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1. General Activity1 Information 

1 Activity title: National Biodigester Programme Burkina Faso 

2 National activity lead institution:  SNV-Netherlands Development Organisation 

3 Activity ID#  2025-001 

4 CACC methodology and version Biodigesters and biogas cookstoves in Burkina 

Faso Version 1.5, date 05/22/2026 

5 Listing date (DD/MM/YYYY) 23/07/2024 

6 Activity contact: Name Martin Van Dam 

7 Activity contact: Email mvandam@snv.org 

8 Activity contact: Phone 
+226 50 50 37 53 

9 Activity start date (DD/MM/YYY) 14/09/2013 

10 Crediting period start date (DD/MM/YYYY) 01/01/2021 

11 Crediting period end date (DD/MM/YYYY) 31/12/2025 

12 Date of submission of Verification Report  12/06/2026 

13 Version of submitted Verification Report  1.1 

14 Current monitoring period start date 

(DD/MM/YYYY) 

01/01/2023*2 

15 Current monitoring period end date 

(DD/MM/YYYY) 

31/12/2025*2 

 Date(s) of site visit (DD/MM/YYYY) 21/05/2026 To 24/05/2026  

 Location(s) of site visit Burkina Faso 

2. Verifier information 

 Verifier name TÜV NORD CERT GmbH 

 Oversight body accrediting verifier UNFCCC  

 Expiration date of accreditation (if relevant) 21/03/2029 

 Verifier contact: Name Prakash Kumar Mishra 

 Verifier contact: Email prakashpure@gmail.com 

 Verifier contact: Phone +91-9811905234 

 

1 Activity refers to both project and program 

*2 Verification of three crediting years, i.e., 2023, 2024, and 2025, within a single MP (MS01). monitoring session 
1(MS01) for the period covering vintages 2023-2024 and monitoring session 2(MS02) for the period covering 
vintage 2025. 

mailto:mvandam@snv.org
mailto:prakashpure@gmail.com
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3. Executive Summary 

 SNV-Netherlands Development Organisation has commissioned the TÜV NORD CERT GmbH 

to carry out the second monitoring period verification of the Standardized Crediting Framework 

(SCF) activity: 

Activity ID# 2025-001, Activity titled “National Biodigester Programme Burkina Faso”  

with regard to the Standardized Crediting Framework (SCF), Cadre d’attribution des crédits 

carbone (CACC) requirements.  

The verifier assessed the listing notification/4/ and confirms that the activity was officially listed 

under CACC on 23/07/2024. The activity start date in the Monitoring Report (MR)/7/, is verified 

to be correctly mentioned as 14/09/2013, in accordance with section 3.5 of the SCF Burkina 

Faso Program Standard/1/ and listing document/2/. An independent review of the Ci-Dev portfolio 

for the Burkina Faso programme/14/indicates that this activity is under the Ci-Dev portfolio prior 

to 2021. Pursuant to section 4.7 of the SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/, the crediting 

period under SCF starts on 1 January 2021 and has a five-year crediting period. Consequently, 

the reported crediting period from 01/01/2021 to 31/12/2025 (including both days), under CACC 

in listing document/2/, is defined as per section 4.7 of the SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/.  

The monitoring period subject to this verification covers the period starting 01/01/2023 to 

31/12/2025, where two monitoring events/sessions are performed. The first monitoring session 

(MS01) covers the period: 01/01/2023 to 31/12/2024 (inclusive of both days) and second 

monitoring session (MS02) covers the period: 01/01/2025 to 31/12/2025 (inclusive of both 

days), which is within the SCF crediting period.  

An independent cross-check of the CDM/24/ and other registries/25/ by the DOE confirms that the 

activity was previously registered under the CDM as PoA 9977/24/, with a first crediting period 

from 01-July-2014 to 30-June-2021 (including both days) and a second crediting period from 

01-July-2021 to 30-June-2028. The most recent monitoring period verified under CDM/24/ 

covered from 01/07/2020 to 31/12/2020 (inclusive of both days), and no monitoring period 

under the second CDM crediting period has been found to be verified/23/ under CDM or any 

other standards. Thus, DOE confirms that there is no double counting and related issuance of 

emission reductions claimed for the current monitoring period covering MS01: 01/01/2023 to 

31/12/2024 (inclusive of both days) and MS02: 01/01/2025 to 31/12/2025 (inclusive of both 

days) in more than one carbon crediting mechanism, and hence, is in accordance with ‘double 

counting’ requirements as stipulated in section 5.1 of SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/. 

The purpose of the SCF activity is the dissemination of biodigester systems of varied sizes (4 to 

10 m3) in Burkina Faso to replace traditional thermal energy generation methods at the 

household level, to provide a high-quality organic fertiliser, and to reduce methane emissions 

through changing the management practice of biogenic waste. The goal of this SCF activity is 

to improve the quality of life of rural end-users, particularly women and girls, and their livelihoods 

in Burkina Faso through exploiting the market and non-market benefits of the domestic 

biodigester systems.  

Based on the review of the activity database/8/, the monitoring survey results/8/, survey forms/21/, 

sampled evidence of installation date/15/, sampled contract forms /18/ covering the current 

monitoring period, sampled ownership certificates: certificat de propriete/16/ covering the current 

monitoring period, and site visit conducted during the current verification, the DOE confirms 

that the location of the project is within the geographical boundary of Burkina Faso, as well as 

confirmation on the technology implementation including operational status, any continued use 

of pre-activity devices, etc.  

The scope of the verification is to verify the Monitoring report (MR)/7/, including monitoring 

results, calculation approach and reproducibility of values of the parameters used in the ER 

sheet/8/ in comparison to the monitoring sessions survey records read with applicable most 

recent valid version of applied methodology/6/, supporting evidence such as Installation date 

evidence/15/, sampled monitoring survey forms/21/ checking on the geocoordinates/8/ to confirm 

the unique ID of the project device,  and Monitoring calculation tool (Emission Reductions (ER) 
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Calculation sheet)/8/, and supporting evidence in alignment with the listing document /2/, 

completeness check document/5/, and all other relevant documentations for the listed activity/3//4/, 

applied methodology/6/, SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/ and Verification Guidance for 

Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves, v1.0/11/. All the above-mentioned documents were made 

available to the verification team to assess information through review of on-site visit records, 

monitoring results/8/, survey forms/21/, technical specification of the biodigesters, along with on-

site interviews with the biodigester users/20/, etc. Furthermore, publicly available information was 

also considered as far as available and required/25/.  

The verification process included a desk review and on-site visit to verify the eligibility of the 

project activity according to the Listing Document/2/, and to verify the performance of the activity. 

The verification team reviewed the listing document and its associated documentation/2/, MR 

and its associated documentation/7/, ER calculation spreadsheet/8/, all supporting evidence and 

records pertaining to SCF requirements monitoring results, and records of the on-site audit/20/ 

conducted from 21/05/2026 to 24/05/2026, by the TÜV NORD verification team, using SCF 

standard and requirements.  

Based on the review of the activity documentation, monitoring survey records, including on-site 

audit records/20/, the DOE confirms that the activity and its operation are deemed to be in 

compliance with the eligibility and other requirements of the SCF Burkina Faso Program 

Standard/1/, listing document/2/, and applied methodology/6/. Further, the activity has been 

implemented as per the approved listing document/2/, and no post-listing changes have been 

identified during the current verification. 

During the verification, five (05) Corrective Action Requests (CARs) and fourteen (14) 

Clarification Requests (CLs) were raised and have been satisfactorily closed. Two (02) Forward 

Action Request (FAR) were raised in the course of this verification for the current monitoring 

period. Two (02) FARs were raised during the previous verification. Please refer to Appendix 1 

of this report for detailed findings (CARs, CLs, and FARs). 

The conclusions derived from the verification are summarized as follows: 

• The activity complies with the eligibility requirements in the listing document/2/. 

• The activity has applied SCF Burkina Faso methodology titled “Biodigesters and Biogas 

Cookstoves in Burkina Faso” Version 1.5, dated 05/22/2026/6/, and found to comply with 

the same and the SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard, Version 1.1/1/. 

• The verification team has gained sufficient assurance/13/, /25/ to conclude that no double 

counting of emission reductions has occurred.  

• All applicable quality assurance requirements were met for the applied monitoring 

period. 

• The emission reductions achieved during the current monitoring period from 

01/01/2023 to 31/12/2025 is 84,326 tCO₂e.  

However, an adjustment of 7 tCO₂e was made from the current accrued emission 

reduction units from the MP02 due to two biodigesters with codes: Sahe/2015/174 and 

CeOu_FN/2018/047 of size 6 and 4 m3 were inadvertently claimed during the previous 

monitoring period (MP01). Accordingly, the total verified emission reductions for the 

period 01/01/2023–31/12/2025 amount to 84,317 tCO₂e.   

Table 1: Vintage-wise split of achieved emission reduction for MP02 (01/01/2023 to 

31/12/2025): 

Vintage Achieved emission reduction (tCO₂e) 

2023 27,548 

2024 28,259 

2025 28,510 

Total 84,317 
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Total Achieved ERs = 84,317 tCO2e. 

The verification team further confirms that the emission reduction calculation, as demonstrated 

in the ER spreadsheet/8/, is free from material errors and/or omissions, has been calculated with 

a reasonable level of assurance and the above-stated emission reduction figure is real, accurate, 

additional, and in compliance with the SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/, and applied SCF 

methodology/6/. 

4. Conclusion of verification and level of assurance 

 Overall verification opinion ☒  Positive 

☐  Negative 

 Verified emission reductions for current 

monitoring period 

84,317 tCO2e 

 Unqualified opinion 3 ☒  Based on the process and procedure 

conducted, TÜV NORD CERT GmbH provides 

reasonable assurance that the emissions 

reductions for the National Biodigester 

Programme Burkina Faso, are:  

- Free from material errors and are a 

fair representation of the greenhouse 

gas data and information, and 

- Prepared in line with the related SCF 

Burkina Faso Program Standard, 

methodology, and other relevant 

documents 

 (If overall verification is negative, please check 

below and state reasons)4 

☐ Qualified opinion 

☐ Disclaimer  

☐ Adverse opinion  

Not applicable 

5. Overview of verification results 

 

3 An unqualified opinion means that the verifier confirms that all outstanding concerns raised have been resolved. 
The final verification report should only be submitted after all concerns have been adequately addressed. 

4 (1) A qualified opinion means that the verifier finds potentially material concerns regarding the emission 
reductions calculations reported. Verifiers write up a qualified opinion in much the same way as an unqualified 
opinion, with the exception that they state the reasons they are not able to present an unqualified opinion. A 
common for reason for auditors issuing a qualified opinion is that the project developer missed submitting one of 
the documents. (2) A disclaimer opinion is given when the verifier is distancing themselves from providing any 
opinion at all related to the integrity of the verification report. Some of the reasons that verifiers may issue a 
disclaimer of opinion are because they felt like the company limited their ability to conduct a thorough audit or they 
could not get satisfactory explanations for their questions. The verifier may not have been able to decipher the 
correct nature of some of the report’s contents or to secure enough evidence to support the results claimed by the 
activity. (3) an adverse opinion is issued when the verifier is not at all satisfied with the results claimed by the 
activity, or when the verifier discovers a high level of material misstatements or irregularities. An adverse opinion 
is a big red flag and it indicates that the verification report contains gross misstatements and is in all likelihood 
overestimating the results achieved. 
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 Item Verification requirements No CAR or CL 

remaining 

 Compliance with listing 

template and 

methodology 

The verifier determines the compliance of the 

activity and its operation with the eligibility and 

other requirements of the listing template and 

applied methodology. 

☒ Yes 

☐ No 

 Implementation as per 

the Listing Template 

The verifier assesses the status of the actual 

activity and its operation in relation to the 

approved listing template. 

☒ Yes 

☐ No 

 Compliance and 

correction of measured 

values with related 

requirements 

The verifier determines the compliance and 

correction of measured values with related 

requirements. 

☒ Yes 

☐ No 

 Data and calculation of 

emission reductions 

The verifier assesses the data and calculations of 

greenhouse gas emission reductions achieved by 

the activity by the application of the 

methodology, as well as the sampling approach, 

where relevant. 

☒ Yes 

☐ No 

 Avoiding double 

counting 

The verifier confirms that the activity is not 

registered in another crediting activity, except in 

the case of the pilot activity, which may be 

registered under the Clean Development 

Mechanism. 

☒ Yes 

☐ No 

 Post-listing changes The verifier confirms that any post-listing 

changes to the activity do not comprise the 

activity’s compliance with the requirements of the 

listing template or applied methodology. 

☒ Yes 

☐ No 

6. Authorized signature 

Authorised signatory Title (Mr/Mrs/Ms/Dr): Mr. 

Last name: Mishra First name: Prakash Kumar 

Position/designation: Lead Verifier  

Signature:    
Date: 08/06/2026 

 

7. Verification team and other experts 

 Name Company Function Technical 

competence 

On-site 

visit 

☒ Mr 

☐ Ms 

Prakash Kumar Mishra  TNC, Ext. Lead Verifier 1.2/3.1/13.2 ☐ Yes 

☐ No 

☒ NA 

☒ Mr 

☐ Ms 

Bonface Wesonga TNC, Ext.  Team 

Member/Technical 

Expert  

13.2 ☐ Yes 

☐ No 

☒ NA 
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☒ Mr 

☐ Ms 

Placide Some  

   

TNC, Ext.  Host Country 

Expert Burkina 

Faso  

- ☒ Yes 

☐ No 

☐ NA 

 

☒ Mr 

☐ Ms 

Victor Abarca TNC Technical 

Reviewer/Final 

Approver 

1.2/13.2 ☐ Yes 

☐ No 

☒ NA  

Note: function = role of personnel in the verification such as team leader, team member, technical expert, or 

internal reviewer; technical competence = confirm that personnel have sufficient technical competence related to 

the activity under verification. On-site visit = whether the expert participate in an on-site visit 

8. Objectives and scope of verification 

 The objective of this verification is to verify and confirm that the activity conforms to the eligibility 

requirements in the listing document/2/. The verification aims to verify that the reported emission 

reductions for the current monitoring period 02 (MP02) covering, MS01: 01/01/2023 to 

31/12/2024 (inclusive of both days) and MS02: 01/01/2025 to 31/12/2025 (inclusive of both 

days), are real, accurate, and additional, and that the reported information is consistent, free 

from material errors or misstatements, and accurately reflects the programme’s performance 

during the current monitoring period. 

The scope of this verification is the assessment of activity that the following are complied with: 

• The eligibility criteria in the listing document/2/ and applied methodology/6/ are satisfied. 

• Implementation as per the listing template/2/  

• Data and calculations of emission reduction, in the monitoring report, are credible and 

reliable. 

• Avoidance of double registration/13//25/ 

• There are no post-listing changes to the activity that prevent the use of the applied 

methodology or fail to comply with the Listing Document requirements. 

The verification is carried out on the basis of the following standards: 

• Applied SCF methodology, titled, “Biodigesters and biogas cookstoves in Burkina Faso 

Ver 1.5”/6/. 

• SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard Ver 1.1/1/.  

• Verification Guidance/11/. 

The verifier reviews: 

• The Listing Document/2/, Completeness Check/5/, and all attached documentation/3//4/ for 

the listed activity. 

• The applied methodology, Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves in Burkina Faso, Ver 

1.5/6/. 

• The Monitoring Report/7/ and Monitoring Calculation Tool/8/ to verify that it is completed 

as per the applied methodology/6/, and with the correct data inputs. 

• Any other information and references/19/ relevant to the activity’s emission reductions. 

• The written confirmation of the avoidance of double counting/13/. 

The monitoring report version 1.2, dated 05/06/2026/7/, is completed as per the “Monitoring 

Report Template for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves_v1.0,”/9/. This verification report is 

prepared in accordance with the SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard Ver 1.1/1/, Verification 

Report Template for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves_v1.0/10/, and Verification Guidance for 

biodigesters and biogas cookstoves_v1.0 /11/ under the Standardized Crediting Framework 

(SCF).  
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9. Verification process 

 The verification was conducted in accordance with the requirements of the applicable SCF 

methodology/6/, SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/, and Verification Guidance/11/.  

The verification process was carried out through the following sequential steps: 

• Appointment of Verification team: 

Based on a competence analysis and skills in the scopes covered by the relevant methodology 

and proposed activity, a verification team consisting of a Lead Verifier, a host country expert, 

and an independent technical reviewer (who is not part of the assessment process) was 

appointed. The list of involved personnel, functions, and technical competencies is summarized 

in Section 7 of this report. The team member contributed to the review of documents, the 

assessment of the activity, and the preparation of this report under the supervision of the Lead 

Verifier. The verification team possesses the necessary skills, sectoral knowledge, and 

methodological competence required for this activity. The verification team also includes an 

independent technical reviewer who is not part of the assessment process.  

• Verification planning, and desk review of documentation;  

The verification began with the appointment of a competent verification team, preparation of a 

verification plan, followed by a desk review of all relevant project documentation, conducted in 

accordance with the applied SCF methodology/6/, Verification Guidance for Biodigesters and 

Biogas Cookstoves Version 1.0/11/ and SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard Version 1.0//1/. A 

risk-based approach was applied, focusing on parameters and processes that have a material 

influence on the quantification of GHG emission reductions.  

During the desk review all documents initially provided by the CME and documents relevant for 

the verification were reviewed. The main documents are listed below: 

• the SCF Listing Document/2/,  

• documents of previous verifications/24/,  

• the MR/7/, the ER calculation spreadsheet/8/,  

• sampling/8/ and survey records/8//21/ 

• supporting evidences/12-23/ 

Other supporting documents, such as publicly available information on the UNFCCC website/24/ 

and background information/25/ were also reviewed. The complete list of reviewed documents is 

provided in section 13 of this report.  

The inconsistencies among the documentation were raised, and the closure of the findings is 

provided in Appendix 1 of this report.  

• On-Site assessment:  

An on-site audit was performed by the host country expert and similar experience with 

biodigester usage, who collected on-site data/information, while guided remotely by the lead 

verifier from 21/05/2026 to 24/05/2026, applying SCF Requirements as per SCF Burkina Faso 

Program Standard Version 1.0//1/ and Verification Guidance for Biodigesters and Biogas 

Cookstoves Version 1.0/11/ for verification of the applied monitoring period. The verification team 

independently corroborated the activity database, monitoring survey results, project 

implementation records, and operational status, to verify the conformance with SCF rules and 

requirement/1/,/6/,/10/, and /11/. The on-site evidence/20/was used to confirm the reliability and 

completeness of information reported for the current SCF monitoring period in the MR/7/ and to 

support the verification of the corresponding emission reductions. 

An on-site assessment is necessary to check the monitoring data with respect to accuracy to 

ensure the calculation of emission reductions, and the implementation of the project activity. 

The main tasks covered during the on-site audit by TUV NORD, but were not limited to: 

• Verification of installation of biodigester and operational status of relevant 

activity 
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• Assessment of monitoring data, implementation and operation of the project 

activity as per the listing document/2/ and MR/7/. 

• A review of information flow for generating, aggregating and reporting the 

monitoring parameters 

• Interviews with biodigesters users, including conformance related to the 

usage of the project technology for the current monitoring period. 

• Interviews with the CME/relevant personnel to assess operational and data 

collection procedures; 

• Review of monitoring processes, routines, and documentation for accuracy and 

consistency; 

• Spot check of monitoring and usage survey data 

• Evaluation of the competency of field personnel conducting usage surveys, 

data collection, and analysis. 

• Assessment of appropriateness of the data sampling, collection, analysis, and 

reliability test for the monitored sampling parameters, and leakage assessment. 

• A cross-check of information reported in the MR/7/ against data from supporting 

evidences 

• Review of calculations and assumptions made in determining the greenhouse 

gas data and emission reductions.  

• Interviews with the CME and other responsible personnel to clarify information 

and to address issues identified during the desk review.  

• An identification of quality control and quality assurance procedures in place to 

prevent or identify and correct any errors or omissions in the reported 

monitoring parameters.   

The main topics of the interviews are summaries below in table 1: 

Interviewee Topics 

Project activity personnnel: • General aspects of the project  

• Discussion of Project activity (Technology, 

locations, implementation, and operation of the 

project activity) 

• Changes since previous verification  

• Discussion on Monitoring parameters, Baseline 

emission, Project emission, and leakage 

calculation, including sampling and survey 

procedure adopted for the sampling parameters 

with the AP/third-party agency 

• Digital data collection (smartphones/tablets using 

KoboCollect) process: QA/QC verification.  

