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1 INTRODUCTION

ITC Limited has commissioned Det Norske Veritastifieation AS (DNV) to carry out the
verification of voluntary emissions reductions rdpd for the CDM project activity “14.1
MW grid connected wind energy project in Tamilndgul TC Limited” (UNFCCC Reference
Number: 3035) for the pre-registration period fr@® September 2008 to 13 March 2010
under the VCS program as per VCS 2007.1 standdris. Vierification aims to assess and
verify the emission reduction occurred before #gistration of the “14.1 MW grid connected
wind energy project in Tamilnadu by ITC Limited"asCDM project activity. Thus, this
verification report contains the findings from therification according to Voluntary Carbon
Standard 2007.1/21/.

1.1 Objective

Verification of “pre-registration” emission redustis from a project activity is an
independent review an@x-post determination by a Verification Entity or Designéte
Operational Entity (DOE) (which is the approvedifier under CDM GHG program) of the
monitored reductions in GHG emissions that haveaiwed as a result of the implementation
of a CDM project activity during the period frometldate when the project started to operate
until the date when the project was actually regest as a CDM project activity by the CDM
Executive Board (EB).

Certification is the written assurance by a Cexdifion Entity that, during a specific period in
time, a project activity achieved the emission mduns as verified. According to the
eligibility criterion for VCS validation and verifations, the Certification Entity is defined as
an entity which has been accredited as a DOE bZ e Executive Board for the particular
scope into which the project falls or has beenedited as an approved Certification Entity
by the VCS Steering Committee. DNV is an accredD€dE for the particular scope into
which the project falls.

The objective of this verification was to verifydanertify the voluntary emissions reductions
reported for the “14.1 MW grid connected wind erygpgoject in Tamilnadu by ITC Limited”
for the period 20 September 2008 to 13 March 2010.

1.2 Scope and Criteria
1.2.1 Scope of the verification

The scope of the verification is:

- Verify whether the reductions generated by the gmtojare in line with the
Voluntary Carbon Standard and the information pfedi by the project
participants contains all the necessary informationevidence the project’s
compliance with all criteria in the Voluntary Carb8tandard 2007.1.

» Verify that the project was implemented as desdrilie the Project Design
Document (PDD) during the verification period.
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* Confirm that the monitoring system was implemengetl fully functional to
generate voluntary emission reductions (V@Uvithout any double counting
during the whole verification period.

* By checking the monitoring records and the emissioeduction calculation,
express a conclusion whether reported data areaeceomplete, consistent, and
transparent, with a reasonable level of assurancefiee of material error or
misstatement.

» Validation of VCS 2007.1 requirements not covergdhe CDM validation.

1.2.2 Validation Criteria for VCS requirements not covered by the CDM
validation

As the project has been validated under the CODNDNY (validation Report No: 2008-1060,
Dated 30 September 2009) /10/ and it was regstenel4 March 2010 under the UNFCCC
reference number 3035

126/, a further validation shall be completed dudes 1.12, 1.13, 1.14, 8.1 and 8.2 of the
VCS Project Description template /25/ as requirgdthe current VCS 2007.1 “Policy
Announcement from the VCS Association - Furtherdaoce for Projects that are registered
in Two GHG Programs?’24/ This validation was completed as part of the curréCU
verification (see appendix A).

1.2.3 Verification Criteria

According to the requirements and guidance of V08721, the criteria of this verification
include the relevant applicable rules and steps G&R verification under the CDM
excluding:

 The public availability of the VER/VCS Monitoririgeport;

* The public availability the Verification Repom@ VCU Certification Statement.

According to the VCS, the verification also inclgdeEn independent third party assessment of
the project design. In particular, the project tiase monitoring plan and the project
compliance with relevant applicable protocols aniteda (i.e. UNFCCC, VCS, host Party
and others) are to be validated in order to confinat the project design, as documented, is
sound and reasonable and meets the applicablaarite

The project design, its eligibility as CDM projemttivity and the correct application of the
CDM approved baseline and monitoring methodology SA\MD (version 13) /20/ have
already been validated by DNV and the project weagistered as CDM project activity with
the reference number 3035 on 14 March 2010

/26/. Based on the validation of the project activitgnducted and also based on the
registration of the project as a CDM project atyivdy CDM EB, DNV is of the opinion that
that the project design as documented is soundpnadle and meets the relevant UNFCCC
and host Party criteria. As part of the validatapinion provided by DNV it was concluded
that “14.1 MW grid connected wind energy project in Taradu by ITC Limited as described in

! As per VCS, Verified Emission Reductions (VERs) emesidered to be VCUs only after successful reggisin in an
approved VCU Registry.
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the PDD of 6 July 2009 (version B/ meets all relevant UNFCCC requirements for the
CDM and all relevant host country criteria and eotly applies the approved baseline and
monitoring methodologies AMS-1.D. (Version 12)0/.

As the VCS recognizes the CDM as a GHG Programntiests its VCU verification criteria,
this verification report thus only addresses VC®c#jr and unique criteria in terms of
project design, applicability to the adopted metilody and additionality that have not been
so far addressed in the validation regd@/ as per CDM requirements.

The verification team has conducted the verificatbmsed on the recommendations in the
Validation and Verification Manudl9/.

1.3 VCS Project Description:

1.3.1 Project Category
According to the VCS 2007.1 Guidelines and thedfsectoral Scopes of the UNFCCC, the
project is applicable under the following activitgtegories:

- Category 1 — Renewable energy (wind, PV, solamnthé biomass, liquid biofuels,
geothermal, run-of-river hydro).

According to Annex A of the Kyoto Protocol, the jct is applicable under the sectoral
scope 1

- Energy Industries (renewable/ non renewable solrces

1.3.2 Geographic Location

The project is located in Theni and Tirunelvelitdit of Tamil Nadu state in India with four
WEGs of 1.65 MW each capacity of Vestas make |lacatd heni and five WEGs of 1.5 MW
each capacity of Suzlon make located in TirunelvEtie location of the project is defined
using GPS coordinates and the details have beenslied under section A.4.1.4 of the
registered PDD1/ and the same have been checked against the caommgscertificates
112].

1.3.3 Project Background

The project involves installation of 14.1 MW (grpssapacity grid-connected wind based
power project. The first WEG started commercialrafien on 20 September 20082/ and
the last WEG was commissioned on 30 September A@8The project generates electricity
by harnessing the wind resources available in #ggon and the electricity generated is
wheeled through the Tamil Nadu state electriciig @nd meets the electricity requirement
of ITC’s packing and printing facility located airdvottiyur, Chennai which would have
otherwise been purchased from the grid and thessxoewer available is sold to the grid. The
project activity is the installation of nine newidgconnected WEGS, the project reduces
GHG emissions by displacing electricity would haikerwise been generated in the existing
fossil fuel powered plants in the southern gridbpthe addition of new generation.

