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SECTION A.PROJECT AND MONITORING INFORMATION

A.1.Project title and reference

The project title: HFC-23 destruction at JSC Halogen, Perm

The sectoral scope: 11 Fugitive emissions from production and consumption of HFCs
JI registration number: 0115

PDD reference: Version 2.0, Date 02 February 2009

PDD Verification: issued by Det Norske Veritas on the 11 February 2010

A.2.Monitoring period

1%t Verification (monitoring period 01.01.2008 — 31.12.2008):issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
2" Verification (monitoring period 01.01.2009 — 31.12.2009): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
3" Verification (monitoring period 01.01.2010 — 31.12.2010): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
4™ Verification (monitoring period 01.01.2011 — 31.03.2011): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
5t Verification (monitoring period 01.04.2011 — 30.06.2011): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
6™ Verification (monitoring period 01.07.2011 — 30.09.2011): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
7" Verification (monitoring period 01.10.2011 — 31.12.2011): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
8™ Verification (monitoring period 01.01.2012 — 31.03.2012): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
9™ Verification (monitoring period 01.04.2012 — 30.06.2012): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
10" Verification (monitoring period 01.07.2012 — 30.09.2012): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
11 Verification (monitoring period 01.10.2012 — 31.10.2012): issued by Bureau Veritas Certification Rus
12" Verification (monitoring period 01.11.2012 — 30.11.2012): in progress

13" Verification (monitoring period 01.12.2012 — 31.12.2012): expected 01.02.2013

A.3.Project description

The project is implemented at OJSC “HaloPolymer Perm”, Perm, Perm Krai, Russia. The plant produces fluorine-
containing products: fluoroplastics, fluoropolymers, and various goods manufactured from them, hydrogen fluoride,
halocarbons R14 (CF4), R22 (HCFC22), R125 (C2F5H), R318 (C4F8), chemical agents, and hydrofluoric acids. HCFC22
production line was put into operation in 1950s. Project annual capacity of HCFC22 production is 17 100 ton/year (2.4
ton/hour).

HFC23 is a by-product of HCFC22 manufacturing. The main source of HFC23 emissions is the HCFC22 rectification
column. Other HFC23 containing waste flows are blow-offs from monomer-4 production and R-125 production, but these
flows are not considered part of the project activity because they contain hazardous substances and therefore must be
destroyed according to Russian legislation.

The project consists in the reconstruction, modernization and the effective destruction capacity enhancement of the
existing FOC thermal destruction installation consisting of 3 destruction units by reducing maintenance downtime thereby
increasing the number of hours which the units can run in any given year. This enables the enterprise to destroy the
entire amount of HFC23 which is produced.

The baseline scenario is the continuation of the existence practice under which the HFC23 wastes were generally
released to the atmosphere and would be inevitably released to the atmosphere.

The project scenario envisages a total destruction of HFC23 wastes from sources within the project boundary in the
comparison of the baseline scenario under which the HFC23 wastes would be released to the atmosphere.

! Note: The reason for preparing MR for 1 month instead of a quarter is the wish of the Buyer to contract the ERU from
the project as soon as possible.
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A.4.Project methodology

Baseline methodology: The baseline is developed in accordance with the JI Guidelines (Criteria for baseline setting and
monitoring) and the Guidance on criteria for baseline setting and monitoring (version 02) and with the use of JI-specific
approach with the elements of the approved CDM methodology AM0001: Incineration of HFC23 waste streams (version
05.2).

Monitoring methodology: The monitoring plan is developed in accordance with the JI Guidelines (Criteria for baseline
setting and monitoring) and the Guidance on criteria for baseline setting and monitoring (version 01) and with the use of
JI-specific approach with the elements of the approved CDM methodology AM0001: Incineration of HFC23 waste streams
(version 05.2).The monitoring plan is revised in accordance with paragraph 41 of the Guidance on criteria for baseline
setting and monitoring (version 03). See Appendix 2 for Revised Monitoring Plan.

A.5.Project implementation

The project consists in the reconstruction, modernization and the effective destruction capacity enhancement of the
existing FOC thermal destruction installation consisting of 3 destruction units by reducing maintenance downtime thereby
increasing the number of hours which the units can run in any given year. This enables the enterprise to destroy the
entire amount of HFC23 which is produced. Furnace modernization, installation of new pipe work, vessel, auxiliary
equipment, and instrumentation and controls, as well as testing was completed in December 2007. The destruction
process has been started from 01.01.2008.

A.6.Project participants

Project operator and investor: HaloPolymer Perm JSC
Russian Federation, 614113 Perm, Lasvinskaya str., 98

March 9, 2011 the extraordinary general meeting of shareholders “Halogen” decided to change the brand name of a
legal entity and the approval of the charter in the new edition. March 17, 2011 to the Unified State Register of Legal
Entities entry was made to change the brand name of “Halogen” on “HaloPolymer Perm” and re-charter in the new
edition. Changing the name is not a reorganization, not alter the rights and responsibilities of the entity. Occurring in the
text of the Report of the name of the investor “Halogen” and “HaloPolymer Perm” are considered equal.

A.7.Project status

The project has a letter of approval from the Russian Federation (the Host Party) dd. 23.07.2010 and the Swiss
Confederation (the Party involved other than Host) dd. 26.10.2010. CAR 01 (pending approval by Host Party) and CAR
02 (pending written project approval by Party B) from Determination Report issued by DNV remained open. The project
goes under the Track 1, so there is no need to close these CARs in Determination Report issued by DNV.

A.7.1. Revisions to monitoring plan

No new revisions are introduced in the present monitoring report for the October 2012, which is developed in full
compliance with the revised monitoring plan that is presented in Appendix 2.

However, revisions and deviations were provided in the monitoring reports for previous periods. To provide transparency
regarding what revisions and when they were introduced and verified the history of their introduction is presented
further.

The first revisions to the monitoring plan were provided in the monitoring report for the 1¥monitoring period of
01.01.2008 — 31.12.2008 (version 2.0,issued on 21.05.2010) and the 2" monitoring period of 01.01.2009 — 31.12.2009
(version 2.0, issued on 21.05.2010).The revisions were associated with a change of the method of determining such key
variables as the quantity of technological emissions of HFC-23 from HCFC-22 production line and concentration; the
volume of effluent gases and HFC-23 concentration; electricity, steam and natural gas consumption; etc. Those revisions
were accepted and verified by AIE, i.e. Bureau Veritas Certification Holding SAS (Verification reports No. Russia/0072-
3/2010 issued on 06.06.2010 and No. Russia/0073-3/2010 issued on 04.06.2010). The detailed description of the
revisions and justification/explanation of those are provided in the Appendix 1 to the present monitoring report.

In June of 2011 the methodology of monitoring based on the selected elements of the approved CDM methodology
AMO0001: Incineration of HFC23 waste streams (version 05.1) was reconsidered and eliminated by the project participant.
Instead, an original JI-approach was applied for monitoring. Revisions introduced in the monitoring plan represent
elimination of such factors as the cut-off conditions and baseline quantity of HFC23 destroyed, which are, in first case,
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inapplicable due the absence of accurate and representative information, and, in the second case, are inapplicable due to
erroneous use of the maximum permissible emissions as a measure of the state regulation of emissions of such a gas
and due to the absence of information that HFC23 was historically destroyed. More detailed justification of revisions
made contains in the Appendix 2.

The following monitoring reports (that were based on the revised monitoring plan) for the 3™ monitoring period of
01.01.2010 — 31.12.2010 and the 4™ monitoring period of 01.01.2011-03.03.2011(versions 2.1 issued on 24.06.2011)
were developed and submitted for verification .The revisions, revised monitoring plan and revised monitoring reports
were accepted and verified by Bureau Veritas Certification Holding SAS (Verification reports No. Russia-
ver/0143/2010/rev.01 and No. Russia-ver/0144/2010/rev.01 issued on 28.06.2011). The description and explanation of
the revisions are included Appendix 3.

The next monitoring report for the 5 monitoring period of 01.04.2011 -30.06.2011 did not include any new revisions
and was developed in compliance with the revised monitoring plant. The monitoring report was verified by Bureau
Veritas Certification Holding SAS (No. Russia-ver/0159/2011 rev.02 issued 22.08.2011).

A.8.Emissions reductions

The expected and generated emission reductions are shown in table below:

Number of monitoring | Length of the monitoring Generated emission
period period reductions
1% monitoring period 01.01.08 — 31.12.08 511 153
2" monitoring period 01.01.09 — 31.12.09 518 871
3" monitoring period 01.01.10 - 31.12.10 4 260 629
4™ monitoring period 01.01.11 -31.03.11 1108 110
5™ monitoring period 01.04.11-30.06.11 2 015631
6™ monitoring period 01.07.11 — 30.09.11 2 015 895
7" monitoring period 01.10.11 -31.12.11 2193 701
8™ monitoring period 01.01.12 - 31.03.12 1 895 084
9" monitoring period 01.04.12 —30.06.12 2 210 561
10" monitoring period 01.07.12 - 30.09.12 2127929
11" monitoring period 01.10.12 — 31.10.12 886 195
12" monitoring period 01.11.12 -30.11.12 1169 449
13" monitoring period 01.12.12 - 31.12.12 n/a
Total: n/a

A.9.Contact information

Project operator:

HaloPolymer OJSC, Russian Federation, 614113 Perm, Lasvinskaya str., 98
Pavel Boyko, General director

Tel.:4+7 342 250 61 52, info@halopolymer-perm.com

Tel.: +7 342 250 61 52, www.halopolymer.com

Holding company:

HaloPolymer, OJSC, Russian Federation, 125284 Moscow, Leningradskiy prospect, 31A bldg. 1
Alexey Zaborskiy, Project director

Tel: +7 495 725 4400,Alexey.Zaborskiy@halopolymer.com

Tel: +7 495 725 4400,www.halopolymer.com
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mailto:Alexey.Zaborskiy@halopolymer.com
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SECTION B.MONITORING ACTIVITIES

B.1.Monitoring process

The monitoring process is executed according to the Organization standard STO 2-069-2012. The key elements of
monitoring process are described below:

1. Measurement of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction

Variable: q_HFC23y
e (_HFC23, is the HFC23 waste supplied for destruction during the quarter y, kg

The measurement of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction is performed based on the stationary mass flow meters
incorporated in the Automated Process Control System (APCS). APCS provides automated processing, storage,
registration and archiving of technological process data with functionality of data protection and security. The
consistency of data is provided by means of software.

The measurement of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction is made by two down-in-line stationary mass flow meters
installed on the inlet pipelines to the destruction unit. The readings are automatically collected, stored and processed by
APCS. The APCS automatically calculates the conservative value of the HFC23 waste supplied for destruction based on
the readings from two down-in-line mass flow meters.

The daily reports are automatically generated by APCS software and stored on the workstations (2 mirror hard drives),
printed from workstations and copied to storage server every day. Reports include hourly readings of mass flow meters
and conservative calculation of the HFC23 waste supplied for destruction based on readings from two down-in-line mass
flow meters.

The daily reports are stored on the workstation during 30 days and on the storage server during 10 years. The stored
data is additionally archived to CD/DVD and stored during 10 years. The monthly printed reports are archived during 10
years.

2. Calculation of volume of effluent gases emitted from destruction
Variables: g_NDy
e g_ND, is the volume of gaseous emissions from destruction process during the quarter y, m3

The measurement of effluent gases from the destruction unit is made by analytical method. For that purpose the speed
of effluent gas is measured weekly by portable flow meter. The measurements are documented and summary reports
are archived during 10 years. The measurements are used for calculation of effluent gases volume (average effluent gas
speed for a period is multiplied by area of the venting pipe and length of period).

3. Calculation of HFC23 mass content in HFC23 waste supplied for destruction.

Variable: C_HFC23y,
e C_HFC23, is the average quarterly content of HFC23 in HFC23 waste supplied for destruction during the quarter y,
%

The calculations of HFC23 mass content are performed by laboratory weekly based on the gas samples from outlet
pipelines from emission sources and inlet pipelines to the destruction unit. Gas samples are analyzed to measure
concentrations of gas components by chromatographs (Chromas GX-1000) and on the basis of these measurements to
calculate HCFC23 mass content.

HFC23 mass concentration (mg/m3) is calculated based on approved method No. 468-00-2007 as:
Xi = 416,7 x Ci x Mi, where

Ci -molar volume content of i component (%)
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Mi - molecular mass of i component HFC23 mass content (%) is calculated as: Xv = Xi / SUM
Xi The results of analysis are regularly checked for repeatability and consistency.

The results of analysis are documented and archived, cross-checked with previous results. Background data and results
are stored in laboratory. Monthly reports which include results of the weekly analysis are archived during 10 years.

4, Measurement of HFC23 concentration in effluent gases from the destruction unit
Variables: C_ND_HFC23y
e C_ND_HFC23, is the average quarterly concentration of HFC23 in gas effluents during the quarter y, mg/m3

The measurement of HFC23 concentration in effluent gases are performed by laboratory weekly based on the gas
samples from the venting pipe after destruction unit. Gas samples are analyzed based on approved methods,
measurements are made by chromatographs.

The results of analysis are regularly checked for repeatability and consistency. The results of analysis are documented
and archived, cross-checked with previous results. Initial data and results are stored in laboratory. Month and quarterly
reports which include results of the weekly analysis are archived during 10 years and to be used for GHG calculations.

5. Measurement of natural gas consumption
Variables: FCy
e FCyis the natural gas consumption by HFC23 destruction process during the quarter y, t
Natural gas consumption is measured by volume flow meter for thermal hydrolysis unit and calculated for HFC23 on the
basis of consumption norms for each pollutant.
6. Measurement of electricity and steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process

Variable: ECy, StCy

e EC, is the electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction process during the quarter y, MWh
e StCy is steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process during the quarter y, GJ

The gross electricity consumption is measured by meters (feeders). The electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction
process is calculated as the product of HFC23 quantity supplied to the destruction and the electricity consumption norm
calculated and approved by the project operator.

The gross steam consumption is measured by steam meters. The steam consumption due to HFC23 destruction process
is calculated as the product of HFC23 quantity supplied to the destruction and the steam consumption norm calculated
and approved by the project operator.

