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	1
	4
	5,6,7,8
	ge
	The impact of the post-registration change on additionality, scale, applicability/application of the methodology should ideally govern the approval of any proposed PRC submission. As long as these areas are not violated as a result of the PRC, PP/CME should be provided the flexibility to potentially change their design ex-post. While environmental integrity in terms of a substantial increase in CERs is a critical element, this can be potentially linked to the scale. For e.g. small-scale PA/PoAs could be allowed to modify their design ex-post as long as the scale/additionality/meth applicability are not affected. The SSC Type1/2/3 thresholds will ensure that the increase in CERs has some limit.
	
	

	2
	7
	1,2,3,4,5,6
	ge
	As mentioned above, in the case of SSC PA/PoA/CPA, there is a cap on the extent to which CERs can be increased. This is surely a concern for Large scale PA/CPA/PoA. In keeping with the spirit and intent of SSC PA/PoA, allowing flexibility to expand the design governed by the thresholds for Type 1/2/3 would be a welcome step. 
	
	

	3
	9
	
	ge
	LOA – In the case of most DNAs, there are no limitations or special criteria for providing the LOA especially in the case of SSC PA/PoA/CPA. For e.g. an LOA for a SSC PoA with Type 2 CPAs that save upto 100 GWhth in energy and between 100-180 GWhth energy will not have different criteria based on which LOA is issued.

LSC – This could potentially be an issue if in the PRC scenario, the boundary is expanded and hence the stakeholders in the expanded boundary have not been part of the original LSC and hence have not had the chance to give inputs in the design. This risk can be alleviated by asking PP/CME to justify how the original LSC is valid and if this cannot be justified then additional consultations must be carried out.

GSC – It is not expected that there would be difference in the feedback received if there expanded design is still within the SSCA thresholds.

Another potential risk would be in the case where CPAs apply the latest micro-scale thresholds where as long as the single Type1/2/3 based technology is within a particular threshold; unlimited number of such units can be added in a CPA i.e. the erstwhile threshold of 15MW/180GWhth/60ktCO2 does not apply. To ensure that there is no misuse of this flexibility, Pas/CPAs applying these new threshold rules could have stricter criteria for expanding their design. Pas/CPAs using the original Type1/2/3 thresholds could be allowed to have greater flexibility.
	
	

	4
	11
	
	te
	In light of the above comments, the allowance of only an increase by 20% of the design capacity as mentioned in para 11(b) is extremely limiting especially for Pas/CPAs that are SSC and are not applying the latest micro-scale thresholds at a single unit level. This could be again broken down into SSC/LSC with SSC Pas/CPAs PRC being governed solely by whether they impact the scale/meth applicability/additionality. Justification of the LSC validity can be requested as well.
	
	

	5
	12
	
	
	There is some clarity required on what are the situations where the PRC can be submitted in issuance track and where the PRC requires a prior approval from the EB. Although there is some guidance on this available in the PoA Project Standard, further clarity or an expanded list of items in the Appendix would be useful. For e.g. if the applied methodology allows baseline quantification using one of multiple methods and the original PoA design has chosen only one. The PoA wishes to submit a PRC to include other methods given in the methodology allowing CPAs to choose their baseline estimation method based on the boundary/location etc., will this require to undergo a prior approval or it can be submitted in issuance track.
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