether the project can be seen as
a diversion of official development assistance
(ODA) funding towards China
A.3. Technology to be employed
Validation of project technology focuses on the
project engineering, choice of technology and
competence/ maintenance needs. The validator
should ensure that environmentally safe and so
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviel®, Interview
CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01 A-6
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Rl
Concl. | Concl.
technology and know-how is used.
A.3.1. Does the project design engineering reflect /4] . DR | Yes, the project design engineering reflects OK
current good practices? 174/ | current good practices.
A.3.2. Does the project use state of the art technology otfl/ = DR The proposed project applies 33 sets of OK
would the technology result in a significantly 14] | turbines (model SL1500/82) manufactured by
better performance than any commonly used Sinovel Wind Co., Ltd, each one with the
technologies in the host country? 174/ installed capacity of 1500 kW.
No technology transfer is involved in the
proposed project.
A.3.3. Does the project make provisions for meeting /1/ | DR  The training procedures are not identified i%‘_l OK
training and maintenance needs? the PDD version 3 of 4 February 2010 shall
be provided.
A.4. Contribution to Sustainable Development
The project’s contribution to sustainable developtrie
assessed.
A.4.1. Has the host country confirmed that the project /1/ DR The LoA from the DNA of China is neede@AR1 OK
assists it in achieving sustainable development? 12/ to confirm whether the sustainable
development of the project has been
confirmed by the host country China.
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Revielx, Interview
CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01 A-7
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
A.4.2. Will the project create other environmental or = /1/ | DR @ Except for GHG emission reductions, the OK
social benefits than GHG emission reductions? j4/ project will create employment opportunities,
diversify the energy mix of NECPG, promote
151 the local economical development and reduce
the emissions of other pollutants caused from
the coal-fired power plants.
B. Project Baseline
The validation of the project baseline establisbgther
the selected baseline methodology is appropriate an
whether the selected baseline represents a likesgline
scenario.
B.1. Baseline Methodology
It is assessed whether the project applies an gppate
baseline methodology.
B.1.1. Does the project apply an approved methodolocgyl/ DR Yes, the project applies the approved OK
and the correct version thereof? methodology = ACMO0002 version  10:
110/ ) ) )
Consolidated baseline methodology for
grid-connected electricity generation from
renewable sources”.
B.1.2. Are the applicability criteria in the baseline /1/ DR | Yes, the applicability criteria in the baseline OK
methodology all fulfilled? 14/ | methodology ACMO0002 version 10 have all
been met because:
110/
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Revielx, Interview
A-8
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Rl
Concl. | Concl.
174/ - The project generates electricity from
wind sources.
- The project is a new power plant and
does not involve switching from fossil
fuels to renewable energy which |is
confirmed through the follow-up
interview /74/ and the FSR /4/.
- The geographic and system boundary of
the project have been clearly defined.
B.2. Baseline Scenario Determination
The choice of the baseline scenario will be vakdatith
focus on whether the baseline is a likely scenannal
whether the methodology to define the baselineast®n
has been followed in a complete and transparentaan
B.2.1. What is the baseline scenario? /1/ DR  The baseline scenario is provision of the OK
110/ equivalent annual electricity generated by the
NECPG where the project is connected to.
B.2.2. What other alternative scenarios have been /1/ = DR !;ourt_fglt;rna(;l\é(_as to thd(':_' projects have been OK
considered and why is the selected scenario the \dentiried and discussed. .
most likely one? 110/ a) The project activity undertaken without
' being registered as a CDM project
activity.
b) Construction of a fossil fuel-fired project
with equivalent installed capacity or
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Revielx, Interview
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

annual electricity generation.

c) Construction of a power plant using otf
sources of renewable energy w
equivalent installed capacity or annt
electricity generation.

d) Continuation of the current situation, i
provision of equivalent annual pow
output by the NECPG.

Alternative b): As required by the “Tool fc
the determination and assessment
additionality” version 5.2 /11/, DNV wa
able to verify that fossil fuel-fired powe
plant scenario i.e. alternative b), with t
installed capacity of less than 49.5 MW, d
not comply with the Chinese pow
regulation /32/. This power regulation stric
prohibits the installation of thermal pow:
plants with a capacity below 135 MW
areas covered by the large grids such
provincial grids /32/. Hence, the alternat
b) has been excluded from the furtt
discussion.

Alternative c): As shown in the section B.5
PDD, due to the technology limitation a
high cost, the other renewable sources, <
as biomass, solar PV and geothermal
difficult to develop without the governme
or policies support. However, the evider

er
th
jal

e.
er

or
of

2r
he
Hes
er
tly
er
in
as
ve
er

of
n
such
are
nt
1ce
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
for supporting the statement is not identified
in the PDD. The relevant evidence needs to
be provided.
Alternatives a) and d) are the potential
alternative scenarios and will be discussed in
the Additionality.

B.2.3. Has the baseline scenario been determined /1/ DR | Yes, the baseline scenario of the project has OK
according to the methodology? 110/ been determined according to the baseline

scenario described in the approved
methodology ACMO0002.

B.2.4. Has the baseline scenario been determined usingl/ DR  Yes, the baseline scenario of the project has OK
conservative assumptions where possible? 110/ been determined in a conservative manner.

B.2.5. Does the baseline scenario sufficiently take into /1/ = DR | Yes, China power regulations /32/ and other OK
account relevant national and/or sectoral policie’s/4/ laws and preferential policies to promote
macro-economic trends and political aspirations wind power development have been

132/ considered to determine the baseline scenario
of the proposed project.

B.2.6. Is the baseline scenario determination compatiblél/ @ DR As shown in the section B.5 of PDD, due to OK
with the available data and are all literature and the technology limitation and high cost, theGI 2
sources clearly referenced? other renewable sources, such as biomass,

solar PV and geothermal are difficult to
develop without the government or policies
support. However, the evidence for
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviel®, Interview
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Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

supporting the statement is not identified
the PDD. The relevant evidence needs tc
provided.

in
be

B.2.7. Have the major risks to the baseline been
identified?

11/

DR

As shown in the section B.5 of PDD, due
the technology limitation and high cost, t
other renewable sources, such as biom
solar PV and geothermal are difficult

develop without the government or polic
support. However, the evidence f
supporting the statement is not identified
the PDD. The relevant evidence needs tc
provided.

to
h
ass,
to
es
or

in

be

OK

B.3. Additionality Determination

The assessment of additionality will be validatétth focus
on whether the project itself is not a likely basel
scenario.

B.3.1. Is the project additionality assessed according
the methodology?

to/1/

141

16/
111/
117/
131/

DR

The additionality of the project
demonstrated by applying the “Tool for t
demonstration and assessment
additionality” (Version 5.2) /11/.

Stepl. Identification of alternatives to t
project activity consistent with current lav
and regulations

Sub-stepla. Define alternatives to the proj

ect

OK
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

132/
134/
135/
173/
74/

activity:

a) The project activity undertaken witho
being registered as a CDM proje
activity.

b) Construction of a fossil fuel-fire
project with equivalent installe
capacity or annual electricit
generation.

c) Construction of a power plant usir
other sources of renewable energy w
equivalent installed capacity or annt
electricity generation.

d) Continuation of the current situatio
i.e. provision of equivalent annu
power output by the NECPG.

Alternative c): It is confirmed as per ti
referenced literatures indicated in the P

version 3 of 4 February 2010 that the proj

is located in the region which has
sufficient exploitable sources of renewa
energy such as hydropower /31/.