• QA/QC procedures for data management 

• Project management and GHG monitoring 

personnel team structure, roles, and 

responsibilities 

• Training procedures during the current MP 

• Any changes since project validation 

• Confirming the compliance with the monitoring 

plan and potential deviation from the applied 

methodology/6/ or the listing document/2/ 

• Emission reduction calculation 

Randomly selected project 

beneficiaries (Households) 

• Biodigester Design- Capacity 

• Survey results  

• Monitoring quality control 

• To verify the on-ground status of the project 

implementation, traceability, and comparison of 

monitoring results on the ground. 
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• To verify the information in the ownership 

certificate, Contract forms, KoboCollect App, and 

database 

• Physical condition, GPS-tagging of project activity 

devices 

• Continued usage of pre-activity devices  

Table2: Interviewed persons and interview topics 

As part of the audit plan, the verification team shared with the CME the randomly selected 

samples to be visited during the on-site audit. Following the CME’s concern regarding logistical 

and security challenges in accessing certain samples located in the “Zone rouge”, the CME 

randomly selected samples from low-risk areas and proposed to visit those. The details of the 

project beneficiaries interviewed during the on-site assessment are as follows: 

Code  Name of the beneficiary Date 

BoMo_EECS/2022/066 BAKO MOUSSA 21-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2022/113 KANGNAMA PASCALINE 21-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2023/100 BASSONOU Moussa 21-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2022/062 BAKO NEKILOU 21-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2022/108 BAYILI THEOTIME 21-05-2026   

CeOu/2015/10 BAMOUNI BOUBIE dit Mahama 22-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2022/053 BASSONOU BAZILOU 22-05-2026   

CeOu/2018/047 BAYILI Laurent 22-05-2026   

CeOu/2018/118 BAZEMO JOSEPH 22-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2022/210 BATIONO ANDRE 22-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2022/167 BAKALA BOUBIE 22-05-2026   

NORD/2024/009 Tindoure Kouraogo 23-05-2026   

NORD/2024/006 Tindoure Issouf 23-05-2026   

NORD/2024/011 Tindouré PINGDWENDE  23-05-2026   

SuOu_GSBI/2024/002 SONKONDOU Saidou 24-05-2026   

BoMo_EECS/2024/010 Guigma/Koudougou Odile 24-05-2026   

Table 2: List of interviewed project beneficiaries 

• Issuance of Verification Findings to the Activity Participant:  

On the basis of the desk review, the on-site visit, follow-up interviews, and further background 

investigation, the verification team prepared a verification findings report. 

A Corrective Action Request (CAR) is a request raised by the verifier to Activity Participants 

during verification in cases such as when there has been a mistake or verification requirements 

not been met. 

A Clarification Request (CL) is a request raised by the verifier to Activity Participants during 

verification when the information provided is insufficient or unclear. 

A Forward Action Request (FAR) is a request raised by the verifier to Activity Participants during 

verification if monitoring and reporting require attention and/or adjustment for the next 

verification 

The verifier raises a CAR if one of the following situations occurs: 
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• Non-compliance with the Listing Document or applied methodology is found in 

implementation and operation of the activity, or the evidence provided to prove conformity 

is insufficient. 

• Modifications which prevent the use of the applied methodology to the implementation, 

operation and monitoring of the listed activity has not been sufficiently documented by the 

Activity Participants. 

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

reductions that will impact the quantity of emission reductions. 

• Issues identified in a FAR during previous verification(s) to be verified have not been 

resolved by the Activity Participants. 

The verifier raises a CL if information is insufficient or not clear enough to determine whether 

the applicable requirements of the Listing Document, applied methodology and listed activity 

documentation have been met. 

This was communicated to the activity participant for corrective action and clarification. For 

detailed list of all CARs, CLs, and FARs raised in the course of the verification, refer to Appendix 

1 of this report. 

• Resolution of corrective actions:  

The Activity Participant responded to all findings, making necessary changes in documentation, 

implementing corrective actions, or providing clarifications, and submitted additional evidence 

as necessary. During the verification, five (05) CARs and fourteen (14) CLs were raised and 

successfully resolved. Two (02) FARS are raised during the current verification. Two (02) FARs 

were raised in the course of the previous verification. For a detailed list of all CARs, CLs, and 

FARs raised in the course of the verification, refer to Appendix 1 of this report. 

• Preparation of Verification report: 

Upon satisfactory resolution of all CARs and CLs, the verification team prepared the Verification 

Report, including Verification Opinion, in accordance with the SCF Burkina Faso Program 

Standard Ver 1.1/1/. Verification Report Template for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves, 

v1.0/10/, and Verification Guidance for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves, v1.0 /11/ under the 

SCF.  

• Technical review: 

A technical review of the entire verification procedure was carried out by the independent 

technical reviewer. The technical reviewer is a competent GHG auditor appointed for the scope 

of this applied methodology and activity. The technical reviewer is not part of the audit team and 

thus, not involved in the decision-making process prior to the technical review. 

• Final verification report submitted to CACC Secretariat:  

Upon successful closure of all raised CARs and CLs, the final verification report, including 

verification opinion, is completed and submitted to the CACC Secretariat.  

The verification has been carried out by a qualified verification team of TÜV NORD CERT, a duly 

accredited DOE by the CDM Executive Board. TÜV NORD CERT, as DOE has cross-checked 

the project information from the CDM registry and independently verified the period from: 

01/01/2023 to 31/12/2025 (inclusive of both days), applying SCF standard/1/. The verification 

team confirms that no ERs were issued under CDM or any other standard/25/ as cross-checked 

for this stated monitoring period. The review of the previous verification reports/24/ under the 

CDM registry, and the declaration of no double counting13/, were also submitted by the activity 

participant, confirming the same.  

During the verification of the activity, sufficient confidence was gained that all SCF requirements 

are met. MR/7/ and ER calculation/8/ are in accordance with the applicable methodological 

requirements and free from material mistakes or omissions. 
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10. Means of verification, findings and conclusions based on reporting 

requirements 

A complete finding report with issued clarification, corrective action, and forward action requests, has 

been attached at the end of this section 
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 Compliance of the activity implementation with requirements in the listing 

template and applied methodology 
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 Means of verification 

 An on-site visit/20/ and assessment of activity documents, including MR/7/, ER calculation sheet/8/, 

listing document/2/, completeness check document/5/, applied SCF Methodology/6/, evidence of 

start date/15/, contract forms /18/, Ownership certificate /16/, survey forms/21/, declaration on no-

double counting/13/, and training records/21/.. . In addition to that the interviews were conducted 

with the CME and the representative samples of households during the on-site audit/20/ to 

confirm installation/implementation of project technologies, its operational status, and 

conformance with the eligibility criteria as per the listing document/2/, and applied 

methodology/6/. 

 Findings 
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 The assessment included a review of compliance with the eligibility requirements specified in 

Section III of the Listing Document and Section 3 of the applied methodology, together with an 

evaluation of the monitoring approach and implementation practices of the project activity. 

During verification, the following findings were raised concerning inconsistencies in 

methodological references and parameter values in accordance with the applied methodology/6/. 

-CAR ID 01 (incorrect methodology version in MR Section I); CAR ID 02 (inconsistency in NHH 

value between MR and ER sheet); CAR ID 03 (duplicate household records, one-stove-per-

household compliance, parameter notation, and database reconciliation); CAR ID 05 

(traceability of serial numbers in survey forms, date of construction inconsistencies, and 

biodigester size discrepancies); CL ID 02 (monitoring frequency compliance and sampling 

approach); CL ID 03 (NHH values, geographic coordinates reference, and target population 

period); CL ID 10 (bovine count discrepancies between survey and on-site records); CL ID 11 

(verification of installation dates); CL ID 12 (outdated household contact details); CL ID 13 

(beneficiary name discrepancy for unit NORD/2024/009); and CL ID 14 (biodigester size 

discrepancy for unit SuOu_GSBI/2024/002).  

In response, the CME revised the MR/7/, and ER/8/in line with issued concerned in the findings 

report and in in line with the applied methodology/6/. The verification team confirmed consistency 

among the revised documents and verified the adequacy of the corrective actions. Accordingly, 

CL IDs 02, 03, and 10–14 and CAR IDs 01, 02, 03, and 05 were satisfactorily resolved. 

To ensure continued consistency between project implementation records and the activity 

database/8/, CAR ID: 05 was converted into FAR ID 01 for follow-up during the subsequent 

verification period. Kindly refer to FAR ID: 01. 

Based on the review of the applied methodology/6/, MR/7/, and ER/8/, the following two 

methodological non-compliances were identified by the verification team.  

The verification team identified the following non-compliances against the requirements in the 

applied methodology/6/;  

a. Monitoring survey frequency: 

The first Monitoring survey under the SCF crediting period was conducted during the period 

from 06/05/2023 to 22/05/2023, while the subsequent survey for MS01 was conducted during 

the period from 18/04/2026 to 06/05/2026. Section 12 of the applied methodology requires 

monitoring surveys to be conducted at either annual or biennial intervals. Consequently, CL 02 

was raised.  

The CME provided supporting evidence/28/ demonstrating that the delay resulted from newly 

introduced governmental administrative approval requirements for external monitoring 

activities, which were not applicable during the previous monitoring exercise. The CME further 

submitted official approval/12/ from the CACC Secretariat confirming acceptance of the 

requested waiver and the continuation of the verification process for the monitoring period. The 

email from SCF Secretariat confirmation/12/ as provided below; 

 
Email from CACC Secretariat 

CL ID 02 was resolved.  

b. Monitoring sampling approach: 
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The verification team observed that the CME applied simple random sampling across the entire 

activity population, whereas Section 12 of the version 1.4.1 of the applied methodology/6/ 

required monitoring samples to be selected separately for each installation batch. Accordingly, 

CL ID 02 was raised regarding the sampling approach. 

In response, the CME demonstrated that the monitoring requirements for parameter SHH,y,j had 

subsequently been revised through an approved update of the applied methodology/6/. 

Specifically, Section 12 of methodology version 1.41, which required that “separate samples 

shall be selected from each batch,” was revised in methodology version 1.5 to state that “the 

number of samples is calculated based on the total number of households in the monitoring 

report.” The verification team confirmed that the monitoring survey was implemented in 

accordance with the requirements of revised methodology/6/ and that the achieved sample size 

met the applicable confidence and precision criteria. Consequently, the finding was considered 

resolved, and CL ID 02 was closed. 

 Conclusions based on reporting requirements 

 Based on the desk review, on-site assessment, interviews with the activity personnel and project 

beneficiaries during, DOE confirms that the activity implementation remains consistent with the 

eligibility requirements of the applied methodology/6/ and Listing Document/2/. 

The activity database/8/ was found to maintain complete and traceable records of participating 

households and installed biodigester systems. The DOE confirmed that a total of 12,733 

biodigester systems had been installed as of 31/12/2025, which remains within the small-scale 

threshold of 45 MWth specified in the Listing Document. 

The activity device system consists of a biodigester and a double biogas cookstove. The 

biodigesters utilize human, animal, or plant waste to produce biogas, which is used for domestic 

cooking and displaces the consumption of non-renewable biomass, predominantly fuelwood, in 

a three-stone fire stoves to meet their domestic cooking needs in the baseline scenario. 

Verification of installation records/8/, beneficiary surveys/20/, and on-site observations/20/ 

confirmed that participating households before the project implementation, relied on traditional 

three-stone firewood stoves and have transitioned to biogas-based cooking technologies in 

accordance with the eligibility requirements of Section III of the Listing Document/2/ and Section 

3 of the applied methodology. 

The DOE further confirmed through monitoring records/21/, survey results/8/, and field visit 

observation/20/ that all sampled households possessed at least two head of cattle, in accordance 

with the applicable eligibility criterion of the Listing Document/2/. 

The activity implementation throughout the monitoring period from 01/01/2023 to 31/12/2025 

was found to be consistent with eligibility conditions in Section III of the listing document/2/ and 

section 3 of the applied methodology/6/. 

The verification team reviewed the carbon credit registries/24//25/, declaration on no-double 

counting/13/, beneficiary agreements, and activity database records, and thus, confirms that all 

biodigesters included in this programme are not included in any other project or programme of 

activities registered by CDM/24/, Gold Standard or any other carbon standard/25/, have their 

address recorded for each biodigester in the activity database/8/, have the end-user agree to 

transfer all rights to any carbon credits exclusively to PNB-BF. Thus, DOE confirms that there is 

no double issuance of emission reductions claimed for the monitoring period from 01/01/2023 

to 31/12/2025,  with MS01: 01/01/2023 to 31/12/2024 (inclusive of both days) and MS02: 

01/01/2025 to 31/12/2025 (inclusive of both days), in accordance with section 5.1 of SCF 

Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/, section III of the listing document//2/ and section 3 of the 

applied methodology/6/. 

Therefore, the activity implementation, including activity description, technology, target group, 

technical standards, and no double counting, as reported in section II of the MR/7/is confirmed 

to be in compliance with the eligibility requirements in section III of the listing template/2/, section 

5.1 of SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/, and section 3 of the applied methodology/6/. No 

post-listing changes from the listing document/2/ and the applied methodology/6/ that require 

corrective actions were observed by the verification team for the current monitoring period.  
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 Implementation as per the Listing Template 

 Means of verification 

 An on-site visit/20/ and assessment of activity documents, including MR/7/, ER calculation 

sheet/8/, listing document/2/, completeness check document/5/, evidence of installation date/15/, 

contract forms /18/, Ownership certificate /16/, survey forms/21/, declaration on no-double 

counting/13/, and training records/21/. Interviews were conducted with the CME and the 

representative samples of households during the on-site audit/20/ to confirm installation, 

operational status, and conformance as per the listing document/2/. 

 Findings 

 No findings were raised. All implementation aspects reviewed during this verification were found 

to be in compliance with the approved listing template/2/. 

 Conclusions based on reporting requirements 

 Based on the review of the project activity database, in tab “SCF 2023-2025 DB” in the ER 

spreadsheet/8/, MR/7/ and supporting documentation, including documents of sample 

households, such as evidence of installation date/15/, contract forms /18/, Ownership certificate /16/, 

and on-site visit assessment records/20//23/, the verification team confirms that all the activity 

devices (a combination of biodigester and biogas-using cookstoves) are disseminated to 

households within the geographic boundary of Burkina Faso, and the cumulative number of 

activity devices disseminated in the years 2023, 2024, and 2025 is 12,405, 12,673 and 12,733, 

respectively. Out of the 12,733 biodigesters, 4880, 7745, 9, and 99 are of capacities of 4m3, 6m3, 

8m3, and 10m3, respectively. The verification team further confirms that the activity during the 

current monitoring period has been implemented in accordance with section III. of the approved 

listing template/2/ and is in compliance with the SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard, v1.1/1/.  

No discrepancies, deviations, or non-compliances were identified that would affect the eligibility 

or integrity of the activity as per the listing document/2/ during the current monitoring period. 

The activity remains fully consistent with the approved listing template/2/ requirements 

applicable to the period under review. 

The implementation and operation of the activity, including the activity systems installed, the 

target groups served, and the transition from non-renewable biomass to biogas, during the 

monitoring period, MS01: 01/01/2023 to 31/12/2024 (inclusive of both days) and MS02: 

01/01/2025 to 31/12/2025 (inclusive of both days), conform to the approved listing template/2/.  

 Compliance and correction of measured values with related requirements 

 Means of verification 

 On-site assessment/20/ and detailed review of the MR/7/, ER spreadsheet/8/, monitoring survey 

forms/21/, and supporting documentation, including contract forms/18/, evidence of 

randomization/19/ to verify the conformance as per the applied methodology/6/. SCF Burkina Faso 

Program Standard/1/, and verification guidance/11/. 

 Findings 

 During verification, issues affecting the quality, consistency, and traceability of monitored values 

were identified; 

1. Duplicate Household Records and Non-compliance With “One Stove per Household” 

Requirement. The verifier, upon review of the activity database/8//17/, found that  

a. Comparison of the verified MP01 database/23/ and the updated MP02 database revealed 

discrepancies in the datasets used for the period 2013–2022. Consequently, CL ID 05 

was raised. Following a review of the “DB and MP1 comparison” tab in the ER sheet, 

the verification team confirmed that the MS01 database was consistent with the verified 

MP01 database. In addition, two entries had been erroneously included in the MP01 

database. The CME adjusted the ER claim in the current monitoring period by removing 
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the ER due to the operation of two project units and deducting 11 tCO₂e from the 

corresponding MP02 emission reductions. CL ID 05 was therefore closed. 

b. Review of the activity database/8/ identified multiple entries containing identical end-user 

details associated with different biodigester codes. This resulted in non-compliance with 

the methodological requirement of one biodigester and biogas stove system per 

household and could have led to overstatement of the cumulative number of activity 

devices. Consequently, Finding No. 1 under CAR ID 03 was raised. The CME removed 

all duplicate household records and revised the ER calculations accordingly. The 

verification team confirmed CAR ID 03 was closed.     

2. CAR ID 05 was raised due to insufficient traceability of unique serial numbers of biodigesters 

in the monitoring survey forms. In response, the CME submitted screenshots from the 

KoboCollect application and video documentation/26/. This evidence demonstrates that the 

KoboCollect application is configured to record the unique biodigester code during data 

collection. In addition, CME confirmed that the biodigester code is preloaded information 

and therefore does not directly appear as a manually entered variable in the Kobo forms. 

The biodigester code included on the sample sheet provided to the enumerator is linked to 

the variable “num”, which corresponds to the biodigester order number on the sample list 

assigned to the enumerator. Once the enumerator enters this order number in the 

questionnaire, the corresponding biodigester code is automatically displayed at the 

question: “II.21_bis_Veuillez confirmer que le code du biodigesteur tel que mentionné sur 

la liste de l'échantillon est …”. This mechanism allows the enumerator to confirm that the 

displayed biodigester code matches the respondent being interviewed, thereby ensuring 

that the correct household is surveyed.  

However, because the survey forms submitted to the verification team entirely lack the 

biodigester codes, the DOE is unable to cross-check the serial numbers from the raw survey 

forms against the survey results reported in tabs “2023-2024” and “2025” of the ER sheet/8/. 

During the on-site audit, the DOE verified that the code of the biodigester for the sampled 

households was found to be consistent with the “2023-2024 and “2025” tabs/8/ and the 

activity database in the ER sheet/8/. To ensure complete data reconciliation for all 

subsequent verifications, this has been raised as a FAR. Kindly refer to FAR ID: 02.    

3. Inconsistencies were identified between the activity database and survey records regarding 

the date of construction (“Date fin travaux”) and biodigester size. Accordingly, CAR ID 05 

and CL ID 06 were raised. The date of construction was cross-checked against installation 

records-BioBase records, which confirmed the correctness of the reported installation 

dates. While the biodigester sizes recorded in the ER sheets were generally supported by 

ownership certificates and contract forms, some inconsistencies remained between data 

sources. Due to time constraints, the issue relating to biodigester size consistency was 

converted to FAR ID 01 for follow-up during the next verification. CL ID 06 was closed.  

4. Review of survey results, specifically in columns “CN” and “CL” in tabs “2023-2024” and 

“2025” respectively in the ER calculation sheet/8/, along with on-site assessment/20/, 

indicated that some functional biodigesters experienced periods of non-operation due to 

seasonal shortages of feedstock, water availability constraints, and operational challenges 

at the household level. CL ID 07 was raised. The CME subsequently adjusted the usage-

rate calculations to account for non-operational days. The DOE reviewed the calculations in 

tab “usage rate” in ER calculation sheet/8/ and confirmed that the adjusted values were 

conservatively applied and complied with the section 3.1 of the verification guidance/11/. 

5. Review of the ER sheet/8/ and the survey forms/21/, it was noted that Np,HH was reported as a 

monitored parameter. While version 1.41 of the applied methodology/6/ considered this as a 

fixed parameter for the entire crediting period for the project activity. CL ID: 04 was raised. 

Following clarification and revision to footnote 16 of the applicable methodology provisions 

and corresponding inclusion of Np,HH in section II of the MR/7/, CL ID 04 was resolved and 

the monitored values were accepted as compliant with the revised methodological 

requirements.     

6. Discrepancies were identified between the values reported in the MR/7/, ER Sheet/8/, and 

supporting evidence. Consequently, CL IDs: 03, 04, CL ID: 05, and CAR ID: 04, 05 were 

raised. Following corrections to the underlying records and recalculation of affected values, 

the verification team confirmed consistency across all sources and all findings were 

satisfactorily resolved and closed. CAR ID 05 was converted to FAR for follow-up during 
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subsequent monitoring periods. Kindly refer to FAR ID 01 and FAR ID 02 in Appendix 1 for 

more details.  

