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1. Project participants shall provide an explanation to show that the project activity would not have
occurred anyway due to at least one of the following barriers:
(a) Investment barrier: a financially more viable alternative to the project activity would
have led to higher emissions;
(b) Technological barrier: a less technologically advanced alternative to the project activity

involves lower risks due to the performance uncertainty or low market share of the new
technology adopted for the project activity and so would have led to higher emissions;

(©) Barrier due to prevailing practice: prevailing practice or existing regulatory or policy
requirements would have led to implementation of a technology with higher emissions;

(d) Other barriers: without the project activity, for another specific reason identified by the
project participant, such as institutional barriers or limited information, managerial
resources, organizational capacity, financial resources, or capacity to absorb new
technologies, emissions would have been higher.

2. The positive list of grid-connected renewable electricity generation technologies that are
automatically defined as additional, without further documentation of barriers, consists of the following
grid-connected renewable electricity generation technologies of installed capacity up to 15 MW:

(a) Solar technologies (photovoltaic and solar thermal electricity generation);
(b) Off-shore wind technologies;

(c) Marine technologies (wave, tidal).
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History of the document: Appendix B of the Simplified Modalities and Procedures for Small-Scale CDM

project activities

Appendix B of the Simplified Modalities and Procedures for Small-Scale CDM project activities contained both
the General Guidance and Approved Methodologies and ‘Attachment A to Appendix B’ until version 07. After
version 07 the document was divided into separate documents: ‘Attachment A to Appendix B’, ‘General
Guidance’ , and separate approved small-scale methodologies (AMS).

Version Date Nature of revision
07 EB 22, Para. 59 References to “non-renewable biomass” in Appendix B deleted.
25 November 2005
06 EB 21, Annex 22 Guidance on consideration of non-renewable biomass in Type |
20 September 2005 methodologies, thermal equivalence of Type || GWhe limits included.
05 EB 18, Annex 6 Guidance on ‘capacity addition’ and ‘cofiring’ in Type | methodologies
25 February 2005 and monitoring of methane in AMS-I11.D included.
04 EB 16, Annex 2 AMS-II.F was adopted, leakage due to equipment transfer was included
22 October 2004 in all Type | and Type Il methodologies.
03 EB 14, Annex 2 New methodology AMS-III.E was adopted.
30 June 2004
02 EB 12, Annex 2 Definition of build margin included in AMS-1.D, minor revisions to
28 November 2003 AMS-I.A, AMS-III.D, AMS-II.E.
01 EB 7, Annex 6 Initial adoption. The Board at its seventh meeting noted the adoption by

21 January 2003

the Conference of the Parties (COP), by its decision 21/CP.8, of
simplified modalities and procedures for small-scale CDM project
activities (SSC M&P).
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