As shown in the section B.5 of PDD, due
the technology limitation and high cost, t
other renewable sources, such as biom
solar PV and geothermal are difficult

develop without the government or polic
support. However, the evidence f

ut
2Ct

<Ko

g
ith
Jal

al

e
DD
ect
no
ble

to
he
ass,
to
es
or

supporting the statement is not identified

in
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

the PDD. The relevant evidence needs tc
provided.

be

Sub-step 1b. Consistency with mandatory

laws and regulations:

Alternative b): The fossil fuel-fired powe
plant with installed capacity of less th
100MW /33/, does not comply with tt
Chinese power regulations /32/. As regulat
the thermal power plants with a capac
below 135 MW are prohibited to be built
areas covered by large grids.

Base on the outcome of step la and step
the alternative a) and d) are the alterna
scenarios and will be further discuss
below.

Step 2: Investment analysis.

Sub-step 2a. Determine appropriate analy
method

As per theTool for the demonstration an
assessment of additionality, version 512/,
three analysis methods are recommen
including simple cost analysis, investme
comparison analysis and benchmark analy

Simple cost analysis is not applical
because the project creates revenues f

21
an
e
ed,
ity
in

1b,

five
ed

Sis
d
Hed,

2nt
Sis.

e
rom

power supply.
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Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

Comparison analysis is not applica
because the baseline scenario is not sin
with the project in terms of investment.

Base on the analysis above, the benchn
analysis shall be chosen.

Sub-step 2b. Apply benchmark analysis

According to theinterim Rules on Econom
Assessment of Electrical Engineering Retr
Projects/17/, in China an IRR of 8% (afte
tax) for the total investment of a project
regarded as a benchmark for investing
large scale hydropower plants, fossil f
fired plants as well as wind farm projec
The benchmark of 8% (after tax) is theref
appropriate for this project. DNV was able
confirm this is suitable and reasonable
following:

1. The benchmark was determined by
national administration of this industry
China;

2. The benchmark is for project and after

ble
hilar

nark

c

ofit
r

S
in
Jel
ts.
ore
(0]
as

—

the
in

tax

and the investment analysis for this project

will be for project and after tax also;

3. The Interim Rules on Econom

c

Assessment of Electrical Engineering Retr

ofit
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Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

Projects/17/ is referred to the risk premiun
of large scale wind farm power projects.

The input parameters used in the finan
analysis are taken from the feasibility stu

cial
dy

report (FSR) developed by China Fulin Wind

Energy Development Co., Ltd in Augu
2008 and approved by thRevelopment anc
Reform Commission of Inner Mongol

Autonomous Regioron 14 October 2008 /4/.

The input parameters used in the finan
analysis can thus be considered informa
provided by an independent and recogni
source.

DNV compared the input parameters for

financial analysis included in the PDD with

the parameters stated in the FSR and
able to confirm that the values applied

consistent with the value stated in the FSR.

The FSR was approved on 14 October 2
and thus only 5 months prior to the decis
to proceed with the project activity (i.e. t
start date of the project) which was on
March 2009. Given this relative short peri
of time between approval of the FSR and
decision to proceed with the project activity

st
)
a

cial
tion
zed

the

was
are

008
on
ne
21
od
the
it
at

is unlikely in the context of the project th

the input values would have materially
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

changed and that it is thus reasonable to
assume that the FSR has been the basis of the

decision to proceed with the investment
the project.

The input parameters used in the finan

n

cial

analyses were compared with the data

reported for other similar CDM projects
the region, i.e. other wind power projects
the Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region,
comparing investment costs per M
electricity tariff, percentage of O&M cos
relative to total investment costs and pl
load factor.

in
in
by
N,
ts
ant

Sub-step 2c. Calculation and comparison of

financial indicators.

Further clarification is required on the

appropriateness of the input values to
investment analysis as per the requiremer
EB 38 paragraph 54(c) guidance,

particular:

(a) Whether the “other cost” of 50 RMB/kW
and “material cost” of 10 RMB/kWh are
the correct range according to the FSR ¢
/53/;

(b) The breakdown of “other cost”;

According to the guidance of EB51 Ann
58, the actual interest payable should

the
t of
n

ode

ex
be
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Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

taken into account in the calculation
income tax in cases where a post-
benchmark is applied in the project financ
assessment.

As for the proposed project, the IRR of &
(post-tax) was regarded as the benchmark
the project investment analysis.

Due to the impact of loan interest on inco

of
tax
ial

%
for

me

tax calculations, it is required to include the

actual interest payable into the income
calculation.

Further explanation should be provid

tax

led

regarding:(a) the basis for the assumed tzéiriff
in the FSR; (b) whether the assumed tariff is

in line with the general trend in the sa
region for the similar project connected to
NECPG.

According to the Annex 11 to EB 48, t
plant load factor shall be defined in the PIL
as per one of the three following options:

(a) the plant factor provided to banks and

ne
the

ne
oD

for

equity financiers while applying the proje

activity for project financing, or to the

ct

government while applying the projc—ﬁfct
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Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

activity for implementation approval,
(b) the plant load factor determined by a th

ird

party contracted by the project participants

(e.g. an engineering company);

And the documentation as the basis of
option needs to be provided to check
veracity.

Sub-step 2d. Sensitivity analysis
The four parameters are chosen as sens

factors, including static total investment,

the
ts

itive

annual O&M cost, expected tariff and annual

grid-connected output.
Step 3: Barrier analysis.

Barrier analysis has not been selected
demonstrate additionality.

Step 4: Common practice analysis.

The projects applied in common pract
analysis are selected out regarding
commencing date, capacity and location.
Since the promulgation of Electric Pow
Industry Reform by the state council
February 2002 /51/, the fundamental cha
has been brought into the electric pov
industry. Therefore, the time benchmark
the common practice is defined as 2002.

to

ce
the

er
in
nge
ver
of

As for the common analysis identified in t

he
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. = Concl.
PDD version 1 of 24 July 2009, capacity
scale of similar projects was defined as the
range from 25MW to 75MW and the region
of similar projects was chosen as Inner
Mongolia Autonomous Region. No evidence
was found in the PDD to justify the
determination of the capacity scale and the
region for the similar projects. Therefore, the
relevant evidence needs to be provided to
substantiate the selection.
B.3.2. Are all assumptions stated in a transparent and /1/ DR | Referto B.3.1. OK
i 2
conservative manner~ /6/ cL3
111/ cL9
CcL4
cL5
B.3.3. Is sufficient evidence provided to supportthe = /1/ | DR Referto B.3.1. OK
”?
relevance of the arguments made~ cL3
cL9
CL9
cL4
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COMMENTS Draift

Concl.

Final
Concl.

G5

B.3.4. If the starting date of the project activity is tef
the date of validation, has sufficient evidence
been provided that the incentive from the CDM
was seriously considered in the decision to
proceed with the project activity?

11/

141

19/
118/
119/
120/
126/

DR

The starting date of the project was on 21
March 2009 when the transformer purchase
agreement was signed /21/The road
construction permission was issued by
Beijing Hualian Electric Power Engineering
Supervision Co., Ltd. o1l April 2009/20/.
The agreement of turbine foundation
construction was issued between Longyuan
(Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and
Suihua Yuanda Electric Power Construction
Co., Ltd. in 24 March 2009 /26T herefore,
the date of 21 March 2009 for signing the
transformer  purchase agreement | is
considered as the starting date of the project,
prior to the PDD publication on 11 August
2009. On the basis of the EB33 guidance, it is
DNV’s opinion that the date correctly
represents the earliest date of the
implementation, construction or real action
begins.

It was demonstrated in the following two
aspects that CDM was seriously considered
in the decision to implement the project
activity.

1) Awareness of the CDM and the effect of

OK
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Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft
Concl.

Final
Concl.

