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1 Scope 4(0'

The present verlﬁca \ d va §t|on program refers to the verification and validation of

greenhouse gasj tor@s of organizations and products
The normatlve@s for&fedltatlon includes:
mE §J17029 Edition: 2020-02-15; Conformity Assessment — Generallprin-
ciples equirements for validation and verification bodies

my;ONORM EN ISO 14065 Edition: 2022-02-15, General principles and requirements
for bodies validating and verifying environmental information (ISO 14065: 2020)

m ONORM EN ISO 14064-3 Edition: 2019-11-15 Greenhouse gases - SpeC|ﬁ
cation with guidance for the verification and validation of greenho as statements

’\®' (ISO 14064-3:2019) @ \\

xQ . \} R4

\>® S 1@ O
O AT ST FE A PR (I 2 siaﬁva%ﬁd

D' O AT BRI B4 -
>\{§\ e ENISO/IEC 17029 (2020-02-15 fi) : Ai¥IFE——4 LﬂE@}MEﬁ RO 5 R
N\ o ONORM EN ISO 14065 (2022-02-15 AZ) : JiF gl /&%@h VIR LR ETICE B

r 14065:2020) Q

® ONORM EN ISO 14064-3 (2019-114154i) % /Eé%%&}g% 35 RESBFURESR
E LTS S48 7 (1SO 14064-3§2019)

1.1 STANDARDS

The normative basis for or@zations and projects includes:

H ISO 14064-1: 201 eC|f| ion with guidance at the organization level for quan-
tification and re i g of house gas emissions and removais

m ISO 14064 1 r@f\}nhouse gases — Part 2: Specification with guidance at the
project lev r qua ication, monitoring and reporting of greenhouse gas emission
redugt% I enhancements

I 3 Greenhouse gases — Competence requirements for greenhouse gas
!ﬁhon éms and verification teams

éderil)@ct on National Certificate Trading for Greenhouse Gas Emissions (National

\} Page 4 of 71
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Emissions Trading Act 2022 - NEHG 2022) StF: BGBI.
RV 1293 AB 1306 p. 139. BR: 10860 AB 10866 p. 937%

B Monitoring and Reporting Regulation (MRR) 2018 EU e European Commis-
sion of 19 December 2018, last amendéd by, EU ati 023/2122/EU of 17 Oc-
tober 2023, is an implementing regulation that specif%\%é monitoring methodology
and reporting methodology of the €U ETS 2.

B COMMISSION IMPLEMENTING REGULATIONS(EU) 2023/2122 of 17 October 2023
amending Implementing Regulation (EU)'2018/2066 as regards updating the moni-
toring and reporting of greenhouse gas emissions pursuant to Directive 2003/87/EC
of the European Parliament am@'the Council

B EU ETS Directive: Directivo%é’}/SW C of the European Parliament and of the Council
of 13 October 2003 es jshin .éx,s heme for greenhouse gas emission allowance
trading within the Co ity\%@ amending Council Directive 96/61/EC.

B AVR: Commissio @neme@g Regulation (EU) 2018/2067 of 19 December 2018 on

(NR: GP XXVII

the verificati data~and on the accreditation of verifiers pursuant to Directive
2003/87/ European Parliament and of the Council.
B RED II: Digcetive 2018/2001 of the European Parliament and of the Council of

11 D@ er 2% on the promotion of the use of energy from renewable soufces

o)
@,
m E u da\$€e Document, March 2024: Monitoring and Reporting Regulation = Generai
guida or ETS2 regulated entities, MRR Guidance document for ETS2, 26"March
2024

B EU Guidance Document, June 2025: Accreditation and Verification Regulation — ETS2
Verification Guidance, AVR Guidance on ETS 2, Final Version,

(\
B Verification Report template, for the verification of regulated entityx\r’('bports R P4

ETS2_COM_en_130325.xls O N
B COMMISSION IMPLEMENTING REGULATION (EU) 2025/119% Ju 5 amend-
ing Implementing Regulation (EU) 2018/2067 as regards in as s on the veri-

fication of data and on the accreditation of verifiers ,{}(\
N\

*
B Austrian Customs Office: National standard factors ohfuels @European emissions
trading 2 and the National Emissions Certificates Wlng A@ March 2025

Q@
The ISO 14064 series of standards consists©fithree . 1S014064-1 builds the basis for
evaluating for a company’s own greeithouse gas emi s, i.e. for establishing its Cor=-
porate Carbon Footprints (CCF). Thé standard provid@ formation on the principles and
requirements for planning, developing and reporting of GHG inventories in acompany.

ISO 14064-1 promotes the structured reporting of an organization’s greenhouse gas emissions
and its efforts to reduce its carbon footprint. The standard provides the framework for GHG
balance and its verification. At the@\e time, ISO 14064-1 is the basis for reliable report-
ing. This creates the necessary{;% ation for demonstrating and communicating anorganiza-
tion’s efforts and successes ir)& ate protection.

World Business Cou& or inable Development (WBCSD) and the World Resources

The content of ISO 14064- ild @\w\the Greenhouse Gas Protocol (GHG Protocol). The
rdiziﬁ?bon verification have published this Standard in 1998.

Institute (WRI) for s
So’s, S N |
ISO 14064- ﬁ desg&mance at the project level for quantifying the reduction orre-

moval of g ou@ gas emissions,

ISO 14 @ defiGés the requirements for verifying GHG statements (carbon foot-
print&cor ing to this Standard, Quality Austrifancertifies after successful verificationthat

®\>
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the corresponding specifications for the emissions balance have b@ et. 6}
)

The normative basis for products includes: O OQ®

m ISO 14067:2018 Greenhouse gases'—«Carbon, footpri products — Requirements
and guidelines for quantification

1.1 rifE
ARSI E TR I .
. ISO 14064-1:2018: i} ——ﬁm%\ FHZ R E TAHER S HERE

BAL SR E M 516w
. ISO 14064-2:20#;% L 2wy B R TR AR TR
MERS

SRR ISR
+ ISO 14066:2 SR ——RES AR UEATRIA N RE 2K

. ExBEES i% 1 (NEHG 2022) : 2022 4FE SRS 5%, \
BCIR AR 1 55%0/2 \

o BAHMEFH ( 2018/2066/EU: RRERZ 4T 2018 £ 12 A 198 0
ﬁﬁ@&%%@%i&m 2023/2122/EU f&iT, #5287 EU ETS 2 Ml 5dhss C
TR

o BXHEZER 7% (EU) 2023/2122: {£iT 2018/2066/EU, T 5 HikfE
T§%- 2003/87/EC #47 iR = AN SR &

s2EU ETS #4 (2003/87/EC) : HI KR E’ﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁﬁﬂlm%}ﬁﬁa%*
AVR (2018/2067/EU) : X TiR=ES M@ﬁ?&ﬁ’]ﬁﬁ‘?ﬁﬁﬂﬁ ﬁ%

1
RED II (2018/2001/EU) : =T (&l ik Wiﬁﬁmg&?

BRI (2024 4E 3 A) : ETS2 W sekn)— k]
BB S0 (202546 A) : ETS2 AR S (Bﬁe&

BEREEKR VR P4 ETS2_COM_en 1303259\ ;ﬁs?&ﬁtﬁ
B HIRAR

« BBERSHITEE (EU) 2025/1192: & 5@& £8/2067/EU> *F
IR A TN

o RHREXRIFERT (2025 FES AN - 55@9’5 2 FNEFHMEL 5 i B
RHHERRAE K 5

ISO 14064 ZFIFRHEILA =885, IS0 14064-1 Rl SR = S AEHTPA
RNV BR B i0F, CCF) BSTATRERE. ZbafE iRt T4 524 7l /A #i 2 AT B raid)
FEAREOIUSER. | o,

N
ISO 14064-1 %ZJEJQE,/\ E’%{ﬁﬁi FURHERS MR AT SRS, MR T RS SIS
kgl 'GFF?%E’JTE E_I@‘? o7 HO LA o ﬁ%éﬂéﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ’]%ﬁ 5k

R T e YA O_

I1SO 14064- L@ EINRESUEBGETR (GHG Protocol) 7, ZU 15 i i 5 T 5 5:
RIBTRIEER W SSD) At FEIEHIFH (WRD) F 1998 45

1SO 6{& é@?ﬁﬁEEE@E’—WEH%WF%E%EG?
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ISO 14064-3 BV SR ESAEF Y Gk EdE) ﬁﬁff?"%@ @@ﬁﬁ/ﬁ Quality
Austria T @ T FW R KA A CHEBUE B 2k 11
P i R Ve AR HE B -

c‘o
. ISO 14067:2018 —— RE-THh —~ PRI —— FUMER SR

1.2 TERMS AND DEFINITIONS ACC. TO ISO

Carbon Footprint of a product, CFP?\@'of GHG emissions (3.1.2.5) and GHG removals
(3.1.2.6) in a product system (3.1. expre;sed as CO; equivalents (3.1.2.2) and based on

a life cycle assessment (3.1.4.3) L@ the\ e impact category (3.1.4.8) of climatechange

Greenhouse gas activity d@ @hlwty data
guantitative measure of activity that Its in GHG emission (3.1.5) or GHG removal (3.1.6)
EXAMPLE: Amount of fue,%af electricity consumed, material produced, service pro-

vided, area of land &

Greenhouse gas HG inventory: list of GHG sources (3.1.2) and GHG sinks
(3.1.3), and the Q ntifi HG emissions (3.1.5) and GHG removals (3.1.6)

Greenhou , GHG report: standalone document intended to communicate an
organlzatl ) or GHG project’s (3.2.7) GHG-related information to its intended us=
ers (3.4.4)

Note Iyto entry:%GHG report can include a GHG statement (3.2.5)

Intended use of GHG inventory: main purpose set by the organization (3.4.2), o program,
to quantify its GHG emissions (3.1.5) and GHG removals (3.1.6) consistent wi needs of
the intended user (3.4.4)

Intended user: individual or organization (3.4.2) identified by those r. @tmg&z}; related

\3 decisions.
ote 1 to entry: the intended user can be the client (3.4.5), the res ble (3 4.3), the
organization itself, GHG program (3.2.8) administrators, regul %@ fln%’rCIa| community or
other affected interested parties, such as local communit %o nt departments,

general public or non-governmental organizations.

Base year: specific, historical period identified for t rpos%@comparmg GHG emissions
(3.1.5) or GHG removals (3.1.6) or other GHG-relat orm&l@n overtime.

Verification: process for evaluating a statement of h@brical data and information to
determine if the statement is materially. correct and conforms to criteria.

Validation: process for evaluating the réasonableness of the assumptions, limitations
and methods that support a statement about the outcome of future activities.

Note: Conclusion: while verifica@ fers to historical data, validation makes a statement about
the results of future act|V|t|es)&

Verifier: competent and\ibpartlai\@‘rson with responsibility for performing and reporting

on a verification (3.@ O_

Validator: com and ifpartial person with responsibility for performing and report-

rameter associated with the result of quantification that characterizes the dis-
persion ofytie valifes that could be reasonably attributed to the quantified amount

Leve@issu&)&hce: degree of confidence in the GHG statement(3.2.5)

Page 7 of 71
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Reasonable assurance: level of assurance (3.6.5) where the n &and ant of the verifi-
cation (3.6.2) activities have been designed to provide a high ot a@&lute level of as-

surance on historical data and information : %)

Limited assurance: level of assurance (3.6.5) where,the fid extent of the verification
(3.6.2) have been designed to provide a reduceddevel of ass@ice on historical data and
information

Materiality: concept that individual misstatements«(3.6.15) or the aggregation of misstate-
ments could influence the intended users’ (3.2.4) decisions

Misstatements: error, omission or n}iagpresentation in the environmental information
statement (3.1.5) ’\

Note 1 to entry: Misstatement can ahg&ve or quantitative

ONORM EN ISO 14065:2022 3.3. [S E ISO 14064-3:2019, 3.6.15, modified - “envi-
ronmental information state laced “GHG statement”]

.a*lwd isstatement (3.3.21) or the aggregate of actual misstate-
[nformation statement (3.1.5) that could affect the decisions of ]
.28, JNORM EN ISO 14065:2022 3.3.22 [SOURCE: ISO 14064-

3:2019, 3.6.17, |ed]® . - &
PN a@%‘z 55 ‘

AR <cm@ B GREE A (31.2.5) STHE (3.12.6) 24, Bl
E9319) For, ETAEGEYN (3.1.43) , RAAMBRALX—RA—Ems) (3.1.4.8) #1T
i'f’t -

=S ARIEZNHIE (GHG activity data) : HRESAHER (3.1.5) BiER (3.1.6) @5@&@%&%

3

@. RS *T 3
{\ Nl ARUE. PRRLERE AR, ArTAobiRlL RENRS, SRR IR AN
ﬁiﬁﬁi

Material misstateme
ments in the enviro
the intended us

@ ,\&A{mﬁﬂztﬁﬁ (GHG inventory) : FIHIRESMAIR (3.1.2) 5iC (3.1.3) LXK (3.1.5)
NN HiERE (3.1.6) HIEH.
DQ O’O(O' BESAIRY (GHGreport) : HI TR BRAF, (3.4.4) fRiA4H2 %@? jé;@ (3.2.7) BRES
RF AR BB S

L Ve EEASHRE T ESRESEER (3.25) . (&.
) RESAE RTINS B85 (3.42) S Iﬁaiﬁz@} ﬁ“é—%@@ﬁHF‘ (34.4) FEHEE
> SHHER (3.1.5) 51K (3.1.6) BB, %
AR Cintended user) = 1 %5 7B 2 IR O0R SEER AT AR A AR

. BRFREPATBLRZS (3.4.5) o il £3.48)WN, H Y RESAINE (3.2.8) EHEA,
WK, SRR ELEL bR SR 55 77, oD TR AT /A\%\jiEIFEﬁUTQE,A

HAME (Baseyear) : A LLIR ESAHENGAS) . BE (3.1.6) SHAMMEIME SMHERFE
P S A

WA (Verification) : Xt 57 SEER AN A A BA RO VA AR, FH LA 75 8902 75 5K BUE R FF AT B K
PR o

ISFE (Validation) : Stk @wﬂﬂ IRIE AL BRAIAN T AT & ER M PP A AT AR

i éﬂ“‘w——ﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬁ’]ﬂz})—% D)2 St A SR v Bl 2 R ) FU T

%A R (Verifier) : H&{E /\5& \m?}{h TIREZTIES (3.4.9) BN,

BF 5 (Validator) : Hm)'] AEPAT IR EHIEES) (3.4.100 AN

AHgEME (Uncer BEEEMSH, AT RRZE RN SR
FRAFZE 4 (Le@s ran TNmE KR (3.2.5) [FREENEE.

AR ( ble gs ance) AT g e SR RS B v T B e RS B R R R (HAF
#a%!) H e 3.6.5)

|m|teC()@55urance) : ﬁﬁﬂ‘]‘f&bﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁi%ﬂl?&%ﬂ%%‘ﬁﬁ%ﬁBE%EE‘J{%EE%%
O Page 8 of 71
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% (3.6.5) .
HEM (Materiality) : FEMETR (3.6.15) BB UG ﬁﬂ@ ﬁ@ﬁ(a.zm o35 A tap i

A
oho

B (Misstatements) : HIEEFER (3.1.5) FHHRE . 5@% SR o

e SHRTULR T HEGEEN.

HAAEIR (Material misstatement) : 7EMIE(ERAEIER, A%k 2 TSLERER-G 1P RERZng B 47 H]
P (3.24) WKL

SyE: ONORM EN ISO 14065:2022 3.3.22, 132 H 1SO14064-3:2019 3.6.17.

