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Summary: 

A description of the verification of the project: 

The verification of the project titled “Taiba N’Diaye Wind Power”, VCS ID – 2588, has been undertaken 

by SustainCERT, with accordance to the relevant VCS standard, V4.7/1/, VCS Program Guide, V4.4/2/ 

and relevant requirements of the ISO 14064-2 and ISO 14064-3, as well applicable criteria for 

consistent project operations, monitoring and reporting have been applied for verification.   

The project “Taiba N’Diaye Wind Power” involves generation of electricity by wind power technology in 

Municipality of Taiba N’ Diaye, Tivaouane, Thies, Senegal. The project consists of 46 Vestas wind power 

turbines with a capacity of 3.45 MW each, totaling a capacity of 158.7 MW. The electricity generated 

by the project will be supplied to SENELEC (Société nationale d'électricité du Sénégal) grid system, the 

national electric company of Senegal. The project is a renewable energy generation activity that results 

in the reduction of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that are real, measurable, and verifiable and plays 

a beneficial role in the mitigation of climate change. 

The Purpose and scope of verification: 

Purpose: Verification service provided by SustainCERT for the project activity “Taiba N’Diaye Wind 

Power” is to perform independent periodic verification for the monitoring period 01/08/2023 to 

31/07/2024 (including both days), first and last days inclusion verified from the emission reduction 

calculation sheet /9/ and monthly invoices/14/. The verification of the project is an independent review 

and ex-post determination by SustainCERT of the monitored reductions in GHG emissions that have 

occurred, against the VCS standard, V4.7/1/, VCS Program Guide, V4.4/2/, the Project baseline and 

host party criteria. 

The scope of verification is to establish/verify that: 

- The project activity has been implemented and operated as per the approved registered PD/5/. 

- All the physical features (technology, project equipment and monitoring and metering 

equipment) of the project are in place in accordance with registered PD/5/. 

- The monitoring report and other supporting documents provided are complete in accordance 

with the latest applicable version of VCS standard i.e., VCS standard, V4.7/1/. 

- The actual monitoring systems and procedures comply with the monitoring systems and 

procedures described in the monitoring plan, any registered monitoring plan, the approved 

methodology including applicable tool(s) and/or, where applicable, the approved standardized 

baseline. 

- The data recorded and stored as per the monitoring methodology including applicable tool(s) 

and, where applicable, the standardized baseline. 

The Monitoring Period: 

The project activity “Taiba N’Diaye Wind Power” is undergoing 4th verification from 01/08/2023 to 

31/07/2024 (both days included), under its crediting period from 09/12/2019 to 08/12/2029 (Ten 

years, Fixed). 

The Method and Criteria used for Verification: 

Desk Review: - Review of project information, monitoring plan specifically monitoring frequency, the 

metering equipment, calibration requirement, quality assurance and quality control system against the 
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registered PD, V2.1/5/ and applicable VCS standard/1/ and applied methodology “ACM0002- Grid 

connected electricity generation from renewable sources”, version 20.0/7/, version of methodology 

inline to the PD/5/. 

Onsite audit: 

-Interview with the relevant personnel to confirm the implementation of the project with paying 

particular attention to the operational and data collection procedures, in accordance with the 

registered PD/5/ and applied methodology/7/. 

- A detailed cross check of the information provided in the monitoring report/8/ against the relevant 

evidence such as relevant data sources, calibration records and other sources mentioned in Appendix 

2 of the report. 

- A detailed cross check of the calculations made for the estimation of GHG emissions. 

- An evaluation of data management and the quality assurance and quality control system in the 

context of their influence on the generation and reporting of emissions reduction. 

The number of findings raised during verification: A risk-based approach has been followed for the 

verification of the project. 02 CARs, 13 CLs and 00 FAR were raised during verification. All the issues 

raised were resolved successfully, details of which can be found in Appendix 3 of the report. 

Any uncertainties associated with the verification: The assessment team thoroughly reviewed the 

monitoring report and the emission reduction calculation sheet against the relevant evidence and 

applicable VCS requirements, VCS standard V4.7/1/ and VCS guideline V4.4/2/. It has been concluded 

that there are no more uncertainties associated with the project. 

Summary of the verification conclusion 

The review of monitoring report V3.0, emission reduction calculation sheet along with relevant 

supporting evidence and the interview with relevant personnel during an onsite audit on 

12/11/2024/10/ have provided the assessment team with sufficient evidence to confirm to the 

applicable criteria and meet reasonable level of assurance. SustainCERT confirms the project activity 

‘Taiba N’Diaye Wind Power has been successfully implemented in accordance with the registered 

PD/5/ and applied methodology “ACM0002, Version 20.0”/7/ meeting all the relevant VCS 

requirements. Based on the information seen and evaluated we confirm that the monitoring period 

01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024 (including both the days) is in place and accounts to 215,839 tCO2e of 

emission reductions by displacing 376,684MWh of electricity from fossil fuel dominating energy grid 

with electricity generated using wind energy system 
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1   INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Objective 

The Verification of the project titled “Taiba N’ Diaye Wind Power” VCS ID – 2588, has been 

undertaken by SustainCERT, as requested by Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U (=project 

proponent) for the monitoring period 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024 (including both the days). The 

verification of project activity is the 4th periodic verification for the crediting period 09/12/2019 

to 09/12/2029 (fixed 10 years) which is verified from the VERRA Registry page (Verra Search 

Page). The purpose of the verification is to conduct the independent review of the project 

information and confirm: 

o The project activity is implemented and operated in accordance with registered project 

description document, V2.1/5/. 

o All physical features (technology, project equipment, monitoring and metering 

equipment) are in place/8/. 

o The actual monitoring systems and procedures/8/ comply with the monitoring systems 

and procedures described in the monitoring plan/5/, the approved methodology including 

applicable tool(s) and/or, where applicable, the approved standardized baseline/7/. 

o The data collection procedures, records and retention, are as per the monitoring 

methodology “ACM0002 – Grid connected electricity generation from renewable 

sources, Version 20.0”/7/ and registered project description document, V2.1/5/. 

The verification followed the requirements mentioned in the VCS standard, version 4.7/1/ and 

VCS guidelines, V4.4/2/ ensuring the quality and consistency of the report.  

1.2 Scope and Criteria 

The scope of verification for this project activity involves an independent and objective review 

and ex-post determination of the monitored reductions in GHG emissions, made by the project 

proponent in the monitoring report/8/, emission reduction calculation sheet/9/ and other 

supporting evidence (as mentioned in Appendix 2 of the verification report) made available to 

the verification team for this monitoring period from 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024, in accordance 

to: 

o VCS standard, V4.7/1/ 

o VCS guideline, V4.4/2/ 

https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588
https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588
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o Applied Methodology ‘ACM0002 – Grid connected electricity generation from renewable 

sources, Version 20.0’/7/ 

o Other relevant rules and requirements, including host part requirements.  

A risk-based approach has been followed for the verification of the project activity. Identifying 

and assessing the high-risk area and ensuring the reliability of the project’s emission reductions 

generated. 

The principles of accuracy, completeness, relevance, reliability and credibility were combined 

with a conservative approach to establish a traceable and transparent verification opinion. The 

verification considers both quantitative and qualitative information on emission reductions. The 

verification is not meant to provide any consultancy towards the client. However, stated requests 

for clarifications, corrective and/or forward actions may provide input for improvement of the 

monitoring activities. 

1.3 Level of Assurance 

The level of assurance achieved for the project verification falls under a reasonable level of 

assurance. The verification of the project activity is conducted by doing a thorough assessment 

of Monitoring report/8/, Registered PD/5/, emission reduction calculation sheet/9/ and all the 

relevant documents mentioned in appendix 2 of the report.  

Sufficient amount of evidence was gathered by the assessment team to reduce the risk 

associated with audit process. This means that there is some uncertainty arising from the use of 

sampling since it is possible that a material misstatement will be missed. 

1.4 Summary Description of the Project 

The project activity is a Wind Power Project by Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U as PP, located in 

the Municipality of Taiba N’ Diaye, Tivaouane, Thies, Senegal. The project activity consists of 46 

Vestas wind power turbines with a capacity of 3.45 MW each, totaling a capacity of 158.7 

MW./5//6//8//11//12/.  

The project aims to generate cleaner electricity using wind power project and displace the 

amount of electricity generated using the fossil fuel-based power plant. SENELEC (Société 

nationale d'électricité du Sénégal) grid system, the national electric company of Senegal, this 

has been verified from PD/5/, Previous verification reports/5//11/ and onsite audit/10/. 
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During current verification, an onsite audit for the project activity was conducted on 

12/11/2024, where onsite implementation was checked, and interviews of the PP 

representatives were conducted to confirm the implementation of the project activity for current 

monitoring period. Furthermore, it was confirmed that the project involves supply of 376,684 

MWh of electricity during the current monitoring period 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024, leading to 

215,839tCO2e emission reductions. The information verified during onsite audit was found to be 

in line with the submitted monitoring plan/8/, ER sheet/9/ and other documents mentioned in 

appendix 2 of the report. 

The start date of the project activity is 09/12/2019/8/, verified from the onsite audit/10/ and the 

same has been cross checked with previous verification report/11/ and onsite conducted during 

previous verification/11/. The crediting period for the project activity is 09/19/2019 to 

08/12/2029 (fixed, 10 years), as verified using previous verification report/11/ and the project 

page on VERRA. 

