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	Name of person / organization responsible for completing and submitting this form
	Massamba THIOYE

	Contact information (address, phone, e-mail …)
	BP 5044 Dakar RP Dakar Sénégal

phone: 221 644 05 67

e-mail: mthioye@sentoo.sn


	Related F-CDM-NM document ID number
	NM-0003

	Comments on the proposed new methodology:
 Based on an assessment of the draft PDD, evaluate the proposed new baseline and /or monitoring methodologies with respect to the Annexes 3 and 4 of the CDM PDD 

	New baseline methodology(ies)
In respect of a new baseline methodology(ies), evaluate each section of Annex 3 of the CDM-PDD. Please provide your comments below, also taking into consideration further questions in italics below:

	Section 2.
Description of the methodology 


     

	
Section 2.1.  General approach 

Is the approach selected the most appropriate (see paragraph 48 of the CDM M&P)?


The methodology used for the baseline calculation is consistent with the approach 48 c of the CDM M&P. The specification of how the approach must be used is interesting and can be used for other projects baseline methodology based on approach 48c.

	
Section 2.2.  Overall description 

Adequacy of methodology description

Appropriateness of determining the baseline scenario proposed.  Does the baseline scenario reasonably represent the anthropogenic emissions by sources of greenhouse gases that would occur in the absence of the proposed project activity?  Explain.
The baseline scenario can reasonably represent the anthropogenic emissions by sources of GHG that would occur in the absence of the proposed project activity.

For a better assessment of the project emissions, the methodology should give the temperatures and pressures at the different points of the processes.

Does the surplus of CO2 need to be heated or compressed before entering the steam-reforming reactor? 

Does the purge gas need to be heated or compressed before entering the steam-reforming reactor? 

If the answer to these questions is yes, there will be a higher energy consumption and an increase of the CEF of the project.

If the surplus of CO2 leads to an increase of the recycled purge gas flow rate, the energy consumption per ton of produced methanol will increase leading to the increase of the CEF of the project.


	Section  3.
Key parameters/assumptions (including emission factors and activity levels) and data sources considered and used:

Reliability, accuracy and adequacy of data required (e.g. your expert judgement on emission factors and activity data used)

Key implicit and explicit assumptions (if any)

a. Identification

b. Acceptability
Transparency

This baseline methodology is built around the idea that it is environmentally more efficient to use hydrogen in purge gas of a methanol plant as CO2 sink by increasing the MeOH yield than as fuel to replace the carbon based fuel.

The main key parameters are:

-
The NCV of natural gas and its carbon content

-
The NCV of purge gas and its carbon content

-
The molar percent of carbon in the produced MeOH

-
The activity level.


	Section 4.
Definition of the project boundary related to the baseline methodology:

Coverage of project boundary (adequate?):

a. Gases and sources

b. Physical delineation
The methanol production plant can be taken as the project boundary. The system boundary that will permit the assessment of the baseline scenario can be represented by the top 20% existing actual plants comparable with the project plant. 

	Section 5. 
Assessment of uncertainties:

Key implicit and explicit assumptions (if any)

a. Identification

b. Acceptability
The uncertainties factors of this baseline methodology are very weak.

	Section 6.
Description of how the baseline methodology addresses the calculation of baseline emissions and the determination of project additionality:
Please evaluate the proposed new methodology:

“Description of how the anthropogenic emissions of GHG by sources are reduced below those that would have occurred in the absence of the registered CDM project activity (i.e. explanation of how and why this project is additional and therefore not the baseline scenario)” 
The baseline scenario is based on the performance of the existing actual top 20% plants comparable with the project plant. So the scenario is well known. The calculation of the baseline carbon emission factor based on this scenario is simple and transparent. Based on the available information, the project is additional.

	Section 7.
Description of how the baseline methodology addresses any potential leakage of the project activity:

A possible source of leakage is the purge gases replacement by natural gas at the old plants (CMC and TTMC). The methodology uses an energy balance to determine the needed natural gas to meet the heat demand at these plants. The emitted CO2 due to this replacement has been taken into account. However, the methodology should check whether there is any effect in these plants (CMC and TTMC) due to this replacement that can lead to an increase of their carbon emission factor.

	Section 8.
Criteria used in developing the proposed baseline methodology, including an explanation of how the baseline methodology was developed in a transparent and conservative manner:

The baseline methodology is transparent. An evaluation of the increase of energy consumption due to the surplus of CO2 and a check of possible leakage at the older plants will make it more conservative.

	Section 9.
Assessment of strengths and weaknesses of the baseline methodology: 

This methodology is well applicable to other projects consistent with approach 48c of the CDM M&P. The baseline scenario determination is transparent and conservative. The weaknesses are listed above.

	Section 10. Other considerations, such as a description of how national and/or sectoral policies and circumstances have been taken into account: 

     

	In addition, please address the following aspects

	Applicability of methodology across project types and regions

Good

	Any other comments

     

	New monitoring methodology(ies)

	In respect of new monitoring methodology(ies), evaluate each section of Annex 4. Please provide your comments section by section:

The data needed for the monitoring are clearly defined in the monitoring methodology. The parameters for the project’s activity level and the GHG emissions occurring within the project boundary are determined. However, for a better accuracy, the cumulative flow-rate of the methanol in product stream can be recorded, even if the plant will operate at stationary state.

The methodology includes QC and QA procedures. 

The monitoring methodology comprise monitoring instructions defining how the data will be collected, handled, recorded, kept, archived, verified and reported.

The methodology ensures that levels of responsibility and accountability will be clearly defined for the staff concerned by the monitoring process.  This staff will be appropriately trained. 

The monitoring plan will include the list of all the measurement equipments with their technical characteristics, their calibration periodicity and their procedure of calibration. 


	Please also address the following

	Applicability of methodology across project types and regions

     

	Any other comments

     


	Cross-cutting issues

	· Can the presentation of the methodology/ies be further simplified?

     

	· Should this methodology/ies be considered as new (see paragraph 37 (e) of the CDM M&P)? 

     

	· Comparison with other relevant methodologies

     

	· Are the methodology/ies rigorous?
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