The project has applied the approved CDM simpliftemseline methodology AMS-I.D,
version 13, Grid connected renewable electricity generatid20/
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This verification report accounts for emission retitns generated by the project fraaa
September 2008 to 13 March 2010he projects emission reductions are determiredha
product of the net amount of electricity exportedttie southern grid and thex-antefixed
grid emission coefficient of 0.92718 tG&MWh for the southern regional grid of India.

Title of the project activity: 14.1 MW grid connected wind energy project in
Tamilnadu by ITC Limited
Location of the project activity: Udsdgor village, Tirunelveli district,

Tamil Nadu state, India

VCU Verification period: 20 Sember 2008 to 13 March 2010
Project Operation start date: 20 Sept=rrab08

1.4 Level of assurance

During the verification, DNV has focused on prowgia reasonable level of assurance that;

— the emission reduction calculation methodologgauis appropriate and correctly applied,
and

— that the emission reductions have been accuratetyitored.
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2 VERIFICATION METHODOLOGY

The verification of the emission reductions hasassd all factors and issues that constitute
the basis for the emission reductions from thegmtoaccording to applicable approved CDM
simplified baseline methodology AMS-I.D, version, 1&rid connected renewable electricity
generatiori /20/

Verification team
The verification team consists of the following gmnnel:

Role/Qualification | Last Name First Name Country | Type of involvement
=
(=}
0 : |3
= o >
2 2 c e 5
Q > o o —_ Q.
3 2 | £ |2 |8 |E
< |£ |8 |8 |E |B
g | 2 T |5 |8 3
[a) [9)] @ [9)] = L
CDM validator / | Govindarajulu | Murali India [V [~V [~V [V
technical team
leader
GHG Auditor Seshan Ranganathah India/ v [V |+
Sector Expert Parthasarathy]  Kannan Indig \ \
Technical Flagstad Ole A. Norway N
Reviewer
Duration of verification
Assessment: 31 May 2010 to 2 June 2010
Reportingand QA/QC 4 June 2010 to 22 September 2010

2.1 Review of Documentation

The monitoring reports (version 01, 02 ,03 & 0%) emission reduction spreadshégt and
the monthly electricity generation statement anchtiiy electricity bill issued by the TNEB
were assessed as a part of the verificaaf7//8/. In addition the VCS Project Description,
in particular the baseline estimations and the todng plan contained in the registered
CDM PDD, CDM validation report No: 2008-1060 of DNXO/, the commissioning
certificate of the WEGAL2/ and calibration report®/ were also assessed.

2.2 Site Visit

During the site visit from 31 May 2010 to 2 Junel@ODNV has done an assessment on the
emission reduction from the project activity ané fmplementation of the project activity.
During the assessment, DNV has verified the aatpakation of the project as described in
the PDD/3/ and the instruments used for monitoring electrieport to grid including the
calibration record#9/ for the instruments. There are nine WEG and tlegggnsupplied to the
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grid is monitored by individual meters. The metars to be calibrated annually as per the
monitoring plan in the registered PDB.However in the case of the meters attached td the
Vestas make machine the meters were due for ctidibrdoy 22 August 2009 but were
calibrated only on 19 December 2009. The emisstaluctions have been adjusted for the
period of delay in calibratiofb/. The calibration certificates were found to be iides/9/.

2.3 Assessment

The data presented in the monitoring report wesessed in detail by a thorough review of
the detailed project documentation and log shémtesrviews with personnel at ITC Limited,
collection of measurements, observation of estaédismonitoring and reporting practices and
assessment of the reliability of monitoring equipind his has enabled the verification team
to assess the accuracy and completeness of repodeitbring results and verify the correct
application of the approved monitoring methodoloBata from other sources include the
grid emission factor which is fixed through out tirediting period.

2.4 Report of Findings
Findings established during the verification maythms:

)] the verification is not able to obtain sufficientidence for the reported emission
reductions or part of the reported emission redusti In this case these emission
reductions shall not be verified and certified;

i) the verification has identified material misstatesein the reported emission
reductions.

While aiming to resolve any outstanding issues tineeded be clarified about the project
design, findings established during the verificatean either be seen as a non-fulfilment of
the VCU Verification Criteria or where a risk toetHulfilment of project objectives is
identified. Emission reductions with material mé&stments shall be discounted based on the
verifiers’ ex-postdetermination of the achieved emission reductions.

Corrective action requests (CAR) are issued, where:

i) mistakes have been made with a direct influence parject results requiring
adjustments of the VERs/VCUs monitoring report;

i) applicable methodology specific requirements hatebeen met.

A request for clarification (CL) may be used whadslitional information is needed to fully
clarify an issue.

A forward action request (FAR) should be issuedengh

i) the actual project monitoring and reporting pragicequires attention and /or
adjustment for the next consecutive verificationigu or
i) an adjustment of the MP is recommended.

In the context of FARS, risks have been identifietlich may endanger the delivery of high
guality emissions reductions in the future, i.e. dgviations from standard procedures as
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defined by the MP. As a consequence, such aspeatsddsreceive a special focus during the
next consecutive verification. A FAR may origindtem lack of data sustaining claimed
emission reductions.

DNV was able to verify that the GHG emission reduts reported for thel4.1 MW grid
connected wind energy project in Tamilnadu by IT@nited” in the VCU monitoring report
version 4 of 27 August 201Q/ are fairly stated.

No forward action request (FAR) was identified.

3 VERIFICATION FINDINGS

This section summarises the findings from the ieaiion of the voluntary emission
reductions reported for thel4.1 MW grid connected wind energy project in Taradu by ITC

Limited” for the period from20 September 2008 to 13 March 201Dhe findings of the
verification are documented in more detail in thlevant section of this report.

3.1 Remaining Issues from Previous Validation or Verifcation

As this is the first verification of the Volunta@arbon Units (VCU), under the Voluntary
Carbon Standard (VCS 2007.1), for 14.1 MW grid @mtad wind energy project in
Tamilnadu by ITC Limited, no previous CAR or FAR megeidentified with regards to
remaining issues from the validation stage.

3.2 Project Implementation

The last WEG of the project activity was commissidron 30 September 20082/ The
project boundaries and all key equipments arena iith the registered CDM PDD. The
project boundary covers source of electricity gatien and the grid to which the generated
electricity is exported. The following equipmenbigerational as addressed in the PDD:

« 5 WEGSs of 1.5 MW capacity, Suzlon make.
* 4 WEGS of 1.65 MW capacity, Vestas make.

The project has all statutory clearances and ratedacuments and these have been verified
by DNV during the site visit.