Based on this, the assessment team confirms that the project activity “VCS-2588” is 

implemented and operational in accordance with applied methodology “ACM0002, v20.0”/7/, 

Project Description Document/5/, VCS standard/1/ and VCS guidelines/2/. It has also been 

assessed and verified that emission reduction calculation for this monitoring period from 

01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024/8/ has been done conservatively and found to be appropriate 

(details can be found in section 4 of this report). Thus, a reasonable level of assurance has been 

met. 

2 VERIFICATION PROCESS 
The Registered Project activity has been undergoing 4th Verification under Crediting period from 

09/12/2019 to 08/12/2029 (fixed, 10 years), the approach adapted to ensure the quality and 

credibility of emission reduction is described in the following sections. 

2.1 Method and Criteria 

The method and criteria used for verification consist of following phases: 

A risk-based approach has been applied for the process. 

Desk review:  

o To verify the completeness of the data and the information presented in the monitoring 

report/8/, emission reduction calculation sheet/9/ and other evidence like calibration 

records, invoices and monthly reports, including all the other evidence mentioned in 

Appendix 2 of the report were strategically reviewed and risk assessment was 

undertaken.  
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o Project activity sources contributing to the leakage as well as project emissions are 

assessed. 

o Evaluation of the data management and the quality assurance and quality control system 

in the context of their influence on the generation and reporting of emission reductions. 

Onsite audit for the project was conducted on 12/11/2024 to:  

o Interview of the project representatives and to confirm the implementation and 

operational status of the project with respect to the registered monitoring plan/5/. 

o Review the data flow for generating, aggregating and reporting the monitoring 

parameters,  

o Confirm the correct implementation of procedures for operations and data collection, 

o Cross-check the information provided in the MR documentation with other sources, 

o Check the monitoring equipment against the requirements of the PD and the approved 

methodology, including calibrations, maintenance, etc., 

o Review the calculations and assumptions used to obtain the GHG data and ER,  

o Identify if the quality control and quality assurance procedures are in place to prevent or 

correct errors or omissions in the reported parameters. 

Further, details regarding the process of onsite audit have been mentioned in section 2.3 and 

2.4 of the report. Resolution of all the issues and findings raised, and the final verification 

statement was issued. 

2.2 Document Review 

As part of verification of the project, the primary activity performed was the strategic review and 

risk assessment of the documents submitted using a dedicated protocol. A detailed review of 

MR/8/ and ER sheet/9/ was done to check: 

o The completeness of the information with reference to the register PD/5/. 

o Review of project information, monitoring plan specifically monitoring frequency, the 

metering equipment calibration requirement, quality assurance and quality control 

system against the registered PD, V2.1 and applicable VCS standard/1/ and applied 

methodology “ACM0002”, version 20.0. 

o A review of the QA/QC procedures were conducted to make sure the implementation is 

as per the register PD/5/. 
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All the other evidence reviewed is mentioned in Appendix 2 of this report. The cross checks 

between information provided in the Monitoring report/8/, VCS PD/5/ and information from 

sources other than those used, if available, the team’s sectoral or local expertise and, if 

necessary, independent background investigations. 

2.3 Interviews 

In accordance with VCS standard, V4.7/1/, site visit requirements, “A site visit that includes 

a visit to facilities and/or project areas shall be conducted at verification under the following 

circumstances: 1) The first verification of the project after validation; 2) Verifications that 

include project baseline reassessments; and 3) Verifications that assess a project 

description deviation where the deviation impacts the applicability of the methodology, 

additionality or the appropriateness of the baseline scenario.” The project is currently 

undergoing 4th verification, and it was the first time for SustainCERT to conduct the 

verification of this project. Therefore, onsite audit was conducted during this verification on 

12/11/2024/10/. During the onsite audit for this verification, interview of the relevant project 

personnel and local stakeholders were conducted verifying the implementation and 

operational status of the project, the similar information was also cross verified using the 

evidence submitted by PP (as mentioned in Appendix 2 of the report). Detail of the personnel 

interviewed can be found in the table below: 

Date of onsite Interview: 12/11/2024 

S.No Name of 

the person  

Affiliation Details Discussed Team member 

1 Alioune Ba Parc Eolien Taiba 

N’Diaye 

Project implementation, 

Commissioning dates as per 

the requirements of VCS, 

Reliability and accuracy of 

readings are considered for 

emission reduction 

calculations, calibration 

procedure Monitoring, and 

measuring system. Collection 

of measurements 

Observations of established 

practices for verification of 

monitoring parameters, 

Electricity generation records 

(Monthly Energy Statements, 

Invoices) Emission reduction 

calculation,  

environmental concerns, 

entities involved, property 

rights, benefit sharing 

Namory Diakhate 

 

2. Ousseynou 

Diedhiou 

Parc Eolien Taiba 

N’Diaye 

Grievance Mechanism. Project 

implementation,  

Employment opportunities, 

Electricity generation records 

Namory Diakhate 
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(Monthly Energy Statements, 

Invoices) 

calibration procedure 

Monitoring, and measuring 

system 

QA/QC procedures, labour 

and work rights, human rights, 

Cultural heritage 

3. Amadou 

Sow 

Parc Eolien Taiba 

N’Diaye 

Grievance Mechanism. Project 

implementation,  

Employment opportunities, 

Electricity generation records 

(Monthly Energy Statements, 

Invoices) 

calibration procedure 

Monitoring, and measuring 

system 

QA/QC procedures, labour 

and work rights, human rights, 

Cultural heritage 

Namory Diakhate 

4 Elhadji 

Matar Sylla 

Manager of 

Security Safety 

and Environment, 

Parc Eolien Taiba 

N’Diaye (Local 

Stakeholder) 

Grievance Mechanism. Project 

implementation,  

Employment opportunities, 

Electricity generation records 

(Monthly Energy Statements, 

Invoices) 

calibration procedure 

Monitoring, and measuring 

system 

QA/QC procedures, labour 

and work rights, human rights, 

Cultural heritage 

Namory Diakhate 

5 Mor 

Kharma 

Marie Local 

Municipality 

(Local 

Stakeholder) 

Grievance Mechanism. Project 

implementation,  

Employment opportunities, 

Electricity generation records 

(Monthly Energy Statements, 

Invoices) 

calibration procedure 

Monitoring, and measuring 

system 

QA/QC procedures, labour 

and work rights, human rights, 

Cultural heritage 

Namory Diakhate 

 

6 Abdoulaye 

Dia 

Youth Committee 

of  Taiba N’ Diaye 

(Local 

Stakeholder) 

Grievance Mechanism. Project 

implementation,  

Employment opportunities, 

Electricity generation records 

(Monthly Energy Statements, 

Invoices) 

calibration procedure 

Monitoring, and measuring 

system 

QA/QC procedures, labour 

Namory Diakhate 
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The local stakeholders interviewed include individuals who gained employment through the 

development of the plant, as well as residents from the area surrounding the project activity . By 

the interview it was concluded that the local people were aware of the grievance mechanism and 

there were no negative comments from local stakeholder’s side. Instead, the local people 

appreciated the development and job created by the project activity in that area. PP has also 

submitted Stakeholder grievance process details/25/ same details were also verified from onsite 

audit. Thus, a reasonable level of assurance was met. 

2.4 Site Visits 

As Discussed above, the physical site visit for the project was conducted for the current 

verification. Details and description of areas assessed can be found below:  

Duration of the Audit: 12/11/2024 

S.No Assessment Criteria Means of Verification Assessment Opinion 

1 

 

The assessment of the 

implementation and 

operation of the 

registered project activity 

Registered PD/5/ and 

Validation report 

Interviews with PP/10/ 

The information 

mentioned with reference 

to project 

implementation, capacity 

and commissioning in MR 

is found consistent with 

the documents and 

information received 

during interviews. 

2 A review of information 

flows for generating, 

aggregating and reporting 

the monitoring 

parameters. 

Monthly invoices/14/ and 

monthly Joint Meter Reading 

(JMR) reports /13/ and 

emission reduction 

calculation sheet. 

Interviews with PP/10/ 

The information related 

to flows for generating, 

aggregating and reporting 

the monitoring 

parameters mentioned in 

MR is found to be 

consistent with 

documents crosschecked 

and information received 

by interviews. 

and work rights, human rights, 

Cultural heritage 
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3 Interviews with relevant 

personnel to determine 

whether the operational 

and data collection 

procedures are 

implemented in 

accordance with the 

monitoring plan in the PD 

Monthly Invoices/14/ 

 

Monthly invoices are 

being cross checked. All 

the information related to 

operational and data 

collection is found to be 

inline with the PD/5/ and 

MR/8/. 

4 A check of the monitoring 

equipment including 

calibration performance 

and observations of 

monitoring practices 

against the requirements 

of the PD, the applied 

methodology including 

the tools applied 

Calibration records/17/ 

Interviews with PP/10/ 

Calibration records were 

verified and monitoring 

practices were verified 

with interview from PP, 

and it has been observed 

that all the practices are 

found to be in line with 

the PD.   

6 A review on calculation of 

emission reductions 

Monthly Invoices/14/ 

Monthly JMR reports/13/ 

Values mentioned for ER 

calculation are found to 

be inline with the monthly 

invoices. 

Methods, formulae, and 

emission factors for 

calculating baseline 

emissions have been 

followed in accordance 

with the applied 

methodology/7/. 

7 An identification of 

quality control and quality 

assurance procedures in 

place to prevent or 

identify and correct any 

errors or omissions in the 

reported monitoring 

parameters 

Monthly Invoices/14/ 

Monthly JMR reports/13/ 

Interview with PP 

Methods, formulae, and 

emission factors for 

calculating baseline 

emissions have been 

followed in accordance 

with the applied 

methodology/7/. 