For the complete list of findings and their detailed description on the closure, please refer to the 

table after Appendix 1 of this report.  

 Conclusions based on reporting requirements 

 The assessment confirmed that: 

• Measured values were supported by an adequate audit trail and verifiable source 

documentation; 

• Identified discrepancies, duplicate records, traceability issues, and data inconsistencies 

were either corrected during verification or conservatively addressed through adjustments 

to the emission reduction calculations and /or deviation approval received from CACC 

Secratariat; 

• Appropriate corrective actions were implemented for all material findings raised during 

verification. 

• Remaining issues related to biodigester size consistency have been documented as FAR ID 

01 for follow-up during the next verification period; and 

• Following resolution of the CARs and CLs, the measured values applied in the MR and ER 

calculations were found to be materially correct, conservative, and in compliance with the 

requirements of the applied methodology and verification guidance/11/. 
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 Assessment of data and calculation of emission reductions 
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 Means of verification 

 On-site assessment/20/ and detailed review of the MR/7/, ER spreadsheet/8/, monitoring survey 

forms/21/, and supporting documentation including the monitoring survey results, contract forms/18/, 

evidence of randomization/19/ to verify the conformance as per the applied methodology/6/. SCF 

Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/, and verification guidance/11/. 

 Findings 

 During the course of verification, the following findings were raised in relation to the assessment 

of data and calculation of emission reductions:  

CAR ID 03 (notation and definition of parameters in tab “SCF ER” of the ER sheet, and definition 

of parameter Bf,y,j); CL ID 04 (formula for parameter NHH in the ER calculation, treatment of non-

operational biodigesters in the PE calculation, and monitored value of Np, HH), and CL ID: 04 was 

raised to ensure the quantification of baseline and project emission in accordance with the applied 

methodology/6/. All findings were satisfactorily resolved and closed. For the complete list of findings 

and their detailed description on the closure, please refer to the verification finding in Appendix 1 

of this report.  

 Conclusions based on reporting requirements 
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 Based on the review of the tabs, “baseline stove usage”, “usage rate”, “SCF ER” and “ER 

Calculation” in ER sheet/8/ and sections III. and IV. of MR/7/, the assessment team confirms that 

equations 1, 2, and 4 of methodology/6/ were used to calculate the emission reduction achieved by 

the activity implementation. 

The monitored parameters, including Np,HH, μy,j, SHH,y,j, NHH,y,j were assessed against the survey 

result in tabs “2023-2024” and “2025” in ER sheet/8/, supporting evidence/20/, and found to comply 

with the monitoring approach in sections 11 and 12 of the SCF methodology/6/. 

1. Data and parameters not monitored 

Parameters Values applied Method to check values in the 

Monitoring Template and/or 

Monitoring Calculation Tool with 

sources 

𝑁𝐶𝑉𝐹𝑊 0.0156 TJ/tonnes Default value as mentioned in the 

applied SCF_CACC_BFA 

Methodology for Biodigesters and 

Biogas Cookstoves, Version 1.5/6/ 

methodology. The VVB reviewed 

the referenced IPCC source cited 

in Footnote 7 of the methodology 

and confirms that the applied 

value is correct and consistent 

with the methodological 

requirements. 

𝜌𝑃𝐿 0.025 

tCO2e/household/year 

Default value as defined in the 

applied SCF_CACC_BFA 

Methodology for Biodigesters and 

Biogas Cookstoves, Version 1.5/6/. 

The assessment team confirms 

that the applied value is correctly 

used and is fully consistent with 

the methodology.  

𝐵𝐵𝐿,𝑃𝑃 0.35 t/pp/year Default value from the applied 

SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology 

for Biodigesters and Biogas 

Cookstoves_V1.5/6/. The 

assessment team confirms that 

the value has been correctly 

applied in accordance with the 

methodology.  

𝐸𝐹𝐶𝑂2 for firewood 112 tCO2/TJ Default value from the applied 

SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology 

for Biodigesters and Biogas 

Cookstoves_V1.5/6/. The 

assessment team confirms that 

the value is correctly applied and 

consistent with the 

methodological requirements. 

𝐸𝐹𝑁𝑜𝑛−𝐶𝑂2 for non-CO2 for 

firewood  

9.46 tCO2/TJ Default value from the applied 

SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology 

for Biodigesters and Biogas 

Cookstoves_V1.5/6/. The 

assessment team confirms that 

the value is correctly applied and 

consistent with the 

methodological requirements. 
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fNRB 

Fraction of non-

renewable biomass 

63.96% 

 

As per section 10 of SCF 

methodology/6/, the activity 

participant has applied fNRB as a 

fixed parameter. The fNRB has 

been calculated as per the 

equation in section 10 of the 

applied SCF methodology/6/.  

fNRB value of 86.43% has been 

calculated using CDM Tool 30, 

and an uncertainty discount of 

26% applied. Thus, 86.43%*(1-

0.26) equates to 63.96%.  

86.43% as approved fNRB value 

under CDM CPA01 CPII (at the 

CDM Crediting period renewal).  

Based on the above, the 

assessment team confirms that 

the reported value of 86.43% is 

correct. 

SBL,f 

Share of households using 

fuel type f in the baseline 

scenario (percentage). 

100% 

Default value as per SCF 

methodology/6/ 

Based on footnote 11 in 

SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology 

for Biodigesters and Biogas 

Cookstoves_V1.5/6/ a default 

value of 100% for Burkina Faso, 

and thus, the assessment team 

confirms that the reported value is 

correct.  

 

2. Monitored parameters:  

Parameters Monitored 

values and 

dates of 

monitoring 

DOE assessment on the monitoring approach as per section 

12 of the applied methodology/6/ 

Biodigesters 

and biogas 

stove owner’s 

name and 

personal 

identification 

number 

MS01:  

2023: 12,405 

2024: 12,673 

2025: 12,733 

Continuously 

recorded in 

the activity 

database. 

The value of the parameter has been verified from tabs SCF 

2023-2025 DB/8/ and Annual unit”/8/ and found to be consistent 

with the MR/7/. Additionally, the verification team further 

validated the information with sample contract forms/18/, 

Ownership certificate /16/, and evidence of start date/15/ of 

sample households, the on-site audit records/20/.  

Based on the above, the assessment team confirms that the 

reported values of 2023: 12,405 

2024: 12,673, and 2025: 12,733 are correct. 

Cookstove 

owner’s 

phone 

number 

A full list in 

the project 

database 

Continuously 

recorded in 

the activity 

database/8/. 

The cookstove owner’s contact number has been verified 

from SCF 2023-2025 DB/8/. This was further cross-verified 

from interviews with project beneficiaries during on-site/20/ 

and from multiple sources/evidence, such as sample contract 

forms/18/, and evidence of start date/15/ of sample households. 

The assessment team confirms that the reported information 

is correct. 

Cookstove 

owner 

address 

(geographic 

coordinates) 

A full list in 

the Survey 

tab. 

Continuously 

recorded in 

A complete list of cookstove owners' addresses is provided in 

the activity database/8/ and the geographic coordinates in 

survey tabs in the ER Calculation sheet/8/.. The Cookstove 

owner's address has been cross-verified during on-site 

audit/20/ and from multiple sources/evidence, such as sample 
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the survey 

tab. 

contract forms/18/, and evidence of start date/15/ of sample 

households. The assessment team confirms that the reported 

information is correct. 

Unique serial 

number 

allocated to 

the 

biodigester 

and biogas 

stove 

Activity 

database  

Continuously 

recorded in 

the activity 

database. 

The unique serial number allocated to the biodigester and 

biogas stove in the SCF 2023-2025 DB/8/ has been cross-

verified during the on-site audit/20/. and from multiple 

sources/evidence, such as sample contract forms/18/, and 

evidence of start date/15/ of sample households. The 

assessment team confirms that the reported information is 

correct. 

Date of 

installation of 

the cookstove 

to the end 

user 

Activity 

database  

Continuously 

recorded in 

the activity 

database. 

The installation date in SCF 2023-2025 DB/8/ has been cross-

verified during the desk review from the Biobase 

screenshot/15/ of sample households. The assessment team 

confirms that the reported information is correct. 

Primary fuel 

used before 

receiving the 

biodigester 

and biogas 

stove (i.e., 

firewood or 

charcoal) 

Firewood, 

SCF default 

for Burkina 

Faso 

Not 

monitored. 

Based on footnote 24 in SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology for 

Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves_V1.5/6/ since the 

baseline fuel is not registered upon receiving the biogas 

digestor, firewood is assumed by default as the baseline fuel 

in Burkina. 

Type of 

activity device 

(if more than 

one is 

installed)  

N/A, only one 

type is 

installed 

 

The type of activity device in SCF 2023-2025 DB/8/ has been 

verified during on-site assessment/20/ and the activity device 

records, including contract forms/18/, Ownership certificate /16/. 

The DOE found it to be consistent with the SCF 2023-2025 

DB/8/ and MR/7/.  

Biodigester 

size 

From 4 to 10 

m3 

Continuously 

recorded in 

the activity 

database/8/. 

The biodigester size recorded in the activity database- “SCF 

2023-2025 DB”/8/ has been verified on a sample basis during 

on-site audit/20/ and from other records including contract 

forms/18/, Ownership certificate /16/. and found to be consistent 

with the activity database/7/.  

Based on the review of sample contract forms/18/, Ownership 

certificate /16/ and evidence of start date/15/ of sample 

households, the on-site audit records/20/, the assessment team 

confirms that the reported Biodigesters’ sizes are recorded in 

the ER sheet/8/. However, inconsistencies in the biodigesters’ 

sizes recorded in the activity database, survey tabs, “2023-

2024” “2025” in the ER sheet/8/ and on-site assessment/20/. 

Due to time constraints in the verification process, DOE has 

converted the raised CAR ID: 05 to FAR ID: 01 

μy,j  

Adjustment to 

account for 

any continued 

use of pre-

activity 

devices in 

batch j 

(percentage). 

MS01:  

2023-2024: 

87%  

MS02: 

2025: 79% 

 

Monitoring 

survey:  for 

2023-2024: 

18/04/2026 

to 

The source of data is the representative sample survey results 

compiled in the “2023-2024” and “2025” tabs in ER sheet/8/, 

and is verified against the sample survey forms/21/ on a sample 

basis.  Column AC in “2023-2024”, and “2025” tabs in ER 

sheet/8/, “old_fireplace_use” monitors the presence of pre-

activity devices in the project end-users’ households, and “the 

number of meals cooked per week in the pre-activity device”. 

Hence, the DOE confirms that the FAR ID: 01 raised during 

the previous verification has been addressed in the current 
monitoring period. The detailed assessment of FAR ID 01 is 
mentioned in Section 11 of this report. 

The CME has calculated the μy,j from values from physical 

and telephone surveys for both MS01 and MS02.  
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06/05/2026, 

and  

For survey 

2025: 

18/04/2026 

to 

04/05/2026 

Monitoring 

events 

Physical 

survey 

Telephone 

survey 

Conservative 

value applied for 

ER calculation 

2023-

2024 

87% 88% 87% 

2025 79.39% 79.48% 79.39% 

Based on the on-site assessment/20/ and review of the survey 

forms/21/, the DOE confirms that the values applied and the 

calculation of μy,j  in tab “baseline stove usage” in the ER 

sheet/8/ μy,j is in accordance with section 12 of the applied 

methodology/6/.  

Hence, the DOE confirms that the conservative value 
has been applied for the ER calculation. 

𝑺𝑩𝑳,𝒇 (Share 

of households 

using fuel type 

f in the 

baseline 

scenario 

(percentage)). 

100%  

Default value 

as per 

section 10 of 

the applied 

methodology. 

Based on footnote 11 in SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology for 

Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves_V1.5/6/ a default value of 

100% for Burkina Faso is used for this parameter. Hence, the 

assessment team confirms that the monitoring of the 

parameter is in accordance with section 10 of SCF 

methodology/6/.  

𝑵𝑯𝑯,𝒚,j   

(Cumulative 

number of 

activity 

devices 

(combination 

of biodigester 

and biogas-

using 

cookstove) of 

batch j 

commissioned 

up to year y 

(number)). 

MS01:  

Number in 

year 1 [2023]: 

12,405 

Number in 

year 2 [2024]: 

12,673 

Number in 

year 3 [2025]: 

12,773 

Continuously 

recorded in 

the activity 

database. 

The source of this parameter activity database/8/.  This has 

been verified against the sampled contract forms/18/, evidence 

of start date/15/ of sample households, the on-site audit 

records/20/, and the assessment team confirms that the 

measurement of data is in compliance with the applied 

methodology/6/. 

𝑺𝑯𝑯,𝒚,𝒋 

Share of 

households 

with functional 

biodigesters 

and biogas 

stoves of 

batch j in year 

y 

(percentage) 

MS01: 

2023-2024: 

66.67%  

2025: 74.58% 

 

Adjusted ER 
rate: 

2023-2024: 

62.44%  

2025: 65.38% 

 

Survey to 

monitor 

2023-2024: 

18/04/2026 

to 

06/05/2026 

Survey to 

monitor 

The source of data is the representative monitoring survey. 

The tabs “2023-2024”, “2025” and result in tab “usage rate” 

in the ER sheet/8/are verified against the survey forms/21/ and 

the on-site audit records/20/, the DOE confirms that the 𝑺𝑯𝑯,𝒚,𝒋 

is monitored in accordance with applied methodology/6/.  

The verification tea, verified monitoring results for SHH,y,j from 

physical and telephone surveys for both MS01 and MS02.  

Year Physical 

survey 

Telephone 

survey 

Conservative 

value applied  

2023-

2024 

66.67% 70% 66.67% 

2025 74.58% 77% 74.58% 

In order to consider the non-operational days of the 

functional project units, CME applied an adjusted usage rate 

for the ER calculation.  

The adjusted usage rate is calculated by multiplying 

conservative usage rate and the proportion.  
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2025: 

18/04/2026 

to 

04/05/2026 

The proportion is calculated as; 1- [Sum of all days out of 

operation in MP/ (days in MP * sample size)] 

 Details 2023-2024 2025 

Days in MP 731 365 

Cumulative days 

out of operation 

11592 5357 

sample size 250 119 

Proportion 94% 88% 

Most conservative 

usage rate 

66.67% 74.58% 

Adjusted usage 

rate 

62.44%  65.38% 

The cumulative days out of operation for functional units have 

been assessed from columns CN and CL in tabs “2023-2024” 

and “2025,” respectively, in the ER sheet/8/, and confirmed to 

be correct. 

Hence, DOE confirms that the adjusted usage rate is deemed 

to be correct and conservative value applied for ER 

Calculation. 

𝑁𝑝,𝐻𝐻 

Average 

number of 

persons 

served per 

household 

(Number) 

MS01: 

2023-2024: 

9.93  

2025: 10.39 

 

MS01 

Survey: 

18/04/2026 

to 

06/05/2026 

 

MS02 

Survey: 

8/04/2026 to 

04/05/2026 

Based on a review of the survey results/8/, sample survey 

forms/21/, and on-site audit records/20/, the assessment team 

confirms that the reported average number of persons per 

household is accurate and appropriately applied. 

Identified discrepancies in the activity database, “SCF 2023-2025 DB” and “survey 2” tabs in the 

ER sheet/8/ were resolved through clarification and corrective action. This includes the removal of 

duplicate household entries, alignment of biodigester size and construction dates, and correction 

of inconsistent values across the MR/7/, ER sheet/8/, and supporting documentation, including 

evidence of start date/15/, contract forms /18/, Ownership certificate /16/, and survey forms/21/. 

The activity database/8/ recorded a total of 12,733 units with biodigester size ranging from 4-10 m3 

from 14/09/2013 till 31/12/2025 in Burkina Faso, under this programme. Following the removal of 

duplicates, the final number of “biodigester and biogas stove: units” has reduced from an initially 

presented value of 12,909/17/ to 12,733/8/. The verifier confirms that the following are the number of 

codes(units) accounting for the ER calculation for the current monitoring period: 

Year Count of Code Cumulative 

2013 430 430 

2014 1424 1854 

2015 1319 3173 

2016 1685 4858 

2017 1737 6595 

2018 1680 8275 

2019 1449 9724 
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2020 689 10413 

2021 763 11176 

2022 861 12037 

2023 368 12405 

2024 268 12673 

2025 60 12733 

Grand Total 12,733 

With respect to the sampling approach applied in the survey, the sampling frame for monitoring 

session 2023-2024 included all biodigesters commissioned and operational from 14/10/2013 to 

31/12/2024, and for monitoring session 2025, all biodigesters commissioned and operational from 

14/10/2013 to 31/12/2025, which is within the current monitoring period. Simple random sampling 

was used, implemented through recognized statistical software (STATA)/19/. The evidence related 

to randomisation/19/was checked and found to be valid and reliable. Tab “sample size” in ER sheet/8/ 

has been reviewed and confirms that the calculated minimum sample size of 192 and 93 for MS01 

and MS02, respectively, is in line with the applied methodology. A total of 250 and 119 samples 

for MS01 and MS02, respectively, were surveyed by the activity participant. The MS01 survey 

follows the methodological requirements of biennial monitoring frequency, while the MS01 survey 

follows the methodological requirements of annual frequency. Hence, upon review of the usage 

rate tab in the ER sheet, DOE confirms that the MS01 and MS02 surveys meet the 95/10 and 90/10 

confidence/precision requirements, respectively. The minimum sample size for monitoring 

parameter, including μy,j, and SHH,y,j, as per section 12 of the SCF methodology/6/ is appropriately 

met. 

The verifier confirms that the data as provided by the activity participant supports the calculation 

of the emission reductions, and any necessary adjustments/corrections were appropriately 

applied, as per the latest applied methodological requirements. The verifier concludes that the 

achieved emission reductions have been calculated without any material misstatements.  

 

 Assessment of avoidance of double registration 

[Note that during the CACC Pilot, registration of the pilot activity under the CDM is allowed, as 

explained in the Verification Guidance and Program Protocol] 

 Means of verification 

 The double-counting of emission reductions has been checked against the UNFCCC site PoA 

9977/24/, other registries/25/, and also the “no double registration” declaration/13/ submitted by the 

activity participant.  

 Findings 

 No finding has been raised.  

 Conclusions based on reporting requirements 

 The activity was registered previously under the CDM (Reg. No. PoA 9977)/24/.  Based on the 

review of the activity database, MR/7/, and supporting documents, as well as a web search of 

relevant carbon registries/25/ (VERRA (VCS), Gold Standard, Plan Vivo), and the provided 

agreements with the beneficiaries including unique identification and installation records, the 

written confirmation of the avoidance of double registration from the CME/13/, the verification 

team found that provision of avoidance of double registration is established.  

As stated in the Verification Guidance/11/ and SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard/1/, during the 

CACC Pilot, registration of the pilot activity under the CDM is allowed. Upon review of the 

submitted ‘no double registration declaration’/13/ and web search of relevant carbon 

registries/24//25/, the verification team is convinced that the occurrence of double counting can be 

excluded with a reasonable level of confidence for the current monitoring period.  

https://cdm.unfccc.int/ProgrammeOfActivities/poa_db/R5G6I8MTCA129VPYOQJ0XHNL4ZEDUW/view
https://cdm.unfccc.int/ProgrammeOfActivities/poa_db/R5G6I8MTCA129VPYOQJ0XHNL4ZEDUW/view
https://cdm.unfccc.int/ProgrammeOfActivities/poa_db/R5G6I8MTCA129VPYOQJ0XHNL4ZEDUW/view
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 Assessment of post-listing changes 

 Means of verification 

 Document review of the MR and ER spreadsheet, and supporting documentation against the 

listing document and applied methodology/6/. Observations by the verification team during the 

site visit and the interviews with the CME and other stakeholders confirm that the activity is as 

per the listing document. Thus, no revisions to the listing template have occurred  

 Findings 

 No findings have been raised  

 Conclusions based on reporting requirements 

 The verification team concludes that the activity has not undergone any post-listing changes 

during the current monitoring period that would affect its eligibility or compliance with the 

approved listing document/2/ and applied methodology/6/. The activity remains fully compliant 

and can be positively verified for the reported monitoring period.  

11. Assessment of response to remaining issues 

An assessment of response to the remaining issues, including FARs from the previous 

verification period, if appropriate 

 FAR 01: The activity participant shall implement monitoring of parameter 𝜇ᵧ,ⱼ in the subsequent 

monitoring period by incorporating the required question(s) into the monitoring survey and 

ensuring that the continued use of pre-activity devices is quantified in accordance with Section 

12 of the applied SCF methodology. 

