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1 INTRODUCTION

Jaiprakash Power Ventures Limited (JPVL) has comsimied Det Norske Veritas Certification
AS (DNV) to carry out the verification of voluntagmission reductions (VERS) generated by the
run-of-the-river “Vishnuprayag Hydro-electric Projeby Jaiprakash Power Ventures Limited” ,
in India for the period 1 October 2008 to 31 Mag€9. The verification of emission reductions
was carried out as per Voluntary Carbon Standar@S)Vversion 2007.1 /11/. This report
contains the findings from the verification andtatsment for the verified voluntary emission
reductions.

The project was earlier validated and verified undeéS Version 1:

a) DNV’s verification report 2007-2045, rev 1, dategt@5-2007 for the period 3 June 2006
to 31 March 2007, as per VCS Version 1

b) DNV’s verification report 2007-2062, rev 1, datedt@3-2008 for the period 1 April 2007
to 30 September 2007, as per VCS 2007

c) DNV’s verification report 2008-2043(1), rev 1, daté-10-2008 for the period 1 October
2007 to 31 March 2008, as per VCS 2007,

d) DNV’s verification report 2008-2043(2), rev 1, datB0-11-2008 for the period 1 April
2008 to 30 September 2008, as per VCS 2007.

This is the fifth verification for the period 1 @iter 2008 to 31 March 2009 as per VCS 2007.1.

1.1 Objective

Verification of emission reductions from a projectivity is the independent review aag-post
determination by a Verification Entity or Designat®perational Entity (DOE) of the monitored
reductions in GHG emissions that have occurred @s@t of the implementation of the project
activity during the defined verification period.

According to the VCS, the verification also inclsden independent third party assessment of the
project design. In particular, the project baselimonitoring plan and the project compliance
with relevant applicable protocols and criteri@. (UNFCCC, VCS, host Party and others) are to
be validated in order to confirm that the projeesidn, as documented, is sound and reasonable
and meets the applicable criteria. This seems @sssary to provide assurance to stakeholders of
the quality of the project and its intended genenabf voluntary emission reductions. This is the
fifth verification report for the period 1 Octob2008 to 31 March 2009 and as per VCS 2007.1.

Certification is the written assurance by a Cexdifion Entity that, during a specific period in
time, a project activity achieved the emission midus as verified. According to the Verification
Protocol and criteria of the IETA’s Voluntary Carb8tandard, the Certification Entity is defined
as an entity which has been accredited as a DOBeb DM Executive Board for the particular
scope into which the project falls or has beeneatited as an approved Certification Entity by
the VCS Steering Committee. DNV is an accreditede[¥@r the particular scope into which the
project falls.
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1.2 Scopeand Criteria

The Verification scope is:

» Verify whether the reductions generated by the gmopre in line with the Voluntary
Carbon Standard Verification Protocol and the imfation provided by the project
participants contains all the necessary informatmmevidence the project’s compliance
with all criteria in the Voluntary Carbon Standard.

» Verify that the project was implemented as desdribethe Project Design Document
(PDD) during the whole verification period.

» Confirm that the monitoring system was implemenaéed fully functional to generate
voluntary emission reductions (VER/VCY without any double counting during the
whole verification period.

* To evaluate the GHG emission reduction data andesgpm conclusion with a reasonable
level of assurance about whether the reported GimSston reduction data is free from
material misstatement,

» To verify that the reported GHG emission data ficiently supported by evidence.

According to the VCS, the verification also inclsd independent third party assessment of the
project design. In particular, the project baselimenitoring plan and the project’'s compliance
with relevant applicable protocols and criteri@.(IUNFCCC, VCS, host Party and others) are to
be validated in order to confirm that the projeesidn, as documented, is sound and reasonable
and meets the applicable criteria.

1.2.1 Verification Criteria

According to the requirements and guidance of V@872, the criteria of this verification
include the relevant applicable rules and step€R verification under the CDM excluding:

» The public availability of the VER/VCS Monitorirgeport;
* The public availability the Verification Repomé VCU Certification Statement.

