
[image: ]	VCS PROJECT REVIEW REPORT

VCS PROJECT REVIEW REPORT
	Project ID
	1551

	Project Name
	Wind Power Project by Rajasthan Gum Private Limited (EKIESL-CDM. September-12-02)

	Project Proponent
	Rajasthan Gum Private Limited

	Methodology 
	AMS-I.D.: Grid connected renewable electricity generation, v17.0

	Sectoral Scope(s)
	1. Energy (renewable/non-renewable)

	Validation/Verification Body (VVB)
	LGAI Technological Center S.A.

	Registry
	Markit



	Assessment Criteria
	VCS Standard, v3.5

	Date of First Issue
	9 February 2017

	Date of Final Issue
	13 February 2017



	Summary:

	An accuracy review of theWind Power Project by Rajasthan Gum Private Limited (EKIESLCDM. September-12-02) registration and issuancerequest has been conducted by VCS in accordance with Section 4.3 of the Registration and Issuance Process. 
The accuracy review has raised 7 assessment findings and no minor findings, detailed below. The VVB, in coordination with the project proponent, is hereby required to provide a response to the assessment findings presented in Section 1. The 7 assessment findings must be addressed to the satisfaction of VCS. The VVB need not address any minor finding(s) during this review. Please note, however, that where VCS finds consistent minor findings by the VVB in future reviews, minor findings shall be escalated to assessment findings. 
This findings report may be made publically available. Confidential information may be provided as separate attachments. 





1 Assessment Findings
	Finding 1
Section 1.3 of the VCS project description identifies “Rajasthan Gum Private Limited” as the project proponent. 
Section 3 of the VCS Verification Report Template, v3.3 requires the VVB to detail “all validation activities that took place during the verification, such as gap validation”, which includes an assessment of the project proponent designation in the project description. Section 3 of the verification report states that the “Assessment team observed that the name, title, address, phone number of the project participant is same as per the CDM registered PDD. Hence, Clause 1.3 as depicted in the VCS PD for gap validation is acceptable to the assessment team.” The CDM PDD identifies “EKI Energy Services Limited” as the CDM project participant. 
Considering the above, the VVB appears to assess the VCS project proponent by referring to the CDM project participant, which is not a sufficient assessment, especially considering that the VCS project proponent and the CDM project participant are two different entities. The VVB is required to identify, assess and justify its conclusions with respect to the project proponent identified in the VCS project description and update the project documentation as necessary. 

	VVB Response:	
As per VCS latest guideline on right of use (Rajasthan Gum private Limited) is the project owner and thus is the project proponent. During CDM registration “EKI energy Limited” was acted as project participant as there is no rule in CDM which restrict EKI energy Limited to act as project participant.
As per the VCS guideline on right of use DOE thus considered Rajasthan Gum private Limited as the project owner/project proponent. The FVR is now revised as per the above explanation. 
No any changes are required in VCS PD and VCS MR.

	VCS Response: 
Section 3 of the VCS verification report has been updated to confirm that Rajasthan Gum Private Limited is the project proponent based on project ownership. 
Considering the above, this finding is closed and no further action is required. 



	Finding 2
Section 1.13 of the VCS Project Description Template, v3.2 requires the project proponent to identify the eligibility criteria pertaining to grouped projects, where relevant. 
Section 1.13 of the VCS project description states that “The project does not fall under AFOLU category, hence not applicable.”
Section 3 of the VCS verification report describes its assessment of the above as follows: “Assessment team checked that project do not falls under AFLOU category as the project is electricity generation from Wind turbines.”
Section 1.13 of the project description does not satisfy the requirements of the template. Considering that a project’s AFOLU categorization does not relate to its designation of being a grouped project, it is unclear how the assessments provided in the project description and validation report are relevant. The VVB is required to address the insufficient information in the project description and the validation report and update the project documentation as required. 

	VVB Response:
The VCS PD is now modified as per the requirement of VCS template. It was a typo error and hence corrected. 
As per VCS standard version 3.5: Grouped projects are projects structured to allow the expansion of a project activity subsequent to project validation. For the present project at this stage of validation there is no any plan for structural expansion of the project activity. Assessment team confirms that the project do not fall under a group project activity as the project is single project activity generating electricity from Wind technology and the same structure will be used for future verification as well. FVR clause 1.13 is now modified to incorporate this information. 

