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Verification and certification report form for GS project activities 

 

VERICATION AND CERTIFICATION REPORT 

Title of the project activity  Bergres Wind Power Project  

GS Reference number of the project activity 
5229 

Version number of the verification and 

certification report 1.0Aa 

Completion date of the verification and 

certification report 30/07/2019 

Monitoring period number and duration of 

this monitoring period 

2nd Monitoring Period  

01/05/2018 - 30/04/2019 (both days included) 

Version number of monitoring report to which 

this report applies Version 2 of 12/06/2019 

Crediting period of the project activity 

corresponding to this monitoring period 21/04/2017- 20/04/2024 

Project participant(s) Bergres Elektrik Uretim A.S. (Private Entity, Project 
Owner) 

Host Party Turkey 

Sectoral scope(s), selected methodology(ies) 
Sectoral scope 1: Energy Industries (Renewable-/non-
renewable sources) 

ACM0002, Grid-connected electricity generation from 
renewable sources --- Version 17.0 

Estimated GHG emission reductions or net 

anthropogenic GHG removals for this 

monitoring period in the registered PDD 
 131,241 tCO2 

Certified GHG emission reductions or net 

anthropogenic GHG removals for this 

monitoring period 
 122,159 tCO2 

Name of DOE RINA Services S.p.A. (RINA) 

Name, position and signature of the approver 

of the verification and certification report 

Laura Severino (Authorized officer signing for the DOE) 
Head of Sustainability & Food Certification Compliance 
Unit 
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SECTION A. Executive summary 

Purpose and general description of the project 

The project activity is a wind power plant consists of 21 turbines with 3.2 MWm / MWe and 1 turbine with 2.75 
MWm / MWe making the total installed capacity of 69.95 MWm / 69.95 MWe as confirmed through the 
Generation License /13/. The generated electricity is fed to the Turkey national grid. The estimated net 
electricity production is 238,000 MWh and the annual emission reductions are estimated to be 131,241 tCO2 
per year as confirmed through the registered PDD /1/. 

The project activity aims to reduce the greenhouse gas emissions in Turkey by replacing fossil fuel power 
generation and contribute to the development of the wind energy sector in Turkey, as well as aims to support 
the local economy by creating local employment and providing equipment locally. 

The GHG benefit of the project activity was only accounted under Gold Standard. There is not any other 
RECs were being issued for the project activity. Furthermore, as a host country in Turkey such any 
programme like a government-regulated system or programme for the constraint and monetisation of GHG 
emissions (such as emissions trading scheme, cap and trade or carbon tax mechanisms) has not been 
implemented. 

Location 

The project is located at Bergama District of Izmir Province, Turkey. 

Scope of verification  

Verification is the periodic independent review and ex-post determination by a DOE of the monitored 
reductions in GHG emissions that have occurred as a result of the registered GS project activity during a 
defined monitoring period. Certification is the written assurance by a DOE that, during a specific period in 
time, a project activity achieved the emission reductions as verified. The objective of this verification is to 
verify and certify emission reductions reported for the Bergres Wind Power Project, Turkey for the period 
01/05/2018 - 30/04/2019.  
The scope of the verification is to verify that:  

 The project activity has been implemented and operated in accordance with the registered PDD or 
any approved revised PDD; 

 The monitoring plan, including compliance with any guidance provided by the Board regarding 
deviations from the provisions of a registered plan and/or methodology; 

 The data and calculation of GHG emission reductions have been assessed to correctly support the 
emission reductions being claimed.  

The verification shall ensure that reported emission reductions are complete and accurate in order to be 
certified.  
 

Verification process 

Verification is conducted using RINA procedures in line with the GS requirements and requirements specified 
in the CDM Validation and Verification Standard available at the time of the verification starts, and applying 
standard auditing techniques. RINA asses and determines that the implementation and operation of the 
project activity, and steps taken to report emission reductions comply with the GS criteria. The verification 
assessment involved a document review of relevant documentation and the on-site visit.  

Verification is not meant to provide any consultancy towards the project participants. However, stated 
requests for clarifications and/or corrective actions may have provided input for improvement of the 
monitoring.  

 

Conclusion 

RINA commissioned by Bergres Elektrik Uretim A.S. is performing the verification of the emission reductions 
reported for the project activity Bergres Wind Power Project, Turkey, GS Registration Reference No. 5229 for 
the monitoring period 01/05/2018 - 30/04/2019, with regard to the relevant GS requirements and principles for 
project activities. The project was validated by Bureau Veritas (validation report N° BVC/TURKEY-VD/ 
CER.TR.2484578.C45.16/2017, version 02 issued on 13/10/2017).  

The GHG emission reductions are calculated on the basis of the approved methodology ACM0002, Grid-
connected electricity generation from renewable sources -- version 17.0 of 13/05/2016 /7/ and the monitoring 
plan included in the registered PDD version 08 of 21/09/2017 /1/ and approved GS4GG Transition Annex /2/. 
In our opinion the GHG emission reductions reported for the project in the monitoring report version 2 of 
12/06/2019 are fairly stated.
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SECTION B. Verification team, technical reviewer and approver 
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1. 

Team Leader, 
Verifier, 
Technical & 
Local Expert 
TA 1.2 

IR Ekinci Ozen Fulya RINA Turkey     

B.2. Technical reviewer and approver of the verification and certification report 

No. Role Type of 

resource 

Last name First name Affiliation 
(e.g. name of 

central or other 
office of DOE or 

outsourced entity) 

1. Technical reviewer IR Liu Hui Feng RINA China 

2 Approver IR Severino Laura RINA HQ 

SECTION C. Application of materiality 

C.1. Consideration of materiality in planning the verification 

No. Risk that could lead to 

material errors, omissions 

or misstatements 

Assessment of the risk Response to the risk in 

the verification plan 

and/or sampling plan 
Risk 

level 

Justification 

1. Human error in the 
quantification of emissions 
(which may be more likely to 
occur if personnel are 
unfamiliar with, or not well 
trained regarding, emissions 
processes or data recording). 

Low Even if this is the 2nd verification, 
the project proponent is familiar 
with monitoring procedures from 
and previous another verification 
and certification project activities 
developed by the PP and data 
reporting in line with the 
registered PDD. In addition, 
previous verifications of another 
WPPs which belong to the 
project proponent are performed 
by RINA. The prime monitoring 
parameter is net export to grid 
which is as per monthly 
generation report as recorded in 
calibrated energy meters. 
Hence, the risk level is low. 

During the site visit, the 
verification team will 
interview the staffs of the 
CDM team and check all 
records to confirm whether 
the monitoring plan has 
been well implemented. 
The major parameters 
used for determining the 
project’s baseline 
emissions are the 
measurement of net 
electricity generation 
according to the monitoring 
plan is recorded monthly. 
The team will review the 
whole data set of the 
monthly report, and 
crosschecked against 
invoice raised. The 
verification team will check 
the relevant records to 
confirm whether the data 

2 Undue reliance on a poorly 
designed information system, 
which may have few effective 
quality controls. 

Low Being 2nd verification, the project 
proponent has already 
established a well organized 
monitoring team, monitoring 
plan, including data collection 
procedure and QA/QC 
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procedure consistent with 
registered monitoring plan. 
Monitoring equipments are 
calibrated at defined frequency. 
Hence, the risk level is low. 

collection procedure and 
QA/QC procedure have 
been well implemented. 