1.3 VCSProject Description

The purpose of the project is to harness renewayadeo power potential in Chamoli district of
Uttarakhand and enable displacement of fossil hasled electricity generating systems. JPVL
has established this run-of-the-river hydro poweajgrt and operates the project in the region.
The 400 MW project comprises four 100 MW impulspetyPelton turbines commissioned in four
phases. The project activity includes developmeasign, engineering, procurement, finance,
construction, operation and maintenance of hydravgnobased electricity generation and
supplying it to Uttar Pradesh Power Corporation it&h (UPPCL) in Uttar Pradesh through the
northern regional grid of India. The location aredails of the turbines with respect to the project
activity have been verified to be as per detaits/joled in the PDD.

! As per VCS, Verified Emission Reductions (VERs) emesidered to be VCUs only after successful reggish in an approved
VCU Registry.
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The project activity will displace energy that ismghtched at the operating margin (primarily
thermal energy) and also delay any planned exparmgithe northern grid generation capacity by
its equivalent size.

The verification report accounts for emission reiuns generated by the project for the period 1
October 2008 to 31 March 2009. The power is sugdpiee Uttar Pradesh Power Corporation

Limited (UPPCL) in Uttar Pradesh as per valid PoRarchase Agreements (PPAs) /5/ between
the two entities.

The projects emission reductions are determineanhbitiplying the net amount of electricity
supplied by the project activity by the ex-anteetixgrid emission coefficient of 0.75 t g@Wh,
taken from the CO2 database for emission factoreldped and published by the Central
Electricity Authority (CEA) of India. This is deemeconservative considering the fact that the
latest grid emission factor for the NEWNE grid (etialso comprises of the earlier northern grid
of India), published for the year 2007-08 is 0.&X/MWh.

The project emissions in the form of electricitypiont from the UPCL grid and while running the DG
sets has also been adequately accounted in tremisgion reductions. The capacity of the DG sets
was verified to be 800 KW and hence as per the ogelbgy an emission factor of 0.80 tgRWh

(for DG sets >200 KW) has been taken while calindpthe project emissions

Title of the project activity: Vishprayag Hydro-electric Project by
Jaiprakash Power Ventures Limited
Location of the project activity: Chamolsttict in the state of Uttarakhand, India.
(Between Lat. 332°30°42N and Long. 788'-79°38 E)
5" Verification period: 1 Octat2008 to 31 March 20009.
Project Operation start date: 3 Jupes2

1.4 Levd of assurance

As the VCS 2007.1 only recognizes verified emisseatuctions, DNV has focused on providing
the highest level of assurance that the emissiclucteon calculation methodology used is
appropriate and correctly applied, and that emisgaluctions have been accurately monitored.

For verifying/certifying VCUs, the desired level afssurance was based on the combined
guantitative assessment of the accuracy of mongagproject performance and the identification
of material risks.
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2 VERIFICATION METHODOLOGY.

The verification of the emission reductions hasased all factors and issues that constitute the

basis for emission reductions from the project etiog to the applicable consolidated CDM

methodology ACMO0002, version 06 including,

 The review of the calculation of the carbon emissfactor for the northern regional
electricity grid of India (now a part of the NEWNJEd).

* The net electricity supplied by the project acyivib the Uttar Pradesh Power Corporation
Limited (UPPCL) in Uttar Pradesh multiplied by thstimated grid emission factor.

Verification Team:

Mr. Nitin Kapoor DNV India GHG AuditoRroject Manager
Mr. Ramesh Ramachandran DNV India CDeétifier
Mr. Kakaraparthi Venkata Raman DNV India TecahReviewer

Duration of verification:
Preparation — (monitoring report review

baseline grid factor estimations etc.) 15 May 2009
Site visit : 18-21 May 2009
Reporting & QA . 22 May -30 June 2009

2.1 Review of Documentation

The monitoring report /1/ and the monthly electyigjeneration receipts from joint meter reading
reports signed by UPPCL and JPVL were assessegad af the verification. In addition the VCS
Project Design Document /2/, in particular the liaseestimations and thenonitoring plan
contained in the VCS PDD were also assessed.

2.2 SiteVidt and Desk Interview

From 18 May 2009 to 21 May 2009, DNV carried oupraject site visit at Vishnuprayag Hydro
Electric Project (VHEP). During the visit, DNV védad the actual implementation of the project as
described in the PDD. The commissioning certifisstad the turbine details were also checked and
found to be correct /4/. The electricity meters ameter test certificates of the meters were checked
and found to be in order. The evidence of the fteonet electricitygeneration was also verified,
which in the project activity case is the monthlgotricity generation joint meter reading reports
signed by UPPCL and JPVL. In addition the invoicased by JPVL on UPPCL were also
verified to cross check the joint meter readingse @mount of electricity imported from the grid
and generated from the DG sets to account for prejmissions was also verified and found to be
correct. The relevant calibration records were a&sified and found to be in order.

