[image: image1.wmf][image: image2.png]7S
li. \

%, .
AN

N





Input to determination and verification manual
Your information
	Name (first name - family name)
	Naoki Matsuo

	Affiliation
	Climate Experts, Ltd.

	Address
	RATIO 1002, Tsukiji 1-10-11, Chuo-ku, Tokyo 105-0045, Japan



	Telephone
	+81-90-9806-0723

	Email
	n_matsuo@climate-experts.info

	Experience in JI (brief summary, no more than three sentences)
	- Involved in scheme making discussions (Marrakech Accords)

- Development of several PDDs




Please provide your input that is in line with the “Scope of determination and verification manual” agreed by the Joint Implementation Supervisory Committee (JISC) at its fifteenth meeting (annex 4 to JISC 15 report).

Input (1): General remarks (optional)
	<Please provide your comments of cross-cutting nature regarding the contents of a determination and verification manual (DVM), if any.> 

The difference between CDM and JI (with the reason) shall be clearly specified in the DVM.  For example, the reason why CDM is caught up by the concept of “conservativeness” is that the emission reduction credits are carried from non-capped country to capped Annex I country (for its excess emissions beyond the target).

It must be noticed that JI “Track 1” user may utilize DVM.  Therefore, the difference between Track 2 and 1 shall be clearly specified as well as the difference between CDM.

These differences shall be summarized in the beginning of the DVM.
DVM shall be user-friendly (not limited to procedural explanations).  Users include project participants to develop the PDD as well as to monitor the associated emissions.

For this purpose, the DVM shall be supplemented by (or integrated to) supporting (living) document of “good practices” as well as “bad practices” (like “digest”) based on accumulated experiences (which may include the cases of CDM) (partially) provided by AIEs (through the discussion of the forum between JISC, AIEs and PPs possibly held during the session of the COP to invite broad and active participation).

E-mail discussion forum may assist such exchange of experiences among AIEs and PPs as well as JISC members.  People may ask opinions or share experiences of a specific case in the forum.  The discussion forum can be formed to be an informative database to accumulate experiences like Wiki.

For the form of PDD, I request it to synchronize that of the CDM because many PPs are playing in the field of CDM and the PDD form of CDM is more sophisticated.


Input (2): Suggested texts of DVM (It is not necessary to fill out all sections.)

	Section
	Input (text)

	1. Background
	

	2. Objectives
	

	3. Definitions
	

	4. Principles of determination and verification
	

	5. Determination steps
	

	(a) Project approval by Parties involved
	

	(b) Project participants authorization by Parties involved
	

	(c) Project boundary
	The definition of “project boundary” is not essential.  But the exhaust listing of emission sources (in and outside of the boundary), as well as judgement (and its rational) of inclusion or exclusion of the sources in the counting of baseline/project emissions, is important.

	(d) Leakage
	

	(e) Baseline setting
	The baseline ‘scenario’ and baseline ‘emissions’ shall be clearly (separately) described, especially in case that a CDM methodology is not applied.

	(e)-1 Project specific basis
	

	(e)-1-1 Projects establishing JI “new” methodologies/approaches
	The AIE shall play the role of the Methodology Panel of CDM.  However, it must be clarified by JISC whether the methodology is for the purpose of standardization of the method or just specifying the formula for the specific project.  In case of former, the methodology shall be compiled in the database for the access by other PPs.  I think that Wiki-type approach (maintained by JISC/Secretariat) is appropriate.

	(e)-1-1-1 Description of the “new” methodology
	It is preferable that the methodology includes the explanation of why the procedures or formula are needed (in case of unclear or complicated cases).

	(e)-1-1-2 Application of the “new” methodology
	The new methodology is not required for its broad applicability.  However, the applicability conditions of the methodology shall be specified clearly because they include important information why the methodology can be used for the project.

	(e)-1-2 Projects using approved CDM methodologies
	

	(e)-1-2-1 Applicability of the methodology
	

	(e)-1-2-2 Compliance with the methodology
	

	(e)-1-2-3 Deviation from approved CDM methodologies
	The AIE shall provide the rational reason if it does not allow the deviation.

	(e)-2 Projects using multi-project emission factor
	

	(f) Monitoring
	The theoretical explanation of “monitoring of counter-factual baseline emissions” shall be explained in the text.  The formula of baseline emissions is the form of a function of the parameters of the baseline scenario.  While the parameters are described as functions of the parameters of the project case.

     BE(t) = f (pi(t)) = f (gi(qi(t));  

          pi: parameter in the baseline scenario

          qj: parameter in the project case

It must be emphasized that how parameters of the baseline and project are related (in this case, the function of g) is the key assumption of the methodology.  The AIE must assess whether it is rationally set.  An example of this assumption is that the production of the baseline and the project are common.

	(f)-1 Projects establishing JI “new” methodologies/approaches
	

	(f)-1-1 Description of the “new” methodology
	

	(f)-1-2 Application of the “new” methodology
	

	(f)-2 Other cases
	

	(f)-2-1 Identification of indicators, constants and variables
	

	(f)-3 Collection and archiving of data
	

	(f)-4 Quality assurance and control procedures
	

	(f)-5 Responsibilities and authorities of monitoring activities
	

	(g) Additionality
	Additionality shall be incorporated into the baseline scenario identification.  Once the baseline scenario is identified, the additionality is almost automatic.  On the other hand, even if the additionality is demonstrated, the baseline scenario cannot be determined.

	(g)-1 Projects using approved CDM methodologies
	

	(g)-2 Application of the most recent version of the CDM “Tool for the demonstration and assessment of additionality”
	

	(g)-3 Application of any other method approved by the CDM Executive Board
	

	(g)-4 Application of any other method
	“Positive list” method may be developed by JISC to avoid unnecessary procedures for some specific type of projects (especially small-scale projects with social benefits).

	(g)-4-1 Provision of information demonstrating additionality
	

	(g)-4-2 Provision of information of positive determination of a comparable project
	

	(h) Environmental impact
	

	(i) Stakeholder consultation
	

	(j) Determination regarding small-scale projects (highlighting only the areas different from regular projects)
	

	(k) Determination regarding LULUCF projects (highlighting only the areas different from regular projects)
	

	(l) Determination regarding projects under programme of activities
	<To be developed once the JISC adopts the definitions, forms, guidelines and procedures of programmes of activities.>

	(m) Determination report (incl. elements to be included, suggested structure)
	

	6. Verification steps
	

	(a) Project in accordance with the final determination
	

	(b) Compliance with monitoring plan
	

	(c) Revision of monitoring plan
	

	(d) Data management
	

	(e) Verification report (incl. elements to be included, suggested structure)
	

	Appendix: Determination and verification checklist
	<Please attach to this form if already developed.>


	Please submit the form through the call web page.
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