All the QA/AC procedures 

were also verified on-site.  
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2.5 Resolution of Findings 

As discussed above, a risk-based approach has been applied for the verification of the project 

activity. During the verification, assessment team identified the issues which could impact the 

accuracy and the credibility of the emission reduction claimed by the project, The details analysis 

of the issues raised the approach used to resolve these issues can be found in Appendix 3 of 

this report.  

A corrective action request was raised if:  

o Modifications to the implementation, operation, and monitoring of the registered project 

activity have not been sufficiently documented by the project participants. 

o Mistakes have been made in applying assumptions, data, or calculations of emission 

reductions that will impact the number of emission reductions. 

A clarification request was raised if: 

o Information is insufficient or not clear enough to determine whether the applicable 

requirements have been met. 

A Forward action request was raised if: 

o If the monitoring and reporting require attention and/or adjustment for the next 

verification period. 

During verification a total of 02 CARs, 13 CLs and 00 FAR were raised. The details of all the 

issues communicated to the PD can be found in the Appendix 3. The issues raised were closed 

successfully. 

2.5.1 Forward Action Requests 

The project activity is undergoing 4th Verification, monitoring period from 01/08/2023 to 

31/07/2024. There are no FARs raised during the current verification period.  

2.6 Eligibility for Validation Activities 

There is no validation activity undertaken as a part of current verification. 
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3 VALIDATION FINDINGS 

3.1 Methodology Deviations 

There is no methodology deviation identified during the current monitoring period. 

3.2 Project Description Deviations 

There is no Project Description deviation identified during the current monitoring period 

3.3 New Project Activity Instances in Grouped Projects 

There are no new project activity instances added as the project activity is wind power project. 

3.4 Baseline Reassessment 

Did the project undergo baseline reassessment during the monitoring period? 

  ☐   Yes    ☒   No 

The project activity has not undergone any baseline reassessment during the current monitoring 

period. 

4 VERIFICATION FINDINGS 

4.1 Project Details 

The Project activity “Taiba N’Diaye Wind Power” is a wind power project located in the 

Municipality of Taiba N’ Diaye, Tivaouane, Thies, Senegal.. The project involves Generation of 

electricity using renewable energy and displacing the equal amount of energy generated by fossil 

fuels dominated grid. The installed capacity of the project is 158.7 MW. The project consists of 

46 Vestas wind power turbines with a capacity of 3.45 MW each. 

The Project Proponent for the project activity is Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U and was 

interviewed during onsite audit, more details can be found from section 2.3 and 2.4 of the 

Verification report. Other entities are integral to the project. SENELEC, Senegal's national 

electricity company, operates the substation where the wind turbine generators are connected. 

Aera Group acts as a consultant, managing the monitoring report and emission reduction 

calculations for the verification process. These roles were confirmed during the onsite audit/10/ 

and through previous verification reports/11/. 
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The start date of the project activity is 09/12/2019, the same has been verified during the onsite 

audit and also cross verified during the previous verifications/11/ of the project. The project 

activity is undergoing 4th verification from 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024, and during this 

Monitoring period the project activity has delivered 376,684 MWh of electricity and reducing 

215,839 tCO2e emission reductions.  

The details and calculations of the emission reductions have been verified and are found to be 

as per the guidelines of the applied methodology ACM0002, v 20.0/7/, the version of 

methodology is online with PD/5/, validation report and guidelines mentioned in VCS standard/1/. 

The input values used for monitoring parameters were also cross checked against the monthly 

JMR reports/13/ and invoices/14/ provided by the PP to the assessment team. It has been verified 

that all the invoices are raised by PP. The required monitoring system is in place and operational, 

the same was verified during the onsite audit/10/. The meters comply with appropriate quality 

standards applicable to the technology. The accuracy class of the meters installed for the project 

activity was verified on-site during previous verification and using photographic evidence/21/ 

during this verification.  

During the onsite audit, it was concluded that the project is implemented as per the requirement 

of the registered VCS PD/5/. During the current monitoring period, it was observed that no 

unforeseen incident or event evolved which can impact the operation of the project activity and 

this was also verified using Monthly maintenance reports/16/, submitted by the PD. Although the 

project activity has undergone scheduled maintenance as per the onsite operation and 

maintenance protocols which is acceptable to the assessment team. 

Monitoring Procedure: 

During onsite audit/10/, It has been verified that PP is responsible for ongoing operation of project 

activity and turbine supplier is responsible for maintenance of the Wind turbines. It was also 

confirmed that calibration of meter was done by the qualified personal inline with Interconnection 

agreement, further details related to calibration can be found in section 4.4 of the report.  

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and 

assessment conclusion: 

Audit history The project activity is undergoing 4th Verification under a 

crediting period fixed for 10 years. The assessment team has 

verified that audit history using the Project webpage/04/, all 

previous verifications have been published under Verra. It has 

been concluded that the information present in section in 1.2 of 

MR is appropriate.   
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Double counting and 

participation under other 

GHG programs 

The project activity is not registered under any other GHG and 

non-GHG program or registry. This has been confirmed by means 

of research on relevant applicable registries and available 

information in public domain and also a self-declaration towards 

the same has been provided by the PP/23/. 

The assessment team has searched for similar projects having 

same nature, capacity and project proponent. The name of the 

owners mentions in the regulatory licenses are also matched and 

checked. It was concluded that no such projects having same 

location and geo-coordinates, technology or project/legal owners 

are registered in any of the various carbon schemes like CDM, 

GCC, and Gold Standard.  

No double claiming with 

emissions trading 

programs or binding 

emission limits  

The project activity has been thoroughly searched on the 

various websites of various emission trading programs. It has 

been found that the project is not part of any emission trading 

scheme. Also, a declaration has been provided by PP 

mentioning that the project is not part of any other scheme.  

No double claiming with 

other forms of 

environmental credit 

As discussed above the, the project has been thoroughly 

researched in all the currently active environmental schemes and 

found that the project is not registered with any other 

environmental credits. PP has also submitted a self-declaration 

stating that the project is not registered with any other 

registry/23/.  

Therefore, it can be concluded that the project is not claiming 

credits with any other schemes. 

CL 04 was also raised regarding the same, the details for which 

can be found in Appendix 3 of the report.  

Supply chain (scope 3) 

emissions double 

claiming 

Not applicable as it a wind power project. 

Sustainable development 

contributions 

The project activity targets 3 of SDG goals: 

1. SDG 7 – Clean and Affordable energy: As the project activity 

is a wind power project, it generated clean energy. It has 

been verified by the means of evidence provided/13/ the 

project has generated 376,684 MWh of clean energy during 

this monitoring period.  
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2. SDG 8 – Decent Work and economic growth: The project 

being a wind power project, it has generated employment 

opportunities for the local people. It has been verified during 

onsite audit/10/ and by the means of evidence provided/23/, 

the project activity has provided employment opportunity to 

27 of the personnel.  

3. SDG 13- Climate action: As the project activity is Hydro 

Power project, generating clean energy which is replacing 

equal amount of energy from fossil fuel dominated grid, 

thus contributing positively to climate change. During the 

current MP, project has contributed to emission reductions 

of 215,839 tCO2e. 

The assessment team has verified the details related to 

SDG goal, which is from to be appropriate. 

Additional information 

relevant to the project  

No commercially sensitive information has been excluded by 

the PP. 

Based on the above information assessment team concludes: 

1. There are no material discrepancies between project implementation and the project 

description provided in the registered PD/5/. 

2. The monitoring plan is implemented completely and the monitoring system (i.e., process and 

schedule for obtaining, recording, compiling, and analysing the monitored data and 

parameters) is appropriate. 

3. There are no material discrepancies between the actual monitoring system, the monitoring 

plan set out in the project description, and the applied methodology/7/. 

4. The GHG emission reductions or removals generated by the project have not been included 

in an emissions trading program or any other mechanism that includes GHG allowance 

trading/23/. 

 

4.2 Safeguards and Stakeholder Engagement  

4.2.1 Stakeholder Identification 

The Project has undergone onsite audit/10/, during current verification and it has been observed 

that there has been no change in the stakeholders since the time of validation.    
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Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Stakeholder 

identification 

It has been observed and verified during onsite audit that the project 

activity is inline with the monitoring plan/5/ and there has been no new 

stakeholder identification done. 

Legal or customary 

tenure/access rights 

It has been observed and verified during onsite audit that the project 

activity is in line with the monitoring plan/5/ and there are no new legal 

or customary access right. 

CL 08 was raised and closed successfully during this verification, the 

details for which can be found in Appendix 3 of the report. 

Stakeholder diversity 

and changes over 

time  

It has been observed and verified during onsite audit that the project 

activity is in line with the monitoring plan/5/ and also stakeholders 

were interviewed during onsite audit (details of which are mentioned 

in section 2.3 of report) and it can be concluded that there is no 

change in stakeholder diversity over project lifetime till now. 

Expected changes in 

well-being  

It has been observed and verified during onsite audit that the project 

activity is in line with the monitoring plan/5/ and also stakeholders 

were interviewed during onsite audit (details of which are mentioned 

in section 2.3 of report) and it can be concluded that there is no 

expected change Wellbeing of stakeholder. 

Location of 

stakeholders  

It has been observed and verified during onsite audit that the project 

activity is in line with the monitoring plan/5/ and there is no change in 

the location of stakeholders. 