1.3 DEFINITIONS ACC. TO NEHG(@-ETS 2

1. "Energy sources” until 31. De &éer means all fossil mineral oils, motor fuels and
heating fuels, natural gases, an spe ified’in Annex 1 NEHG to this Act, whereby § 3 (4)
MinStG 2022 shall apply mutal@w o specifications in liters and § 5 (3) of the Natural
Gas Tax Act shall apply mu@.s mugandis to specifications in cubic meters. From 1 January

2025, all energy product e Annex 3 NEHG shall also be included.

2. “Greenhouse gﬁ\rms& " means the amount of carbon dioxide released during the \
combustion of a s@; ount of energy sources in accordance with Annex 1 NEHG and 0\
attributed to th icipant as a result of placing the energy products on the market;

for energy pk S in @cordance with Annex 3 NEHG, greenhouse gas emissions shallibe C
determinedéccoré&)ce with IPCC guidelines; These can be found in the Appendix to this -

document \>

3. "National emission allowance” means an allowance to emit one ton of carbon dioxide
aguivalent during a specified period of the national emissions allowance trading

4, “Trading participant” means the natural or legal person or partnership th(\e defined as
@ the taxpayer or duty debtor for the circumstances specified in § 2 (2) or e\' a tax
\ exemption procedure follows.

)&’ \\’65 “Energy taxes” means the mineral oil tax pursuant to MinStG @Jﬁ g?}ural gas tax
(o al T

\>@ pursuant to the Natural Gas Tax Act, and the coal tax pursuant to

6. "Carbon leakage” means the risk of greenhouse gas emlx&'?rele@\}t to this federal law

,\’ being relocated outside the federal territory. 0,

N\

$ 7. “Combined Nomenclature” means the goods no tur @?rred to in Article 1 of Reg-
" ulation (EEC) No. 2658/87 on the tariff anddstatistic en re and the Common Customs

Tariff, O No. L 256 of September 7, 1987, p. 1y, as am by the Annex to Implementing
Regulation (EU) 2017/1925 amending Annex I to Regulazg)‘ (EEC) No. 2658/87, O] No. L 282
of October 31, 2017, p. 1, and the legal pravisionéadopted in this regard.

8. “EU ETS I” means the Union-wide system for the monitoring and limitation of greenhouse
gas emissions, regulated by Directive 2003/87/EC establishing a scheme for greenhouse gas
emission allowance trading within Wmon and amending Directive 96/61/EC, 0] No. L 275 of
October 25, 2003, p. 32, last d by Directive 2023/959/EU, OJ No. L 130 of May 10,
2023, p. 134, with the excepbégﬁ ilter IVa of Directive 2003/87/EC and the national im-
plementation in Section 8 o@ s Certificates Trading Act 2011 - EZG 2011, Federal
Law Gazette I No. 118/20 r':(‘§j‘2d by Federal Law Gazette I No. 196/2023.

9. "Competent a @' " ns the Austrian Customs Office with the Office for National
Emissions Tradm uar%, § 28,

10. “Rellef@sur articipant” means the natural or legal person or partnership that is
subject to co a relief measure pursuant to Section 8 and wishes to make use of it

0 O Page 9 of 71
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11. "Exemption measures participant” means the natural or le partnership that

SOMO
is subject to the scope of an exemption pursuant to section 7. ?&E @rb
12. “EU ETS 2” means the European emissions trading systew theé@%ing and road transport
sectors and for other sectors pursuant to Chaptef IVa ef Di 3/87/EC and the national
implementation in Section 8 of the Emissions Certificates Tradi 2011 - EZG 2011, Federal
Law Gazette I No. 118/2011, as amended by Federal Law Gazetté I No. 196/2023.

13. “IPCC Guidelines” means the 2006 guidelinesfor national greenhouse gas reporting of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) or subsequent updates to these guidelines.

14. "AGVO” Regulation (EU) No. 651/2 f 17 June 2014 declaring certain categories of aid
compatible with the internal marke lication of Articles 107 and 108 of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Unio L,Q1~§7 of 26 June 2014, p. 1, last amended by Reg-

ulation (EU) 2023/1315, O] No\|> @
1.3 #84E NEHG / EU-ETy ’Jxe@

. CBERRER BE 2024 <é 16 (ERHMESE) (NEHG) Witk Frolsfia (LR 4
25 FRARRHRILL IR IR AR ﬁ§ AFHRGIBB SR (2022 FE7 DB B 3 40 4 K,
ST 7K A B «% i) 35 &3 3 K. M 20257 1A 1 FIfe, HEHE (NEHG) Hidk
=R AT R
R A

TR B i) Z555)5. % NEHG =g B dh,  HHR 2 A ks 1PCCHE
T dffiaE Gt A HAXRAE .

VEISC A S A HR7E B FCHR A B R, SV AR S RN

RGBT fek (NEHG) 5 2 %3 2 5 3 BOHUE, BOAEAPIBARS AR BRAN. BARE K
Hpadbeg R 15 3. Je AT 35 F BUSCRR S 2P IR 1]

“REVRABL”: FARIE (2022 FFYIMEBLE) MEWHE B, CRIRSBED {Hﬂlﬂfﬁtﬁﬁi@f)\& (B

%@EHG B4 — R R B B R i AR AR o 7 i BRI R, % e

FRVEY TERCIE R .
VBRI 18T ARBCGIR R T R SRR T R IR L2 AR AR IR @
“BESTE R4 (Combined Nomenclature) “: 15 (EHHE £ %46 (EEC) 2 2%5% =) % & E

ZWZE&J (&5

(EEC) %5 2658/87 5) HIFifE-—-

8. “EU ETS I": #i (2003/87/EC #54") 1L HIIKMR% mz%ﬁsﬁmﬂ RS Va ) , U
FK

K (2011 FHBUEBRZ HEY # 8 KARKEmMELHK (EZG 2

@\r s 118/2011 %, &
PRI AR 1 4 196/2023 245iT) .

%oé

%,
HIEEE R AR KA.
B4 KA

12.“EU ETS 2”: #5 (2003/87/EC #54) 5 IWadadl Rl . s oA i M 15 4 GUsk i BRI HF IS 5 &

i, DIRHETE (2011 EHMIED X 5 B8 T E xR (EZG 2011, HKIMAMR I 3
118/2011 5, EOLhEIRAMR I %8 196/2023 524D .

13.“IPCC #1": B RISERLE1ERS (IREEY T 2006 F 440 K E K iR = SAE At LA

B HIRA

14."AGVO": 15 (BKH%| (EU) % 651/2014 5) , &%%BIT 2014 £ 6 A 17 HRA, R (KEEE

241 55107 4058 108 %, EHA CRUIRBI A S NI T RE (L 2014 £ 6 A 26 AE T AR
L187, # 1 70 , BJE—KBIRGN(RHE (EU> 2023/1315) .

O X
&
2 Principles f eryﬁg_s\atlon and Validation % #& 5 Wik JF )

2.1 CURRE@@%F ACCREDITATION

The overa ctw&valldatlon and verification is to provide confidence to all parties thata
validat E rlﬁe@c aim complies with the requirements. The value of validation or verifica-
Page 10 of 71
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Verification / Validation

tion is the level of confidence established by an impartial and

C eten& aluation by
the validation / verification body. () Q

principles:

\? Q@
To promote this confidence, the process of verification or v@ ionci)fbased on thefollowing
B evidence-gathering activities, based on objective evic@ce;

B critical review of data, information, accounting or assumptions;

B careful preparation and conduct of the verification / validation activities;

B reliable presentation of findings,and conclusions;

B identification of nonconform@és nd open points; initiating actions;

B ensuring the impartialit e Esns involved in the process. This also means no
conflict of interest, e.q:. he fi of direct or indirect financial benefits, intimidation

or familiarity (perspb' |OS€$}S).

&
_Prodﬁt_Expert Verification and Validation of GHG Inventories
B RE_0240%706_@G& haftsordnung QAC (Rules of Procedure)
| | _01_@@chlﬂsselinteressen QAC (Key interests)
i, RE_02 @_ 8_I_A_Quellen Unparteilichkeit QAC (Sources Impartiality)
H

€CL_02_01_01_QAC_Identifikation und Analyse mdéglicher Quelen der Unparteilichkeit
(Identification and analysis of possible sources of impartiality)

2.1 ATk O
YO 545 40 B AR PR R Bt afaf%agﬂﬁzﬁm;%%f&é*ﬁ%ﬁxé&zﬁ%@mﬁﬁ
Filisd AT LIS B ) B/ U 247 10V Al RSB (5 AT )

.§ﬁ7ﬁﬁﬁ~%&,%ﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁg%urﬁw=

O
. TRV “{0 C

o R, R, REBERIIAE S, X0 .>{§\
o FEABEIPTRIT/BEED: N\
o XFRIUNLE LM SRR, 0, O
o RBIAKATSREE R, S B @
o HESBEIEARMATE, X BEWE A EZEERINE, éﬁ)@ﬂﬁ%éﬁl‘ﬁlfﬁﬁﬁéﬁffﬂﬁﬁ\ s
EIMALR (PABR) . s
P SO O
. RE_02.02_40e ™5 i sy 5 20
e RE_02_01_06 QAC 33
e RE_02_01_07 QAC c#F|3 X5
e RE_02_01_08_I_A_Quellen QAC INIE SRR

CL_02_01_01_QAC_iRJj %'Hﬁﬂ BESZ M 2 1E 1 SRR

{\
2.2 CONFIDENCE THRQ';&GH %&PﬂRTIAL AND COMPETENT EVALUATION

The overall objective Q‘a\a?jand verification is to provide confidence to all parties.t.hata
validated / verified _clai co\lz.g ds with the requirements. The value of validation or verifica-
tion is the leve|, 6fc fid%{e established by an impartial and competent evaluation by

the validation\% icatieh body.

To prom@@g corﬁnce, the process of verification or validation is based on the following
@

principf
OO Page 11 of 71
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Q Quaiibyauets Verification / Validation

CSrtmeaton

evidence-gathering activities, based on objective evideneg; é
critical review of data, information, accounting or a@ption@@
careful preparation and conduct of the verificatioaalid ion activities;
reliable presentation of findings and«on€lusions; (‘0\>

identification of nonconformities and open points; initiating actions;

ensuring the impartiality of the personsiinvolved in the process. This also means no
conflict of interest, e.g. in the form of direct or indirect financial benefits, intimidation
or familiarity (personal cIoseqe%‘

Applicable documents: ,é\
@& oD . .
| RE_02_02_40e_Prod§ per erification and Validation of GHG Inventories

m RE 020 1_06e_In(®n R@}?tions

m RE_02_01_0Ze™Key intecests
C )
- RE_02_013@3_1_A\§&Jrces Impartiality QAC A

N
] CL_OZé@le_@Q_Identiﬁcation and analysis of possible sources of impartiality O
@
2,28 N L0
)

TRUE S B0 2k ThR R T AR T R AL, WO/ RE NSRS AMNER. RS
i (B TR T BRATE /4% T LML A 1645 4 A BT B S 0 5 KR
NESLXFMEAT, USRS T LR R . @

o RV HWIFIEH EEGEE: N
SRR (5 E. BRI T I M A A X ‘,6
EE RIEITHE 2 B2 %) N
WS ELEI S \} O

’\@’
x§
SRR RIS 9050, I E *@' @

1| 25
% §\

N

O 2 (REZ5 A RIDAERE, RIS, B ELA R I 802 | g ol F SRR (AR

E3UE: DI X \

D‘ (\O— TR SRS \)

R e RE_02_02_40e (7545 —— % W H HIRIT S O
RE_02_01_06e (W EBEEEMED

®®
RE_02_01_07e (BRI REH) O @
RE_02_01_08e (QAC HiA EME KU X
CL_02_01_0le (QAC ATt a7 &

.

&

p

2.3 INTERESTED PARTIES

Potential interested parties may in%e:
B Companies seeking ve{f'\ ion or validation

Clients and partne clie
| e
Accreditation Au a

Standardiz @’insti@es such as ASI, ISO

Authoriies ch.@(BMF, BMWD, BMJ, BMK

Fin slin%i ons
)

O udi&)@%s or statutory (financial) auditors

\) Page 12 of 71
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>
&

p

B Trading participants within the framework of the Natigpna
(NEHG) / EU-ETS 2 to fulfill their obligaticns to submi
independent accredited auditing body to the com@

B Customs office, National Emissions Trading Auth

2.3 FzHRTT

Emjssions Trading Act
ification report of an

ST [R5 7 TT B 95
o FRWAT AL AT ’Q}
o BPRILEENME <>
o BHFATIHL (Accreditaﬂ@' ustri\ag
o BRALALHLI, fn B F AR <A$§<@%ﬁ@wm%<mo>
o BREBWLIE, WMMTR D<§§ﬂ5%%W(BMWD)\ﬂ&%(BMD\’ﬁﬁ%%%(BMm
o SRHLK Q} O
o AREUATAR (NG%‘
. witAA RO R
o ERBZEWWLEN: (NEHG) /HRHMHBR HE R E M B (EU-ETS 2) IERHNIZHSS

AT HARP N A T MG AR 5 B L L0 L 55
o AT HEERHERLEHK (AnEH)

O
3 Compgéqg@ Criteria #8745t

The normative ég%is is ISO 14066-2023 Greenhouse gases - Competence requirements: for
greenholse gas validations and verification teams.

AABHIE 1S0 14066:2023 (RESHE —— RESHMESHEFIMENER) ~\@

’\@‘ 3.1 DEFINITION @&' O

&
C?>

~$9

‘\\\A’,‘ompetence: ability to apply knowledge and skills to achieve intend@esult

<§>
NOTE 1 Ability implies exhibiting appropriate personal behavior con.q@ng thevalidation
N\

or verification. &\
> O

NOTE 2 Adapted from ISO 19011:—, definition 3.14.

NOTE 3 When defining competence, the following m ings ha@%een applied to the words
used: O

e knowledge refers to facts and methods; i.eqto khow; \)

e skills means to carry out in practicegi.e. to do. %

3.1 X
e MR SHAEASCIITHALE RAYEESD.
E 1 ﬁﬁb%ﬂ*ﬁﬁmﬁgﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@%ﬁiﬁ B ATToZRIL
iE2: #8150 19011 EEX 3.1 X .
T3 RN, X{RER T

. HIR: SEESESRE, ENENE"

o HiHE: ?‘55!@ TIERERIRED, BRI,

¥\$
3.2 FUNDAWENTAL REQUIREMENTS

VerifitaQ vab@tors act independently, objectively and apply an evidence-based ap-
O Page 13 of 71
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@ guallyass Verification / Validation

Lertmacanon

proach. Furthermore, they critically observe data, calculati pti8s and results.

ons U
With each assignment, independence must be confirmed in \hﬁ ®@

The evidence-based approach refers to collecting eviden@uch easurement protocols,
meter readings, technical data sheets, invoicesgreferences of sour etc. ...

Fair presentation: Ensure the validation / verification activities%ndings, conclusions and opin-
ions are presented truthfully and fairly. Repokt significant obstacles encountered during the
process of validation or verification, as well as unréselved diverging opinions among verifiers or
validators, to the responsible party and the client.

Conservativeness: When assessing con@vable alternatives, use a cautiously moderate se-
lection.

Reports and other controlled doc e prepared in German or English, if necessary,
in the national language in comb |on German or English. If international partners write
controlled documents such a@} ity checks, engagements, standard checklists, reports,
or opinions in two Iangu uallty stria must review and approve these documents before
they are used.

