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Assessment of the DNA’s 3rd submission 

In accordance with paragraph 27 of the procedure “Development, revision, clarification and update of standardized baselines” (SB Procedure), a further input on the issues listed below is required from the DNA to facilitate the consideration of the submission:


1. List of power plants. 
List of power plants is not consistent through the submitted documents. Table 3 of ‘14 11 20 DR Grid Emissions Factor 2014” has 35 fossil fuel power plants, while Table 6 has 30, but Excel sheet has only 29. For example there is a plant ‘Metaldom’ in table 3 and excel sheet, however it is absent in table 6 of ‘14 11 20 DR Grid Emissions Factor 2014”.
CESPM 1, CESPM 2, and CESPM 3 units are considered as a single unit in calculations (labeled as "CESPM") due just their aggregated fuel consumption is reported, so of 35 units listed appears be 33 in the calculations spreadsheet.

2. Build margin. 
The issue raised in the draft recommendation is not addressed – some fossil fuel power plants have EF=0, while electricity generation is accounted. Those power plants are:
1. Rio San Juan;
2. Los Origenes;
3. Quisqueya 1-PVDC.
In the same time these power plants have emission factor different from zero under the OM calculation. This approach is inconsistent and lead to decrease of BM. 
a) Units "AUTOPRODUCTOR PVDC", "LOS ORIGENES" and "RIO SAN JUAN" are not reporting their fuel consumption, so their EF=0 [the no-availability of the data can be checked on the document "Consumo de Combustible 2001 - 2013" under "2013" tab, located in the "01 Inputs" folder, and the comments added to F38, F41 and F54 cells in the tab "BUILD MARGIN DATA"]. 
b) Although the tool does includes a formulae for such cases, when only data on electricity generation and the fuel types used is available ("Option A2" which fits with the above mentioned units and is explained on the Paragraph 74 of the tool), the excel does not permit to add other parameters (i.e., efficiency) neither the "BUILD MARGIN DATA" nor "BUILD MARGIN" tabs.
c) the EF=0 for the 3 units is conservative.

3. Outliers. 
There are potential outliers in terms of EF of power plants. For example power plant San Lorenzo has EF=3.4899tCO2/MWh, while uses NG as a fuel. This may happen in case a power plant delivers products other than electricity, e.g. heat or fresh water. If this is the case and fuel consumption cannot be allocated to the product (other than electricity supplied to a grid), the Option A2, i.e. equation 3, of the tool should be used to determine the EF, as a conservative approach. Thus, it should be further clarified whether grid connected power plants produce electricity only or they produce by-products (e.g. heat or fresh water) and calculations be updated if necessary.
In general, all above listed units are grid connected power plants just to produce electricity and they do not produce any by-products (e.g. heat or fresh water). Further calculations are based on this criterion.

4. Ex post vs Ex ante : The suggestion in the previous draft recommendation to include ex post combined margin EF in addition to ex ante seems to have been  understood incorrectly. The revised  submission has only ex post OM based on 2013 data, while ex ante value based on the three recent years average have been removed completely. Moreover the submission claims that BM is calculated using ex ante option and no ex post calculation is performed. The DNA may reconsider suggestions made under paragraph 8 and 9 of the previous draft recommendation.
The DNA decided for ex-ante.

5. Name convention. 
Names of power plants are not applied consistently. For example:
	Table 3 of ‘14 11 20 DR Grid Emissions Factor 2014.docx’
	Table 6 of ‘14 11 20 DR Grid Emissions Factor 2014.docx’
	Excel sheet

	Monterio
	 Monte Ro
	Monte Rio

	R. J. de la Cruz
	-
	ROSA JULIA DE LA CRUZ (BOBA)

	Quisqueya 1 PVDC
	Quisqueya 1
	Quisqueya 1 PVDC


The names of the power plants were corrected. 

6. Revised CDM-PSB-Form: The DNA is requested to also submit revised “Proposed Standardized Baseline Submission Form (CDM-PSB-Form)” accordingly(Word and Pdf files).
Please find attached the revised CDM-PSB-Form (Word and Pdf files) 3rd submission (resubmission date: 13 March 2015). 