CDM benefits prior to the start date of
project was evidenced through the
following sequence of actions:

(a) On August 2008, the FSR was completed.

It showed the project without the CE

revenues was financially unfeasible with t

IRR of 6.23% /4/. Given the financial

unfeasibility and barriers to the proje
construction, the CDM development w
introduced.

(b) On 14 October 2008, the FSR w

R
he

ct
as

as

approved by Development and Reform
Commission of Inner Mongolia Autonomous

Region /4/.

(c) On 08 December 2008, the EIA of t
project was completed by Inner Mongo
Academy Institute of Environment Scien
/5l.

(d) On 05 February 2009, the directo

he
lia
ce

s

meeting was held by the project owner when

CDM was considered to be solver to f
financial unfeasibility and the determinati
was made to invest the project construct
/18.

(e) In February 2009, the consultati
contract was signed between Longyt

he
on
ion

1an

(Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. ar

d
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Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

Longyuan (Beijing) Carbon Asst
Management Technology Co., Ltd. /19/.

(f) On 27 February 2009, The EIA w
approved by Inner Mongolia Environmen
Protection Bureau /5/.

(@@ On 15 March 2009, Meeting f
collecting the stakeholder comments on
project activity was held by Longyua
(Xing’anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. /56/.

2) Continuing and real actions to secure

CDM status in parallel with project’s

implementation was evidenced through the

following sequence of actions:

(@ On 21 March 2009, The transform
purchase agreement was signed betw
Longyuan (Xing’'anmeng) Wind Power Cc
Ltd. and Shandong Taikai Transformer C
Ltd. /21/.

(b) On 24 March 2009, Agreement of wi
turbines installation was signed betwe
Longyuan (Xing’'anmeng) Wind Power Cc¢
Ltd. and Shandong Taikai Transformer C
Ltd./26/.

(c) On 11 April 2009, The road constructi
permission was issued by Beijing Huali

Electric Power Engineering Supervision Co.

Ltd /20/. And the project construction w

1S
tal

or
the
N

A

er
een
.,
0.,

nd
en
).,
0.,

on
an

as
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
launched on the same day.
(d) On 11 April 2009, The Form of Prior
Consideration of the CDM was submitted to
the Chinese DNA, and was confirmed by the
Chinese DNA on 01 July 2009 /27/.
(e) On 03 May 2009, The construction
permission of turbines foundation was issued
by Beijing Hualian Electric Power
Engineering Supervision Co., Ltd /25/. And
the project wind plant was launched on the
same day.
(f) On 20 July 2009, the Form of Prior
Consideration of the CDM was submitted to
the EB, and confirmed by EB on 23 July
2009 /28.
B.4. Calculation of GHG Emission Reductions — Project
emissions

It is assessed whether the project emissions atedst

according to the methodology and whether the

argumentation for the choice of default factors aatues —

where applicable — is justified.

B.4.1. Are the calculations documented according to thél/ | DR = The project emission of the project is zero OK
approved methodology and in a complete and . ,;, since the project is a new grid-connected
transparent manner? wind power plant.

B.4.2. Have conservative assumptions been used when /1/ DBt applicable OK
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Concl. | Concl.
calculating the project emissions?
B.4.3. Are uncertainties in the project emission estimated/ DR = Not applicable OK
properly addressed?
B.5. Calculation of GHG Emission Reductions — Baselin
emissions
It is assessed whether the baseline emissiongateds
according to the methodology and whether the
argumentation for the choice of default factors amtlies —
where applicable — is justified.
B.5.1. Are the calculations documented according to thél/ DR  Baseline emissions of the project have been OK
approved methodology and in a complete and 110/ calculated through the multiplication between
transparent manner? the net electricity supplied to the NECPG and
112/ the combined emission factor of the NECPG.
113/ The combined emission factor of the NECPG
114/ has been calculated as the weighted average
of operating margin (OM) and build margin
1151 (BM). The weighting of OM is 0.75 and the
/16/ weighting of BM is 0.25.
The above calculations are in line with the
“tool to calculate the emission factor for an
electricity system” (Version 1.1) /12/.
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Concl. | Concl.
B.5.2. Have conservative assumptions been used when/l/ | DR @ The baseline emissions have been calculated OK
calculating the baseline emissions? 110/ on the basis of conservative assumptions.
B.5.3. Are uncertainties in the baseline emission /1/ DR | There are no significant uncertainties ip th OK
estimates properly addressed? baseline emission estimates.
B.6. Calculation of GHG Emission Reductions —
Leakage
It is assessed whether leakage emissions are stated
according to the methodology and whether the
argumentation for the choice of default factors aatues —
where applicable — is justified.
B.6.1. Are the leakage calculations documented /1/ DR According to the approved methodolagy OK
according to the approved methodology and in &40/ ACMO0002 (Version 10) /10/, the leakage of
complete and transparent manner? the project can be neglected.
B.6.2. Have conservative assumptions been used when/l/ | DR  Not applicable OK
calculating the leakage emissions?
B.6.3. Are uncertainties in the leakage emission /1/ DR | Not applicable OK
estimates properly addressed?
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B.7. Emission Reductions
The emission reductions shall be real, measurabtegive
long-term benefits related to the mitigation ofhwdite
change.
B.7.1. Are the emission reductions real, measurable andl/ DR  Yes, it is reasonable to expect that the OK
give long-term benefits related to the mitigation 110/ emission reductions will result in the real,
of climate change. measurable and long-term benefits.
B.8. Monitoring Methodology
It is assessed whether the project applies an gpyate
monitoring methodology.
B.8.1. Is the monitoring plan documented accordingto /1/ DR @ The monitoring plan described in the PDD OK
the approved methodology and in a complete anﬂO/ version 1 of 24 July 2009 is in line with the
transparent manner? approved method ACMO0002 (Version 10)
/10/ “Consolidated baseline methodology for
grid-connected electricity generation from
renewable sources”. And it is in a complete
and transparent manner.
B.8.2. Will all monitored data required for verification /1/ DR Yes. OK
and issuance be kept for two years after the end/%/
the crediting period or the last issuance of CERSs,
for this project activity, whichever occurs later?
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B.9. Monitoring of Project Emissions
It is established whether the monitoring plan pde4 for
reliable and complete project emission data oveeti
B.9.1. Does the monitoring plan provide for the /1/ DR | The project activity generates electricity from OK
collection and archiving of all relevant data 110/ wind sources. Thus no project emissions are
necessary for estimation or measuring the expected to result from the project activity.
greenhouse gas emissions within the project
boundary during the crediting period?
B.9.2. Are the choices of project GHG indicators /1/ DR | Not applicable OK
reasonable and conservative? 110/
B.9.3. Is the measurement method clearly stated for ea¢ctY = DR | Not applicable OK
GHG value to be monitored and deemed 110/
appropriate?
B.9.4. Is the measurement equipment described and: /1/ = DR | Not applicable OK
deemed appropriate? 110/
B.9.5. Is the measurement accuracy addressed and | /1/ = DR | Not applicable OK
deemed appropriate? Are procedures in place o o/
how to deal with erroneous measurements?
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Final
Concl.

B.9.6.

Is the measuremeirtterval identified and
deemed appropriate?

11/

DR

Not applicable

OK

B.9.7.

Is theregistration, monitoring, measuremeand
reporting procedure defined?

11/

DR

Not applicable

OK

B.9.8.

Are procedures identified fanaintenancef

monitoring equipment and installations? Are the

calibration intervals being observed?

11/

DR

Not applicable

OK

B.9.9.