Location of resources It has been observed and verified during the onsite audit/10/ that the 

project activity is in line with the monitoring plan/5/ and no new 

stakeholder has been identified.  

4.2.2 Stakeholder Consultation and Ongoing Communication 

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Ongoing consultation During onsite audit/10/, interviews with 3 local stakeholders were 

conducted, details of which can be found in section 2.3 and 2.4. 



 VCS Verification Report Template, v4.4 

20 

 

During the interview it was concluded that PP has a direct 

communication channel via email and phone channels and 

stakeholders can also visit during office hours for any grievances. PD 

detailed Grievance procedure that is followed on-site in the 

monitoring report, the assessment team has verified the details 

mentioned and it is found to be in line with the PD/5/.  

Date(s) of stakeholder 

consultation 

Stakeholder consultation was conducted on 22/12/2012 and 

28/12/2012, it has been verified from the registered PD/5/.  

Communication of 

monitored results 

Results of the original meeting were provided to the stakeholder and 

are also stored, during the current monitoring period there has been 

no new comments received.  

Consultation records During the current verification, one grievance was raised by members 

of the neighboring commune of Darou Khoudoss during a multi-

stakeholder committee meeting on September 2, 2023. The grievance 

concerned the community investment plan and the perceived lack of 

widespread project benefits. It was verified through the Annual 

Environmental and Social Report/19/ that a response was sent to the 

Mayor of Darou Khoudoss to address the matter. The response 

outlined the terms and extent of the project’s livelihood restoration 

plan, designed to benefit the impacted communities of Taiba N’Diaye. 

During the onsite audit/10/, it was observed that stakeholders can 

raise grievances via email, phone, or in person during office hours, 

with site personnel available to assist. No grievances were reported 

that impacted the project's energy generation activities. Additionally, 

the PP submitted a detailed stakeholder grievance process, which was 

verified during the onsite audit/10/. 

 

Stakeholder input During the onsite audit/10/, interviews with 3 local stakeholders were 

conducted, details of which can be found in section 2.3 and 2.4. 

Based on the interview conducted, it has been concluded that all the 

procedures are implemented in line with registered monitoring 

plan/5/ and there is proper procedure in place for redressal of 

grievance received/25/. 

4.2.3 Free, Prior, and Informed Consent 

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  
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Consent  During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted 

and it has been verified that there was no conflict over the project 

resources. The same details were also verified from the previous 

verifications11/. 

Outcome of FPIC 

discussion 

There is no concern. Therefore, no FPIC required. 

4.2.4 Grievance Redress Procedure 

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Grievance received 

and steps taken to 

resolve the grievance 

including the 

outcomes of the 

resolution 

During the current verification, one grievance was raised by members 

of the neighboring commune of Darou Khoudoss during a multi-

stakeholder committee meeting on September 2, 2023. The grievance 

concerned the community investment plan and the perceived lack of 

widespread project benefits. It was verified through the Annual 

Environmental and Social Report/19/ that a response was sent to the 

Mayor of Darou Khoudoss to address the matter. The response 

outlined the terms and extent of the project’s livelihood restoration 

plan, designed to benefit the impacted communities of Taiba N’Diaye. 

During the onsite audit/10/, it was observed that stakeholders can 

raise grievances via email, phone, or in person during office hours, 

with site personnel available to assist. No grievances were reported 

that impacted the project's energy generation activities. Additionally, 

the PP submitted a detailed stakeholder grievance process, which was 

verified during the onsite audit/10/. 

 

Grievance redress 

procedure 

A formalized and official PETN Grievance Mechanism Procedure (GMP) 

is established to manage grievances arising from various project-

related activities. The Grievance Mechanism Procedure was verified 

against the registered PD/5/. It was observed during the onsite 

audit/10/ that stakeholders can raise grievances through email, phone, 

or in person during office hours, with site personnel available to assist. 

No comments or grievances from stakeholders have been observed 

during this monitoring period that impact the energy generation of the 

project activity. 
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4.2.5 Public Comments  

Comments received Actions taken by the 

project proponent 

Evidence gathering activities, 

evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

One grievance was raised 

by members of the 

neighboring commune of 

Darou Khoudoss during a 

multi-stakeholder 

committee meeting on 

September 2, 2023. The 

grievance pertained to 

concerns from the 

members of the Darou 

Khoudoss Commune, who 

believe that the benefits of 

the project are not being 

shared equitably. 

A letter of reply was sent 

to the Mayor of Darou 

Khoudoss, outlining the 

terms and extent of the 

project’s livelihood 

restoration plan, as well 

as the Community 

Investment Plan (CIP), 

which is designed to 

benefit the impacted 

communities within 

Taiba N’Diaye. 

During the onsite audit and through 

the Annual Environmental and Social 

Report/19/, it was verified that a 

response was sent to the Mayor of 

Darou Khoudoss to address and 

resolve the grievance. Additionally, 

PETN will consider broadening its 

Community Investment Plan (CIP) to 

include more communes within the 

budget and to the extent that can be 

realistically implemented. It was 

further verified during the onsite 

audit/10/ that the Grievance 

Mechanism Procedure is active. 

Stakeholders can raise grievances 

via email, phone, or in person during 

office hours, with site personnel 

available to provide assistance. 

4.2.6 Risks to Local Stakeholders and the Environment 

4.2.6.1 Management Experience 

Verified against the registered PD/5/, the project was developed by Lekela, one of the largest African 

renewable energy companies, operating in Senegal, Egypt, and South Africa. Lekela specializes in power 

generation through renewable energy sources on utility, commercial, and industrial scales. The Taiba 

N’Diaye Wind Power management team includes professionals from various fields, with most of the team 

having been involved since the project's construction and commercial operation phases. This was 

verified during the onsite audit/10/ and through employment records provided by the PP/23/. 

4.2.6.2 Risk Assessment  

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Natural and 

human induced 

risks to 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be found 

in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it has been observed that grievance 
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stakeholders’ 

wellbeing 

redressal procedure is in place, and there are no new comments 

received. Therefore, it has been concluded that there has been no risk to 

natural and human induced risks to stakeholders’ wellbeing. 

Risks to 

stakeholder 

participation 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be found 

in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it has been observed that grievance 

redressal procedure is in place, and there are no new comments 

received. Therefore, it has been concluded that there has been no risk to 

participation. 

Working 

conditions 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be found 

in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), both stakeholders interviewed 

received job due to development of project and it has been observed 

from the interview that working conditions are well balanced for people. 

Therefore, it can be concluded that working conditions are appropriate 

for the employees.  

Safety of women 

and girls 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be found 

in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), and it was observed that project 

does not cause any harm to the society. 

Safety of minority 

and marginalized 

groups, including 

children 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be found 

in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), and it was observed that project 

does not cause any harm to society. 

Pollutants (air, 

noise, discharges 

to water, 

generation and 

release of 

hazardous 

materials and 

chemical 

pesticides and 

fertilizers 

The project activity is wind power project, hence a renewable project, 

hence does not cause any harm to the environment. However, PP has a 

monitoring system in place, it has been observed that all the 

environmental factors have been continuously monitored by Parc Eolien 

Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U. A detailed environment report (ESMP)/19/ has also 

been submitted by the PP, which has been verified by the assessment 

team. 

CL 09 has been raised and closed successfully during this verification. 
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4.2.7 Respect for Human Rights and Equity 

4.2.7.1 Labor and Work 

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Discrimination  During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it was confirmed that there 

is no Discrimination and sexual harassment with any employee on site.  

Sexual harassment  During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it was confirmed that there 

is no sexual harassment with any employee on site.  

Gender equity in 

labor and work 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it was confirmed that there 

was no gender discrimination on the project site..  

Forced labor During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it has been confirmed that 

there have been no cases of forced labor on the project site. 

Child labor During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it was confirmed that there 

was no child labor on the project site.  

Human trafficking During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it was confirmed that there 

was no Human trafficking on the project site.  

4.2.7.2 Human Rights 

Risks identified Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Human rights During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it was confirmed that 
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there is no situation for violation towards human rights at the project 

site. 

4.2.7.3 Indigenous Peoples and Cultural Heritage 

Risks identified  Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Preservation and 

protection of cultural 

heritage  

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

interview with 3 of the stakeholders was conducted (details can be 

found in section 2.3 and 2.4 of the report), it was confirmed that 

there was no harm to the cultural heritage at the project site. It was 

also confirmed by reviewing the feasibility report/28/.  

4.2.7.4 Property Rights 

Risks identified Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Disputes over rights to 

territories and resources 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

also a site visit was conducted during previous verification, it has 

been observed and confirmed that there has been no dispute over 

territories and resources project. 

Respect for property 

rights 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted, 

and it was observed and confirmed that no disputes or issues 

related to property rights were raised 

CL 08 was raised and closed successfully during this verification 

4.2.7.5 Benefit Sharing 

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Summary of the 

benefit sharing 

plan 

During the current verification, an onsite audit/10/ was conducted. It was 

confirmed that both the PP and impacted stakeholders agreed on the 

financial compensation, and all compensation was made before the 

project launch. 
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Benefit sharing 

during the 

monitoring period 

This was also discussed during the onsite audit/10/, it has been observed 

that PP has lease agreements and the documents have been submitted 

to the VVB. This is not applicable during the current monitoring period as 

all compensation was made before the project launch. 

4.2.8 Ecosystem Health 

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Impacts on 

biodiversity and 

ecosystems 

It is a wind power project, Therefore, Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U 

monitors the birds activity. As there was an onsite audit/10/ conducted 

during this verification, it was confirmed by proper assessment that 

no harm has been caused to the biodiversity. 