The electricity and steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process is included in monthly reports which are used for
GHG calculation.

7.Initial data treatment

The monthly and quarterly reports which summarize the monitoring information are collected by project operator for
verification and GHG calculation. These reports (or quarterly summary reports) are to be used to prepare monitoring
reports.
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B.2.Monitoring equipment

The monitoring equipment comprises of mass flow meters, level meters, scales, chromatographs and other equipment.
The key equipment is 3 mass flow meters. These flow meters are installed on the outlet pipelines from emission sources
(1 flow meter) and on the inlet to the destruction unit (2 parallel meters). The zero check of the parallel flow meters was
conducted every week and didn't indicate that the flow meter was not stable. The readings from mass flow meters are
automatically processed by APCS.

In compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology all the monitoring
equipment is regularly inspected, checked and calibrated (if necessary) during the monitoring period.

B.3.Monitoring data

The data presented in this monitoring report has been collected in line with the monitoring plan. The Appendix 2
summarizes monitored data (calculated in MS Excel from project operator's reports).

1. Measurement of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction

Variable: g_HFC23y,
e (_HFC23, is the HFC23 waste supplied for destruction during the quarter y, kg

The daily data for calculation of q_HFC23yis collected from storage server using APCS by the head of R-125 production
and processed in MS Excel by the head of Technical department. The summary results are verified by supervisors by
cross-checking with documented reports.

2. Calculation of volume of effluent gases emitted from destruction
Variables: g_NDy
e g_NDjy is the volume of gaseous emissions from destruction process during the quarter y, m3

The data for calculation of q_NDy (flow speed of effluent gas) is provided by laboratory and processed in MS Excel by the
head of Technical department. The summary results and calculation are verified by supervisors.

3. Calculation of HFC23 mass contents in HFC23 waste supplied for destruction

Variables: C_HFC23y,
e C_HFC23, is the average quarterly content of HFC23 in HFC23 waste supplied for destruction during the quarter y,
%

The data for calculation of C_HFC23y, (results of analysis) is provided by laboratory and processed in MS Excel by the
head of Technical department. The summary results and calculation are verified by supervisors.

4, Measurement of HFC23 concentration in effluent gases from the destruction unit
Variables: C_ND_HFC23y
e C_ND_HFC23, is the average quarterly concentration of HFC23 in gas effluents during the quarter y, mg/m3
The data for calculation of C_ND_HFC23y (results of analysis) is provided by laboratory and processed in MS Excel by the
head of Technical department. The summary results and calculation are verified by supervisors.
5. Measurement of natural gas consumption by HFC23 destruction process
Variables: FCy
FCy is the natural gas consumption by HFC23 destruction process during the quarter y, t

The data for calculation of FCy is provided by chief Metrology department and processed in MS Excel by the head of
Technical department. The summary results and calculation are verified by supervisors.

The data for calculation ofS_HFC23y is provided by production accounting department and processed in MS Excel by the
head of Technical department. The summary results and calculation are verified by supervisors.

6. Measurement of electricity and steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process
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Variable: ECy, StCy

e EC, is the electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction process during the quarter y, MWh
e StCy is the steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process during the quarter y, GJ

The data for calculation of ECy and StCy is provided by chief power engineer department and processed in MS Excel by
the head of Technical department. The summary results and calculation are verified by supervisors.

7. Predefined data for calculations

Predefined data for calculations are taken from PDD by the head of Technical department (exception — see Section D and
Appendix 2) and verified by supervisors.

B.4.Environmental control

The environmental impact of the project in the monitoring period was assessed in terms of formation of gaseous, liquid
and solid wastes.

The control of emissions of HFC23 and others pollutants in effluent gas from the destruction unit as well as their
adherence to emission levels was conducted by Laboratory of environmental protection in accordance with a schedule as:
HCI, HF, NO2 - 6 time per year.

The quarterly emissions estimates were: HF (18,2 kg), HCI (6,5kg), NO2 (49,2 kg), NO (9,12 kg). The emissions of these
pollutants didn't exceed the allowed levels. The dioxins formation in effluent gases was conducted 1 time and showed
also satisfactory results.

Due to absorption and neutralization of effluent gases the following liquid wastes were produced: used alkaline solution
(138,103 t).

The wastes in solid form were not produced due to the project activity.

B.5.Quality assurance and quality control

Quality assurance and quality control are performed according to the registered PDD.

The quality of electronic calculations and electronic data transfer to the monitoring report is provided by the project
owner. The background data is transmitted by the project owner in electronic form. Additionally the scanned copies of
monthly reports are submitted. All the calculations are made automatically using MS Excel based on the formulas of
monitoring plan. The quality of data inserted in MS Excel, formulas used in MS Excel is checked by audit service of

project owner which signs the MS Excel spreadsheets with background data and MR with final calculation.

All data will be stored in archive in electronic and paper form during 10 years, but not less than 2 years after the end of
the crediting period or the last issue of ERUs.

B.6.0Operational and administrative structure

The operational and management structure comprises Project operator and Holding company:

Project operator, HaloPolymer Perm JSC, operates the project, executes the monitoring plan analyses data and prepares
the monitoring reports.

The monitoring procedures and monitoring report are executed by the project operator according to Organization
Standard STO 2-069-2012 set forth by the Order # 66 dd. 11.03.2012 of the General director. According to the Standard
all readings in line with the monitoring plan have to be recorded under established procedures and persons responsible
for data collection and storage have been appointed.

Holding company, HaloPolymer, supervises the execution and progress of the project.
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SECTION C.CALCULATIONS OF GHG REDUCTIONS
C.1.Calculation process

The calculation process includes the following steps:

1. The calculation of key variables
2. Calculation of the project GHG emissions
3. Calculation of the baseline GHG emissions

4, Calculation of the GHG leakages
5. Calculation of the GHG emission reductions

The calculation is performed in MS Excel based on the background data provided by the project operator. All the
computations are made automatically using predefined formulas from the revised monitoring plan (see Appendix 2). The
results of computations are shown in the Section below.

The key background data for calculation was inserted in MS Excel file as database (daily measurements of mass flow
meters). Other background data was inserted manually from the summary reports. All the background data in MS Excel file
was verified by project operator on the basis of cross-checking with archived reports and the printed lists with background
data from MS Excel file were signed.

C.2.The calculation of key variables

The calculations of key variables were made in MS Excel based on the verified background data.

The values of g_HFC23y were calculated as sum of daily values of these variables obtained from the database provided by
the project operator.

The value of q_ND, was calculated as the sum of monthly values that are the product of average speed of effluent gases
during the month (m3/hour) and the length of the corresponding month (the shutdown time was excluded from calculation).
In below table the input data for calculation of the key variables is presented.

The values of C_HFC23,, C_ND_HFC23, were calculated as the monthly average of average values of mass content or
concentration during the month.

The values of FCy, EC,, StC, were calculated as the sum of the monthly values.
The main project metrics were calculated as:

Q_HFC23y= q_HFC23yx 107 x C_HFC23yx 102

ND_HFC23, =q_ND, x C_ND_HFC23, x 10
The monthly values of key variables for October 2012 are shown in table below:

Table C.2.1 Key variables

Variable November
2012
q_HFC23y (kg) 119 684,8
C_HFC23y (%) 83,54
C_ND_HFC23y (mg/m?3) 1
ECy (MWh) 255,53
fc (ths m3/t) 0,264
ec (MWh/t) 2,135
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StCy (GJ) 200,44
stc (Geal/t) 0,4
Q _HFC23y (t) 100,0
ND_HFC23, (t) 0,008882

The key variables were used for project, baseline and leakage GHG emissions calculation.

C.3.Calculation of the project GHG emissions

The project GHG emissions were calculated using the following formula:

E_DP, = ND_HFC23, x GWP_HFC23 +FCxEF+ Q_HFC23, x EF,

where ND_HFC23, is the quantity of HFC23 not destroyed in the unit during November 2012, t;
GWP_HFC23 is the GWP for HFC23. The approved GWP value for HFC23 is 11 700 tCO2-¢/t;
FCy is the natural gas consumption by HFC23 destruction process during November 2012, m3;

EF; is CO2 emission factor of natural gas combustion. Emission factor for natural gas supplied to JSC Halogen by Gazprom
Transgaz Chaykovskiy, LTD is EFr= 0,00188 t CO2e/m3 (20 °C);

Q_HFC23y is the quantity of HFC23 supplied for destruction into the unit during November 2012, t;

EFn is the emissions factor that determines the amount of CO2 generated per 1 tone of destroyed HFC23. According to CDM
methodology AM0001, EF = 0,62857 t CO2-e/t.

The project GHG emissions

E_DPy t CO2-e 217

C.4.Calculation of the baseline GHG emissions

The baseline GHG emissions were calculated using the following formula:

BE, = Q_HFC23, x GWP_HFC23

The baseline GHG emissions

BEy t CO2-e 1169 821

C.5.Calculation of the GHG leakages

The GHG leakages were calculated using the following formula:

Ly =ECy X EFcoa_grigy X 107+ StC, x EF

ECy is electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction process during November 2012, MWh;

EFco2,grid,y is the CO2 emissions factor for grid electricity consumption during November 2012, kg CO2/MWh;
StCy is the steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process during November 2012, GJ;

EFst is the CO2 emission factor for steam consumption, t C02/GJ. According to PDD: = 0,07 t CO2e/GJ.
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According to Operational Guidelines for Project Design Documents of Joint Implementation Projects. Volume 1. General
guidelines. Version 2.3. Ministry of Economic Affairs of the Netherlands. May 2004. GHG emission factor for grid electricity
consumed from electrical grid in Russia varies for different years of the crediting period (2008-2012) as follows:

EFco2,grid,2008= 565kgC0O2/MWh, EFco2,grid,2000= 557 kgCO2/MWHh, EFco2,grid,2010= 550kg CO2/MWh,
EFco2,grid,2011= 542 kg CO2/MWh, EFco2,grid,2012 = 534 kg CO2/MWh.

GHG leakages

Ly t CO2-e 155

C.6.Calculation of GHG emission reductions

The GHG emission reductions are calculated using the following formula:

ERy = BEy — E_DPy — Ly

The GHG emission reductions

ERy t CO2-e 1169 449
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SECTION D. OPEN ISSUES FROM VERIFICATION REPORTS
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APPENDIX 1. REVISIONS TO MONITORING PLANS ADOPTED FOR THE 15T AND 2"° MONITORING PERIODS

Revision 1

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Item 1

The quantity of technological emissions of HFC23 from HCFC22 production line is measured continuously by a mass flow meter installed on the
outlet pipeline from the emission source (columnK-94). Content of HFC23 is measured by laboratory chromatographs daily.

The HFC23 waste quantity generated by production process is continuously measured by mass flow meter installed on the outlet pipeline from
emission source (readings are automatically recorded hourly). The HFC23 mass content in the HFC23 waste produced is calculated based on
concentrations of sample's components measured by chromatograph.

Correction:

1. Mass content is calculated (not measured) due to absence of direct method to measure mass content in sample. This deviation doesn't influence

the GHG reduction calculation.

Revision 2

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Item 2

The quantity of HFC23 technological emissions fed to the thermal destruction unit is measured continuously by two down-the-line flow meters
installed on the waste feeding line. Content of HFC23 is measured by laboratory chromatographs daily.

The HFC23 waste quantity supplied for destruction is measured continuously by two down-the-line flow meters installed on waste feeding line
(readings are automatically recorded hourly). The HFC23 mass content in the HFC23 waste produced is calculated based on concentrations of
sample's components measured by chromatograph.

Correction:
1. Mass content is calculated (not measured) due to absence of direct method to measure mass content in sample. This deviation doesn't
influence the GHG reduction calculation.

2. Sample analysis is made weekly (not daily).This deviation doesn't influence the GHG reduction calculation.

Revision 3

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Item 3

The volume of effluent gases from the unit is measured by a volumetric flow-meter. HFC23 content in the gases is measured by a laboratory
chromatograph once a week.

The volume of effluent gases from the unit is calculated based on the average flow speed of effluent gases (measured by portable flow meter
weekly) and the operating time of the unit during the period. The HFC23 mass concentration in the effluent gases is
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measured by chromatograph (sample analysis is performed once a week).

Clarification:
1. The volume of effluents gases is calculated (not measured) on the basis of month average effluent gas flow speed (m3/hour) measured
by portable flow meter weekly.
2.

Revision 5

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Item 5

In case HFC23 is recovered for sale, its quantity is determined on a monthly basis as a sum of the amount of the product loaded into cylinders and
containers (measured by scales) and finished product left in the collector (measured by the level meter of the finished product collector).

The HFC23 quantity recovered for sale (if applicable) is determined monthly as HFC23 gross output (commercial output measured by scales +
change in inventory measured by level meter).

Correction:
1. According to the registered PDD the HFC23 inventory is not included in calculation. Therefore, the gross output (commercial output + change in
inventory) should be determined.

Revision 6

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Electricity consumption is measured on the basis of electricity consumption standards which are approved annually.

Electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction process is calculated on the basis of electricity consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied
for destruction (to be
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Item 6 approved annually by the project owner).
Clarification:
1. Electricity consumption is calculated (not measured) as it is not measured only for HFC23 supplied for destruction, but for all wastes supplied for
destruction.
Revision 7 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Steam consumption is measured by heat meter.

Steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process is calculated on the basis of steam consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied for

Item 7 destruction (to be approved annually by the project owner).
Correction:
1. Steam consumption is calculated (not measured) as it is not measured only for HFC23 supplied for destruction, but for all wastes supplied for
destruction.
Revision 8 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Natural gas consumption is measured by flow meter.

Natural gas consumption by HFC23 destruction process is calculated on the basis of natural gas consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste

Item 8 supplied for destruction (to be approved annually by the project owner).
Correction:
1. Natural gas consumption is calculated (not measured) as it is not measured only for HFC23 supplied for destruction, but for all wastes supplied
for destruction.
Revision 9 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

Item 9

The quantity of gaseous emissions (CO, HCI, HF, CI2, organic carbon, dioxins and NOx) is measured in compliance with the current environmental
standards of Russia.