Are procedures identified for day-to-day records /1/
handling (including what records to keep, storage

area of records and how to process performan
documentation)

ce

DR

Not applicable

OK

B.10.Monitoring of Baseline Emissions

It is established whether the monitoring plan pdas for
reliable and complete baseline emission data ovee.t

B.10.1Does the monitoring plan provide for the

collection and archiving of all relevant data
necessary for determining baseline emissions

11/

DR

The electricity supplied by the project
activity to the NECPG and the electricity
supplied by the NECPG to the project

OK
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during the crediting period? activity will be monitored and double
checked with the invoice of electricity sales.
All data will be archived in paper/electricity
at least for two years after the end of the last
crediting period.
The archived materials consist of the original
recorded data, daily and monthly report, and
invoice of electricity etc.
B.10.2Are the choices of baseline GHG indicators /1/ DR | The choices of baseline GHG indicators are OK
reasonable and conservative? 110/ in line with the approved methodology
ACMO0002 (Version 10) /10/.
B.10.3ls the measurement method clearly stated for eattY = DR | Yes, the net electricity generation supplied by OK
baseline indicator to be monitored and also 110/ the project to the grid in year will be
deemed appropriate? monitored by the bidirectional monitoring
meter.
B.10.4ls the measuremeatjuipmentdescribed and /1/ DR | The accuracy of the measurement equipment OK
deemed appropriate? 110/ is no less than 0.5s according to the relevant
national standards, which is deemed by DNV
to be appropriate.
B.10.5ls the measuremeatcuracyaddressed and /1/ DR = The measurement accuracy is no less than OK
deemed appropriate? Are procedures in place on 0.5s. The procedures for dealing with the
erroneous measurements can be identified in
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Revielx, Interview
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
how to deal with erroneous measurements? the PDD.
B.10.6ls the measuremeintterval for baseline data /1/ DR  The electricity supplied to the NECPG will OK
identified and deemed appropriate? be measured continually and recorded
monthly.
B.10.7Is the registrationmonitoring, measuremeand @ /1/ = DR @ Yes, the registration, monitoring, OK
reporting procedure defined? measurement and reporting procedure has
been defined in the PDD version 1 of 24 July
2009.
B.10.8Are procedures identified fanaintenancef /1/ DR The_ i procedurfe;th for !?st_allatlonts and OK
monitoring equipment and installations? Are the/54/ _ncﬂlalrl_fe_ngncetho PDeDmonl_orlng n;eziri ?re
calibration intervals being observed? IZOe(;]QI 1ed in the version 10 uly
The meters will be calibrated annually
according to theDL/T448-2000 Technical
Management Rules for Electric Power
Measuring Installationg54/.
B.10.9Are procedures identified for day-to-day records /1/ | DR The tda”)./” Sata Lgpo(rjts and monthly data OK
handling (including what records to keep, storage ,rbjlp(t)r:S WII N ?rg ;ve : is will be keot b
area of records and how to process performance € relévant data reports will bé Kept py
- the project owner during the crediting period
documentation) e
and two years after the verifications.
B.11.Monitoring of Leakage
It is assessed whether the monitoring plan provides
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. = Concl.
reliable and complete leakage data over time.
B.11.1Does the monitoring plan provide for the /1/ DR | The leakage within the project boundary can OK
collection and archiving of all relevant data 110/ be neglected according to the approved
necessary for determining leakage? methodology ACMO0002.
B.11.2 Are the choices of project leakage indicators /1/ DR | Not applicable OK
reasonable and conservative?
B.11.3ls the measurement method clearly stated for eattf DR  Not applicable OK
leakage value to be monitored and deemed
appropriate?
B.12.Monitoring of Sustainable Development Indicators/
Environmental Impacts
It is assessed whether choices of indicators aasagrable
and complete to monitor sustainable performance ove
time.
B.12.11s the monitoring of sustainable development . /1/ = DR Monitoring of sustainable development OK
indicators/ environmental impacts warranted by indicators is not required by the Chinese
legislation in the host country? DNA. The environmental impacts are
considered minor and will be monitored by
the local environmental authority during the
project lifetime.
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Revielx, Interview
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
B.12.2Does the monitoring plan provide for the /1/ DR | The collection and archiving of data relevan OK
collection and archiving of relevant data to environment impacts is not required by the
concerning environmental, social and economic DNA of China.
impacts?
B.12.3Are the sustainable development indicators in lin€l/ DR It will be on the local authority decision. OK
with stated national priorities in the Host
Country?
B.13.Project Management Planning
It is checked that project implementation is praper
prepared for and that critical arrangements are eskbed.
B.13.1Is the authority and responsibility of overall /1/ DR | The project management and operation a%"_Z OK
project management clearly described? | briefly outlined in the PDD version 1 of 24
July 2009. For the purpose of further
confirmation, it is required to provide the
project management and operational manual.
B.13.2Are procedures identified for training of /1/ DR Details of training procedures are nock1 OK
monitoring personnel? identified in the PDD version 1 of 24 July
2009 shall be provided.
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Revielx, Interview
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
B.13.3Are procedures identified for emergency /1/ DR | There are no such procedures for emergency OK
preparedness for cases where emergencies can 14/ | preparedness for emergency cases, which has
cause unintended emissions? been verified through the FSR /4/ and the
174/ follow-up interview /74/.
B.13.4Are procedures identified for review of reported /1/ DR Yes, daily data reports and monthly data OK
results/data? reports will be kept by the project owner.
And the data reports will be double checked
with the sales receipts.
B.13.5Are procedures identified for corrective actions inl/ | DR Yes, the procedures for corrective actians t OK
order to provide for more accurate future provide for more accurate future monitoring
monitoring and reporting? and reporting are identified in the PDD
version 1 of 24 July 2009.
C. Duration of the Project/ Crediting Period
It is assessed whether the temporary boundariéseof
project are clearly defined.
C.1.1. Are the project’s starting date and operational | /1/ = DR | The starting date of the project was on 21 OK
lifetime clearly defined and evidenced? o March 2009 when the transformer purchase
agreement was signed /21/The road
120/ construction permission was issued by
Beijing Hualian Electric Power Engineering
Supervision Co., Ltd. o1l April 2009 /20/.
The agreement of turbine foundation
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. = Concl.
construction was issued between Longyuan
(Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. and
Suihua Yuanda Electric Power Construction
Co., Ltd. in 24 March 2009 /26T herefore,
the date of 21 March 2009 for signing the
transformer  purchase agreement | is
considered as the starting date of the project,
prior to the PDD publication on 11 August
2009.
On the basis of the EB33 guidance, it is
DNV’s opinion that the date correctly
represents the earliest date of the
implementation, construction or real action
begins.
C.1.2. Is the start of the crediting period clearly define /1/ = DR | Yes, it is defined as 01 July 2010 or theeda OK
and reasonable? of registration whichever is late.
D. Environmental Impacts
Documentation on the analysis of the environmental
impacts will be assessed, and if deemed signifieanEIA
should be provided to the validator.
D.1.1. Has an analysis of the environmental impacts of /1/ DR As required by China Environment OK
the project activity been sufficiently described? /5/ Protection Law /67/, the EIA must be
finished prior to the development and
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

167/

construction of a project. The EIA report
the project is completed by a third party &
approved by Inner Mongolia Environmen
Protection Bureau on 27 February 2009.

The environment impacts during t
construction and operation of the proj
have been described in the PDD version
24 July 2009 as follows:

Water

The household wastewater caused by
project will be well treated and the
disinfected to discharge, which is through
automated monitoring and control system.

Solid waste

The solid waste will be collected and mov
to the nearest landfill site and the waste e
will be firstly refilled. The impact of the soli
waste and waste earth on the lo
environment is little.

Noise

Noise during the operating period has
impact on the nearby residents since
closest residential area is over 1km away.

