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

%, .
AN

N





Input to determination and verification manual
(second draft)
Your information
	Name (first name - family name)
	Shigenari Yamamoto

	Affiliation
	Japan Quality Assurance Organization (JQA)

	Address
	2-5-2 Marunouchi, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo, Japan 100-8308

	Telephone
	+81-3-6212-9333

	Email
	yamamoto-shigenari@jqa.jp

	Experience in JI (brief summary, no more than three sentences)
	Chair of the DOE/AIE Coordination Forum on JI Issues


Please provide your input on the second draft determination and verification manual (DVM), which can be found on the call page.
Input (1): General remarks (optional)
	<Please provide your comments of cross-cutting nature regarding the contents of the second draft DVM, if any.> 
I, as the chair of the DOE/AIE Coordination Forum on JI issues, would like to submit the input to the JISC through “Calls for Public Input on DVM 2nd draft”.


Input (2): Input on the second draft DVM (It is not necessary to fill out all sections.)
	Section
	Proposed change to the draft text (and reason, as appropriate)

	A. Background
	

	B. Objectives
	

	C. Definitions
	

	D. Principles of determination and verification
	

	E. Determination
	

	1. General
	

	2. Publication of project design document
	

	3. Project approval by Parties involved
	

	4. Project participants authorization by Parties involved
	

	5. Project boundary
	

	6. Leakage
	

	7. Baseline setting
	

	JI specific approach
	Para 24－26 & 35－37

There shall be basically two approaches; one is the approved CDM methodology approach which follows the CDM approved methodology in its totality, and JI specific approach, which is anything else.
In case the PP uses CDM methodology partially, it can still be classified as one of the JI specific approach. But at the same time, it will be easier for IEs to assess if PP states the changes from the approved CDM methodology and their consequences.
Hence, in the Guidelines for Users of JI PDD Form, it shall be written as below.

a) If an approved CDM baseline and monitoring methodology is used, please indicate its title and reference number, as well as its version, and describe why it is applicable.
b) If a JI specific approach regarding …. and conservativeness is safeguarded.

In case of changes from the approved CDM baseline and monitoring methodology, please provide a complete, clear and transparent description and justification of changes. In doing so, please also provide an analysis of how the proposed changes affect the assumptions, formulae, parameters, data sources and key factors used in the methodology, and state how uncertainties are taken into account and conservativeness is safeguarded. 

Regarding the grace period, it is better to follow the CDM rules, with one exception. In CDM rules, it says as below (PROCEDURES FOR THE REVISION OF AN APPROVED BASELINE OR MONITORING METHODOLOGY BY THE EXECUTIVE BOARD Ver 09 para 16).

http://cdm.unfccc.int/Reference/Procedures/meth_proc03_v09.pdf
“.. any revision to an approved methodology or tool referred to in a methodology shall only be applicable to project activities registered after the revision and shall not affect (i) registered CDM project activities during their crediting period; and (ii) project activities that have been published for public comments for validation using the previously approved methodology or tool, so long as the project activity is submitted for registration within 8 months of the effective date of the revision. ”
In JI, it shall be 
“Any revision to an approved methodology or tool referred to in a methodology shall not affect (i) deemed final JI project activities during their crediting period; and (ii) project activities that the accredited independent entity made its determination publicly available through the secretariat.”
Expired CDM methodology can be used anyway as a JI specific approach, if the PP can justify its reason and IE/JISC approves.

Same goes for other relevant sections.

	Approved CDM methodology approach
	

	Multi-project emission factor
	Para 27

When using a CDM approved methodology approach, you must use the emission factor which is stated in the methodology. Hence, multi-project emission factor can be used only under JI specific approach.
To say more, what is “multi project emission factor”?  Will JISC develop/approve such factor? For example, if a PP develops a grid-emission factor for his project, there is no need for him to declare it as a “multi-project emission factor”. If another PP would like to use the same factor, he must justify the usage. In this case, the requirement of PP is no difference from using the factor he developed by himself. 

	8. Additionality
	Para 29 (d) line 1 “…that an AIE has already positively determined …”
It is better to change from “positively determined” to “deemed final” since there is risk that request for review is raised and some changes occur after the IE positively determines the PDD.

If several GHG measures are implemented in a single JI project, can additionality be addressed as a whole project, or shall it be addresses for each measure? The present DVM does not touch this issue. (Like the same issue on PoA, where it is allowed to assess additionality on PoA level or JPA level.)


	9. Crediting period
	

	10. Monitoring
	

	JI specific approach
	

	Approved CDM methodology approach
	

	Overlapping monitoring period
	

	11. Estimation/calculation of emission reductions or enhancements of removals
	

	12. Environmental impacts
	

	13. Stakeholder consultation
	

	14. Determination regarding small-scale projects (additional/alternative elements for assessment)
	

	15. Determination regarding land use, land-use change and forestry projects (additional/alternative elements for assessment)
	

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

	17. Determination report
	Para 62 (d)
“All documents and annexes … are submitted” should be amended to “All main documents and annexes …” since it is not practical to submit all of the documents IE referred for determination (e.g. specification document for monitoring equipments).
Same goes for other relevant paragraphs.
Para 62 (e)
“official translation” should be amended to “translation”, as were discussed in the JISC meeting. 

Same goes for other relevant paragraphs.

	F. Verification
	

	1. General
	

	2. Publication of monitoring report
	

	3. Project implementation
	

	4. Compliance with monitoring plan
	Para 72 (b)

We could not find the text in the Guidance on criteria for baseline setting and monitoring (Version 01) regarding this issue. (It only says about the monitoring plan).

At the time of the verification, IEs shall assess whether the monitored items are in compliance with the monitoring plan, and not whether they are identified, reliable and transparent. These shall be done at the determination stage.

	5. Revision of monitoring plan
	Para 75, 76

DVM only says about revision of the monitoring plan, but there may be cases when IEs find afterwards that the PP has not monitored according to the plan, but the same data have been obtained by other measures with the same accuracy/transparency. This issue shall be addressed as well.

	6. Data management
	

	7. Verification report
	

	G. References
	

	H. Abbreviations
	

	ANNEX: Determination and verification checklist
	


	Please submit the form through the call web page.
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