The gaseous emissions (HCI, HF, NO2 and dioxins) are measured in compliance with the current environmental standards of Russia.

Clarification:Organic carbon, CI2 and CO are not generated by the destruction process, so they are excluded.
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Revision 10

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1. Description of monitoring plan
chosen

The amount of liquid effluents and their parameters (pH, COD BOD, suspended solids, fluorides and metals) are measured in the established order.

The liquid effluents (used alkaline solution) are measured with the current environmental standards of Russia.

Item 10
Clarification:
1. Only used alkaline solution is generated as liquid by-product of the destruction process.
Revision 11 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.1.1. Data to be collected in
order to monitor emissions from
the project, and how these data
will be archived

ID 1. q_HFC23y

Data variable: Quantity of HFC23 wastes supplied to destruction process
Source of data: Mass flow meter

Data unit: kg

Determination method: (m) measured in parallel by two flow meters
Recording frequency: Once per week (continuous measurement)
Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Measured directly before the unit. Monthly data is the sum of the accumulated data. Readings are taken at least once an hour and the
lowest reading of the two flow meters is chosen.

Data variable: HFC23 waste quantity supplied to destruction process
Source of data: 2 mass flow meters

Data unit: kg

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: Monthly (hourly readings)

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Measured in parallel by 2 mass flow meters directly before the unit. Readings are taken hourly and processed by APCS,
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the lowest reading is chosen automatically by APCS. Monthly data is the sum of the accumulated data.

Correction and clarification:
1. The monitoring plan assumes monthly reporting for comparability of monitoring data

Revision 12

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.1.1. Data to be collected in

order to monitor emissions from
the project, and how these data
will be archived

ID 2. C_HFC23y

Data variable: Concentration of HFC23 supplied to destruction process Source
of data: Chromatograph Data unit: %

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: Once per week (measured once per day)

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: -

Data variable: HFC23 mass content in HFC23 waste supplied to destruction process
Source of data: Chromatograph

Data unit: %

Determination method: (m) measured, (c) calculated

Recording frequency: Monthly (daily measurements)

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Mass content is calculated based on concentrations of components measured by chromatograph.

Correction:
1. The monitoring plan assumes monthly reporting for comparability of monitoring data, so recording frequency is monthly. The
measurements for calculation are performed weekly.

2. Mass content is calculated (not measured) due to absence of direct method to measure mass content in sample.

HFC23 mass concentration (mg/m3) is calculated based on approved method as:
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Xi = 416,7 x Ci x Mi, where Ci -molar volume content of i component (%),Mi - molar mass of i component. HFC23 mass

content (%) is calculated as: Xv = Xi / SUM Xi.

Revision 13

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.1.1. Data to be collected in
order to monitor emissions from
the project, and how these data
will be archived

ID 3.FCy

Data variable: Natural gas consumption during destruction process
Source of data: Flow meter

Data unit: m3

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: monthly

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: -

Data variable: Natural gas consumption by HFC23 destruction process
Source of data: Flow meter Data unit: m3

Determination method: (c) calculated

Recording frequency: monthly

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Natural gas consumption is calculated by the project operator annually on the basis of flow meter measurement.

Correction:

1. Natural gas consumption is calculated (not measured) as it is not measured only for HFC23 supplied for destruction, but for all
wastes supplied for destruction.

Revision 14

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification
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D.1.1.1. Data to be collected in

order to monitor emissions from
the project, and how these data
will be archived

ID 4.q_NDy

Data variable: Volume of gaseous effluent from the unit
Source of data: Portable volumetric flow meter

Data unit: m3

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: Once per week (measured weekly)
Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Volume is measured by portable flow-meter. The amount is averaged.

Data variable: Volume of gaseous effluent from the unit
Source of data: Portable flow meter

Data unit: m3

Determination method: (m) measured, (c) calculated
Recording frequency: monthly (weekly measurements)
Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Calculated conservatively based on effluent gas flow speed and length of the period.

Correction:

1. The monitoring plan assumes monthly reporting for comparability of monitoring data, so recording frequency is monthly. The
measurements for calculation are performed weekly.

2. The volume of effluents gases is calculated (not measured) on the basis of month average effluent gas flow speed (m3/hour)
measured by portable flow meter as: q_NDy = V * F * T, where V - monthly average gas flow speed (m/sec), F - sectional area of
gas outlet pipe (m2), T - length of period (sec).

Revision 15

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.1.1. Data to be collected

Data variable: Concentration of HFC23 in gaseous effluents from the unit
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in order to monitor emissions
from the project, and how these
data will be archived

ID 5. C_ND_HFC23y

Source of data: Chromatograph

Data unit: mg/m3

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: Once per week

Proportion of data to be monitored: -

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Measured once per week. The amount is averaged.

Data variable: HFC23 concentration in gaseous effluents from the unit
Source of data: Chromatograph

Data unit: mg/m3

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: monthly (weekly measurements)

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: If the HFC23 concentration is not detectible than the value is conservatively taken to be equal 1,0 mg/m3. Monthly data is the average
of the calculated data.

Correction:
1. The monitoring plan assumes monthly reporting for comparability of monitoring data, so recording frequency is monthly. The measurements
for calculation are performed weekly.

Revision 16

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.1.3. Relevant data necessary
for determining the baseline of
anthropogenic emissions of
greenhouse gases by sources within
the project boundary, and how such
data will be collected and

Data variable: Quantity of HFC23 recovered for sale
Source of data: Scales and level meter in the collector
Data unit: t

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: monthly




Monitoring report for November 2012, p. 22/ 68
Version 1.0 dated 1 December 2012
HFC-23 destruction at JSC Halogen, Perm

archived Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

ID 6. S_HFC23y How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Commercial HFC23 production is not planned

Data variable: HFC23 quantity recovered for sale

Source of data: Scales and level meter in the collector

Data unit: t

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: Monthly Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%
How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Not applied if there is no HFC23 recovered for sale from HFC23 waste or there is no technical possibility.

Clarification

Revision 17 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.1.3. Relevant data necessary
for determining the baseline of

anthropogenic emissions of Source of data: Mass flow meter
greenhouse gases by sources within
the project boundary, and how such
data will be collected and archived |Determination method: (m) measured

Data variable: Quantity of HFC23 wastes at the outlet of rectification columnK94

Data unit: kg

ID 7. q_G_HFC23, Recording frequency: Monthly (readings are recorded weekly)
Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%
How will the data be archived: Electronic

Comment: -

Data variable: HFC23 waste quantity generated

Source of data: Mass flow meter
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Data unit: kg

Determination method: (m) measured
Recording frequency: Monthly (hourly readings)
Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Measured by mass flow meter directly after emission sources. Readings are taken hourly and processed by APCS. Monthly data is the
sum of the accumulated data.

Clarification:
1. The readings are recorded hourly (not weekly).

2. The data is archived both electronic and paper.

Revision 18

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.1.3. Relevant data necessary
for determining the baseline of
anthropogenic emissions of
greenhouse gases by sources within
the project boundary, and how such
data will be collected and archived

ID 8. C_G_HFC23y

Data variable: Concentration of HFC23 in wastes at the outlet of rectification columnK94
Source of data: Chromatograph

Data unit: %

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: Monthly (readings are recorded weekly)

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: -

Data variable: HFC23 mass content in HFC23 waste generated
Source of data: Chromatograph

Data unit: %

Determination method: (m) measured and (c) calculated
Recording frequency: Monthly (weekly measurements)

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%
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How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper
Comment: Mass content is calculated based on concentrations of components measured by chromatograph.

Correction:
1. Mass content is calculated (not measured) due to absence of direct method to measure mass content in sample. HFC23 mass
concentration (mg/m3) is calculated based on approved method as:

Xi = 416,7 x Ci x Mi, where Ci -molar volume content of i component (%),Mi - molar mass of i component. HFC23 mass content
(%) is calculated as: Xv = Xi / SUM Xi.
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Revision 21

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.3.1. If applicable, please
describe the data and information
that will be collected in order to
monitor leakage effects of the
project

ID 11.ECy

Data variable: Specific Electricity consumption norm for destruction process
Source of data: -

Data unit: kWh/t

Determination method:

Recording frequency: Monthly

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic

Comment: The Specific consumption is defined by the Department of Chief Energy Engineer and Technical Department annually based on actual
data for the year and are approved by the Chief Engineer of the plant

Data variable: Electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction process
Source of data: Meter Data unit: MWh

Determination method: (c) calculated

Recording frequency: Monthly

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Calculated on the basis of electricity consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction (to be approved annually by
the project owner).

Correction:

1. Electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction process is calculated (not measured) as it is not measured only for HFC23 supplied for
destruction, but for allwastes supplied for destruction.
Calculated on the basis of electricity consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction (to
be approved annually by the project owner).

Revision 22

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification
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D.1.3.1. If applicable, please
describe the data and information
that will be collected in order to
monitor leakage effects of the
project

ID 12.StCy

Data variable: Steam consumption for destruction process
Source of data: Meter

Data unit: GJ

Determination method: (m) measured

Recording frequency: Monthly

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic

Comment: -

Data variable: Steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process
Source of data: Meter

Data unit: GJ

Determination method: (c) calculated

Recording frequency: Monthly

Proportion of data to be monitored: 100%

How will the data be archived: Electronic and paper

Comment: Calculated on the basis of steam consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction (to be approved annually by the

project owner).

Correction:

1. Steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process is calculated (not measured) as it is not measured only for HFC23 supplied for destruction,
but for allwastes supplied for destruction. Calculated on the basis of steam consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction

(to beapproved annually by the project owner).
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Revision 24 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

The CO2 emission factor for natural

gas combustion Emission factor for natural gas supplied to JSC Halogen by Gazprom TransgazChaykovskiy, LTD is fixed EFf = 0.00187 t c02e/m3
(20 °Cas 0.00187 t c02-e/m3 (20 °C).

The CO2 emission factor for natural gas combustion is calculated on the basis of coefficients taken from 2006 IPCC Guidelines for
National Greenhouse Gas Inventories and the normal density of natural gas equal to 0,73 kg/m3, i.e.:

EFf = 48 TJ/Gg * 10-6 Gg/kg * 0,73 kg/m3 * 0,995 * 56,1 tCO2e/T] = 0,001956 tCO2e/m3

EFf is taken to be equal to 0,002 tCO2e/m3 following the conservative approach.

Correction:

The CO2 emission factor for natural gas combustion is reviewed and calculated following the conservative approach.
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Revision 25 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.1.5. Where applicable, in

accordance with procedures as Gaseous effluents (CO, HCl, HF, CI2, dioxin and NOX) are regularly measured at the thermal destruction unit in accordance with the approved
required by the host Party, rules. The enterprise files annual consolidated reports on emissions as per the official annual statistical form 2-TP (air) Air protection data, which
information on the collection and contains information on amounts of trapped and neutralized atmospheric pollutants, itemized emissions from specific sources, number of emission
archiving of information on the sources, measures on reduction of emissions to the atmosphere, emissions from particular groups of pollution sources. The enterprise is subject to
environmental impacts of the regular control by state bodies of environmental supervision. The Head of Technical Department of JSC Halogen is responsible for collection,
project storage and analysis of data regarding the environmental impact of the project in the region.

Gaseous effluents (HCl, HF, NO2 and dioxins) are measured in compliance with the current environmental standards of Russia:
HCI, HF, NO2 - 6 time per year

Dioxins - 1 time per year

The enterprise files annual consolidated reports on emissions as per the official annual statistical form 2-T (air) Data on Atmospheric Air containing
information on the quantities of trapped and destroyed air pollutants, detailed emissions of specific
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pollutants, number of emission sources, emission reduction actions and emissions from separate groups of pollutant sources. The enterprise is
subject to regular control by state bodies of environmental supervision. The Head of Technical Department is responsible for collection, storage and
analysis of data regarding the environmental impact of the project in the region.

Clarification:
1. CI2 and CO are not generated by the destruction process, so they are excluded.

Revision 26

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for data monitored

ID 1. g_HFC23y

Low uncertainty level

Measured by two down-the-line flow meters. Instrument error £0.5%. Following the conservative approach the least value of the two flow meters
is taken into consideration at each data reading. If the readings of the flow meters differ by greater than twice their claimed accuracy then
measures are taken to remedy the fault. Flow meters shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical
Control and Metrology. The zero check on the flow meters shall be conducted every week. If the zero check indicates that the flow meter is not
stable, an immediate calibration of the flow meter shall be undertaken.

Low uncertainty level

Measured by two down-the-line mass flow meters. Instrument error £0,5%. Readings are automatically collected, stored, processed and protected
from any corrections by APCS. APCS should automatically calculate the conservative value by taking the least value of the two mass flow meters at
each data reading.

The daily reports with corresponding accumulated data from APCS should be archived in electronic form. The data should be verified monthly and
the reports with corresponding verified data should be archived in paper form.

Mass flow meters shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology. The zero
check on the flow meters shall be conducted every week. If the zero check indicates that the flow meter is not stable, an immediate calibration of
the flow meter shall be undertaken. If the readings of the mass flow meters differ by greater than twice their claimed accuracy then measures are
taken to remedy the fault.

Clarification: The more detail description is provided

Revision 27

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for

Low uncertainty level
Cross-checked with the previous chromatograph analysis. Frequency of recalibration is in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency
for Technical Control and Metrology.
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data monitored
ID 2. C_HFC23y
ID 5. C_ND_HFC23y

ID 8. C_G_HFC23y

Low uncertainty level

Calculated by approved method (relative error - 5%) based on concentrations of sample's components measured by chromatograph daily. The
measurements and calculation of mass content should be performed by laboratory personnel, documented in paper form and archived in electronic
form. The results are to be verified. The data should be cross-checked with the previous data and summarized in the monthly reports.

Chromatographs shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology: absolute
calibration - 1 time per year, calibration measurement - 1 time per quarter.

Clarification: The more detail description is provided

Revision 28

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for data monitored

Low uncertainty level

Flow meter is subject to calibration once in 2 years. The accuracy of the equipment has little influence on accuracy of GHG emission reduction
calculations.