3.2 BAER @. o N
WERSWERNS,. AT, HREEFEESE, FE, SRR 5. ROnsmi

HIHEER. O

SUESTE, B WIS ST,

PRV AOBELEAINEES. (R SAMEE AR ERRFSSSIEE.

WESM: Sk, AEMWETIE/ BEE. A9, H0SE. IERE / REVEENEARS,

WIER / ERZEHERRRODI, MREREARESTER, Q
Xy GReFlt: (EVPARILLASRAT, RORAGEI, EEAAIE, \, o
RIS BB, WARE, TS EE AR R R kL

BREZEY (TR, REMY. IREBR. IREHENE) | 4 ali stria BiZFH
&l \$\
3.3 CRITERIA 0' é

B Appointment as an Environmental Manage e;@l' Al (ISO 14001 or EMAS en-
vironmental verifier) or EnergyManagement Au SO 50001 or experienced expert
in the design and calculationdof such mventorle

Required knowledge in terms of.the processes and procedures of the applicants
Knowledge of the international and national climate protection policies

Basic understanding of t CA based on ISO 14040 and ISO 14044

Competence and u éts andlng of standards such as ISO 14064 and ISO 14067

Assessment of m@&ry %u daries

Data measuren\}t colgaon calculation and evaluation incl. calibration of measur-
ing equip f. 190)14001:2015, Clause 9.1)

Know] nd \ﬁ\rstandlng of NEHG, EU-ETS 2 and the resulting obligations and
req% &\ nts fﬁk\the affected trading participant (e.g. greenhouse gas emissions

re S; istration requirements, monitoring plan and its surveillance, etc.),
& - menting Regulation 2018/2066; Implementing Regulation 2023/2122; EU
: ida Document March 2024; EU Guidance Document June 2025; Monitoring

O Page 14 of 71
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(Zartific

See RE_05_01_05 Zoﬁuwen@\ts for GHG verifiers

and Reporting Regulation (MRR) 2018/2066; EU ETS ; cetive 6) /87/EC; AVR:
Commission Im- plementing Regulation (EU) 2018/2 Cetc. )

@

OQ
Knowledge of conversion factors of/fuels O
Knowledge of the Global Warming Potentials of typical GHGs
Knowledge of legal requirements
Knowledge of potential risks in the inventory and evaluation
Sampling methods \®'
Social skills {

Decision-making sk\&@ \>\&'

RE

RE®
valida

2_4 Product Expert Verification and Validation of GHG Inventories C

\"
The applicable di@énts @ude 0

0 COl_Ole_Conditions for auditors, assessors, examiners, technical “experts;
7 verifiers

kil

BREESHERRTSUHEEZRNER;

BT T SR SR SR, \}
TRERSERSREPBUR;

HATHR ISO 14040 1 1SO 14044 FrflEfotds Hﬂﬂﬁ fA)

#7% 1SO 14064 5 1SO 14067 EiRf;

BESHIMEEIEEZR Al (ISO 14001 5 EMAS IfSZER) KA E)%&m (ISO 50001) , =;E
O \\

R PETEAR, fb' (5
EEMIENE. RE. TES5TGEEH, QFEUE (&% 1S0 14001:2015 % 9.1 £3X) ;
RIEENATHASHIASER: E0R=SA %22 (NEHG) RERBBHEMRSNEBE MER

(EU-ETS 2) FillERINEEEK, @%,mzﬁmi & EMNSE. WU RIRESENS, RERR,
S 2018/2066 5 2023/2122; 2024 4 3 B 2025 £ 6 BAMEERIEREXH; EUSkRER
5l (MRR) 2018/2066; BREBHERZEEHES 2003/87/EC; LARXTHB BB MIIARI AL BRG]

(AVR) 2018/2067 SiEM4.

BEIRESRE T
T ARSE B &a};ga@ (GWP) :
TR HEEN Qv

THEERE '5#4 %{}_ﬁ) b
“}E}EHEI?

6}

O%BZ@@RE 05_01_05_20e (BESAZERER)
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Verification / Validation

ERSU4EHE:

. RE_02_02_40e_)ﬁ%%%ﬁ?ﬁ%%f¢%$%%iﬁ5*§%

o @G
« RE_05 01 01 Ole #%5. W, %5 &ﬂiﬁa—mﬁgﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
o

3.4 EXAMPLES OF LEGAL REQUIREMENTS

B REGULATION (EU) No 517/2014 OF THE'EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUN-
CIL of 16 April 2014 on fluorinated greenhiouse gases and repealing Regulation (EC)
No 842/2006. This new F-gases Regulation replaces the previous Regulation No
842/2006 on specific fluorinatedygreenhouse gases. The new F-gases Regulation be-
came effective on 9 June 23&« d applies since 1 January 2015. Subsequently, re-
frigerant charge was no IK r expressed in kilograms, but acc. to their CO2 equiva-

lents; @ \>\&,
® National Refrigeratio@uip Regulations;

m REGULATION (E @'ZO/SQDF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL
of 18 June 02& th‘a@ablishment of a framework to facilitate sustainable invest-
ment, and\&e din ulation (EU) 2019/2088 (EU Taxonomy Regulation); 4

x ON
m COM (? ) 12@%&, 2021/0104 (COD), Proposal for a DIRECTIVE OF THE EURO®
P RLI

L NT AND OF THE COUNCIL amending Directive 2013/34/EU, Directive C
2 09/EC, Directive 2006/43/EC and Regulation (EU) No 537/2014, as regards :
COrpor; ustainability reporting;

3.4 BRI O
. @, o BN (EVU) % 517/2014 5: RS SHESEST 201454 A 1@%, § SRR
(\ =SB ERIEEN (EC) 842/2006, ZIRIRANE 2014 4 6 S H 2015
é&, : 10 1 B, HEEr—EARABUARE, ﬁﬁ%fﬁ:ﬁfﬁ?ﬁi@
\} \}f& o EREISISEEM;

20
> O o EXEZIEM (EU) 2020/852: BUMNESEEST 2020 '{ﬁm BSRE, STERSA
L FIQHONESE, FHEITIEM (EU) 2019/2088 (ED“IZA”E%;F) &
& . Xff COM (2021) 189 BEM, 2021/0104 (CQB)’ Kl SESRRHRIESHE,
' {&iT 2013/34/EU, 2004/109/EC, 2006/43/@%5;‘6@(&) No 537/2014, AELSK
AL RIRE; @\>

o (b EREEEREMAN)

==

4 Intended Users or Target Groups of GHG Statements if =&~ MH
T H P ek H ﬁﬂiﬁi\m
& \ 4

The client shall specify in&@asib@check for which target group the GHG statement is
intended.

Target groups can i @c'ie: O’O
H reader { @of the non-financial indicators;
m ke x\ountéu tomers in the value chain;
lﬁor investors who have to provide information on climate protection acc. to the
0 Ta@gémy Regulation (Environmental Goal 1), cf. 1ISO 14030-1 and 2 (green bonds

\>O Page 16 of 71
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and credits); 0‘ C)‘

program owners of a GHG program; 0 ®@
municipalities; 0 OQ
authorities; (‘00
NGOs, e.g. "Klimaaktiv" partners;

bodies awarding the Eco-Label, e.g. VKT in Austria.

Competent authority under EU ETS 2 to which verification reports on greenhouse gas
emission reports must be su@ed (= Customs Office, National Emissions Trading

Authority (AnEH)
\,, A
’&,

PR TR R ugﬁ\ﬁ@amahﬁw

R AR o C
. USSR ‘<\
. mﬁeﬁq:aggé@;: ®® .
. inEmEAEE (Braxonomy Regulation, TFEH 1) BxmesrmrEnrRcaR,.  ON

4030-1 ] 2 — ZAFRFSEN) C
o i YIREHEE, ’
A e =
of BIATISE;
o JEBRFEL (20 “Klimaaktiv” SYELKE) ; . (b.
o ETEDITELNM (BRI VKI) %, \
\®' o 1R EU ETS 2, BESAHHIR SIS EREVIIRZNEETX (ED?E%S RES
x HHPEEEBEEHE AnEH) O P
0@ (0& 5 Declaration / Statement 4(0 ©
D‘ \) '\&' | g\g\
><§\ The client specifies in the feasibility check which factual z@bje e declaration he/she
$\ V\fould Iikfe to mal.<e. The statement could be_ pres_ented a int ifAime or coul_d cover ape-
r riod of time. This statement could be provided in th@ re# or GHG project plan.
The following declarations are possible: \}O

B The client has prepared a GHG inventory for direct CO2 emissions and would like to
have the accuracy of the results of thefinventory checked / verified; for example, the
statement that the organization émits XY tons of CO2eq with a limited level of assur-
ance.

B The client has prepared G inventory for direct and indirect CO> emissions and
would like to have thefabcdracy of the results of the inventory checked / verified; for
example, the stat tr] he organization emits XY tons of CO2eq with a lim-
ited/reasonable of a ce.

B The client h s@' cope 1, 2 and 3 GHG inventory and would like to have the
accurac ere s checked / verified.
m The dl gpla g an investment. According to the EU Taxonomy Regulation, a
entor cc to ISO 14064-2 has to be prepared for this climate protection
in ent@hls has to be validated (ex-ante).

clie @roduces climate neutral. (Note: Risk of greenwashing, if the focus is
n offéetting CO- equivalents. What is the percentage of carbon offset?

\} Page 17 of 71
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5

p

The client fulfills the requirements and obligations u F
balance year XX and has properly categorized its a -’ rading participant
and reported the CO2 quantities in the GHG report

5 F8 / Bk \>
EFFEETTIETEPERESEFEHNEN. BLUEA. ZSEArER R, thaExEE—ATER,
HAERESHREHEESEIBitLIF.
ARERAEREIE:
o EFCHmEIER: CO2 Htmm,mif—ﬁmﬁ HEEWHERAERMEHTZE, FIUNERZELSN
HERs XY IE CO248, #Bﬁ*ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ{
o EFCHmHIEEEE Co2 HE ,.ﬁéﬁ ARHTIZE, BHINFEIZASRAYHERD XY 1

CO24MR, FHHEIR/ARRE >
. BPEHH Scope 1, IR, HRER SRR T,

« EF Lﬂzh&ﬁ;‘ﬁﬁ

NETT i1 ®X BATT (EZKHBZ S (NEHG) / BREIRARBCE 5 4G =B B bEU -

ETS 2) ) KRERE LS5, CIEMPBHEEALHS SHTRES), R ESHRE H s

D\nég@sz HFIESIR(IFIFRE, PIRIE 1SO 14064-2 wEIRES
Al -ante) ;

573@@%[1 GE: MEBRBRIEHTR, 2R NS, REESHES

FIl | “ERBRHEE .

6 URisks and Uncertainties -\(D'
The following influencing factors could limit the result and its validity; eé%’ @64-3
Annex B.3: 0@'
H inadequate or poorly documented procedures or ad cedures for
collecting data, quantifying emissions and preparlng,(x'

lack of staff competence in procedures for colle daté5 antlfylng emissions
and preparing GHG statements;

lack of management involvement in pre& GH@@tatements

failure to identify all material emissions an em&l’s

errors in unit conversions; %

inconsistent preparation of information from prior periods without disclosure;
misleading presentation of material, such as highlighting favorable data or trends;

inconsistent quantific methods or reporting between sites, division or other
segments of the GHG ent;

® inadequate dlsc% S Q u%lcertainties and assumptions;

B inappropriate

gIobaI warming potentials;

®H managem @7 rrld@f internal controls;

Ad&&d &sﬁeratlons for potential influencing factors:

ing certifications: Is the client certified acc. to ISO 14001 and/or ISO 50001,

Page 18 of 71
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Verification / Validation

according to clause 9.1 of the standard? b
B Measuring equipment: Measuring devices are no&ta&@

m Data: 0 OQ

B Most of the data are not measured, butare\based ssumptions and estimates;

B Are the data collected automatically or do they have to be read and documented
(possible errors during transmission)?

Assumptions: What are the underlying assumptions and are they documented? Are
the assumptions plausible? @
\

State of the art
Electricity

B Electricity balanci eco Qﬁael certified electricity or via electricity labeling ac-
cording to ELW Iec@_ generation mix)

B Arethec speg&benergy generation mixes and/or national energy suppliers
known S\ ¢ 7

Leakag ow @y possible leakages identified and recorded, e.g. for F-gases, nat-

ural peIi&@

"X (O
O
m Is %@eet data based on consumption data or on km readings?

B Is the data collected via databases or is it transferred manually from driver’s log-
books?

B Do the mileage readings also include private use of the vehicle? ‘{\@

’&

Scope 3: \\
B What processes and activities are not reported at scope }&' @

B How is the employee mobility data collected? (E.g. e s response,

extrapolations, surcharges etc.) \

a) Double counting (e.g. with ETS I; §41 Emi @Eert@cates Trading Act 2011)

b) Conversion factors other than these rez@ zed E)ﬁtbonally are used and originate
from analyses by non-accredited laboratories

m NEHG/EU-ETS 2:

¢) No calibration of meters

d) Implementation and justification.ef uncertainty factors for each fuel stream and
aggregated uncertainty factor

e) A trader has different types of coal in its product range and does not differentiate
between coal types’i calculations.

f) De minimis thresholds of L,QOO tons of COz are exceeded (per fuel or energy prod-

uct) @ \\
PR 4

O C
6 K 'ﬂ@‘i NS
DS -Al Iﬁwn ﬁ‘fﬁl@@&ﬁﬁxﬁz M (150 14064-3 [f{5% B.3) :

. %ﬁzﬁ AR G ) 2 SR PR IR AN RS BAERAN 2
1T AR R TERZ BE T
D
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o NEHG/EU-ETS 2: %
a) WEITE (flns eTs 1 EE . S NMN201 %@?g%

B XA 5 A B SR > >
R B R S I OY 2
TR R N c©
R ATER I R R B O

PR S, (100 28 A S ol ga>

Fl— oD R A . 1S 2 T IR T T v 2
KT i

IR M S (A FR TR (GWP)

D 2 e AR

FABERE E S & <a'
RAENERR: Z5 2T ISO ngé; F/8% 1S0 50001 WAE? RAERKBIRHES 9.1 4%
AR JE ST IF R SRR

W% WE ﬂééﬁ

HAESRIR -

Ve R T B R ST A S
ERFN IR (I AT )

B m REn AR BRRT A

b ) R AR A T ? ST (B (ELWOG) ) FREET

BT T IRE XGRS 12 A TR

L 1 QD

R RBIAE R AR A7 AN H A, RSN O

£ e XX

2 K 7 T A R A AT B B R %) N

SR SRR RRA LB R [ &t N\ O

e NG Lt QO G

Scope 3 A% i 8 .&A L

WL FEAITE SN R AU Scope 3 3R 4576 E 2 )

R ATHARIGTE? (i T RIS M 12 T2)
@

O &

Qﬁn‘%» 41 %)

b) A€ T AR B SN AT ) 4 NG 3 L9 -1 ZINER SR F M IR
c) RIS B RHATIHE

d) SRR AL A 2 1 DINS LT St 5 S B UL

e) A G B M= R A S FRETIH R, (BATHEhARX S HR KR

f) # 7 1000 M CO:E@%@#FH%I‘]% CHEA R AR S RE IR A7)

.{\
5" 5
O 2
~g3'(§}
&{S s’\\'

00'

O
£

@,
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> D

7 Level of Assurance in Case of Verif@)on @gﬁﬁj‘ﬁ’ﬂ%ﬁéﬁ

For verification, the verifier and the client shall agree on the Ie%kb?assurance to be applied
and shall consider the needs of the intended (user. The verifier shall assess the appropri-
ateness of the level of assurance.