3.2.1 Eligible GHGs

The project activity contributes to reductions Ire temissions of carbon dioxide (&Qy
generating electricity using a renewable sources,tldisplacing electricity generation based
on fossil fuels in the southern regional grid aditn

3.2.2 Project Start Date and Emission Reduction Start Dag

The starting date of the project activity has been as the date of commissioning of the
first WEG of the bundle and consequently emissemiuction start date is 20 September 2008
112/ as verified from the commissioning certificatestbé WEGSs issued by Tamil Nadu
Electricity Board.
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3.2.3 Public Funding and Grants

The validation of the CDM project did not revealyanformation that indicated that the
project received any public funding.

3.2.4 Project Boundary/GHG Assessment Boundary

The project boundary is clearly defined as the litthe project activity as well as the power
plants connected to the southern regional grichdfa to which the project plant is connected
by transmission lines.

3.2.5 Baseline Determination

As the project activity has been registered as aMqoject by the UNFCCC Executive
Board on 14 March 2010

126/, it is thus confirmed that:

i) The project correctly applies the CDM approveadified baseline methodology
AMS-I.D, version 13, Grid connected renewable electricity generatid20/.

i) The baseline and monitoring methodologies haeen correctly applied and the
assumptions made for the selected baseline sceaarargound.

3.2.6 Project Additionality

As the project activity has been registered as aMqoject by the UNFCCC Executive
Board on 14 March 2010

126/, it is thus confirmed that the project activityrist a likely baseline scenario, and that
emission reductions resulting from the projectadditional.

According to the CDM validation report, the investm analysis demonstrates that the most
plausible scenario is the continuation of currergvpiling practice and that the emission

reductions by the project are additional to anyssion reductions occurring in absence of the
project.

Detailed information regarding project additionali available at:
i) PDD version 03 of 6 July 2009/.
i) DNV, CDM validation report dated 30 September 20003.

3.2.7 GHG Emission

As the project activity has been registered as MGoject by the UNFCCC Executive
Board on 14 March 2010

126/, it is thus confirmed that the approach for detamg project and baseline emissions are
appropriate and in accordance with the selecteelinasand monitoring methodologies.

The calculation of the baseline emission factor wasformed as required by the
methodology. The parameters were calcul&ednte The Operating Margin (OM) emission
factor calculation was based on the simple OM nubtluption (a) as described in tool to
calculate the emission factor for an electricitgteyn. This method was selected because low
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cost/ must run resources constitute less than 50¢86tal grid generation in average of the
three most recent years.

The Build Margin (BM) emission factor was also ecdétedex-antebased on the most recent
information available at the time of PDD submiss{data from 2004-05). Details about the
data used for calculation of OM and BM emissiondes were presented in the CDM PDD
and the sources of data were verified by the lasaéssor during the site visit.

The validated grid emission factor calculatdantefrom OM and BM emission factors
above mentioned and applied for baseline emis&duations is 0.92718 tGMWh.

The baseline emission from the project is calcdlai® a product of net electricity exported by
the project activity & combined margin emissiontéacof the Southern grid fixed ex ante.
Based on the combined margin £€nission coefficient of the southern regional grfidndia

of 0.92718 tCQMWh and total electricity exported, the basel@missions have been
verified to be 45 037 tCQequivalent for the period 20 September 2008 tdasch 2010 /1/
against the estimate of 52 934 tCé€yuivalent for the corresponding period in theisteged
PDD .The emission reduction achieved is 14.31% tdiven the estimate.

There are no project emissions associated witpithject activity.

3.2.8 Secondary Effects
No leakage has been associated with the projdaettact

3.2.9 Impacts on Sustainable Development
As the project activity has been registered as a Qb project by the UNFCCC Executive
Board on 14 March 2010

126/, it is DNV’s contention that the project’s soced environmental impacts have been
sufficiently addressed. In addition, the DNA of imchas provided confirmation that the
project assists in achieving sustainable developntierough the Letter of Approval issued on
29 June 200/

3.3 Completeness of Monitoring

The CDM approved baseline methodology AMS-I.D (i@rsl13) has been applied for the
project activity /20/. As required by the monitoring methodology AMS-l.Rersion 13,
monitoring of parameters essentially comprises:

» Electricity of generation - net export to grid ugielectronic trivector meters installed
at the grid interconnection points.

Thus the net power export to grid is considered €onission reduction calculations. The
details of the monitoring parameters have beenigeavunder Appendix C of this report.

3.4 Accuracy of Emission Reduction Calculations

No significant reporting risks have been identiffed the data reported. All the data required
for emission reduction has been sourced from thethhp statements on net electricity
generation issued by the Tamil Nadu Electricity Bo@ NEB) /6/ and cross checked against
the monthly electricity consumption bills of therting and packaging unit of ITC at Chennai
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and the debit note issued by ITC to TNEB after nedl@tion of the energy purchased from
the grid by the packaging and printing unit witratttexported by the WEGIZ//8/. The
monthly bill statement for the Suzlon make WEG'sifgo the 1% of the month and in the
case of Vesta make WEG's the monthly billing iscutite 18" of the month. The monitoring
period is up to and including £3March 2010.So the reading from the statementranyé¢he
month of February 2010 to March 2010 has beenidered and generation up to"18f
March 2010 has been arrived at by makpng rata adjustments in a conservative manner. In
the case of Suzlon WEG|wo rata reduction of the generation for two days has beade
andpro rata addition of three days in the case of Vestas WH@&shines from the respective
monthly statement to arrive at the generation lf@ period up to and including 13 March
2010. In the case of Suzlon machines, fiherata adjustment has been made by taking the
total generated quantity as per the monthly staté¢rfue the period 15 February 2010 to 15
March 2010 and computing the proportionate quatitythe period 15 February 2010 to 13
March 2010 by multiplying the quantity with the dafpr the period under consideration with
the total number days considered in the monthitestant. In the case of Vestas machine the
the monthly statement is for the period 10 Febri&0¥0 to 10 March 2010.So in this case
prorata adjustment has been made by taking the total gyanitthe respective figures as per
the monthly statement for the subsequent periodigifeom 11 March 2010 to 10 April 2010
and computing the proportionate quantity for theqee11l March 2010 to 13 March 2010 by
multiplying the quantity with the days for the pti under consideration with the total
number days considered in the monthly statementaaiting this quantity to that of the
billing period is from 10 February 2010 to 10 Mar2@10 to arrive at the quantity for the
period 10 February 2010 to 13 March 2010.This aggiioadopted is conservative in
estimation of generation for the period as the giwn arrived at for the period is 805 795
kWh against the generation of 829 150 kWh for thee period when computed taking the
generated quantity for the days from the WEG cdietrdhe generation data at the WEG
controller end was crosschecked with the monttdyestent issued by TNEB and it could be
confirm that the approach adopted is conservative.