3 VERIFICATION FINDINGS

3.1 Remainingissues, including any material discrepancy, from previous
validation

Based on the validation report the verificationmeigentified no missing steps, open issues or
material discrepancy.
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3.2 Project | mplementation

The project has been implemented as planned. Th&®U run-of-the-river hydro power project
comprised of 4 units of 100 MW each, commissionetiveen June 2006 and October 2006. The
commissioning certificates for the units were vedfagainst the commissioning capacity details
and found to be correct.

The generation details have been considered fovEfR project period of 1 October 2008 to 31
March 2009. This data has been verified with theegation details as declared in the monthly
‘Joint Meter Reading’ forms. These forms are sighgdhe representative of JPVL and certified
by the authorized signatory for UPPCL. The metst teports and the joint inspection reports of
commissioning of the project have been verified fmohd to be in order.

The approved baseline methodology ACM0002, versiotConsolidated baseline methodology
for grid connected electricity generation from nemble sources”/10/, as valid at the time of
validation of the project activity, has been addpfEhe baseline methodology is applicable and
justified for the project as the project involveleatricity capacity additions through hydro
sources. The project applies the baseline methggadpproach — “existing actual or historical
emissions”. This is deemed as appropriate as thieqiris not representing common practice at
the present time; it displaces fossil fuel basedtetity that would otherwise be provided by the
operation and expansion of the northern regiondl gie northern regional power sector is not
dominated by generating sources with zero or loeraing cost projects and their contribution is
less than 50% of the total grid generation.

The baseline is the emission reductions occurriurgytd electricity generation through renewable
sources, derived from the electricity consumed sirtie relevant emission factor of the selected
grid. As the project activity is feeding the geredapower to the Uttar Pradesh state grid, which
is a part of the northern grid (now a part of NEWblil); the baseline for this project activity is
the function of the generation mix of northern/NE®/Nrid. The baseline emission factor for the
northern regional grid was establish@dantebased on approved methodology ACMO0002 using
a combined margin approach.

JPVL has used the OM and BM data published in tBA Gatabase (C&£data base of CEA web
site  (ttp://cea.nic.in/planning/c%20and%20e/Governmeld8#20India%20website.hi),
for calculating the baseline emission factor. Temi€al Electricity Authority, Ministry of Power,
Government of India has published a database bboadioxide emission factors from the power
sector in India based on detailed authenticatedrnm&tion obtained from all operating power
stations in the country.

This database i.e. The CO2 baseline database psointbrmation about the OM and BM factors
of all the regional electricity grids in India. DN¥bnfirms that the OM in the CEA database is
calculated ex ante using the simple OM approachtlaa@M is calculated ex ante based on 20%
most recent capacity additions in the grid basedairgeneration as described in ACM0002. The
average of the OM for the three years 2005-06, ZIX0&nd 2007-08 has been determined and
verified to be 1.01 t CO2e/ MWh and the BM for 280§ to be 0.60 t CO2e / MWh. This has
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been used for calculating project emissions dubeclectricity that has been imported from the
grid.

As stipulated in the methodology ACM0002 versiordéted May 19 2006 and as relevant for
hydro power projects, JPVL has considered a wegghtar OM as 0.5 and for BM as 0.5.
Accordingly, using the values for operating margimd build margin emission factors provided in
the CEA database and their respective weights &bcutation of combined margin emission
factor, the baseline carbon emission factor (CM} leeen established ex-ante as 0.75 t
CO.e/MWh. This is conservative compared to the catedlavalue of 0.80 t C&/MWh for the
year 2007-08 based on the CEA data base for the NEE\Yrid (which also comprises of the
northern grid)

Project Additionality

The project activity has four units commissionednir June 2006 to October 2006. The
additionality of the project had been validateghasthe requirements of VCS, version 1 standard
and the project is now verified for the choséhcBediting period and as per the requirements of
VCS 2007.1 standard.

Enfor cement of applicable laws and regulations:

The project is not mandated by any laws or regutatiof the country or state. The hydro power
project is developed voluntarily by the developeithe region and is not under any mandatory
requirement. Valid consents to operate from theestmllution control authorities for the
verification period have been obtained and veritladng the site visit /6/.

