First Stakeholders Meeting Notes on the Feasibility study of institutional cook

stoves SBL

The meeting was held on Tuesday, 19" May 2014 at GIZ Boardroom. The attendance
list is attached in annex 1.

Introductory remarks:

1.

Meeting started at 9:30am with welcoming remarks by Inna Hommes and Gloria
Namande from GIZ (Hosts), thanking all the stakeholders for turning up in good
numbers.

Introductions followed

The consultant was called to make the presentation of the draft feasibility study
of the SBL.

The consultant encouraged the stakeholders to interject with
clarifications/additions

The consultant provided a brief introduction into the SBL subject, indicating the
advantages

Main key areas of concern which were highlighted by the stakeholders
include;

The stakeholders pointed out the limitation in the reference to institutions as used
in the title — it was argued that reference to institutions will eliminate very many
who do not fall into this category;

A definition of institutional cook stove was sought — the consultant responded
that the definition is based on GIZ's of any cooking for more than 50 people;

Another definition was implied — the one by Global Alliance on Clean Cook
Stoves (GACC) — an institutional cook stove is any cooking above 20L. This was
found to be almost the same definition as GIZ since for every person, 0.5L size of
stove is considered;

The stakeholders expressed the concern that the SB development should not be
limiting. As such, other institutions (apart from schools) like Hospitals, prisons
and small scale enterprises play Key in market support for the private sector;

The consultant advised that he discussed the option of including all the
institutions with the UNFCCC staff in Bonn, the ones responsible for reviewing
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and approving the SBL. Their opinion was that the SBL should be developed for
schools as the sub-sector will show similar pattern of behavior. They argued that
expanding to include all other institutions can be done at a later stage;

The stakeholders indicated that some have new reports expected to come out in
the next couple of days/weeks. Among these include the ERT report from UBOS,
GVEP indicated that they have carried out stoves tests that they were willing to
share, CREEP also indicated that they are willing to share provided a NDA was
signed. (CREEP to be followed by GlIZ). The consultant to follow up with the rest;

It was indicated that a robust evidence of data is required in compliance with
UNFCCC requirements. The consultant indicated to the meeting that the
available literature with its inadequacy in regard to complying with the UNFCCC
requirement was discussed with UNFCCC , and that they are aware;

The need for a biomass consumption monitoring and evaluation of the IICS in
institutions — concerns about seasonal variations etc were discussed. The
stakeholders could not resolve how this should be addressed in case the survey
was required.

Final Remarks:

>

Spot check approach was recommended to give more credibility to the existing
data;

Most of the present stakeholders promised their full support in building a strong
SBL;

GVEP representative promised to send a report on recent stove efficiency tests
that had been carried;

The UGA-Stove representative promised to send information on biomass
consumption in schools and barracks;

BEETA representative promised to send information from member cook stoves
manufacturers on the number of IICS distributed so far in the different regions in
Uganda; and

UBOS - indicated that the ERT report is in print and would be available publicly.
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