Air
The project is a wind power plant and tr

of
ind
tal

act
1 of

the
N
the

ed
arth
d

cal

no
the

us
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

has no impact on the air during the opera
period. The impacts on the air during t

ion
he

construction period will be reduced through

several measures and will be not significar
Ecosystem Environment
The vegetation will not be significant

:—F

y

affected by the project due to the minor

solid/liquid discharge. Besides, there is

no

migratory birds/endangered species in the

region of project activity.

In conclusion, the impacts of the project
the local environment are considered to
insignificant.

on
be

D.1.2. Are there any Host Party requirements for an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), and
yes, is an EIA approved?

1/
Y,
167/

DR

The project FSR was approved
Development and Reform Commission

by =2

of

Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region on 14
October 2008 /4/. And the project EIA was

completed by Inner Mongolia Academy

Institute of Environment Science on

8

December 2008 and approved by Inper
Mongolia Environmental Protection Bureau

on 27 February 2009 /5/. According to Ch

na

Environment Impact Assessment Law issued

on 1 September 2003 /60/, the EIA should

be

prepared and approved before the approval of

the project FSR. Therefore, the clarificati

on

on why the project EIA was prepared after

OK
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Draft | Final

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* | COMMENTS
Concl. i Concl.

the FSR approval is required.

D.1.3. Will the project create any adverse environmentall/ = DR @ The adverse environmental effects created by OK
effects? /5/ the project are not significant.
D.1.4. Are transboundary environmental impacts /1/ DR | There are no transboundary environmental OK
considered in the analysis? /5/ impacts foreseen for the proposed project.
D.1.5. Have identified environmental impacts been /1 DR  Yes, the environmental impacts have been OK
addressed in the project design? /5/ identified in the PDD version 3 of 4 February
2010.

D.1.6. Does the project comply with environmental /1/ DR ' The project FSR was approved bycL8 OK
legislation in the host country? /5/ Development and Reform Commission  of
Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region on 14
October 2008 /4/. And the project EIA was
completed by Inner Mongolia Academy
Institute of Environment Science on 8
December 2008 and approved by Inner
Mongolia Environmental Protection Bureau
on 27 February 2009 /5/. According to China
Environment Impact Assessment Law issued
on 1 September 2003 /60/, the EIA should be
prepared and approved before the approval of
the project FSR. Therefore, the clarification

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviels, Interview
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. |MoV* COMMENTS Draft ~ Final
Concl. | Concl.
on why the project EIA was prepared after
the FSR approval is required.
E. Stakeholder Comments
The validator should ensure that stakeholder contsnen
have been invited with appropriate media and that d
account has been taken of any comments received.
E.1.1. Have relevant stakeholders been consulted? /1/ DR  Yes, the potential stakeholders, including OK
local residents and local governments, have
been consulted.

E.1.2. Have appropriate media been used to invite /1/ DR Yes, a survey arranged by a one-page OK
comments by local stakeholders? 57/ questionnaire was applied to invite comments

from the stakeholders. A summary of
comments and 45 answered questionnaires
have been provided and verified by DNV
/571.

The project is located on the grass land with a
rather low population density. The sampling
size of the questionnaires survey has covered
the local residents. Therefore, it is deemed by
DNV that the sampling amount of 45 copies
of questionnaires is reasonable and
reprehensive.

E.1.3. If a stakeholder consultation process is required /1/ = DR The local stakeholder consultation process OK
by regulations/laws in the host country, has the 5/ has been conducted through a stakehaclder
stakeholder consultation process been carried ou
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

in accordance with such regulations/laws?

meeting and the stakeholder survey.
The stakeholder meeting was held

Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co.,
Ltd. in Tuguan County, Xi'an League on 05

March 2009.

by

After the meeting, 10 questionnaires were

sent to the meeting attendees and all te
them returned.

Before the meeting, the project developer
conducted a door to door stakehol
consultation in January 2009.

The whole stakeholder consultation proc
has been complied with the releve
regulations/laws.

n of

has
Her

ess
ANt

E.1.4. Is a summary of the stakeholder comments
received provided?

11/
157/

DR

Yes, a summary of the stakeholder comm
received is provided in the PDD version 1
24 July 2009.

ants
of

OK

E.1.5. Has due account been taken of any stakeholde
comments received?

or 1/

DR

Yes, the comments received show that
100% of the local government and reside
strongly support the project.

2.2% of the respondents (1 person) think

the
nts

the
1SS

project will have negative impact on the gr

OK
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CHECKLIST QUESTION

Ref.

MoV*

COMMENTS

Draft

Concl.

Final
Concl.

farms that might be crushed down by

the

vehicles. For his concern, the project owner

ensures the vehicles will keep running on

the

transport routes instead of the grass land.

And in order to reduce the constructi

on

impact on the local ecological environment, it

will be prohibited to roll grassland by the

vehicles. The comments received have been
taken into consideration by project owner
during construction and operation to achieve
environmental benefits, social benefits and

economic benefits.
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Table 2b: Additional requirements checklist for VVM version 1 (EB 44)

Checklist question Ref MoV Comments Draft Final
Concl. | Concl.
A. Letter of approval 8§49
All.:ﬁrtg]fghotﬁg%cr(e)}\éi? S;ﬁggafrr]?m the DNA or 12/ DR | The letter of approval from the DNA of Chi WgARE . OK
3/ has not been obtained.
The letter of approval from the DNA of
Switzerland has not been obtained.
The LoA from the DNA of China and the
DNA of Switzerland need to be provided to
confirm whether all project participants have
been authorized by an involved Party.
B. Project design 8§64
B.l.Dpes the PDD describe the CDM project activity 1/ DR It is in a transparent and accurate way to OK
with all relevant elements in a transparent and describe the project activity such as project
accurate way? /4l site, the capacity, the turbines and parameters
and those are consistent with related
information reflected in FSR /4/.
B.2.Has the CDM project activity at the start of the ., DR  Yes, the project construction has been started OK
validation been constructed or does the CDM in 11 April 2009 /20/, prior to the start of the
project activity use existing facilities or /41 ' validation on 11 August 2009. The project
equipment? 120/ does not use the existing facilities or
174/ equipments, which has been verified through
the FSR /4/ and the follow-up interview /74/.
B.3.Is the project a large scale project, a small scale /;, DR | The project is a large scale project and the on- oK

project with average annual emission reduction

w

site visit has not been implemented.
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above 15 000 tonnes or a bundled small scale

141

The project construction has been started from
project? Has on-site visit been carried out? 173/ 11 April 2009 when the road construction
permission was issued /20/, prior to the follow-
up interview on 16 September 2009; the
project was only partly completed (mainly
foundation for the turbines). The project is
expected to be operating in December 2009.
Therefore, DNV is able to justify that on-site
visit was not necessary for the project during
the validation.
The follow-up interview has been carried out
on 16 September 20009.

B.4.Does the project activity involved alteration of 1/ DR | No, the project is a new power plant and does OK
existing installations? If so, have the differences not involve any alteration of existing
between pre-project and post-project activity been /4/ installations.
clearly described in the PDD?

C. Project emissions not addressed by the methodolo¢  §76

C.1.Does the methodology describe all project 1/ DR  Project emission for the project is regarded as OK
emission source for the project activity that zero as the project is a renewable energy (wind
contributes all 1% of the emission reductions? 110/ source) project and there is no leakage that
Sources that the methodology considers not to take does not need to be considered while applying
into account are not relevant (e.g. cement and iron the methodology ACM0002.
consumption for building hydropower plants).