Assessment: A review of the monitoring survey questionnaire/21/ and completed survey forms/21/ 

confirmed that the question relating to the parameter,“Adjustment to account for any continued 

use of pre-activity devices in batch j (percentage)”, has been incorporated into the monitoring 

survey. 

Furthermore, the monitored results were cross-checked during the interview with the project 

beneficiaries during the on-site assessment, and confirmed to be in compliance with section 

12 of the applied methodology/6/. The responses collected were found to be consistent with the 

methodology requirements for quantifying the continued use of pre-activity devices based on 

the number of meals cooked per week using the pre-activity device. The survey design and 

recorded responses enable the parameter to be assigned in accordance with the prescribed 

values under the methodology (100%, 66%, 33%, or 0%, as applicable). 

Based on the review, it is confirmed that the activity participant has taken the necessary steps 

to monitor parameter μᵧ,ⱼ, and to quantify the continued use of pre-activity devices in line with 

Section 12 of the applied SCF methodology. 

 FAR 02: The activity participant shall ensure that the operational start date (“Date fin travaux”) 

used for ER calculations is consistently recorded and supported in future monitoring periods 

by harmonized evidence across the Activity Database, Kobocollect records, survey forms, and 

field documentation. The VVB for the next verification shall verify the alignment of these data 

sources to confirm that the date used for ER calculations accurately reflects the actual 

operational start of each biodigester. 

Assessment: During the on-site audit, the DOE verified the date of commissioning and date of 

service from Ownership certificate, and contract form, for the sampled project households. It 

is clarified by the activity participant that the date of installation for each activity unit in the 

activity database/17/ is not based on the above-stated documents. Installation data is captured 

digitally via the application by the construction enterprise immediately upon the physical 

completion of the unit ('Date fin travaux'). These timestamped records are validated by the Call 



 

Verification Report Template for Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves: Version 1.0 Page 29 of 71 Official Use Only 

Center and permanently stored in the central master database (BioBase). Supporting BioBase 

records/15/ for the sampled biodigesters were provided and reviewed. 

Based on the evidence assessed, the VVB confirmed that the installation dates used in the 

Activity Database are supported by the corresponding digital records and considers the 

response acceptable. The VVB will verify in future monitoring periods that the operational start 

dates used for ER calculations remain supported by consistent and traceable evidence across 

the relevant data sources. 

12. Future improvements and other issues 

Where relevant, recommendations for improvement in accuracy and transparency of 

reporting, and robustness of data accounting and control processes.  In addition, any other 

relevant information that the verifier may want to bring to the attention to the Secretariat. 

 During the current verification, the DOE recommends the scope of improvements in 

the following aspects of the project activity that would enhance the accuracy and 

transparency of reporting and further strengthen the robustness of data accounting 

and control processes in subsequent monitoring periods. 

The following general improvement points have been detected by the verification team 

while conducting the activity. However, these do not constitute, in any form, any 

consulting or recommendations for implementation from or by TÜV NORD CERT:  

i. It has been verified that transparent and complete data management in the 

master database was missing, e.g., due to duplicate-related issues, which 

could generally be avoided, e.g. by regular cross-checks, checks for data 

consistency among the main activity documents, such as contract forms, 

KoboCollect application monitoring survey forms, technical specification 

evidence, etc.  

ii. To implement a periodic update procedure for the activity database contact 

details, to ensure that phone numbers and beneficiary information remain 

accurate and traceable over time. 

iii. Inconsistencies have been detected w.r.t quality of the monitoring survey by 

the enumerators 

iv. Revision of the monitoring survey form to include monitoring and recording the 

unique code of the biodigester during the survey.  

v. Monitoring survey shall be strictly based on the requirements of the applied 

methodology/6/. 

 

13. Supporting references and documentation 

List of documentation provided (as PDF attachments) to justify each of the responses above, 

where applicable. These documents shall be included as an Annex to the Verification Report. 

Add extra lines as necessary. 

Ref 

No 

Description of documentation 

1 SCF Burkina Faso Program Standard, Version 1.1, titled, “SCF_CACC_Program 

Standard_BFA_1.2.docx”, dated 22/05/2025 
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2. Listing Document, titled, “20240610_SCF Listing Form for biodigesters and biogas 

cookstoves_V4.pdf”, “CNC Document d’inscription_SNV_Biodigesteurs et cuisinières au 

biogaz_V4.pdf” 

3. Rapport session_CD_ CACC_PNB_22_Mai_2025 

4. Listing Notification: Page no.s 1 and 2 in “Listing notification and completneness 

check_Notification d'inscription pour les biodigesteur et cuisinières au biogaz.pdf “  

5. Completeness check: Page no. 3 in “Listing notification and completneness check_Notification 

d'inscription pour les biodigesteur et cuisinières au biogaz.pdf “  

6. SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology for Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves, titled,  

• SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology for Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves_Ver 1.41 (002).docx 

•  SCF_CACC_BFA Methodology for Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves_Ver 1.5-2.docx 

(French Version; Méthodologie_CACC_biodigesteurs et cuisinières à biogaz_1.5-2.docx) 

7. Monitoring Report titled:  

• 04May25_PNB_2023_2024_SCF_MR v1.0.docx dated 06/05/2026 

• 04May25_PNB_2025_SCF_MR v1.0.docx dated 06/05/2026 

• 13May25_PNB_2023_2024_SCF_MR v1.1_TC.docx dated 14/05/2026 

• 14May25_PNB_2025_SCF_MR v1.1_TC.docx dated 14/05/2026 

• 25May25_PNB_CF MP2 and MP3 v1.2.docx dated 14/05/2026 

• 05June26_PNB_CF 2025 MP2  v1.2_clean2.docx dated 05/06/2026 

8. ER Calculation/Activity Database/Survey records in ER Calculation sheet titled: 

• 02 May25 PNB 2023_2025 MR ER file.xlsx 

• 17May26 PNB 2023_2025 MR ER file.xlsx 

• 28 May26 PNB 2023_2025 MR ER file test.xlsx 

• 5 June 26 PNB 2023_2025 ER MP2_clean.xlsx 

9.  Monitoring Report Template for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves_v1.0.docx 

10. Verification Report Template for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves_v1.0.docx 

11. Verification Guidance for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves_v1.0.docx  

12. Approval deviation Monitoring requirements  PNB Burkina Faso (ID d'activité _ 2025-001).pdf 

13. 20251113 CME_double_counting_declaration signed.pdf 

14. Ci-Dev portfolio: 

https://projects.worldbank.org/en/projects-operations/project-detail/P156413 

15. Biobase2025_2024_2023.docx 

16. Sampled Ownership certificate (certificat de propriete) 

17. 24052026_Data base_BF_2013_2025_lin.xlsx 

18. Sample of contract forms 

19. Evidence of randomization: 

Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage_mai 2026.pdf 

Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage_mai 2026_machine translated.pdf 

Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage (random sampling).docx 

Echantillon_phonecall_2023_2024.xlsx 

Echantillon_terrain_2023_2024.xlsx 

Echantillon_phonecall_2025.xlsx 

Echantillon_terrain_2025.xlsx 

20. On-Site Visit Evidence: 

1_BoMo_EECS_2022_113-KANGNAMA PASCALINE.zip 

2_BoMo_EECS_2023_100-BASSONOU MOUSSA.zip 

4_BoMo_EECS_2022_053-BASSOUNOU BAZILOU.zip 

5_CeOu_2018_047-BAYILI LAURENT.zip 

7_BoMo_EECS_2022_066-BAKO MOUSSA.zip 

8_BoMo_EECS_2022_167-BAKALA BOUBIE.zip 

9_BoMo_EECS_2022_062-BAKO NEKILOU.zip 

10_BoMo_EECS_2022_108-BAYILI THEOTIME.zip 

https://projects.worldbank.org/en/projects-operations/project-detail/P156413
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10_CeOu_2015_10-BAYILI BOUBIE.zip 

12_Nord_2024_009-TINDOURE ISSOUF.zip 

13_Nord_2024_006-TINDOURE POURAOGO.zip 

14_Nord_2024_011-TINDOURE PINGDEWENDE.zip 

15_SuOu_GSBI_2024_002-SONKODOU SAIDOU.zip 

16_CeOu_CNGB_2021_027-GUIGMA K ODILE.zip 

118_CeOu_2018_118-BAZEMO JOSEPH.zip 

210_BoMo_EECS_2022_210-BATIONO ANDRE.zip 

Données vérification 24052026_20H30.xlsx 

21. Enquête_carbone_2023-2024_blank.pdf 

Enquête_carbone_2023-2024_example1.pdf to Enquête_carbone_2023-2024_example4.pdf 

Filled Survey forms; file names: 

MS01: 2023-2024: Enquête_carbone_2023-2024_1.pdf-Enquête_carbone_2023-2024_127.pdf 

MS02: 2025: Enquête_carbone_2025_1.pdf to Enquête_carbone_2025_60.pdf 

22. Evidence of training records: 

Rapport de démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2.pd 

Rapport de démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2_machine translated.pdff 

Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone.pdf 

Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone_machine translated.pdf 

Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone_v2 with trainees.pdf 

Rapport Formation des agents-sur le CEB OFVI VF BF_machine translated.pdf 

23. MP01 Verified package: 

12Jan26 PNB 2021_2022 SCF MR1 v1.4.xlsx 

13Jan26_PNB_2021_2022_SCF_MR1 v1.5.pdf 

2026-01-28_25-064 Verification Report for biodigesters and biogas cookstoves_v1.2.pdf 

24. UNFCCC website of PoA 9977 

25 UNFCCC registry 

VERRA Registry 

Gold Standard Registry 

Puro Earth Registry 

Global Carbon Council Registry 

International Carbon Registry 

26. Supporting evidence: Unique code in survey form demonstration: 

2023-2024_code 2.jpeg 

2023-2024_code 35.jpeg 

2023-2024_num 2.jpeg  

2023-2024_num 35.jpeg 

2025_code 29.jpeg 

2025_code 51.jpeg 

2025_num 29.jpeg 

2025_num 29.jpeg 

Video 1.mp4 

27. ABC Verification Protocol_Sahel.pdf 

echantill verfic ECB (list proposed for field visit).xlsx 

KPMG verified plants.xlsx 

https://cdm.unfccc.int/ProgrammeOfActivities/poa_db/R5G6I8MTCA129VPYOQJ0XHNL4ZEDUW/view
https://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/projsearch.html
https://registry.verra.org/app/search/VCS/All%20Projects
https://registry.goldstandard.org/projects?q=&page=1
https://registry.puro.earth/retirements
https://registry.spglobal.com/gccregistry/public/gcc
https://www.carbonregistry.com/projects
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28.  Other supporting evidence: Monitoring frequency: 

lettre autorisation enquete carbone 2023-2024.jpg 

Lettre DGPA vers CNS-INSD _  on areas where the survey can be carried out.pdf 

MARAH_AUTORISATION COLLECTE DE DONNEES_.pdf 

visa statistique.jpeg 

Ci-Dev_Burkina_Faso_ERPA Amendment 2.pdf 

29 UNITS SCREENSHOTED IN Biobase.xlsx 

biobase evidences visited plants.docx 

30 CME staff declaration on CL08 second email.pdf 

CME staff declaration on CL08.pdf 
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APPENDIX 1 

VERIFICATION FINDINGS 

Clarification requests (CLs) from this verification: 

CL ID  01 Section no. I “General Activity Information” Date: 08-05-2026 

Description of CL  

1. The assessment team (AT) refers to the email communication, which makes reference solely 

to MS01. However, two separate Monitoring Reports (MRs); one for MS01 covering the 

period from 01 January 2023 to 31 December 2024, and another for MS02 covering the 

period from 01 January 2025 to 31 December 2025, with single Emission Reduction (ER) 

calculation sheet titled "02 May25 PNB 2023_2025 MR ER file.xlsx" encompassing data for 

the combine monitoring (2023 to 2025), has been submitted. AP is requested to clarify why 

two separate MRs for the combined duration from 2023 to 2025 have been submitted. 

Furthermore, it is to be noted that the Assessment team has reviewed 2 MRs titled, 

“04May25_PNB_2023_2024_SCF_MR v1.0.docx” and “04May25_PNB_2025_SCF_MR 

v1.0.docx” against the single ER calculation sheet, and has raised the findings in this report.  

2. In Section I “General Activity Information” of both the MRs, the version of the submitted MRs 

is indicated as Version 1.4. However, this is understood to be the first submission of the MRs 

to the DOE for the current monitoring period. The CME is requested to clarify the rationale 

for assigning Version 1.4 to the submitted MRs. 

CME response Date: 14/05/2026 

1. Two MRs were submitted as per requirement of the client (CME) by the carbon consultant 

and also deemed more appropriate as the SCF template does not provide guidance on how 

to merge two MP in one template. The ERs sheets were combined to simplify ER 

calculations. There is no methodological requirements preventing this. 

2. This should have been 1, now changed to 1.1 on the basis of the feedback. 

Documentation provided by CME  

MR v1.1 

DOE Assessment  Date:  20-05-2026 

1. If AP wishes to have two separate Monitoring Reports verified for the stipulated monitoring 

periods as specified below, it is required to submit two separate ER Calculation Sheets 

corresponding to each Monitoring Period individually, i.e., one ER Calculation Sheet for MS01 

(01 January 2023 to 31 December 2024) and one ER Calculation Sheet for MS02 (01 January 

2025 to 31 December 2025), in place of the currently submitted combined ER Calculation 

Sheet titled "17May26 PNB 2023_2025 MR ER file.xlsx". 

However, as per the para 205 (b)of CDM project cycle procedure for project activities, and 

VVS, unless one MP is successfully verified and credits are issued, subsequent verification 

cannot be submitted as a request for credit issuance. AP is requested to obtain clear 

confirmation regarding this requirement, particularly with respect to this condition under the 

Standardised Crediting Framework (SCF). 

Additionally, the CME is required to ensure that all findings raised in this Finding Report are 

addressed comprehensively for both Monitoring reports. Thus, this finding remains open. 

2. The AP has revised the version number of the MR. Closed. 

CME response Date: 22/05/2026 

1. The CME has merged both MR’s, and therewith this finding can be closed 

Documentation provided by CME  

https://cdm.unfccc.int/sunsetcms/storage/contents/stored-file-20210921110741000/pc_proc03_v03.0.pdf
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Merged MR 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

1. It is noted that the AP has consolidated the monitoring information for MP02 (01/01/2023–

31/12/2024) and MP03 (01/01/2025–31/12/2025) into a single MR and has submitted a 

corresponding consolidated ER calculation sheet for the period 2023–2025. However, the AP 

has not provided any clarification or confirmation regarding the applicability of Paragraph 

205(b) of the CDM Project Cycle Procedure, which stipulates that a subsequent monitoring 

period cannot be submitted as a request for issuance unless the preceding monitoring period 

has been successfully verified and issued. 

The AP is requested to provide confirmation and supporting justification regarding how this 

requirement is addressed under the Standardised Crediting Framework (SCF), particularly 

in relation to the combined submission covering MP02 and MP03. OPEN. 

CME response Date: 05/06/2026 

In response to findings, and to ensure compliance with paragraph 205(b) of the CDM project cycle 

procedure, we have decided to submit one monitoring report (MP2), which includes the results of 2 

surveys implemented, one for 2023/2024 and one for 2025.  

Documentation provided by CME  

MR 

DOE Assessment  Date: 06-06-2026 

In line with paragraph 205(b) of the CDM project cycle procedure, AP has submitted a single MR and 

ER sheet for the MP02, where the results of the MS01 and MS02 surveys have been included. Hence, 

the finding is closed. 

 

CL ID  02 Section no. II “Monitored Data” of the MR, 

ER calculation sheet 

Date: 08-05-

2026 

Description of CL  

1. As per Section 12 of the applied methodology, the frequency of conducting the monitoring 

survey is required to be biennial. During the assessment, the verification team observed that 

the MP01 survey was conducted during the period from 06/05/2023 to 22/05/2023, whereas 

the MS01 survey was conducted during the period from 18/04/2026 to 06/05/2026, and the 

MS02 survey was conducted during the period from 18/04/2026 to 04/05/2026. Based on the 

dates provided, the verification team was unable to confirm compliance with the biennial 

monitoring frequency specified in the applied methodology. The CME is requested to clarify 

this inconsistency and demonstrate how the monitoring frequency requirement has been 

complied with for the current monitoring period. 

2. Section II of the MR, titled “04May25_PNB_2025_SCF_MR v1.0.docx” states that “Target 

Population: Households that acquired a biodigester between October 14, 2013, and 

December 31, 2025”. However, the “2025” tab of the ER sheet does not contain any 

monitoring survey records for project end-users with the project units installed during the 

period from 01/01/2025 to 31/12/2025. This omission indicates that the MS02 monitoring 

survey does not cover the complete target population as stated in Section II of the MR, and 

the 2025 vintage, though within scope, remains unrepresented in the evidence. The AP is 

requested to clarify this discrepancy.     

3. The AT reviewed the vintage-wise distribution of the surveyed samples for both MS01 and 

MS02 in the “2023-2024” and “2025” tabs of the ER calculation sheet, and found that the 

distribution is not representative across vintages for both surveys. Older vintages (2013–

2019) are systematically under-sampled, while the latest vintages (2021–2024) are 



 

Verification Report Template for Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves: Version 1.0 Page 35 of 71 Official Use Only 

oversampled, resulting in material vintage bias. The AP is requested to clarify this 

discrepancy. 

CME response Date: 14/05/2026 

1. We had planned to execute the monitoring activities much earlier to maintain the biennial 

frequency. Our internal timeline, established in December 2025, aimed for the survey to 

start in 2025 (2023+2 = 2025) for 2023-2024 and early 2026 for the period 2026 

(2025+1).The delay in the survey start date was entirely due to the lengthy and complex 

mandatory government administrative process required for external monitoring activities 

(which was not required by the previous government under which we performed the 2023 

monitoring): 

a. Initial Authorization and Visa Requirement: Although we secured an initial letter of 

authorisation from the Minister of State on 30/10/2025, additional coordination with 

the DGESS (Sectoral Statistics Directorate) was required. This process took a while 

and on December 22, 2025, we were informed that a statistical visa (visa 

statistique) procedure was mandatory and was expected to take at least one month. 

b. Protracted Administrative Delays: The process proved to be more complicated than 

anticipated. By January 6, 2026, we reported that the process required an official 

stamp by a "special validation commitee" which would take at least another month.  

c. Final Approval and Survey Execution: This was finally approved and in the second 

week of April the statistical visa was received. The subsequent surveys (MS01 and 

MS02) were executed immediately after the necessary governmental approval was 

secured, beginning on April 18, 2026. 

In summary, the delay was caused by the protracted nature of securing the mandatory 

government authorisation and statistical visa, which extended the process by several 

months despite our best efforts and our clear intention to start the data collection 

in December 2025 the latest for 2023-2024. The surveys were carried out as soon as the 

lengthy government procedures were completed. The delay can be considered force 

majeure, outside the control of the CME. 

2. Given the very insignificant number of 2025 plants (60 biodigesters in the global database), 

the probability of selecting 2025 installations is extremely small (60/12909 which is less than 

0.5%). That is also the reason why these digesters, despite simple random sampling (as 

mandated by the applied methodology) did not appear in the survey.  

3. Given the national security context, the deployment of enumerators is only possible with prior 

government authorization (see authorization letter and statistical visa). The authorized survey 

areas are those where there are no ongoing military operations. This is to avoid any dangerous 

situation on the ground and to prevent endangering the lives of the enumerators. The 

accessible areas are mostly where we have higher concentration of recently installed 

biodigester plants. For the other areas not included in the field sample, a separate sample 

was drawn for telephone interviews. 

The telephone survey shows a distribution matching the installation distribution by year as per 

database: 

Completed phone call survey 
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The minor irregularities visible in the telephone survey distributions are a natural 

consequence of the relatively small sample sizes. With such denominators, even a few 

unreachable or reassigned phone numbers from a particular installation year can generate 

noticeable percentage variations. This should not be interpreted as a structural sampling bias. 

Documentation provided by CME  

Visa statuesque 

Letter of approval 

MR v1.1 

DOE Assessment  Date:  20-05-2026 

1. The Assessment Team acknowledges the documentary evidence submitted by the CME, 

which collectively substantiates the administrative delays encountered from October 2025 

through April 2026 due to the mandatory visa statistique process. However, the AT observes 

an unexplained gap in the timeline between May 2025, when the MS01 survey was due in 

accordance with the biennial frequency requirement, and October 2025, when the initial 

ministerial authorization was first sought, representing a period of approximately five months 

for which no justification or supporting evidence has been provided. The CME's own internal 

timeline, as stated in its response, targeted a survey start in December 2025 at the latest, 

which reflects a six-month deviation from the required biennial frequency. The CME is 

therefore requested to provide a clear and justifiable explanation, supported by documentary 

evidence, for the delay in initiating the process between May 2025 and October 2025, and to 

demonstrate what steps, if any, were taken during this intervening period to progress the 

monitoring activities in compliance with the biennial frequency requirement by the applied 

methodology. The finding remains open. 