	VCS Response: 
Section 1.13 of the VCS project description has been updated to state that the project is not a grouped project and that the section is therefore not applicable. 
Section 3 of the VCS verification report has been updated to confirm that the project is not a grouped project and that the section is therefore not applicable.  
Considering the above, this finding is closed and no further action is required. 




	Finding 3
Section 1.12.1 of the VCS Project Description Template, v3.2 requires the project proponent to provide evidence of project ownership (formerly known as right of use). 
Section 1.12.1 of the VCS project description lists the documentary evidences used to demonstrate project ownership but does not specify the entity (e.g. the project proponent) to which the documents pertain. The project proponent therefore does not provide sufficient evidence of project ownership in the VCS project description.
Section 3 of the VCS verification report describes its assessment of the above as follows: “The ownership details were checked using: Power agreement between owner and State Utility, Commissioning certificate and Purchase order of the WTGs. Thus clause 1.12.1 as depicted in the VCS PD for gap validation is acceptable to the assessment team.” The VVB’s assessment therefore makes no assessment with respect to the entity to which the documents pertain. 
Considering the above, the VVB is required to specify the entity the entity referenced in the evidence of project ownership and update the project documentation as required.

	VVB Response: 
Section 1.12.1 of the Validation report is modified. The name of the project promoter/ project participant is now clarified. Section1.12.1 of VCS PD for the proof of title is now modified as well. 

	VCS Response: 
Section 1.12.1 of the VCS project description has been updated to clarify that the documentary evidences used to demonstrate project ownership reference the project proponent Rajasthan Gum Private Limited.
Section 3 of the VCS verification report has been updated to confirm that the documentary evidences used to demonstrate project ownership establishes Rajasthan Gum Private Limited as the owner of the project.
Considering the above, this finding is closed and no further action is required. 





	Finding 4
Section 1.6 of the VCS project description states that the crediting period is 28/09/2012 to 27/09/2022. 
Section 3 of the VCS verification report states that “28/09/2012 is the start date and 27/09/2022 will be the end date of the crediting period. Hence VCS crediting period is from 28/09/2012 to 04/01/2015.”
The VVB appears to reference two different crediting periods, one of which is inconsistent with the crediting period identified in the VCS project description. The VVB is required to address the above inconsistency and update the project documentation as required.

	VVB Response:
Section 3 of the VCS verification report is now modified. 

	VCS Response: 
Section 3 of the VCS verification report has been updated to correct the crediting period reference to 28/09/2012 to 27/09/2022. 
Considering the above, this finding is closed and no further action is required. 




	Finding 5
Section 3.11.10 of the VCS Standard, v3.5 states that “For projects registered under the CDM, the cover page and sections 1.2, 1.3, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7,1.9, 1.10, 1.12.1, 1.12.2, 1.12.3, 1.12.4 and 1.13 of the VCS Project Description Templateshall be completed. A validation/verification body shall undertake a validation of same…”
Section 1.7 of the VCS Project Description Template, v3.2 requires that the project proponent report on the scope of the project and the estimated annual GHG emission reductions or removals for the project crediting period. 
Section 1.7 of the VCS project description reports on the scope of the project and the estimated annual GHG emission reductions or removals for the project crediting period. 
Section 3 of the verification report includes the VVB’s assessment of Section 1.7 of the project description, stating that “The emission reduction of the project activity is less than 300,000 tCO2 e per annum and thus project falls under project category as per the requirement of VCS. Thus clause 1.7 as depicted in the VCS PD for gap validation is acceptable to the assessment team.”
The verification report provides an assessment of the scope of the project but does not include an assessment of the estimated annual GHG emission reductions for the project crediting period. The VVB is required to address the missing assessment and update the project documentation as required. 

	VVB Response:
Section 3 of the verification report is now modified to include assessment of the estimated annual GHG emission reductions for the project crediting period

	VCS Response: 
Section 3 of the verification report has been updated to include an assessment of the estimated annual GHG emission reductions for the project crediting period.
Considering the above, this finding is closed and no further action is required. 




