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VERRA

ABOUT VERRA

Verra sets the world’s leading standards for climate action and sustainable development. We build
standards for activities as diverse as reducing deforestation, to improving agricultural pragetices, to
addressing plastic waste, and to achieving gender equality. We manage prograisto_certify that these
activities achieve measurable high-integrity outcomes. And we work with governments, businesses, and
civil society to advance the use of these standards, including through thg development of markets.
Everything we do is in service of increasingly ambitious climate and sustainahle development goals -
and an accelerated transition to a sustainable future.

Verra’s certification programs include the Verified Carbon Standard-(MVCS) Program and its Jurisdictional
and Nested REDD+ (JNR) framework, the Climate, Comnmnity & Biodiversity Standards (CCBS)
Program, the Sustainable Development Verified ImpachStandard (SD VISta) Program, and the Plastic
Waste Reduction Program.

Intellectual Property Rights, €opyright, and Disclaimer

The intellectual property rights of alitmaterigls in this document are owned by Verra or by entities that
have consented to their inclusionfin this decument.

The use of these materials inythe establishment or operation of a project in a Verra certification
program is permissible {Authorized Use”). All other commercial use of these materials is prohibited.
Without limiting the generality\of the foregoing, viewing, downloading, modifying, copying, distributing,
transmitting, storihg, reprQducing, or otherwise using, publishing, licensing, transferring, selling, or
creating derivative wprks (in whatever format) from this document or any information obtained from this
documentrother than for the Authorized Use or for personal, academic, or other non-commercial
purposés is prehibited.

Alhcopyright’and other proprietary notices contained in this document must be retained on any copies
madeUnder the Authorized Use. All other rights of the copyright owner not expressly addressed above
areyeserved.

No representation, warranty, or guarantee express or implied is made in this document. No
representation, warranty, or guarantee express or implied is made that the information provided is
accurate, current, or complete. While care is taken in the collection and provision of this information,
Verra and its officers, employees, agents, advisers, and sponsors will not be liable for any errors,
omissions, misstatements, or mistakes in any information or damages resulting from the use of this
information, or any decision made or action taken in reliance on this information.


http://www.verra.org/project/vcs-program/
http://verra.org/project/jurisdictional-and-nested-redd-framework/
http://verra.org/project/jurisdictional-and-nested-redd-framework/
http://www.verra.org/project/ccb-program/
http://www.verra.org/project/ccb-program/
http://www.verra.org/project/ccb-program/
http://www.verra.org/project/sustainable-development-verified-impact-standard/
https://verra.org/plastic-program/
https://verra.org/plastic-program/
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1 INTRODUCTION O
&

This document provides guidance and procedures for developing or revising VCS methodolo 1és®
modules, and tools (referred to in this document as “methodologies”). It also includes th Q‘é
for Verra’s review of approved methodologies to ensure that they continue to reflect b(&Qr ctices,
scientific consensus, and evolving market and sector conditions. The methodology qu&ént and
review procedure is outlined at a high level in the VCS Program Guide. &

‘QQ X0
This document is intended for use by methodology developers, vaIidation&erific@'@?bodies, and other
parties. @Q (b.

cedures
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This document will be updated periodically, and readers shall enaé?ha{@ are using the most
recent version of the document. 60 )
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%JVCS 2 General Guidance

2 GENERAL GUIDANCE

This section provides overarching rules and guidance and an overview of costs for methodology
development. It also includes an overview of possible statuses of methodologies in the deyélopment
and review process and previously approved methodologies.

Overarching Rules and Guidance for Methodology Development

2.1.1 Once Verra determines that a methodology may proceed in the development.br review process,
Verra will determine the most appropriate pathway for methodolQgy deyvelopment. Options
include:

1) Athird-party developer leads (i.e., funds and manages) theethodology development
process. The third-party developer prepares the methodology documentation (i.e., concept
note, draft methodology, or draft project desetiption)\anhd funds the validation/verification
body assessment process.

2) Verra leads the methodology develogment process and hires a consultant to prepare the
methodology documentation apd manageythe methodology development process (i.e.,
validation/verification bodyassessmént, public stakeholder consultation, and multiple
Verra reviews). Verra funds§®he validation/verification body assessment process. In this
instance, the consultant.is refefred to as the developer in this document.

2.1.2 Verra may apply alterfative grocesses for developing methodologies where such approaches
are deemed morg. efficiegt and equally robust. In such instances, Verra defines and
transparently, documents the alternative process.

2.1.3 Verra maf ¥équest that the developer establishes a working group or engages with third-party
experts. to provide technical inputs while developing the concept note and/or methodology.

2.1.4 Aerra may consult with independent experts to further enhance the review process in addition
to the“Verra review and validation/verification body assessment where Verra deems that it
would increase the quality of the methodology.