ID 4. g_NDy
Low uncertainty level
Measured by portable flow meter and calculated based on the calendar length of period (hours/period). To provide conservative estimate the
shutdown time of the destruction unit is not included in calculation. The accuracy of the equipment and the method has little influence on accuracy
of GHG emission reduction calculations.
Portable flow meter is subject to regular calibration in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology
- once in 2 years.
Clarification due to change of measurement method.

Revision 29 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for data monitored

ID 3.FCy

Low uncertainty level
Natural gas meter is checked once in 3 years.

Low uncertainty level

Measured by natural gas meter. The accuracy of the equipment and following calculation has little influence on accuracy of GHG emission reduction
calculations. Gas meter is subject to regular calibration in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and
Metrology - once in 3 years.
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Clarification: The more detail description is provided

Revision 30

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for data monitored

ID 7. q_G_HFC23y

Low uncertainty level

Frequency of recalibration is in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology.

Low uncertainty level

Measured by mass flow meter. Instrument error £0,5%. Readings are automatically collected, stored, processed and protected from any
corrections by APCS. The daily reports with corresponding accumulated data should be archived in electronic form. The data should be verified
monthly and the reports with corresponding verified data should be archived in paper form.

Mass flow meters shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology. The zero
check on the mass flow meter shall be conducted on demand. If the zero check indicates that the mass flow meter is not stable, an immediate
calibration of the mass flow meter shall be undertaken.

Clarification: The more detail description is provided The more detail description is provided

Revision 31

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for data monitored

ID 6. S_HFC23y
ID 9. P_HCFC22y

Low uncertainty level

Cross-checked with production and accounting reports.

Low uncertainty level

Measured by level meters. The measurements should be documented and archived in paper form. The background data should be verified and
summarized in the monthly reports. The monthly reports should be cross-checked with production and accounting reports.

The equipment shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology.

Clarification: The more detail description is provided

Revision 32

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for

Medium uncertainty level
Consumption standards are developed by the department of Chief Energy Engineer and Technical Department annually based on measured
consumption and then calculated for each of the destroyed substances. Consumption standards are approved by the




Monitoring report for November 2012,

Version 1.0 dated 1 December 2012

p. 32/ 68

HFC-23 destruction at JSC Halogen, Perm

data monitored

Chief Engineer of the plant.

ID 10.ECy Low uncertainty level
Measured by meter. The equipment shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and
Metrology.
Electricity consumption standards for each of destroyed substances are calculated and approved by project operator at the end of the year based
on the measured electricity consumption.
Clarification: The more detail description is provided
Revision 33 Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.2. Quality control (QC) and
quality assurance (QA) procedures
undertaken for data monitored

ID 11. StGy

Low uncertainty level

Heat meter is checked once in 2 years.

Low uncertainty level

Measured by heat meter. The equipment shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and
Metrology - once in 2 years.

Steam consumption standards for each of destroyed substances are calculated and approved by project operator at the end of the year based on
the measured steam consumption.

Clarification: The more detail description is provided

Revision 34

Registered PDD / Intended deviation / Explanation and Justification

D.3. Please describe the operational
and management structure that the
project operator will apply in
implementing the monitoring plan

All input data is regularly collected (see Section D.1.). The Head of Technical Department and the Deputy Head of the Thermal waste destruction
facility (Shop No. 27) of JSC Halogen are responsible for data submission and execution of reporting documentation under the project.

Calculations of emission reductions will be prepared by specialists of Camco International at the end of every reporting year.
All data will be stored at least for two years after the last ERU tranche under the project.

Additional details of procedures for unit operation, maintenance and personnel training are described in Annex 4.

The operational and management structure comprises Project operator and Holding company.

The monitoring procedures are executed by the Project operator according to Organization standard 47-40-2010(monitoring procedure) set forth
by the Order of the General director. According to the Order all readings in line with the monitoring plan have to be recorded
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under an established procedures and persons responsible for data collection and storage appointed starting on 01.01.2008.

The monitoring report is prepared by Project operator.

The project execution is supervised by the Holding company Halopolymer.

Clarification:

1. Operational and management structure is advanced as described in Organization standard for better monitoring process. There is no
impact on the GHG reduction calculation




Monitoring report for November 2012, p. 34/ 68
Version 1.0 dated 1 December 2012
HFC-23 destruction at JSC Halogen, Perm

APPENDIX2. JUSTIFICATIONS OF REVISIONS TO MONITORING PLAN AND REVISED MONITORING PLAN

In compliance with the paragraph 40 of the “Guidance on criteria for baseline setting and monitoring, Version 03" the project participants are encouraged to improve the monitoring
process and its results. Revisions, if any, to the monitoring plan to improve the accuracy and/or applicability of information collected shall be justified by the project participants and
shall be submitted for the determination referred to in paragraph 37 of the JI guidelines by the AIE. In this case the AIE shall determine whether the proposed revisions improve
accuracy and/or applicability of information collected, compared to the original monitoring plan without changing conformity with the relevant rules and regulations for the
establishments of monitoring plans and in case of a positive determination, shall proceed with the determination referred to in paragraph 37 of the JI guidelines.

Revisions introduced in the monitoring plan of the project design document (PDD) of the above project? represent elimination of such factors as the cut-off conditions and baseline
quantity of HFC23 destroyed, which are, in first case, inapplicable due the absence of accurate and representative information, and, in the second case, are inapplicable due to
erroneous use of the maximum permissible emissions as a measure of the state regulation of emissions of such a gas and due to the absence of information that HFC23 was
historically destroyed.

Below the reasons of elimination of these factors from the monitoring plant are provided a greater detail.
Revision 1: Cut-off conditions

Baseline emissions in the monitoring plan of the PDD are made with allowance for cut-off condition (formula D.1-6)
G_ HFCZ?;y <MIN { P_ HCFC22y; P_ HCFCZZHist’max }xwh

where P _ HCFC22y -is the amount of HCFC22 produced at JSC Halogen during the year v, t;

!

P_HCFC22, i rax - /5 the maximum annual amount of HCFC22 produced at the plant during the historical periodFor P _ HCFC22st maxthe maximum annual volume of HCFC22
production at JSC Halogenduring the period of 2002-2004 was taken.

W, -is the fraction of HFC23 per unit of HCFC-22 produced at the plant. For the fractionw; its minimum average annual value according to actual data of JSC Halogenduring the
period 2002-2004 were assumed.

2 A JI-specific approach is used for monitoring with the elements of approved CDM methodology AM0001/Version 05.2 “Incineration of HFC23 waste streams”, which are associated with the application of
the maximum permissible emissions as a measure of the state regulation of HFC-23 emissions.
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Justification of inapplicability of the maximum annual amount of HCFC22 produced at the plant during the historical period 2002-2004.
The values of annual amounts of HCFC22 produced in 2002-2004 were provided in the table B.1-1 "Data needed for calculation of GHG emission reductions” of PDD:

Table 1. Annual amounts of HCFC22 produced in 2002-2004 provided in the PDD

Designation Unit 2002 2003 2004

P_HCFC22y t 6 928,4 7 245,0 9524,0

However, these figures are inaccurate. The matter is that they are defined through calculations with the use of old consumption norms that are less accurate than those of nowadays>.
The old consumption norms were determined on the base of parameters measured during HCFC-22 production process with the use of metering equipment of lower accuracy class. In
2004 there was adoption at the Plant of more accurate metering devices, such as radar level gages that allowed introducing more accurate consumption norms on raw materials
(hydrogen fluoride, chloroform) and on HCFC-22 for monomer M-4 production. According to the chief metrologist’s information, the radioactive level meters UR-8 installed at HCFC-22
tanks (accuracy class 0.4; relative error +/- 0,8%) were replaced with the radar level gages VEGAFLEX 61 (accuracy class 0.1) and module MAC-D-04 (accuracy class 0.25, relative
error +/- 0.3%). The old weigher RP-3Sh at HCFC-22 shipping line (absolute error +/- 5 kg) was replaced with a new automated shipping system (absolute error +/- 2,5 kg)*. Thus,
the accuracy of calculations of HCFC-22 production was improved (by 4 times in accuracy class terms) from 2005 onwards. Below is the table showing the old consumption norms on
HCFC-22 production that were before 2005 and the new norms that were introduced after 2005.

Table 2. Consumption norms on HCFC-22 production at JSC “HaloPolymer-Perm"®

Product Rawmaterial Unit | 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010

HCFC- | Hydrogenfluoride | kg/t | 525 | 520 | 508 | 508 | 508 | 516 | 516 | 516 | 516 | 516 | 516
22

Chloroform kg/t | 1460 | 1460 | 1460 | 1460 | 1430 | 1450 | 1450 | 1450 | 1450 | 1450 | 1450

M-4 HCFC-22 kg/t | 2260 | 2260 | 2150 | 2100 | 2080 | 2060 | 2060 | 2060 | 2060 | 2060 | 2060

3procedure of estimation of HCFC22 ouput.
“Reference on replacement of old metering devices at HCFC-22 production equipment
5 Reference from JSC “Halopolymer- Perm”
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As can be seen from the table 2 consumption norms associated with HCFC-22 production were finally changed in 2005 and further on remain constant until present time. The
recalculation of HCFC-22 production during 2002-2004 with the use of more accurate norms of 2010 gives divergence from the values of HCFC produced in 2002-2004 provided in the
PDD.

Table 3. Divergence in values HCFC-22 production in 2002-2004°

Designation Unit 2002 2003 2004
HCFC-22 production recalculated according to PDD t 6 928,4 7 245,0 9 524,0
HCFC-22 production recalculated according to 2010 norms t 6 601,7 8174,1 | 10 146,8
Absolute divergence T -326,7 929,1 622,8
Relative divergence % -47 128 6,5

The divergence in values of HCFC-22 production in 2002-2004 is considerable ranging within -4,7% till 12,8%. Therefore the values of HCFC-22 production in 2002-2004 in PDD are
inaccurate and, hence, cannot be applicable for setting the cut-off condition for the baseline GHG emissions calculation.

As was provided in the PDD the cut-off conditions were set to exclude the possibility of manipulating the production process to increase the quantity of waste. However HCFC22
production at the Plant does, in no way, associate with manipulation as this product is manufactured exclusively to meet delivery obligations in front of purchasers and for being a
feedstock for fluoroplastics production.

In the following tables the figures on production of fluoroplastics, gross output of HCFC22 and stocks as well as the average prices for 2000-2010 are presented’:

Table 4. Output of fluoroplastics and HCFC22 at JSC HaloPolimer-Perm

2000 | 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Gross | Gross | Gross | Gross Gross Gross Gross Gross Gross Gross Gross

Designation | Unit

Fluoroplastic

s t 3979 | 4470 | 2442 | 3119 4215 4 547 4770 5049 | 4911 2582 | 3512

®Reference from JSC “HaloPolymer-Perm”.Calculations of HCFC-22 production according to norms of 2010.
7 Reference data provided by the economical department of JSC “HaloPolimer Perm”



Monitoring report for November 2012,
Version 1.0 dated 1 December 2012
HFC-23 destruction at JSC Halogen, Perm

p. 37 / 68

HCFC22 | t

| 9732 | 10124 | 6928 | 8165 | 10303

11276

11745

12252 | 12916 | 8687 | 13349 |

Table 5. Fluoroplastics and HCFC22 in stocks as of the beginning of the year in 2005-2010, JSC “HaloPolymer-Perm”

Year Unit. 01.01.05 | 01.01.06 | 01.01.07 | 01.01.08 | 01.01.09 | 01.01.10
Fluoroplastics t 124,57 460,80 208,36 131,10 392,43 237,85
Finished goods t 20,40 305,08 104,23 53,13 263,11 94,62
Semi-finished goods t 8,86 27,93 34,87 38,70 25,12 4,32
Work-in-progress t 95,32 127,78 69,25 39,26 104,19 138,90
HCFC22 t 239,88 342,83 221,83 34,46 190,14 108,02
Finished goods t 130,06 203,62 111,53 4,86 106,26 1,81
Semi-finished goods t 0 1,01 0 0 0 0
Work-in-progress t 109,81 138,20 110,30 29,60 83,88 106,21

Table 6. Average shipping prices on fluoroplastics and HCFC 22 in 2000-2010, JSC HaloPolymer
Year Unit | 2000 | 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 | 2006 2007 2008 | 2009 | 2010
Fluoroplastics -FI;:Sl;/t 176 202 199 156 271 169 137 152 163 186 228
HCFC 22 Ths. 52 53 44 42 43 46 52 54 65 52 87
Rub/t

It follows from the above tables that the Plant does not manufacture HCFC22 in excessive quantities purposefully intending to increase the formation of HFC23. The quantity of
HCFC22 production depends on the impact of the favorable situation on the market what is confirmed by positive HCFC22 price rise dynamics from 2006. Moreover the increase of
prices on fluoroplastics stimulates production and, hence, increased consumption of HCFC22 for the production of fluroplastics.

Resume:

1. Values presented in the table B1-1 of PDD, on the base of which the maximum annual amount of HCFC-22 produced at the Plant during the historical period are defined, are
not accurate. Those values were defined with use of old consumption norms that were calculated on the base of parameters measured during HCFC-22 production process
with the use of metering equipment of lower accuracy class.

2. Recalculation of historical HCFC-22 production of the period of 2002-2004 with the new accurate norms of 2010 year gives more precise values, which considerably (from -
4,7% up to 12,8%) deviate from those of provided in PDD.
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3. Any manipulations associated with artificial overstating of HCFC22 production to increase purposefully formation of HFC23 are ruled out at the Plant.

In connection with above such factor as themaximum annual amount of HCFC22 produced at the plant during the historical period 2002-2004 is inapplicable and therefore it must be
eliminated as the cut-off condition for calculation of the baseline GHG emissions from the monitoring plan of the mentioned project.

Justification of inapplicability of minimum average annual value of fraction of HFC23 per unit of HCFC-22 produced at the plant according to actual data of JSC
Halogen during the period 2002—-2004.

The values of the fraction of HFC23 per unit of HCFC-22 produced in 2002-2004 were provided in the line w;.of the table B.1-1 “Data needed for calculation of GHG emission
reductions” of PDD:

Table 7. Average annual value of fraction of HFC23 per unit of HCFC-22 produced as per PDD

Designation Unit 2002 2003 2004

Wy, % 1,30 1,50 1,40

However these figures cannot be justified by the Plant’s data as it is quite unclear what the point was (or the points were) which data were taken from for defining the w;. The point is
that this factor can be calculated given the results of composition analysis of the HCFC-22 production as after synthesis reactor so in the other HCFC22 production line points.

