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Input to determination and verification manual
Your information
	Name (first name - family name)
	Edwin AALDERS

	Affiliation
	International Emission Trading Association

	Address
	24 Rue Merle d’Aubigne
1207 Geneva

Switzerland



	Telephone
	+41 22 7370501

	Email
	aalders@ieta.org

	Experience in JI (brief summary, no more than three sentences)
	Member of the JI-AP panel during 2008
IETA representative on JI activities at the negotiators

Verifiers of the initial JI projects such as ERUPT




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.> 
In general it would help the overall transparency if the DVM was writing in line with the requirements set out in the of the ISO 14064 part 2 and 3 framework only providing additional clarifications and/or requirements were the ISO 14064 series is silent on the topic or leave it to the respective GHG programme to defined the requirements level(s).
 Also keep in mind that the DVM should clearly be linked to the overall requirements of the JISC as such it should be clear to the auditor using the DVM to which requirement in the JISC modalities and procedures the DVM is referring to.  See example VCS Guidance for Agriculture, Forestry

and Other Land Use Projects (http://www.v-c-s.org/docs/Guidance%20for%20AFOLU%20Projects.pdf)

Although currently the DVM layout is only making reference to CDM Methodologies the DVM should also include text that is related to methodologies that originally are developed outside the CDM but used within the JI (i.e. host country approved methodologies, methodologies previously used by JI projects) and how deviations and revisions of such methodologies should be handled.




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

	1. Background
	No text provided based on UNFCCC JISC existing material

	2. Objectives
	No text provided based on UNFCCC JISC existing material

	3. Definitions
	Use existing UNFCCC material as well as ISO 14064 – 14065 definitions

	4. Principles of determination and verification
	No text provided based on UNFCCC JISC existing material

	5. Determination steps
	

	(a) Project approval by Parties involved
	No text provided based on UNFCCC JISC existing material

	(b) Project participants authorization by Parties involved
	No text provided based on UNFCCC JISC existing material

	(c) Project boundary
	

	(d) Leakage
	

	(e) Baseline setting
	

	(e)-1 Project specific basis
	

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

	(e)-1-1-1 Description of the “new” methodology/approaches
	The Independent Entity shall determine that the new methodology/approaches and/or PD sets out the baseline setting is established:

· On a project-specific basis and/or using a multi-project emission factor(s); 

· In a transparent manner with regard to the choice of approaches, assumptions, methodologies, parameters, data sources and key factors; 

· Taking into account relevant national and/or sectoral policies and circumstances, such as sectoral reform initiatives, local fuel availability, power sector expansion plans, and the economic situation in the project sector; 

· In such a way that emission reduction units (ERUs) cannot be earned for decreases in activity levels outside the project activity or due to force majeure; 

· Taking account of uncertainties and using conservative assumptions; 



	(e)-1-1-2 Application of the “new” methodology/approaches
	The Independent Entity shall determine that the methodology/approaches provided in the PD or separate “methodology/approaches document” clearly defines the applicability criteria of the methodology/approaches for the defined project activities. 

	(e)-1-1-3 Revisions of “new” methodology/approaches
	The Independent Entity shall treat any revisions of “new” methodologies/approaches approved under the Host Country approval programme in line the requirements set out under the host country programme or alternatively re-submit the revision methodology/approaches to the Independent Entity in line with the requirements of (e)-1-1-1 & (e)-1-1-2.

	(e)-1-1-4 Deviation from “approved new” methodology/approaches
	Methodology Deviations shall be project specific.

Methodology Deviations shall not be permitted where they result in changes to the conservativeness of the:

· baseline scenario;

· additionality determination;

· included project GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs.

Methodology Deviations shall be permitted where they do not impact negatively on the conservativeness of the VCS Program approved methodology’s criteria and procedures to quantify data leading to GHG emission reductions or removals (reference clause 6.4).

Note – Methodology Deviations related to increasing the accuracy of data are acceptable. 

Methodology Deviations and their consequences shall be reported as part of the public validation and verification report.

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

	(e)-1-2-1 Applicability of the methodology
	Were the project proponent elects to use an approved CDM methodology(ies) the Independent Entity shall verify the full and correct applicability of the project activity(ies) as  defined under the methodology(ies).

	(e)-1-2-2 Compliance with the methodology
	Were the project proponent elects to use an approved CDM methodology(ies) the Independent Entity shall verify the full compliance of the project proponents implementation of the methodology(ies).

	(e)-1-2-3 Deviation from approved CDM methodologies
	The Independent Entity shall follow the requirements set out by the CDM EB in relation to accepting deviations to the approved CDM EB modalities and procedures.  Were the Independent Entity is required, under the CDM EB modalities and procedures, to seek approval of the CDM EB for the proposed deviation the Independent Entity shall follow  the requirements as set out under (e)-1-1 of the DVM.

