Standardized baseline on sustainable charcoal production in Rwanda: 
Stakeholder comments and resolution
	No.
	Comment
	Response

	1
	Will you be submitting the additional documentation supporting the submission (e.g. relevant data,statistics, studies, calculation tables, quality control report, etc.), where applicable  
	Yes, the referred documents/reports will be submitted if link/or public availability is not indicated.

	2
	Please provide the source for table 1 and figure 1and this should apply to all tables and figures where applicable
	Source has now been added below the table and figure, in the revised SB form.

	3
	Can the methodological approach contained in approved methodology AMS III K also be used? Please also refer Uganda SB on Charcoal.
	The methodology AMS.III.BG was developed along with the Uganda SB on charcoal and is more comprehensive and encompassing than AMS.III.K, as is also evident from the measures covered by the SB.

	4
	It is stated that, in Rwanda, around 80% of the firewood and charcoal comes from privately operated plantations of eucalyptus trees and other small-scale agro forestry programs. Does this mean that the feed stock is intentionally grown for charcoal production? In which case it would mean that largest percentage of charcoal produced is from renewable sources?
	Growing forests in Rwanda doesn't intentionally target charcoal production and firewood. However, the lack of affordable alternative source of energy makes predominance of use of forest for charcoal production and firewood.  

	5
	It is stated that, ‘A proportion of 46% of the forest cover is classified as natural forests, i.e. 207,000 ha, and the rest is classified as public and private plantations’. Reference for the same should also be cited.
	This information and data is sourced from document by Ministry of Infrastructure, 2015. The reference has been included in the revised SB form.

	6
	The document states that, the annual deforestation rate between 1960 and 1970 was found to be 2.9% and still continues to be 1.8% between 1990 and 2010 despite various conservation measures. Is there any statistics on the current deforestation rate?
	The said statement is coming from extensive literature review and the source too is indicated.

	7
	The source of the statement ‘the production of this charcoal has always been the result of supported efforts from international donors, as observed in other African countries’ is to be indicated.
	The source of the said statement has been included in the revised SB form. It comes from the detailed field survey report ‘Development of a Sustainable Charcoal Production CDM porgramme of activities/ NAMA in Rwanda, 2014’.

	8
	Does the absence of data on alternative feed stock necessarily supposed to drive you to such a conclusion? I suggest you make effort to establish on your own if no alternative feedstocks are used in order to have a better justification for the 0%.
	Based on extensive literature review and the aforesaid source, it is construed that in Rwanda, the data on the amount of charcoal produced from alternative feedstocks (i.e. other than the purely woody biomass), such as mixed agricultural wastes, is negligible.

	9
	In the Rwanda energy policies, is there any policy legislation on biomass consumption?
	No, there is no policy on biomass consumption

	10
	It is indicated that ‘the Rwandan DNA confirms in an official letter, that there is no legal requirement for capture and destruction of methane in charcoal production facilities’. Is a copy of this letter available?
	The letter will be submitted by the Rwandan DNA to UNFCCC to confirm the non-existence of any legal requirement for methane capture and destruction from charcoal production facilities.

	11
	Is the fraction of non-renewable biomass (fNRB) the new one?
	Yes, the fNRB value has been proposed for standardization following the recently approved CDM TOOL30.

	12
	The Global Warming Potential of methane is 28. Please see:https://www.ipcc.ch/pdf/assessment-report/ar5/wg1/WG1AR5_Chapter08_FINAL.pdf
	The GWP of methane has been taken as 25 it being the default value indicated in the methodology. Any revision of GWP is to be approved by COP.

	13
	For the purpose of ex ante calculation, IPCC default value should be used for NCVcharcoal. Please refer page 12 of AMS III BG v3.

Further, the use of drafult value is option 1. In case of option 2, the PP/CME has to determine NCV based on an equation. Check appendix 1 of AMS III BG v03.Also, please check units of this value as compared to the meth, the value is 29.5 GJ/t.
	IPCC default value has been used for NCVcharcoal. Deemed value used for demonstration of 5% threshold. Units have been corrected in the revised SB form.

	14
	The SB form indicates data for 1960-2002. Please ensure whether this is latest data available on wood fuel needs or per capita wood consumption?
	The data from 1960-2002 has also been included in the SB form for just reinforcing the consumption pattern and to present historic data.

	15
	As per the trend indicated in table 8 and 9, the fNRB value is estimated to be 72 to 79% between 2017 and 2018. Hence, kindly justify the calculation of 84% in table 10. 

It is fine to compare previous fNRB value (98%) than the proposed values (84%), however, the data projection given in the SB does not fully support the 84% fNRB calculation. Please explain.
	The fNRB value of 84% is the average value from 2015-2026.

	16
	The latest data from National Forest Inventory should be used.
	The SB form takes into account the most recent publicly available source.

	17
	Referring to WISDOM, the wood to charcoal conversion factor seems high. The default value Vs FNRB makes big difference.
	We had had a look into multiple reports and literature and realised that with the traditional kilns the factor would be high. However, with the improved kilns the wood to charcoal conversion factor would reduce. Therefore, from a conservative view-point, the default as provided in the methodology was only used. Nevertheless, considering the Rwanda specific numbers, the wood to charcoal factor has been changed from the meth prescribed default.

	18
	Proposing to use of a software used by MININFRA for energy consumption and see compare the used procedure in this document. Standard value.

Check with MININFRA regarding consistency of data/assumption.

Need to consider using data that MININFRA software used. The data is from National Forest Inventory and seem more latest.
	We have used the latest available data sources which are published. As part of the SB development, the most recent publicly available data has been used following the “Guideline for quality assurance and quality control of data used in the establishment of standardized baselines”.