3 Manual adjustment of 
otherwise automatically 
recorded activity levels. 

Low As detailed in section C.2 below, 
the data of the main monitoring 
parameters are taken from 
calibrated meters (energy 
meter) and can be verified from 
totalizer values. The monitoring 
equipment’s are calibrated 
according to national standards 
and rules. Hence, the risk level 
is low. 

C.2. Consideration of materiality in conducting the verification 

The project activity happens at a single site and export to grid from the plant is monitored and recorded using 
calibrated energy meter and 100% data is available for verification. The data which directly affect emission 
reduction calculations being net electricity generation is monitored and measured by calibrated electricity 
meters, 100% verifiable. Hence, in line with paragraph 329 and section 9.1.2.3.1 of the CDM Validation and 
Verification standard /6/ no significant reporting risks to the materiality of the verification were envisaged while 
planning for the verification and were not identified during the verification process. During the course of the 
verification, the team reviewed the whole data set of monthly records for net electricity /16/ and cross-
checked with monthly meter records /15/. The data reported in the monitoring report are consistent with the 
monthly records, and the emission reductions are correctly calculated. In conclusion, the verification team 
confirms the data set to be free from material error. 

SECTION D. Means of verification 

D.1. Desk review 

The monitoring report version 2 of 12/06/2019 /3/ and previous version, the emission reduction calculations 
provided in the form of a spreadsheet “ER calculations_Bergres” version1, submitted on 15/04/2019 /9/, the 
approved baseline and monitoring methodology ACM0002 version 17.0 of 13/05/2016 /7/ and all the 
documentation provided to support the monitoring period /1 – 28/, was assessed as part of the verification. In 
addition, the Project Design Document (PDD) version 08 of 21/09/2017 /1/, in particular as regards the 
baseline estimations and the monitoring plan, the Transition Annex /2/, the Validation Report version 02 of 
13/10/2017 /8/ and the Previous Verification Report /28/ for the project, were reviewed. The list of all 
documents reviewed are referenced during the verification is available in Appendix 3 below.  
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D.2. On-site inspection 

Duration of on-site inspection: 08/05/2019 

No. Activity performed on-site Site location Date Team member 

1. Implementation and operation of the proposed 
project activity. Checked the monitoring 
equipment, interviewed key personnel of the 
plant to confirm the operational and data 
collection procedures, cross-checked between 
information provided in the monitoring report 
and data plant 

Bergama District 
of Izmir Province 

08/05/2019 Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

2 Reviewed the information flows for generating, 
aggregating and reporting the monitoring 
parameters 

Bergama District 
of Izmir Province 

08/05/2019 Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

3 Checked calibration performance, reviewed 
calculations and assumptions made in 
determining the GHG data and emission 
reductions 

Bergama District 
of Izmir Province 

08/05/2019 Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

4 Checked the quality control and quality 
assurance procedures in place to prevent or 
identify and correct any errors or omissions in 
the reported monitoring parameters 

Bergama District 
of Izmir Province 

08/05/2019 Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

5 Cross-checked between information provided 
in the monitoring report and data evidence, 
including the Gold Standard  for Global Goal 
parameters 

Bergama District 
of Izmir Province 

08/05/2019 Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

D.3. Interviews 

No. Interviewee  Date Subject Team 

member Last name First name Affiliation 

1. AKDEMIR Kerem Ziya 

Life Iklim ve 
Enerji 
Carbon 
Consultant 

08/05/2019 

Implementation status of 
the project 
Monitoring equipment 
and operation 
Generated Electricity 
Commissioning of the 
new turbines 
Monitoring of Gold 
Standard for Global 
Goal Parameters 

Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

2. EROL Gökhan 
Bergres 
Operation 
Manager 

08/05/2019 
Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

3. KARAKUZU Erdal 
Bayramcilar 
Village 
Stakeholder 

08/05/2019 Local Employment 

Receiving General 
Opinion of the local 
stakeholder about the 
project 

Benefit of the project to 
the village 

Dust Emission 

Noise Emission 

Local Employment 

Grievance Process 

Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

4. IKIZLER Suleyman 

Balabanli 
Village 
Mukhtar 
(headman) 

08/05/2019 

Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

5. KUSCU Ahmet 
Bergres 
Employee 
(Local) 

08/05/2019 
Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

6. KARAGOZ Selami 
Balabanli 
Village 
Imam 

08/05/2019 
Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 

7. MERSIN Sedat 
Bayramcilar 
Village 
Mukhtar 

08/05/2019 
Fulya Ekinci 
Ozen 
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The project area was visited on 08/05/2019. The project employee were interviewed about the 
implementation status of the project, monitoring equipment and operation, generated electricity of the project 
activity. During on site visit it was confirmed that no negative feedbacks or comments were received related 
to project activity during grievance mechanism and continuous inputs for the monitoring period. In addition to 
this, the DOE assessed that whether a comment book available at the most appropriate and publicly 
accessible location (Balabanlı Village where is the nearest location of the project activity) so that stakeholders 
can provide feedback on the project. The continuous input/grievance mechanism has been verified through 
interview with the headman of village and the log book has been checked. There isn’t any positive or negative 
comment written on it. The stakeholders also indicated that if they need, they are able to communicate 
directly and easily with the operating manager of the project activity. Good relationship between the PP and 
stakeholders (Bayramcilar and Balabanli Villages) is observed.  
In addition to this during interview, it is asked to the stakeholders and project employees if any legal contests 
or disputes have arisen during the monitoring period and they confirmed that there is no legal contest or 
disputes have arisen. 
 

D.4. Sampling approach 

Not applicable. 

D.5. Clarification requests, corrective action requests and forward action requests raised 

Areas of verification findings No. of CR No. of CAR No. of FAR 

Compliance of the monitoring report with the monitoring 
report form 

   

Compliance of the project implementation with the 
registered PDD 

1 1  

Post-registration changes    

Compliance of the monitoring plan with the monitoring 
methodology including applicable tool and standardized 
baseline 

1   

Compliance of monitoring activities with the registered 
monitoring plan 

   

Compliance with the calibration frequency requirements for 
measuring instruments 

   

Assessment of data and calculation of emission reductions 
or net removals 

2 3  

Others (please specify)    

Total 4 4  

SECTION E. Verification findings 

E.1. Compliance of the monitoring report with the monitoring report form 

Means of verification The monitoring report version 2 and previous version /3/ submitted by the PP have 
been the basis for starting the verification process. RINA confirms that the 
Monitoring report is based on the currently valid MR template of GS4GG Monitoring 
Report, version 01.0 /10/. 

Findings NA 

Conclusion RINA verified that the monitoring report was completed in accordance with the 
GS4GG  Monitoring Report Form, version 01.0 /10/. 

E.2. Remaining forward action requests from validation and/or previous verification 

Based on the review of the Gold Standard Foundation /23/ and previous Verification Report /28/, a FAR was 
raised during the validation period. 

FAR1# During the site visit Balabanlı village have been visited as a closest village. However, Bayramcilar 
Village Mukhtar has not been reached even if called by telephone. For the next verification, interviews shall 
include villagers and Mukhtar from Bayramcılar Village. Suitable date and time should be anticipated for the 
site-visit to ensure villagers are reachable. 

 
The project area was visited on 08/05/2019. During the site visit, Bayramcilar Village mukhtar and 
stakeholder were interviewed about project activity and as a result of the interviews no negative comment 
was received related to project activity. More details are presented in section D.3 of this report. 
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Hence, FAR 1 is closed. 