Common practice analysis.

It has been demonstrated that the private sectticipation in the development of hydro power
plants, especially, large scale projects is vewy io India and also in the northern region, and
VHEP is one of the few IPPs in the northern regsoipplying electricity to the grid. This is
substantiated through data published by the CEAR4ZTb) that in the northern region the total
power generation from hydro sources is only 24% eowtribution from the IPPs is just 4% in
the region. This low penetration of IPPs have bagnbuted to the financial unattractiveness,
high capital cost, geological risks, engineerinalilties and also unhealthiness of state utsitie
who are the sole buyers of power from IPPs.

DNV is able to confirm that the power generategp@sCEA data in 2004-05 from hydro sources
is 35 884 MWh and that from Hydro power IPPs islé MWh, which is around 3.9%. Thus, the
private sector participation in hydro power generatannot be viewed as a common practice
scenario in the region.

Comparison analysis which demonstr ates that the hydro generation isnot the least cost

option for to the off-takers:

The project is not a least cost option for powed &nis as been demonstrated through the
existence of investment barriers. The cost of ttigept has been compared with various other
fuel based power generation alternatives as giverithe following table and VHEP have
demonstrated that the capital cost per MW for tHéEY project is 1.04 USD Million/MW

Page 6

Reference to part of this report which may leathisinterpretation is not permissible.

4_JPVL_Final Report_ APPROVED.7.1_clean.doc



DET NORSKE VERITAS i g
Report No: 2009-0217, rev. 01

VCU VERIFICATION/ CERTIFICATION REPORT DNV

compared to the dominant technology of coal badadtp at 0. 93 USD Million/MW in the
region. Thus the investment cost for the projeatigh higher than the coal or gas based plants.

Type of Power Capital Cost
Proj ect (Mn/MW)
Gas based 0.8p
Coal based 0.98
Wind 1.4
Co Generation 0.9
VishnuPrayag (ProjectCost)
Proj ect (USD Mn/MW)

1.04

The project activity is thus deemed additional tose that would have other wise occuree
elaborated inDNV’s verification report 2007-2045, rev 1, date®@-@6-2007. Hence it is
demonstrated that the project activity using Tedtat demonstrated that it faces investment
return as a barrier and VER revenue is criticalvercome the barrier.

3.3 Completeness of Monitoring

The reporting procedures reflect the content ofrttmitoring plan. The monitoring mechanism

is effective and reliable. The monitoring indicatoe., the net electricity generation, has been
monitored with calibrated energy meters as desdribethe monitoring plan of the PDD and

monitoring report.

3.4 Accuracy of emission reduction calculations

The main meter and check meters are installed by #d the ownership has been transferred
after commissioning to UPPCL for future maintenaridee monthly meter readings (both main
and check meters) are taken jointly by the padieshe last day of the month at 12 noon. At the
conclusion of each meter reading an appointed septative of the UPPCL and JPVL sign a
document indicating the amount of kilowatt-hourdieated by the meter. This is then translated
to a format (Joint Energy Meter Reading) and sighgdUPPCL and JPVL which clearly
indicates the net electricity exported and becothesbasis for calculations of the emission
reductions.

Each meter is jointly inspected and sealed on belidhe parties and is not interfered-with by
either party except in the presence of the othdy a its accredited representatives. The general
conditions set out for metering, recording, megadings, meter inspections, test & checking and
communication are as per the PPA (power purchasseagnt) with UPPCL. If the variation
between the main meter and the check meter duriggohithe monthly meter readings is more
than the permissible limit for meters of 0.2 accyralasses, all the meters are re-tested and
calibrated. Test and joint inspection reports hasen verified

The electricity generated from the DG sets has Hedninto the incomer where it is metered (S.No
619139) calibrated on 27 September 2008 havingamracy of +0.5%
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Based on the above, DNV is of the opinion thattfar current verification period (1 October
2008 to 31 March 2009), the project developer hkert sufficient steps to ensure the accuracy of
reported emission reductions.

3.5 Quality of evidence to deter mine emission reductions

The emission reductions ERy the project activity during the crediting petis the difference
between baseline emissions (BEproject emissions (REand emissions due to leakagg)(las
follows:

1) Baseline emissions: Baseline emissions,(BECO,) are the product of the baseline emissions
factor (EF in tCO,/MWh) times the electricity supplied by the projectivity to the grid (EGin
MWh). This is in line with the VCS PDD.

