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Response for Criteria 2:
The inconsistency in the documents are corrected and now the only methodology discussed is AMS-III.H.

Response for Criteria 3.b.:
Based on the feedback, the DNA understands that they shall be waiting for the secretariat comments on the data template and will address secretariat’s comments (if any) until the data template is approved by the secretariat.

Response for Criteria 3.f.
(a) The new submission by DNA will include the feasibility study that was carried out before the development of the Standardized Baselines. 
(b) The documents have been updated to cite the latest methodological tools on additionality of smallscale and microscale project activities.
(c) The new submission by DNA will include the copy of “The National Environment (Standards for Discharge of Effluent into Water or on Land) Regulations, S.I. No 5/1999”.
(d) The new submission by DNA will include the signed QA/QC protocol is now signed by the DNA both on the SBL documents and separately.

Response for Criteria 4:
The DNA has hired a DOE as an independent third party for the assessment of the Standardized Baselines reports. The Standardized Baseline documents do not propose any additional approaches or methodologies other than those approved under the UNFCCC. The DNA of Uganda is proposing no new approach to be assessed by the DOE. The DOE in their final assessment report gave their positive opinion on the Standardized Baseline development result including data collection and calculation process. 

The approach is based on the “Guidelines for the establishment of sector specific standardized baseline” in combination with the approved methodology AMS-III.H. which is inline with the general procedures and guidelines for the development of Standardized Baseline. The data quality and assurance has been carried out based on the “Quality assurance and quality control of data used in the establishment of standardized baselines”. These are confirmed by the DOE during their assessment.

Since the assessment report is prepared by a third party DOE (TuV Nord), legally and due to conflict of interest, the DNA cannot intervene the assessment process directly and revise the final assessment report. In case there is a clear specific comment on the DOE’s assessment report, please provide an official feedback addressing the DOE on the aspects that are missing in their report. Please provide information on what exact criteria they should have followed for the generation of the final assessment report so that the DNA can contact the DOE and support them with additional documents and evidence for further revision of their assessment report if needed.