E.3. Compliance of the project implementation with the registered project design document 

Means of verification The Monitoring Report for the project activity “Bergres Wind Power Project”, version 
2 of 12/06/2019 /3/ and previous version submitted by the Bergres Elektrik Uretim 
A.S. has been the basis for the verification process. 

It was verified during the site visit that the proposed project activity has been 
implemented and it is in operation in accordance with the project activity described 
in the registered PDD /1/ except project crediting period start date since it has been 
given as an assumption 01/06/2017. The starting date of operation and 1st crediting 
period is given as 21/04/2017 in the MR /3/ and it is verified through provisional 
acceptance protocols /20/. The first commissioning phase covers 9 turbines which 
were commissioned on 20/04/2017, the second commissioning phase covers 13 
turbines which were commissioned on 26/05/2017 /20/. 

The project activity consists of 22 turbines in total. 21 of them are GE-3.2-103 
model wind turbines with a capacity of 3.2 MWm /MWe and 1 unit GE-3.2-103 
model wind turbine with 2.75 MWm/MWe with a total capacity of 69.95 MWm/MWe 
as confirmed through the Generation License /13/. It is also confirmed during the 
site visit. The project boundary in the registered PDD /1/ is in line with the actual 
project boundary. The generated electricity is supplied to the National Electricity 
Transmission Grid of Turkey via Izmir Havza TM 154 kV transmission line and 
Alosbi TM- Yuntdag RES 154kV transmission line as confirmed through the 
Generation License /13/. 

Findings CAR 1: Please clarify/correct the issues listed below: 
- The unit of ERs is indicated as tCO2e in the MR. However, the unit of the 

combined emission factor is tCO2/MWh not tCO2e/MWh. 
- EPIAS records are used for calculating ERs. PMUM is not valid 

abbreviation. 
- Please provide the chronological order of monitoring period number in 

addition to duration of this monitoring period and indicate whether the both 
days included or not. 

- The operation and management diagram is not provided in the MR. 
- 15/05/2017 is not the correct date of installation given in the table 1 under 

section A.1. Please also add the source of installation of turbines.  
- Please indicate the crediting period start date in DD/MM/YYYY under the 

section C of MR. 
- This is not 3rd monitoring period. Please revise Section C accordingly. 
- Please provide the revision no and date of registered PDD and Transition 

Annex presented under section E.2 in the MR. 
- A clear statement on how stakeholders may provide inputs/grievances shall 

be presented under section F.1 of MR in line with the “Stakeholder 
Consultation & Engagement Procedure, Requirements & Guidelines”.   

 
- The unit of ERs is now indicated as tCO2 in the MR.  
- EPIAS records are used for calculating ERs. Correct abbreviation is now 

used. 
- The chronological order of monitoring period number in addition to duration 

of this monitoring period is now provided and it is indicated whether the both 
days included or not. 

- The operation and management diagram is now provided in the MR. 
- The correct date of installation is now given in the table 1 under section A.1 

and also the source of installation of turbines is presented as Provisional 
Acceptance Protocols.  

- The crediting period start date is now indicated as 21/04/2017 under the 
section C of MR. 

- This is 2nd monitoring period. Section C is now revised accordingly. 
- The revision no and date of registered PDD and Transition Annex are now 

presented under section E.2 in the MR. 
- A clear statement on how stakeholders may provide inputs/grievances is 

now presented under section F.1. 

Hence, CAR 1 is closed. 
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CR 1: Please add a clear explanation regarding the Transition Process from GS 
ver. 2.2 to GS4GG under the section A.1. in the MR and also add under the table 4. 
A clear explanation regarding the Transition Process from GS ver. 2.2 to GS4GG 
under the section A.1. and table 2 in the MR is now added. The final transition 
review feedback form dated 22/11/2018 is now provided to the DOE. 

Hence, CR 1 is closed. 

Conclusion RINA confirms that the above MR is based on the currently valid MR template /10/ 
and is completed in accordance with the applicable guidance document /10/. Based 
on the onsite inspection and checking the above documents, RINA confirms that the 
project activity has been implemented and it is in operation as described above in 
accordance with the project activity in the registered PDD /1/. 

E.4. Post-registration changes 

E.4.1. Temporary deviations from the registered monitoring plan, monitoring methodology or 

standardized baseline 

Not available. 

E.4.2. Corrections 

Not available. 

E.4.3. Changes to the start date of the crediting period 

The start date of crediting period is assumed as 01/05/2016 in the registered PDD /1/. However, the first 
turbine has been accepted on 21/04/2017 and it is verified through provisional acceptance certificates /20/ 
and therefore the start of crediting period has been revised accordingly. 

E.4.4. Inclusion of a monitoring plan to a registered project activity 

Not available 

E.4.5. Permanent changes from registered monitoring plan, monitoring methodology or 

standardized baseline 

Not available 

E.4.6. Changes to the project design of a registered project activity 

Not available 

E.4.7. Types of changes specific to afforestation and reforestation project activities 

Not available 

E.5. Compliance of monitoring plan with the monitoring methodology including applicable tool 

and standardized baseline 

Means of verification The project applies the approved methodologies ACM0002 “Consolidated baseline 
methodology for grid-connected electricity from renewable sources” version 17.0 of 
13/05/2016 /7/. The following tools are also applicable to the project activity: 

Tool to calculate the emission factor for an electricity system, version 05.0 of 
27/11/2015 /11/; “Tool for the demonstration and assessment of additionality”, 
version 07.0 of 23/11/2012 /12/. 

Findings NA 

Conclusion The monitoring plan in the registered PDD /1/ is in accordance with the monitoring 
methodology ACM0002 “Consolidated baseline methodology for grid-connected 
electricity from renewable sources” version 17.0 of 13/05/2016 /7/. 

E.6. Compliance of monitoring activities with the registered monitoring plan 

E.6.1. Data and parameters fixed ex ante or at renewal of crediting period 

Means of verification The parameters were available at the validation stage, which do not need to monitor 
during the crediting period, as per the registered PDD /1/: 

DATA/ Source of Reported Assessment/ Observation 
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PARAMETER data value for the 

project period 

Combined 
Margin 
Emission 
Factor 

TEIAS 
statistics 

0.5514 
tCO2/MWh 

As per the approved 
methodology ACM0002 version 
17.0, the combined emission 
factor has been determined 
using the ex-ante option and so 
it is not requested to monitor 
and recalculate the emission 
factors during the crediting 
period.  

The combined emission factor is 
determined to be 0.5514 
tCO2/MWh in the registered 
PDD /1/ and validation report /8/. 

 

Findings NA 
 

Conclusion Data and parameters fixed ex-ante are in accordance with the registered PDD /1/ 

E.6.2. Data and parameters monitored 

Means of verification The following parameter is monitored in accordance with the registered PDD /1/. 

The only monitoring parameter is “Quantity of net electricity generation supplied by 
the project plant to the grid in year y (EGfacility,y with unit MWh/yr)” as per the 
registered monitoring plan presented in the registered PDD /1/. The parameter is 
monitored continuously as “MWh” by two electricity meters that are located at the 
project area. The main meter is EMH – LZQ-XC model with serial number 5704873 
and the backup meter is EMH – LZQ-XC model with serial number 5704874. The 
meters have the accuracy of 0.5 s as confirmed through site inspection and first 
Verification Report /28/. The accuracy class of the meters complies with the 
“Communiqué for Measurement Devices used in the Electricity Market” /17/ and 
given information in the PDD /1/. The electricity meters are sealed by TEIAS as 
confirmed during the site visit. 