In opinion of JSC HaloPolymer Perm specialist above figures were defined not for some point but on the ground of one-shot analyses which were not duly monitored. Depending on a
sampling position point the result of analysis will be different as the target product (HCFC22) is sequentially rectified from impurities. Therefore the above figures are not
representative.

Annual average figures on HFC-23 fraction per unit of HCFC-22 can only be obtained from averaging the actual results of chromatographic analysis of HCFC-22 sampling. The chromatographic
analysis is implemented on-shift basis under the permanent technological regulation of HFCF-22 production. Data on composition of HCFC-22 on a base of sampling at certain points of the
reactor are registered with Chromatographic control log and are input in the electronic data base. In the end of each month the processed results of analysis (including HFC-23 fraction) in terms
of minimal, maximal and average values are submitted to the technologist of the shop®. Further on the average values are registered with the monthly technical reports. According to the results
of the chromatographic analysis the actual values of fractions of HFC-23 per unit of HCFC produced at the plant in 2002-2006 were as follows:

® Reference on the procedure of chromatographic analysis of HCFC-22 production
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Table 8. Actual annual average values of HFC-23 fraction per unit of HCFC-22°

Designation Unit 2002 2003 2004
HCFC-22 t 6928,4 7245 9524
production
HFC-23 t 118,2 184,7 212,1
formation
w;, actual® % 1,79 2,26 2,09
wj,in PDD % 1,3 1,5 1,4
Divergence % 30% 99% 59%

As can be seen the divergence between w;, values in PDD and values based on data of chromatographic analysis is considerable. Therefore w, values in PDD are not representative.

Direct measurements of the waste HFC-23 gas stream fed to destruction under the project give more accurate results. Data on waste gas are directly measured in the points set at the
pipelines offtaking after the rectification column to the destruction unit. Based on measurements the mass flow, chemical composition and density of the gas are defined. Devices used
for measurements of these data undergo periodically through calibration and testing procedure in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and
Measurements and have the low inaccuracy level. According the direct monitoring data the annual average values w, made in 2008-2010"!:

W 2008 2009 2010 2011 (5 months)
min 1,8 1,3 2,09 2,7
max 2,5 2,5 2,99 2,93
average 2,2 1,8 2,69 2,83

? Reference_ Calculation of fraction of HFC-23 per unit of HCFC-22 based on actual data
10 EXCEL file_calculations based on data provided by the technologists of the shop of JSC HaloPolymer
U1 Reference of the head of the technical department of JSC HaloPolymer-Perm
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Resumes:

1. Data provided in the table B1-1 of PDD, on the base of which the minimum value of the fraction of HFC23 per unit of HCFC-22 produced at the plant in the period of
2002-2004, cannot be justified by the Plant’s documentary evidences therefore these data is not representative.

2. The representative data on values of the fraction of HFC23 per unit of HCFC-22 produced at the Plant can only be obtained from the results of the chromatographic
analysis that are kept with the HCFC production shop technologist. Given averaging, on a yearly basis, the results of the chromatographic analysis the w;, values
considerably differ from PDD w, values.

3. In connection with above theminimum average annual value of fraction of HFC23 per unit of HCFC-22 produced at the JSC Halogenduring the period 2002-2004 is
inapplicable and therefore it must be eliminated as the cut-off condition for calculation of the baseline GHG emissions from the monitoring plan of the mentioned project.

General resume on cut-off conditions:

Thus, the cut-off conditions imposed under the PDD were defined incorrect and are not representative and must be eliminated from the monitoring. Therefore for enhancing accuracy
and applicability of data used for the monitoring the GHG baseline emissions will be defined as HFC23 quantity supplied to destruction unit per the reporting period, which will be
obtained through direct and on-line measurement of waste HFC-23 gas flow with the use of the certified and calibrated measurement devices.

Revision 2: Baseline quantity of HFC23 destroyed during the year

Baseline GHG emissions during the yearare defined according to the formula D.1-7 provided in the monitoring plant of PDD:
BEy=(Q_ HFC23y - B_ HFC23y) GWP_ HFC23,

where Q_ HFC23y - is the quantity of HFC23 supplied for destruction into the unit during the year y, t
B_ HFC23y — is the baseline quantity of HFC23 destroyed during the year , t.

At the same time, according to the formula D.1-9:
B_HFC23y=G_HFC23y — S_HFC23y — MPE_HFC23 45t mins
if B_HFC23y<0, then we take B_HFC23y=0;

where G_HFC23y — is the amount of HFC23 generated in HCFC22 production line during the year y,t;
S_HFC23y — is the quantity of HFC23 recovered for sale during the yeary, t;
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MPE_HFC23 45t mir- is the minimum level of the maximum permissible emissions (MPE) of HFC23 to the atmosphere from sources within the project boundary (condensation and
rectification column of HCFC22 production line and rectification column of saleable HFC23 production line) during the year ybased on historical data (2002-2004), t. According to
Section B. 1 MPE_HFC23 45t min=45,3 t.

The revision introduced in the monitoring plan of PDD envisages canceling the application of the minimum level of the maximum permissible emissions (MPE) of HFC23 to the
atmosphere from sources within the project boundary on a ground that MPE was erroneously taken in the PDD for the fraction of the waste stream required to be destroyed by the
regulations.

The methodology AM0001/Version 05.2 “Incineration of HFC23 waste streams prescribes to define “the baseline quantity of HFC-23 destroyed as the quantity of the HFC-23 waste
streams required to be destroyed by the applicable regulation or:

B_HFC_23=Q_HFC23,x
Where:

ry is the fraction of the waste stream required to be destroyed by the regulations that apply during the year. In the absence of regulations requiring the destruction of HFC-23
waste, r, = 0. Absent regulations on HFC-23 emissions, the HFC23 waste is typically released to the atmosphere so the baseline is zero destruction.”

The government environmental control in the Russian Federation is stipulated by the federal laws such as “On environment protection”, “On atmosphere air protection”, “On
epidemiological welfare of population”, Decrees of the Government of Russian Federation dd. 15.01.2001 #31 «On approval of Regulation on the government control over protection
of atmospheric air» and dd. 23.08.2000 #622 «On approval of Regulation on the government monitoring service for state of the environment». None of these legislatorial documents
does provide for the requirement of obligatory destruction of the HFC-23 waste stream. Due to low hazard grade the payments for emissions of HFC23 are not collected as according
to Decree of the Government of RF dd. 12.06.2003 #344 “On norms of payments for emissions in the atmospheric air” the norms of payments are not provided for.

Besides, plants themselves elaborate projections of maximum permissible emissions of polluting substances in atmospheric air with a purpose to meet the requirements of hygienic
criteria of the quality of atmospheric air (MPC) within and beyond sanitary-protection zone (SPZ), including the territories of human settlements,.

Thus, it is MPC on the boundary of sanitary-protection zone of a plant that is a measure of the government control. Values of MPE of polluting substances in the
atmosphere are defined by a plant itself subject to compliance with MPC on the boundary of SPZ.

Following the calculations for defining the maximum permissible emission of HFC23 in the quantity of 1000 tonnes®? two conclusions were made:

12 »Calculation of the maximum permissible emission of HFC-23 and estimation of impact on the size of the sanitary-protection zone from the source #148 JSC Halogen in the quantity
of 1000 t”, Perm, 2008
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1.

Increase of HFC23 emission does not impact on the sizes of SPZ of JSC Halogen.

2. MPE of HFC23 taking into account zero background concentration of this substance is equal to 5 900 t/y.
It means, in fact, that the Plant could, without a damage to environment, and without breaking the environmental legislation, in 2010 (as in any year of the considered period of
2000-2012) emit in the atmosphere all waste HFC23 not destroying it. At the same time the set MPC would not be exceeded.

Besides, the Plant disposes of information (confirmed by technical reports) that in the course of the previous 20 years HFC23 has not been historically destroyed at the old thermal

unit.
Resume:
1. Use of the minimum level of the maximum permissible emissions of HFC23 in the atmosphere from sources within the project boundary is inapplicable from the
methodological viewpoint as there are not regulations in the Russian Federation requiring the destruction of HFC-23 waste streams.
2. To exceed MPC JSCHaloPolimer-Perm would have had to increase HFC23 emissions higher than 5900 t/y. But it is physically impossible given the HFC23 production level in
2010 that was 365,588 t.
3. Historically, at least previous 20 years, the Plant did not destroy HFC23. Due to the absence of hazard the payments for their emissions were not collected.
4. Therefore all baseline waste HFC23 was harmlessly emitted in atmosphere.

i.e. the formula D 1-7 of the monitoring plan must be as below:

BEy=Q_HFC23y*GWP_ HFC23
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REVISED MONITORING PLAN

D.1. Description of monitoring plan chosen:

The monitoring system is based on the approved CDM methodology AM0001/Version 05.2 “Incineration of HFC23 waste streams”. The monitoring

includes measurements of the following parameters (see Fig. D.1-1):

8.
9.

The HFC23 waste quantity generated by production process is continuously measured by mass flow meter installed on the outlet pipeline from emission source (readings are
automatically recorded hourly). The HFC23 mass content in the HFC23 waste produced is calculated based on concentrations of sample's components measured by
chromatograph.

The HFC23 waste quantity supplied for destruction is measured continuously by two down-the-line flow meters installed on waste feeding line (readings are automatically
recorded hourly). The HFC23 mass content in the HFC23 waste produced is calculated based on concentrations of sample's components measured by chromatograph.

The volume of effluent gases from the unit is calculated based on the average flow speed of effluent gases (measured by portable flow meter weekly) and the operating time
of the unit during the period. The HFC23 mass concentration in the effluent gases is measured by chromatograph (sample analysis is performed once a week).

The HFC23 quantity recovered for sale (if applicable) is determined monthly as HFC23 gross output (commercial output measured by scales + change in inventory measured
by level meter).

Electricity consumption by HFC23 destruction process is calculated on the basis of electricity consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction (to be
approved annually by the project owner).

Steam consumption by HFC23 destruction process is calculated on the basis of steam consumption norm per unit of HFC23 waste supplied for destruction (to be approved
annually by the project owner).

Natural gas consumption by HFC destruction process is calculated on the basic of natural gas consumption norm per unit of HFC23 west supplied for destruction (to be
approvedannually by the project operator).
The gaseous emissions (HCl, HF, NO2 and dioxins) are measured in compliance with the current environmental standards of Russia.

The liquid effluents (used alkaline solution) are measured with the current environmental standards of Russia.

All the measuring equipment meets up-to-date standards and is subject to regular calibration. The equipment is calibrated by the special organization which is entitled to perform this
type of activities. The procedures for monitoring equipment control, maintenance and repair are subject of internal plant instructions.
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D.1.1.0ption 1 -Monitoring of the emissions in the project scenario and the baseline scenario:

D.1.1.1.Data to be collected in order to monitor emissions from the project, and how these data will be archived:

consumption by
HFC23
destruction
process

paper

ID number (Please use |Data variable Source of data Data unit Measured Recording Proportion of | How will the data Comment

numbers to ease cross- (m), frequency data to be be archived?

referencing to D.2.) calculated (c), monitored | (electronic/ paper)

estimated (e)

1. g_HFC23y HFC23 waste 2 mass flow kg (m) measured Monthly 100% Electronic and Measured in parallel by 2
quantity meters in parallel (hourly paper mass flow meters directly
supplied to readings) before the unit. Readings are
destruction taken hourly and processed
process by APCS, the lowest reading

is chosen automatically by
APCS. Monthly data is the
sum of the accumulated data.

2. C_HFC23y HFC23 n:lass Chromatograph % (m) measured (c) Mont.hly 100% Electronic and Mass content is ca|c1:||ated
content in (daily paper based on concentrations of
HFC23 waste calculated measurements) components measured by
supplied to chromatograph.
destruction
process

3. FCy Natural gas Flow meter m3 (c) calculated Monthly 100% Electronic and Natural gas consumption is

calculated by the project
operator annually on the basis
of flow meter measurement.
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4.9_NDy Volume of Portable flow m3 (m) measured (c) Monthly 100% Electronic and  |Calculated conservatively
gaseous effluent meter (weekly paper based on effluent gas flow
from the unit calculated measurements) speed and length of the
period.
5. C_ND_HFC23y HFC23 Chromatograph mg/m3  [(m) measured Monthly 100% Electronic and  |If the HFC23
concentration in (weekly paper concentration is not
gaseous measurements) detectible than the value is
effluents from conservatively taken to be
the unit equal 1,0 mg/m3. Monthly
data is the average value.

D.1.1.2.Description of formulae used to estimate project emissions (for each gas, source etc.; emissions in units of CO2 equivalent):

The project GHG emissions during the year y, t C0,-e:
E_DPy= ND_HFC23y x GWP_HFC23 +FCyxEFr+ Q_HFC23y x EFn, (D.1-1)
Where ND_HFC23, is the quantity of HFC23 not destroyed in the unit during the year y, t;

FCyis the natural gas consumption by HFC23 destruction process over a year y, m3;

EFris C02 emission factor of natural gas combustion, t CO2e/m3;

Q_HFC23y is the quantity of HFC23 supplied for destruction during the year vy, t;

EFnis the emissions factor that determines the amount of CO2 generated per 1 ton of HFC23 supplied for destruction. According to CDM methodology AM0001, EFn=
0,62857 t CO2¢/t;

GWP_HFC23 is the Global Warming Potential (GWP) that converts 1 ton of HFC23 to tons of CO2 equivalent, t CO,e/t. The approved GWP value for HFC23 is 11 700 t CO2e/t for
the first commitment period under the Kyoto Protocol;
ND_HFC23, =q_ND, x C_ND_HFC23, x 10?, (D.1-2)
Q_HFC23y= q_HFC23yx 102 x C_HFC23yx 107, (D.1-3)
Where g_ND, is volume of gaseous emissions from destruction process during the year y, m3;

g_HFC23, is the amount of HFC23 wastes supplied for destruction during the year y, kg;

C_ND_HFC23, is the average annual concentration of HFC23 in gaseous emissions from the unit during the year y, mg/m3;
C_HFC23, is the average annual concentration of HFC23 in wastes supplied for destruction during the yeary, %,;
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D.1.1.3.Relevant data necessary for determining the baseline of anthropogenic emissions of greenhouse gases by sources within the project boundary, and how
such data will be collected and archived:

ID number (Please use |Data variable Source of data Data unit [Measured (m), Recording  |Proportion of| How will the data Comment

numbers to ease cross- calculated (c), frequency data to be be archived?

referencing to D.2.) estimated (e) monitored (electronic/

paper)

6. S_HFC23y HFC23 quantity Scales and level meter t (m) measured Monthly 100% Electronic and paper|Not applied if there is no

recovered for sale in the collector HFC23 recovered for sale
from HFC23 waste or
there is no technical
possibility.