The calibration of the meters is to be done angualld it is seen that the calibration of the
Vestas WEG’s were due on 22 August 2009 but wasechout only on 19 December 2009.
A CL was raised regarding this gap in the periodalibration and the same has been closed
based on the revised emission reduction calculdtam the PP after applying the maximum
inaccuracy level of the meters on the measuredegadis per the guidelines issued by the EB
of CDM /27/.

During the verification period the project activisgxported 48.575 GWh of electricity. Based
on the combined margin G@mission coefficient for the of the southern regiogrid of
India of 0.92718 tC&@MWh and total electricity exported, the baselamissions have been
verified to be45 037tCO, equivalent for the period 20 September 2008 tavikBch 2010
11115,

The calibration of monitoring equipment is beingim@ned and same has been verified by
DNV. The meters installed at the grid interconr@ctpoints which are under control of
TNEB are tested periodically and should be calddaannually as per Energy Wheeling
Agreement with TNEB11/The calibration certificates of the meté®@ were also verified.
However in the case of the meters attached to ¥esas make machine the meters were due
for calibration by 22 August 2009 but were calibcatonly on 19 December 2009.The
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emission reduction have been adjusted for the gpesfodelay in calibration5/ as per the
guidelines for assessing compliance with the catibn frequency requirementa7/

3.5 Quality of Evidence to Determine Emission Reductios

The emission reductions reported during 20 Septer20@8 to 13 March 2010 was verified
to be45 037tCO,.Sufficient evidence was presented for the repanetdcemission reductions.

3.6 Management and Operation System

ITC Limited has established management procedures and impkxsinefiectively to ensure
that the process is consistent. The proceduresrcmanagement responsibilities, data
monitoring procedures, training procedures, pecaldinternal audits, management reviews
and corrective actions in case of any deviatiofscétely. The WEGs are operated by the
equipment supplier and these sites are coveredr u8@e 9001 for the quality management
systems.
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4 VALIDATION OPINION

Det Norske Veritas Certification AS (DNV) has perfed a validation of additional clauses
of the VCS Project Description template far4'1 MW grid connected wind energy project in
Tamilnadu by ITC Limitéd It is DNV’s opinion that the 14.1 MW grid connected wind energy
project in Tamilnadu by ITC Limitédas described in the monitoring report of versiofa dated

27 August 2010 meets requirements of additionalsda 1.12, 1.13, 1.14, 8.1 and 8.2 of the
VCS Project Description template.

5 VERIFICATION STATEMENT

Det Norske Veritas Certification AS (DNV) has perfed the verification of the emission
reductions reported for the CDM project activity41l MW grid connected wind energy
project in Tamilnadu by ITC Limited” (UNFCCC Regaion Ref. No3035 for the pre-
registration period from20 September 2008 to 13 March 201@s these emission reductions
occur prior to the registration of the project asDW project activity, these emission
reductions cannot be claimed as Certified Emissk®eductions (CERs). The emission
reductions are thus claimed as Voluntary Carbont&)i(W¥CU) under the Voluntary Carbon
Standard (VCS) 2007.1.

ITC Limited is responsible for the collection of data in aatamce with the validated
monitoring plan and the reporting of GHG emissioaductions from the project.

It is DNV’s responsibility to express an independegrification statement on the reported
GHG emission reductions from the project.

DNV conducted the verification on the basis of @M approved simplified baseline
methodology AMS-1.D, version 13, “Grid connectedi@eable electricity generation”, the
monitoring plan included in the PDD of the projeatd the VCU monitoring report version
04 of 27 August 2010. The verification includedhgcking whether the provisions of the
monitoring methodology AMS-I.D, version 13 and thenitoring plan in the CDM PDD
were consistently and appropriately applied andhi collection of evidence supporting the
reported data.

DNV’s verification approach draws on an understangdiof the risks associated with

reporting of GHG emission data and the controlpliace to mitigate these. DNV planned and
performed the verification by obtaining evidence ather information and explanations that
DNV considers necessary to give reasonable assarahat reported GHG emission

reductions are fairly stated.

In DNV’s opinion, the GHG emissions reduction fbe tregistered CDM project activity
“14.1 MW grid connected wind energy project in Taadu by ITC Limitel as reported in the
VCU Monitoring Report version 4 dated 27 August®@te fairly stated and the project
design meets all VCU verification criteria.

The GHG emission reductions were correctly caladabn the basis of the CDM approved
simplified baseline methodology AMS-I.D, versionab8 the monitoring plan contained in
the validated CDM PDD for the project.
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Det Norske Veritas Certification AS is able to ifgrthat the emission reductions from the
“14.1 MW grid connected wind energy project in Thradu by ITC Limited” during the
period 20 September 2008 to 13 March 2010, amawst 037tCO, equivalent.

DNV does not assume any responsibility towardsidgheance and utilization of the VCUs
hereby verified and certified. Request for issuaot&/CUs shall be made by the project
proponent to an approved VCS Program Registry basetthe requirements set out under the
most recent version of the VCS Program Guideliteasse on VCS Registratian

The verification of reported emission reductiondased on the information made available

to DNV and the engagement conditions detailed i réport. DNV cannot be held liable by
any party for decisions made or not made basedhisréport.

Chennai and Osl@2 September 2010

L
(;E_/\ \/ /‘{/{5&&/ [géhah .

Murali Govindarajulu Michael Lehmann
Project manager/Verifier irdator for Services and Technologies
Det Norske Veritasrtification AS

2 All Voluntary Carbon Units (VCU) are issued, heldd cancelled in VCS registries. The VCS Assomiatixpects that
multiple VCS registries will be available under €S and hopes to have registries approved una@ey@s in the first
half of 2008. Further information is available owi(http://www.v-c-s.org)
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6 REFERENCES
Documents provided by the Project Participants tieddite directly to the project.

11/

121

13/

141

/51

16/

171

18/
19/

110/

111/

112/

113/

114/

ITC Limited, VER/VCUMonitoring Report <14.1 MW grid connected wind energy
project in Tamilnadu by ITC Limited” Monitoring ped: from 20 September 2008 to
13 March 2010, version 01 of 20 April 2010,versithdated 13 July 2010,version 03
dated 30 July 2010 and version 04 dated 27 Audid.2

DNA of India: LoA for the 14.1 MW grid connected v energy project in Tamilnadu
by ITC Limited dated 29 June 2009.

http://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/DB/DNV-CUK1255509485/view

“14.1 MW grid connected wind energy project in Thradu by ITC Limited”CDM
Project Design Documenersion 3 dated 6 July 2009.

http://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/DB/DNV-CUK1255509485/view

TNEB: Monthly statements on net electricity expdrte grid (for both the Suzlon and
Vestas make machines) that covers the petib8eptember 2008 to 13 March 20Ewr
Suzlon machine the monthly statement period is fid#h of the month to 18 of the
succeeding month and in the case of Vestas maittisiom 11" of the month to 10
of the succeeding month.