The meters were calibrated on 21/04/2017 as confirmed through previous periodic 
verification report /28/ performed by RINA. The recalibration of these meters will be 
done in line with the equipment requirements and through the period defined by 
national metrology institutes country by country and for Turkey this period is defined 
as 10 years. The calibration of meters is deemed appropriate and in compliance 
with the national regulation /18/. At the last day of each month, the electricity 
generation supplied to the grid and electricity consumption from the grid is read and 
the monthly official electricity metering reports /15/. The monthly reading protocols 
are filled by the Project personnel and sent to TEIAS. In this way, it is checked if 
there are inconsistencies between the values read by OSOS and the reading 
protocols. Also the EPIAS (formerly named as PMUM) records /16/ are available as 
main sources for the calculation of emission reduction. 

Monthly meter reading protocols have been used for cross-check. During the 
monitoring period of 01/05/2018 to 30/04/2019 (both days included) quantity of net 

electricity generation supplied by the project plant to the grid (EGfacility,y) amount to 
221,545.41 MWh and the emission reductions to 122,159 (rounded down) tCO2. 
According to the monitoring plan in the registered PDD /1/ and in the monitoring 
report version 2 of 12/06/2019 /3/, estimated EGfacility,y  and the following 
sustainability parameters (SDGs) are monitored which are approved by GS /2/ /5/. 

 

Estimated SDGs: 

1 – SDG 13: CO2: 131,241 tCO2/year, 

CO: 36.3tons/year and 

NMVOC: 7.7 tons/year 

2 – SDG 7: Avoidance of natural gas import by using renewable energy system 
(WPP). 

file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20PROJECTS/13TQ58MD%20Metristepe%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2003_FVR/DFVR_13TQ58MD_METRISTEPE_26022014.doc%23reference01
file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20PROJECTS/13TQ58MD%20Metristepe%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2003_FVR/DFVR_13TQ58MD_METRISTEPE_26022014.doc%23reference01
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3 – SDG 8: Trained workers and at least 2 local employees 

4 – SDG 6: Avoidance of 23,294 m3 wastewater discharge to the environment. 

The following parameters have been monitored in accordance with the monitoring 
plan in the registered PDD /1/ and Transition Annex /2/ and the monitoring report 
/3/. 

Actual values of SDGs achieved during this monitoring period have been presented 
for the following sections of this report. 

Findings CR 2: The brand of the meters is EMH – LZQ-XC as confirmed through site visit. 
Please revise through whole report accordingly and provide the verified accuracy 
class and test report date of the meters. 
 
The main and back-up meters with serial numbers 5704873 and 5704874 (0.5S 
accuracy) respectively are confirmed through site visit and test protocols. The test 
report dated 12/12/2018 for main and back-up meters is now provided to DOE.  

Hence, CR 2 is closed. 

Conclusion RINA’s opinion that the monitoring of the project activity has been carried out in 
accordance with the monitoring plan in the revised PDD /1/. 

E.6.3. Implementation of sampling plan 

Means of verification N/A 

Findings N/A 

Conclusion N/A 

E.7. Compliance with the calibration frequency requirements for measuring instruments 

Means of verification TEAIS is responsible for calibration and maintenance of the devices as per the 
registered PDD. The project owner has no control on the meters since the meters 
are sealed by the TEIAS. If any major discrepancy occurs between the two meters, 
TEIAS performs necessary calibration. During this monitoring period no discrepancy 
was occurred.  

The meters were calibrated on 21/04/2017 as confirmed through the first index 
protocol /21/ and also tested by TEIAS on 12/12/2018 as confirmed through the test 
report /24/. The recalibration of these meters will be done in line with the equipment 
requirements and through the period defined by national metrology institutes 
country by country and for Turkey this period is defined as 10 years. The calibration 
of meters is deemed appropriate and in compliance with the national regulation /18/. 

During on-site assessment, it was confirmed that the meters are in place and 
functions well. During the monitoring period, no brake down has been recorded. 

Findings NA 

Conclusion RINA’s opinion that the monitoring of the project activity has been carried out in 
accordance with the monitoring plan in the registered PDD /1/. 

E.8. Assessment of data and calculation of emission reductions or net removals 

E.8.1. Calculation of baseline GHG emissions or baseline net GHG removals by sinks 

Means of verification The baseline emissions include the CO2 emissions from electricity generation in 
fossil fuel fired power plants that are displaced due to the project activity, multiplying 
the electricity supplied to the grid (MWh) with the combined margin CO2 emission 
factor for grid connected power generation in year. 

BEy = EGfacility,y  x EFgrid,CM,y  

Where: 

BEy = Baseline emissions in year y (tCO2/yr). 

EGfacility,y = Quantity of net electricity generation supplied by the project activity to the 
grid in year y (MWh). 

EFgrid,CM,y = Combined margin CO2 emission factor for grid connected power 
generation in year y calculated using the latest version of the “Tool to calculate the 
emission factor for an electricity system” 
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Baseline Emission in 2018 (starting from 01/05/2018 to 31/12/2018): 

BE 2018= 143,689.67 [MWh] * 0.5514 [tCO2/MWh] =79,230 tCO2 

 

Baseline Emission in 2019 (01/01/2019 to 30/04/2019): 

BE 2019= 77,855.74 [MWh] * 0.5514 [tCO2/MWh] =42,929 tCO2 

 

EGfacility,y  Quantity of net electricity generation supplied by the project plant to the 
grid in year 2018 by the project activity (starting from 01/05/2018 to 30/04/2019) as 
follows; 

For 2018= 143,689.67 MWh 

For 2019 = 77,855.74 MWh 

Total= 221,545.41 MWh 

The details of verified calculation is provided by the PP via calculation spreadsheet 
/9/ 

Findings CR 3: The missing values (ERs belongs to March and April 2018) under the section 
E.3 shall be provided. 
 
Section E.3 is now revised and the total ERs are verified as 122,159 tCO2. 

Hence, CR 3 is closed. 

 

CAR 2: The amounts of electricity generation of March and April 2019 couldn’t be 
verified via supporting documents. Please provide and revise the ERs calculation as 
well as related SDG parameters. 
 
Supporting documents are now presented and the amounts of electricity generation 
of March and April 2019 are now verified. 

Hence, CAR 2 is closed. 
 

CAR 3: EGfacility,y (SDG 7) is given as 185,249.13 MWh. However, it shall be revised 
after CAR 2 resolved. 
 
EGfacility,y (SDG 7) is correctly calculated as  221,545.41 MWh verified through 
calculation spreadsheet.  

Hence, CAR 3 is closed. 

Conclusion RINA verified that the baseline emissions were calculated in accordance with the 
registered PDD and methodology ACM0002 ”Consolidated baseline methodology 
for grid-connected electricity from renewable sources” version 17.0 of 13/05/2016 
/7/. 

E.8.2. Calculation of project GHG emissions or actual net GHG removals by sinks 

Means of verification The project emissions are assumed to be zero as per the ACM0002 /7/ since the 
project is a renewable energy project as defined in the registered PDD /1/ and 
validation report /8/.  

