DNV CLIMATE CHANGE SERVICESAS

UNFCCC Secretari
Martin-Luther-King-Strasse 8
D-53153 Bonn

Germany

Att: CDM Executive Board

Your ref.:

UNFCCCRef0411 MLEH

DNV responsible ref.:

Date:

10 May 201,

DNV CLIMATE CHANGE
SERVICESAS

Veritasveien 1,

1322 H@VIK, Norway

Tel: +47 67 57 99 00

Fax: +47 67 57 99 11
http://www.dnv.com

Org. No: NO 994 774 352 MVA

QUESTIONS RAISED BY CDM
EXECUTIVE BOARD MEMBERS

RESPONSE SUMMARY FROM DNV

ACTION TAKEN (IF RELEVANT)

The DOE is requested to clarify how
verified that the project activity was
implemented and operated as
described in the PDD as per paragrg
197 of VVM (version 01.2)
considering that monitoring report
states that project participant will no
longer monitor 4 project sites (site 10
10680, 10681, 10682, and 10661).

ifThis project, an early conceptual approach of tlhgamme of
activities, consists of 25 swine production sitesied and operated
by different entities. Twenty of the sites are gpienal and in use
pdnd still contribute the overall project activitilowever, four sites,
10680, 10681, 10682, and 10661, which were impléatkand
operated according to the PDD, have ceased operatififth site,
10660, has not completed constructed.

AgCert International, the project participant, desd, operated, anc
maintained the project equipment. However, duééosconomic
downturn and greater than expected operationas cibst business
contract was severed for the four sites in questtars terminating
continued operations and maintenance of the aneadmester and
associated equipment by AgCert International, dsageending
continued monitoring of the four site’s contributito project activity
0411.

Nonetheless, it is DNV’s opinion that the projeaplementation
complies with the description in the PDD and adeanwaste

management systems (AWMS), i.e. anaerobic digestere

The monitoring report was revised to
further clarify the operational status of the
four sites in question.

The verification report was revised to
include DNV’s validation of how it verified
that the project activity was implemented
and operated as described in the PDD ag per
paragraph 197 of VVM.

1

6_RfR response summary



DET NORSKEVERITAS

implemented also at sites 10680, 10681, 10682 @6611 This was
verified by DNV during the verification of previousonitoring
period.

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

Nonetheless, the project participants are currentlige process of
providing DNV with a list of sites included in thedWMS project
activities in Brazil and Mexico which are no longeonitored. DNV
is in the process of assessing this list and tipaahof no longer
monitoring selected sites on the additionality Jescd project
activity, and the applicability/ application of thgproved
methodology of the registered CDM project actiti®y AgCert
International. DNV’s preliminary assessment conekido longer
monitoring selected sites does raise no concertisregard to the
additionality, scale of project activity, and the
applicability/application of the approved methodpio

If the 4 project sites above are still
included in the project activity and
were operational during this
monitoring period, the DOE is
requested to clarify how it verified th
the calculation of the emission

reductions has been correctly carried manure being produced by the swine farms connéctéte AWMS,

out in accordance with the formulae
and methods described in the
monitoring plan and the applied

As noted above in the response to Item 1, the lkegities of the four

sites s have discontinued a contractual arrangewitnthe Project

Participant, AgCert International. At the time bétcontract

termination, the four sites were not operational hence did not
nconsume electricity.

Even in case the farmer are again operating the Ahttreat

it would be appropriate to assume zero emissionatazhs for these
sites. Due to safety reasons, farmers would indasg¢ also continue

to operate the flares. As shown in the monitorigygprt, leakage due

The monitoring report was revised to
further clarify the operational status of the
four sites in question.

The verification report was revised to
include DNV'’s verification that that the
calculation of the emission reductions hag
been correctly carried out and that the
leakage related to the electricity
consumption from the 4 project sites in
question are conservatively considered
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methodology as per paragraph 208
of VVM (version 01.2) considering
that the leakage related to the
electricity consumption from 4 projed
sites are not accounted.

¢d the sites electricity consumption for sites ieration is less than
1% of the measured emission reductions from théss se. the
amount of methane being captured and flared. Hémoase the
tAWMS is operated and consumes electricity, the atpmar of the
AWMS will result in emission reductions which by fxceed projec
emissions associated with the electricity consuonpdiue to
operating the AWMS. Considering zero emission rédas from
these sites would thus be in accordance with paphag208 (a) of the
VVM (version 01.2), which states that the DOE may to make the
most conservative assumption theoretically possibfimalizing the
verification report in case only partial data avaitable because
activity levels or non-activity parameters have loe¢n monitored in
accordance with the registered monitoring plan.

Z€ero.