2. As per the Monitored Parameters table of Section 12 of the applied methodology, the 

monitoring approach for parameter SHH,y,j explicitly requires that "separate samples shall be 

taken for each batch," with a minimum of 75 households monitored under biennial monitoring 

to ensure 95/10 confidence/precision levels. As defined in Section 2 of the methodology, a 

"Batch" constitutes the population of devices of the same type commissioned in a given 

calendar year, meaning that the 60 biodigesters installed in 2025 constitute a distinct and 

separate batch. AP shall demonstrate that how the sampling plan is in accordance with the 

above-mentioned methodological requirements at the batch level, and the absence of 

monitoring of 2025 project units is inconsistent with the methodology's explicit requirement 

for batch-segregated sampling. Consequently, the absence of any sampled households from 

the 2025 batch renders the survey non-representative of the total project population as 
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defined by the methodology. AP shall follow a statistically robust sampling plan in order to 

establish an optimum and realistic representation of the population under crediting, with 

objective evidence confirming the randomisation before actual implementation of the 

sampling plan on a regular stipulated frequency. The requirement of “separate samples shall 

be taken for each batch” under the current monitoring approach has not been demonstrated 

and therefore AP shall provide justification supported with objective evidence demonstrating 

the randomization approach applied during sample selection complies with Section 12 of the 

applied methodology. Therefore, the finding remains open. 

3. As stipulated in Section 12 of the applied methodology, the monitoring approach for the 

monitored parameters requires the use of a representative sample survey, and separate 

samples shall be taken for each batch. However, upon assessment of the batch-wise 

representativeness of the installation, it is observed that the survey has not followed the 

monitoring approach requirements as per section 12 of the applied methodology.  
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Non-representative survey for MP-2023-2024 

 

Non-representative survey for MP 2025 

In accordance with para 18 of CDM standard “Sampling and surveys for CDM project activities 

and programmes of activities, v9.0”, the AP is required to conduct additional sample survey 

in accordance with the monitoring requirements of the applied methodology if required 

confidence/precision are not met which is the case for survey pertaining to monitoring period 

3 i.e. 01/01/2025 to 31/12/2025. In addition, the AP shall demonstrate the applied sampling 

approach, along with the submission of the supporting evidence of randomization of 

representative sample selection for surveys. Supporting evidence for the randomization 

approach used for representative sample selection for both field and telephone surveys shall 

also be provided. Therefore, the finding remains open. 

CME response Date: 01/06/2026 

1. The ERPA expired and required an amendment for the MPs. The survey procurement was 

paused pending finalization of the commercial agreement (ERPA) to ensure operational 

continuity. This process was finalized signed on 29 October 2025 and immediately 
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preparations were made for the next surveys. These were subsequently delayed as per 

outlined reasons. The ERPA is attached. 

2. Batches are not applicable to this project, that was discussed and approved by the DOE 

verifying the previous MP. To avoid future confusion, the methodology has been updated 

and explicitly mentions that we can sample at population level, see methodology version 1.5 

attached. 

Thus, the original argument why the 2025 units were included in the sample selection, is, as 

argued in the previous response, remains valid because of their insignificant share in the 

total number of units installed. 

3. The sample selection was executed using STATA software, which applies a strict 

randomization algorithm. As detailed in the submitted methodology document 

('Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage_mai 2026'), the software assigns a randomly 

generated numeric variable to each unit in the sampling frame, sorts the database based on 

this random variable, and objectively extracts the primary and replacement samples. 

To demonstrate the actual random sample selection and ensure full traceability of the final 

sampled households, we have submitted the direct output files generated by the STATA 

algorithm (e.g., Echantillon_phonecall_2023_2024, Echantillon_terrain_2025, including both 

the principal and replacement lists). These files identify the specific digester codes selected 

for both the field and telephone surveys. 

This submission of the randomly selected output lists aligns with the evidence of 

randomization requested and approved by the DOE during the previous verification period 

(MP 2021-2022, CAR 06). 

 

On representativeness, 

• The bias was inadvertently introduced due to the security situation, rendering it 

impossible to organize a representative sample for the physical survey. The 

telephone survey, however, is sampled from the whole database and thus 

representative. Thus as a solution, given that both samples are sufficient to meet 

the methodological minimum sampling requirement, the most conservative value is 

taken. In case where the telephone survey is more conservative, that value is 

applied and vice versa. This approach is the most conservative. See the new tab 

“conservativeness check” in the ER sheet. 

Documentation provided by CME  

ERPA 

Methodology v1.5 (English and French) 

Sampling output files 

• Echantillon_phonecall_2023_2024.xlsx (provided as principale and remplacement 

CSVs) 

• Echantillon_phonecall_2025.xlsx (provided as principale and remplacement CSVs) 

• Echantillon_terrain_2023_2024.xlsx (provided as principale and remplacement CSVs) 

• Echantillon_terrain_2025.xlsx (provided as principale and remplacement CSVs) 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02/06/2026 

1. Section 12 of the applied methodology explicitly requires that monitoring surveys be 

conducted biennially. Based on the dates provided, the previous survey was conducted 

during May 2023, whereas the subsequent monitoring surveys for MP02 and MP03 were 

conducted during April–May 2026. Therefore, the interval between the monitoring surveys 

exceeds the biennial monitoring frequency prescribed by the applied methodology. 

Conducting the monitoring survey beyond the prescribed biennial frequency constitutes a 

departure from the monitoring requirements of the applied methodology.  Since no evidence 

has been provided to demonstrate that such a departure from the prescribed monitoring 

frequency is permissible under the applied methodology, AP shall apply deviation from the 

methodological requirements. OPEN. 
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2. The AP submitted the revised methodology version 1.5, wherein the monitoring requirements 

for parameter SHH,y,i have been updated. The revised methodology does not mention 

separate sampling for each batch and specifies that, for biennial monitoring, a minimum of 75 

households shall be monitored to ensure 95/10 confidence/precision levels, with the sample 

size calculated based on the total number of households included in the monitoring report. 

The VVB reviewed the revised methodology and the sampling approach applied by the AP. 

The monitoring survey was conducted at the overall project population level in accordance 

with the revised methodological requirements. Considering that the 2025 installations 

represent a very small proportion of the total project population and that the applied sampling 

approach is based on random selection from the total population, the absence of 2025 

installations in the survey sample does not, by itself, indicate non-compliance with the revised 

methodology. 

Based on the above, the VVB considers the clarification provided by the AP acceptable. 

Therefore, the finding is closed. 

3. The AP response stated that “…given that both samples are sufficient to meet the 

methodological minimum sampling requirement, the most conservative value is taken. If the 

telephone survey is more conservative, that value is applied, and vice versa. This approach is 

the most conservative”. The VVB reviewed the revised ER calculation sheet and observed 

that, in the tab “Conservative check”, the conservative values of 66.67% (for 2023–2024) and 

73.33% (for 2025) have been selected and subsequently applied in the ER calculation sheet 

under the tab “SCF ER” for the parameter SHH,y,j. However, as clarified by the AP in response 

to CL ID 2 of the On-site Verification Finding Report, non-operational biodigesters are 

accounted for using the parameter SHH,y,j, in which the usage rate is adjusted to reflect 

periods when biodigesters were not functioning. In this regard, the usage rates of 66.67% and 

73.33% applied in the ER calculation do not appear to incorporate the adjustment for non-

operational days as described by the AP. Furthermore, in the tab “Usage rate”, the adjusted 

usage rate has been calculated using the full survey sample of 250 and 120 households for 

MP02 and MP03, respectively. However, the basis for SHH,y,j calculation does not appear to 

be linked to the conservative usage rates selected in cells F6 and I6 of the tab “Conservative 

check”. In addition, the ER calculation under the tab “SCF ER” does not appear to apply an 

adjusted usage rate that reflects the reduction in functionality resulting from non-operational 

days, despite the explanation provided by the AP.  Additionally, AP is required to revise 

Section II of the MR to ensure consistency with the values and approach applied in the ER 

calculation sheet. OPEN. 

CME response Date: 05/06/2026 

1. In response to this finding, the CME has reached out to the secretariat and received a positive 

opinion w.r.t departure from the monitoring requirement based on the reasons outlined to the 

DOE (ERPA, administrative process etc.). The written approval is attached in the folder 

evidence: Approval deviation Monitoring requirements PNB Burkina Faso (ID d'activité _ 

2025-001). This includes a translation by the CME of the response by the board, and 

hereunder a machine translated version: 
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3. This is now corrected, the adjusted usage rate is now applied in SCF ER. 

 

With regarding to the sampling precision, the check if ex-post meets the desired confidence 

level and precision interval is done based on lowest variable value, which is Shh,y taken from 

the sheet conservative check (which checks for plants functionality status aligned with the 

methodology). Below shows the outcome of this check and for both surveys the confidence 

and precision level is met (see sheet usage rate cell C16:Q43: 
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Note one change in the ex-ante calculation. For the proportion value 0.8 is used, in the 

previous excel sheet this was a different value for both surveys 0.6 for biennial and 0.79 for 

annua, which is confusing. This was a mistake. The impact however is immaterial.  

Note: During the checking, it was discovered that one unit in the 2025 survey did not appear 

in the database but instead appeared in the list removed units, this concerns code: 

CeOu_FN/2014/079. That units is removed from the 2025 data and moved to the sheet 

‘removed units 2023-2025) row 13 for transparency. The usage rate however remains above 

the 90/10 threshold for the 2025 survey. 

Documentation provided by CME  

Approval deviation Monitoring requirements  PNB Burkina Faso (ID d'activité _ 2025-001).pdf 

DOE Assessment  Date: 06-06-2026 

1. Based on the documented approval and justification provided, the VVB considers the 

deviation from the biennial monitoring frequency requirement as per section 12 of the applied 

methodology, to be duly authorized and acceptable; therefore, the finding is closed. 

3. The revised ER calculation sheet is reviewed and confirmed that the adjusted usage rate, 

accounting for biodigester functionality, is now correctly applied in the “SCF ER” tab. The 

VVB also verified that the sampling precision and confidence requirements are met based on 

the conservative SHH,y value, and that the corresponding revisions have been reflected 

consistently in the monitoring documentation; therefore, the finding is closed. 

 

 

CL ID  03 Section no. II “Monitored Data” of the 

MRs 

Date: 08-05-2026 

Description of CL  

1. In Section II “Monitored Data” of the MRs, the value reported for the parameter “Biodigesters 

and biogas stove owner name and personal identification number” and NHH,Y,J is reported as 

11,119 for 2024 and 11,259 for 2025. However, as per the ER calculation sheet, tab: “Annual 

units”, the cumulative total number of biodigesters and biogas stoves installed up to year 

2024 and 2025 are 12,849 and 12,909. The CME is requested to clarify this inconsistency 

and revise the MR and/or ER calculation sheet, as applicable. 

2. In Section II “Monitored Data” of the MRs, the parameter description is mentioned as 

“Biodigester and biogas stove owner address (geographic coordinates)”. However, during 
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the assessment of the activity database in the ER calculation sheet, tab “SCF 2023-2025 DB”, 

the verification team was unable to identify the geographic coordinates corresponding to the 

activity units/stove owners. The CME is requested to clarify this inconsistency. 

3. In Section II “Monitored Data” of the MRs, under the heading “Survey Scope and Objectives”, 

the CME has stated that the target population includes: “Households that acquired a 

biodigester between October 14, 2013, and December 31, 2025”. 

However, as per the project documentation, the activity start date is 14/09/2013. The CME is 

requested to provide the rationale for considering the target population from 14/10/2013 

instead of the reported activity start date of 14/09/2013. The CME is requested to clarify this 

discrepancy and provide justification for the selected target population period applied for the 

survey. 

CME response Date: 14/05/2026 

1- Biogas stoves installed up to year 2024 and 2025 are 12,679 and 12,739. This is now corrected 

2- GSP points are in the Columns EP to EQ of the survey data sheet of 2023-2024 and 2025 

respectively. QT shows the level of precision in meters. The MR is updated to reflect the correct 

references 

 

3- The database registered commissioning biogas plants. That’s why it started from 14/10/2013 

instead 14/09/2013. The biogas plants constructed at the date of activity start date was not 

commissioned so not yet registered in the database, see the CPA-DD on which this SCF project is 

based on: 

Documentation provided by CME  

MRv1.1 

DOE Assessment  Date:  19-05-2026 

1. The AP revised the MR and corrected the values reported for the parameters “Biodigesters 

and biogas stove owner name and personal identification number” and NHH,Y,J. The 

updated values are now consistent with the installation records and the corresponding 

figures presented in the revised ER calculation sheet. Closed.  

gps_site _gps_site_latitude _gps_site

_longitud

e

_gps_site

_altitude

_gps_site

_precision

12.16845 -2.6784748 319.0 4.7412 -3 319 5

12.19683 -2.6516633 301.2 3.9812 -3 301 4

11.8285111 -0.5563973 276.6000061035156 4.012 -1 277 4

12.1954015 -2.6524988 297.0 2.6212 -3 297 3

11.81733 -0.7548217 188.90000915527344 3.912 -1 189 4

11.8172767 -0.709155 339.9000244140625 4.612 -1 340 5

11.6101761 -1.7922495 371.3 9.6812 -2 371 10

12.205024 -2.6173058 301.0 3.4412 -3 301 3

12.2036858 -2.6142903 306.5 4.88312 -3 307 5

12.1679926 -2.5450874 311.3 4.7612 -3 311 5
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2. Section II “Monitored Data” of the MRs, for the parameter, “Biodigester and biogas stove 

owner address (geographic coordinates)”, under the heading “Reference to supporting 

documentation”, it still refers to the activity database. Additionally, under the heading “value 

applied”, it states that the full list is available in the project database. The CME is requested 

to clarify this inconsistency and ensure that the references to the supporting documentation 

are consistent. The screenshot of the MR is provided below: 

 
The finding remains open. 

3. The AP clarified that the project database records commissioned biodigesters rather than 

the project activity start date. Therefore, although the project activity start date is 14/09/2013, 

the first biodigesters were commissioned and registered in the database from 14/10/2013 

onwards. The finding is closed. 

CME response Date: 01/06/2026 

Changed to activity database, which is also mentioned in the cell at the right and thus consistent 

Documentation provided by CME  

MR v.1.2 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02/06/2026 

2. In Section II “Monitored Data” of the MR, for the parameter “Biodigester and biogas stove 

owner address (geographic coordinates)”, the reference to the activity database under the 

heading “Reference to supporting documentation” should be revised and replaced with the 

appropriate reference to the relevant tabs of the updated ER calculation sheet where the 

geographic coordinates are recorded. As per the revised ER sheet, the Tab name has been 

revised to “SCF 2023-2025 DB” columns H to K, for the Cookstove owner address. For 

geographic coordinates, columns ES-EW in tabs “2023-2024” and “2025” of ER sheet.  

The referenced column names and cell references should be updated to reflect the revised 

ER calculation sheet and accurately identify the location of the geographic coordinate data. 

CME response Date: 05/06/2026 

2. For consistency and completeness, all references are updated in section II under the heading 

reference to supporting documentation and where necessary the value applied. That also to avoid 

confusion to what activity database or project database refers to. 

The specific request is addressed as following:  

The project database which has as file name PNB 2023_2025 ER MP2 tab: H:K for cookstove owner 

address details. Geographical coordinates are only available of the surveyed households in tab PNB 

2023_2025 MR ER file sheet: SCF 2023-2024 and tab 2025 for both cases column: ET-EU for address 

and coordinates.  

In a footnote it is explained that GPS coordinates could only be collected during the physical survey 

(as the telephone survey was conducted remotely) 

Documentation provided by CME  
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DOE Assessment  Date: 06-06-2026 

The VVB reviewed the revised MR and confirmed that the references to supporting documentation 

have been updated to accurately reflect the relevant tabs, columns, and data sources in the ER 

calculation sheet. The VVB also verified that the availability of GPS coordinates only for physically 

surveyed households has been appropriately clarified through a footnote; therefore, the finding is 

closed. 

 

CL ID  04 Section no. ER Calculation Sheet Date: 08-05-

2026 

Description of CL  

1. In the ER calculation sheet, tab: “ER calculation”, the verification team was unable to clearly 

understand the calculation approach and formula applied in Column G for parameter “Nhh”. 

In particular, for the calculation period from 01/01/2023 to 31/01/2023, the applied calculation 

approach appears to refer to “<01/01/2021”. The CME is requested to clarify the calculation 

approach and provide justification for the formula and references applied for parameter “Nhh” 

during the current monitoring period. 

2. In the ER calculation sheet, tab: “Usage rate”, the verification team observed that the 

percentage of biodigesters reported as “out of use” is 31.27% for the monitoring period 2023–

2024 and 25% for the year 2025. However, as per the ER calculation approach applied in the 

ER sheet, emission reductions appear to have been calculated based on all end users 

included in the activity database. 

The verification team was unable to identify how the CME ensures that biodigesters identified 

as non-operational/out of use are excluded from the emission reduction calculation and/or 

activity database for the corresponding monitoring period. The CME is requested to clarify 

the treatment of non-operational biodigesters in the ER calculation and provide evidence 

demonstrating how such cases are addressed in accordance with the applied methodology. 

CME response Date: 14-05-2026 

1. This was a rudiment from the previous ER, this is now corrected. The ER values changed 

based on this and this is reflected in the updated MR 

2. All units not in operation are excluded from the ER calculation in the calculation of the ERs in 

sheet SCF_ER. Please refer to sheet SCF ER and see below the screenshot on the applied 

formula and the parameter through which the units out of operation are excluded. 
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However, that did not apply to the PE. This is now updated by multiplying the PE with the usage rate 

in the sheet ER calculations. 

Documentation provided by CME  

MR and excel and kobo forms   

DOE Assessment  Date:  14-05-2026 

1. The AP clarified that the issue for parameter “Nhh” was a residual error from the previous ER 

calculation and has now been corrected. The VVB reviewed the revised ER calculation sheet 

and confirmed that the calculation approach and formula applied for parameter “Nhh” are 

now correctly referenced and consistently applied for the monitoring period. Closed. 

2. Calculation of PE in tab “ER calculation” in ER calculation sheet shall be as per equation 7 of 

the applied methodology.  

In addition, in the tab, "SCF ER" of the ER calculation sheet, a monitored value of 10.57 and 

10.81 has been applied for the parameter Np,HH. However, as per section 10 of the applied 

methodology, Np,HH is a fixed parameter. As per footnote no. 16 of the applied methodology, 

“Activity Participants may measure the number of people using the stove for cooking in the 

area where the activity will be implemented and use these values throughout the crediting 

period. This measurement shall be based on a representative sample of at least 68 

households”. The AP shall apply the value as per the methodological requirement. 

 
 

The finding remains open.  

CME response Date: 01/06/2026 

• The French version, which takes precedent over the English version, explicitly allows for this 

approach. This was mistranslated in the English version, however. This is now corrected in 

the English version, please find attached methodology version 1.5 in both English and 

French. 

• PE is now  calculated as per equation 7  

• As per response to cl02 – the most conservative value is applied, see sheet “conservative 

check” 

Documentation provided by CME  

Methodology version 1.5 

ER sheet 

MR v1.2 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02/06/2026 

2. As per the latest applied methodology Version 1.5, Footnote 16 states that: “Participants in the 

activity are authorized to measure, throughout the activity's accounting period, the actual number of 

people served by the biodigesters within the designated geographical area where the activity will take 

place.” 

In the earlier version of the methodology (Version 1.41), the parameter Np,HH (Average number of 

persons served per household) was treated as a fixed parameter and was not subject to monitoring. 
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However, under the revised applied methodology, Footnote 16 allows this parameter to be determined 

through monitoring. Therefore, the AP is required to include parameter Np,HH in Section II of the MR.  