The verifier shall not change the level of assurance during the verification but may ter-
minate the engagement and start a new engagement with a different level of assurance.

The level of assurance shall be SDECIer% r to the start of the verification because the level
of assurance establishes the natur nt and timing (the design) of the evidence-gathering

activities.

Definition: Level of assurance e of confidence in the GHG statement (ONORM
EN ISO 14063-3; 3.6.5) @.

Possible levels of as ce: >§§\

Reasonabile level &%sura (the general part of ISO 14064-3:2019 normatively de-
ent level of assurance)

scribes the appro?
B Reaso rance: level of assurance (3.6.5) where the nature and extéent of
th ficatjoit(3.6.2) activities have been designed to provide a h|gh but n6t abso=
el

lu assurance on historical data and information;

| Limitéﬁ)level of assurance: level of assurance (3.6.5) where the nature and extent
of the verification (3.6.2) activities have been designed to provide a reduced level
of assurance on historical data and information;

(See also Annex A ONORM ISO 14064-3:2019): A limited level of as \parce verifica-
tion allows the verifier to conclude that nothing has come to his attention to
cause him/her to believe that the GHG statement is misstate gativ. rm of
conclusion). The limited level of assurance follows the samegberal ess as the
reasonable level of assurance verification including clari i@ons @h as strategic
analysis, risk assessment and evidence-gathering acti% \<\

ETRER, KERSEFIATERORESRAN—, #r@ﬁ%aﬁm P AR
RS RREAE. o
PR B IS, (BRI IS, AR S R .,
SR THERETHERTER, ErRE PEEmR. gr@ﬁﬂmﬂt (EIEE SRS
&) .
B RESE: HERSASIITIEREE, (FI2ONORM EN 1S0 14064-3; 3.6.5)
TR SR IE
. AERESH: SO 14064-3:2019 KIBFEAI FEA R Skl TAVEHERIA,
ATRIE: BUEIOHERSY (3.6.2) HH SRS SRR AR RE,
. ERRISE: BT %gaw ) (3.6.2) WHEHERISIREIREEIRIE,
(£ GNORM 150 64- 19 WS A) : ARBEREATRERGHITES: “eER
% %TE#C%‘*?EEI@M%” (REBRELHR) . BREEREIE
SABRIGERN BiRsessi. RS,
>
& &
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Levei of assurance

\

A

|

Limited leve! of assurance

e Verification risk is higher
than in reasonabie level of
assurance

« Nature, timing and e

C
OJ\)

Reasonable level of agsurance
o Vefification risk is
reduced te an acceptably
{ow level
» High but not absolute level
of assurance

Absolute assurance

of evidence-gathering \
activities is delibe! gly

less but stiil res%
assurance mea ul to@-
mtended
Nega: rm of &wn
0 REKT >
@ N ‘

00 ﬁﬁ = . ] " e C

% » Positive form of opinion

\}O BRARIEAT AEATHRIE
S - BENEBTARETE | | - WIERIREEREE
K BT
« AERIBSETE RN RR - BB RN
RENEERESD, & . (b,
MEEENTRAreE | | RRELE
7S o ,(S A
N Kl
{\ - MR \® @\,\

é@SO 14064-3:2019,A.1

' ATTENTION! NEHG and EU-ETS 2 - only reason@ %Qassurancel

The legislator (see §6 (4) AmendmentEU<ETS\2)rassu
that Quality Austria Certification GmbH can only verify wit

7! NEHG # EU-ETS 2 —— {RERT ARk

Figure: Level of assurance (Degree of confidence), SouO

posmve opinion, i.e., conversely,
reasonable level of assurance.

3TEE (£ EU-ETS 2 (BIFEE §6
INEBIRA T RAE S IERIEKE"
E: RIEER (BEE) ki ¢

K

,cx
> 5
&

) %) BEZEEWAERRR
B,
' ow@% ISO 14064-3:2019, Pk A.1

0@

, BIRIE3Ei5, Quality Austria
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Verification / Validation

> L
7.1 NOTES ON THE LIMITED LEVEL OF ASSURAV@ER@I@%ATION PROCESS

Source ISO 14064-3:2019, A.3 (normative Annex) (0\>

@ qualityaustria
Jleriifostion

The limited level of assurance verification follows the”same general process as the reasonable
level of assurance verification with the following.clarifications:

Strategic analysis: Limited level of assurance verifications do not require a detailed as-
sessment of the designh, existence arw‘ffectiveness of controls because of the underly-
ing assumption that the controls are r \ .

Risk assessment: For a limited | %&L f agg;kance, the risk assessment is performed on
the GHG statement as a wh énd issnot ‘as detailed as a reasonable level of assurance

engagement. “Limited level o ran rifications” do not require that the risks identified
in the risk assessment be i ifie the detailed level of:
B occurrence,, ten@g,\accuracy, cut-off and classification for emissions and re-

movals; o
B existe c@fght%j obligations, completeness, and accuracy and allocation for stors 0
age.\I }
ON cafon ‘
The verifier carg&rize risks as inherent, control and detection risks. b
The “CL_27_01@ 3e_Planning Verification, Strategic Analysis, Risk Assessment;Evi<

dence-gathering plan” is to be used for planning. This includes a structured approach acc.
te, ISOM14064-3, Clause 6.1.

Verification plan: (Source A4.3.3) In the limited level of assurance, the facilj @'site that
conducts the aggregation for the GHG statement shall be visited, unless t rifier has prior
O

knowledge of the facility or site’s aggregation process. Other facility or si isits be de-
)& termined based on the risk assessment and designed evidence-gatheringa vitie\g@
@ \>\&’ vidence-gathering plan (Source A.4.3.4): In reasonable lev @’ass@nce verifica-
\> 0@ tions, the evidence-gathering plan is continually updated @ufﬂg‘{f\m and appropriate
D' O— evidence is gathered to allow the verifier to reach aconclusio f\ \
><§\ In limited level of assurance verifications, the verifier tes @e evidence-gathering
§\ plan primarily for potentially material misstateme@ 2,

)
r 0 QQO
7.1 1 BRORUE A AR A T %,
SEE: 1SO 14064-3:2019, M A.3 GICEMEH=R)
BRMRIZEEES S EBETZEERN—RRE, BRI Ttk
o HiBESIR: B BE{%EVAET\EZ‘?RQ‘P\W%UB%E‘L‘I'\ FEMEMIER TR, BRERRRS

FSETHMN. xS
. Mﬁﬁﬁ:ﬂ¥¢ﬁ§ﬁ@§ﬁﬁﬁ\ iR, EEEET RIS, FERWTFIIE
S TIERG] C?}

- PRSI R SR A BLESH%,
o AN RSN, SR, SR,
BERTRORS 25 BRI, EHRIRTICEN.
1 L%%QLﬁBL@§Hﬂ~ﬁ%ﬁﬁ\M@WEEMEHM»Y#,Wﬁﬁm
®\>
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Verification / Validation

14064-3 % 6.1 SEETLMBEHIE, > O
BEiR CRR A.4.3.3) : WTERFEIEZE, SnnEm %V{@E CRAIRiEsRINE,
BREZERD RS TRIZIZBASCIERE. Hbigitekuim Aol AR X B A FIBOIELT RRRE.
BGETR CRIR A.4.3.4) : S
EEERIEZETR, BUOtSEEEN, BEIERIA,. ELrHERL;
EBRREZESR, BUBETEERE T EEEX SR TER.
4
8 Materiality Assessn’@& / l\\té)terlallty Thresholds & K4S /
H R RAE A\} A\(&

The verifier / validator sh |rm tge)'materlahty threshold required by the intended users. If
intended users have erlallty threshold, the verifier / validator shall set (a) ma-

teriality threshold(s)\& omr&k\ cate them to the client. 4

N,
The Greenhouse @' ém can establish a threshold for materiality. Materiality has 0
qualitative a antlgive components.

Quantitati teriality refers to error in value in the GHG statement. Examplesin€lude:
B "missta nts;
B/ incomplete inventories (e.g. processes have been forgotten or excluded);
m misclassified GHG emissions, or @.
o

misapplication of calculations (e.g. incorrect formulas, incorrect or q{!& e conver-
sion factors etc.). \\,

clude:

ﬁualitative materiality refers to intangible issues that affect the GHG\stateme Examples
\’\&

control issues that erode the verifier's confidence in th@rted
&

difficulty in locating requested information; 0' é

non-compliance with regulations indirectly&d t(‘&iG emissions, removals or

storage. QQ

The concept of materiality is used in designing the verificgﬁ)n / validation and in assessingthe
evidence to come to a conclusion.

poorly managed documented information;

ATTENTION: Additional materiality assessment in accordance with NEHG/EU ETS 2

In connection with NEHG/ EU-ETS the term “material” refers to the timely notification of
“material changes” to the com authority (= customs office) regarding registration or

change registration of the m rin %’ n. In this respect, all material/intended changes to
the information provided in orda sggv ith §4 and §5 must be reported immediately, while

non-material changes m t e rep q@d by 31 December of the year in which the change occurs
at the latest. The auth@.t ke note of this notification and, if necessary, amend the
registration decisio ecision in accordance with §5.

B Tim §§§-}endar year in question for verification or the reporting period of
& poi

thez
m ] catlc@éd description of the uncertainty factors for each fuel stream and the
: al aeﬁegated uncertainty factor

®\>O Page 24 of 71



Verification / Yalidation
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R S R EATE, (RIEE 4 SIS 5 R, AETRIESIEA/ R
THE, VTR TFEASEARRRESE AW RERE 12 A 31 BARS. =8
NSRBI ER, LB RS s #rtne. O

u FHEEE: SUFARAE AR IR S 20 % o

n SN R M T R SR B T A TR BRI \}9 D

@

9 Verification / Validation Process % & / fﬂg\

\Y\

The process is divided into the following steps: 00'

1. Feasibility check (Pre-engagement) O QO

2. Engagement @Q

3. Planning

4. Validation / Verification execution

5. Review

6. Decision and issue ofie\ idation / verification statement

7. Handling of ap% \,\&

8. Handling of com ts @

9. Records @. O-
The foIIowing sh \’tﬁ‘ne verification and validation process (source ONORM EN ISO
14064-3 fig%’ , pa and figure 4, page 14).

&@z‘@&ﬁﬁ A,
Page 25 of 71
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Cartification
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Pre=engagemant activities (5.1)

Agree with theient on
— type of engagemsent

= level of assurance

— ghjectives

— criteria

— scope

=— materiality threshold

Q
(04

%,

v. 2

Select verifica

r({‘m (52) |

v

R

— Parform strategic ana
== Perform risk assess

— Deslgn evidpm.e-gat
= tderitify the need ;

I‘t‘l\'lﬂ

ism

' th @plan

iﬁmc&}wd evidence-gathering plans
A

A@mn pl@ng {6.1)

v

v

Execution of verification activities (6.2)
=~ Conduct the verification according to the verification plan

— Assess changes to the GHG statement

Conduct the evidence-gathering activities according to the evidence=gathering plan

v

Completion of verification activities (6.3)

Bvaluate the GHG statement:

= evaluate any changes in risks and materlality threghobd
— evaluate sulficiency and appropristoness of evidenen

— eveluate and document material misstatements

— evalpate conformance with criteria
— evaluate ch.anges from prior periods

=y

[ ®/(1_'r
5 4

[b‘@lmuawmop UCTIBDYLIaA

%,
&

~— Reach a conclusion and draft ax aplaion

=~ Prepare & verification report

y

Independent

review (Clause 8)

.\(c

v

X \
ls@nrthc@l {Clause 9)

\}‘ \)"
&ﬁgure\'{}\ Verification process

fb' L
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@ qualityaustriz
Clertioation

WBSE (5.) 0 Z)
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PTRITERD (6.2) C
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= RN

r

_ FAMEED (6.3) . @.
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Prosangagoment sctivities {5.1)

|

v

Exeqition of validating activities {7.2)

= Canduet the validetion according to the validation plan
— Conduet the evidence-gathering activities according to the evidence-gathering plan
— Evaluate the GHG statement

Evaluate disclosurs

i S

v

@

N

Completion of valldaton activities (7.3) 6

— Reach 3 conchusicy

,
<

Agree with the ctlent on: @\)
= type of engagement
— leve] of assurance - |
- pbjectives [y i
- Criterla
— scope
— materiality threshold
iKY
&
O
Seledayt|Ration te, 3 % »
%
2 A \:CF
\E ‘abidgtion planning {7.1)

— Perform strategic @ @é
— [dentify mnu:ﬁém:huids@
—A Test astim () § P
= Assess GH da tarmansti -
— Baw validatio -g"*
-_— _ﬂmm'ﬁ'_qvidence- ering plan g
= Apppove the validanion and evidence-guthering plans 3
= Amiend the validstion and evidence-gathering plan, If requiced %ﬂ

0@
.\7\ X

(x

e

¥z}
~

[ aN

Q@

)

— Drallzn opinion
— Prepure a validation repost
T §
Indup‘lrm& view (Clause 8) A »
N\ 4&
N
—>

@)J [ssu@)%w opinion {Clause %)

Sgﬁ}‘e 4 — Validation process
0 OO Page 29 of 71
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Cartification
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Verification / Validation

30 &
9.1 FEASIBILITY CHECK 0 @
The client provides the following information infadvanceyusing tﬁ?}rm FO_25_03_27e_Infor-
mation_offer_making_ISO 14064-1, ISO 14064-2 and ISO 140 erification/Validation:
Name of the client
Contact details
Contact person . @,
Overview of sites incl. po% ountry information
Valid certificates, e.g. a@:o Is%’\iﬁ 01, EMAS, ISO 50001

Industry (sector) O
O C

Main activities

Main facili 'é\&c niﬁége: \
Product duct@oups 0\’

Indication wh r a verification, validation or a combination (ex-ante and ex-
p@sse ent) thereof has to be performed (see ISO 14065:22 9.2) C,

State to be verified

Normative basis: ISO 14064-1, -2 ISO 14067 or possibly a specific GHG program

>

Any previous reports for validation or verification? @'
ot

What is the base year or are there any corrections or changes in reIaQ

Ke base
year S
2 @

Information on materiality,

®m Inventory boundaries (site; corporate group or product @ O\->
m Sources, sinks and reservoirs (SSR) for direct and, indiregt em@bns

B Types of GHG: \\ §\
Carbon dioxide (CO3) 00' @@é

Methane (CH4) 0 QO
Nitrous oxide (N20) @Q

Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs)
Perfluorocarbons (PFCs),

Sulphur hexafluoride (SFs)

® Significant energy SS\@S incl. quantities
B Significant energ ers, significant facilities or share of energy consumption for
products @ \>\&,

B Energy su ’ﬁg‘s ( @&ity purchase, electricity labeling ...)
B Data %ﬁe%ﬁ}time)
m. P t%‘al m@s\bns, exclusions from the inventory
B G)éepor@r GHG plan
®®
O

O O Page 31 of 71
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@ quallty(-w triz

Cartific

With regard to ISO 14067, additional questio e reb@ant

W Are comparative product statements planned? \)

m Is an internal or external criticalfreview of the proa% carbon footprint planned?
Information on the level of assurance

B Objective: Reasonable level of assurance or

m Limited level of assurance

The NEHG/ EU-ETS 2 feasibility |s dled in the controlled document
FO_25_03_27-1 Informatlonen b gung_NEHG, information on making offers,
German only).