Spreadsheet for Calculation of Voluntary Emissioed&ctions dated 30 July 2010.
(VER Working_30.07.2010 calculation.xIs).

TNEB: Statement of energy generated through windlissiued every month showing
the net energy exported to grid every month forghaod September 2008 to March
2010.

TNEB: Monthly electricity bill issued to ITC Ltd ped September 2008 to March
2010.

ITC Limited: Debit note issued to TNEB Chennai covering themooing period.

TNEB: Calibration certificates of the meters inkdlat the grid interconnection points
dated 25 August 2009 and 19 December 2009. Seadippe for detailed information.

DNV: Validation Report — 14.1 MW grid connected wind energy project in Taradu by
ITC Limited” Report No. 2008-1060 dated 30 September 2009.

http://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/DB/DNV-CUK1255509485/view
TNEB: Energy wheeling agreement with TNEB dated 20 Sepézrf008.

TNEB: Certificates of Commissioning of the WEGs 2€pt 2008, 23 Sept 2008, 24 Sept
2008, 26 Sept 2008 , 27 Sept 2008 and 30 Sept 2008.

ITC Limited: Self Declaration letter from project proponenattithe project does not
yield any green benefits / renewable energy ceatiis & has not claim emission
reductions under any other GHG programme for thédication period 20 September

2008 to 13 March 20)adated 19 June 2010.

ITC Limited: Land sale deed for purchase of land for WEG b9 tiated 31 July 2008,
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115/

116/

117/

118/

1 August 2008, 15 August 2008 and 25 August 2008.

ITC Limited: Purchase order on Suzlon Energy for supply otilmers of WEG dated
10 July 2008.

ITC Limited: Purchase order on Vestas for supply of 4 numbEWEG dated 23 July
2008.

TNEB: No objection certificate issued by TNEB farsiallation of WEG dated 8
September 2008.

Government of Tamil Nadu Electrical Inspectoratppfoval to commission the WEG
dated 19 September 2008.

Background documents related to the design and&thodologies employed in the design or other
reference documents. Where applicable, Categoryc2mients have been used to cross-check project
assumptions and confirm the validity of informatigiven in the Category 1 documents and in
verification interviews.

119/
120/

121/

122/
123/

124/

125/

126/
127/

CDM Executive Boardvalidation and Verification Manual version 1.2

CDM Executive Board AMS I.D, version 13 Grid connected renewable electricity
generation”.

Voluntary Carbon Standard Association: VCS 200A/Mbltintary Carbon Standard -
Specification for the project-level quantificatiomonitoring and reporting as well as
validation and verification of greenhouse gas emisseductions or removals

Voluntary Carbon Standard AssociatiorPrégram Guidelines, 18 November 2008

VCS Project Registration and VCU Issuance &swersion 1.1

Voluntary Carbon Standard Association:Policy Annmement from the VCS Association
dated 19 March 2008 on further guidance for prgjebhat are Registered in Two GHG
Programs.

Voluntary Carbon Standard AssociatioRroject Description Templatel9 November
2007. Available athttp://v-c-s.org/docs/VCS%20PD.doc

CDM Project registration status :
http://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/DB/DNV-CUK1255509489/view

CDM Executive BoardGuidelines for assessing compliance with the catibn
frequency requirementsB 52 Annex 60.

Persons interviewed during the initial verificatioor persons contributed with other informationtha
are not included in the documents listed above.

128/

Ms.Radha Vijayaraghavan and Mr.Sankara Narayan&hf
Ms.Aditi Paul and Ms.Rajasri Khan of PwC
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Clarification of clauses 1.12, 1.13, 1.14, 8.1 aB of the VCS PD
The proposed project has been registered as a CDMqject on 14 March 2010 and the
reference number is 3035

/26/. As the VCS 2007.1 came into force on 18 Noven2€8, this monitoring period shall
be verified against the VCS 2007.1 in terms of W&S 2007.1. This clarification is annexed
to cover all the requirements set out in the VC8720 for project validation together with the
validated PDD (version 3.0, dated 6 July 20093pading to the Policy Announcement from
the VCS Associationhftp://www.v-c-s.org/documents.htjnl

Clarification of clauses 1.12, 1.13, 1.14, 8.1 ar&i2 of the VCS PD are as
follows:

1.12 Demonstration to confirm that the project wasnot implemented to
create GHG emissions primarily for the purpose ofts subsequent removal

or destruction.

Clarification: As a wind based power project, theogosed project will produce clean
electricity using biomass resources available & ridgion and will generate GHG emission
reductions by avoiding CQemissions from electricity generation of fossilfdired power.
Operation of this project does not lead to GHG siuiss. It is confirmed that the project was
not implemented to create GHG emissions primardy the purpose of its subsequent
removal or destruction.

1.13 Demonstration that the project has not createdanother form of

environmental credit (for example renewable energygertificates).

Clarification: The project is located in India arsddeveloped byTC Limited, which is an
Indian Enterprise. There is no other environmeptadit (for example renewable energy
certificate) which has or will be produced by otaibed for the projedtl3/.

1.14 Project rejected under other GHG programs (iapplicable):

Clarification: The proposed project is a registe@dM project, which does not fall into
rejected projects under other GHG programs

126/.

8.1 Proof of Title:

Clarification: Evidence of proof of titte has bedemonstrated by Letter of Approval issued
by the Ministry of Environment & Forest (MoEF) ddt&9 June 20022/ and ownership of
the plant and equipment at the site (attached amaeto the monitoring report) have been
evidenced from the land sale deétid/ purchase order15//16/ and commissioning
certificates/12/. The owner has also obtained all relevant perrfutsto the proposed
projecf17//18/ The project’s design and implementation has lmegried out in compliance
with all relevant and national legislation in India

8.2 Projects that reduce GHG emissions from activigs that participate in

an emissions trading program (if applicable):
The proposed project has been registered as a Ciojdcp on 14 March 2010 and the
reference number is 30336/, for which a renewable crediting period of 21 weaill be used
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under the CDM GHG Program and the first renewalpdsliting period is from 14 March
2010 to 30 November 2016. Therefore, GHG emisstoluctions generated by the proposed
project during the CDM crediting period will be ifegd as unigue CERs during the CDM
crediting period. Only GHG emission reductions agbd from 20 September 2008 to 13
March 2010/1/ will be considered as VCUs under the VCS 2007d il not be claimed
under any other voluntary programme for the pefroth 20 September 2008 to 13 March
2010. The emission reductions achieved from 20eseiper 2008 to 13 March 2010 will be
sold once and same has been verified by DNV frolindeelaration letter issued by project
proponent dated 19 June 201G/
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Corrective action requests