In addition, following findings on MR and ER has been observed; 

I. During the assessment of the revised ER calculation sheet, it was observed that under the tab 

“ER calculation”, the AP has adjusted the emission reduction claim by deducting 11 tCO₂e to 

account for the over-crediting identified during MP01 verification. The deduction has been 

applied as a single adjustment against the combined emission reductions for the period 2023–

2025, resulting in a total adjusted claim of 91,647 tCO₂e. However, the adjustment has not 

been allocated across the individual vintages (2023, 2024, and 2025). As a result, the vintage-

wise emission reductions reported for each year do not reflect the impact of the over-crediting 

adjustment. This may affect the transparency and traceability of vintage-specific emission 

reductions for verification, and issuance. The AP is therefore required to allocate the 11 tCO₂e 

over-crediting adjustment proportionally across the three vintages (2023, 2024, and 2025), 

revise the vintage-wise emission reduction calculations accordingly, and update the 

corresponding values reported in the MR and ER calculation sheet. 

II. In the tab “Sample Size” of the ER calculation sheet, the value reported for parameter SHH,y,j 

in cell I13 is 0. The AP is requested to review the formula applied in this cell and revise the 

value, as applicable, ensuring consistency with the monitored survey results and the values 

applied in the ER calculation. 

III. On page 7 of the MR, Footnote 9 refers to tab “SCF ER”, cell E31. However, the values 

reported in the referenced cells are 2.422 for MP02 and 2.545 for MP03, whereas the MR 

reports a value of 2.669 for MP02 and does not report any value for MP03. The AP is 

requested to correct this discrepancy and ensure that the values reported in the MR are 

consistent with the ER calculation sheet. The corresponding value for MP03 shall also be 

included in the MR.  

OPEN. 

CME response Date: 05/06/2026 

In MR v1.2, this parameter is now moved to the section II. Monitored data. As the parameter Np,HH 

applies only to option 1,2 and 4 in the methodology, it was considered most appropriate to copy the 

parameter into that section of the table in Section II. 

I. This has been done alongside with the corrected ER calculation of the 2 overpredicting units 

II. This is now addressed and the link restored 

III.  This is now revised and MP3 is no longer applicable. The vintage wise breakdown however 

is provided  

Documentation provided by CME  

 

DOE Assessment  Date: 06-06-2026 

The VVB reviewed MR v1.2 and the revised ER calculation sheet and confirmed that parameter Np,HH 

has been appropriately included in Section II of the MR, the over-crediting adjustment has been 

allocated and reflected in the vintage-wise ER calculations, and the identified calculation and 

referencing inconsistencies have been corrected. Based on the revised documentation and 

supporting evidence, the VVB considers the issue satisfactorily addressed and the finding is closed. 

 

CL ID  05 Section no. ER Calculation Sheet Date: 08-05-2026 

Description of CL  

1. During the comparative assessment of the MP01 and MS01 activity databases, the verification 

team identified approximately 176 entries in the MS01 database that were either not traceable 

in the MP01 database or were associated with different client names between the two 

databases. For example, project code “SAHE/2019/120” is included in the MS01 database 

with the client name “BARRY MOUSSA”, whereas in the MP01 database, the same project 
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code is associated with the client name “Nignan Alemayaro”. It was observed that the 

remaining information, including phone number, biodigester size, and address, appears to be 

identical in both databases, with only the client’s name differing. The AP is requested to clarify 

these inconsistencies and provide supporting evidence/justification for the inconsistencies in 

the MP01 & MS01 database. 

2. In the SCF 2023-2025 DB tab of the ER Sheet, there are several cases where multiple 

duplicate entries of the contact number have been observed. For example, 22666486524 

belongs to BoMo/2013/210-TRAORE Christine and CeNo/2021/052: SORY TABAKALY. 

3. The AP shall clarify how the recommendations mentioned in section 12 of the previous 

verification report have been addressed.  

4. As mentioned in section 12 of the previous verification report, it has been verified that 

transparent and complete data management in the master database was missing.  

During the current verification, the AT performed a comparative assessment of the MP01 and 

MS01 activity databases and identified that the installation dates of the majority of end-users 

recorded “SCF 2023-2025 DB” tab of the MS01 Database do not match with the database in 

the tab “SCF 2021-2022 DB” of “12Jan26 PNB 2021_2022 SCF MR1 v1.4.xlsx” verified during 

the MP01. For eg, for the code: Sahe/2019/009, the installation date as per SCF 2023-2025 

DB tab of the MS01 Database is 01/02/2019, while in “SCF 2021-2022 DB” of “12Jan26 PNB 

2021_2022 SCF MR1 v1.4.xlsx” is 02/01/2019. The AP is requested to provide a full 

reconciliation of the discrepant installation date records, along with supporting evidence. 

CME response Date: 14/05/2026 

1. The same findings was issued during the previous verification. We clarified these 

inconsistencies through the following points: 

a. Unique Identifier: The digester code is the primary unique identifier for each 

installation, whereas names can vary due to spelling differences, honorifics (e.g., 

"Feu" for deceased owners), or common duplicate names.  

b. User vs. Owner: Discrepancies often arise because the interviewee (the system 

user present during the survey) may differ from the registered owner (typically the 

head of household listed in the database) 

c. Double counting should not occur as per formula in column N and O in the database 

sheet. 

2. Regarding the observed duplicate contact numbers, please note that the primary unique 

identifier within the database is the digester code, not the telephone number. 

In the specific example provided, the two installations are separated by eight years (Christine 

in 2013 and Sory in 2021). This duplication is attributable to standard telecommunications 

practices in Burkina Faso, where mobile numbers are frequently changed by users and 

routinely recycled by operators. Under national regulations, prepaid SIM cards that remain 

inactive for three to six months are deactivated, wiped, and reallocated to the retail market. 

Given the eight-year interval and the high turnover driven by a predominantly prepaid market, 

it is highly probable that the original number was disconnected and subsequently reassigned. 

Furthermore, in instances where a household lacks a dedicated telephone connection, the 

contact number of the biodigester enterprise or local agent is frequently recorded as a proxy. 

 

3. FAR 01 and recommendations were addressed, see tab baseline stove usage on how this was 

treated. Data management was improved, see for instance the duplicate checks in column O 

of the database. Kobo forms are available. 

4. Data in the period 2013 to 2022 was collected in the format is MM/DD/YY. Starting in 2023 

PNB switched to a new datacollect tool which uses the date format DD/MM/YY. This has led 

to issues with the data analysis. Column M in the ER sheet SCF 2023-2025 DB is updated with 

an conversion formula to ensure that all dates are in DD/MM/YYYY format for the analysis. 

Documentation provided by CME  

ER sheet 

DOE Assessment  Date:  20/05/2026 
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1. The verification team reviewed the clarification provided by the AP regarding the 

inconsistencies identified between the MP01 and MS01 activity databases. The AP clarified 

that the biodigester project code is the primary unique identifier and that differences in client 

names may arise due to spelling variations or differences between the registered owner and 

surveyed user. However, the verification team notes that the inconsistencies were identified 

in the activity databases submitted for MP01 and MS01, and not in the survey records. Certain 

project codes included in the MP01 database could not be traced in the MS01 database. The 

screenshot of such project codes is provided below for reference.  

 
 

In addition, the following unique identification numbers as per the "SCF 2023-2025 DB" of 

MS01 cannot be found in "SCF 2021-2022 DB" of MP01 database.  

1. Cent/2016/24 

2. Nord_ENC/2020/009 

3. CeOu_CNBG/2021/002  

4. CeNo/2022/119 

Therefore, the finding remains open. 

2. The AP clarified that duplicate contact numbers arise due to the use of biodigester codes as 

the primary unique identifier in the database. The same telephone number may be reassigned 

over time due to SIM recycling practices in Burkina Faso, and in some cases, proxy numbers 

of enterprises or local agents are used where household numbers are unavailable. 

The VVB notes that the explanation is reasonable and context-specific. The provided example 

also shows a significant time gap between entries, supporting the likelihood of number 

reassignment rather than data duplication. The issue is satisfactorily clarified and the finding 

is closed. 

3. The kobo forms have not been submitted to the AT. The finding remains open. 

4. The AP explained that the discrepancy arose due to different date formats used in MP01 

(MM/DD/YY) and MS01 (DD/MM/YY) after the introduction of a new data collection tool. 

Column M of the ER sheet has been updated with a conversion formula to standardize all 

dates in DD/MM/YY format. 

The VVB reviewed the revised ER sheet and confirmed that the installation dates are now 

consistently harmonized across datasets, ensuring comparability between monitoring periods 

and resolving the identified issue. Finding is closed. 

CME response Date: 01/06/2026 

1. This is now addressed. The database has been compared with the MP1 database, the duplicates 

removed in that verification, the list removed in our database. Please refer to: 

• Sheet DB and MP1 comparison – checks if all MP1 DB and MP1 surveyed units are in the 

2023/2024 DB.  Row B all MP1 database units, row C check if in Mp2/3 DB, row F all MP1 

surveyed units, row G check if in MP2/3 database 

o Row C finding: unit Sahe/2015/174 and CeOu_FN/2018/047 is a duplicate, but was 

included in MP1, thus MP1 was over credited. In sheet ER calculations the ERs from 

that units have been subtracted from the ER claim, see cell J44:46. Note that 

CeOu_FN/2018/047 also appears in column G, but that is not an issue as units can 

only be removed once. 

o e.g. if True, it means it is in the MP2/3 database and footnote 16 in the MR 
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o  
• Column C in 2-2023-2024 and 2025 sheet. Checks if the units are in the DB. If not it is in the 

removed unit list. In the case of 2023-24, accidentally samples were drawn from the 

reconsolidated database, that is it included duplicates, in the case of 2025, samples was 

from the cleaned database. In the case of 2023-2024, 9 samples are duplicates, these have 

been removed. See sheet removed units 2023-2024 

3. the kobo forms are attached to the email. The file size is over 1 GB 

Documentation provided by CME  

ER sheet  

MR v1.2 

Kobo forms 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02/06/2026 

1. The AP submitted additional reconciliation checks through the sheets “DB and MP1 

comparison”, and “Removed Units 2023-2024”, in the ER sheet demonstrating the 

comparison between the MP01 and MS01/MS02 databases and identifying duplicate project 

activity units. 

The submitted evidence confirms that the discrepancies identified during the assessment 

have been addressed. The AP has also demonstrated that duplicate units identified from the 

previous monitoring period have been removed from the database and corresponding 

emission reductions have been adjusted conservatively in the ER calculation sheet where 

applicable. 

Based on the review of the revised database and supporting reconciliation checks, the 

inconsistencies identified between the MP01 and MS01 databases have been adequately 

addressed. Therefore, the finding is closed. 

3. The AP has submitted the Kobo forms. The VVB reviewed the submitted forms on a sample 

basis and verified that the information captured is consistent with the database and 

corresponding survey records. The finding is closed.  

 

CAR from this verification 

CAR ID  01 Section no. I “General Activity Information”  Date: 08-05-2026 

Description of CAR 

1. In Section I “General Activity Information” of the MRs, the applied methodology version is 

mentioned as Version 1.3. However, the applied methodology for the activity is “Biodigesters 

and Biogas Cookstoves in Burkina Faso” Version 1.41. The CME is requested to correct this 

inconsistency and revise the MR accordingly. 

CME response Date: 14-05-2026 

1. This is now updated to v1.5 

Documentation provided by CME  

MR v1.1 

DOE Assessment  Date:  20-05-2026 
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1. The AP updated the applied methodology version in Section I of the MR, correcting it to 

Version 1.5. The VVB confirmed that the revised MR now consistently reflects the correct 

methodology version. Closed. 

 

CAR ID  02 Section no. II “Monitored Data” of the 

MR 

Date: 08-05-2026 

Description of CAR 

1. For the parameter “Cumulative number of activity devices (combination of biodigester and 

biogas-using cookstove) of batch j commissioned up to year y (number)” under Description 

Type [biodigesters], Batch [N/A], the value reported for year 2024 in the MR is 11,119. 

However, in the ER calculation sheet tab: “ER calculation”, cell G26, the total number of 

biodigesters for 2024 is reported as 11,199. The CME is requested to correct this 

inconsistency between the MR and ER calculation sheet. 

CME response Date: 16/05/2026 

The CAR mentions an inconsistency between 2 similar values. However, a difference was noted, 

and the MR is now updated with the correct value. 

Documentation provided by CME  

- 

DOE Assessment  Date:  20-05-2026 

1. The VVB verified the revised MR and confirmed that the value now aligns with the ER 

calculation sheet, ensuring consistency across documents. Closed. 

 

CAR ID  03 Section no. ER calculation sheet Date: 08-05-2026 

Description of CAR 

1. As per the Footnote 3 of the MR template, “For households that have more than one 

improved cookstove, credits can only be claimed for one stove.” The AT observed that 

emission reductions have been claimed for those project activity units with the same client 

details. The AP is requested to clarify how cases of multiple stoves within the same household 

have been addressed in the ER calculation during the current monitoring period, and to 

provide evidence that credits were claimed in compliance with the “one stove per 

household”.  

2. The tab, “SCF ER” of the ER calculation sheet, denotation, definition, and units of the 

parameters shall be as per Section 7 of the applied methodology. 

3. In tab, “SCF ER” of the ER calculation sheet, the definition of Bf,y,j parameter shall be as per 

Section 7 of the applied methodology. 

4. During the comparison of the MP01 and current monitoring period ER calculation sheets, 

inconsistencies were identified in the annual installed units and cumulative units constructed 

for the years 2013–2022. 

As per the MP01 ER sheet, the cumulative number of units constructed up to year 2022 is 

reported as 12,039 units. However, in the current monitoring period, the ER sheet, tab: 

“Usage rate”, the cumulative number of units constructed up to year 2022 is reported as 

12,209 units. Similar inconsistencies were also identified in the annual unit installation values 

for the years 2013–2022. 

The CME is requested to clarify the reason for the revision of historical installation values and 

provide supporting evidence/justification for the updated annual and cumulative unit records 

applied in the current monitoring period ER sheet. 

CME response Date: 16/05/2026 
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1. There are no instances of more than 1 biogas stove per household. A duplicate check was 

performed, please see column O in the database. If client names can be the same, it is 

common that there are people with similar names. Again, the unique identifier is the serial 

number 

2. Updated 

3. Updated 

4. A copy error was made which resulted in the different values. This is now addressed and 

the number of units, up to 2022 are indeed 12039, see sheet ER database cell H3. Or sheet 

usage rate E15. 

Documentation provided by CME  

- 

DOE Assessment  Date:  20-05-2026 

1. The verification team reviewed the clarification provided by the AP and the duplicate check applied 

in column “O” of the database. However, during the comparative assessment of the MP01 and MS01 

databases, the verification team identified instances where two project devices (with two unique serial 

number) belong to one household. 

For example: 

• In the MP01 database, client name “Bayili Nebila Tiouegnien” is associated with project code 

“CeOu/2018/142” with installation date 21/11/2018.  

• In the MS01 database, the same client name “Bayili Nebila Tiouegnien”, with the same 

address and phone number as that of recorded in MP01 database, is associated with a 

different project code “BoMo_EECS/2023/106” with installation date 06/06/2023.  

The verification team notes that the household details remain same such as name, phone number, 

address, in both databases, indicating the same household, while two different project serial numbers 

indicate that more than one project device is associated with the same household. Therefore, the AP 

is requested to further clarify how such cases have been addressed in the ER calculation and 

demonstrate compliance with Footnote 3 of the MR template regarding “one stove per household”. 

Hence, the finding remains open. 

2. The verification team reviewed the revised ER calculation sheet and observed that, for the 

parameter “CO2 emission factor of fuel type f that is substituted or reduced”, the notation used in tab 

“SCF ER” is “EFbaseline fuel”. Similarly, for the parameter “Non-CO2 emission factor of fuel type f 

that is substituted or reduced”, the notation used is “Non CO2 EF”. However, as per Section 7 of the 

applied methodology, the respective parameter notations shall be 

𝐸𝐹𝐶𝑂2,𝑓 and 𝐸𝐹𝑁𝑜𝑛−𝐶𝑂2,𝑓. The AP is requested to ensure that all denotations, definitions, and units of 

the parameters in tab “SCF ER” are fully aligned with Section 7 of the applied methodology. 

Therefore, the finding remains open. 

3. The ER sheet has been updated to align the definition of parameter Bf,y,j with Section 7 of the 

applied methodology, and the VVB confirmed the correction. Finding closed. 

4. In the revised ER sheet, tab “SCF 2023-2025 DB”, 12,039 has been recorded for the period from 

01/11/2013 to 29/12/2022. However, for the period from 2023 to 2025, PP is requested to provide 

the supporting evidence to verify the installations records during this period. Open.  

CME response Date: 01/06/2026 

1. CeOu/2018/142 and  BoMo_EECS/2023/106 are 2 digesters serving one large family. In 

MP2 accidentally CeOu/2018/142 was removed, and not BoMo_EECS/2023/106 as 

duplicate. This has been rectified. Additional clarification the checks can be found in CL5 

2. This is now updated as per request. PE is calculated as per equation 7. 

3. closed 

4. Consistent with the project's operational design, the physical ownership certificates and contracts 

are handed over to the farmers and remain on-site. Therefore, physical copies are not stored at the 

central office. 
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However, as established and approved by the assessment team during the previous verification 

(Monitoring Period 2021-2022, specifically under CAR 06), the definitive supporting evidence for 

installation records and operational start dates are the digital timestamped field records.  

Installation data is collected digitally. Construction enterprises record the 'Date fin travaux' (End of 

Works) and other installation details immediately upon completion using the KoboCollect 

application. These digital records are verified by the technical team, validated via the Call Center, 

and integrated into the central master database (BioBase).  

During the previous verification, the assessment team explicitly accepted the System Logs 

(Screenshots) from the central BioBase as valid 'inspection logs' and 'timestamped field records' to 

verify installation dates. To verify the installations for the 2023-2025 period, we have provided a 

representative sample of these digital system logs (BioBase screenshots) in the evidence folder, 

maintaining the exact evidentiary standard approved previously."  

Documentation provided by CME  

ER sheet 

Biobased screenshots 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

1. The revised database was reviewed, and VVB confirmed that project code 

BoMo_EECS/2023/106 has been removed from the database and is no longer considered in 

the ER calculation. Therefore, the finding is closed. 

2. The AP confirmed that the parameter denotations in tab “SCF ER” have been updated as 

requested and aligned with the applied methodology, with the emission reductions 

calculation now based on Equation 7. 

The VVB reviewed the revised ER calculation sheet and verified that the parameter notations, 

definitions, and units in tab “SCF ER” are now consistent with Section 7 of the applied 

methodology, including the correct representation of 𝐸𝐹𝐶𝑂2,𝑓 and 𝐸𝐹𝑁𝑜𝑛−𝐶𝑂2,𝑓. The finding is 

closed. 

3. Upon assessment of the revised ER calculation sheet titled “28 May26 PNB 2023_2025 MR 

ER file test.xlsx”, it was observed that in tab “SCF ER“ the units of the parameters NpHH, 

Bf,y,j, fNRB, and BEy are still not fully aligned with Section 7 of the applied methodology. We 

raised this issue in the previous rounds as well; however, in the most recent submission from 

the PP (2nd of June 2026), the same issue mentioned has been repeated.  

The AP is requested to ensure that the denotations, definitions, and units of all the parameters 

in the “SCF ER” tab shall be fully in line (as it is) with Section 7 of the applied methodology. 

Furthermore, no modifications to units or values already reviewed and verified in previous 

review rounds should be made unless supported by a justified correction or an identified 

discrepancy.OPEN. 

4. The AP clarified that installation data is recorded digitally through the KoboCollect application 

at the time of completion of construction (“Date fin travaux”) and subsequently validated 

through internal quality control procedures before being integrated into the central BioBase 

database.  The AP submitted the file titled “Biobase2025_2024_2023.docx”, which contains 

sample screenshots extracted from the BioBase system for installations carried out during 

2023, 2024, and 2025. The submitted evidence was reviewed and found to be consistent 

with the installation records reported in the tab “SCF 2023-2025 DB” in the ER calculation 

sheet. Therefore, the finding is closed. 

CME response Date: 05/06/2026 

3. The CME observed the same. Now, this has been addressed and also an appropriate header 

is include indicating parameter/description/unit and value. See  ER database v1.2 

Documentation provided by CME  
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DOE Assessment  Date: 06-06-2026 

The VVB reviewed ER sheet v1.2 and confirmed that the denotations, definitions, and units of the 

parameters in the “SCF ER” tab have been revised and are now consistent with Section 7 of the 

applied methodology. The finding is closed. 

 

CAR ID  04 Section no. Pending Documents Date: 08-05-2026 

Description of CAR 

1. Evidence for random sample selection for usage survey. 

2. Project Survey forms 

3. English version of the submitted documents:  

a. Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage_mai 2026.pdf 

b. Rapport de démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2.pdf 

c. Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone.pdf 

4. Training records related to enumerators, monitoring personnel, and/or survey 

implementation teams involved in data collection activities for the current monitoring period, 

demonstrating competency and training of personnel. 