7. q_G_HFC23y HFC23 waste Mass flow meter kg (m) measured Monthly 100% Electronic and paper|Measured by mass flow
quantity (hourly meter directly after
generated readings) emission sources.

Readings are taken
hourly and processed by
APCS. Monthly data is the
sum of the accumulated
data.

8. C_G_HFC23y HFC23 mass Chromatograph % Monthly 100% Electronic and paper|Mass content is calculated

. (m) measured (c) -
content in (weekly based on concentrations
HFC23 waste calculated measurements) of components measured
generated by chromatograph.
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D.1.1.4.Description of formulae used to estimate baseline emissions (for each gas, source etc.; emissions in units of CO, equivalent):

At first HFC23 leaks to the atmosphere within the project boundary are calculated according to actual data during the year vy, t:

L_HFC23y= G_HFC23y- Q_HFC23y- S_HFC23y, (D.1-4)
Where G_HFC23yis the amount of HFC23 at the outlet from HCFC22 production line during the yeary, t;

Q_HFC23, is the quantity of HFC23 supplied for destruction during the year vy, t;

S_HFC23, is the amount of HFC23 recovered for sale during the year vy, t.

G_HFC23y= q_G_HFC23yx 10 x C_G_HFC23y x 107, (D.1-5)

Where q_G_HFC23, is the is the amount of wastes containing HFC23 at the outlet of rectification columnK94, kg;

C_G_HFC23, is the average annual concentration of HFC23 in wastes at the outlet of rectification columnK94, %;

Baseline GHG emissions during the year y, t CO,-e:

BE, =Q_HFC23, x GWP_HFC23, (D.1-6)
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D.1.2.1.Data to be collected in order to monitor emission reductions from the project, and how these data will be archived:

ID number (Please use
numbers

toD.2.)

to ease cross-referencing

Data variable

Source of data

Data unit

Measured (m),
calculated (c),
estimated (e)

Recording
frequency

Proportion of data
to be monitored

How will the data
be archived?
(electronic/
paper)

Comment

D.1.2.2. Description of formulae used to calculate emission reductions from the project (for each gas, source etc.; emissions /emission reductions in units of CO2

equivalent):

D.1.3.Treatment of leakage in the monitoring plan:

D.1.3.1.If applicable, please describe the data and information that will be collected in order to monitor Leakage effects of the project:

ID number (Please use |Data variable Source of data Data unit Measured (m), Recording| Proportion of data| How will the data Comment
numbers calculated (o), frequency| to be monitored be archived?
to ease cross-referencing estimated (e) (electronic/
toD.2) paper)
9. EGy Electricity Meter MWh (c) calculated Monthly 100% Electronic and  |Calculated on

paper
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consumption by
destruction
process

the basis of
electricity
consumption
standard per unit
of HFC23 waste
supplied for
destruction (to be
approved annually
by the project
owner).

10.StCy Steam Meter GJ] (c) calculated Monthly 100% Electronic
consumption by and paper
destruction
process

Calculated on the
basis of steam
consumptionnorm
per unit of HFC23
waste supplied for
destruction (to be
approved annually
by the project
owner).

D.1.3.2.Description of formulae used to estimate leakage (for each gas, source etc.; emissions in units of CO2 equivalent):

Leakages due to energy consumption by HFC23 destruction process during the year y are calculated as follows, t C02:
L, =ECy X EFco_grigy X 107+StC, x EFg
where

ECyis electricity consumption by the thermal destruction unit during the year y,MWh;

EF2y is the CO2 emissions factor for grid electricity during the year y, kg CO2/MWh;

StCyis the steam consumption for FOC destruction process during the year y, GJ;

EF is the CO2 emission factor for steam consumption supplied by municipal CHP plant, t CO2/GJ. According to Section B.1: = 0,070 t CO2e/GJ.

(D.1-7)
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According to Operational Guidelines for Project Design Documents of Joint Implementation Projects.Volume 1.General guidelines.Version 2.3.Ministry of Economic Affairs of the
Netherlands. May 2004. GHG emission factor for grid electricity consumed from electrical grid in Russia varies for different years of the crediting period

(2008-2012) as follows:

EFco2,grid,2008= 565 kg CO2/MWh, EF,.2,grid,2009= 557 kg CO2/MWh, EFco2,grid,2010= 550 kg CO2/MWh, EFco2,grid,2011= 542 kg CO2/MWh, EFco2,grid,2012= 534 kg CO2/MWh.

D.1.4. Description of formulae used to estimate emission reductions for the project (for each gas, source etc.; emissions/emission reductions in units
of CO2 equivalent):
Emission reductions during the year y measured in t CO2e are calculated as follows:

ERy = BEy - E_DPy - Ly (D.1-8)

D.1.5. Where applicable, in accordance with procedures as required by the host Party, information on the collection and archiving of information on the
environmental impacts of the project:

Gaseous effluents (HCl, HF, NO2 and dioxins) are measured in compliance with the current environmental standards of Russia:
HCl, HF, NO2 - 6 time per year

Dioxins - 1 time per year

The enterprise files annual consolidated reports on emissions as per the official annual statistical form 2-TP (air) Data on Atmospheric Air containing information on the quantities of
trapped and destroyed air pollutants, detailed emissions of specific pollutants, number of emission sources, emission reduction actions and emissions from separate groups of
pollutant sources. The enterprise is subject to regular control by state bodies of environmental supervision. The Head of Technical Department is responsible for collection, storage
and analysis of data regarding the environmental impact of the project in the region.
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D.2.Quality control (QC) and quality assurance (QA) procedures undertaken for data monitored:

Data
27;’;;5 table and 1D Un(cﬁig;'/?;é?:g /?C:V(\jl)a ta Explain QA/QC procedures planned for these data, or why such procedures are not necessary.

Table D.1.1.1ID 1 low Measured by two down-the-line mass flow meters. Instrument error £0,5%. Readings are automatically collected, stored,
processed and protected from any corrections by APCS. APCS should automatically calculate the conservative value by
taking the least value of the two mass flow meters at each data reading.

The daily reports with corresponding accumulated data from APCS should be archived in electronic form. The data should
be verified monthly and the reports with corresponding verified data should be archived in paper form.

Mass flow meters shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and
Metrology. The zero check on the flow meters shall be conducted every week. If the zero check indicates that the flow
meter is not stable, an immediate calibration of the flow meter shall be undertaken. If the readings of the mass flow
meters differ by greater than twice their claimed accuracy then measures are taken to remedy the fault.

Table D.1.1.1 ID 2 low Calculated by approved method (relative error - 5%) based on concentrations of sample's components measured by
chromatograph daily. The measurements and calculation of mass content should be performed by laboratory personnel,

Table D.1.1.31ID 5 documented in paper form and archived in electronic form. The results are to be verified. The data should be cross-

Table D.1.1.3ID 8 checked with the previous data and summarized in the monthly reports.

Chromatographs shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and
Metrology: absolute calibration - 1 time per year, calibration measurement - 1 time per quarter.
Table D.1.1.1ID 3 low Measured by natural gas meter. The accuracy of the equipment and following calculation has little influence on accuracy

of GHG emission reduction calculations. Gas meter is subject to regular calibration in compliance with the requirements
of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology - once in 3 years.
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Table D.1.1.1 ID 4

low

Measured by portable flow meter and calculated based on the calendar length of period (hours/period). To provide
conservative estimate the shutdown time of the destruction unit is not included in calculation. The accuracy of the
equipment and the method has little influence on accuracy of GHG emission reduction calculations.

Portable flow meter is subject to regular calibration in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for
Technical Control and Metrology - once in 2 years.

Table D.1.1.31ID 7

low

Measured by mass flow meter. Instrument error £0,5%. Readings are automatically collected, stored, processed and
protected from any corrections by APCS. The daily reports with corresponding accumulated data should be archived in
electronic form. The data should be verified monthly and the reports with corresponding verified data should be archived
in paper form.

Mass flow meters shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control
and Metrology. The zero check on the mass flow meter shall be conducted on demand. If the zero check indicates that
the mass flow meter is not stable, an immediate calibration of the mass flow meter shall be undertaken.

Table D.1.1.3ID 6

low

Measured by level meters. The measurements should be documented and archived in paper form. The background data
should be verified and summarized in the monthly reports. The monthly reports should be cross-checked with production
and accounting reports.

The equipment shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and
Metrology.

Table D.1.3.1ID 10

low

Measured by heat meter. The equipment shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal
Agency for Technical Control and Metrology - once in 2 years.

Steam consumption standards for each of destroyed substances are calculated and approved by project operator at
the end of the year based on the measured steam consumption.
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D.3. Please describe the operational and management structure that the project operator will apply in implementing the monitoring plan:
The operational and management structure comprises Project operator and Holding company.

The monitoring procedures are executed by the Project operator according to Organization standard (monitoring procedure) set forth by the Order of the General director. According
to the Order all readings in line with the monitoring plan have to be recorded under an established procedures and persons responsible for data collection and storage appointed

starting on 01.01.2008.
The monitoring report is prepared by Project Operator.
The data monitored and required for verification are to be kept for two years after the last transfer of ERUs for the project.

The project execution is supervised by the Holding company HaloPolymer.
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APPENDIX 3.REVISIONS TO MONITORING PLAN ADOPTED FOR THE 3®° AND 4™ MONITORING PERIODS

Revision 1

Registered PDD/Description/Justification

Table D 1.1.3 Item 9.
Volume of HCFC22 produced; Item 10.

Volume and quantity (P_HCFC22,) of HCFC-22

P_HCFC22y, HCFC22 quantity produced

Correction: HCFC22 volume and quantity produced are not monitored as HCFC-22 production is eliminated from the monitoring plan

Justification:The quantity of HCFC-22 produced was previously determined subject to the requirement of the cut-off condition. The cut-off

condition set the maximum annual HCFC-22 quantity that is eligible for crediting (P_HCFC22,max) that is the lower value between:

(a) the actual HCFC-22 production in year y (P_HCFC22); and

(b) the maximum historical HCFC-22 production level (P_HFCF22y¢t max) at this plant (in tonnes of HCFC22) during any of the last three years
between 2002-2004.

According to the new revisions to the monitoring plan presented in detail in Appendix 1 the cut-off conditions are eliminated from the

monitoring as the values for determining the maximum annual HCFC-22 quantity in 2002-2004 were incorrect. Therefore the quantity of HCFC-

22 produced is unnecessary to determine in the monitoring of emission reduction of this project as well.

Revision 2

Registered PDD/Deviation/Justification

Subsection 1.1.4., formulas D 1.6, D
1.7,D1.8,D 1.9

Further baseline calculations are made with allowance for the cut-off conditions:
G_HFC23y<MIN{ P_HCFC22y; P_HCFC22hist,max} x w,,, (1.6.)

BE, = (Q_HFC23, - B_HFC23,) x GWP_HFC23, (1.7.)

Q_HFC23y= G_HFC23y- S_HFC23y- L_HFC23y, (1.8)

B_HFC23y= G_HFC23y- S_HFC23y- MPE_HFC23yst,min (1.9)

Corrections: the formulas are not applicable for the calculation of the baseline emissions as
1.the cut-off conditions are eliminated from the monitoring plan
2.MPE_HFC23yst,min is erroneously taken as a measure of state regulation of emissions

Justification: Please see above justification to deviation 1.The use of MPE (the minimum level of the maximum permissible emissions) of HFC23
in the atmosphere from sources within the project boundary is inapplicable from the methodological viewpoint as there are no regulations in
the Russian Federation requiring the destruction of HFC-23 waste streams.

Revision 3

Registered PDD/Deviation/Justification

TableD 2.,ID 9

ID 9 (Volume of HCFC22 produced) is measured by level meters. The measurements should be documented and archived in paper form. The
background data should be verified and summarized in the monthly reports. The monthly reports should be cross-checked with production and
accounting reports.

The equipment shall be calibrated in compliance with the requirements of the Federal Agency for Technical Control and Metrology.