D. Documentation of baseline emissions 886

D.1.Documentation of the baseline determination: 1/ DR » All assumptions and data used in the OK

« All assumptions and data used by the project baseline determination are described
participants are listed in the PDD and related 14/ | in the PDD version 1 of 24 July 2009.
document to be submitted for registration. The datgq g, * Yes, all documentation is relevant as

are properly referenced. well as correctly quoted and

» All documentation is relevant as well as correctly [74/ interpreted.

quoted and interpreted. » Assumptions and data can be deemed
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* Assumptions and data can be deemed reasonable reasonable.

* Relevant national and/or sectoral policies and * Relevant national and/or sectoral
circumstances are considered and listed in the policies and circumstances are
PDD. considered and listed in the PDD

« The methodology has been correctly applied to version 3 of 4 February 2010.
identify what would occurred in the absence of the The methodology ACM0002 version 10 /10/
proposed CDM project activity has been correctly applied to identify what

would occur in the absence of the proposed
project.

The applicabilty of the methodology
ACMO0002 version 10 /10/ is justified due to
the following facts:

» It is a grid connected zero emission
renewable electricity capacity
additionsfrom wind energy.

e It does not involve switching from
fossil fuel to renewable energy at the
project site through the follow-up
interview /74/ and the FSR /4/.

» The project is connected to NECPG
which geographical and system
boundaries are clearly identified and
information on the characteristics of
this grid is available.

E. Documentation of the calculations 891

E.l.AIg_ori'ghms and/pr formulae used to determine 1/ DR It has been verified by DNV the algorithms OK
emission reductions and formulae shown in the EF calculation

E.2.All assumptions and data used by the project /10/ spreadsheet and the following points have been
participants are listed in the PDD and related 112/ confirmed by DNV:
document submitted for registration. The data are - All assumptions and data are listed in
properly referenced the PDD. The data are properly

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview
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E.3.All documentation is correctly quoted and
interpreted.

E.4.All values used can be deemed reasonable in t
context of the project activity

E.5.The methodology has been correctly applied to
calculate the emission reductions and this can |
replicated by the data provided in the PDD and
supporting files to be submitted for registration.

e

referenced

Al  documentation is
referenced and interpreted.

« All
reasonable.

« The methodology has been correc
applied and this can be replicated

the data provided in the PDD and
supporting files to be submitted for

registration.

correctly

values used can be deemed

tly
by

F. Implementation of the monitoring plan 8122c
F.1.How were the plans for implementation of the 1/ DR  The monitoring plan in the PDD version 3 of 4 OK
monitoring plan, data management, QA/QC February 2010 can provide guideline for the
procedures assessed? To what extent canthe  /73/ I emission reductions achieved by the project
emission reductions achieved by the project by /74, and verified later by a DOE.
monitored ex-post and verified later by a DOE?
G. CDM consideration prior to starting date
G.1.The prior consideration of CDM for the project = /1/ DR | According to the guidance of annex 61, EB48, OK
activity complies with EB41 annex 46 the project participant must inform the host
1271 party DNA and the UNFCCC secretariat | in
128/ writing of the commencement of the project

activity and of their intention to seek CD
status within the 6 months after the proj
starting date.

The form of Prior Consideration of the CD|

was submitted to the Chinese DNA by t
Longyuan (Xing'anmeng) Wind Power C
Ltd. on 11 April 2009, and confirmed by t

M
ect

M

)
e

Chinese DNA on 1 July 2009.
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The form of Prior Consideration of the CDM
submitted to the EB by the Longyuan
(Xing'anmeng) Wind Power Co., Ltd. on 20
July 2009, and confirmed by the EB on 23 July
20009.
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Table 3 Resolution of Corrective Action and Clarifcation Requests

Draft report clarifications and REL to

: : checklist . . .

corrective  action requests by . Summary of project owner response Validation team conclusion

o guestion
validation team .

in table 2

CAR 1 A.2.2 The Letters of Approval (LoA) from DNA of ChlnaThe LoA from the Chinese DNA has

have been submitted to DOE.

The Letter of Approval (LoA) from the 5 5 3 The Letters of Approval (LoA) from DNA of

DNA of China has not been received.

been received and verified.

A 4.1 | Switzerland will be submitted to DOE soon. The LoA from the DNA of
The LoA from Switzerland has not =~ Switzerland has been received and
been received yet. verified.
The CAR 1 is closed.
CcL1 A33 The training records and training certificates haﬁe training plan and training

been submitted to DOE. o ; )
The training procedures are notB.13.2 | The training procedures are included in the upda}cge ?fl(;g‘[\?s Loerer:heprglsi(illggtegy Sidff
identified in the PDD. PDD. project participant and verified &

DNV. And the PDD /1/ has bee
accordingly updated to version 3 of
February 2010.

The CL 1 is closed.

NS
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CL2

As shown in the PDD version 01 of 24

July 2009, due to the technology
the other

limitation and high cost,

renewable sources, such as biomass,

solar PV and geothermal are difficult
develop without the government

policies  support. However, th

evidence for supporting the statement is

not identified in the PDD version 01
24 July 2009. The relevant eviden
needs to be provided.

e

Of
ce

First, Tuguan County of Xing’an League, where l:QgK For the alternative 3 in tH

Project is located, lacks of feasible water reses
for constructing a hydropower plant.

Second, the county located in the interior areackvp
no any wave and tidal sources;

Third, the PV solar power and geothermal powen |
its beginning stage which has very little projeirts

China and most of the projects are demonstratibae CL 2 is closed.

projects which have not put into commerg

operation. Meanwhile, there is no geothermal source

in the Tuquan County and the evidence of

distribution of geothermal source has been subdj

to DOE;
Fourth, the biomass power is also in its beginn

stage in China. There is a biomass residue power

plant which has been under constructing in Tug

county. There is no adequate biomass sourcg to

construct a power plant using biomass resourcés

the same electricity output as the Project. Mealayhi

according to relevant regulationin China, it
forbidden to build a redundant biomass projechim
same region.

Otherwise the proposed project owner is @
dedicated to wind power development in In
Mongolia, and has no experience and ability
develop other renewable energy power plants.
The relevant evidences have been submitted to [
and the PDD has been updated.

baseline scenario analysis, furth
references have been provided on
Unfea5|b|llty of solar, geothermg
hiomass and tidal sources to gene
Sthe same amount of electricity /31/.

ial

the
tte

ing
uan
wit

is
t

nly
her

to

DOE,

e
er
the
\l,
ate

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview

CDM Validation Protocol —

Report N@009-1346, rev. 01



DET NORSKE VERITAS

CL3

Further clarification is required on tk
appropriateness of the input values
the investment analysis as per
requirement of EB 38 paragraph 54
guidance, in particular:

(&) Whether the *“other cost” of 5
RMB/kWh and “material cost” of 1
RMB/kWh are in the correct rang
according to the FSR code;

(b) The breakdown of “other cost”;

ne
t
th

c)

0
D
je

B.3.1
B.3.2

9B33
e

All of the input values used in the PDD come fr

POK. As verified the explanation gn

FSR which is issued by the third party and has bega “other costs” and “material cost”

approved by the local government.

According to the Clarification from institute, theother
other cost and material cost are in the correajedmnalysis

Meanwhile, according to the “table of contr

made by the FSR institute /58/, the

costs” in the investment
contain the other
Aghanagement expenses, other

projects” which has been submitted to DOE, the ingHanufacturing expenses and other

values to the investment analysis, including theotoperating expenses that are

ot

cost and material cost, are in the correct rangeluded in operation cost in FSR /4/.

contrasted with the registered projects in In
Mongolia.

According to the economic evaluation cqQ
(Economical Assessment Method and Parameter
Construction Project), and the Clarification frg
institute, "other costs" includes other managen
expenses, other manufacturing expenses and

operating expenses. It means the rest part of \fh

management expenses, manufacturing expense
operating expenses which excludes Wages, wel
Depreciation, Amortization charge and Maint
charge.