5. Evidence for no double registration.  

CME response Date: 16/05/2026 

1. See the file Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage (random sampling) 

2. This will be shared in due time. We assume the DOE is requested the filled in forms, as the 

form (the questionnaire) is already shared (annex to the rapport de demarrage) 

3. English versions are not available of these documents. The Burkina Faso national language 

is French and there is no SCF requirement for contracted non carbon consultants to deliver 

their work in English. At request the documents could be machine translated 

4. This was already included in the shared reports: 

 

Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone.pdf (Primary Source) 

This document is the dedicated training report for the data collection agents and contains the most 

comprehensive details about how the training was executed and how surveyors were evaluated. 

• This report is specifically focused on the training of the data collection agents.  

• It details the actual training methodology used, which included theoretical sessions in a 

classroom setting and practical field visits.  

• The document outlines the daily training agenda, including modules on the KoboCollect 

tool, ethical principles, and role-playing simulations.  

• It provides the final evaluation of the surveyors' competencies based on their participation 

and practical exercises.  

• It includes the final selection results, allocating 11 surveyors for field data collection and 4 

surveyors for telephone data collection.  

 

Rapport de démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2.pdf (Secondary Source) 

This inception report contains the initial planning and proposed methodology for recruiting and 

training the surveyors before the mission began. 

• It includes a specific section outlining the plan for the training and mobilization of the 

surveyors.  

• It defines the planned two-step methodology for the training, consisting of a theoretical 

classroom phase and a practical field phase.  

• It details the recruitment strategy and the academic criteria required for selecting the 

surveyors.  

 



 

Verification Report Template for Biodigesters and Biogas Cookstoves: Version 1.0 Page 55 of 71 Official Use Only 

Documentation provided by CME  

Project survey forms 

Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage (random sampling) 

DOE Assessment  Date:  20-05-2026 

1. The verification team reviewed the document “Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage 

(random sampling)” submitted by the AP. However, the supporting evidence demonstrating 

the actual random sample selection performed using STATA software, such as the Excel 

sheet, or related evidence as referenced in Section II of the MR, has not been submitted. 

Therefore, the finding remains open.  

2. AP shall submit all the survey forms. Findings based on the few of the submitted survey forms 

are provided in CAR 05, Further observations shall be reported upon receipt of complete 

monitoring survey forms. The finding remains open.  

3. AP is requested to submit the translated version of the referred document. Open. 

4. The AP referred to the documents “Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone.pdf” and 

“Rapport de démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2.pdf” as evidence for 

training and competency assessment of enumerators and monitoring personnel. However, 

since translated versions of these documents have not yet been submitted, the verification 

team is unable to fully assess the adequacy of the training and competency arrangements. 

Therefore, this finding remains open. 

CME response Date: 01/06/2026 

1. Please refer to CL2.3 for the documentation 

2. All survey forms are now available in the folder evidence 

3. Machine translated version of the documents are now included in the folder evidences 

4. This is also attached, in the machine translated version 

5. See no double counting evidence in the folder evidences 

Documentation provided by CME  

20251113 CME_double_counting_declaration signed 

2023 2024-koboforms (compressed folder) 

2025-koboforms (compressed folder) 

Rapport de démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2_machine translated 

Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage_mai 2026_machine translated 

Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone_machine translated 

Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone_v2 with trainees 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

1. The AP has submitted the document “Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage_mai 

2026_machine translated.pdf” along with the supporting Excel file containing the random 

sample selection records generated for the monitoring survey. The submitted evidence was 

reviewed and found sufficient to demonstrate the random sample selection process applied 

for the usage survey. Therefore, the finding is closed 

2. The VVB reviewed a sample of survey forms for the 2023–2024 and 2025 periods and found 

them consistent with the reported data. Finding closed.  

3. The AP has submitted the English versions of the following documents: 

a. Note_méthodologique_échantillonnage_mai 2026_machine translated.pdf  

b. Rapport de formation_Enquête carbone_machine translated.pdf 

c. Rapport de démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2_machine 

translated.pdf 
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The submitted translations were reviewed and found sufficient for assessment purposes. 

Therefore, the finding is closed. 

4. The AP has submitted the translated versions of the documents “Rapport de 

formation_Enquête carbone_machine translated.pdf” and “Rapport de 

démarrage_Enquête_carbone_DONALD SERVICES-2_machine translated.pdf”. The 

submitted documents were reviewed and found sufficient to assess the training and 

competency arrangements of the enumerators and monitoring personnel involved in the 

monitoring survey. Therefore, the finding is closed. 

5. The AP has submitted the declaration for no double registration titled "20251113 

CME_double_counting_declaration signed.pdf". The submitted declaration was reviewed 

and found satisfactory. Therefore, the finding is closed. 

 

 

CAR ID  05 Section no. Survey form Date: 19-05-

2026 

Description of CAR 

Findings on Survey form: 

1. The digester code/serial number is considered the primary unique identifier for each 

installation. However, the completed monitoring survey forms submitted for the current 

monitoring period do not record the unique serial number/project code of the end-user 

during the monitoring survey.  

Further, in the ER calculation sheet under tabs “2023-2024” and “2025”, unique serial 

numbers/project codes are included and used for the identification of project activity units. 

Therefore, the AP is requested to clarify how the monitored survey data has been linked and 

traced to the corresponding project activity units in the absence of unique serial 

numbers/project codes in the completed survey forms and provide supporting evidence for 

the same. 

2. During the assessment of the monitoring survey forms and ER calculation sheet, the 

verification team observed that, for the end-user “ZANGO BOANEBA HAROUNA” (phone 

number: 75376382), the response to question “III.2.2_Veuillez nous indiquer la date à 

laquelle le bio digesteur a cessé de fonctionner” in the monitoring survey form indicates the 

date as “2026-01-31”. However, in the ER calculation sheet, tab “2023-2024”, this 

information is not reflected in the ER sheet. The AP is requested to clarify this inconsistency 

and explain how non-operational biodigesters identified through the monitoring survey have 

been considered in the ER calculation for the current monitoring period. 

3. During the assessment of the monitoring survey forms and ER calculation sheet, the 

verification team observed that, for the end-user “KABORE ZORE LAMOUSSA” (phone 

number: 60754220), the response to question “II.27_bis_Quantité de bouse pouvant être 

mobilisée en kg/jour” in the monitoring survey form indicates the date as “700”. However, in 

the ER calculation sheet, tab “2023-2024”, this value for this question is mentioned as 40 

(cell AM186) in the ER sheet. 

4. Biodigester size of the following serial numbers are inconsistent between the project 

records of the database and survey, but not limited to:  

CeOu/2015/10,CeOu_FN/2016/091,CeOu_FN/2013/210,CeEs/2015/45,CeOu_FN/2014/104, 

CeOu_FN/2014/038,CeEs/2013/067,HaBa/2014/016,CeNo/2021/053,BoMo_EECS/2021/164

,CeNo/2022/110, BoMo_EECS/2021/135, CeOu/2013/258, Est-ATT/2015/44, Sahe/2018/159, 

Sahe/2017/213, Sahe/2018/310, Sahe/2018/237, Sahe/2015/086, Sahe/2015/140, 

Est/2014/68, Est/2014/114, BoMo_EECS/2019/122, BOUM/2014/34, CeOu/2015/38, 

CeNo/2014/007, CeOu_FN/2014/011, Sahe/2014/133, CeOu/2013/294, Sahe/2014/193, 

Sahe/2013/126, Sahe/2014/008, Sahe/2016/357, Est/2014/65, Sahe/2017/190, 

BoMo/2014/137, HaBa/2015/010, BoMo/2013/269,BoMo/2014/411, BoMo/2014/292, 
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BoMo/2014/187, BoMo/2016/245, BoMo/2016/159, BOUM/2014/36, Sahe/2015/052, 

Sahe/2016/001, Sahe/2016/257, CeOu/2014/32 

CME response Date:  01-06-2026 

1. Please refer to column AG in the sheets of each survey respectively  

2. This question was accidentally removed and now included in the ER sheet. However, when 

digesters are not in operation, households return to using their baseline stove technology. 

To account for that, the usage rate has been adjusted with the ratio of downtime in total MP 

period. This is calculated by: 

• (A) Total technology days in an MP (= length of month n in days * digester population at 

end of month N) for all the months n in the MP. 

• (B) Downtime: Average days out of operation (average number of days functioning 

plants not functioning in MP 

• (C) Total days functioning plants out of operation =units installed at end of MP * usage 

rate *downtime. The end of MP units in operation is taken, which is conservative, as the 

average number of plants in the MP is lower. 

• (D) Total days with full functionality: A-C 

• (F) ratio functioning plants in operation: A/D 

• (G) adjusted usage rate: calculated usage rate * F 

See sheet usage rate cell C34:E40. The adjusted usage rate is used for the ER calculation, 

and referenced in the sheet conservative check. For the sample size calculations however, 

the non-adjusted rate is used, as the units temporarily out of operation are in operation 

during the MP  

3. Koboforms are the primary data collection tool, after data collection data is exported to excel 

and based on that QA/QC is conducted by the survey consultant. An outlier, which the 700 

kg obviously is, is flagged, and adjusted if necessary, by following up with the household. 

The value is adjusted in the kobo form for this specific case. 

4. In CAR5.1 the DOE mentioned that the serial numbers could not be located. However this 

request specifically pertains the serial numbers. As previously discussed and resolved 

during the MP 2021-2022 verification (specifically under CL 05 of the previous verification 

report) , these discrepancies in biodigester sizes between the project database and the 

survey records are a known occurrence in field conditions. Consistent with our findings in 

the previous monitoring report (MR 2021-2022), these inconsistencies arise in instances 

where respondents cannot recall the exact digester size during the interview, or where 

physical documentation (such as warranty papers) has been lost over time, moreover during 

telephone surveys, enumerators are unable to check these papers.  

Following the exact corrective approach approved by the assessment team in the previous 

verification, we have verified the values against the master database and corrected them in 

the survey sheets (2023-2024 and 2025) to ensure accuracy. Furthermore, as established 

previously, there is no impact on the Emission Reduction (ER) calculations, because 

digester size is not a parameter utilized in the ER calculations. It should be noted, that as a 

result of this, the m3 value does not match with the kobo collect forms shared with the DOE. 

In the sheet 2023-2024 and 2025 column AM a comparison was made with the database, 

and in all cases the values match with the DB.  

Documentation provided by CME  

 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

1. The response refers to column AG in the survey sheets; however, this does not address the 

concern that the unique serial number/project code was not recorded in the completed 

monitoring survey forms during data collection. The absence of the unique identifier in the 

survey forms limits the traceability of the monitored data to the corresponding project activity 

units and does not demonstrate how the linkage between the survey responses and the 
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project database was established at the time of monitoring. The AP shall provide justification 

for omitting the unique serial number/project code from the survey forms and demonstrate, 

with supporting evidence, how the survey records were accurately linked to the respective 

project activity units. OPEN. 

2. Upon review of the revised ER sheet, the date “2026-01-31” for the end-user “ZANGO 

BOANEBA HAROUNA” (phone number: 75376382) could not be traced in the ER calculation 

sheet. Therefore, the linkage between the monitoring survey records and the corresponding 

treatment of the non-operational biodigester in the ER calculation remains unclear. Further, 

the calculation of the parameter "Average days out of operation of units in operation" in tab 

“usage rate” in the revised ER sheet, has been performed using the formula 

=AVERAGEIF(AU:AU,"Oui",CN2:CN252), where AU represents the current operational status 

and CN represents the “duree_hors_serviceJour” (duration out of service in days). However, 

the basis for the values recorded in column CN and their linkage to the survey responses has 

not been demonstrated and could not be traced from survey form also. It is unclear how 

averaging the downtime for units currently marked as functional ("Oui") appropriately reflects 

the downtime of project activity units during the monitoring period. The AP shall clarify the 

calculation approach used to derive the downtime values and demonstrate that the calculation 

approach is consistent with the applied methodology and accurately reflects periods of non-

operation during the monitoring period.  OPEN. 

3. The AP clarified that the value of 700 kg/day recorded in the monitoring survey form was 

identified as an outlier during the QA/QC process and subsequently corrected following a 

follow-up with the household. The updated KoboCollect record reflecting the revised value 

has been submitted and reviewed by the verification team. 

Based on the evidence provided, the revision from 700 kg/day to 40 kg/day has been 

adequately justified and traced in the ER calculation sheet. Therefore, the finding is closed. 

4. The response provided by the AP has been reviewed. The reference made to CAR 5(1) is 

noted. However, CAR 5(1) relates to the absence of the project code/serial number in the 

completed monitoring survey forms and the traceability of survey responses to project activity 

units in the ER calculation sheet. Please refer to the assessment provided under CAR 5(1). 

With respect to the inconsistencies in biodigester size between the monitoring survey records 

and the project activity database, the AP has stated that the survey values were corrected 

based on the master database and that similar observations were raised during the previous 

verification. However, the acceptance of a similar issue during a previous verification does not 

establish a precedent for future monitoring periods. The monitoring survey is expected to 

collect accurate information from activity participants and include appropriate quality control 

measures to ensure the reliability of the recorded data. 

While respondents may not always recall the exact biodigester size, trained enumerators 

should verify key project information using available supporting evidence, such as installation 

contracts, ownership certificates, service records, warranty documents, or other project 

records wherever available. The observed discrepancies indicate weaknesses in the data 

collection and validation process applied during the monitoring survey. 

As biodigester size is not currently used in the ER calculation, no material impact on the 

emission reductions claimed has been identified for the current monitoring period. However, 

the recurring inconsistencies indicate a systematic issue in the monitoring process which 

requires corrective action. Accordingly, the CAR is downgraded to a Forward Action 

Request (FAR). Therefore, the finding is closed for the current monitoring period. However, 

for actions required in future monitoring periods, please refer to FAR 01. 

CME response Date: 05/06/2026 

1. This is because the biodigester code is a preloaded information and therefore does not 

directly appear as a manually entered variable in the Kobo forms. The biodigester code 

included on the sample sheet provided to the enumerator is linked to the variable “num”, 

which corresponds to the biodigester order number on the sample list assigned to the 

enumerator. Once the enumerator enters this order number in the questionnaire, the 

corresponding biodigester code is automatically displayed at the question: “II.21_bis_Veuillez 
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confirmer que le code du biodigesteur tel que mentionné sur la liste de l'échantillon est …” 

This mechanism allows the enumerator to simply confirm that the displayed biodigester code 

matches the respondent being interviewed, thereby ensuring that the correct household is 

surveyed. Please find screenshots of the questionnaire as well as a short video demonstrating 

the process explained above in the evidence folder.  

2. The survey consultant clarified that this variable was intentionally removed from the cleaned 

dataset. Only a very small proportion of respondents were able to provide approximate dates. 

Enumerators reported that this was a difficult question for respondents because they were 

asked to provide a specific date while there was no “Don’t know” option available. For 

completeness, this variable is reintroduced to the survey form. For the particular case 

mentioned by the DOE as screenshot is taken (column BJ contains the question: 

not_fonctional_date (meaning, date since when the digester stopped operating): 

 
Digesters not functioning, but did for a period during the MP, generated ERs due to fuel 

displacement. This however is not accounted for in the ER calculations, which is conservative. 

The survey consultant clarified that the response actually appears in the shared survey forms. 

However, it is only displayed when the answer to the following question is “Yes”: 

“III.16.1_Le biodigesteur a-t-il été hors service (en arrêt) à un moment donné entre 2023 et 

2024?” 

 

As a result, the variable “duree_hors_serviceJour” is conditionally displayed and only 

captured for respondents who confirmed that the biodigester had been out of service during 

the reference period. 

 

It is therefore not calculated based on the question “Nombre de mois d'utilisation du foyer 

double au cours de l'année 2023/2024”. 

 

For example if the answer is yes, this appears: 

 

 
 

If the answer is no, then this appears: 
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For all cases where non is answered, the value is 0, 0 days out of operation during the MP 

The methodology unfortunately does not provide guidance on this and defines functionality 

as Share of households with functional biodigesters and biogas stoves of batch j in year y 

(percentage). That question is asked in: 

 

Where the answer is either yes = functional or no= not functional. However, some of these 

functional plants, are not working 100% of time, due obvious farm related reasons as outlined 

in detail in the previous rounds and also as per DOE finding in the field.  

 

Therefore, it would be appropriate to adjust the usage rate with the percentage of time the 

digester did not work. In absence of any methodological guidance, under CDM, gold standard 

or Paris aligned methodology, the CME had to revert to other projects that do apply this 

adjustment. The carbon consultant has developed a method for other projects, namely, the 

voluntary Gold standard project, GSF Registry: African Biogas Carbon Programme (ABC) - 

Kenya - VPA001 (and VPA06 and VPA03. That project applies a slightly different calculation, 

namely.   

 

1- Sum of all days out of operation in MP / (days in MP * usage rate) 

 

And 

 

 
 

Given the precedent this has shaped, absence of any methodological guidance, and given 

that the same DOE has verified this project 4 or 5 years ago, and all DOE’s since, this same 

this method has now been applied: 

https://registry.goldstandard.org/projects/details/1644
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This method is more intuitive that the one shared in round 2 and therefore adopted. The MR 

is updated accordingly as it changed the ER value. 

Documentation provided by CME  

 

DOE Assessment  Date: 06-06-2026 

1. The VVB reviewed the additional evidence, including screenshots and the demonstration 

video, and confirmed that the biodigester code is preloaded within the KoboCollect Survey 

tool and automatically linked through the enumerator-assigned sample number. However, as 

the submitted survey forms do not display biodigester codes, the DOE could not fully trace 

raw survey records to the corresponding entries in the survey tabs of ER calculation sheet, to 

ensure complete traceability in future verifications, finding no. 1 of CAR ID:05 has been 

converted as a FAR. Kindly refer to FAR ID:02 in Appendix 1. 

2. The VVB reviewed the equations and values applied for the calculation of the adjusted usage 

rate. It is verified that the revised approach for accounting for periods of non-operation has 

been transparently documented in the MR, conservatively applied in the ER calculations, and 

adequately justified; therefore, the finding is closed. 

 

On-site assessment finding: 

CL ID  06 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL  

1. During the on-site assessment, the documentary evidence to verify the 

installation/commissioning dates for the project activity units with codes “NORD/2024/006”, 

“NORD/2024/011”, and “NORD/2024/009” was found unavailable, and, thus, the related 

verification could not be concluded.  

However, as per the assessment of the submitted monitoring survey forms, only found recorded 

with the year of installation across the entire survey records. 

The CME is required to substantiate the basis/source of the installation year (biodigester 

implementation dates) recorded in the monitoring survey forms and the database with supporting 

evidence. 

2. For the codes BoMo_EECS/2022/062, BoMo_EECS/2022/053, CeOu/2018/118, and 

BoMo_EECS/2022/113, the survey records indicate, “Nous n'utilisons plus du tout notre ancien 

foyer” (“We no longer use our old stove at all”) regarding the use of pre-activity devices. 

However, during site visits and interviews with the beneficiaries, the Verification Team (VT) 

confirmed that the households associated with these codes were still using pre-activity devices 
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to cook 1–2 meals per day. The CME is required to clarify these inconsistencies and demonstrate 

how continued use of pre-activity devices has been accounted for in ER calculation.   

CME response Date: 31/05/2026 

1. Consistent with the precedent established and approved during the previous verification (MP 2021-

2022, CL 05), it is a known field reality that beneficiaries often cannot recall exact historical dates 

during a retrospective interview, particularly when physical ownership certificates have been 

misplaced. Consequently, the monitoring survey forms typically only capture the year of installation 

as a best-effort approximation based on the respondent's recall.  

Because retrospective surveys rely on memory, they are not the primary source for the exact 

installation dates recorded in the Activity Database. As formally approved by the assessment team 

during the previous verification (MP 2021-2022, CAR 06), the definitive basis and source for the exact 

installation dates are the digital, timestamped field records.  

Installation data is captured digitally via the KoboCollect application by the construction enterprise 

immediately upon the physical completion of the unit ('Date fin travaux'). These timestamped records 

are validated by the Call Center and permanently stored in the central master database (BioBase). 

To substantiate the exact implementation dates for the specific units cited (NORD/2024/006, 

NORD/2024/011, and NORD/2024/009), we have extracted and provided their definitive digital 

system logs (BioBase screenshots) in the evidence folder, maintaining the exact evidentiary standard 

approved previously. 

2. This was a retrospective survey. Most of the questions referred to a very specific reference period 

(e.g. 2023/2024 or 2025, depending on the MP). The observed differences may therefore result from 

the fact that the enumerator asked the questions while maintaining a focus on the reference period, 

whereas the verification visit may have captured the beneficiaries’ current practices. 