CLID Corrective action request

Response by ProjedParticipants

DNV'’s assessment of response by Proje
Participants

CAR1 | VCS PD and

registration ref. number

revised monitorir
report addressing the clauses 1.
1.13, 1.14, 8.1 and 8.2 of VCS 200]
to demonstrate compliance along W
supporting documents need to

presented. Also the UNFCCC proje

to

included in the monitoring report.

b

oVCS PD dated 18.06.2010 address
1the clauses 1.12, 1.13, 1.14, 8.1 and
raf VCS 2007.1 to
itbompliance along with supportin
b#documents and revised monitori
ageport, version 02 dated 13 July,20
éhave been presented. The UNFC

been included in the monitoring rep
version 02.

demonstrafteegistration number has been inclug

project registration ref. number has alsSéCS Project Description template tk]

iMNV confirm that in the revise
&ronitoring report the UNFCCC proje|

agnd the same was verified from {
NGDM project web site

126/. The revised monitoring repdg
Catldress the VCS clauses as per

pidre required to be addressed for projg
that are registered in
Programs.
CAR is closed.

ed
he

It
the
at
pCts

two GHG

CAR 2

ensure conservativeness.

The emission reduction calculatio
for the period 1 March 2010 to 1
March 2010 need to be revised

nghe daily generation figures for Suzl
AVEGs were available. From that the
#@xport figures for two days (£4narch and
15" March, 2010) have been derived
multiplying the daily generation figures |
import to generation ratio for the month
March,2010 for Suzlon WEGs (there

then subtracting those from the da
generation data.

import figures were available. From th

the daily actual net export figures we
derived for 11, 12" and 13 March, 2010.

total emission reduction figure for th

getting the import figures for the days) an

For Vestas WEGs the daily generation arafldition of the generation for 26 of

From these above mentioned exercises tgp

biThe monitoring period is up to and

ehcluding 13" March 2010.So th
reading from the statement covering
bBéhonth of February 2010 to Mar

010 has been considered &
;) eneration upto 3of March 2010 ha
een arrived at makingpro rata
djustments in a conservative man
n the case of Suzlon WEGso rata

alays has been made amio rata
raddition of three days in the case
Vestas WEG’s machines from t
respective monthly statement to arr
the generation for the period up

1%

-

he
th
ind

JJ

er.

p

8

of
he

ve
to

%nd including 13 March 2010. In tie




DET NORSKE VERITAS

CLID Corrective action request

Response by ProjedParticipants

DNV'’s assessment of response by Proje
Participants

period 1 March 2010 to 13 March 20
was achieved. It is found that the emiss
reduction figure achieved by this approg
is conservative. The revised calculation
the month of March 2010 is given in t
excel sheet ‘Calculation_Conservative’
the VER Workings workbook.

Ll@ase of Suzlon machines, tipeorata
adjustment has been made by taking
Iddtal generated quantity as per

f(f‘honthly statement for the period

I%omputing the proportionate quant
for the period 15 February 2010 to
March 2010 by multiplying the quanti
with the days for the period und
consideration with the total numb
days considered in the month
statement. In the case of Ves
machine the the monthly statement
for the period 10 February 2010 to
March 2010.So in this casprorata
adjustment has been made by taking
total quantity of the respective figur

subsequent period that is from
March 2010 to 10 April 2010 an
computing the proportionate quant
for the period 11 March 2010 to
March 2010 by multiplying the quanti
with the days for the period und
consideration with the total numb
days considered in the month
statement and adding this quantity
that of the billing period is from 1
February 2010 to 10 March 2010

'$ebruary 2010 to 15 March 2010 and

the
he
L5

ty
13
y
er
er
ly
[as
is
10

the
bS

as per the monthly statement for the

11
d

ty

13

Yy
er

er
ly
to
D
fo
10

arrive at the quantity for the period
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CLID Corrective action request

Response by ProjedParticipants

DNV'’s assessment of response by Proje
Participants

Ct

February 2010 to 13 March 2010.This

approach adopted is conservative
estimation of generation for the peri

in
Dhd

period is 805 795 kWh against t
generation of 829 150 kWh for t
same period when computed taking
generated quantity for the days from
WEG controller.

as the generation arrived at for ’Fe

e
e

the
he

CL is closed.
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Clarification requests from this verification

DNV’s assessment of response by Proje

Ct

CLID Clarification request Response by Project Paticipants Participants

CL1 | The QA/QC procedures indicated |iln the monitoring report Version 02 date®NV confirms that the revised
the monitoring report has to be in liné3 July, 2010, month wise details ofonitoring report incorporates the
with that in the registered PDIp€lectricity generation, import and emissibmonth wise details and the QA/QC
Month wise details of electricity"®duction have been incorporated. Also thgacedures have also been incluled
generation, import and emissip{p/VQC procedures have been described igfe ting that in the registered PDD.
reduction details to be provided in the"® with that in the registered PDD.
monitoring report. CL is closed.

CL 2 | The monitoring report to be revised|tdhe monitoring report has been revigefhe estimated emission reductipn
include the estimated emissipwith the figure of estimated emissipomputed for the period as per the
reduction during the period, thdeduction during the period and the actlgbgistered PDD /3/ is 52934.76
actual, achieved and reasons [f§fission reduction achieved and also the 0, The actual emission reduction |is
variation. variation has been mentioned. 45 037tCQ, /5/ and this is 15% lower

than the estimate.
CL is closed.

CL3 | The calibration of the meters pffhe monitoring report revised aftein the revised monitoring repolt,
Vestas WEG’s were due on 2corporating the necessary correction [f@gjorrection has been applied as per [EB
August 2009 but were done only pHelay. guideline for both import and export pf
19 December 2009.Correction s power for the period 10 Septemher
CDM EB guidelines need to be 2009 to 10 January 2010 in |a
applied for the period of delay in conservative manner which covers the
calibration. period of delay in calibration of Vestas

WEG’s from 22 August 2009 to 19
December 20009.
CL is closed.

Forward action requests from previous verification

EAR ID Forward action request Summary of how FAR has been Assessment of how FAR has been

addressed in this reporting period

addressed
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FAR ID

Forward action request

Summary of how FAR has been
addressed in this reporting period

Assessment of how FAR has been
addressed

FAR #

Being the first verification this is ng

tNot applicable.

applicable.

Not applicable.

Forward action requests from this verification

FAR ID

Forward action request

Response by Project Particiants

DNV’s assessment of response by Proje
Participants

FAR #

No forward action request was identifi

eNot applicable.

for the next verification process.

Not applicable.

- 000 -
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14.1MW GRID CONNECTED WIND ENERGY PROJECT IWAMILNADU BY ITC LIMITED

Assessment/ Observation

Assessment/ Observat

ion esgsent/ Observation

Data / Parameter:

(as in monitoring plan of PDD):
Instrument Tag number

EGy kWh
Net electricity supplied t
the regional electricity grid.