In addition to the general mﬁ@natm ntioned above, the following additional informationis
required for NEHG feasibilit

’\&' ’\<'<\
Decisio&ppr ésregistration with the competent authority; the decision must
contai: east@ following information:

d aQBst of the trading participant;

N
m A ;escrikt'bgﬁ of the means of placing on the market;

Allist ofthe energy carriers that the trading participant is permitted to place on the
market;

Where applicable, registration of changes @‘

B A monitoring plan (§ 7); monitoring and obligation to regularly mprd& e mo itoring

plan

Reporting requirements / Reference period: reporting peno@‘.{) r@&e period

for data points (if different from the reporting year)

B Number of clients, categorization of clients (e.g. lnter;r% S,* Qﬁ\ETS 1; end con-
sumer, “product chain”)

M Monitoring plan

> c

GHG report; Greenhouse gas emissions rep&)the@@évant verification year

QO

Number of product groups /{uels streams and t%ir categorization (major, “de-mini-
mis” fuel streams)

Quantities of substances / energy sources

Details per fuel stream and category (e.g. system level conversion factor used; in-
tended use; biogenic share, etc.)

Categorization of the t r@'partlapant (category A, B, “de-minimis”, de-minimis
threshold (<1 ton o Px

Exemptions applle@cc to\@ §21, §22, §23 - basis for cross-checks in accounting)

0
ac\
> a>

0 OO Page 32 of 71



@ qualitya

Certification

>

The emissions report must include the foIIowingéﬁnati&r@
Name and address; O

Type of product(s) and energy source(§) and descript%a of the activity

Address, telephone number, and e-mail addréss of a contact person

Name of the owner of the trading participant and name of the trading participant, if
available.

Per energy carrier and energy uct(s)

Product group and energ ier( )\)glaced on the market;

Emission factor(s) use Q\.\

Total emissions o @ﬂ.lel S s

End use(s) o& y cq@rs placed on the market

Uncertalntwetor peﬁuel stream and total aggregate; description and justification

\"
Mear&nch@@energy carriers are placed on the market. O
Cm |on(s§§3?602 emissions: Quantity * Emission factor (e.g. the customs office list C
w | emission factors); fuel-specific characteristics such as biogenic admix- :

tures,@}.

mPEmission factors: system level used at current IPPC; national standard factors for fuels
in their latest valid form from the customs office (2a) or fuel-specific from_accredited
laboratories using recognized analysis methods %’

(\
@ B Client structure and client description “Product chain” )é
\

\’&, uality Austria reviews this information for completeness, accuracyﬁla@)ty (pre-en-

\> @' gagement). The outcome of the pre-engagement covers the follow
D' B Determination of feasibility

><§\ B NO: Rejection of validation / verification - mf@\ilon t@the client

\’\&

§\ B YES: Preparation of the engagement

P m Timing of the validation / verification activi@ th sis of engagement
B Determination of materiality @
m Definition of the level of assurance
m List of possible questions for the initial site visit (risks)

9.1 AT HE T <\®

& PN ff R R FO_25_03_2 ﬁgaq&@& & T 10 14064-1. 1SO 14064-2 1 1SO 14067 B E
/3&11!5, IRATIR UL LA TS \}
EF%%
L] ?‘15: Fros

e HAR /\

° J;Jj}J—'—‘ % B a :u

e . il O 14001‘ EMAS. 1SO 50001
4.

. il I&@
@\}
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Verification / Validation
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9.2 ENGAGEMENT \}@ \)\&'

he applicant receives the offer for validation or verification includi GT@as amended,
as well as supplementary requirements for validation / verlflcatl ldatggy verification pro-
grams of GHG inventory or Product Carbon Footprints).

The offer contains the following statements under point “*Mis \eou%m the offer cover sheet:

B scope of verification / validation;

K

® specification of the standard; O QO

B possible exclusions; @\)

B GHG declaration;

® level of assurance (for NEHG/EU ETS 2: always reasonable level of assur-
ance)

In addition to the requirements @ in ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.3.2, the client shall inform
Quality Austria of all facts K

The offer refers to the appli @b doc Ke ts. When the offer is signed, the contract is concluded
and a confirmation of assi ent\l} uding the date and duration is sent to theclient.

Applicable doc@
RE_25_03_ inimum Tlme Calculation GHG

affect the validity of an issued opinion.

0
0 OO Page 35 of 71
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. @, / validation can be an iterative process.
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Verification / Validation

9.2 LW E NS
AR 5 4 W B 56 F B % £ 1) 1E AR AN @%iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ~ﬁﬁ%§k%n%4%) é&ﬁb?ﬁ%ﬁi G&EH
TRESEFTRE M TRIE / ZEREF) . O O
WA E A H AT IR G A A LT A \)O
o IS/ IUFVEE LW
o FTIER BIFRHERTE
o AJBERIHERRIN
o BESARE,
o RIE/KF (4% NEHG/EU ETS 2@*%?‘9%@%&%%)

S

HRHE 1SO/IEC 17029:2019 55 9.3.2 %?ﬁ(ﬂ%ﬁi@\, R T Fe AT A0 ] BB 2 e e iE = LA R S T
Quality Austria. @ \’\\,
O

SN 3 E I AE. 57 BTN AL, Quality Austria #3602 ke I FLA %

FERAE
O & :

&P SCAE N \,
RE_25_03_04e_“%'gaxB?";%ir IR 0
@ C

9.3 PLAN@G\} ‘

A&lﬁ' PREPARATION - VERIFICATION / VALIDATION STAGE'1

Deépending jon th@omplexity and scope, a team is formed, or an individual validator / verifier
is assignéd in the WIS. A team leader (“Lead-V") is appointed. The responsibility for plan-
nihg;approval or possible changes lies with the Lead-V.
The Lead-V receives all information from the CSC (feasibility check) for preparati(\\@;iﬁcation
AR
O &
> o
IRIBESRMATEE, £ WIS RATISREASREMNTR / HER, {Q@Agia&ﬁead-w . EKR
Rtk #OERMETEERE, %
BRIGAEFRSHL (CSC) J}ﬁl&éﬁ[{ﬁlﬁﬁiﬁﬁféﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁd / & CIPSIESRwUE
O
O

Os%\)
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O Figure 1 — Steps of a planning process
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Figure: Steps of a planning pr%?» ;ource ISO 14065:2022, page 13

The "CL_27_01_193e @ngﬁ)@rlﬁcatmn, Strategic Analysis, Risk Assessment, Evi-
se

dence-gathering pl
to ISO 14064-3, %%6 1. \(\

tion are disc din il with the client:

d for planning. This includes a structured approach acc.

In the first s \f v?t&%tlon / verification (if possible, on site) the planning and prepara-

Strategic analysis

N
0 \}OO Page 37 of 71
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(o)

Verification / Validation

Certficaton

a) review of information from the feasibility data she‘z’\ C)‘
b) inventory objectives; 2,

c) clarification of inventory boundaries (owne@reg ihg CO: emissions, loca-
tions, site boundaries; scope of invéntory); \)

d) materiality threshold: may still need to be defin@ with the client organization,
see chapter 8;

e) responsibilities at the client organization (key personnel, competences, tasks);
f) declaration / statement;

g) review of the GHG repo \@Fevious V-reports;
h) GHG relevant proce activities, operations);
) p %‘M \v\@% P )

i) relevant sector ir@)&natiob@'

j) overview of ies;
k) potentia evant I@\basics including climate protection obligations;
) P b fele) g g p g \
1 d ial flows (Sankey diagrams incl. source, sinks and possible "
s); %) 0
m) ces of information and data incl. potential estimate methodology; Q

vieWthe data collection process (measurement, monitoring, evaluation, peri-
od%nd potential statements on the accuracy of data;

0) determination of emission factors including references or application of the correct
system level of emission factors in accordance with NEHG/EU ETS 2~re@5ements.

p) Validation: K\
. o~ r\@cify?

i.  What requirements does the intended user of the vaIidati@repo 3

S,

ii. Is a proper public disclosure of the GHG statement avai

iii.  What are the results of the sensitivity and uncertai al\(i'@
gy

iv.  Appropriateness and quality of the estimate rﬁ@o

V. Could possible side effects or shifts of ons ur? If the GHG-related
activity must consider side effects, the vaI& r has@d assess the completeness

and accuracy of these modifications. Q O
tor sh

vi. Functional equivalence:fthe valida %Ibgs’sess whether the project and
the baseline scenario aré functionally equ@ ent,

vii.  Sensitivity: The validatoryshall identify assumptions with high potential
for change and assess whether these changes are material to the GHG state-
ment.

Site visit (material facH't\@'storages)

X

‘XL
alysis'and risk assessment:

e @‘_gﬂzation;
b) clea ificati in the organization;
) : ;@rs g ;

) r%m ion@\potential misstatements;

d: @all % identified? To what extent is the data complete and accurate?

clarg)@tion of possible influencing factors that could affect the outcome;
\}O Page 38 of 71
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i.  materiality threshold; 0’\ €>§

i exclusions; 2,

iif. identification of possible uncertaintiés and t elativé‘,e@fect on the GHG state-
ment; \)O

iv. calibration of measuring equipment; CO

V. type and frequency of data collection,&.g. automated data collection vs. point-
by-point manual data collection;

vi. level of detail of available jnformation: measurement concept at different levels
(main meter, sub- mete(\@‘moblle meter?);

vii.  data monitoring: coh& ous Wasurement or punctual / time-limited measure-
ments;

viii.  evaluation of, R}lncl:cépulatlons conversions and use of suitable databases

or emissio ors

iX. poterxt S ar@accuraaes in the data management process;
X, y in datlon estimate methodology (appropriateness, applicability of
ptlzgé uality of estimates and data on which they are based; calgula=
s or dels based on them, forecasts). The verifier shall develop his/her

Gint estimate or range of estimates to assess the assumptions ofdhe party
% sible (client organization, client).
ide

f)

g) Do any significant or unusual emissions exist outside of operations?
\2

fication of possible nonconformities;

>

h) Are there legal risks?

@: i) Is an improvement process incl. root cause analysis, correctlo d cos@%tlve
.{\ actions established? \}
type of quality assurance in the inventory;

@ N\¢
\} (b' Bl Special features of risk analysis from NEGH/EU ETS 2 @as a nce of double
\S\

counting and uncertainties
B Use of "means” and distribution channels
"\&

§ W Possible breaches in data points and errors in @syste@@

}
Additional requirements for project GHG\state @;Qlerlflcatlon

The strategic analysis shall consider the following (cf. ISO 14064-36.1.1.2):
the project plan;

the results of the validation report;
the requirements of the r@stormg plan;

the applied momtorlgé\eth logy;
the monitoring r \>\&'

The risk assessmﬂ all ¢ n er the following (cf. ISO 14064-36.1.2.5):

m whe rtg@)b{ operating conditions reflect the assumptions, limitations, meth-
ods nc§ inties in the project plan or criteria;

mt mpl@ vy and data availability of the baseline calculations;
@comccjcnson of actual versus expected emission reductions or removal enhancements
Page 39 of 71
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ualityaustria g - H L
@ A Verification / Validation

Erineal

»
&

p

O

o 5

(}\}

Additional requirements for project GHG stateme:&}rifi&@%n

42%{‘5%2019,6.1.1.2):

The strategic analysis shall consider the following (cf, IS
B the project plan;

M the results of the validation report;
B the requirements of the monitoring plan;

B the applied monitoring methodojagy;

&
The risk assessment shall corQEe the foltowing (cf. ISO 14064-3:2019, 6.1.2.5):

B the monitoring report. )6\

B whether the curr erati@conditions reflect the assumptions, limitations, meth-
ods and unceptaiaties ip{@e project plan or criteria;

L J
B the comple‘\ nd dg(e&\availability of the baseline calculations;
B acomp @ of %é}al versus expected emission reductions or removal enhancemehts

)
Additional@quira@bnts for product GHG statement verification

Thé strategic a sis shall consider the following (cf. ISO 14064-36.1.1.3):
B /the results of the life cycle interpretation, including conclusions and limitations;

NOTE See ISO 14044:2006, 3.5. . @.
the functional or declared unit (see ISO 14067); 36\

O
-0olITs O
t-offs. &A &0

o
The risk assessment shall consider the following (cf. ISO ﬁx\ﬁ 6.1.236):
B the degree of product complexity and system bQ ries;®

the contributions of emissions and removals& fere@@fe stages;
O

[ ]
B the characteristics of unit processes;
a
(]

2P\
the life-cycle stages; ®0 o

the allocation procedures; \>
the availability of life-cycle results from compara%’?e products;
the representativeness of use and,endfof life scenarios;
the reliability of any carbon footprint studies used;
the results of any critic jew.
y il @e
X

Result of planning an par n

B commo
*

confirmatio @he el@\glment type(s) (validation / verification / combination);
Arsta@g of the declaration / statement;

N\
m confiwon of\§(\.ope / inventory boundaries;
=] cs atio® the timing of verification / validation activities; timing may be subject

X
o
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RS CL_27_01 \QSe
1R3E 1SO 14064-3 &
&% m&m% E*Q@Tw. T » KERS WML R T AR

o s

ons, and uncer-

V-planning: inputs for planning the validation or atio, e included in the v-
plan. Contact persons (client, responsiblespart asgigned;

Evidence-gathering plan: planning and definition o@sential specific evidence
documents;

possible open points (possible nonconformities) concerning the implementation in
compliance with the standard shall be communicated to the client;

Approval of validation: Th @ators shall determine whether the intended user
recognizes the GHG-relat t| ity. In assessing recognition, the validatorshall:

B determine whether ?&d activity is acceptable to the intended user,
including whether HG\@ ed activity meets any eligibility criteria specified
by the intende @'r;

B assess wh herisi?e geographic or temporal restrictions specified by the
mtende r$ ether the GHG-related activity complies with these re-
stricti

B as @ the GHG-related activity is real, quantifiable, verifiable,/per-

q enforceable
B after @)g)conflrmation of the calculations used in the GHG statement, re=assess
wh r the GHG-related activity will still be recognized.

The planning and preparation of the verification or validation is 6 to 8 hours depending on the
sizé€ and complexity of the organization, as well as the scope of the GHG report Qrpbo.

The report draft may already include the following: %
B declaration / statement; @ \\KA
B scope, boundaries and objectives; \) Q@

B documentation of uncertainties.