Findings NA 

Conclusion RINA verified that the project emissions were assumed 0 in accordance with the 
registered PDD /1/ and methodology ACM0002 /7/ 

E.8.3. Calculation of leakage GHG emissions 

Means of verification The leakage emissions are assumed to be zero as per the ACM0002 /7/ as defined 
in the registered PDD /1/. Since the project and leakage emissions are zero, the 
emission reduction equals to baseline emissions. 

Findings N/A 

Conclusion Leakage was considered as zero in accordance with the applied methodology /7/.  

E.8.4. Summary of calculation of GHG emission reductions or net anthropogenic GHG removals by 

sinks 

Means of verification According to the applied methodology “ACM0002”, “Consolidated baseline 
methodology for grid-connected electricity from renewable sources” /7/, the 

file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20CDM/PROJECTS/MD/15TQ07MD%20Gunaydin%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2006_GS%20Issuance/DFVR_15TQ07MD_Rev%201.4_22122015.doc%23reference
file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20CDM/PROJECTS/MD/15TQ07MD%20Gunaydin%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2006_GS%20Issuance/DFVR_15TQ07MD_Rev%201.4_22122015.doc%23reference
file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20CDM/PROJECTS/MD/15TQ07MD%20Gunaydin%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2006_GS%20Issuance/DFVR_15TQ07MD_Rev%201.4_22122015.doc%23reference
file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20CDM/PROJECTS/MD/15TQ07MD%20Gunaydin%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2006_GS%20Issuance/DFVR_15TQ07MD_Rev%201.4_22122015.doc%23reference
file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20CDM/PROJECTS/MD/15TQ07MD%20Gunaydin%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2006_GS%20Issuance/DFVR_15TQ07MD_Rev%201.4_22122015.doc%23reference
file://///dgckfs03/DIQdata/66%20GHG%20Services/01%20CDM/PROJECTS/MD/15TQ07MD%20Gunaydin%20WPP%20(GS-Ver)/Ver%2006_GS%20Issuance/DFVR_15TQ07MD_Rev%201.4_22122015.doc%23reference
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emission reductions have been calculated based on the following formula:  

 

Emission reductions are calculated as follows: 

ERy = BEy − PEy − LEy  

Where: 

ERy = Emission reductions in year y (t CO2/yr). 

BEy = Baseline emissions in year y (t CO2/yr). 

PEy = Project emissions in year y (t CO2/yr). 

LEy = Leakage emissions in year y (t CO2/yr). 

 

Emission Reduction in 2018 (starting from 01/05/2018 to 31/12/2018): 

ER 2018= 79,230 – 0 – 0 = 79,230 tCO2 

Baseline Emission in 2019 (01/01/2019 to 30/04/2019): 

ER 2019= 42,929 – 0 - 0 = 42,929 tCO2 

ER total=  122,159 tCO2 

Findings NA 

Conclusion The emission reduction calculations provided in the spreadsheet /9/ have been 
verified to be correct and in line with the registered PDD /1/ and applied 
methodologies /7/. 

E.8.5. Comparison of actual GHG emission reductions or net anthropogenic GHG removals by sinks 

with estimates in registered PDD 

Means of verification The emission reductions from the project for the monitoring period as reported in 
the monitoring report version 2 of 12/06/2019 /3/ is equivalent to 122,159 tCO2. The 
reported emission reductions are lower (7%) than the estimated emission reduction 
of 131,241 tCO2 for the period 01/05/2018 – 30/04/2019 (365 days) as per the 
registered PDD /1/ due to lower wind power than expected. The calculation is 
verified through calculation spreadsheet /9/. 

Findings CR 4: Please provide the calculation details of estimated ER reductions for current 
monitoring period in the section E.5 and E.6 of MR and revise the explanation in line 
with the project activity. 
 
The calculation details of estimated ER reductions for current monitoring period are 
now provided in the section E.5 and E.6 of MR and the explanation is revised in line 
with the project activity. 

Hence, CR 4 is closed. 

Conclusion The actual emission reduction is a little bit lower than the estimated reduction given 
in the registered PDD /1/. The reason of the difference between the actual and 
estimation emission reduction is explained related to lower wind speed than 
expected. 

E.8.6. Remarks on difference from estimated value in registered PDD 

Means of verification The emission reductions from the project for the monitoring period as reported in 
the monitoring report version 2 of 12/06/2019 /3/ is equivalent to 122,159 tCO2. The 
reported emission reductions are lower (7%) than the estimated emission reduction 
of 131,241 tCO2 for the period 01/05/2018 – 30/04/2019 (365 days) as per the 
registered PDD /1/ due to lower wind power than expected. The calculation is 
verified through calculation spreadsheet /9/. 

Findings CR 4: Please provide the calculation details of estimated ER reductions for current 
monitoring period in the section E.5 and E.6 of MR and revise the explanation in line 
with the project activity. 
 
The calculation details of estimated ER reductions for current monitoring period are 
now provided in the section E.5 and E.6 of MR and the explanation is revised in line 
with the project activity. 

Hence, CR 4 is closed. 

Conclusion The actual emission reduction is a little bit lower than the estimated reduction given 
in the registered PDD /1/. The reason of the difference between the actual and 
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estimation emission reduction is explained related to lower wind speed than 
expected. 

E.8.7. Actual GHG emission reductions or net anthropogenic GHG removals by sinks during the first 

commitment period and the period from 1 January 2013 onwards 

Means of verification RINA verified that the actual monitoring period does not fall into the first 
commitment period. 

Findings NA 

Conclusion RINA verified that the actual monitoring period does not fall into the first 
commitment period. 

E.8.8. Assessment of the sustainability parameters 

Means of verification The assessment of the monitored parameters is described in the tables below: 

Data variable Source of Data 
Reported value for the 

project period 

Air Quality (SDG 13) 

Amount of CO2 
emissions 

Amount of CO, 
NMVOC emissions 

Ex-ante fixed 
respective emission 
factor and Electricity 
Generation, ERs 
Calculations /9/ 

 CO2= 122,159 t 

 CO =33.8 t 

 NMVOC =7.2 t 

Assessment 

Amount of CO2, CO, NMVOC emissions: The parameter is monitored annually 
by calculation with ex-ante fixed respective emission factors and amount of net 
electricity generation. 

 

Data variable Source of Data 
Reported value for the 

project period 

Water Quality and 
Quantity (SDG 6) 

Amount of  
wastewater to be 
discharged to the 
environment 
(Avoidance of around 
4,912,300 m3 
wastewater discharge 
to the environment 
per year.) 

 

Ex-ante fixed 
respective calculation 
factor and Electricity 
Generation /9/ 

Invoice of 
Wastewater 
Discharge /19/ 

No wastewater discharge to 
the environment for the 
monitoring period. 

Assessment 

Amount of wastewater to be discharged to the environment: The parameter is 
monitored on an annual base by calculation and the sewage truck records (if it 
is performed). It is confirmed that the waste water is stored in a septic tank on 
site and no disposal to the environment. In addition to this, the invoice /19/ for 
this monitoring period is provided to the verification team. There is only one 
discharge has been realized during this period. 

 

Data variable Source of Data 
Reported value for the 

project period 

Quality of Employment 
(SDG 8) 

Health & Safety 
trainings 

Certificates and 
attendance lists of 
the trainings /25-27/ 

Employees participated to the 
HSE trainings. 