N&Ecording to the “table of contrast
c{'érlsjects" /68/, the “other cost per
” (50 Yuan/kW) of the project i

Sd@%e to the range of the same value
'Bf the registered projects from 7 [to

! I@)tYuan/kW; the “material costs per
CKW* (10 Yuan/kw) of the project i
| fhin the range of the same value|of
>r8ffStered projects from 0 to 15
f&Gan/kw. Therefore, the “other
Absts” and the “material cost” of the
project have been verified to be
within the appropriate range. Thus,
DNV could confirm it reasonable
and conservative.

The
CL 3is closed.

Uy

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview

CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01



DET NORSKE VERITAS

CL4

Further explanation should be provid
regarding:(a) the basis for the assun
tariff in the FSR; (b) whether th
assumed tariff is in line with th

general trend in the same region for
similar project connected to th
NECPG.

B.3.1
ed B.3.2

nedg 3 3
e

e

the

e

The FSR was finalized in August. 2008, the eleityritariff
assumed in the FSR is 0.54Yuan/kWh (incl. VAT) it
30000 hrs operation and 0.4 Yuan/kWh (incl. VAT]eaf
30000hrs.

It is could be confirmed that there were three destration
projects from 1999 to 2084and then, there are no publig
available tariff notifications issued by governménit wind
farm projects in eastern Inner Mongolia (IM) bef@@06.
Since June 2007, NDRC began to unify the tariffis the
conventional (non bidding) wind farms in eastern. [Mhe
tariff in eastern IM has been maintained at thell®f 0.54
Yuan/kWh (incl. VAT) within 30000hrs operation al
average tariff in local region after 30000hrs i t@riff

notifications issued by NDRC to other projects Eai Jia
Ge [2007]1260 dated 9/06/2007, Fa Gai Jia Ge [ZEDJ
dated 03/12/2007 and Fa Gai Jia Ge [2008]1876 d
23/07/20083. Hence, PP was able to confirm that the ta
trend in east Inner Mongolia is deemed to be stablee
2002 and the the tariff of 0.54 Yuan/kWh (incl. VAWithin

30000 hrs operation and average tariff in locaiaegfter
30000hrs which used in the FSR is the highestf tarithis
region and therefore appropriate to use in an mnvest
decision.

According to the Clarification from institute, theverage
tariff of thermal power project is 0.26Yuan/kWhdinVAT)

in Inner Mongilar, so the average tariff of lod
region.0.4Yuan/kWh (incl. VAT) which used in the R3s
estimated based on the average of 0.26Yuan/kWH.

VAT) and 0.54Yuan/kWh (incl. VAT)

The evidences have been submitted to DOE.

OK. DNV has verified publicly
' available information about wind pow
tariffs in East Inner Mongolia and cou

Icommercial wind farms in East Inn

Inner Mongolia is deemed to be sta
140/ 1411142

DNV could confirm that for
gproposed project, the assumed tariff

0.54 RMB/KWh Incl.VAT applied in the
PDD version 3 of 4 February 2010

was conservative.
l?e ording to the clarification from th
SR design institute, the tariff of 0
Yuan/kWh (Incl.VAT) after the first 3(
000 operational hours is the avere
value of the local average thermal ta
(0.26Yuan/kWh, Incl. VAT) and winc
power tariff (0.54 Yuan/kWh,
VAT). It is considered to be reasonat
and conservative.

[he CL 4 is closed.

inc

confirm that there were no existing

the

Incl.

er

d

er

ongolia before 2006, and since June
2007 till now the tariff trend in East

ble

of

e
4

Ige
iff
)

le

2 Dali phase NI project: was a demonstration jend that occurred during the very early stagewiold power development in China, operated in aedifiit economic environment, and,
received government aid as a demonstration project:
Source: Registered PDD-Project 1628-Inner Mongolik Pr@ase IV 49.5MW Wind Power Project;
http://www.chifeng.gov.cn/html/2008-11/3130.shtml

http://www.ccchina.gov.cn/cn/NewslInfo.asp?Newsld=578

®The tariff of the projects issued by NDRC from 2@67ow is kept as 0.54Yuan//kwWh (incl. VAT) exceptriém Mongolia Keyougiangi Wind Farm Project” whichtied as 0.5325 uan//kWh
* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview
CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01



DET NORSKE VERITAS

CL5

B.3.1

According to the Annex 11 to EB 48, B.3.2

the plant load factor shall be defined

the PDD as per one of the thre

following options:

N g3
e

(a) the plant factor provided to banks

and/or equity financiers while applyir
the project activity for projec

financing, or to the government while

applying the project activity fo
implementation approval;

—

=

g

(b) the plant load factor determined by
a third party contracted by the project
participants (e.g. an engineering

company);

And the documentation as the basis
the option needs to be provided
check its veracity.

of
to

The operation hours are 2307h and the load fast|

in FSR which made by China Fulin Wind Pow

Engineering Co., Ltd. as an independent third Pafy

contracted by the project participant and had b

provided to Local government while applying ﬂhgy China Fulin Wind Energy

project activity for implementation approval.
The documentation of PLF is FSR and has H
submitted to DOE. The PLF has been defined in
PDD.

OF | -
0.263 for the proposed project, which are deterth n?sk' The project plant load factor of

% has been identified in the
“ection A.4.3 of PDD version 3 of|4
bruary 2010 /1/. It is derived from
SH8 FSR /4/ which has been approved

Development Co., Ltd in 14 Octobgr
8 /4/. Therefore, DNV can
firm that the PDD has been |in

accordance with the EB 48 Annex

11.

The CL 5 is closed.

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview

CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01



DET NORSKE VERITAS

CL6

As for the common analysis identifi
in the PDD version 01 of 24 July 20Q9, B.3.3
capacity scale of similar projects was
defined as the range from 25MW |to
75MW and the region of similar
projects was chosen as Inner Mongolia
Autonomous Region. No evidence was
found in the PDD to justify th
determination of the capacity scale and
the region for the similar projects.
Therefore, the relevant evidence needs
to be provided to substantiate
selection.

According to the ACM0013 (Version 02.1) Page

the similar projects should be defined as the ra

from 50% to 150% of the rated capacity of the pro
plant. So, the project chose the range from 25MV|
75MW as the similar projects of the project.

In China, the general environment of projects o

type of wind farm such as the wind resoufcemn

grid tariff, investment climafeare only similar and
comparable in the same province (Autonompd&er Ity
Region). On this basis, the common practice regi@@cument, it is demonstrated that

tilee

and comparable framework is provincial and
project is compared to other projects in the In
Mongolia Autonomous Region.

The relevant evidence has been submitted to DOEThe CL 6 is closed.

<<

ZJk. In the PDD version 3 of

ruary 2010, the region for t
Similar projects and the scale
sithilar projects are respective
defined as Inner Mongolia and 50
o 150% of the project installe
capacity, which is verified by DNV.

verifying  the  provided
projects meeting th
n@quirements have been included

the common practice analysis.

ne
of
ly
%

all

n

CL7 B.13.1

The project management and operation
are briefly outlined in the PDD version
01 of 24 July 2009. For the purpose|of
further confirmation, it is required to
provide the project management and
operational manual.

The project management and operational manual
been submitted to DOE.

h@?(. The CDM monitoring manug

/47/ including the explicit monitorin
management and procedures
been supplied by the proje
participant.