Furthermore, a verification or validation plan (V-plan) i &as d\é]’\% submitted to the

client at least 2 weeks before the scheduled date. 0
For documentation, at least 4 to 8 hours are calculated. @@
Other applicable documents: 0 QO

CL .27 01 _193e_ISO 14064-3_Planning Verificatic@b@trategic Analysis, Risk Assess-

ment, Evidence-gathering plan

CL_27_01_199 ISO 14064-3_NEHG-ETS2_Planning-Verification_Strategic Analy-
sis_Risk Assessment_Evidence Plan

FO_27_01_238e_Verifica %@hd Validation Plan — this is a TEMPLATE and must of
course be adapted to t ances;
b{, s

AN
( 14064-3 iR\ MBS RGIEME. BUETRD
mﬂ%ﬁﬁ

121?&)@5 COHRAL P B, BB . DImhi. #EE
O Page 41 of 71
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Bl Sl Verification / Validation

o USRI R,
« SRR v > L
w R . 0 )
RUWA 4B FA% (51 150 14064-3:2008.20 606 %

m SIS ARSI it R NS T
A 5 AR A

OB UM RS R 2 ) W

F‘E&%ﬁiﬁ#ﬁ%%?ﬁ%ﬁt (X 1SO 14064-3 £ 6.1.1.3)
. W AMRBRE R (&5 PR @,
. JJ GBS AR S (ISO 140 7\1

. HTREE 3

o AARNME Qb N

. WibAHE O \§>
P RIREWERSR (3 5P)6.1.2(6)

° annﬁzf—“ﬁf& Y

A i R 3 i
ﬁm N\
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@ qualitya

Cartification

N\
o REWR RERAETIAE | SR, N\
o REREMIIR I, SRR D O
o EHRBEL. TEM. TRE. KA TEHRS; g
o RS GHG FHHEE, EHE LTS m&m@, L
SR B B B ‘@&

o T 6-8 /M, MAHLMIEE GHG TR TE
o WMEHMEWARLE: FY /WA / Treit
o RIBEEVHUIME B MRTE AR / BT (v-plan)
o USRS [l — &y 4-8 /NAF
BRI @
e CL_27_01_193e (ISO 14 3 BRI RIS KU i S HUE T

e CL 27 01 _199 ISO 14064-3 % BT R8BS 43 BT - KBS PR A -E R W g T R
e FO_27 01 238e «Hﬁ \g&*&» ——WONBR, FARIEShR s R

9.4 VERIFICATON %IDA\{I’ON EXECUTION

; N\ 4
The previous infor m é\ gs, the GHG report / GHG plan and the V-plan form the basis. "
Possible change eim entation of the V-plan are documented and the V-plan is updated O
accordingly. 6 C

When cond th(‘y rlﬂcatlon or validation, the focus ison:

u coIIect@ objective evidence by reviewing documented information (controlled
specifications, records), interviews, on-site visits.

B In the collection of evidence, attention shall be paid to traceability ern'@_easure-
ments, invoices, and referencing of sources. N\

@. B Identification and documentation of possible misstatements and@&@ertau\tﬂas
.{\

Validation / verification can also be an iterative process in its executloo

D\'> O’O Execution may include the following steps: & >\{,<\

\<\ H desk review of transmitted documents; 6}
§,\\’ B remote verification / validation if appropria\tﬁar&@(perience is available;
r. ®m on-site visits; 0 QO
m verification / validation of corrections. ®\>

Evidence-gathering activities

W interviews;

B site-visit incl. observahgn@,
B review of invoices, s ing documents, measurement protocols, test books;

B questioning of mo@ caIcs@»t%ns (conversions, source of emission factors etc.);
m
m
|

plausibility ¢
cross- che (?'f C Q‘-smn factors, e.g. source of supply, topicality;

Site visit 5 we@élts
g

When f%gﬁ site visits, the following shall be considered:
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(Carimcation

the results of the risk assessment; 0’\ €>$

the number and size of sites and facilities; ) @@

[m}

[

® the degree of confidence; 0 O

B the nature and magnitude of emissions atidifferent si@}cn)d facilities;
B the diversity of activities;

® the complexity of quantifying emissionsisolrces;

B the results of prior verifications or validations.

N

The verifier shall plan and perforni(éSslte o%facmty visit under any of the following circum-
stances: \\

an initial verifica @
B a subsequent vﬂ r which the verifier does not have knowledge of the prior
verification v t $. esults, e.g. as a result of a change of persons;
rsnip

of a site or facility; :\u

B whe isstat nts are identified;

E achan own

erified GHG statement;

u th@re plained material changes in emissions, removal and storage since
the pr% \%
m _the addition of a site or facility of GHG SSRs that are material to the GHG state-

ment;
® material changes in scope or boundary of reporting; \®'
@ B significant changes in the data management. (
(\ If a verifier determines that a site or facility visit is not neces;&(he er shall
justify and document the rationale for the decision. The v alidation is
@ (b\'\ based on the fol- lowing checklist: see 82e 14064-1;
\} CL_27_01_184e_ISO 14064-2, CL_27 01@ 14067,
FO_27_01_230_Priifbericht_NEHG (Test report, incl. c&a?’.&thst)
.)\’ . .
§\ Possible evidence documents ) @@é
" ® inventory boundaries; 0 QO
m overview of the value chain; %\>
B measurement concept;
m process illustrations;
m overview of facilities;
E sampling legal reglste{\
® guantification met 6
N
m Sankey chartso o
m

f
(refriger, >\\§\

< .
datﬁa ureQA}lts (meter readings);
:c@hon Gata e.g. from energy invoices, delivery notes;

|bra6i@| protocols of measuring equipment;
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HealiSr

Verification / Validation

documentation of assumptions; C}
documented estimate methodologies, assumptions, @ectior@@dr the future;
sensitivity or uncertainty analyses; OQ

calculations (formulas); CO\)

modeling concepts;

technical data sheets or facility books (asset ledger/book);

inspection or maintenance records, e.g. refrigeration systems, F-gas Regulation;
conversion factors incl. referer alues;

GWP potentials incl. refer 3\/ﬂa

I
BAT documents. \} \>®\.\

Possible changes in th anni@or the procedure

Possible reasons for f(&d en\té%o the verification / validation planning may include:
i M sco&e e.g.

B changes sites);

B changeSyi the@@!ilability of client / responsible party contact (e.g. due to ill-
o

B\ changes '@Cc.ﬁe access to the location (e.g. no on-site visits possible due to, pan-
demic)$

B changes in the time schedule;

B changes in evidence-gathering procedures (e.g. data must be recalcUlgtéd, new

data must be collected); )é A
.\@f B changes in sources of information; @ (b\?\\'
m identification of new risks; ®\'> O\‘>

Q@
QQ&

D' O— identification of misstatements; . d >\{,<\
® identification of nonconformities in relation to 13&068 =2 or ISO 14067 or

L NEHG

\ ]
$ The Lead-V is responsible for approving an Qandr&@ts to the plans.
h
é‘ O
0))
Results of verification or validation

There are two types of documented information:
B a report including a potential action protocol as an attachment;

® an opinion for users. . @

Report requirements & @
D" N N
Report: Verification or vi!@on r@&s in a report that includes the following minimum con-

G

tents:
| imparti@lit stria report on the actual findings (title or introduction);
| corﬁ} da identification of the responsible party);

m r ce tgthe activity (criteria): organization (ISO 14064-1), project (ISO 14.064-
ﬁr pr&@ct (ISO 14067); Quality Austria has verified / validated the audit criteria
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Q g ieustila Verification / Validation

f 'I"1'|||f' SHEIC

according to ISO 14064-1 or -2:2019 or ISO 14067; ' baesd on ISO 14064-
3:2019. The reviewed data refer to the period ZOWQ )

Note that the organization is responsible for the % mer@%nformation statement
(integrated as a fixed sentence in thegeport): ™ lity Ustria states that the client
organization is responsible for the preparatiomand féb resentation of the environ-
mental information statement.”

Quality Austria is responsible for the ‘opinion on the GHG statement based on this
verification.

definition of criteria as the b’a i r the environmental information statement;

B in case of validation: If thg@b‘rronmental information statement contains a forecast,

an explanation must be tha;;t%e actual results may differ from the estimates,
as the assumptions on th imates are based may change > ,Quality Austria
hereby states that fi estirndteés are based on assumptions. Actual results are likely
to be different fr e ex olated or estimated outcomes, as the assumptions or
underlying c S /y;@change. (integrated as a fixed sentence in the report);

L J
scope / in\&%ry bouxk}ary;

decIa&@/ sta@gent;
Ie\Q ssu@ﬁe;
objéctiv O

risk asg%sment;

materiality analysis
B for each scope level (significant sources [energy uses, processes, fai&'&@], poten-

tial sinks; reservoirs); 5&
B interpretations / decisions; \} @\
B potential misstatements; @, O\'>
Validation: assumptions, forecast procedures, assessme iscl@ure;

m sources of information: disclosure on measured dat&q polsk_ data, hypothetical

data, or combinations;

O

B uncertainties including limitations, restrictions,eRors; Z)
m description of the procedure / methodology@cita@@ of material evidence docu-

ments appropriate to the verification,/ validatlon%l@)l and evidence-gathering plans;

sampling of legal requirements

potential nonconformities / deviations®(ATTENTION: separate action protocol
FO_27_01_237_Action Protocol GHG);

m ATTENTION: NO HIN'[;@g permitted in the report;

W conclusion: evidence is{s

ent and appropriate (level of assurance);

ici
® hint at the end of ep %ur report is exclusively designed for Company X, in

county A, and mafot be@uitable for other purposes;
date and a @s of (@th Austria; signature.

ATTENTION: @w U\-§{g
There is an E@ template from the EU (FO_27_01_261_Policy_ETS2:_Verification_re-

port), wr@
O

st b&ed exclusively.
@
O
QO
<o
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tion_report.xIs”. This template is i
However, according to the authorit
includes the test certificate confirm

The report is based on the EU Commission template “FO_27

n English, there is currentl _%er_
ies, the report can be co

ing the “satisfattory opi S st

and the possible recording of nonconformities/misstatements (s® reenshot 2).

CPINION

OPINION - verifled as satisfactory:

We have conducted @ verification of the greenhouse gas data reporied by
the above regulated entity in its Annual Emissions Report as presented
above. On the basis of the verification work undertaken (see Annex 2)

these da@e faitly stated.
xS

/
OPINION verified with comme \5

| \’\\

gb have \@ucted a verlfication of the greenhouse gas data reportad by

the abo ulated entity in its Annual Emissions Report as presented
ab n the basis of the verification work undertaken (see Annex 2}
thi ata are falrly stated, with the exception of:

N

N

y

| OPINION - not d es

sattsfac!Oﬂ/@

O

We have conducted a verification of the greenhouse gas data reported by
the above regulated entily in its Annual Emissions Report as presented
above. On the basis of the work undertaken (see Annex 2) these data
CANNOT be verified die fo - <select as appropriate>

:op
> fo

2y
Comments which qualiy e opinion. | 1. .{ N\

2
Screenshot 1: Excerpt from the Excel Template — Test certificate @ \\A
&

\>

L A 8 c
1 Vetification Report - Emisslons Trading Systam GUIDANCE FOR VERIFIERS M U'
2 ETS2 Annual Repaoring
3 Hmmﬁwdhmmﬂnﬂ,umwﬂnmmmuml Mote - the naane of fhis b atity will numpkludupcmilh
4 Arnmes 1A W anil it wrtres on the IJ[«I Sheet |
L
A, that ware o betorn Issuance of the vedlicotien  Mstsilal? Plems ulc -urr o appropriste
& __teport
rlar = wpiact — |< B'Hn wumm mysatatémant poind.
e — f x ammerbbck using the “+* sign m lhe feft memsn
) i =T w (7 umzonecled its plesse stale NOT APPLICABLE m the fust s
11[A3 — atieci -
1fae | {= stherl =
fslae ] z
i = e dolails wamsnl \ncluding nature. size, and which ciereent of the repar it
I ! — %l m@mﬁammwmr  appicable Ned fo clearty siafe whether the
| = -statad fe.g. higher than i should be} or undi-sfated tiowsr than it
248 | = aalnct = | shogrnel Fgr more o how Io classify and mport misstatemnis piease 2ev th
3‘4 As | R e European Gommission Services
b | ==
35470 | = | Weivc
iz |
h 1 4 9 S— —
4B 4
apin N with approvad Monitoring Plan "0, @
<« inchrdng P Lty By o .-m-dwu .wnm mm
L] warification Marerial?
189 = aigg = |« Bieaee inmat amy rolveait dute.  One Fre per nan-confofmity poid. B
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Verification / Validation

6.3.1.5 Evaluation of changes from prior periods C}
The verifier shall determine whether the responsible party@appr#fately disclosed any
changes from prior periods that make the periods incompar, N @)

For projects, when evaluating conformity to criteria, the gafier shall consider the fol-
lowing:

B the extent of the project’s implementation, including the completeness of the
installation of technology, equipment and measurement equipment;

m the operation of the project, including the operating characteristics when compared
to the limitations and assur@ns in the criteria;

® the monitoring plan andXQ’ hot)i&glsogy, including any requirements in the criteria;
m changes in the moni@ g pI@}installed equipment or baseline;
B judgement of con%:vati@ ss that have a material effect on the GHG statement;
H the results of alidations.
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OPINION A\Y
OPINION - verified as satlsfactory. |We have conducted a verification of the greenhouse gas data M by A

the above regulated entity in its Annual Emissions Reporf )&
gbove. On the basis of the verification work unden‘aken\(} nex 2) \\

these data are falrly stated.

|OPINION - verified with comments: |We have conducled a verification of th 55 g E'mporred by
the above regulated entity in its Annugé ions as presented

above. On the basis of the verlfica, rk unde n (see Annex 2)
these data are fairly stated, with t otion c@

[OPINION - not verified as We have cohducted'a verlﬂ% 1 of th (gz:éenhouse gas data reported by
| safisfactory: the aboyé regiilated entity in ifs m&missions Report as presented
| abovel On the basis of the work rtaken (see Annex 2) these data

| CANNOT be verified diie to - <select as appropriate>

|Opinion Statement:
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Types of opinions A

itten dglaratlon to the in-
me .4.3) in the responsible
ith tijé Criteria (3.6.10).

Definition of verification / validation opinion: forma
tended user (3.2.4) that provides confidence on the GH
party’s (3.2.3) GHG report (3.4.2) and confirms confor

Intended user: individual or organization (3:2.2) identﬁl%@r those reporting GHG-related
information as being the one who relies‘on (that information-to make decisions.

Then, the verifier shall reach a conclusion‘based®n the evidence gathered and draft a verifica-
tion opinion.
ISO 14064-3 differentiates three typ s of opinions:

® Unmodified oplnlon &ort standard requirements are met, there is sufficient
and appropriate ewd&
—0.421 shqg}\deﬁuenaes or possible deficiencies;

- ort: no correction of nonconformities, material misstate-
cieQEQr inappropriate evidence;

m Modified opinio

H Adverse opi
ment(s), i

This differentia \also e@'esses the quality of the GHG inventory. Quality criteria are sum-
marized in t owm@table according to the requirements of 1ISO 14064-3, clause 6.3.2.2ff:

O?o
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Unmodified opinion

Modified (dissenting)
opinion

Q)vAd@r\s‘e opinion
0@

There is sufficient and ap-
propriate evidence to sup-
port material emissions, re-

movals or storage.

In order to draft@ modifi
opinion, the verifier shall en-
sure that thére(is no mate-
rial misstatement at'the
level of the GHGystatement.

T is insufficient or in-

_appropriate evidence to

upport an unmodified or
modified opinion; or

The criteria are applied ap-
propriately for material
emissions, removals or stor-
age;

A modified verification opin-

ion, w.h ad in conjunction
mth.ﬁv HG statement, nor-
ill @ adequately
for e intended

f any deficiencies
or |bIe deficiencies in

(N’@\GHG statement.

criteria are not appropri-
ately applied for material
emissions, removals or stor-
age; or

The effectiveness
trols has been e
when the verifie

'T'here are requirements in
case of non-material mis-
statements: see ISO 14064-
36.3.2.3

the effectiveness of con-
trols cannot be determined
when the verifier intends_to
rely on those controls;

relyaon thoﬁ%rol

If the responsible partys(cli-
ent) does not correct any
material misstatement or
nonconformity ifhan ar-

ranged perlq¢q ime, the
verifier shallKtake thlsénto
consider @ whe(b'l\ée ching

the co ion \}

(N7 —

With regard to misstatements, the following opinion types co

@uﬁ@@

N\
¢ =
Type of misstatement Extent of Dz' @u0p|mon type

misstate @

i UO
There is no misstatement. None Unmodified

2N
The misstatement is not material Not pervasive Unmodified/Modified
The misstatement is material Not pervasive Modified
Pervasive Adverse

There is a misstatement, b{\%e Not pervasive Modified
type is unknown -
bl @ \\ '5Pervaswe Disclaimed

gram require

lctate\<\

\J 3
Note 1 When miss @ént is@'material and not pervasive, opinions may be modified when pro-
n]‘eﬁ

NOTE 2 Per\we mls@ements, individually or aggregate, are those thatare:

— not d toé)lﬂc elements, classifications or line items of the environmental information
aé&nt

@\}
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Verification / Validation

— even if confined, representative of a substantial portion of the en% enta& Ormation state-

)

ment;
— fundamental to the intended user’s understanding,of the e&%ent@@formation statement.

