[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)
	Konstantin Myachin

	Affiliation
	CTF Consulting, Ltd., Moscow

	Address
	Russia, Moscow, Baltchug, 7, office 629 


	Telephone
	Office +7-495-984-59-51. Mob. +7-903-106-56-05

	Email
	Konstantin.myachin@carbontradefinance.com 

	Experience in JI (brief summary, no more than three sentences)
	From 2005 till 2007 worked in DNV as JI auditor
Since 2007 work as carbon projects manager in CTF Consulting (subsidiary of Carbon Trade & Finance SICAR S.A.)



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.> 


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
	7. AIEs should clearly recognize the difference between this document and the validation and verification manual (VVM) developed by the Executive Board of the clean development mechanism (CDM), reflecting the different nature of JI and the CDM and the roles of AIEs and designated operational entities in the respective mechanisms.

I think, that this text should be written in more detailed manner or at least supported by examples or references.  



	C. Definitions
	

	D. Principles of determination and verification
	

	E. Determination
	

	1. General
	There can be a case when project participant has decided to pass Track 2 way after the project had been finally approved by Track 1 in host country, following the determination made by AIE. In that case the PDD is already in final version and determination report for Track 1 made by AIE is done. I would appreciate if DVM consider as well such case on how the procedure of determination for Track 2 should look like. And give guidance for AIEs.

	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
	

	Approved CDM methodology approach
	

	Multi-project emission factor
	

	8. Additionality
	

	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
	

	F. Verification
	

	1. General
	I would like to propose the development of short template for monitoring report. At least to align the common vision on its content structure and minimum level of detailing. Since the purpose of DVM is to give guidance both project participant (PP) and AIE there should be a reduction of continuous misunderstanding between them after publication of DNV. Because expectations of PP and AIE may initially differ significantly on the content of monitoring report. Which could result in delays in verification. The most crucial point is that verification is done by past data which unable to be altered. While PDD may be improved several time. Thus the joined approach for reporting is preferable. 

	2. Publication of monitoring report
	

	3. Project implementation
	

	4. Compliance with monitoring plan
	

	5. Revision of monitoring plan
	75. If the project participants revised the monitoring plan, the AIE shall assess whether:[v]

(a) The project participants submitted the revised monitoring plan together with the

monitoring report to the AIE for verification;

(b) The project participants provided an appropriate justification for the revision;

(c) The proposed revision improves the accuracy and/or completeness of information of the original monitoring plan without changing conformity with the relevant rules and regulations for the establishment of monitoring plans.

In many cases the project implementation (especially of monitoring plant) is done not exactly as in PDD. Also, PDD may discover that after some time the MP is not perfect for the data collection. At the same time the change of MP will not mean exactly “completeness of information”. This is more “adaptation to the specific situation”. Simultaneously the accuracy will not suffer from the adaptation. Thus I propose to change a word “completeness” to more appropriate to avoid any doubts.

	6. Data management
	

	7. Verification report
	See above regarding word “completeness”. 

	G. References
	

	H. Abbreviations
	

	ANNEX: Determination and verification checklist
	


	Please submit the form through the call web page.
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