Correction: this QC&QA is not applicable as the volume of HCFC-22 is not monitored because HCFC-22 production is eliminated from the
monitoring plan

Justification: The reasons for elimination of HCFC-22 production quantities from the monitoring plan are presented above in the justifications to
deviation 1 and 2. Therefore these are quantities are not measured and there is no need to exercise QC&QA procedure for the measuring
equipment designated for determining such substances.
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APPENDIX 4. STATUS OF QA AND QC PROCEDURES

# | Monitoring Measuring device Manufacturer’s | Manufacturer Year of | Calibration Next Recalibration Number of
point number issue date calibration interval calibration
date certificate
1 HFC23 waste 1 Mass flow meter 9C01E10200 Endress+Hauser 2007 13.07.11 13.07.15 4 years 11/1638
quantity PROMASS 83F15 Flowtec AG,
supplied to Germany
destruction
process 2 Mass flow meter 9C01E202000 Endress+Hauser 2007 09.08.11 09.08.15 4 years 11/2583
PROMASS 83F15 Flowtec AG,
Germany
3 Mass flow meter 9B0C4502000 Endress+Hauser 2007 29.12.11 29.12.15 4 years 11/3611
PROMASS 83F15 Flowtec AG,
Germany
2 | HFC23 mass Chromatograph 692 OAO 24.11.11 24.11.12 1 year 16/10388
content in "Cristallux-4000M" "Biomashpribor",
HFC23 waste Yoshkar-Ola
Z”pi’ "e‘:. to Chromatograph 306 OAO 2001 | 29.05.2012 29.05.2013 1 year 16/4665
estruction "Cristallux-4000M" "Biomashpribor",
process Yoshkar-Ola
Chromatograph "Tsvet- | 31 OAO " Tsvet 2001 21.12.2011 21.12.2012 1 year 16/8691
800" " Dzerzhinsk,
Nizhegorodskaya
oblast.
3 Volume of Portable flow meter 01492092/801 NPO "ECO-INTEX", 2008 26.04.2012 26.04.2013 1 year 08/2387
gaseous TESTO Moscow
effluent from
the unit
4 | HFC23 Chromatograph LKhM- | 311 Plant "Manomer", 1987 21.12.2011 21.12.2012 1 year 16/10360
concentration | 80 Moscow
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in gaseous Chromatograph 637 OAO 2001 28.10.11 28.10.12 1 year 16/9306
effluents from | "Cristallux-4000" "Biomashpribor",
the unit Yoshkar-Ola
6 | Natural gas Flow meter consisting
consumption of
by HFC23 St - . .
destruction andard diaphragm 2367 OAO "Halogen", 3rd quarter 3rd quarter. 5 years
DKS-06-80-A/B-1; Perm 2008 2013
process
Differential pressure 20-61893 000 "Elemer", 2008 12.05.2010 12.05.2014 4years
gageAWP-20-04 Zelenograd,
Moscow oblast.
Gas correctorSPG-762 1333 ZAO "Logika", 2006 3rd quarter 3rd quarter 4 years
Saint-Petersburg 2010 2014
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APPENDIX 5. INDEPENDENT EXPERT’'S OPINION ON JUSTIFICATIONS OF REVISIONS TO MONITORING PLAN



3aknoyeHue IKCnepTa

no OBOCHOBAHMIO U3MEHEHWIA K NNAHY MOHUTOPUHIA NPOEKTHO-TEXHUYECKOW AOKYMEHTauun
«Cwuranme HFC-23 Ha npegnpuatumn OAO «lanorew» Ha OAO «lanononumep Mepmb»

r. CaHkr-NMeTepbypr 21 uioHn 2011 ropa

Kacamensno Makcumanbsnozo oovémot xaadona-22, npouseedénnozo 6 ucmopuieckui nepuod 2002-
2004 zo008

B IpoexrHo-texunyeckoii gokymentauuu ( [1T/1) ykasans konnyecrsa X-22, npoussenénnsie B 2002-
2004 rosax. OAHAKO 9TH JlaHHBIE HE ABIAIOTCS TOYHBIMH, a, CJIE/IOBATEILHO, OHH HEpEerpe3eHTaTHBHbLI. B
OBOCHOBAHMM YKa3bIBAETCS, YTO OHH ObIJIH PACCYUTAHBI C MCIO/Ib30BAHHEM CTAPbIX PACXOHBIX HOPM,
KOTOpble ObLIM ONpEAeieHbl Ha OCHOBAHMM M3MEPEHHH, C/EIaHHBIX C MOMOULLIO H3MEPHTE/IbHbIX
cpencts KMITHA, umerommx HU3KHIT Kiiace TOYHOCTH M Gojlee BBICOKYKO TOTPELIHOCTL M3Mepenuii. B
2004 romy mnpoM3olUia 3aMeHa HM3MEPUTE/IbHOro 0DOpy10BaHWA, B TOM HHCEe CTapbiX palapHbix
YPOBHEMEPOB, YCTaHOBJIEHHBIX Ha EMKoCTAX ¢ X-22 (knacc TounocTH 0.4, OTHOCHTEIbHAS TOTPELIHOCTD
+/-0,8%) HoBbIMM pazapHbiMu ypoBHemepamu VEGA (knacc tounoctn 0.1) u moaynem MAC-J1-04
(knacc Tounoctn (.25, otHocuTesnbHas norpewHocTs +/- 0,3%). Crapbie Bechbl Ha OTrPY304HOI JHHUH
xnanona-22 PIT 3111 (abconorhas norpemHocTs +/- S Kr) Obiin 3aMeHeHbl HOBOIl aBTOMaTH3HPOBaHHON
naMepHTebHOI cuctemoii (abcomoTHas norpemnocts +/-2,5 kr).B pesysibrare 5THX HOBOBBEACHMI
MOBBICHJIMCh KAYECTBO W TOYHOCTHL H3MepeHHii. COOTBETCTBEHHO TOUYHOCThL OMNPEAE/ICHUA KOJIHYEeCTBa
npoussoacTa X-22 TaKoKke yBejuunnack, Haumnas ¢ 2005 roaa, Tak Kak JUIA €ro ONPE/ie/IeHHs CTaln
HCIOIB30BaTLCS 00JIee TOUHBIE PACXO/IHBIE HOPMBI  (JTOPUCTOrO BOIOpO/A M XJ1I0poopma Ha eAHHMLLY
xnajgona 22, pacxoa xjaaona 22 Ha eauuuiy monomepa M-4. Tlpu nepecuére konmuects X-22,
nponssenéntoro B 2002-2004 rozy, ¢ MCMOIb30BAHHEM HOBbIX GoJiee TOUHBIX HOPM, YTBEPKACHHbIX B
2010 romy. obHapyKuiach HecXoAMMOCTh pesyibratoB (ot -4,7% no 12,8%) no cpaBHeHuio ¢
konuuecTBamu X-22, onpenenéunbimu B ITTJ] no crapbiM, MeHee TOYHBIM, HOPMaM 3a 3TOT JKe NEpPHOA.
CreoBaresibHO, laHHbie o KojnuectBam X-22, npomsseaéunbim B 2002-2004 roaax cornacho ITT/1 ve
ABISIOTCA TOYHBIMH M HA 9TOM OCHOBAHWM JIaHHOE OTPaHH4HBAIOLLEE YCIOBHE JIOJIKHO ObITH YCTPAHEHO
H3 MOHHTOPHHTA COKPALIEHHIT NPy onpe/iesieHnH BbIOPOCOB MapHUKOBBIX IA30B 110 6a30BOH JIMHUK.

Bb160d: Dmu 0060061 AGIAIOMCA COBEPUICHHO CNPAGeOIUGHIMU, MAK KAK 6 npoyecce sKChiyamaifuu
mexuuueckoi yemanogku, npu nosmougu cpeocmes usmepenus KHITuA nocmosnno omeiescusaencs
nompetnenue coipbs, a Maxvsce 6bix00 20mMo6o2o npooykma. Koauvecmeo npoussedénnozo X-22 mooucro

omeneouns NO CAeOVIOuet Memooure:

Konuuecmeo xiaoona 22 6 nezasepwénnom npouseoocmee (H3I1) + Konuvecmeo M-4 (na npouz6o0cmeo
gmoponnacmos) x nopmy pacxooa X-22/M-4 + xonuuecmseo mosapnozo X-22.Ilpoyecc noayuenusn xi-22
onucwieaemcs ypasuenuem:CHCI3 + 2HF -—-- CHCIF2 + 2HCI.

Ipu smom Konunecmeo gmopucmozo 6000poda, xiopoghopma, xiacona -22 H31I, moeapnoco X-22 u
M-4 onpeoensemcs ¢ uCnolb306aneM YPOGHEMEPOE U pacxodomepos.  Hopmer pacxooa pmopucniozo
6000pooa u xiopohopma na npouzeoocmeo xraoona 22, xnaoona-22 na monomep-4 yemanasaueaiomes
no  pesvivmamam 3amepos (hmopucmozo 6000poda, Xiopoghopma, Xiadona u monomepa-4 sa

npeoboyuuil nepuoo.

Ilo pesyavbmamam MOHUMOPUHZA MEXHOTOZUYECKO20 NPOYeccd MeXHON020M yexd o umoeam meciyd
COCIABNACMCS MEXHUNECKUT ONYEM, 6 KOMOPOM NPUGOOUMCs (hakmuyeckoe nompeodienue colpbeabix
pecypcos, ux cpagHenue ¢ NAAHOGHIMU U OObACHEHUe npudun omrnonenuil. Ecau 6 pesyivmame



npumenenus oonee movnwvix cpeocme KHITuA ommevaemces uzmenenue pacxooa ceipbsi U Gbix00d
NPOOYKMa, Mo npouzeo0uncs Koppekmuposka pacxoonsix Hopm. Ilosmomy cogepuenno ovesuono, unio
VKazannwvie pacxoonvie Hopmel, yemanoeiennvie 6 2010 200y, 0voym nauboiee mouHviMu npu
onpeoenenuu npouzsoocmea X-22 3a modoi npedsioviguil nepuoo, exmovas 2002-2004 200w

Taxkum obpazom, konuwecmea X-22, npouseeoénunsie ¢ 2002-2004 200ax cocracno HT/ aenaomca
HEMOYHBIMU, MAK KAK onpedeiensl ¢ 6oasiol nozpewinocmsio. B amoii cenzu ucnoavsosanue smux
noxkazamenaei OaA ONPeOenCHUA 0ZPAHUYMUEAION{E20 YCA06UA, A UMEHHO MAKCUMAIbHO20 20006020
obwvéma X-22, npouzeedénnozo na OAO «lanozenw»» ¢ nepuod 2002-2004 20006 asasemcen
HEOONyCmuUMbIM.

Kacameabno munumaibiou npouenmuou 0oau gsixoda X-23 na edunuuy X-22 sa 2002-2004 200s1.

B ObocHoBaHnKM VKa3biBaeTcs, 4T 3Havenus, npeactasnenusie 8 [TT]L, He apasiorcs obocHOBaHHBIMH,
TaK KaK HEBO3MOXKHO OMpe/e/iuTh M3 KaKoil TOUKH (MJIM KaKuX TOueK) npoucxoaus otdop npob s

onpenesnieHusW,. JlaHHbI  NOKa3aTeslb  MOXKHO ONpEle/InTh 110 pe3ylbTataM aHajnsa cocTaBa

06pa:3yromeiica ra3oBoil cMecH rnocie peakTopa CHHTE3a WJIM Ha JAPYruxX CcTajguiax TEXHOJIOIHYECKOro
fnpougecca. HOT}TOMy, VKa3aHHbIE BbILLIC Llldl.t)pl:l HE ABJIAIOTCA pPENpe3eHTaATHUBHBIMH.

B O60cHOBaHMM YKa3bIBAETCA, YTO B KAYECTBE JIOCTOBEPHOIO MCTOYHMKA HH(OPMALIMH, KOTOPbIH MOXKET
NpeACTaBuTh 000CHOBAHHBIE AAaHHBIE JUIS ONpeiesieHHs 001 00pa3oBaHus Wj. SABIAETCA TEXHHYECKHE
OTUETHI, COCTABIAEMbBIC TEXHOJOrOM Lexa. YcpeiHéHHbie HaHHblie 1Mo coctaBy X-22 3aHocaTcs B
TEXHHYECKHE OTHETHI M3 IKYPHAJIOB XpoMaTorpauueckoro aHaumnsa. Takoil KOHTPOsIb OCYLIECTBIAETCA
Juia obecnevenns Tpebyemoro kavecrsa X-22. KoHTpPosibHbIE NPOM3BOJCTBEHHbIC 1TOKA3aTe/IH, BKIIOYasn
KOHUEHTpauuio X-22, NepHoARYECKH PErHCTPHPYIOTCA B IAHHBIX JKypHanax. Pesynbrar kaxioro orbopa
rasa peruMcTpUpyeTca M MOANMCHIBACTCA ONEpPATOPOM C YKa3zaHHEM JaThl, BPEMEHH W MO3MUHH, Tle
NPOMCXOMMAN  M3MepeHHsl, BKIovas Kouuentpawmio  X-23. VYepeanwenne konuentpaumn  X-23
NPOU3BOAMTCA C YU4ETOM BpeMeHH padoThl peaktopa cuutesa X-22 u nepuoanyHoct otbopa npod. B
KOHLE Kak/10ro Mmecsua oOpaboTaHHbie pe3ysibTaThl aHain3a, BKIOYas KOHueHTpauuio X-23
(MHHHMMa/IbHBIE, MAKCHMAJIbHbIE W CPEJHHE 3HAYEHWs) MPEACTaB/IAIOTCA ONEPaTopoM TEXHOJIOrY Lexa
npoussoactea X-22. Takum o00pazom, ycpeaHenue 3HaueHWii KoHnueHtpaumii X-23 no wuroram rozaa

npeaoctasiser Goee TouHble 3Hauenns Wy, T.0., cpeaneroaobeie 3Hauenus aonei X-23, odbocHoBaHHbie
YTBEPAKAEHHBIMH  TEXHHYECKHMH  OTYETAMM  ABIAIOTCA (DPAKTHYECKOH W 1ONb3YIOUIeHCs  JloBEpHEM
uHpopmatmeii.

Jlanee B OGOCHOBAHHM NPUBOANTCS CpaBHEHHE 3Ha4YeHNiT 0sH X-23 Ha eannuiy X-22, npon3BeIEHHOTO
8 2002-2004 roaax, nojiy4eHHbIX B pe3ysibTare yepeaHeHns (hakTHUYECKUX rnokasaresiei n3 TeXHHYECKnX
OTYETOB CO 3HAYECHWAMM YKa3aHHOI aoam 3a ToT ke nepuoa cornacho ITTJL. Jlaunoe cpasnenmne
MOKa3a/10 3HAYUTENLHOE pacxoxieHne pesynbratos: o1 30% o 99%.

Boieoo : Hoxazamens oonu epixooa X-23 uz npouseedénnozo X-22 modcno onpedeiuns no yepeonénnbim
PesyIbmamam Gnanuza cocmasa 0opazyvIowencs CMecu 2a3a-colpyd KaKk NOcae peakmopa cunmesd, max
U Ha OPYeUX CMAOUSX MEXHOI02UNECK020 npoyecca. B sagucumocmu om mecnma oméopa npoo
PpesVIbmam ananuza cocmasa 2a3a-colpya Gyoen pasuetil, Max Kax 6 MexnHoi02udecKkol cxeme
npoucxooum nocieoosamenvuas ovucmra X-22 om npumeceil.