Assessment 

Health & Safety trainings: The parameter is monitored annually base by 
checking the certificates and attendance lists of the trainings. Safety measures 
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and equipment have been shown to DOE on-site inspection. 2018 Health & 
Safety trainings have been provided to the DOE. The certificates checked, the 
employees have been given health and safety training /25-27/. Also, some 
additional trainings such as working at height, first aid and fire training have 
been provided among others. 

 

Data variable Source of Data 
Reported value for the project 

period 

Quantitative 
Employment and 
Income Generation 
(SDG 8) 

Number of 
employment 

Registration 
Document /22/ 

14 employees are hired and 5 of 
them are local. 

Assessment 

Number of employment: This parameter is monitored on each verification by the 
Registration Document /22/ of employees.  

 

Data variable Source of Data 
Reported value for the project 

period 

Balance of 
Payments and 
Investment (SDG 
7) 

Avoidance of 
natural gas import 

Electricity Generation 
and Calculation Excel 
Sheet /9/ 

21,684 m3 avoided imported 
natural gas by project activity 

Assessment 

Amount of payment for natural gas to be imported for electricity generation: This 
parameter is monitored on an annual base by the TEIAS statistics and electricity 
generation calculation.  

 

Findings CAR 4:  
- All relevant SDGs (SDG 13, SDG7, SDG 6) shall be revised in line with the 

total net electricity generation. Please see CAR 2. 

- Water Quality and Quantity: 
Avoidance wastewater discharge: Please revise the calculation according to 
the correct electricity generation. 

- Quality of Employment:  
Health & Safety Trainings: The parameter should be in line with the 
approved “chosen parameter” Training details shall be presented in the MR 
properly and remove the explanation under section E.5. “This part will be 
provided after site visit.”. Please provide the missing HSE trainings records 
for all employees (including sub-contractor) which are checked during 
onsite inspection. A new employee ‘s social insurance and training records 
shall be provided.  

- Quantitative Employment and Income Generation:  
- Number of employment: Please revise the chosen parameter as GS 

approved and provide the objective evidence to be checked total number of 
employee and local employees. According to the approved Transition 
Annex at least 2 employees will be from local region. 

- Please revise all related sections in the MR (such as cover page, Section 
A.1, D.2., E. etc.) after applying the corrections. 

 
 

- All relevant SDGs (SDG 13, SDG7, SDG 6) are now revised in line with the 
verified total net electricity generation.  

- Water Quality and Quantity: 
Avoidance wastewater discharge: The calculation is now corrected 
according to the electricity generation and the avoidance of around 
4,572,400 m3 wastewater discharge to the environment is verified through 
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the calculation spreadsheet. 

- Quality of Employment:  
Health & Safety Trainings: It is verified through official records, 14 
employees are hired in the plant. 13 employees have received HSE 
trainings but there is only 1 employee’s HSE training is missing. The 
missing health and safety certificate for 2019 will be provided in the next 
verification. This parameter is being checking every monitoring period so 
there is no need to raise a FAR. 

- Quantitative Employment and Income Generation:  
Number of employment: It is verified through official records, 14 employees 
are hired in the plant and 5 of them are local. 

All related sections in the MR (such as cover page, Section A.1, D.2., E. etc.) is now 
amended after applying the corrections. 

Hence, CAR4 is closed. 

Conclusion RINA verified that the GS indicators described in the monitoring report version 2 /3/ 
are accurate and real. Data to cross check the monitored parameters are available 
at the office of the company. Also the registers of the sustainability indicators were 
available during the onsite inspection. 
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SECTION F. Internal quality control 

The draft final verification report before being submitted to the client will be/is subjected to an independent 
technical review to confirm that all validation activities has been completed according to the pertinent RINA’s 
procedures. The technical review will be/is performed by a technical reviewer(s) qualified in accordance with 
the RINA’s qualification procedure.  
 

SECTION G. Verification opinion 

RINA Services Spa (RINA) has performed verification of the emission reductions reported for the project 
activity Bergres Wind Power Project, Turkey, GS Registration Reference No. 5229 for the period 01/05/2018 
– 30/04/2019, with regard to the relevant GS requirements and principles. The project participants are 
responsible for the preparation for the collection of data in accordance with the monitoring plan and the 
reporting emission reductions from the project. It is RINA’s responsibility to express an independent 
verification opinion on the reported emission reductions from the project and does not express any opinion on 
the selected baseline scenario or on the validated and registered PDD. Based on documented evidences and 
corroborated by an on-site assessment RINA can confirm that: (i) the project has been implemented and 
operated as per the registered PDD; (ii) the monitoring report and other supporting documents provided are 
complete and verifiable and in accordance with the applicable GS requirements and principles; (iii) the 
monitoring is in place as per the applied baseline and monitoring methodology; (iv) the monitoring complies 
with the registered monitoring plan; (v) the monitoring plan in the registered PDD is as per the applied 
baseline and monitoring methodology. 

SECTION H. Certification statement 

It is RINA’s opinion that the GHG emission reductions stated in the latest version of monitoring report (version 
2 of 12/06/2019) /3/ for the project activity “Bergres Wind Power Project, Turkey” for the period 01/05/2018 – 
30/04/2019 are fairly stated. The GHG emission reductions were calculated correctly on the basis of the 
approved monitoring methodology ACM0002, Grid-connected electricity generation from renewable sources - 
version 17.0 of 13/05/2016 /7/. Hence, RINA is able to certify that the emission reductions from the project 
during the monitoring period 01/05/2018 to 30/04/2019 amount to 122,159 tCO2. 
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Appendix 1. Abbreviations 

Abbreviations Full texts 

BE Baseline Emissions 

CAR Corrective Action Request 

CDM Clean Development Mechanism 

CDM M&P Modalities and Procedures CDM 

CER(s) Certified Emission Reduction(s) 

CH4 Methane 

CL Clarification Request 

CO2 Carbon dioxide 

CO2e Carbon dioxide equivalent 

CRT Coordination and Technical Control Staff 

DCI Certification Division of RINA Services Spa 

DNA Designated National Authority 

DOE Designated Operational Entity 

EB Executive Board 

EPIAS Energy Market Management Inc. 

ER Emission Reductions 

FAR Forward Action Request 

GHG(s) Greenhouse gas(es) 

GS Gold Standard 

GWP Global Warming Potential 

IPCC Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 

LoA Letter of Approval 

MoV Means of Verification 

MR Monitoring Report 

NGO Non-governmental Organization 

ODA Official Development Assistance 

PDD Project Design Document 

PE Project Emission 

PP(s) Project Participant(s) 

Ref. Document Reference 

RINA RINA Services Spa 

SS(s) Sectoral Scope(s) 

TA(s) Technical Area(s) 

TEIAS Turkish Electricity Transmission Company (Turkiye Elektrik Iletim A.S.) 

