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	Name of person / organization responsible for completing and submitting this form
	Oeko-Institut, Anke Herold, Ralph Harthan




	Contact information (address, phone, e-mail …)
	Oeko-Institut, Novalisstrasse 10, 10115 Berlin T: +49-30-28048686, F: +49-30-28048688 a.herld@oeko.de, r.harthan@oeko.de

	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)?


     

	
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.
     

	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

     

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

Coverage of project boundary (adequate?):

a. Gases and sources

b. Physical delineation
     

	Section 5. 
Assessment of uncertainties:

Key implicit and explicit assumptions (if any)

a. Identification

b. Acceptability
The baseline approach (average emissions fro similar project activities whose performance is among top 20%) is chosen, but the approach was not yet calculated for the project document, but is only planned to be used. No data was yet collected and basline emissions were not yet estimated (p. 26 section 5 last paragraph). This introduces a new uncertainty on the level of project methodology as it is not known if the approach chosen will be used in the way described in the PDD. Data collection should take place before the submission of the PDD and baseline methodology. In this regard the PDD does not yet present a project-specific baseline as required in paragraph 45 if the Annex to decision 17/CP:7, but a theoretical possible baseline for a project type.

	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)” 
Additionality is more than the fact that project emissions are lower than baseline emissions and should explain why the project would not occur without the CDM. In this regard the determination of project additionality is not sufficient. It is not or not clearly decribed how paragraph 43 and paragraoh 45 (c) and (e) of the Annext to decision 17/CP.7 are addressed.

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

     

	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:

     

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

Not yet clear as the baseline estimation with the proposed method was not yet undertaken, therefore the weaknesses may not yet be clear.

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

It is unclear what non-distorted investment climate means. In many Non-Annex I Parties investment climate is distorted, it is therefore not clear if the method is really universally applicable.

	In addition, please address the following aspects

	Applicability of methodology across project types and regions

     

	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:

section 1: Monitoring methodology, specific measurement equipment and techniques used cannot be assessed as this information is not provided and the document is regarded as incomplete. The project developers should describe the specific meaasurement equipment used and then it can be assessed if the resulting accuracy is acceptable.

section 4: The fact that it is stated that no assumptions were used also points to the fact that additionality was not assessed as assumptions are usually used for this purpose. It is very likely that the real estimation of the baseline approach proposed will use assumptions. As the approach has not yet been calculated, the assumptions that will be taken are not yet clear.


	Please also address the following

	Applicability of methodology across project types and regions

     

	Any other comments

The role of Ferrostaal Germany in the project is unclear and if this private entity was authorized by a Party to participate in Article 12 project activities in accordance with paragraph 33 of the Annex to decision 17/CP.7.     


	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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