Soil degradation 

and soil erosion 

Not applicable as it is a wind power project. Hence, no risk identified. 

Water 

consumption and 

stress 

Not applicable as it is a wind power project. Hence, no risk identified. 

4.2.8.1 Rare, Threatened, and Endangered species 

Item Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion  

Species or habitat During the current verification, onsite audit/10/ was conducted and it was 

confirmed that there is no threat to species or habitat. 

Areas needed for 

habitat 

connectivity 

During the current verification, onsite audit/10/ was conducted and it was 

confirmed that there is no threat to Areas needed for habitat connectivity 

 

 Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion 

Habitats for rare, 

threatened, and 

endangered species 

During the current verification, onsite audit/10/ was conducted and it 

was confirmed that there is no threat to Rare, Threatened, and 

endangered species. 
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Areas for habitat 

connectivity 

During the current verification, onsite audit/10/ was conducted and it 

was confirmed that there is no threat to Areas needed for habitat 

connectivity 

4.2.8.2 Introduction of Species 

In accordance with VCS standard, “Section 3.19.27(3) which does not apply to projects with a 

start date prior to 1 March 2024, pending further consultation”, therefore, the section is not 

applicable.  

Species introduced Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment 

conclusion 

 Not applicable   

 

Existing invasive species Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and 

assessment conclusion 

 Not applicable  

 

 Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and 

assessment conclusion 

Invasive species Not applicable 

4.2.8.3 Ecosystem conversion 

Item Evidence gathering activities and evidence checked 

Ecosystem conversion  Not applicable 

4.3 Accuracy of Reduction and Removal Calculations 

The assessment team has verified the values and formulas that are used for the calculation 

of emission reduction for this monitoring period from 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024 (both days 

included). In details assessment of all these values can be found in section 4.4 of the report. 

The equations and calculations used in the project report are in line with the applied 

methodology ‘ACM0002, V20.0’/7/.  

A detailed assessment of ex-ante values has been done in section 4.4 of the report. 
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The value used for the calculation of combine margin is found to be in line with the 

methodological tool 7, the value was validated during the validation of the project and is 

found to be in line with it since then as the project is undergoing 4th verification now.  

 

The emission reductions are calculated as: 

 

𝐸𝑅𝑦 = 𝐵𝐸𝑦 − 𝑃𝐸𝑦 

 

Where,  

𝐸𝑅𝑦 = Total amount of GHG emission reductions  

𝐵𝐸𝑦 = Baseline emissions in year y (tCO2e / y) 

𝑃𝐸𝑦PEy = Project emissions in year y (tCO2 / y) 

 

Now,   

𝐵𝐸𝑦 = 𝐸𝐺𝑃𝐽,𝑦 ∙  𝐸𝐹𝑔𝑟𝑖𝑑,𝐶𝑀,𝑦 

Where: 

 

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

𝐸𝐺𝑃𝐽,𝑦 = Quantity of net electricity generation that is produced and fed into the grid 

as a result of the implementation of the CDM project activity in year y (MWh / y) 

𝐸𝐹𝑔𝑟𝑖𝑑,𝐶𝑀,𝑦= Ex ante combined margin CO2 emission factor for grid connected power 

generation in year y calculated using the CDM EF Tool (tCO2 / MWh) 

 

Now,  

𝐸𝐺𝑃𝐽,𝑦 =  𝐸𝐺𝑓𝑎𝑐𝑖𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑦,𝑦 

𝐸𝐺𝑓𝑎𝑐𝑖𝑙𝑖𝑡𝑦,𝑦 =  Quantity of net electricity generation supplied by the project plant/unit to the 

grid in year y (MWh / y) 

 

For monitoring period from 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024, 

 

𝐸𝐺𝑃𝐽,𝑦 = 376,684 MWh 

𝐸𝐹𝑔𝑟𝑖𝑑,𝐶𝑀,𝑦 = 0.573 tCO2e/MWh 

 

Therefore, (Due to delay in calibration an error factor has been applied by the PP, details 

of which are mentioned in section 4.4 of this report.) 

 

𝐵𝐸𝑦 = 376,684 * 0.573 = 215,839 tCO2e 

𝑃𝐸𝑦 = 0, in line with methodology 

 

Now, as 𝐸𝑅𝑦 = 𝐵𝐸𝑦 − 𝑃𝐸𝑦 
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Therefore, 

 

𝐸𝑅𝑦 = 424,503 tCO2e 

The assessment team has thoroughly verified the calculation done for the quantification of 

the emissions reduction for the project activity, under this monitoring period from 01/08/2023 

to 31/07/2024 (both days included), it can be concluded that calculation done is in line with 

methodology/7/, and accurate. 

4.4 Quality of Evidence to Determine Reductions and Removals 

The data and parameters recorded for the project are in compliance with the registered PD/5/ 

and the monitoring report. Assessment team has cross checked all the parameters that are used 

for the calculation of the emission reductions against the evidence such as invoices/14/, monthly 

JMR reports/13/, validation data sheet/26/ provided by the PP, it has been observed that all the 

sources provided are appropriate and can be accepted. 

The monitoring done for all the parameters are inline with the applied methodology/7/, thus, can 

be considered accurate and acceptable. Additionally, during this verification an onsite audit was 

done for the project activity on 12/11/2024/10/, information was also cross checked by means 

of interview, therefore it has been concluded that mechanism is effective and reliable.  

The meters comply with appropriate quality standards applicable to the used technology. The 

accuracy class of the meters installed for the project activity was verified through photographs/21/ 

and previous verification. 

The data and parameters fixed (ex-ante): 

S.No Parameter  Value  Means of verification 

1.  EFgrid,CM,y 

Combined margin CO2 

emission factor in year y, 

0.573 tCO2 / MWh The value has been verified 

using the Reading Grid Data 

Calculations – Final 

validation/26/, registered 

PD/5/, validation report and 

previous verification. The 

value 0.573 tCO2e/MWh is 

found to be appropriate. 

  

The data and parameters monitored (ex-post): 

Parameter: EGfacility,y, Total electricity produced by the Project Activity, including the electricity 

supplied to the grid and the electricity supplied to internal loads, in year y. 
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Means of 

verification  

Measuring /Reading /Recording 

frequency 

Continuous monitoring is done. 

This parameter is measured 

directly using electricity meters at 

the substation and reported to 

SENELEC by PETN on a monthly 

basis. 

Is measuring and reporting 

frequency in accordance with the 

monitoring plan and monitoring 

methodology? (Yes / No) 

Yes, the monitoring frequency is 

in line with the monitoring plan/5/. 

Monitoring equipment The energy meters of accuracy 

class 0.2s are installed/21/ 

(details can be found in table 

below under section “calibration 

details”). 

Is accuracy of the monitoring 

equipment as stated in the 

monitoring plan? If the 

monitoring plan does not specify 

the accuracy of the monitoring 

equipment, does the accuracy of 

the monitoring equipment 

comply with local/national 

standards, or as per the 

manufacturer’s specification? 

All the energy meters used are of 

accuracy class 0.2s. The 

accuracy of the monitoring 

equipment aligns with the 

requirements of the monitoring 

plan as outlined in the registered 

PD/5/ 

Is the calibration of measuring 

equipment carried out by an 

accredited person or institution? 

Yes, the calibration was 

performed by EnergieExpress 

which is a third-party company 

performing calibration and 

verification of meters in 

accordance with national 

legislation and intra-community 

regulations. 
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Is(are) calibration(s) valid for the 

whole reporting period? 

The meters are calibrated 

annually, as specified in the 

procedures outlined in the PD/5/. 

However, during this monitoring 

period, a delay of 14 days in 

calibration was noted at the 

SENELEC substation. To address 

this, the PP applied an error 

factor of 0.2% to the affected 

values, ensuring the accuracy of 

the reported data despite the 

delay. This error factor is in line 

with the Application of 

Materiality, paragraph 304 of 

CDM Validation and Verification 

Standard (CDM-EB93-A08-STAN 

version 3.0) 

CL 13 was raised and closed 

successfully. 

How were the values in the 

monitoring report verified? 

The values of the monitoring 

report were verified using 

invoices/14/ and JMR report 

generated monthly/13/.  

Value obtained = 376,684 MWh 

If applicable, has the reported 

data been cross checked with 

other available data? 

Yes, the report values have been 

crosschecked with invoices/14/ 

and JMR report generated 

monthly/13/. 

CL 12 was raised and closed 

successfully. 

Does the data management 

ensure correct transfer of data 

and reporting of emission 

reductions and are necessary 

QA/QC processes in place? 

Yes, the data ensure correct 

transfer of data and reporting of 

emission reduction management. 

QA/QC processes are in place. 
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In case project participants have 

temporarily not monitored the 

parameter, has either deviation? 

The meters are calibrated 

annually, as specified in the 

procedures outlined in the PD/5/. 

However, during this monitoring 

period, a delay of 14 days in 

calibration was noted at the 

SENELEC substation. To address 

this, the PP applied an error 

factor of 0.2% to the affected 

values, ensuring the accuracy of 

the reported data despite the 

delay. This error factor is in line 

with the Application of 

Materiality, paragraph 304 of 

CDM Validation and Verification 

Standard (CDM-EB93-A08-STAN 

version 3.0) 

CL 13 was raised and closed 

successfully. 
 

Findings  CL 12 and CL 13 were raised and closed successfully. 

Conclusion The assessment team concluded that the parameter has been 

monitored continuously and it is in line with the registered monitored 

plan/5/ and applied methodology/7/. 