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

	(f) Monitoring
	

	(f)-1 Projects establishing JI “new” methodologies/approaches
	Use text based on ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5.6 and 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9

	(f)-1-1 Description of the “new” methodology
	Use text based on ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5.6 and 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9

	(f)-1-2 Application of the “new” methodology
	Use text based on ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5.6 and 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9

	(f)-2 Other cases
	

	(f)-2-1 Identification of indicators, constants and variables
	Use text based on ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5.6 and 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9

	(f)-3 Collection and archiving of data
	Use text based on ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5.6 and 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9

	(f)-4 Quality assurance and control procedures
	Use text based on ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5.6 and 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9

	(f)-5 Responsibilities and authorities of monitoring activities
	Use text based on ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5.6 and 5.7, 5.8 and 5.9

	(g) Additionality
	

	(g)-1 Projects using approved CDM methodologies
	The Independent Entity shall determine that the project proponent has demonstrated the additionality of the project using the additionality tool as defined within the approved methodology used by the project proponent.

	(g)-2 Application of the most recent version of the CDM “Tool for the demonstration and assessment of additionality”
	The Independent Entity shall determine that were the methodology requires the used othe CDM “Tool for the demonstration and assessment of additionality” the project proponent is using the most recent version of this tool taking into account any graze period that may be applicable for a older revised 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
	See text of (g)-1 principle is that the respective additioanlity tool that is being defined within the methodology approved by the CDM EB should be used whether this is based on the Tool for demonstrating and assessment of additionality, combined tool or any new tool is not relevant.

	(g)-4 Application of any other method
	

	(g)-4-1 Provision of information demonstrating additionality
	The Independent Entity shall determine that the project using an other method of proving additionality,  demonstrating in a transparent and tracable manner that the baseline was identified on the basis of conservative assumptions, that the project scenario is not part of the identified baseline scenario and that the project will lead to reductions of anthropogenic emissions by sources or enhancement of net anthropogenic removals by sinks of GHGs; 

	(g)-4-2 Provision of information of positive determination of a comparable project
	Use 2 (b) iv of the Annex I of the Guidance on criteria for baseline setting and monitoring

	(h) Environmental impact
	The Independent Entity shall determine that the project proponent has demonstrated that the project complies with the host countries environmental impact requirements as set out under its operating permit, host country legislation and/or project approval.

	(i) Stakeholder consultation
	The Independent Entity shall determine that they project proponent in the development of the project has identified the stakeholders effected by the project activity and has taken due consideration of the concerns and issues that these stakeholders have or may have in the future.  The Independent Entity shall confirm that the project proponent has a stakeholder consultation procedure in place that is effective in capturing existing and potential issues that may effect the overall performance of the project and its relationship with it stakeholders.

	(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
	The Independent Entity shall confirm that the Project Proponent has adhered the requirements set out in the Project PD and requirements of the modalities and procedures of the JISC.

	(b) Compliance with monitoring plan
	The Independent Entity shall confirm that the Project Proponent has adhered to the monitoring plan as defined under the approved methodology/approached as defined in the Project PD. 

	(c) Revision of monitoring plan
	Any revisions made by the project developer in relation to the approved monitoring plan shall be assessed and approved by the Independent Entity.  Were the monitoring plan is part of an approved CDM methodology, the Independent Entity shall determine if any revision in the monitoring plan are a result of a revision in CDM Methodology have been implemented.  Revisions in the monitoring plan not approved by the CDM EB but would require an approval by the CDM EB, in accordance with the CDM EB modalities and procedures shall be listed in the Final Determination Report of the Independent Entity and confirm that such revisions will not have a negative effect on the conservativeness of the methodology and its procedure to quantify data leading to GHG emissions or removals.

	(d) Data management
	The Independent Entity shall confirm that the data management is in line with the methodology adopted by the project developer at time of the initial determination and has implemented an quality management procedure to manage data and information, including the assessment of uncertainty, relevant of the project emission reduction or removal related calculations.

	(e) Verification report (incl. elements to be included, suggested structure)
	The Determination Report shall:
· Be written in English

· Describe the determination process

· Outlines the project, project participants and its activities

· Describe any issues raised during the determination and their resolutions

· Document the conclusions reached by the Independent Entity

The Determination Statement shall:

· Be addressed to the JISC

· Confirm the level of assurance of the determination statement

· Describe the objectives, scope and criteria of the determination

· Describe whether the datea and information supporting the GHG assertion were hypothetical, projected and/or historical in nature

· Be accompanied by the responsible party’s GHG assertion; and 
· Include the Independent Entity conclusion on the GHG assertion, including any qualifications or limitations.

	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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