In addition, the question regarding the use of the old stove is strongly linked to other questions 

concerning biogas utilization. It is therefore important that respondents are properly situated within 

the relevant timeframe during the interview. 

Continued use of the pre-activity devices for all surveyed hh, is captured in the parameter  

𝜇y,j  consistent with the methodology. 

Documentation provided by CME  

biobase evidences visited plants 

DOE Assessment Date: 02-06-2026 

1. Based on the CME’s response, it is noted that the installation dates in the activity database 

cannot be verified by any third party during the on-site visit. They are timestamped records 

validated by the Call Center and permanently stored in the central master database 

(BioBase). The installation dates of the codes, NORD/2024/006, NORD/2024/011, and 

NORD/2024/009 have been cross-checked against the Biobase2025_2024_2023.docx and 

found to be consistent. Hence, the finding is closed.  

2. The AP explained that the monitoring survey was conducted as a retrospective survey, where 

responses were collected with reference to a specific monitoring period (2023/2024 or 2025 

depending on the MP). It was further noted that differences between survey responses and 

site visit observations may arise because beneficiaries were interviewed with a focus on the 

defined reference period, whereas the verification visit may reflect current cooking practices. 

The AP also indicated that continued use of pre-activity devices is captured within the 

relevant ER parameter and is linked with other survey questions related to biogas usage, 

ensuring it is reflected in the ER calculation. 

The VVB acknowledges the explanation provided regarding temporal differences between 

survey responses and verification observations, and confirms that continued use of pre-
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activity devices is considered within the ER calculation framework through the reported 

parameters. Hence, the finding is closed. 

 

CL ID  07 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

For the project activity unit with code “SuOu_GSBI/2024/002”, the monitoring survey record in tab 

“2025” cell AR32 in the ER sheet indicates the biodigester as functional. However, during the site 

visit, the unit was observed to be non-functional.  

Furthermore, the households reported that the operational status of the biodigesters is affected by 

factors such as insufficient feeding due to seasonal shortage of cow dung, structural water availability 

issues, and inadequate troubleshooting capacity at the household level.   

The CME is required to clarify how the operational status observed during the site visit aligns with the 

monitored usage rate applied in the ER calculation, and demonstrate how non-functional biodigesters 

are identified, monitored, and excluded from ER calculation, where applicable. 

CME response Date: 31/05/2026 

1.  The observed discrepancy between the survey record and the site visit observation is a direct 

result of the temporal difference between the analytical reference period and the audit date. The 

monitoring survey is strictly retrospective, evaluating the operational status exclusively during the 

specific monitoring periods (MS01: 2023-2024 and MS02: 2025). Conversely, the verification site 

visit captures the current operational status in May 2026. A biodigester that was functional at the 

close of the monitoring period may subsequently experience a temporary halt (e.g., due to the 

current dry season) by the time of the DOE visit. The current physical status does not invalidate the 

historical data for the crediting period.  

 

During the retrospective survey, if a plant was not in operation, it is recorded as such. Completely 

non-operational units are captured by the parameter SHH,y,j and are proportionally excluded from the 

ER calculation, strictly aligning with the methodology.  

 

Furthermore, the structural constraints cited by the households during the site visit (such as 

seasonal dung shortages, water availability, and troubleshooting capacity) are already inherently 

accounted for by the monitoring framework. To capture temporary outages caused by these exact 

constraints, the questionnaire explicitly records the number of days a plant was temporarily out of 

operation using the parameter duree_hors_serviceJour. As comprehensively detailed in our 

response to CAR5.2, these temporary downtime durations have been quantified and systematically 

discounted from the total operating days in the revised ER calculation sheet. By deducting these 

specific downtime days, the ER calculation mathematically guarantees that no credits are claimed 

during periods when the biodigesters are non-functional."  

Documentation provided by CME  

n/a – see CAR5.2 in the desk findings report on how we adjusted the usage rate based on this 

DOE Assessment Date: 02-06-2026 

The AP clarified that the monitoring survey was conducted retrospectively and reflects the 

operational status of biodigesters during the monitoring periods (MS01: 2023–2024 and MS02: 2025), 

whereas the site visit observations represent the status at the time of verification in May 2026. The 

VVB acknowledges that differences between the monitored status and the status observed during 

the site visit may arise due to changes occurring after the end of the monitoring period. 

The VVB reviewed the revised ER calculation sheet and confirmed that completely non-operational 

units are accounted for through the parameter SHH,y,j and are proportionally excluded from the ER 

calculation. Furthermore, temporary periods of non-operation are recorded through the parameter 
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duree_hors_serviceJour and are incorporated into the adjusted usage rate calculation by discounting 

the corresponding downtime from total operating days. 

Considering the constraints of the current verification timeline, the finding is accepted for the current 

monitoring period. The AP shall revise future survey forms to explicitly reference the applicable 

monitoring period and ensure that beneficiary responses can be clearly linked to the relevant 

monitoring timeframe. The implementation of this improvement shall be assessed by the VVB during 

the next verification. Closed.  

 

CL ID  08 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

During interviews with beneficiary households, it is noted that although training had been provided to 

the biodigester users, several households indicated the need for additional technical guidance to 

address operational breakdowns and improve biodigester maintenance practices. Furthermore, 

incorrect composting practices were observed in certain cases, resulting in insufficient compost 

production.  

The CME is required to clarify the training and follow-up mechanisms implemented during the current 

monitoring period to ensure proper operation, maintenance, and residue management of the 

biodigesters. 

CME response Date: 31/05/2026 

Independent Follow-up & Verification Mechanisms: The project's follow-up mechanisms are 

further enforced by an Independent Verification Agent (IVA) protocol implemented under the African 

Bio-digester Component (ABC) Programme. As part of this framework, an independent auditor 

(KPMG) executes a mandatory second verification between 12 to 14 months after the commissioning 

of the biodigesters. This independent assessment specifically verifies whether the digester is still 

technically operational and confirms "whether after sales services have been provided by the 

Enterprise" during that critical first year. To ensure proper residue management, this one-year 

verification also strictly monitors the use of bio-slurry, the amount of bio-slurry and bio-compost 

produced in kg per month, and the trading of bio-slurry. This ensures construction enterprises are 

held financially accountable for delivering post-installation technical guidance and maintenance. 

Because the Programme utilizes a Results-Based Financing (RBF) model, enterprises only receive 

their grant disbursements if KPMG successfully verifies both the ongoing technical functionality of 

the unit and the actual delivery of these after-sales services. Units rejected by the IVA due to technical 

failures result in withheld disbursements, ensuring a strict financial incentive for enterprises to 

maintain the digesters." 

Training and Capacity Building: The compost production training at the household level is a core 

program activity. A comprehensive three-day training session was organized in December 2025, 

specifically targeting the dissemination chain responsible for household-level support. The training 

covered: (i) biodigester operation and functioning; (ii) daily loading practices and correct dung-water 

viscosity; (iii) identification and resolution of common technical breakdowns; (iv) CEB composting 

techniques including pit construction, layering protocol, aeration, and maturation; and (v) effluent 

valorization. 

The training reached 30 participants, including 16 agents from regional directorates of the Ministry 

of Agriculture (MARAH/DRARAH), DDTB staff, and biodigester companies. These agents are strictly 

mandated to provide direct technical guidance and close support to biodigester households in their 

respective regions. The detailed training report detailing this capacity building is provided in the 

evidence folder." 

Documentation provided by CME  

- Rapport Formation des agents-sur le CEB OFVI VF BF  

- KPMG verification protocol and excel KPMG verified plants  

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 
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Documents are assessed, and the training programmes are found to be implemented to improve the 

performance of the project. Hence, the finding is closed. 

 

CL ID  09 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

During the site visit, households reported structural water availability issues, particularly in the 

northern region, affecting the continuous functioning of biodigesters. The CME is required to clarify 

how such operational constraints affecting biodigester functionality are considered within the 

monitoring framework and how non-operational periods are addressed during the determination of 

emission reductions for the current monitoring period. 

CME response Date: 31-05-2026 

The CME acknowledges the Verification Team's observation regarding structural constraints, such 

as water availability, and their impact on continuous functioning. 

While temporary non-operational periods were actively monitored during the field surveys (captured 

under the KoboCollect parameters hors_service, duree_hors_serviceJour, and reasons_hs), these 

temporary downtime durations were inadvertently omitted from the initial ER data analysis. This 

oversight has now been corrected. 

The survey data successfully tracks the specific reasons for these temporary outages. As 

documented in the raw data, the primary drivers include: technical problems (Problème technique), 

seasonal absence of livestock (Absence de bétail), voluntary halts in loading (Arrêt de chargement 

volontaire), household absence (Personne à la maison), and lack of time or high labor demands (Pas 

le temps pour utiliser le biodigesteur / Demande beaucoup de travail). Operational constraints like 

water scarcity directly trigger several of these issues—for example, making the daily loading process 

too labor-intensive or forcing herds to migrate away from the household during the dry season. 

Following a complete analysis of the duree_hors_serviceJour parameter, and to ensure emission 

reductions are strictly conservative and not overestimated, these calculated downtime durations have 

now been systematically discounted from the total operating days in the revised ER calculation sheet. 

The calculated ERs now fully account for these operational constraints. 

Documentation provided by CME  

CAR5.2 in desk review and ER sheet (shared with the desk review findings) 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

The ER Calculation has been revised to account the non-operational periods. Hence, the VVB 

confirms that the calculated ERs now account for these operational constraints. The finding is deemed 

closed. 

 

CL ID  10 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

1. For the households owning units with codes BoMo_EECS/2022/053 and CeOu/2018/118, 

during the site assessment and interviews with the beneficiaries, the total cattle population 

was recorded as 12 and 10, respectively. However, the PP survey records for the same 

households indicate 24 and 78 bovines, respectively.  

Similarly, the households listed below were covered in both the 2023–2024 and 2025 

surveys. Despite the surveys being conducted on the adjacent dates, the recorded number 

of bovines differed between the two datasets, indicating inconsistencies in the survey 

records.  
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CME shall clarify the substantial discrepancy between the values for the number of bovines. 

 

2. Although the 2023–2024 and 2025 surveys for the same households were conducted on 

adjacent dates, variations were observed in the recorded responses for “hh_size”, 

“Old_fireplace_use”, and “biodigester size” between the two survey datasets, indicating 

inconsistencies in the survey records.  

 

CME shall clarify the substantial discrepancy between the values  

CME response Date:  01/06/2026 

1. For this question, we refer to the total number of cattle contributing manure to the 

biodigester system, including cattle that may have been grazing in other areas during the 

dry season. 

Similarly, for households surveyed in both the 2023–2024 and 2025 rounds, the surveys 

were conducted during the dry season, a period during which herd movements and 

temporary grazing arrangements can significantly affect the number of cattle physically 

present at the household during a verification visit. 

2.  

a. NORD/2024/001: 

These were surveys conducted on adjacent dates but with different analytical 

focuses, namely the 2023–2024 reference period and the 2025 reference period. 

Livestock population varies over the years, and this explains the difference. 

b. SuOu_GSBI/2024/006: 

The two surveys involved different respondents: the client’s wife participated in the 

2023–2024 survey, while the nephew responded during the 2025 survey. In both 

cases, as per reason outlined above, the analytical focus is on the relevant MP 

period, not the current number of animals 

c. Est-ATT/2017/274: 

As above, different analytical focus. 

 

Documentation provided by CME  

n/A 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 
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1. The justification provided by the AP is considered satisfactory, and a recall bias is suspected 

for the data recorded in the survey. However, since these households have more than 2 

cattle, and an adequate number of cattle for the cow dung, the VT confirms that the project 

has been implemented in accordance with the listing document. Hence, the finding is 

deemed closed. 

2. The AP clarified that the observed variations are attributable to differences in the analytical 

reference periods covered by the surveys, changes in household circumstances over time, 

and, in certain cases, different respondents participating in the surveys. The VVB reviewed 

the explanations and sample records and found them reasonable in the context of 

retrospective surveys covering different monitoring periods. The finding is closed for the 

current monitoring period. 

 

CL ID  11 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

It is noted that during the previous verification, the CME stated that: “Fin des travaux” (End of Works) 

date is recorded through the KoboCollect application immediately upon completion of construction, 

when the biodigester is gas-tight and charged.  

The VT acknowledges the CME's explanation regarding the rationale for using the Fin des travaux 

date for crediting purposes. However, in the absence of documentary evidence directly corroborating 

the dates entered in the Activity Database, it is unable to independently verify that the dates recorded 

in KoboCollect are accurate. Thus, the installation dates in the Activity Database are non-verifiable 

for the current monitoring period. 

 

 

CME response Date:  01/06/2026 

The observed discrepancies between the dates in the Activity Database ('Fin des travaux') and the 

dates on the physical contracts or certificates are a documented result of the operational workflow 

of the PNB program, which was extensively reviewed and accepted during the previous verification 

(MP 2021-2022, CAR 03 and CAR 06).  

The Activity Database date ('Date fin travaux') represents the Operational Start Date. This is the 

date the biodigester construction is fully completed, charged, and becomes gas-tight. Construction 

enterprises record this date immediately upon completion using the KoboCollect application.  

Conversely, the dates found on the physical contracts or ownership certificates represent 

Administrative Dates (such as 'Réception provisoire' or 'Mise en service'). These documents are 

typically signed during a subsequent Quality Control or training visit, which naturally post-dates the 

actual start of operation.  
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To address the Verification Team's request for documentary evidence directly corroborating the 

dates entered in the Activity Database, we are applying the exact evidentiary standard approved by 

the DOE during the previous verification. We have extracted the detailed System Logs 

(screenshots) from the central BioBase for the specific biodigesters listed in the finding table.  

These timestamped system logs serve as the definitive inspection records, clearly demonstrating 

the distinction between the 'Fin des travaux' (End of Works) date used in the database and the later 

'Mise en service' (Commissioning) date recorded during the administrative visits.  

Documentation provided by CME  

Biobased screenshots (same as share for CL1) 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

Based on the CME’s response, it is noted that the installation dates in the activity database cannot be 

verified by any third party during the on-site visit. They are timestamped records validated by the Call 

Center and permanently stored in the central master database (BioBase). The installation dates of 

the codes have been cross-checked against the Biobase2025_2024_2023.docx and found to be 

consistent. Hence, the finding is closed.  

 

CL ID  12 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

During the on-site assessment, it was observed that some household contact details, particularly 

phone numbers, were outdated and inconsistent with the information available in the activity 

database. The CME is required to clarify how the activity database is updated and maintained to 

ensure accuracy and traceability of monitoring information, including beneficiary name and contact 

details. 

CME response Date:  01/06/2026 

As clarified and accepted during the previous verification (MP 2021-2022, CL 04 and CL 05), the 

primary unique identifier within the database is the digester code, not the telephone number.  

The observed inconsistencies in contact details are attributable to standard telecommunications 

practices in Burkina Faso, where mobile numbers are frequently changed by users and routinely 

recycled by operators. Under national regulations, prepaid SIM cards that remain inactive for a 

short period are deactivated, wiped, and reallocated to the retail market. Given the high turnover 

driven by a predominantly prepaid market, it is highly probable that original numbers are 

disconnected and subsequently reassigned over time.  

Furthermore, in instances where a household lacks a dedicated or stable telephone connection at 

the time of installation, the contact number of the biodigester enterprise or a local agent is 

frequently recorded in the database as a proxy. During on-site assessments, the current active 

number of the household is recorded, naturally resulting in a discrepancy from the original 

database entry – this is unavoidable given the sheer number of digesters in the field, the distances 

and the security situation.  

Documentation provided by CME  

N/A 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

The AP clarified that the digester code is the primary unique identifier used for tracking project activity 

units, while telephone numbers serve only as supporting contact information. The observed 

discrepancies in phone numbers were attributed to common telecommunications practices in 

Burkina Faso, including frequent number changes, SIM card recycling, and the use of proxy contact 

numbers during installation where household numbers were unavailable. 
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The VVB reviewed the explanation and notes that the traceability of project activity units is maintained 

through the unique digester code. The observed inconsistencies in contact details do not affect the 

identification of project activity units or the integrity of the monitoring data. 

The finding is closed for the current MP. 

 

CL ID  13 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

During the site visit, inconsistencies were identified in the beneficiary information associated with the 

visited project activity units. As per the records during the site visit, code “NORD/2024/009” was 

associated with “TINDOURE ISSOUF”. However, in the project activity database and survey records 

submitted by the CME, the same code belongs to “TINDOURE POURAOGO”, while 

“NORD/2024/006” belongs to “TINDOURE ISSOUF”. The CME is required to clarify these 

inconsistencies and provide supporting ownership/installation records. 

CME response Date:  01/06/2026 

After verifying the matter with the CME field staff who accompanied the DOE during the site visit, 

we can confirm that the project activity database and survey records are completely accurate.  

Specifically, the unit code NORD/2024/009 belongs to TINDOURE KOURAOGO (noted as 

'Pouraogo' in the initial finding), and the unit code NORD/2024/006 belongs to TINDOURE ISSOUF.  

The discrepancy recorded during the on-site visit is likely the result of a mix-up in the field sample 

collection notes of the DOE. To support this, we have provided the official field visit sample list 

(echantill verfic ECB.xlsx) and the internal email confirmation from our field advisor, which 

demonstrate that the master database is correct and perfectly matches the field ownership 

Documentation provided by CME  

Biobase screenshot 

CME staff declaration on CL08 

CME staff declaration on CL08_second email 

echantill verfic ECB (list proposed for field visit) 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

The submitted evidence is assessed and found to be consistent. The Finding is closed.  

 

CL ID  14 Date: 28-05-2026 

Description of CL 

The biodigester size for project code SuOu_GSBI/2024/002 is recorded as 6 m³ in both the activity 

database and the survey records under the 2023-2024 tab of the ER calculation sheet. Whereas, 4 m3 

in 2025 tab of the ER sheet. Moreover, during the site visit assessment, it was confirmed that the 

installed biodigester has an actual capacity of 4 m³. The CME shall clarify the discrepancy along with 

the submission of supporting evidence. 

CME response Date:  01/06/2026 

This was a misidentification regarding the unit sampled during the site visit or a recording error. The 

on-site verification team actually visited unit SuOu_GSBI/2024/024, rather than unit 

SuOu_GSBI/2024/002.  

Please refer to the field visit list provided by the CME, which correctly lists the sizes and corresponding 

codes for the sampled units and the screenshot below and the BioBase screenshots shared previously 
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in response to CL 01, which confirm the correct 4m³ capacity for the actually visited unit 

(SuOu_GSBI/2024/024) 

 

Documentation provided by CME  

N/A 

DOE Assessment  Date:  02-06-2026 

The VVB reviewed the clarification and supporting evidence provided by the AP regarding the 

discrepancy in biodigester size and unit identification. While inconsistencies remain in the records 

relating to biodigester size and the association of beneficiary names with project codes, the VVB 

confirms that biodigester size is not a parameter used in the emission reduction calculation and 

therefore has no impact on the quantified ERs for the current monitoring period.  

The identified discrepancy indicates weaknesses in data management and QA/QC procedures related 

to recording and maintaining technical characteristics of project activity units. To address this issue, 

FAR 01 has been raised requiring the AP to strengthen monitoring and QA/QC procedures and ensure 

that technical information reported in survey records is verified against project records and supporting 

documentation. The finding is closed for the current monitoring period. Please refer to FAR 01. 
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FAR from the current verification: 

FAR ID  01 Date: 02-06-2026 

Description of FAR 

The AP shall strengthen the monitoring survey and QA/QC procedures to ensure that key project 

information collected during surveys, including biodigester size and other technical characteristics of 

project activity units, is verified against available project records and supporting documentation. The 

effectiveness of the revised procedures shall be demonstrated during the next verification. The VVB, 

for the next verification, shall assess the implementation and effectiveness of these procedures and 

verify that the collected survey data can be adequately traced and validated against project records 

and supporting evidence. 

 

FAR ID  02 Date: 02-06-2026 

Description of FAR 

The AP shall revise the monitoring survey forms to ensure that the unique digester code/serial 

number (project activity unit identifier) is directly captured during monitoring survey data collection. 

This will strengthen the traceability of survey responses to the corresponding project activity units 

and improve data integrity for future monitoring periods. The VVB, during the next verification, shall 

assess the implementation and effectiveness of these procedures and verify that the collected survey 

data can be adequately traced and validated against project records and supporting evidence. 

 

14. Version history 

Version Date Contents revised 

1.0 DD/MM/YYYY Initial adoption  
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