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	Description
	My comments 

	Point No. 2 (K), Page No.2 
	Description of the proposed statistically sound sampling method/procedure to be used by DOEs for verification of the amount of reductions of anthropogenic emissions by sources or removals by sinks of greenhouse gases achieved by CPAs under the PoA. In case the coordinating/managing entity opts for a verification method that does not use sampling but verifies each CPA (whether in groups or not, with different or identical verification periods) a transparent system is to be defined and described that ensures that no double accounting occurs and that the status of verification can be determined anytime for each CPA;
	The statistical sampling method has many limitations because of many unknown variables. The sample size and procedures could be complex. There can be variables such as
· Site specific variations like ambient temperature, humidity, altitude etc
· Design variable like heat transfer area, flow, control logic etc

· Operation practices such as preventive V/S condition based maintenance, key parameter setting, different load pattern etc. 

· Statistical sampling method may be subjective in nature and many more --- 
To collect correct sample size which will represent “real scenario” is likely to be difficult and also expensive looking in to validation efforts involved. 

To avoid this complexity I recommend 100% data collection form all CPAs of POA. The one of the proposed solution in this case is to install a “hack proof” data logger which has capability to store and transfer the data to “remote server” by GSM/GPRS/Broadband connectivity. This will eliminate travelling to collect data manually and also DOE can trust the data as it is “transparent” as it is based on “machine to machine” communication. This kind of remote M&V system could be cheaper and “green” in log term perspective. 