The CL 7 is closed.

l

nas

* http://cwera.cma.gov.cn/upload/b_2_left 02:jBmmulative wind installation in China till 2006.
® The tariff issued by the NDRC is based on the sameince, such as (Fa Gai Jia Ge [2007]1260 da@®&/2007, Fa Gai Jia Ge [2007]3303 dated 03/12/26@7a Gai Jia Ge [2008]1876

dated 23/07/2008).
8 http://www.sdpc.gov.cn/nyjt/nyzywx/t20050810_4137ht

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview

CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01



DET NORSKE VERITAS

CLS8

The project FSR was approved

Development and Reform Commissi
of Inner Mongolia Autonomous Regic
on 14 October 2008. And the proje
EIA was completed by Inner Mongol
Academy Institute of Environmer
Science on 08 December 2008 &
approved by Inner Mongoli
Environmental Protection Bureau on
February 2009. According to Chir
Environment Impact Assessment Lz
issued on 1 September 2003, the E
should be prepared and approy
before the approval of the project FS
Therefore, the clarification on why tk
project EIA was prepared after the F
approval is required.

nt
ind
a
27

na

AW
FIA

D.1.2
by D.1.6

on

n

2Ct

a

ed
R.

e
5R

The EIA of the project had been approval by Imgﬁer verifying the environmeAt
S

Mongolia Environmental Protection Bureau on
September 2005 which issued to the other compa
On Jun, 20th 2008, the project owner took over
development right from the other company which p

=)

been approved by the Development and Refo
Commission of Inner Mongolia Autonomous Regin%

And the FSR was approved on 14 October 2008.

That is, the EIA had been prepared and approvien the FSR was approved by

before the approval of the project FSR.

But, in order to develop the project as a CDM prbjecommission  of

sessment opinions given by the
roject ex-owner, Kelipu Wind
wer Co., Ltd. /59/, the EIA of the
ject was once approved by Inner
ngolia Environmental Protectign
ureau on 27 September 2005.

he
Refor
Mongoli

and
Inner

Development

and got the LOA from China DNA, the project owné¥utonomous Region on 14 October

got a new approval from Inner Mongo
Environmental Protection Bureau which issued to
project owner.

The evidences have been submitted to DOE.

i2008 /4/.
Before receiving the LoA from th

DNA of China /2/, the EIA of th
proposed project was implemented
again by Inner Mongolia Academy
Institute of Environment Science ¢n
8 December 2008 and approved |by
Inner Mongolia Academy Institute of
Environment Science on 7
February 2009 /5/.

Therefore, the CL 8 is closed.

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview
CDM Validation Protocol — Report N@009-1346, rev. 01



DET NORSKE VERITAS

CL9

According to the guidance of EBS
Annex 58, the actual interest paya
should be taken into account in t
calculation of income tax in cas
where a post-tax benchmark is appl
in the project financial assessment.

As for the proposed project, the IRR
8% (post-tax) was regarded as
benchmark for the project investme
analysis.

Due to the impact of loan interest
income tax calculations, it is required
include the actual interest payable ir
the income tax calculation.

»1
ble
he
0SS
ed

of
the
Nt

olp]

nto

B.3.1
B.3.2
B.3.3

The actual interest payable has been taken

account in the calculation of income tax in casg

where a post-tax benchmark is applied in the ptqj
financial assessment.
A new spreadsheet of IRR has been submitted
DOE.

iﬂ'i?er verifying the updated IRj?
readsheet /6/, it is found that the

erest payable has been includec
the calculation of income ta
Therefore, DNV ensures that t
project IRR calculation is conductg
in accordance with the guidance
EB51 Annex58.

The CL 9 is closed.

in
.
he
xd
of

* MoV = Means of Verification, DR= Document Reviela, Interview
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APPENDIX B

CERTIFICATES OF COMPETENCE



CERTIFICATE OFCOMPETENCE

Xiaojun Johnsen Zhang

Quialification in accordance

with DNV’s Qualificatiicheme CDM/JI (ICP-8-1-CDMJI-i1)

GHG Auditor: | Yes
Technical Area CDM CDM Sector Methodology Technical
Validator  Verifier Expert Expert Reviewer
Landfill gas
Hydro power Jan 2009
Renewables Wind power Jan 2009
Other renewable
Biomass
Grid connection of isolated system
Cement Jan 2009

Waste-heat / waste-gas recovery

Efficiency of thermal power plants

Coal mine methane

Aug 2009 Aug 2009

Fuel switch

Manure management

Waste / wastewater treatment

Energy efficiency

N,O

HFCs

Flare reduction

PFCs

Charcoal

CO, recovery

Transport

Non-renewable biomass

Biofuel

Pipeline leakage reduction

Sk

Hoavik, 28 August 2009

Hichae! (ohne--

Michael Lehmann

Technical Director, Climate Change Services



CERTIFICATE OFCOMPETENCE

zhi Ang (Walter) Tang

Qualification in accordance

with DNV’s Qualificaticccheme CDM/JI (ICP-8-1-CDMJI-i1)

GHG Auditor: | Yes
Technical Area CDM CDM Sector Methodology Technical
Validator  Verifier Expert Expert Reviewer
Landfill gas
Hydro power Jan 2009
Renewables Wind power Jan 2009 Apr 2009 Apr 2009

Other renewable

Biomass

Grid connection of isolated system

Cement

Waste-heat / waste-gas recovery

Sept 2009

Efficiency of thermal power plants

July 2009  July 2009

Coal mine methane

Fuel switch

Sept 2009

Manure management

Waste / wastewater treatment

Energy efficiency

Sept 2009

N,O

HFCs

Flare reduction

PFCs

Charcoal

CQO; recovery

Sept 2009

Transport

Non-renewable biomass

Biofuel

Pipeline leakage reduction

Sk

Hovik, 1 September 2009

/‘{/Z‘ﬁaz/ (ohne- -

Michael Lehmann

Technical Director, Climate Change Services



CERTIFICATE OFCOMPETENCE

Weidong Yang

Qualification in accordance with DNV’s Qualificatidsscheme CDM/JI (ICP-8-1-CDMJI-i1)

GHG Auditor: Yes
Technical Area CDM CDM Sector Methodology Technical
Validator  Verifier Expert Expert Reviewer

Landfill gas

Hydro power

Renewables Wind power

Jan 2009 Jan 2009

Other renewable

Biomass

Grid connection of isolated system

Cement

Waste-heat / waste-gas recovery

Efficiency of thermal power plants

Coal mine methane

Fuel switch

Manure management

Waste / wastewater treatment

Energy efficiency

N,O

HFCs

Flare reduction

PFCs

Charcoal

CQO; recovery

Transport

Non-renewable biomass

Biofuel

Pipeline leakage reduction

Sk

Hgvik, 9 January 2009

/‘{/Z‘ﬁaz/ (ohne- -

Michael Lehmann

Technical Director, Climate Change Services



CERTIFICATE OFCOMPETENCE

Xue, Yan Ju (Andi)

Qualification in accordance with DNV’s Qualificatiécheme CDM/JI (ICP-8-1-CDMJI-i1)

GHG Auditor: Yes
Technical Area CDM CDM Sector Methodology Technical
Validator  Verifier Expert Expert Reviewer

Landfill gas

Hydro power

Renewables Wind power

Other renewable

Biomass

Grid connection of isolated system

Cement

Waste-heat / waste-gas recovery

Efficiency of thermal power plants

Coal mine methane

Fuel switch

Manure management

Waste / wastewater treatment

Energy efficiency

N,O

HFCs

Flare reduction

PFCs

Charcoal

CQO; recovery

Transport

Non-renewable biomass

Biofuel

Pipeline leakage reduction

Sk

Hoavik, 29 August 2009

M ichae! (thns- -

Michael Lehmann

Technical Director, Climate Change Services