Quality Austria may“choose not to issue an opinion when the gement is terminated prior
to completion (see ONORM EN ISO 14065:2022,/clause 9.7.1.5)

Quality Austria may disclaim the issuance of an‘epinion’when it is unable to obtain sufficient
and appropriate evidence to come to a conclusion. In this case, Quality Austria shall en-
sure that it has been unable to obtain sufficient appropriate evidence and can conclude
that the possible effects on the envi ental information statement of undetected
material misstatement(s) are mat nd pervasive.

At the conclusion of an engagemeé?&vverii&tatements of historical information, Quality
Austria shall issue an opinion,; ess | \ds disclaimed the issuance of an opinion, or the
engagement type is AUP (a umb(ocedure). An opinion providing assurance to in-
tended users shall be bas ont erification of sufficient and appropriate historical
evidence. Only unmcid& r m@ed opinions provide assurance to intended users.

At the conclusion of \ngageﬁ’%nt to validate statements about the outcome of future \:
activities, Quali stri all issue an opinion, unless it has disclaimed the issuancefof 0
an opinion. A vali on gpifiion on the reasonableness of the assumptions, limitations and

&st information shall be based upon the evaluation of sufficient'and Q

methods um for
appropriat or ion.
The opinion may%antain statements that limit the liability of Quality Austria.

A modified opinion shall contain a description of the reason for the modification. If the
reason for the modified opinion is quantitative, Quality Austria shall indicate the@:e of the
material misstatement and its effect on the environmental information statenyent:

. @, An adverse opinion shall include the reason(s) for the adverse opinion. é&' \\&A
Mhen disclaiming the issuance of an opinion, Quality Austria shall prov%Qéan exﬁnation.
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HHE\% xR, PR

FEHAUE AR RIE BN % %BT Quality Austria M2t B2 L (BRIFIFE @,

TrELHIVE, S5 TR T A TN E M B O L
AT 44 Quality Austria f IS, Q‘ @
IR, MR % R i, el

stria S4B UIHIHR KO B8 S IERIIR S
= B B IR %)
BRI, S RE.

HRFHAEN, BAROUER.

Intentional misstatement (ONORM 0 14064-3 5.4.3): If a matter comes to the ver-
ifiers / validators attention that ca he verifier / validator to believe in the existence of
intentional misstatement or nonco nce he responsible party with laws and regulations,
the verifier / validator shall com icate Fb\s; matter to the appropriate parties as soon as prac-

ticable @ O‘
Opinion (Verlflcatl ﬂlld’ ion opinion)

Possible deviation rmities to ISO 14064 or I1SO 14067) must be closed prior_to
issuance of th nlon e evaluation can be performed via desk review, remotely, orfon=
site., The Lea 00s QDn the approach depending on the risk.

There is a temp@e of an opinion with text modules, which must be adapted to the specifi¢
circumstances.

Thercontents of the opinion include the following statements: @
N

B qualityaustria letterhead

® Quality Austria GmbH has carried out the verification / vaIidat@eh&‘ﬁ)rgan-

ization xy to review the Statement xy. Normative basis of the vegificati alidation
is ISO 14064-1, ISO 14067 xy.

Verification / Validation is based on GHG report / GHG raga*f Or@zatlon xy (Date).

The scope of the GHG inventory includes: sites, pr

B Materiality: Based on our assessment experlence ity A trla has determined ma-
teriality levels for the GHG report / GHG plan a hole@nd for material areas (e.q.
scope 1, 2, 3), taking into account quantltag d qbﬁtatlve data.

ion

B The client is solely responsible for the\pro e GHG report / GHG plan incl.
data-gathering procedures and gvaluation, taléipg into account legal requirements.
The client is also responsible for the inteérnal quality control of the inventory.

m In its verification / validation pro€ess, Quality Austria maintains its impartiality, inde-
pendence, objectivity and ensures confidentiality. All information is critically reflected
in the verification / validation process.

L ]

® Quality Austria had ac(%s o the site, interview partners and evidence documents and
was able to collect ient data and information to obtain appropriate and sufficient
evidence for veri / validating the GHG emissions statement. Quality Austria had
unrestricted to ocuments. The GHG report / GHG plan was reviewed for
completen oher@e and plausibility. Quantity structures, calculations and con-
theg&rssion factors used were checked for comprehensibility and trace-

Q e mafragement
0 ora libuted level of assurance, the nature, extent and timing of the verification ac-
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B Date and sngnat\&s@

O

tivities acc. to 14064-3 is not as detailed as in the reas e Iev5l assurance ver-

ification. @
B Conclusion: 0 @

@)

drawn,

Verification - Reasonable level of assSuranee: Quality Austria concludes with reasona-
ble assurance that the data and informatieh in the GHG statement were fairly stated.
The opinion after assessment is: unmodified opinion (Reasons are: There is no
misstatement / the mlsstateme?b'is not material).

m The requirements are considered f@nogfu%éﬂ based on the samples

.

or

Quality  Austria  ca the level of assurance.
The opinion after asse;s%t isy Fed opinion (Reasons are: __ )/

negative opinion (

Veraﬁcatlo i of assurance: Quality Austria found no evidence to indicate
that the ?5' nd |on in the GHG statement were not fairly stated.

Thﬁmn@@er assessment is: unmodified opinion (Note: only possible ifth&full
scOpé has &lso been ensured for the effectiveness of control and this has been stated
in the @?&! Usually not the case with limited level of assurance, therefore délete)/
plodified opinion (Reasons are: B

The opinion after assessment is: modified opinion (Reasons are: T sst entis
material ... / negative opinion (Reasons are: ) \} @\’\

or
Quality Austria cannot  confirm the level of 1S\Q:-':suramce

Validation: *

Quality Austria states that it had not found any ewden@ {Eg\that the assump-
tions, methods and limitations in the statement did n rov reasonable basis for
the projections or forecasts.

The opinion after assessment is: unmod@mm modified opinion (Reasons
are: Y O
or &>
Quality Austria had found evidence t6 ifidicate that the assumptions, methods and
limitations in the statement did fet.prévide a reasonable basis for the projections or

forecast and cannot confirm the GHG statement. The opinion after assessment is:
modified opinion (Reasons re: Misstatement is material ... / Negative opinion (Rea-

sons are: &
X \\,d

>

See templates d 27 01_206e_Verification Report_14064;

$ _27_01_226e_Verification Report_14067;
FO_27_01_208e_Opinion_14064_14067

00' @ O FO_27 01_225_Test Certificate 14067

O FO_27 01_261_Policy ETS2_Verification_report
O Page 57 of 71
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SO e _meAmET TS, MEEN. . RELURTEHRES E e STaY

EHTTRE, X \g\@
o FREEEAMEE Quality Austria IiREHIER, #E‘,ﬁ%ﬂ@;
o EHERBIERR, RIE SO 14064-3, WIEFEMIIMRN *Dﬂﬁ@gﬂ:ﬂﬂéﬂﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁg:

. e N QO®
o IREEHAR, BRRIIEHE / KB ¢

RIE —— SE(RERR:
Quality Austria B4, ABBEEESAFETHMENEREARN. IHEENELS:
o TRBER (RE: KiEk/ %ie*&%ijc) ;
=% .{\
e Quality Austria %iﬁ@%ﬂ?]@qzﬁﬁﬂgﬁmﬁi
. REER (FEN ;O
- BEED (RES ... )

) KO
BN —— ﬁ&m'msuﬁ’\&
Quality fstria @&ﬁnﬂgﬁeﬁaiﬁz’%{mﬁﬂﬁ¢E§%ﬁz¢ﬁxuf§,§\#ﬂE/Afcwﬁaﬁ,
¥ np
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TRESRMG, BER)
s T ON ©
RERER (FR: ...) ; \)Q

« Quality Austria TEMMRIEKTE. FEERENI:
» FEEN (FR: $#{iREX....)
» BERR (FRA: .. )

A &ﬁ\
Quality Austria %ﬁﬂﬂ&m{s@ SUTRUIRATSIFOBRG. A RIRE A A TSR
iE

—— i
EREEN / ﬁ@ ...... )
) o
Quality s;)a Eiﬁaﬂﬁiﬂﬁumﬂﬂﬂhﬂgﬁmﬁ IR R ST S e,
ﬁﬁﬁféﬁfﬂ%aﬂ SRR

s GEER (FRE: BIREKX...) ;
 "BESR (FA: .. )

O

. HBSEE (\
O smmm: @ &
’(& o)+ FO_27_01 206e fEEiREs 14064, \} Q@
\>@ > FO_27_01_226e_&iReE_14067; A
) OO FO_27_01_208e_73_14064_14067; &,
FO_27_01_225_jIi#iE+_14067;
& 01,225 TS
) FO_27_01_261_Igk_ETS2 iR 00' é
: . e 0 Q
The Lead-V signs the opinion. \)Q

In case of accreditation, the accreditation mark'must be included.

”

Documentation and Wlsqésload\\

The following document be u@%aded in the WIS. Some of the documents are manda-

= o C
| Feasib@ta sh{et including Pre-Engagement
L4
m V-P an&&\rateglc Analysis and Risk Assessment and Evidence- gatheringPlan;

| V@, che@:llst and report, which also record the executing persons and time of

@ecuU@Q

OGH ort or GHG plan or Carbon Footprint assessment of a product or service;
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i

checklist incl. documentation of reviewed items and evid N g b

vide@@,

report incl. sampling of legal requirements and reIev@e
draft opinion; O C)Q
confirmation of verification / validation (Verification c@#\ation);

action protocol in case of noncompliance with standard requirements (nonconformi-
ties).

The following documents are optional: @,

H notes; Q\

B possible evidence docum@s \7\

\{0

The verifier or validator u s th ve documents to the WIS. This does not constitute a
verification or valldatlo ecision- @ew) An accredited and independent person has made this

decision in the veto c& \:
¥ T B > RAKN. ¢
AT 2 INE Jé\’ﬁ avMIE*Tu
SOEETEZR wis %i’}ﬁ
IR 21 B2 WIS R85, A &R SO iR« . @-

o ATHEIER, BFEVILEIE (Pre-Engagement) ; .&

o ISTE/FRIATERI. RREEIAT. KBS PEAS SEYEIRER TR & . A

X
BOE/RIATE R (V-Plan) . HOMTEE SIS (RITTHTA RATHATES »

HBESMAERYE (GHG report)  IREASMAITR] (GHG plan) 3™/ ‘ﬁ?}%@}fﬂﬁ;

o N, AAEFE A R O R <«
o B, AIEEHTE RIS ARSI, {9 AA’\&
. BLER é}
o WE/BINTEA A 0’
. EHEREERRER R, FﬁJ:%ME%*%WUo@%tocol)

DL SO AT A TR
o TAEER%ZiC; @

o HABTTBERIUEYE LA

WA R BRI BT e B Wis R4, B BT AR SR RB AR RE.
HERSE E’i—ﬁﬂ;ﬁ‘%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘]ﬁ JEIT**E % (veto check) **fEH.

9.5 INDEPENDENT REV BY‘;EIAE VETO EXAMINER

The veto examiner acts i@rtia@ndependently, objectively and has experience in veri-
fication or validation!/Yfhe orized veto examiners are listed in the document
RE_02_01_04_Vet sb tragte, and are correspondingly updated in the GPS in order to
be able to make» gﬁg in the WIS.

The review nly arried out by persons who were not involved in the planning and
who are r@ rt o verification / validation team.

@\}
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> O

Review activities 0 %)
Based on the documents uploaded in WIS, a competent an@oin@?person (veto examiner)
reviews at least whether: (0

B the V-team competencies are appropriate;

® the V-plan has been designed appropriatéely and the documented evidence is suf-
ficient and appropriate;

all activities were performed @rding to the program and level of assurance;
the objective, duration anq&rfsat riali%/ are appropriate;

the risk assessment i iIab}s’éf comprehensible;
documentation is \}et@&i plausible;

the data cite@ ausiQ&;

e N .
the opmlc\\ nclu and meaningful;
the rept@% meéémgful;

the sta&)@‘nent is factually and fairly presented;

m jal fhisstatements or factual findings (for example, nonconformities) could
be clarfied and corrected; see closed action protocol;

® the conclusion in the opinion can be approved.

Possible Need for Clarification \®'

X

\@ If points in the review are unclear, incomplete or contradictory, the vet amin @ks the
verifier / validator to provide sufficient information for these points ir\tbe doci.@ntation in
S

rder to be able to make a final review (decision). @. O_

document in the WIS. O

| O
L] OE§P

The review decision (VETO) is documented in theWIS.

j) K0
The checklist (CL_27_01_190e_Veto_Check_GHG) must be u& ugg’&!ed as a mandatory

Communication with the client is then handled’by the Customer Service Center (CSC).

95@%%&&%@%5&
BHREFE RPN AT, B0, FARHRIESRHIAT THER. AT REZRZERIT
A RE_02_01_04_Vetore% uftr , J7E GPS R E R, UMERLETE WIS AL
%ifzﬂﬁéﬁaﬂié'ﬁiﬂw@\ ?L—u‘g%?ikliﬂl)\a@)\ﬁ%ﬁo

R
R b wig y%,@gﬁﬁﬁﬁwmmmAﬁ<ém$&ﬁ>§¢$ﬁu?$aﬁﬁﬁﬁg
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A% AN R AL A T MR TS > O
R A 2 75 1 7E L 5 T IR O L
I RFRE A A, o) @

B A O ROR R T A ET A e

L 5 L2 75 LA S AR S
S R B I

B R T ARAA EH 2

B RS R (R AT P CARBEAAT (LD 2 T
5O

. B LRI R A L. ~\®'

BTV Q

e A R B TR B ﬁ%?&@xﬁ%%ﬁt, 75 Y R A BB SRR B /A BLE SO AN T
M A, u@m%z@s&%} ) O

e DA A PR R T B L @o

MR (VETO) RIE :g h
BJE 5% P a@mﬁmés

9ge)Veto_Check_GHG, A N SO B E WIS,

EPSA"’\Y' SC) .
\

S0 & o
0\ © ¢

N 22N\
éé N @»0 (}0@
O P ~\

G 2
RS N
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> 0
10 Facts Discovered after the Issue of @k/aldzétlon / Verifi-
cation ,.\)

G

If facts and new information that could materially'affect the verlfgtlon or validation opinion are
discovered after this date, the verifier or validater shall:

B communicate the matter as soon as practicable to the client and the GHG program
owner;

W take appropriate action, |ncI

B communicating the t@lent
B consider whether da&@/ verification opinion needs to be revised or with-

drawn.
If the validation / verifj needs to be revised, Quality Austria has to implement
processes for issuin p|n and indicate the reasons for revision. This could imply N
that relevant steps&v ion / verification process have to be repeated. Quality Austria :\,

may also comm r interested parties the fact that reliance of the original opinion
may now be ¢ omns |ven the discovered facts or new information.
Solirces of

le I‘@N facts may include:
| ‘client @_Dorts significant changes;

B appeals;
B complaints; ®'
B inquiries from interested parties; or (\
W critical press reports. @ \>\\'
\\fhe verifier / validator may also communicate to other interested pa \?g @Eram owner
environmental program, the fact that reliance of the original opinion now be compro-

mised given the discovered facts or new information. &
\S\

10 B6F/Ff A = LA A fa B3 & P 52
R O S R TR I S AT =t B A B B Soa I ﬁh:mmr
. RSB S SRR A
. REVENTH, GIE: @\)
. AEPERLE
. EREAEBETRRMERHENED.
HISEBETHIT/FARI, Quality Austria REETHERTFIRESTHERN, FHUHETRE. KT
KR BRSO /WA PSSR Quality Austria BATBAIRGIETS, ST RILT S
SERVER, Eﬁé%mﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁjﬁ‘%’%\]%ﬁﬂn
BRI &
. wPEsEATE ) O

o FHiF;
o« ¥R d \
o FlzEAE ﬁnn
° i" 5
& /Eﬁm _H%’rltt%‘éf“ BB EMEXTT, GINMREFESEESEMERE, LURBBRTHAIRY
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EXHER, FRARUARIEERTREE R, 0’ @C}

O

11 Communication with the Clignt O‘ \OQ

A}
Clarification of feasibility upon requést CO

Contractual agreement including the Generalferms and Conditions and program-spe-
cific requirements

B Planning of the verification / validation incl. introduction of the team

11 5% KNE

B Execution of the verificationg ation
nt r.

