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Sent via Internet E-Mail to: stephen.calopedis@eia.doe.gov
September 25, 2006
Stephen E. Calopedis 

U.S. Department of Energy, Energy Information Administration

EI-81

1000 Independence Avenue, SW

Washington, D.C. 20585 

Subject:
Comments of PowerTree Carbon Company, LLC re: DOE Draft Revised
Form EIA-1605 and Instructions
Dear Mr. Calopedis:

PowerTree Carbon Company is pleased to respond to the Energy Information Administration’s (EIA) solicitation for comment on a revised Form EIA-1605 for “Voluntary Reporting of Greenhouse Gases.” [Federal Register, July 27, 2006 (Volume 71, Number 144), Pages 42637-42639.] 
Background

PowerTree Carbon Company, LLC is submitting comments to assist EIA in developing revised draft forms and instructions and will review and comment upon subsequent forms and documentation.  The companies also support the comments submitted by the Edison Electric Institute.

The commenting organization is a collaborative programs formed by power generating companies with administrative support by the Edison Electric Institute.   In 2003, 25 companies established the PowerTree Carbon Company, LLC., a voluntary consortium of 25 leading U.S. electric power companies that have committed $3 million to establish bottomland hardwood reforestation projects in the Lower Mississippi Alluvial Valley (LMAV). 

The 1605(b) guidelines are of crucial importance to the industry and to PowerTree Carbon Company.  We appreciate the opportunity to comment.

These comments supplement June 22, 2005 comments of PowerTree Carbon Company and UtiliTree Carbon Company to DOE on the Interim Final Guidelines and Proposed Technical Guidelines and August 29, 2005 comments of these two organizations on the Revised Form EIA-1605 and related Instructions (in advance of cancellation of the comment period for the forms and instructions). 

Comments on Forms and Instructions

PowerTree Carbon Company, LLC’s submits the following comments on the forms and instructions.  Gary Kaster of Carbon Project Services LLC has assisted in preparation of these comments.

Instructions, Page 10 and Forms, Page 3

Schedule I, Section 1,  Report Characteristics

The distinction between Start Year and Report Year is somewhat confusing.  Is the first year’s report a Start Year Report with emissions inventory data and then the second year’s report is a Report Year report with emission reduction data?  Or, will an entity can file a Start Year report for 2005 and its first Reduction Year report for 2006, both in the same year.  Clarification would be appreciated.

Instructions, Page 27 and Forms, Page 15, Forestry Activities
It should be recognized that the definition for “afforestation” is essentially the same as the definition of “reforestation” in other contexts and that there may be conflicts between the Departments of Energy and Interior in such definitions.

Instructions, Page 28

The highlighted phrase in the paragraph below is confusing and should be clarified.  We suggest that the word “carbon” replace the word  “wood” in the paragraph below:
Timber Harvesting. Harvesting forests for timber involves a loss of carbon from the disturbance of the forest soil and the associated felling, and subsequent decay, of non-commercial trees and branches of trees. The cutting down of trees also ends their ability to sequester carbon in the future. The wood sequestered in the harvested wood is released over time depending on how it is used and is reported separately under wood products.
Instructions, Page 30

The highlighted phrase in the paragraph below is confusing and should be clarified:
Forest Land that Experiences Carbon Losses from Natural Disturbances. Natural

Should forestland of an entity or subentity experience a natural disturbance such as a fire or windthrow, the carbon stocks in the disturbance year (after the

disturbance) and for the preceding years should be entered. Also provide the acreage affected.
General Question

How would an entity that is reporting address agricultural land that is leased to third parties for row crops, pasture and hay? Some income comes from this activity but the actual farming is done by the third parties. Who is responsible for any carbon stock changes? If this activity is less than de minimis levels could these activities be considered de minimis?

Closing

If you have any comments or questions, please contact John Kinsman at 202/508-5711 or jkinsman@eei.org.
Sincerely yours,

Michael T. Rodenberg




President, 







PowerTree Carbon Company



cc:
John Kinsman, Edison Electric Institute
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