UNFCCC United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 

VVS Validation and Verification Standard 
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Appendix 2. Competence of team members and technical reviewers 

 

 



GS-VER-REP(12-2017) Page 19 of 25 

 



GS-VER-REP(12-2017) Page 20 of 25 

 

Appendix 3. Documents reviewed or referenced 

No Author Title 
References to 

the document 

Provider 

 

1 
Life Iklim ve 
Enerji 

GS-PDD for “Bergres Wind Power Project, Turkey” 
in Turkey 

version 08 of 
21/09/2017 

Project 
participant 

2 
Life Iklim ve 
Enerji Approved Berges_WPP-Transition_Annex.v3 

version 3 of 
11/10/2018  

Project 
participant 

3 
Life Iklim ve 
Enerji 

Monitoring Report for “Bergres Wind Power Project, 
Turkey” in Turkey 

version 2 of 
12/06/2019 
version 1 of  
15/04/2019 

Project 
participant 

4 
Gold Standard 
Foundation GS4GG Standard Requirements 

Version 1.1 of 
01/03/2018 

Publicly 
available 

5 
Gold Standard 
Foundation GS4GG Transition Review Form (Final) 

version 3 of 
22/11/2018 

Other 

6 
CDM Executive 
Board 

Clean Development Mechanism Validation and 
Verification Standard 

version 02.0 of 
29/11/2018 

Publicly 
available 

7 
CDM Executive 
Board 

Baseline and monitoring methodology “ACM0002” 
“Grid-connected electricity from renewable sources” 

version 17.0 of 
13/05/2016 

Publicly 
available 

8 Bureau Veritas 
Validation Report for “Bergres Wind Power Project, 
Turkey” N° BVC/TURKEY-VD/ 
CER.TR.2484578.C45.16/2017 

version 02 
issued on 
13/10/2017 

Others 

9 
Life Iklim ve 
Enerji 

Emission Reduction Calculation Spreadsheet “ER 
calculations_Bergres”  

version 2 of 
12/06/2019 
version 1 of 
15/04/2019 

Project 
participant 

10 
Gold Standard 
Foundation GS4GG Monitoring Report Form 

version 1 of 
06/2017 

Publicly 
available 

11 
CDM Executive 
Board 

Methodological Tool “Tool to calculate the emission 
factor for an electricity system” 

version 05.0 of 
27/11/2015 

Publicly 
available 

12 
CDM Executive 
Board 

Methodological Tool “ Tool for the demonstration 
and assessment of additionality” 

version 07.0 of 
23/11/2012 

Publicly 
available 

13 
Energy Market 
Regulatory 
Authority 

Generation License EU/3683-7/2239 ( amended on 
08/10/2015) 

date of 
09/02/2012 

Project 
participant 

14 
Social Security 
Institution Declarating the Number of Local Employees submitted on  

Project 
participant 

15 TEIAS Monthly Meter Reading Protocols 

from 
01/05/2018 - 
30/04/2019 

Project 
participant 

16 
Enerji Piyasaları 
İşletme 
A.S.(EPIAS) 

Monthly Electricity Records within the Monitoring 
Period  

from 
01/05/2018 - 
30/04/2019 

Project 
participant 

17 
Energy Market 
Regulatory 
Authority 

Communiqué for Measurement Devices used in the 
Electricity Market 

date of 
22/03/2003 

Publicly 
available 

18 
The Ministry of 
Trade and 
Industry 

Regulation of Metering and Testing of Metering 
Systems 

date of 
24/07/1994 

Publicly 
available 

19 

IZSU (Izmir 
Water and 
Sewerage 
Administration) 

Invoice of Wastewater Discharge No: 69801 
date of 
09/08/2018 

Project 
participant 

20 
Ministry of 
Energy and 

Provisional Acceptance Certificate of Turbines #7,8 
9,10,11,12,13,14,15  

date of 
20/04/2017  

Project 
participant 
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Natural 
Resources 

Provisional Acceptance Certificate of Turbines 
#1,2,3,4,5,6,16,17,18,19,20,21,22  

date of 
26/05/2017 

21 TEIAS 1st Index Protocol of the Electricity Meters date of 
21/04/2017 

Project 
participant 

22 
Social Security 
Institution 

Recruitment Declaration for  Employees 
submitted on 
12/06/2019 

Project 
participant 

23 
The Gold 
Standard 
Foundation 

3-week issuance review period under GS Version 
2.2 

version 2 of 
16/10/2018 

Others 

24 TEIAS Test Report of the meters date of 
12/12/2018 

Project 
participant 

25 Cankaya Health and Safety Training Certificates for 4 
Employees of working at project site 

date of 
25/07/2018 
28/08/2018 

Project 
participant 

26 

Cankaya  
 
 
 
Secim OSGB 

Health and Safety Training Certificates for 3 
(subcontractor- Gungor Elektrik) Employees of 
working at project site 

Health and Safety Training Certificates for 
1(subcontractor- Gungor Elektrik) Employees of 
working at project site 

date of 
25/07/2018 
28/08/2018 
 
date of 
08/02/2018 
16/05/2018 

Project 
participant 

27 

Ekoglobal 
OSGB 
 
 
NEBOSH 

Health and Safety Training Certificates for 4 
(subcontractor- Securitas) Employees of working at 
project site 

 

Health and Safety Training Certificates for 1 
(subcontractor- GE Employees of working at project 
site 

date of 
14/01/2019 
15/01/2019 
 
date of 
25-26/02/2019 

Project 
participant 

28 RINA 
1st Verification Report No. 18-TQ-08-MD, Rev 1.1 
Aa (Monitoring Period: 21/04/2017 - 30/04/2018 
(both days included)  

 

date of 
06/09/2018 

Project 
participant 

Appendix 4. Clarification requests, corrective action requests and forward action requests 

Table 1. Remaining FAR from validation and/or previous verification 

FAR ID 1 Section no.  Date:  

Description of FAR 

During the site visit Balabanlı village have been visited as a closest village. However, Bayramcilar Village 
Mukhtar has not been reached even if called by telephone. For the next verification, interviews shall include 
villagers and Mukhtar from Bayramcılar Village. Suitable date and time should be anticipated for the site-visit 
to ensure villagers are reachable. 

Project participant response Date:  

Detailed answer is now given. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment Date: 17/05/2019 

The project area was visited on 08/05/2019. During the site visit, Bayramcilar Village mukhtar and 
stakeholder were interviewed about project activity and as a result of the interviews no negative comment 
was received related to project activity. More details are presented in section D.3 of this report. 

Hence, FAR 1 is closed. 

Table 2. CR from this verification 

CR ID 1 Section no. E.3 Date: 17/05/2019 

Description of CR 

Please add a clear explanation regarding the Transition Process from GS ver. 2.2 to GS4GG under the 
section A.1. in the MR and also add under the table 4. 
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Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

Transition Process from GS ver. 2.2 to GS4GG is now clarified under Section A.1. Start date and end date of 
the transition process are now added in Table 4. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 

A clear explanation regarding the Transition Process from GS ver. 2.2 to GS4GG under the section A.1. and 
table 2 in the MR is now added. The final transition review feedback form dated 22/11/2018 
Is now provided to the DOE. 

Hence, CR 1 is closed. 

 

CR ID 2 Section no. E.6.2 Date: 17/05/2019 

Description of CR 

The brand of the meters are EMH – LZQ-XC as confirmed through site visit. Please revise through whole 
report accordingly and provide the verified accuracy class and test report date of the meters. 

Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

Test report dated 12.12.2018 is now provided to DOE and meter information in MR is revised. Last test report 
date is now added to the MR. Accuracy classes of the meters are now added in MR and are compatible with 
related regulations. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 

The main and back-up meters with serial numbers 5704873 and 5704874 (0.5S accuracy) respectively are 
confirmed through site visit and test protocols. The test report dated 12/12/2018 for main and back-up meters 
is now provided to DOE.  

Hence, CR 2 is closed. 

 

CR ID 3 Section no. E.8.1 Date: 17/05/2019 

Description of CR 

The missing values (ERs belongs to March and April 2018) under the section E.3 shall be provided. 

Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

Section E.3. is now revised and March and April values are now added. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 

Section E.3 is now revised and the total ERs are verified as 122,159 tCO2. 

Hence, CR 3 is closed. 

 
CR ID 4 Section no. E.8.5 – E.8.6 Date: 17/05/2019 

Description of CR 

Please provide the calculation details of estimated ER reductions for current monitoring period in the section 
E.5 and E.6 of MR and revise the explanation in line with the project activity. 

Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

Section E.5. and E.6. are now revised with the latest data and show correct information. Section E.6. is now 
elaborated and compares the actual and estimated emission reductions. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 

The calculation details of estimated ER reductions for current monitoring period are now provided in the 
section E.5 and E.6 of MR and the explanation is revised in line with the project activity. 

Hence, CR 4 is closed. 

 

Table 3. CAR from this verification 

 

CAR ID 1 Section no. E.3 Date: 17/05/2019 

Description of CAR 
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Please clarify/correct the issues listed below: 
- The unit of ERs is indicated as tCO2e in the MR. However, the unit of the combined emission factor is 

tCO2/MWh not tCO2e/MWh. 
- EPIAS records are used for calculating ERs. PMUM is not valid abbreviation. 
- Please provide the chronological order of monitoring period number in addition to duration of this 

monitoring period and indicate whether the both days included or not. 
- The operation and management diagram is not provided in the MR. 
- 15/05/2017 is not the correct date of installation given in the table 1 under section A.1. Please also 

add the source of installation of turbines.  
- Please indicate the crediting period start date in DD/MM/YYYY under the section C of MR. 
- This is not 3rd monitoring period. Please revise Section C accordingly. 
- Please provide the revision no and date of registered PDD and Transition Annex presented under 

section E.2 in the MR. 
- A clear statement on how stakeholders may provide inputs/grievances shall be presented under 

section F.1 of MR in line with the “Stakeholder Consultation & Engagement Procedure, Requirements 
& Guidelines” 

Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

- The unit of ER is now corrected in the MR.  
- PMUM abbreviations are now corrected as EPİAŞ. 
- Crediting period and monitoring period numbers are now stated in the cover page and “both days are 
included” statement is now added. 
- Operation and management diagram is now added under Section C.1.2. 
- Table 1 is now updated with correct dates and source of installation of turbines is provisional acceptance 
protocols which are now shared with the DOE.  
- Crediting period start date is now revised as DD/MM/YYYY under the section C of MR. 
- Section C is now corrected and third monitoring period is now changed as second monitoring period.  
- Revision no and dates of registered PDD and Transition Annex are now added under Section E.2. 
- Section F.1. is now revised and now include how stakeholders may provide inputs/grievances. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 

- The unit of ERs is now indicated as tCO2 in the MR.  
- EPIAS records are used for calculating ERs. Correct abbreviation is now used. 
- The chronological order of monitoring period number in addition to duration of this monitoring period 

is now provided and it is indicated whether the both days included or not. 
- The operation and management diagram is now provided in the MR. 
- The correct date of installation is now given in the table 1 under section A.1 and also the source of 

installation of turbines is presented as Provisional Acceptance Protocols.  
- The crediting period start date is now indicated as 21/04/2017 under the section C of MR. 
- This is 2nd monitoring period. Section C is now revised accordingly. 
- The revision no and date of registered PDD and Transition Annex are now presented under section 

E.2 in the MR. 
- A clear statement on how stakeholders may provide inputs/grievances is now presented under 

section F.1. 

Hence, CAR 1 is closed. 

 

 

CAR ID 2 Section no. E.8.1 Date: 17/05/2019 

Description of CAR 

The amounts of electricity generation of March and April 2019 couldn’t be verified via supporting documents. 
Please provide and revise the ERs calculation as well as related SDG parameters. 

Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

March and April electricity generation documents are now shared with the DOE. Relevant SDG parameters 
and values are now updated. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 

Supporting documents are now presented and the amounts of electricity generation of March and April 2019 
are now verified. 

Hence, CAR 2 is closed. 

 

CAR ID 3 Section no. E.8.1 Date: 17/05/2019 
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Description of CAR 

EGfacility,y (SDG 7) is given as 185,249.13 MWh. However, it shall be revised after CAR 2 resolved. 
 

Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

EGfacility,y (SDG 7) is now revised since all generation date is now completed and submitted to DOE. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 

EGfacility,y (SDG 7) is correctly calculated as  221,545.41 MWh verified through calculation spreadsheet.  

Hence, CAR 3 is closed. 

 

 

CAR ID 4 Section no. E.8.8 Date: 17/05/2019 

Description of CAR 

- All relevant SDGs (SDG 13, SDG7, SDG 6) shall be revised in line with the total net electricity 
generation. Please see CAR 2. 

- Water Quality and Quantity: 

Avoidance wastewater discharge: Please revise the calculation according to the correct electricity 
generation. 

- Quality of Employment:  

Health & Safety Trainings: The parameter should be in line with the approved “chosen parameter” 
Training details shall be presented in the MR properly and remove the explanation under section E.5. 
“This part will be provided after site visit.”. Please provide the missing HSE trainings records for all 
employees (including sub-contractor) which are checked during onsite inspection. A new employee ‘s 
social insurance and training records shall be provided.  

- Quantitative Employment and Income Generation:  

Number of employment: Please revise the chosen parameter as GS approved and provide the 
objective evidence to be checked total number of employee and local employees. According to the 
approved Transition Annex at least 2 employees will be from local region. 

 
- Please revise all related sections in the MR (such as cover page, Section A.1, D.2., E. etc.) after 

applying the corrections. 

Project participant response Date: 12/06/2019 

- All relevant SDGs are now revised in line with the total net electricity generation. 
- Wastewater discharge calculation is now revised and corrected according to the correct electricity 
generation. 
- Parameter is now revised and training records of employees are now listed in MR. Moreover, these records 
are also sent to DOE.  
- Social security records of all employees are now shared with the DOE. There are 14 employees in the plant. 
It can be checked from these records whether employees are local or not. There are 5 local employees in the 
plant. 
- All relevant sections are now revised. 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 18/07/2019 
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- All relevant SDGs (SDG 13, SDG7, SDG 6) are now revised in line with the verified total net electricity 
generation.  

- Water Quality and Quantity: 

Avoidance wastewater discharge: The calculation is now corrected according to the electricity 
generation and the avoidance of around 4,572,400 m3 wastewater discharge to the environment is 
verified through the calculation spreadsheet. 

- Quality of Employment:  

Health & Safety Trainings: It is verified through official records, 14 employees are hired in the plant. 
13 employees have received HSE trainings but there is only 1 employee’s HSE training is missing. 
The missing health and safety certificate for 2019 will be provided in the next verification. This 
parameter is being checking every monitoring period so there is no need to raise a FAR. 

- Quantitative Employment and Income Generation:  

Number of employment: It is verified through official records, 14 employees are hired in the plant and 
5 of them are local. 

 
All related sections in the MR (such as cover page, Section A.1, D.2., E. etc.) is now amended after applying 
the corrections. 

Hence, CAR4 is closed. 

 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date: 

 

 

Table 4. FAR from this verification 

FAR ID 1 Section No.  Date:  

Description of FAR 

 

Project participant response Date:  

 

Documentation provided by project participant 

 

DOE assessment  Date:  
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