	Finding 6
Section 3.11.10 of the VCS Standard, v3.5 states that “For projects registered under the CDM, the cover page and sections 1.2, 1.3, 1.5, 1.6, 1.7, 1.9, 1.10, 1.12.1, 1.12.2, 1.12.3, 1.12.4 and 1.13 of the VCS Project Description Template shall be completed. A validation/verification body shall undertake a validation of same…”
Section 1.13 of the VCS Project Description Template, v3.2 (commercially sensitive information) states that the project proponent must “Indicate whether any commercially sensitive information has been excluded from the public version of the project description and briefly describe the items to which such information pertains.”
Section 1.13 of the VCS project description indicates that “no commercially sensitive information accounted for the determination of baseline, net GHG removals and for demonstration of additionality for the present project activity.” This statement does not fully address the reporting requirements for commercially sensitive information because the statement limits the project proponent’s claim to information related to the determination of the baseline, net GHG removals and additionality. 
The VVB’s assessment of commercially sensitive information is as follows: “There is no commercially sensitive information accounted for the determination of baseline, net GHG removals and for demonstration of additionality for the present project activity. There are no information or incidents that will have bearing on the eligibility of the project, the net GHG emission reductions or removals, or the quantification of the project’s net GHG emission reductions or removals. Thus clause 1.13 as depicted in the VCS PD for gap validation is acceptable to the assessment team”. This assessment does not fully address the reporting requirements for commercially sensitive information because the statement limits the project proponent’s claim to information related to the determination of the baseline, net GHG removals and additionality, and information or incidents that have a bearing on project eligibility.
The VVB is required to address the insufficient reporting described above and ensure that the reporting and assessment of commercially sensitive information addresses any information excluded from the public version of the project description, rather than just information pertaining to specific elements of the project. The VVB is required to update the project documentation to reflect the above. 

	VVB Response:
Clause 1.13 of the validation report is now modified. VCS PD 1.13 is also modified.
PP response - VCS PD is revised accordingly.

	VCS Response: 
Section 1.13 of the VCS project description has been updated to state that no commercially sensitive information was excluded from the public version of the reporting. 
Section 3 of the VCS verification report confirms that no commercially sensitive information was excluded from the public version of the reporting.
Considering the above, this finding is closed and no further action is required. 





	Finding 7
Section 1.9 of the VCS monitoring report template, v3.3 requires the project proponent to include the following: “Indicate whether the project has sought or received another form of GHG-related environmental credit, including renewable energy certificates, during this monitoring period. Include all relevant information about the GHG-related environmental credits and the related program. Additionally, provide a list of all and any other programs under which the project is eligible to create another form of GHG-related environment credit.”
Section 1.9 of the VCS monitoring report reports on participation under other GHG programs, but does not indicate the required information with respect to other forms of environmental credit. 
Section 3 of the verification report states that the “Project Proponent has submitted undertaking for not availing other forms of environmental credit for the same crediting period under consideration”, but makes no assessment about the exclusion of that information in the monitoring report. CAR 1 in Appendix 2 of the verification report notes that claims relating to other forms of environmental credit was missing from the project proponent’s reporting, but the CAR was closed without requiring that the project proponent include that information in the monitoring report as required. 
The VVB is required to address the insufficient reporting described above and ensure that the monitoring report accurately reports on other forms of environmental credit. The VVB is required to update the project documentation to reflect the above.

	VVB Response:
The monitoring report is now updated. CAR 1 is now modified.

	VCS Response: 
Section 1.9 of the VCS monitoring report has been updated to state that no other form of environmental credit has been claimed during this monitoring period. 
Considering the above, this finding is closed and no further action is required. 



2 Minor Findings
No minor findings were raised.
Assessment Conclusion
On 9 February 2017, VCS delivered to LGAI Technological Center S.A. this project review report. 
On 13 February 2017, LGAI Technological Center S.A. provided its responses and an updated VCS project description, VCS monitoring report and VCS verification report to VCS. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]On 13 February 2017, VCS closed this project review report and no further action was required. 
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