Since 100% of data has been monitored and verified, the verification 

team can ascertain that the values used for the calculation of emission 

reduction are free from material errors. 

Calibration of the meters: 

 

Meter 

Model 
Serial No. 

Accuracy 

class 

Date of 

previous 

calibration 

Date of 

latest 

calibration 

Remark 

Itron 

SL7000 

(Main 

Meter) 

84406427 0.2s 

07/12/2022 

valid until 

06/12/2023 

20/12/2023 

valid until 

21/12/2024 
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Itron 

SL7000 

(Back-up 

Meter) 

84406426 0.2s 

07/12/2022 

valid until 

06/12/2023 

20/12/2023 

valid until 

21/12/2024 

There was a 14-day 

delay in calibrating 

the meter, from the 

last valid calibration 

on 06/12/2023 to 

the next calibration on 

20/12/2023. To 

ensure a conservative 

approach, the PP 

applied the maximum 

permissible error 

factor of ±0.2% to the 

net electricity 

supplied to the grid 

for December 2023, 

consistent with the 

meters' specified 

accuracy limits of 

0.2% (0.2s), even 

though the delay 

lasted only 14 days.  

This approach aligns 

with the CDM 

Validation and 

Verification Standard 

(paragraph 304, 

CDM-EB93-A08-

STAN, version 3.0). 

The meters are required to be calibrated annually, as specified in the PD/5/. However, during this 

monitoring period, a 14-day calibration delay was observed in December 2023. To ensure a 

conservative approach, the PP applied the maximum permissible error factor of ±0.2% to the net 

electricity supplied to the grid for December 2023, consistent with the meters' specified accuracy 

limits of 0.2% (0.2s), even though the delay lasted only 14 days. This error factor and approach 

align with the CDM Validation and Verification Standard (paragraph 304, CDM-EB93-A08-STAN, 

version 3.0). Furthermore, this error factor and approach has been consistently applied in 

previous verifications/11/ whenever meter calibration delays were observed. 

CL 12 and 13 were raised and closed successfully during this verification. 

In accordance with the above details the verification team confirms that: 
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- A complete set of data for the monitoring period was available for the monitoring period and 

the verification of each monitoring parameter is elaborated under this of this report.  

- The complete monitoring data is also presented in the corresponding ER sheet and final 

version of the monitoring report. 

- The information provided in the monitoring report was cross checked with other sources, 

wherever appropriate and available, and such information is also included under this of this 

report.  

- The calculations of baseline emissions as presented in the corresponding ER sheet of final 

Monitoring Report were checked and found to be consistent with the formulae and methods 

described in the registered monitoring plan/5/ and the applied methodology/7/.   

- All assumptions used in the emission calculations were found appropriate and therefore 

accepted. 

- Appropriate emission factors and other reference values have been correctly applied.  

CL03 and CL04 were raised, which was closed successfully, Details for which can be found in 

Appendix 3 of the report. 

4.5 Non-Permanence Risk Analysis 

The project activity is a wind power project. Therefore, it is not applicable.  

5 VERIFICATION OPINION 

5.1 Verification Summary 

The project activity VCS – 2588, “Taiba N’ Diaye Wind Power” has undergone 4th verification 

with monitoring period from 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024 (including both days). Parc Eolien 

Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U. is responsible for the collection, analysis, aggregation, preparation 

(conversion factors, assumptions, methodology, calculations) and presentation of activities and 

related GHG data in its public disclosures (including but not limited to monitoring report, emission 

reduction calculation sheet, submitted documents/ emails/ communications). Our responsibility 

of performing this work is to the management of Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U and in 

accordance with terms of reference agreed with the Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U in the master 

service agreement. The verification engagement is based on the assumption that the GHG data 

provided to us is complete, sufficient, true and free from material misstatements.  
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SustainCERT applies its own quality management system and compliance policies for quality 

control, in accordance with ISO/IEC 17029:2019 – Conformity Assessment Requirements for 

Validation and Verification bodies providing environmental information (ISO 14065:2020) and 

greenhouse gas audit (ISO 14064-3:2019) and certifications, and accordingly maintains a 

comprehensive system of quality control including documented policies and procedures 

regarding compliance with ethical requirements, professional standards and applicable legal & 

regulatory requirements. 

We have complied with the VCS standard/1/ and other requirements mentioned, during the 

verification engagement and maintained independence. SustainCERT was not involved in the 

preparation of any statements or reports or data except for this Verification Statement and 

Report. SustainCERT maintains complete impartiality toward stakeholders interviewed during the 

verification process. SustainCERT did not provide any services to Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U. 

and its subsidiaries and consultants in the scope of verification that could compromise the 

independence or impartiality of our work. SustainCERT disclaims any liability or co-responsibility 

for any decision a person or an entity would make based on this verification statement towards 

the issuance and utilization of VCUs hereby verified and certified. The verification was carried 

out during Oct 2024 – Dec 2024 by a team of qualified GHG auditors. 

5.2 Verification Conclusion 

The Verification of the project titled “Taiba N’ Diaye Wind Power” VCS ID – 2588, have been 

undertaken by SustainCERT, as requested by Parc Eolien Taiba N’Diaye S.A.U, project proponent 

for the project, monitoring period 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024 (including both days) as reported 

in latest submitted version of monitoring report The project activity is implemented in accordance 

with the registered monitored plan in PD v2.1/5/. It is our responsibility to express an independent 

verification statement on the reported GHG emission reductions from the project activity. 

SustainCERT Verification approach was based on understanding the risk associated with 

reporting of GHG emission data and the controls in place to mitigate these. SustainCERT planned 

and performed the verification by obtaining evidence and other information and explanations 

that SustainCERT considered necessary to give reasonable assurance that reported GHG 

emission reductions are fairly stated. 

In our opinion, the GHG emissions reductions reported for the project activity for the period 

01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024 (including both days) are fairly stated in the latest submitted 

version of project monitoring report. The GHG emission reductions were calculated correctly 

based on the approved baseline and monitoring methodology ACM0002 Version 20.0 and the 

monitoring plan contained in the PD/5/. 

Verification period: From 01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024 
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Verified GHG emission reductions and carbon dioxide removals in the above verification period: 

For projects that are not required to assess permanence risk, use the following table: 

Vintage 

period 

Baseline 

emissions 

(tCO2e) 

Project 

emissions 

(tCO2e) 

Leakage 

emissions 

(tCO2e) 

Reduction 

VCUs 

(tCO2e) 

Removal 

VCUs 

(tCO2e) 

Total VCUs 

(tCO2e) 

01/08/2023 

to 

31/12/2023 

70,942 0 0 70,942 - 70,942 

01/01/2024 

to 

31/07/2024 

144,897 0 0 144,897  144,897 

Total  215,839 0 0 215,839 - 215,839 

 

5.3 Ex-ante vs Ex-post ERR Comparison 

For all projects, state the estimated ex-ante GHG emission reductions and carbon dioxide 

removals and the achieved reductions and removals for this monitoring period. Report the 

percentage difference and justify the difference. The quantities of reductions and removals 

are the total quantities before any deductions for buffer credits.  

Vintage period Ex-ante 

estimated 

reductions/ 

removals 

Achieved 

reductions/ 

removals 

Percent 

difference 

Explanation for the difference  

01/08/2023 to 

31/12/2023 

107,390 70,942 -34% The difference between the 

achieved and estimated energy 

is due to variations in wind 

speed. The Monthly Ambient 

Environmental Condition 

Report for this monitoring 

period shows that from August 

to December, the winds were 

relatively slow, while from 

January to May, the winds were 

stronger. Winds slowed again 

in June and July. During the 

onsite audit, it was cross-

checked by interviewing the PP 

and its representatives that all 

turbines are functional. 

01/01/2024 to 

31/07/2024 

150,346 144,897 -4% 

Total 257,735 215,839 -16 

 

 

 



 VCS Verification Report Template, v4.4 

37 

 

APPENDIX 1: COMMERCIALLY SENSITIVE 

INFORMATION 
NA 

Section Information Justification Assessment method and 

conclusion 

NA    
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APPENDIX 2: TABLE OF REFERENCES 

S. No Document Title  Version  Date  

1.  VCS standard VCS Program Details - Verra   4.7 21/03/2024 

2.  VCS guidelines https://verra.org/wp-

content/uploads/2023/08/VCS-Program-Guide-v4.4.pdf  

4.4 29/08/2023 

3.  Validation and Verification Manual https://verra.org/wp-

content/uploads/2018/03/VCS_Validation_Verification_Manua

l_v3.2.pdf  

3.2 19/10/2016 

4.  VCS Project Webpage, VCS ID - 2588 

https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588  

- - 

5.  Joint Project Description and Monitoring Report 

https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588  

2.1 14/01/2022 

6.  Joint Validation and Verification report (09/12/2019 –

31/07/2021) 

https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588  

2.1 15/01/2022 

7.  Applied Methodology “ACM0002- Grid connected electricity 

generation from renewable sources” 

https://cdm.unfccc.int/UserManagement/FileStorage/AG07ZJ

Q3EXD42LT5YV9HR16M8KINPO 

20.0 - 

8.  Monitoring report (01/08/2023 to 31/07/2024) 5.0 07/03/2025 

9.  Emission reduction calculation sheet   Correspondi

ng to MR 

10.  Onsite audit - 12/11/2024 

11.  2nd Verification Report (01/08/2021 to 31/07/2022) 

3rd Verification Report (01/08/2022 to 31/07/2023) 