2) Project emissions: The project emissions ararcegl as 296 tonnes of @O
3) Leakage: No leakage has to be considered fqurthygosed project activity.

The net amount of electricity of 482 948 608 kWl &hus the claimed emission reductions of
361 915 tCO2e reported for the period 1 October82@) 31 March 2009 was verified by
reviewing the presented electricity generationtjoieter reading reports of UPPCL and JPVL as
well as accounting for the project emissions dutimg corresponding period. The sales invoice
has been cross checked with the meter readingdfcamdl to match with the monthly meter
readings as a double check.

There has been auxiliary power consumption durfhigeason, through import of power from the
UPCL grid and by running of the DG Sets. This haerb duly accounted-for as project
emissions. For the purpose of estimating the ptrogeuissions, the recently published grid
emission coefficient value of 0.803 t @@MWh has been calculated based on the CEA (version
4) has been used for calculating the project eomssifrom the grid, these being more
conservative then the ex-ante emission coefficiaa&l by the project proponent for calculating
the baseline emission reductions. The diesel eomssioefficient of 0.8 t C&/MWh as
applicable and stipulated in AMS-1.D for > 200 K\WGDsets has also been used to account for
emissions from running of the DG Sets. It has beenfirmed during the site visit that the
capacity of the DG sets is greater then 200 KW. loathly generation is provided in appendix
A

The energy generated and emission reductions albiorehe proposed period were as shown in
the following table:

Energy Proj ect
Generated Baseline Emissions | VCUs
Period (kWh) (tCOy) (tCOy) (tCOy)
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1 October 2008 to 31
Mar ch 2009 482948608 362211 296 361915

The GHG calculations are complete and transpaaanittheir accuracy has been verified.

3.6 Management System and Quality Assurance

Monitoring and reporting of electricity generatic part of normal operations of JPVL. The
quality of meter readings is assured through caiibn of electricity meters /8/ and through cross
checking of readings between the main meters andhbck meters.
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4 VALIDATION OPINION

Det Norske Veritas Certification AS (DNV) has perfed a validation of clauses of the VCS
Project Description template for “Vishnuprayag Hydelectric Project by Jaiprakash Power
Ventures Limited (JPVL)".

It is DNV’'s opinion that the “Vishnuprayag Hydroeetric Project by Jaiprakash Power
Ventures Limited (JPVL)” in Uttaranchal (now Uttddaand), as described in the VCS PDD
dated 25 May 2007 meets requirements of clausebeofVCS Project Description template
(http://v-c-s.org/docs/VCS%20PD.doc

5 VERIFICATION STATEMENT
Det Norske Veritas Certification AS (DNV) has parfed a verification of emission reductions
reported for the “Vishnuprayag Hydro-electric Projeby Jaiprakash Power Ventures Limited”
from 1 October 2008 to 31 March 2009.

JPVL is responsible for the collection of data otardance with the validated monitoring plan
and the reporting of GHG emissions reductions fribka project. It is DNV’s responsibility to
express an independent verification statement emgported GHG emission reductions from the
project.

In DNV’s opinion the GHG emissions reductions ré@difor the project in the monitoring report

of 27 April 2009 are fairly stated and the projelesign meets all VCU Verification Criteria. The
GHG emission reductions were calculated correctiytloe basis of the baseline and monitoring
methodology, ACMO0002 version 6 and the monitoriten provided in the VCS PDD. The

emission reductions are claimed as Voluntary Carbimits (VCU) under the Voluntary Carbon

Standard (VCS).

DNV is able to certify that the emission reductidnem the “Vishnuprayag Hydro-electric
Project by Jaiprakash Power Ventures Limited” dgrithe period 1 October 2008 to 31 March
2009 amount to 361 915 tG&®

DNV does not assume any responsibility towardsstheance and utilization of the VCUs hereby
verified and certified. Request for issuance of ¥@ball be made by the project proponent to an
approved VCS Program Registry based on the reqeintsrset out under the most recent version
of the VCS Program Guidelines clause on VCS Regjisitr.

The verification of reported emission reductionbased on the information made available to us
and the engagement conditions detailed in this me@@NV cannot guarantee the accuracy or

correctness of this information. Hence, DNV canbetheld liable by any party for decisions

made or not made based on this report.

