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1. The DOE is requested to clarify
how it verified that the project
activity was implemented and
operated as described in the PDD
per paragraph 197 of VVM (versior
01.2) considering that monitoring
report states that the project
participant will no longer monitor
one of the sites (ID 21522).

This project, an early conceptual approach of tleg@amme of
activities, consists of 4 swine production sitesxed/and operated b
different entities. Three of the sites are operati@nd in use and sti
asontribute to the overall project activity. Howeyvene site, 21522,
1 which was implemented and operated according t&@Die, has
ceased operation.

AgCert International, the project participant, desid, operated, and
maintained the project equipment. However, thigsligr has not
operated as expected, having captured very liitigas since
February 2008. Multiple attempts to make the deyesffective havg
been fruitless with only 51000 cubic meters of fyas 5 Oct 2006
to May 2009. Based on a mutual agreement betweesité owner

The verification / certification
yreport was amended to clarify
lhow DNV verified that the

project was implemented and

operated as described in the

PDD.

and AgCert International, the business contractseaered for the
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site in question, thus terminating continued openatand
maintenance of the anaerobic digester and assd@gtepment by
AgCert International, plc, as well as ending coméid monitoring of
the site’s contribution to project activity 1534.

It is thus DNV’s opinion that the project implemation complies
with the description in the PDD and advanced wasieagement
systems (AWMS), i.e. anaerobic digesters, wereempinted also af
the site 21522. This was verified by DNV during tlegification of
previous monitoring periods.

The Guidelines on assessment of different typehahges from the
project activity as described in the registered Pdbdde that changes
to the project design to be considered may incfoelmoval or
addition of one (or more) site of a project acyiviegistered with
multiple-sites”. It is DNV’s understanding that fneval” would
apply in case a site in the PDD was never impleetkat the
measure to reduce greenhouse gases (GHG) emissiaimgsically
removed. Due to this, DNV has not considered ieseary to submit
a notification of changes from the project activasydescribed in the
registered PDD.

2. If the site above is still included InAs noted above in the response to Item 1, the leg#ly of the site

the project activity and was
operational during this monitoring
period, the DOE is requested to
clarify how it verified that the
calculation of the emission
reductions has been correctly carri
out in accordance with the formula
and methods described in the

has discontinued a contractual arrangement wittPtbgect
Participant, AgCert International. At the time bétcontract
termination, the site was not operational therefarelectricity
would be consumed, and hence no leakage applied.

eHven in case the farmer again operated the AWM&#i manure
ebeing produced by the swine farm connected to W5, it would

be appropriate to assume zero emission reductarikif site. Due

registered PDD and monitoring planto safety reasons, the farmer would in that case @ntinue to

The verification / certification
report was amended to clarify
how DNV verified that the
calculation of the emission
reductions has been correctly
carried out in accordance with
the formulae and methods
described in the registered PD
and monitoring plan,
considering that the emissions
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considering that the emissions
related to the electricity consumptig
from this site are not accounted.

operate the flare. As shown in the monitoring rédeekage due to

of the measured emission reductions from thess, site the amount
of methane being captured and flared. Hence, ia tasAWMS is
operated and consumes electricity, the operatistheoAWMS will
result in emission reductions which will exceedjgcbemissions
associated with the electricity consumption duegerating the
AWMS. Considering zero emission reductions frons gite would
thus be in accordance with paragraph 208 (a) oY/ (version
01.2), which states that the DOE may opt to makarbst
conservative assumption theoretically possiblenalizing the
verification report in case only partial data avaikable because
activity levels or non-activity parameters have bbe¢n monitored in
accordance with the registered monitoring plan.

related to the electricity

bithe site’s electricity consumption for sites in ggen is less than 1%consumption from site 21522 afe

not accounted.

3. The DOE is required to clarify

how it verified the compliance of thethe lower of i) the actual amount of methane geeerhy the

calculation of baseline emissions
with paragraph 6 from the
methodology (i.e. for each year
during the crediting period,
emissions are calculated as the loy
of the values between (i) the actual
monitored amount of methane
captured and destroyed by the
project activity; and (ii) the methan
emissions calculated ex ante using
the amount of the waste or raw
material that would decay
anaerobically in the absence of the
project activity)

In accordance with AMS-III.D (version 11), baselgmissions are

digester, captured and sent to the flare andeiattmount of baseline
methane emissions that were calculated ex-anteeiPDD based on
livestock population data and IPCC default emis$ambors. The
selection of the lower of these two values was doneach farm
verdividually.

i) The actual amount of methane that is captureddastroyed by thg
project is determined as follows: Average dailygaie volumes for
peach site and for a specific month are determineatcordance with
a well defined procedure using the last biogas nmretaling in the
month prior to that month, the reading(s) in thenthatself and the
first reading in the month after that month. Thierage daily biogas
volume is multiplied with the number of days in thenth. The
volume of methane is determined by multiplying thenthly biogas

\L%4

volume with the methane content determined for nhath. The

Section E of the monitoring
report was revised (version 3)
include more details on the
calculation of baseline
emissions.
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methane content is determined in accordance witblledefined
procedure and represents a moving average whicddms methansg
content measurements in the month of questiorvéilable) and the
methane content measurements in the two monthsarafter the
month in question. Applying the density of methé&adjusted for the
average temperature of the month in question)atheunt of
methane captured and destroyed by the projectitgagvdetermined.

il) The baseline emissions from each year statedearPDD are
divided by the number of days in the year, thentiplidd by the
number of days within the reporting period to deliee the baseline
emissions in accordance with ii) above. The specdiculations are
provided per site in 1534-MR01-BR07-S-34 Envirocgatculations
in rows 278-281, an excel spreadsheet which has presided to
DNV.