- 

01 

24/02/2023 

22/11/2023 

12.  2nd Monitoring report (01/08/2021 to 31/07/2022) 

3rd Monitoring report (01/08/2022 to 31/07/2023) 

4 

3 

27/02/2023 

06/11/2023 

13.  Taiba N’ Diaye Wind Power Joint Meter Reading (JMR) report 

(monthly for entire monitoring period) 

- 01/01/2023- 

31/07/2024 

14.  Parc Eolien Taiba Ndiaye S.A.U invoices (monthly for entire 

monitoring period) 

- 01/01/2023- 

31/07/2024 

https://verra.org/programs/verified-carbon-standard/vcs-program-details/
https://verra.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/VCS-Program-Guide-v4.4.pdf
https://verra.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/VCS-Program-Guide-v4.4.pdf
https://verra.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/VCS_Validation_Verification_Manual_v3.2.pdf
https://verra.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/VCS_Validation_Verification_Manual_v3.2.pdf
https://verra.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/VCS_Validation_Verification_Manual_v3.2.pdf
https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588
https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588
https://registry.verra.org/app/projectDetail/VCS/2588
https://cdm.unfccc.int/UserManagement/FileStorage/AG07ZJQ3EXD42LT5YV9HR16M8KINPO
https://cdm.unfccc.int/UserManagement/FileStorage/AG07ZJQ3EXD42LT5YV9HR16M8KINPO
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15.  Energy Consumed Senelec invoices (monthly for entire 

monitoring period) 

- 01/01/2023- 

31/07/2024 

16.  Vestas Monthly maintenance report (monthly for entire 

monitoring period) 

 01/01/2023- 

31/07/2024 

17.  Meter Calibration certificates - 07/12/2022 

20/12/2023 

18.  No Double counting declaration  - 26/11/2024 

19.  Annual Environmental and Social Report  01/01/2023-

31/12/2023 

20. L Lease Agreements -  

21.  Photographic evidence of meters   

22. A Contract Agreement between AERA Group and PETN - 26/02/2021 

23.  Employee List - - 

24.  Updated Environmental and Social Impact Study for the Taiba 

N’ Diaye Wind Farm project 

- 02/2016 

25.  Commissioning Certificates (Phase I, II, and III)  09/12/2019 

06/11/2020 

30/06/2021 
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APPENDIX 3: PROJECT FINDINGS 

Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 1) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7  

Connection Details Section 1.1 of MR: 

 

The PP shall provide clarification on the connection 

details of the power plant, specifically identifying 

the substation to which it is connected, along with 

the technical specifications of the transmission 

line. PP is requested to include this information 

accurately in the MR. 

The project doesn’t require any transmission 

line as the Tobene substation acts as the 

project substation as well as the grid 

connection point. Information provided in the 

MR section 1.1 

Rd 2 The PP revised section 1.1 of the MR to reflect the 

details of the transmission lines. Comment closed. 

 

 

Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 2) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7  

Entities Involved in the 

Project 

Section 1.5 of MR: 

 

The PP shall provide the agreement between Aera Group 

and SENELEC for the project. Additionally, the PP must 

clarify the ownership of the carbon credits generated by 

the project. 

See Aera-Senelec contract. As per 

contract PETN is the owner of the 

project activity. 

Rd 2 The PP submitted the agreement between Aera Group and 

SENELEC. The MR explicitly states that Aera Group serves 

as the Carbon Consultant and offtaker for the project 

activity, aligning with the agreement. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 3) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7  

Start date of the project Section 1.6 of MR: 

In accordance with VCS standard, v4.7, "The project start date of a 

non-AFOLU project is the date on which the project began 

generating GHG emission reductions or carbon dioxide removals.” 

 

• PP shall provide the evidence of the start date of the project in 

line to the VCS requirement. 

See commissioning 

certificates (I, II, III) 

Rd 2 PP has submitted the commissioning certificates I, II, and III and 

the dates in the commissioning certificates are consistent with the 

MR. Comment closed. 

 

 

Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 4) Developer Response  

VCS Standard, 

v4.5 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Double counting  Section 1.10 of MR: 

 

In order to avoid the double counting of the credits, PP shall 

provide a declaration stating the credits generated under this 

monitoring period will not be used with any other GHG programs 

and environmental credits. 

See PP  no double counting 

declaration 

Rd 2 A sworn statement has been submitted by the PP confirming that 

credits generated during this monitoring period will not be used 

with any other GHG programs or environmental credits. Comment 

closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 5) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Current project contribution 

and contributions over the 

project lifetime 

Section 1.12 of MR: 

 

SDG 8: The PP shall provide evidence regarding 

employment generated by the project during this 

monitoring period. 

Se employees list 

Rd 2 The PP submitted the employee list, confirming that 

one person was employed during this monitoring 

period. This information aligns with the MR and the 

employment records. However, the PP must clarify the 

total number of jobs created over the project’s lifetime, 

as the MR reports 23 jobs, whereas the employee 

records list 27 names. Additionally, the PP is requested 

to specify the number of permanent and temporary 

jobs created by the project activity. Finding remains 

open. 

Please see “entry date” in the 

employees list, you can see that 

there is only one person hired in 

2024 (02/01/2024). 

The total number of employees 

have been revised in the MR (27). 

 

 Rd 3 PP updated the MR to accurately reflect the total 

number of jobs generated by the project. This 

information was cross-checked against the provided 

employee list. A total of 27 jobs were created by the 

project up until the end of this monitoring period, with 

one individual employed during the current monitoring 

period and the remaining positions filled in previous 

periods. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 6) Developer Response  

VCS Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Public Comments Section 2.1.1 of MR: 

 

Expected changes in well-being: PP shall provide evidence for the 

construction of a school, improvement of waste management and 

road quality as reported in the MR. 

See ESMP report 2023 

Rd 2 PP has submitted its Annual Environmental and Social Report for 

January – December 2023 (ESMP 2023) detailing the activities it 

has performed for the well-being of the local stakeholder. Comment 

closed. 

 

 

Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 7) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Public Comments Section 2.1.2 of MR: 

 

In line with VCS standard 3.18.3 and 3.18.4, PP shall demonstrate 

the procedure for ongoing communication with local stakeholder. 

 

• PP shall provide the procedure for ongoing communication 

with local stakeholders. PP shall provide evidence of the 

existence of the grievance mechanism in place (photo of the 

mail box, dedicate hotline) 

No mail box. Phone number 

& email were added  

 

Rd 2 The PP has updated the MR to include details of the grievance 

mechanism, such as a dedicated hotline and email. Stakeholders 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 7) Developer Response  

without telephone or internet access are advised to submit 

grievances through designated representatives. The ESMP 2023 

report demonstrates ongoing communication between local 

stakeholders and the project proponents. Comment closed. 

 

Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 8) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Public Comments Section 2.1.5 of MR 

 

1. The PP shall submit evidence of all public 

comments received during the entire monitoring 

period. Additionally, the PP shall provide proof of 

the existence of a Grievance Mechanism that is 

visible and easily accessible to local 

stakeholders. 

 

2. The PP is to submit evidence regarding 

ownership or lease agreement for the land 

where the wind turbine and underground 

transmission line is located. The PP shall submit 

the ownership title or lease agreement, 

specifying the duration for which the project can 

use the land for the transmission line. 

 

3. PP shall submit the ESMP reinforcement and 

communication plan addressing the risk of 

accidents for people living in the area where 

wind turbines and underground cables are 

installed. 

 

4. PP shall submit PGES to address risks of 

accidents and pollutants such as air, noise, 

1. See ESMP report 2023 mentioning 

grievances received.  

Grievance forms are available at the work 

area level. The grievance register is in 

electronic format (see grievance register) 

 

2. They have leases for the land where the 

power plant is located. With Senelec for 

the substation and with the state of 

Senegal for the turbines and the 

roads.(See lease agreements) 

 

3. People were displaced in order to built 

and operates the power plant as per 

rehabilitation plan. Thus, this is not 

applicable 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 8) Developer Response  

generation of waste, and release of hazardous 

materials and chemical pesticides and 

fertilizers. 

4. see HSE statistics in ESMP report.  

Rd 2 
1. PP has submitted the ESMP 2023 report, which 

includes comments, feedback, and grievances 

from that year. PP shall clarify if any additional 

comments or feedback were received up to July 

31, 2024 (the end of the monitoring period). If 

so, PP should explain how they were addressed. 

Finding remains open. 

 

2. PP has submitted the lease agreements for 

where the wind turbine and underground 

transmission line is located. This has also been 

verified from the validation report. Comment 

closed. 

 

3. The ESMP reinforcement and communication 

plan was part of the validation and risks of 

accidents for people living in the area where 

wind turbines and underground cables are 

installed were properly addressed during the 

validation stage of the project. Comment closed. 

 

4. PP submitted the ESMP 2023 report which 

shows the environmental incidents it has 

monitored during the monitoring period. 

Comment closed. 

Revised in the MR. There was no comment 

received during 2024. 

 Rd 3 
1. The PP updated the MR to mention that no 

additional comments, feedback, and grievances 

during 2024. This was verified on-site during the 

site visit. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 9) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Ecosystem Health  Section 2.4 of MR: 

 

1. PP shall provide evidence proving that 

the position and orientation of the wind 

turbines are parallel to the migratory 

axes, avoiding negative effects on 

migrating birds. 

 

2. PP shall provide maintenance, and 

operational works done on the wind 

power plant that are outside the breeding 

periods of local species. 

 

3. In addition to the wind power plant, the 

PP must clarify the impact of the power 

plant's transmission lines on soil 

degradation and soil erosion. 