In the closing meeting, t @lves initial feedback regarding the verification /
validation results.
The client receives an@‘gkn / validation report.

In case of noaiﬁllanc |th standard requirements, the client receives an action

protocol t conformities.
In case ed f cIarlflcatlon of open points in the course of the review, the verifier
/ valid comn@nlcates these points in order to obtain sufficientinformation.

If @evie&y)@ completed, the client also receives the signed opinion.

If fact@r new information that could materially affect the validation / verification
Opinion are discovered after the date of issue, Quality Austria shall as soon as practi-
cable inform the client and, if applicable, the program owner and discuss _this matter
with the client and, if necessary, take appropriate actions. (\
AR

N
BB \}® 0(5‘}
FiTAR, SEERSSIMENREER;
HHTIE /AR RIZHE, SN BEARR; \'A
HUTIAE/HA
AW R PRI A E RIS R 5@' é
2 FURAE I AAIR S
RS AERAER, MRt N
AR R R I AR AR, smmm/m»%ﬁ@ﬂa BRI EAOEE
BRI, BPEERESBNES;

BRI /MAE DS R T e R EAMMELRIER, Quality Austria RIRIRIBRIZF,

FEIERE %Dlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ% HS5EFITCIZEN, NEVE, RREST.

12 Appeals and C@Eﬁplmm\s

At this point, it is referre he re atlon RE_10_01_0le_Appeals_and_Complaints. The doc-
ument is publicly av |@e on@ Website: https://www.qualityaustria.com/en/service/com-

plaints/
Possible appe omp ﬁs can also be sent directly to the following e-mail address:
reklamation uahtx)sa tria.com

o) oO® I
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12 BiR5#IF L
i, SRS RE_10_01_01e_Appea|s_and_CompIaintﬁ a@%hﬂ:w_ﬁ’ NFFEREX:

https://www.qualityaustria.com/en/service/complaints)

A LREISR, e ERRREI TR Rt

reklamationen@qualityaustria.com

13 Records

Quality Austria shall retain and control QBQCJ‘ s of its validation and verification activities, includ-
ing:

B Information provided@ the(a\k engagement and scope of the validation / verifi-
cation;

a) — Feasibility &1 in Q/-/ent file; filing in the GPS
mg’ég duration of validations / verifications;
a) — Ca ion c@the V-time as input for the offer;

b)@

c) — é;) ct
— Filing in the GPS

B All revisions / amendments to validation / verification planning activities;
a) — Checklist V-Planning (\Q‘
b) — Updated V-plans, filing in the GPS &

B Demonstration that the validation / verification activities hav@ee%&d out in

B Reasoning \

X accordance with the requirements of this document and th idati verification

program, including

| X
a) related findings and information on material or n@erla\@%lsstatements;

— Report, checklist, action protocol; 0 é

b) evidence to support conclusions and decisiq ®@
c) validation / verification opinions; — State@t re . opinion,; report and opinion

in the WIS

d) appeals and complaints and any subsequen@:orrections or corrective actions;
— filing on the X-drive

13 idx . }@.
' Quality Austria N{REHFEEEOIFFIMRIAEIREXICR, 8%

- R R IR AR,
— BFRIECRATEI TR JBRYT GPS R

o ETI/BARERZ
— LI memsqﬁwﬁmﬁmmﬁ
?EM

O
O Page 65 of 71
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o@ >

"\&

&

PRI/ A RIS TR 0' C}
Y O
— EIFATERR, 194F GPS Rk, O

UIE /A B TR BB A STt I/ A AT B SRS IR
— SEARAFEAIRERN AR,

B BRTER. BEUENEN;
SRS

T /HEAREIL,; .

o FEE. IR BIE; IREF NQ?T%J:{%E WIS B#;
ﬁﬁ%&iﬁ&fééﬁmﬁﬁwﬁ B; (3

— TFRETF X 8, \) O\}@

X

14 Further O%‘ng\g oms» of Client Organizations

In addition to the it @rla General Terms and Conditions, as amended, the followifg
applies to point

| Th@ o |zat|on shall be responsible for providing the environmeéntal in-

formati atement, as well as the GHG report or GHG plan.

Ihe client organization shall communicate to Quality Austria the opinion or reports
on actual findings in their entirety.

The client organization shall submit sufficient and appropriate evid?@b Quality
Austria.

The client organization shall inform Quality Austria about poscg un$§§‘alntles

and limitations.

The client organization shall immediately communlcate ts to@iallty Austria
that can affect the validity of an issued opinion.

The client organization shall immediately inform |a about material
changes in the inventory in order to clarify whet e ve ation / validation has
to be updated. Significant changes may also @:ern roduct design, material
composition or the database used for impacﬁ rs. O

Misstatements in the environméntal mformatm&;)cément the GHG report orGHG
plan shall be corrected withindn agreed period o

Identified nonconformities shall be closed by taking appropriate corrections / cor-
rective actions within an agreed period of time and submitted to Quality Austria for a
review of effectiveness.

Access to evidence for \@ﬁcation (information, records, and access/contact to all

relevant employees GQ}rputer-based systems).
C%

The time schedule/ nex he responsibility of the trade participant. This means

that Quality Aus@ rtifi n GmbH is not responsible for the timely completion of
corrections or@ y le delay in submission to the customs office.

In addition to ’&allt@\nstrla General Terms and Conditions, as amended, the following
applies to poi II: é

@c ientg%anlzation shall only use references or marks that are directly related to
verified / validated claim and shall not be misleading with regard to product cer-

Page 66 of 71

@\>



Verification / Validation

tification. An exception would be the verification of the Farbon f@}ntprint of products
acc. to ISO 14067, as amended. 2,

The client organization shall not to usedthe en mental)information statement,
opinion, report, marks, logos or label§ in a.ma r th ould mislead intended
users or impair the reputation of Quality Austria(o

If the verification includes ISO 14064-1, the organization shall make available to the
public a GHG report prepared in accordance with ISO 14064-1 or verification state-
ment of Quality Austria related to the GHG assertion. If the organization’s GHG asser-
tion has been independently verified, the verification statement shall be made avail-
able to intended users. *

The client organization may_net us e mark to imply that statements not subject to
validation or veriﬁcation@e bea’év lidated or verified.

It is not permitte use @qualityaustria mark on environmental information
statements which ain ir@’mation that has not been validated or verified.

The client orgﬁion‘ ould distinguish between “short-form” and “long-form” ref-
erences to é\ e o\&?e ified environmental information statements. The client shall
ensure tpéhy us® of a short-form reference include or make reference to a long-
term r nce. Acceptable references for validated or verified environmental in-
fora’ sta@ents include (see also Annex B ONOEM EN ISO 14065:2022)¢

N

Subject matter-is Short form Long form

Historical in nature? “Verified at the reasonable "In its opinion dated 20xx-
level of assurance” xx-xx, Quality Aus 2 con-
cluded with rea b@le as-
surance tha FL ata and

informatio%‘o our -

ment weré\fairly stated.”

Sf-listorical in nature! “Verified at the limited level | “In its,eQinion 20xx-
of assurance” XX-X @ality stria found

ider o indicate that
. ta information in
r st ent were not fairly

stat

Projected or forecast “Validated” 0' i/ opinion dated 20xx-

| &x-xx, Quality Austria 2
\><.)stated that it had not found
G) any evidence to indicate
that the assumptions,
methods and limitations
that we cited in our state-
ment did not provide a
reasonable basis for our
\@‘ projections or forecasts.”

1) Historical data and ir)Q Etion ubmitted for verification may be monitored, esti-

2) When a responsihle*par ote = organization) refers to a statement as “verified”,

mated or modelled@ \’\&,

the long-form enc@plies to any reference implying verification, e.g. by using

words suc&%verif)i& {, “third-party verified” or “verified by Quality Austria”.

-
a

N~ &\

m Ref es tg-verification and agreed-upon procedure (AUP) for statements that are

on%@ ife cycle assessment of products

0 OO Page 67 of 71

®\>

N

G



alityaustris T - Y = a4
Sheall L Verification / Validation

Type of reference Short form @ﬁg fc(;)l@
]
Functional or declared units | “Confirmed” “"The upst@nd core data and infor-
a

matign in tement were verified and the
downstream and information were
tested in AUP Quality Austria, which did

not find any evidence to indicate that our
statement was not fairly stated.

The verification opinion of Quality Austria and
@. the report of factual findings were issued on
20xx-xx-xx,"

Note: When a responsible party r ct matter as “verified”, the long-form refer-
ence applies to any reference i cation, e.g. by using words such as“verifier”,
“third-party verifier” or Qual str|

14 %/ éﬁ,/\ﬁﬁ;@xx%\

PR T ERFTARAY Qual

E’Jlﬁﬁmﬁiﬁ A RIS AT ﬁI)bE}’JEﬁLRﬁ(TE' %E

stria-TERESRM) 4, THISMERTS VII £
ErERNR R EEEEE, LURESESA (GHG) BEMRRSAY;
WS B0 SR A TR A S EBIEIAL Quality Austria;

By Quality Austria 1855755 BB MMEE;

B ARG ETREFE AR MEAIPRSI4540 Quality Austria;
EFBRRBIANR Quality Austria TEIR(LTRTALRANE 4 A M ER IS,
EPRARTZEIEN Quality Austria SRESATEERIVEASE, LN
/A, BATEOAMSRRE. ORI E T e
BESE, GHG RET GHG MM R BT

12

ERBIR AT S TURLBIT I 24 A I/ 4 T MR A R B O 5 @Yﬂxf@uahty Austria,

DMERFEESNL.

WIKEUH FREIEE (E8. 0F, DRSHAHRERT }m/w AR .
I 8] ZZHE AR H B 5 & '57:7151 Fo XEMKE Quality Cert]@tlon GmbH AXHMEIE T 1

BRI, LUFRFIEATS XIII £: Q

BEFBEQIAIERSEINIE/ EEE%AEBEE?%*E%E’J’& 51, AMEEFFRIALEAEERIR
F. 1SO 14067 (FEER) IGEABIIMER,;

EFRATSLATTER ST ®IRS Quality Austria FERAEFFRES S,
BB, RE. tmR. BHRErS,

ERIFES ISO 14064~ \ LRI AN RRSFHEKIE ISO 14064-1 4759 GHG RE, =
Quality Austria 5 a(&ﬂ "E@E’:‘JHMEPHB‘. 0 GHG FskE#IE~7I6IE, NRImETRERA
ATTRIERY >

BPELATR IR IS AL ISR R B tE BB IR /FA ;
NMEE Bﬁilﬁ@mk{%%ﬂgﬂ\iﬁﬁﬁﬁ BALfER Quality Austria BIFRIR;

o EESIR" (short-form) 5 7Z&5|A" (long-form) Az, HFEFEE

W?ﬁ@fﬁﬁ&*ﬁﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁ%lﬁﬁo RSB AT (1 ONORM EN ISO
5:2023 I 8) -
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ik bl E] O
1R B \}@%‘%@

“EeE 0%@020xx—xx-xx HENE
Q

igi {FRIEK uality Austria LASIER
™ ¥TFE FBHEES: BHIERPRIEEE

IONE"” 5E8FRANYE,

“ERR “RIE 20xx-xx-xx HEHNE
rﬁi I ‘\(b‘ 0, Quality Austria RAIE
= 5 & FHEE TR SR S

INE" \}fa EEFLE, "

T @ G “HRAE 20xx-xx-xx HEATE
1T 0\&,* ‘\é% I, Quality Austria RETUE
BElE {D'\ b A" (EREERBARA AP 5 ERYR
=i %, HiESREAAEE. "

1 hx‘ﬁﬁg SERALZKIE. AEESIREE.

2 (T (B (FFEWIESRE (W E=WIE S Quality Austria $iE") B, IHRIER

==a(F,
| 0
BTG (LCA) MEIBIMEHIREERE (AUP) BSIFAAITT: &
G @ N
@
31F B8 N
S 3| =5 ;@'
2
S @ﬂ]%ﬂ@FE@u:ﬁ?*m&luéﬁEEE
%{:‘ - 0 Quality Austria 3iE, TEEIEEE
:2: - 0 i <I-A)UP &, Quality Austria F
HE; N G 20xx-xx-xx HE TRIFRISEHSE
= SIURE, FRIMHAEIEREEAL
TR,

LR é’l%&}":‘fﬁﬁﬁ“ﬂﬁﬁ"—ﬂﬁj 2| EiERTHES WIE". “$E=AKIE" 5" Quality Austria

IGIE"RURRIFRIK. &\

S
15 Rules Goverum% th@ﬁse of Marks

Example of an of a mark
’\\,\

o& >
N &

@\}
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enhc@g gas data and

Logo Quality Austria “Our inventory

ISO 14064-1 Client number Information waS\erifiedby Quality Austria,
In _its opini ed -xx-xx, Quality Aus-
tria“concl.

] [with reasonable assur-
ance] that th a and information inour
statement werefairly stated.”

Example of an unacceptable use of a mark

Logo Quality Austria "Our inventory of greenhouse gas data and

ISO 14064-1 Client number

. @. information demonstrated that Organization
N\ Xy had achieved its sustainability goals and
,&7‘ had realized science-based targets that put
@ N[ us on a path to transitioning to a low carbon
\} \‘)@ economy in alignment with the objectives of

;%(D' O— the Paris Agreement.”

TR O

a
“ﬁ{llﬁg,méﬁt@g‘iﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬂ Quality Austria 3F, RIBETF 20xx-xx-xx HEMERL
Quality Austria DASEERIFEHES: HIBEEPNSIBESERRAAT., ~ @

A EROIRRERR: &‘S

Quality Austria xR @ \\\A
ISO 14064-1 EFHESE

e (EEIHE) EtnERRBRE TSR K,

@K’ \6 RAMESTRIESESRRDT, < SASEIATHERRE, i@?ﬂi@gfm et

o a>
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