The WEG is connected toThe WEG is connected toThe WEG is connected to

grid through meter with
connection number 2666

EGy kWh
D Net electricity supplied t
the regional electricity grid.

1grid through meter with
connection number 2665.

EGy kWh
D Net electricity supplied tg
the regional electricity grid.

1grid through meter with
connection number 2672.

A=

I

Measuring frequency: Continuous (online ) Contirmianline ) Continuous (online )
Reporting frequency: Once in a month Once in a mont Once in a month
Is measuring and reporting frequency in | Yes Yes Yes

accordance with the monitoring plan and
monitoring methodology? (Yes / No)

Type of monitoring equipment:

Electronic trivectoeter of
class 0.5

Electronic trivector meter @
class 0.5

fElectronic trivector meter @
class 0.5

Is accuracy of the monitoring equipment
stated in the PDD? If the PDD does not
specify the accuracy of the monitoring

equipment, does the monitoring equipme
represent good monitoring practise?

aAccuracy of the monitoring
equipment is as stated in t
PDD.

nt

y Accuracy of the monitoring
hequipment is as stated in t
PDD.

y Accuracy of the monitoring
hequipment is as stated in t
PDD.

Calibration frequency /interval:

Selected  frequencyis
Annual. For this perioc
calibration has been done
11 Months.

Selected  frequency
I Annual. For this periog
icalibration has been done
11 Months.

SSelected  frequency
I Annual. For this periog
icalibration has been done
11 Months.

in

Is the calibration interval in line with the
monitoring plan of the PDD? If the PDD
does not specify the frequency of
calibration, does the selected frequency
represent good monitoring practise?

Yes. The calibration interva

is in line with thelis in line with the
monitoring plan of the PDD. monitoring plan of the PDD
The PDD specifies The PDD specifies

frequency of calibration offrequency of calibration offrequency of calibration g

the meters as once in
year.

1lYes. The calibration interva

athe meters as once in
year.

lYes. The calibration interva

is in line with the
5 The PDD specifies
athe meters as once in
year.

.monitoring plan of the PDD.

|

—

AN

Company performing

Tamilnadu Electricity Boa

rdlamilnadu Electricity Boarg

] Tamilnadu Electricity Boarg

)
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the calibration:

Did calibration confirm proper functioning
of monitoring equipment? (Yes / No):

Yes and is confirmed fron
TNEB calibration certificate
issued for the meter date
25 August 2009.The mete
was fixed on 22 Septemb
2008.

nYes and is confirmed fron
» TNEB calibration certificate
ribsued for the meter daté
P25 August 2009.The metg
ewvas fixed on 20 Septemb
2008.

nYes and is confirmed frorn
» TNEB calibration certificate

ribsued for the meter date

25 August 2009.The metg
ewas fixed on 24 Septemb
2008.

Is (are) calibration(s) valid for the whole
reporting period?

Yes. The calibratior
certificate of the meter hg
been checked and covers 1
entire reporting period.

1Yes. The calibratiof

\certificate of the meter ha
heeen checked and covers {
entire reporting period.

1Yes. The calibratior

\certificate of the meter hg
Heeen checked and covers 1
entire reporting period.

If applicable, has the reported data been
cross-checked with other available data?

Cross-checked wit
monthly electricity
consumption bills issued b
TNEB for the consuming
facility.

nCross-checked wit
monthly electricity
yconsumption bills issued b
) TNEB for the consuming
facility.

nCross-checked wit
monthly electricity
yconsumption bills issued b
) TNEB for the consuming
facility.

y

How were the values in the monitoring
report verified?

Against monthly statemen
issued by TNEB.

ISAgainst monthly statemen
issued by TNEB.

ISAgainst monthly statemen
issued by TNEB.

IS

Does the data management (from
monitoring equipment to emission
reduction calculation) ensure correct
transfer of data and reporting of emissior
reductions and are necessary QA/QC
processes in place?

Yes.

Yes.

Yes.

In case only partial data are available
because activity levels or non-activity
parameters have not been monitored in
accordance with the registered monitorin
plan, has the most conservative assump
theoretically possible been applied or ha
request for deviation been approved?

Not applicable.

Not applicable.

Not applicable.
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14.1MW GRID CONNECTED WIND ENERGY PROJECT IWAMILNADU BY ITC LIMITED

Assessment/ Observation Assessment/ Observation es#sent/ Observation
Data / Parameter:EGy kWh EGy kWh EGy kWh
(as in monitoring plan of PDD): Net electricity supplied toElectricity supplied tq Electricity  supplied tg

Instrument Tag number

the regional electricity grid.

grid through meter with
connection number 2682

regional electricity grid.

1grid through meter with
connection number 2687

regional electricity grid.

The WEG is connected toThe WEG is connected toThe WEG is connected to

1grid through meter with
connection number TO04.

Measuring frequency: Continuous (online ) Contiruganline ) Continuous (online )
Reporting frequency: Once in a month Once in a mont Once in a month
Is measuring and reporting frequency| ivies Yes Yes

accordance with the monitoring plan a
monitoring methodology? (Yes / No)

nd

Il

Type of monitoring equipment:

Electronic trivectoeter of
class 0.5.

Electronic trivector meter g
class 0.5.

fElectronic trivector meter o
class 0.5.

=

Is accuracy of the monitoring equipment
stated in the PDD? If the PDD does

asccuracy of the monitoring
neguipment is as stated in t

j Accuracy of the monitorin
hequipment is as stated in t

yAccuracy of the monitoring
hequipment is as stated in t

specify the accuracy of the monitoringDD. PDD. PDD.

equipment, does the monitoring equipment

represent good monitoring practise?

Calibration frequency /interval: Selected  frequencyis | Selected  frequency SSelected  frequency S
Annual. For this period Annual. For this period Annual. For this period
calibration has been done |icalibration has been done |icalibration has been done |in
11 Months. 11 Months. 11 Months.

Is the calibration interval in line with theYes. The calibration intervalYes. The calibration intervalNo. The calibration interval

monitoring plan of the PDD? If the PDOs in line with thelis in line with the| as per PDD is yearly. The
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does not specify the frequency
calibration, does the selected freque
represent good monitoring practise?

NCy

ahonitoring plan of the PDD

.monitoring plan of the PDD

.meter was fixed on 2
August 2008 and the ne
calibration was done on 1
December 2009 that is aft
a delay of four months.