 

1. . The park is not located in a bird migration 

area. 

However, as mentioned in ESMP report, a 

“Avifauna expert continue the monthly monitoring 

of bird and bat flows in the Taiba Ndiaye wind farm 

project area. This involves monitoring birds at the 

05 VP scattered throughout the project area so as 

to be able to observe birds and count them on the 

right-of-way of the turbine lines” 

 

2. For the shutdown and maintenance report, this 

is a confidential document that Vestas as a service 

provider keeps confidential. However, the on-site 

verification clearly showed that there was no 

impact following interventions on either the 

species or the electricity production in general. 

 

3. There is no transmission line at project’s site. 

See ESIA report “The low level of soil compaction 

in the project area, with its relatively gentle slopes, 

confirms that these soils are resistant to water 

erosion. In addition, the relatively extensive and 

permanent vegetation cover in many places 



 VCS Verification Report Template, v4.4 

47 

 

Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 9) Developer Response  

means that wind erosion is low, especially in the 

southern part of the project area.” (p.99) 

 

Rd 2 
1. The ESMP 2023 report provides details 

on the monitoring of bird and bat flows 

within the project area. Monthly 

monitoring is conducted by an Avifauna 

expert to address any potential bird and 

bat mortality. Comment closed. 

 

2. The PP submitted the confidential 

maintenance report covering the entire 

monitoring period. The report details the 

duration of each maintenance activity 

along with its category—environmental, 

utility, unscheduled, or manufacturer-

induced. Additionally, the report specifies 

the amount of lost production associated 

with each maintenance activity. Ambient 

environmental conditions, such as wind 

speed, affecting the generation was also 

included in the report. Comment closed. 

 

 

3. The PP submitted the Environmental and 

Social Impact Study (ESIA) for the Taiba N 

Diaye Wind Farm Project, stating that the 

power plant’s transmission line does not 

pose a threat to soil degradation or 

erosion. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 10) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Implementation Status of 

the Project Activity 

Section 3.1 of MR 

 

The PP shall provide the records of 

scheduled maintenance, forced stoppages, 

and breakdown details of the power plant. 

As explained above, the shutdown and 

maintenance report, is a confidential document 

that Vestas as a service provider keeps 

confidential. However, the on-site verification 

clearly showed that there was no impact following 

interventions on the electricity production (this 

can also be verified through the monthly 

production data provided in invoices, which 

shown that the plant operated continuously).   

 

Rd 2 The PP submitted the confidential 

maintenance report covering the entire 

monitoring period. The report details the 

duration of each maintenance activity along 

with its category—environmental, utility, 

unscheduled, or manufacturer-induced. 

Additionally, the report specifies the amount 

of lost production associated with each 

maintenance activity. Ambient 

environmental conditions, such as wind 

speed, affecting the generation was also 

included in the report. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 11) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Electricity Generated and 

Supplied  

Section 4.2 of MR: 

 

1. The PP shall provide the revenue 

meter reading used for the 

calculation EGfacility,y as well as 

the invoices raised. 

 

2. PP shall provide the evidence 

where the values of  columns 

Check Prod (Column B) and Check 

Cons (Column E) were obtained. 

1. See production and consumption invoices. 

 

2. All the values are coming from the joint meters 

readings signed by PETN & SENELEC, here is an 

example (for July 2024): 

 

Rd 2 
1. PP submitted scanned copies of 

the revenue meter readings used 

to calculate EGfacility,y, along 

with the related invoices. The 

submitted data matches the ER 

sheet. Comment closed. 

2. The submitted files also include 

values for the "Check Prod" and 

"Check Cons" columns from the 

revenue meter readings. These 

values are consistent with the ER 

sheet. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 12) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Calibration details Section 4.2 of MR: 

 

1. PP shall provide the calibration 

certificates / tests for all the 

meters installed during the current 

monitoring period. 

Section 4.3 of MR: 

 

2. In Table 4 of MR: PP shall clarify 

and specify which of the two 

meters used in the PP is the main 

meter and the back-up meter. 

.1. See calibration certificates 2022 & 2023. 

2. Information already provided : 

.  

 

Rd 2 
1. PP submitted the calibration 

certificates for this monitoring 

period. The details in the 

certificates align with the dates 

reported in the MR. Comment 

closed. 

2. PP updated the MR to specify the 

main meter and the backup meter. 

This information is consistent with 

the submitted calibration 

certificates. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CL 13) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

Emission Reduction 

Calculation 

Emission Reduction File: 

 

PP shall clarify why the calculation of Net EG 

for December 2023 (CELL H26) is not 

consistent with other months in the ER sheet. 

Because as per verification reports 2022 & 

2023, previous meters’ calibration was done on 

7 december 2022 and last verification was done 

on 20 december 2023. Thus, to remain 

conservative an error factor based on meters’ 

precision (0.2s) was applied due to the delay in 

verification (19 days of delay).  

Rd 2 PP shall clarify how the 19-day delay was 

calculated. Based on the previous verification, 

the calibration was valid until 06/12/2023, 

while the subsequent calibration occurred on 

20/12/2023. This period spans only 14 days. 

To maintain conservativeness, the maximum 

permissible error of the instrument (0.2%) was 

applied in accordance with the CDM validation 

and verification standard. 

Yes just typing error 

 Rd 3 PP clarified that the 19 days delay is just in 

Round 1 response is a clerical error, and the 

correct date between the calibration of the 

meter is just 14 days. Comment closed. 
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CAR 1) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

report 

template  

VCS Monitoring Report 

Template  

5.4 GHG Emission 

Reductions and Carbon 

Dioxide Removals 

With reference of the instruction of 

Monitoring Report v4.4 template, the 

tables in section 5.4 is to provide 

summary for the project crediting 

period and not just for the claimed 

monitoring period I.e., MP01 – MP 04. 

PP is requested to add data for MP1 to 

MP3 in the table.  

 

Revised in MR. 

But for the Ex-Ante / Ex-post comparison table it is 

clearly stated that it is only for the MP:  

 

Rd 2 The PP updated the MR to include a 

summary of the project crediting period 

in Table 1 of Section 5.4. No revisions 

were made to Table 2 of Section 5.4, 

as it aligns with the monitoring 

template. Comment closed. 

 

 

Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CAR 2) Developer Response  

VCS 

Standard, 

v4.7 

Monitoring 

VCS Monitoring Report 

Template 

Following Monitoring Template v4.4 instruction under 

section 1.12, “Evidence of the project’s SD 

contributions shall be provided as appendices to this 

report”. In the monitoring report; no appendices are 

provided. 

Evidence for SDG 8 is provided. Other 

SDGs are based on calculation and 

not a single document.  
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Rule Assessment Question Findings/Comments (CAR 2) Developer Response  

report 

template  
Rd 2 PP updated the MR to include evidence for SDG 8 in 

the Appendix section. Additional evidence for other 

SDGs has been submitted to the VVB for verification. 

Comment closed. 
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APPENDIX 4: COMPETENCY STATEMENT 
  

COMPETENCY STATEMENT 

Name  Randulph Morales   

Years of Experience   1+  

QUALIFYING ROLES 

Team Leader   No  

Auditor   Yes   

Country Expert   Yes, CE Region 1 (English) / CE Region 6 (Filipino)  

Technical Expert   No   

Financial Expert   No  

Independent Reviewer   No  

APPROVAL 

Approved by   Head of Quality and Compliance, SustainCERT  

Date   04/08/2023  

 

COMPETENCY STATEMENT 

Name  Namory Diakhate 

Years of Experience   -  

QUALIFYING ROLES 

Team Leader   No  

Auditor   Yes 

Country Expert   Yes, CE Region 1 (English) / CE Region 6 (Wolof)  

Technical Expert   Yes (1.1, 1.2) 

Financial Expert   No 
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Independent Reviewer   No 

APPROVAL 

Approved by   Head of Quality and Compliance, SustainCERT  

Date   07/10/2024  

 

COMPETENCY STATEMENT 

Name   Muskan Chawla  

Years of Experience   2+  

QUALIFYING ROLES 

Team Leader    Yes   

Auditor    Yes   

Country Expert    Yes, CE Region 1 (English) / CE Region 6 (Hindi)  

Technical Expert    Yes (1.1, 1.2)  

Financial Expert    No  

Independent Reviewer    Yes   

APPROVAL 

Approved by    Head of Quality and Compliance, SustainCERT  

Date    05/09/2023  

 

COMPETENCY STATEMENT 

Name  Indrapal Parmar  

Years of Experience    15+  

QUALIFYING ROLES 

Team Leader   Yes   

Auditor    Yes   

Country Expert    Yes, CE region 1 (English) / CE Region 6 (Hindi)  
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Technical Expert   Yes (1.1, 1.2, 1.6)  

Financial Expert   Yes   

Independent Reviewer    Yes   

APPROVAL 

Approved by   Head of Quality and Compliance, SustainCERT  

Date   15/07/2022  
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APPENDIX 5: ABBREVIATIONS 
 

CAR Corrective Action Request  

CL Clarification Request  

CO2 Carbon dioxide  

FAR Forward Action Request  

GHG Green House Gas  

MR Monitoring report 

MWh Mega watt hour 

PD Project description 

PETN Parc Eolian Taiba N’Diaye 

PP Project Proponent 

SENELEC Société nationale d'électricité du Sénégal 

UNFCCC United Nation Framework Convention on Climate Change 

VCS Verified Carbon standard 

WPP Wind Power Project 

 