Reporting period: from 1 October 2008 to 31 Mar€l99
Verified emissions reductions in the above repgrperiod: 361 915 tCé.

Page 10

Reference to part of this report which may leathisinterpretation is not permissible.

4_JPVL_Final Report_ APPROVED.7.1_clean.doc



DET NORSKE VERITAS

Report No: 2009-0217, rev. 01

&

VCU VERIFICATION/ CERTIFICATION REPORT

o
2
=

o)
s~ -
{\,__')\'I “& Qﬁ‘ L/@&f'xxeq, /«/ W

Nitin Kapoor Ramesh Ramachandran C Kumaraswamy
Project Manager CDM Verifier Regional Manager

Climate Change Services
Det Norske Veritas Certification AS
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6 REFERENCES

Category 1 Documents:

Documents provided by the Project Participants tteate directly to the GHG components of
the project. These have been used as direct sowtesidence for the initial verification
conclusions, and are usually further checked thioumerviews with key personnel.

/1/ Monitoring Report of “Vishnuprayag hydro-electricopect by Jaiprakash Power
Ventures Limited (JPVL)” version 1, dated 27 Af009.
12/ Project Design Document — “Vishnuprayag Hydro-eled®roject by Jaiprakash Power

Ventures Limited (JPVL)” dated 25 May 2007.
13/ Uttaranchal Pollution Control Board — ‘No objecticertificate’ dated 6 March 2003.

4/ JPVL: Commissioning certificates of the 4 unitsedal3 October 2006, 31 August
2006, 17 June 2006 and 14 July 2006.

15/ Amended Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) signed WRRCL, September 2002 and
approved by UPERC, f4June 2003Final PPA incorporating further orders of UPERC
signed with UPPCL, dated 16th January 2007.

16/ Valid consent to operate-Air and Water (RefeeeNo UEPPCB/HO/Con/J-26/08/234)
dated 15.05.2008, valid till 31.03.2009.

17/ DNV’s verification report 2007-2045, rev 1, ddt23/06/2007, and 2007-2062, rev 1
dated 21/03/2008, 2008-2043(1), rev 1, dated 60082 2008-2043(2), rev 1, dated
20/11/2008.

18/ Calibration Certificates of the Line 1, Line @ain and Check Meter) dated
30/09/2008, 31/12/2008 and 30/04/2008, 17/11/2@3pectively. The Master Meter
has also been calibrated by ERTL (North)-Referebedificate No ERTL (N)/90(4)-
2K8/A1688 dated 15/09/2008 valid till 14/09/2008tdrnal calibration record of DG
Incomer (S.No 619139) dated 27/09/2008 and 23/@&2Mhternal Calibration of Grid
Incomer (S.No 619137, 619136) dated 24/03/20092aWa0/2008 were verified.

Category 2 Documents:

Background documents related to the design andfthodologies employed in the design or
other reference documents. Where applicable, Cayegadocuments have been used to cross-
check project assumptions and confirm the validityinformation given in the Category 1
documents and in verification interviews.

/9/ Refer CDM Validation and Verification Manual
http://cdm.unfccc.int/public_inputs/2008/VVM/vvm.pd
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/ 10/ ACMO0002 — Approved Consolidated baseline and maimgomethodology.
/11 / Voluntary Carbon Standard 2007.1 (VCS 20Q7.8)November 2008

Per sonsinterviewed:

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

/12/ Mr. Suresh Kumar, JPVL, stationed at New Delhi

/13/  Mr. Sanjeev K Goel, JPVL stationed at New Delh

/14/  Mr. Ram Kumar Porwal, JPVL stationed at NewhbDe

/15/  Mr. Ravi Chadda, JPVL stationed at VHEP, Chignutitarakhand, India

/16/  Mr. S M Dheer, JPVL, stationed at VHEP, Chayldgttarakhand, India

/17/  Mr Kumar Vishal , Emergent Ventures India [(i®hited, Gurgaon, Haryana, India
/18/  Mr. Ashutosh Pandey, Emergent Ventures (P)teith Gurgaon, Haryana, India

- —000 -
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Appendix A.

Month Electricity Delivered to the

grid by the project activity

(KWh)
Oct-08 163,858,018
Nov-08 96,385,358
Dec-08 72,796,291
Jan-09 61,109,029
Feb-09 38,661,780
Mar-09 50,138,132
Total 482,948,608
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