H3 ckazannozo eviue ciedyem, umo snavenus ooau X-23 ,npueeoénnoie 6 I . moeau Gbime noayuenst 6
pe3vibmame YepeoHenus omoeabiblX pe3yiabmanos anaiusa cocmaed 2aza-cuipyd, OMooOpaAnHBIX U3
KAKUX-mo H(.’UHP(’(){.‘.-’H:“HHNI Moyex U NOIMOMY He Mocym ObIMb ;JQHP(.’H'CHIHGIHH(IHM,HIL



()]JP_V:"()I'-J Cmoponbl cocepuenno (,'Hﬂaﬁ(.’(),-’luﬁ'bl‘-’lf AGIACMCA 00600, YIMO MEXHUMECKUT OMYEM MexXHON0a
yexd, 6 KOmMopom GueInycKaemcst ,Y—.?.?, AGTHEMCH ()()['J‘H(J(s’(?pf.fﬁ.:lf HCMOYHUKOM HH(I)O‘U_HGF{HH, NOCKOJIBKY 6
HEM De2ucmpupylomes Yepeonénnsie 0annble usmepenuil pakmuyeckozo cocmasa coipya X-22, exmouas
Konyenmparuio X-23. IIIJH IMOM usmepeni HPUH'J‘GU()HIHCH Ha ocnocanuu omﬁr)pu cd3d 6 pasiuiHblx
MOYKAX Peakmopa Cunmesd, 1, maKum 00pazom, 0Decnevusaemcs penpezeHmamusHocmey 6el00pKu. Imu
oelicmeus NPoORuCLIGAIONICAH m{wrplwa(s'u()cmum pesiamenmamu i ACHA0OMCH 6nojane 000CHOGANNBIMU U

npasiibibiMu.

Cneoosamenwvno, cpeonue snauenun oonu X-23 na edunuyy X-22npouszseoénnsie ¢ 2002-2004 z00ax
#na OAO «anozen» ¢ nepuoo 2002-2004 20006 coznacno HT/H ne asnaiomean penpesenmamusnsimu. B
IMON CEA3U  ONU  MAKICEe  QOINCHbI  OblMb  UCKTIOUENbI U3 MONUMOPUNZA  COKPAW{enun oan
onpedenenun 02PanuuGaION{ez0 yCa06us, KAKUM ACIACMCA MUHUMAIbHAA cpedne2o0oeasn 0oan X-23
Ha edunuwy, npouseedénnozo X-22 ¢ nepuoo 2002-2004 z00os.

Qcooenno ciedyem nooueprnyme, umo ¢ HT/[ yrazeieaemes, wmo ozpanuiueaioufue ycaosus 6600AmMcs,
UMoObL  UCKIIOUUML  BO3MOJNCHBIC  MAHUNYIAYUY, CEHIANNBIE € VHEMOM KOIUYeCMs 00pasyiouuxcs
omx0006. Oonaxo kax ykazsieaemcs ¢ Obocnoséanuu npoussoocmeo xiadona 22 Hna npeonpusmuu
HUKOUM  00pazoM  He CEA3an0 ¢ MAHURVIAWUAMU, MAK Kak oannas npoovKyus Npou3eoo0umcs
UCKITIOUUMETBHO OIS 020, YMOOLl GLINOIHUML NPOUIEOOCMEGEHHYIO NPOZPAMMY 6 COOMGEemCcmeun ¢
00s3AMENLCMEAMU MO HOCMAGKE HNMO20 NPOOVKMA NOKYRAMENAM, d Makmyce, 4moosl obecneyums
npouzeodcmeo (pmoponiacmos. Ilpu smom neobxooumo dobasume, ymo npouecc odpasopanus Xi-23
AGNACNCS HEKOHMPOIUPYEMBIM U €20 COOepIIcaniie npu npou3eoo0cmee Xa1aoona-22 moscem oocmuzams
3-8%.

3AKJTIOYEHUE:

O3HAKOMHBIIHCH € I0BOJAMH, npeacTasiaeHubivu B O60cHOBAHHH, CUHTAK) 4TO!

1. Vkazanubie Bbille OrPAHHYHBAIMNIHEG YCJIOBHS  He  SABJISIOTCA  TOYHBIMH W
penpe3enTATHBHBIMH /UISi HCHO/IL30BANHA B MOHHTOPHHIE NPH onpeje/ieHHH BbIOPOCOB
0a30BO¥ JINHHH.

2. Tloaxoabl, BHIPAKAKWIIHECS B YCTPAHEHHH [AHHBIX OFPAHHYHBAKINHX YCJIOBHH u3
MOHHTOPHHIA COKPANIEHHIH, SIBJAIOTCH BIOJIHE 000CHOBAHHBIMH.

3. HauboJiee TOYHBIM OTPAKEHHEM peAJTbHON CHTYAUHH N0 BbiOpocam 0a30BOH JHHHH
AiBJSieTCs  NPSIMOii  MOHHTOPHHI  BbiOpocoB X-23, BbBIPAKAWINHHCA B H3MEPEHHH
PAKTHYECKAX KOJHYECTB OTOPOCHBIX ra3oB, coaepxamux X-23 H ero KOHUEHTPAUHIO,
HOABAEMBIX HA JICCTPYKUHI0O B NPOEKTHYI0 YCTaHOBKY Ttepmoruapoansa OAO
«asonosnmep Iepmby.

Crucok JiMTepaTypbi:

I. TlpoekTHO-TexHuuecKas [AOKYMeHTauus —«YTHiu3auMs — BbIOpocoB  XnajaoHa-23  Ha

npeanpustiun OAO «l"anoren»».
O00CHOBAHME W3MEHEHWI  [UIAH-MOHUTOPHHTA  MPOEKTHO-TEXHHYECKON  JIOKYMEHTalHH

npoexTa «YTuausauus Beiopocos xnajsona-23 va npeanpuatun OAO «lanoreny.

S8

JKCnepr, JOKTOP TEXHHUYECKUX HAYK JI.J1. MonnaBckmii

Jlara: 21.06.2011
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MunskonoMpassutus Pocenn o1 23 mrong 2010 ro No 326 B coorrereTriu ¢ [Honmxenuenm
o peanwszaumu crtaren 6 Kwuorckoro nportoxona ¥ Pamounoil konsenuuu OOH
00 _ﬂ:smeii_a—:imn KITHMaTa, YTBEPKIEHHBIM roctanoBnenrem Ilpasurensernsa Poccuiickoi
Denepauny o1 28 oxrabps 2009 r. Ne 843 «O mepax no peanuzauun crateu 6 Kyotexoro
I‘EpOTOKOJ?’l& K Pamounolf xoasennuy OOH 0b u3Menenusix KiIuMaray.
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MUHHCTEPCTRO SKOHOMUMYECKOT'O PASBUTIA
POCCHICKONR OEJEPAIIVIN
(MMHTBK_OH{}MPAZ%BMTM}E POCCHUN)
MPUKASZ

23 wrons 2010 . '
Mockra Ne 326

06 yreepiaesnn Depeys NPOSKTOR, 0CYICTRAREMEIX B COOTBETCI BHH
co cravbei 6 Kuorekore nporokona & PaMounod KOHBCHIHH OOH
off HIMEHEeHMH KJIIHMaTa

B coOTBETCTBHM ¢ NYHKTOM 2 nocraHosienus [IpaBrTenscTba Poccrtickolt
Gexepannn or 28 okrsbps 2009 r. Ne 843 «O mepax no peanusatlian CTaThi 6
KyoTckoro npoToxona x Pamounod KoHBeRINH OOH of wiMenenyy Kiymaran
{Cofipanue 3akonoatenseTa Poccutickolt Genepatiui, 2009, Ne 44, cr. 5240)
APV KAa3bIBAI0:

YVTBepAUTH NPUIATacMBIH  [EPEUCHb  TPOEKTOB, OCYHIECTBIACMBIX B
COOTBETCTEUH co cTathell 6 KuoTcxoro nporToxona K PaMOYHOH KOHBCHUMH

O0OH of u3MeHe Y KIIHMATa.

Munncrp .C. Habuyrnuna

Wl aRORDMDEIBRTHA DOCoHu f
B e 326 |
ot 23.07.2010 inEEn |




YTRepxneH

MPHEA30M MHKEKQHUMPHBQHTI&?{ Poccwn
(5?23-0?"2@"!0 o 525@:

NEPEYHEHD
NPOEKTOB, OCYIIECTB/AREMbBIX B COOTBETCTRHH €O ¢TaThell 6 Kuorckoro
nporokoaa K Pamounoll kousennny OOH o6 sivedenny kaumara

b, Wusectunmouseiét  npoext  «CGop  raza  Ha  CamMotiopeKom
MECTOPOX eI (WHBecTOp npoexTa - UAQ «Camornopredirerans).

2. Mapecrnuuonusit npoext «[IpoexT COBMECTHOIO OCYLIECTBICHUS Ha
Ewsi-llyposekom Mectopoxaennn» (unsectop npoexta - OAQ «asupomaedrsn).

3. VinBecTHIHOHHBIH Npoekt «Y THAM3AUMS NONYTHOTO He(TAROIO rasa Ha
Komcomonsckom Mectopoxeny (nusecrop npoexrta - OAQ HK «Pocuedrey ).

4. VinseCTHUMOHHEBIHE npoekT « Y THRH3ALHES HONYTHOTO He(DTIHOIO ra3a Ha
BocrouHo-niepesansHoM  HeQTAHOM  MECTOPONKIEHUHM» (HHBECTOp NPOEKTA -
OAD «PHATHER).

5. MesecTHUMOHHBIR npoekT « Y THIMIALKA JHONYTHOIO HeQTAHOTO rasa a
Cpente-XynsiMcKoM  HedTHIHOM  MECTODOXIEHHW»  (MHBECTOp  fIpoexkTa -
OAO «PUTIKR).

6. HMusectmnmonnpt  gpoext  «Pacmmpenae  IOwuo-Baisikckoro
razonepepabaThiBatlOEro  apoga»  {(nepsags  daza)  (MHBECTOP  TPOeKTa -
OAQ «CHUBYP Xoanuurs).

7. ViEsecTHUHOHHBIH npoext «PexoncTpykuus Jomenibix meveit Ne S
w Ne 6 OAO «Huxmerarunsexuit Merannypruveckuit xombunars (BHBeCTOR
npoexta - OAQ «HuKHeTArMABCKHE MeTanIypruveckuit kombusaT»).

8. MWusectmpronnpt#t  npoext  «Breppenue  pecypcocbeperamoiiux
rexnonorult Ha OAO «Ypanscxas Cransy, r. Hopotpouik, Poccusy (uuBectop
npoexra - OAQ «Ypansckas Ctaney ),

9. HupecTHOHOHHBIH 1poexT «YTHIN3AUMS JCTA3RUMOHHOTO METaHa B
mexrax OAQ «CY3IK-Kybace» (unpectop npoexra - OAO «CYIK-Kyzbacer),

10, Hasectuumonus® npoexr «Crpontenserso [TTY-400 na Hlarypckod
I'PoC, OVK-4y (uapectop npoexta - OI'K-4),



2

;H. HusecTulHoONHEH poext «llonenuenne O OERTHBHOCTH
HGH;:}EIBS(}&&HHS BOAHBIX p&:cypcd}a ma Bparckoit I'3C (BI'Ch» (wupecTop nNpoexra -
OAD «Vpryrckanepron).

::§.2. Unpectaupornsti npoext « lepenoj asyX koriop Amypekoft T3L-1 ¢
YrId HA [PUPOAHBIA £23 ¢ YCTAHOBKOW JKONOTUYECKH YMCTOTO 000pYIOBRHMA
{ ﬁ:z—i}:}eemp NpoeKTa - Haﬂbﬁeﬁecﬁ‘mwaﬂ PEHEPUDYIOLIAA KOMIIBHH).

13. Wnsectnumonnsiii  npoext «(Cosmectas yrTwiMsaums  BbiOpocos
KNanoHa-23 1 rexcadTopuia i:%:.%pb} wa nupeanpuatan OO0 «3aBon NONIUMEpOR
KUY (MHBECTOP TIPOEKTA - OQO «3apos nomumepos KX )

14, MEBecTHUHOHHLIA  TIPOSKT «Yrunmsaups  seibpocos  xrajona-23  Ha
rzps{,ﬁmpm’rpﬁﬁ OAQ «anoreny» (susectop npoexra - QOO «anoreny ).

15, Vimmectuumonssifi  npoexT «MOZEpHH3AUMA BRINAPHOID  XO3AHCTHA

uanana OAO  «lpyuna Vinumn 8 1. Kopsoxmer (dHBECTOpP lIpoeKTa -
OAQO «pynna Himm»).

2 4

Loty
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Confédération suisse Transport, Energy and Communications DETEC
Confederazione Svizzera
Confederaziun svizra

9 Schweizerische Eidgencssenschaft Federal Department of the Environment,

Federal Office for the Environment FOEN
Climate Divsion

Swiss Confederation

EOEN, KYE, 3003 Berne

Vitol S.A.

Nikolas Doucakis

Boulevard du Pont d'Arve 28
1205 Geneva

Reference: J204-0485 .

Project reference: "HFC-23 destruction at JSC Halogen, Perm,”
Our reference: KYE

Contact person: KYE

Berne, Qctober 26, 2010

Letter of approval for a project under article 6 of the Kyoto Protocol (JI}

The Federal Office for the Environment (FOEN), acting as the Swiss Designated Focal Point (DFP)
confirms that Switzerland ;

1. has ratified the Kyoto Protocol on July 08, 2003 ;
2. approves voluntary participation in the JI project activity mentioned above ;

3. by this letter of approval, also authorizes "Vitol S:A." fo participate as project proponent to the
JI project activity named above.

Signed on behalf of the Federal Office for the Environment FOEN

Yvan Keckeis
Senior Policy Officer

Annex; Legal information for Swiss JI project participants regarding business fransactions abroad

Yvan Keckeis

FOEN,3003 Berne, Switzerland

Telephone +41313247184, Telefax +41313230357
yvan.keckeis@bafu.admin.ch
hitp:/iwww.environment-switzetland.ch

27412006-0195812/01/08/J294-0485
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