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associated with this approach.

The plant expanded the annual brick output from 73 million to 80 million in this monitoring period and
the PP claimed the emission reductions only for the baseline output of 73 million bricks by using a
production conversion factor. However, the methodology requires that the project activity does not
increase the capacity of final outputs. CAR 7 was raised in this regard and it was closed because
according to the DOE, the approach was conservative. However:

1. Further clarification is required on how the DOE verified that the monitoring report is in line
with the methodology and how it verified the conservativeness of the project emissions

2. Substantiated clarification of the PP and DOE is required on the impact of the higher production
rate on the conclusions on the additionality of the project activity, if this higher production rate
was assumed at the moment of registration of the project activity.
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