Company performing the calibration:

Tamilnadu HEiety Board

Tamilnadu Electricity Boarg

| Tamilnadu Electricity Boarg

Did calibration confirm proper functionin
of monitoring equipment? (Yes / No):

gYes and is confirmed fron
TNEB calibration certificate
issued for the meter date
25 August 2009.The mete
was fixed on 26 Septemb
2008.

nYes and is confirmed fron
» TNEB calibration certificate
ribsued for the meter daté
b5 August 2009.The mets
ewas fixed on 27 Septemb
2008.

nYes and is confirmed frorn
» TNEB calibration certificate

219 December 2009.Th
emeter was fixed on 2
August 2008.

ribsued for the meter date

Is (are) calibration(s) valid for the whole
reporting period?

Yes. The calibratior
certificate of the meter hg
been checked and covers 1
entire reporting period.

1Yes. The calibratiof
\certificate of the meter ha
heeen checked and covers {
entire reporting period.

1 The meter was installed @

122 August 2008 and th
heext calibration was do
on 19 December
Since the calibratio
certificate did not cover th
whole monitoring period o

March 2010 correctio
factor has been applied f
the period 10 Septemb
2009 to 10 January 2010
a conservative approach.

If applicable, has the reported data b
cross-checked with other available data?

e@moss-checked wit
monthly electricity
consumption bills issued b
TNEB for the consuming
facility

nCross-checked wit
monthly electricity
yconsumption bills issued b
) TNEB for the consuming
facility.

nCross-checked wit
monthly electricity
yconsumption bills issued b
) TNEB for the consuming
facility.

How were the values in the monitori

nd\gainst monthly statemen

report verified?

ISAgainst monthly statemen

issued by TNEB.

ISAgainst monthly statemen

issued by TNEB.

20 September 2008 to 1

2009.

y
)

IS

issued by TNEB.
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Does the data management (fr
monitoring  equipment to  emissid
reduction calculation) ensure corré

transfer of data and reporting of emiss
reductions and are necessary QA/
processes in place?

Divies.
n

act

on

RC

Yes.

Yes.

In case only partial data are availa
because activity levels or non-activ
parameters have not been monitored
accordance with the registered monitor
plan, has the most conservative assump
theoretically possible been applied or ha
request for deviation been approved?

pNot applicable.
ty
in
ng
tion
sa

Not applicable.

Not applicable.

Assessment/ Observation

Assessment/ Observal

Data / Parameter:

(as in monitoring plan of PDD):
Instrument Tag number

EGy kWh
Net electricity supplied t
the regional electricity grid.

grid through meter with
connection number T0O5

EGy kWh
b Electricity  supplied
regional electricity grid.

{d

1grid through meter with
connection number TO6

ion esswEnt/ Observation
EGy kWh
Electricity  supplied td

regional electricity grid.

The WEG is connected toThe WEG is connected toThe WEG is connected 10

1grid through meter with
connection number TO7.

Il

Measuring frequency: Continuous (online ) Contiranline ) Continuous (online )
Reporting frequency: Once in a month Once in a mont Once in a month
Is measuring and reporting frequency in | Yes Yes Yes

accordance with the monitoring plan and
monitoring methodology? (Yes / No)

Type of monitoring equipment:

Electronic trivectoeter of
class 0.5.

Electronic trivector meter g
class 0.5.

fElectronic trivector meter o
class 0.5.

=

Is accuracy of the monitoring equipment
stated in the PDD? If the PDD does not

aBccuracy of the monitoring
equipment is as stated in t
PDD.

specify the accuracy of the monitoring

y Accuracy of the monitoring
hequipment is as stated in t
PDD.

j Accuracy of the monitoring
hequipment is as stated in t
PDD.
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equipment, does the monitoring equipment

represent good monitoring practise?

Calibration frequency /interval: Selected  frequencyis | Selected  frequency sSelected  frequency s
Annual. For this period Annual. For this period Annual. For this period
calibration has been done |icalibration has been done |icalibration has been done |in
14 Months. 14 Months. 14 Months.

Is the calibration interval in line with the | No. The calibration intervalNo. The calibration intervalNo. The calibration interval

monitoring plan of the PDD? If the PDD | as per PDD is yearly. Theas per PDD is yearly. Theas per PDD is yearly. The

does not specify the frequency of meter was fixed on 2Pmeter was fixed on 2Pmeter was fixed on 2P
calibration, does the selected frequency | August 2008 and the nekfAugust 2008 and the neki#ugust 2008 and the next

represent good monitoring practise? calibration was done on 1Salibration was done on 1Salibration was done on 19
December 2009 that is afteDecember 2009 that is afteDecember 2009 that is after
a delay of four months. a delay of four months. a delay of four months.

Company performing Tamilnadu Electricity Board Tamilnadu Electricity Board Tamilnadu Electricity Board

the calibration:

Did calibration confirm proper functioning Yes and is confirmed fromYes and is confirmed fromYes and is confirmed from

of monitoring equipment? (Yes / No): TNEB calibration certificate TNEB calibration certificate¢ TNEB calibration certificate
issued for the meter datedssued for the meter datedssued for the meter dated
19 December 2009.Thel9 December 2009.Thel9 December 2009.The
meter was fixed on 2Pmeter was fixed on 2Pmeter was fixed on 2P
August 2008. August 2008. August 2008.

Is (are) calibration(s) valid for the whole | The meter was installed anThe meter was installed oarfThe meter was installed an

reporting period? 22 August 2008 and the22 August 2008 and the22 August 2008 and the
next calibration was donenext calibration was donenext calibration was done
on 19 December 20090on 19 December 20090on 19 December 2009.
Since the calibration Since the calibration Since the calibratio
certificate did not cover thecertificate did not cover thecertificate did not cover th
whole monitoring period of whole monitoring period of whole monitoring period o
20 September 2008 to 120 September 2008 to 120 September 2008 to 13

March 2010 correctior
factor has been applied f

nMarch 2010

the period 10 Septemb

correction March
pfactor has been applied fpfactor has been applied for
cthe period 10 Septembethe period 10 September

2010 correctio
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2009 to 10 January 2010
a conservative approach.

a8009 to 10 January 2010
a conservative approach.

a8009 to 10 January 2010
a conservative approach.

If applicable, has the reported data been
cross-checked with other available data?

Cross-checked wit
monthly electricity bills
issued by TNEB.

nCross-checked wit
monthly electricity bills
issued by TNEB.

nCross-checked wit
monthly electricity bills
issued by TNEB.

How were the values in the monitoring
report verified?

Against monthly statemen
issued by TNEB.

ISAgainst monthly statemen
issued by TNEB.

ISAgainst monthly statemen
issued by TNEB.

IS

Does the data management (from
monitoring equipment to emission
reduction calculation) ensure correct
transfer of data and reporting of emissior
reductions and are necessary QA/QC
processes in place?

Yes.

Yes.

Yes.

In case only partial data are available
because activity levels or non-activity
parameters have not been monitored in
accordance with the registered monitorin
plan, has the most conservative assump
theoretically possible been applied or ha
request for deviation been approved?

Not applicable.

Not applicable.

Not applicable.