2.148 At any point during the methodology development process, Verra may put a methodology
development process on hold under the following circumstances:

1) the quality of the methodology documentation does not meet reasonable expectations;

2) the process does not reasonably progress towards resolution and a high-quality
methodology within the timelines indicated in this document; or

3) major issues or risks are identified that cannot be addressed in a reasonable amount of
time.

Verra may subsequently continue development or allow another third-party developer to
continue development once the issues or risks can be addressed. Third-party developers



?VCS 2 General Guidance

interested in reactivating the methodology development shall submit a methodology idea note
in accordance with Section 3.1.

2.1.6 At any point during the methodology development process, Verra may reject the proposéd

methodology where Verra’s review deems that the methodology might:

1) sanction or foster politically or ethically contentious project activities;

2) create negative outcomes (e.g., negative social and environmental i@pacts)for

3) impact the integrity of the VCS Program or the functioning of the broaderCarbon market.

Costs

2.1.7 The methodology review fees are set out in the VCS Progkam FeeSchedule.

2.1.8 There is no fee for methodology idea note submissions.

2.1.9 Areview fee is payable upon submission of the‘conceft-hote. Where the concept note proceeds
to the next stage, a second review fee is.payable Uponh submission of the draft methodology.
The fees are to partially cover Verra’'s-costs farfeviewing.

2.1.10 The third-party developer that leadsthe miéthodology development is responsible for the costs
associated with the validationfverification body assessment of the methodology, which vary
according to the scope andicompleXity of the methodology.

Methodology status

2.1.11 Verra assigns edch methodology in the development process the current status. The status
may change<throughout the development process.

1) Undérdevelopment: The proposed methodology is active in the development process.

2)C,0n hold+The proposed methodology is not active in the development process but may be
re=activated later.

3) - Rejected: The proposed methodology is withdrawn from the development process and
cannot proceed at any time.

2.1.12 Approved methodology versions may have one of the following statuses:

1) Active: The methodology version is valid under the VCS Program; or

2) Inactive: The methodology version is not valid under the VCS Program. For methodology
versions that become inactive, the grace periods for using the methodology version are set
out in the VCS Standard.
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3 PROCEDURE FOR DEVELOPMENT OF\0°

NEW METHODOLOGIES (@

Proposed new methodologies, modules, and tools are developed through the procesgl& ou n this
section, summarized by the steps shown in Figure 1:

. . L&
Figure 1: Steps in the Methodology Development Process

Step 1: Methodology Idea Note Submission

Stakeholder prepares and Verra reviews the methodology idea note

Step 2: Methodology Concept Note Development

Developer prepares and Verra reviews the concept note outlining the proposed
methodology (baseline assessment, GHG quantification approach, etc.)

Step 3: Drait Methodology Development

Developer prepares and Verra reviews the proposed methodology

Step 4: Public Stakeholder Consultation

Verra conducts a public stakeholder consultation

Step 5: validation/verification body Assessment of Methodology

An accredited validation/verification body (validation/verification body) assesses
the methodology

Step 6: Final Verra Review and Decision

Verra reviews the methodology and validation/verification body assessment report,
and determines if the methodology can be approved
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3.1
3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.1.4

3.1.5

3.1.6

3.1.7

Step 1: Methodology Idea Note Submission

Stakeholders that have an idea for a new or revised methodology, module, or tool shall sgbmit
a methodology idea note to Verra at methodologies@verra.org. The methodology idea~iote
includes a high-level summary of the proposed methodology or revision, analysis of'the climate
change mitigation potential, contribution to sustainable development, and potential risks and
how they can be mitigated.

The methodology idea note shall be prepared using the VCS Methoddlogy Ide&Note Template
available on the Verra website.

Verra performs a completeness check to ensure the methodaldgy idea riote has been correctly
completed. Verra may ask the stakeholder to resubmit thesmetho@ology idea note if relevant
information is missing, the instructions in the templatelare notfgllowed, the minimum
projected emissions reductions and removals threshold is ot met, or the methodology idea
note is not written clearly and concisely.

For new methodologies, or major revisions(that expand the scope of an existing methodology,,
the potential GHG emission reductions and/arremovals of VCS projects under the proposed
new methodology or scope expansionShall b€ at least 100,000 tCO2e per year within five
years. Where Verra determines_that thisiminimum potential is unrealistic, the methodology idea
note does not proceed to thenhext step:

After the completeness(check,Merra reviews the complete methodology idea note. Verra may
also request additignal infotnration to gain a fuller understanding of the methodology being
proposed and its“gssociated value and risks.

Preference.and priofity to proceed with the development process will be given to proposed
methodologies that:

1)~ate broadly applicable (i.e., cover the range of potential technologies, processes, and
geographical regions that may apply to related projects);

2) ~have high climate change mitigation potential;

3) support sustainable development; and

4) are not associated with unmitigable social, environmental, legal, or regulatory risks.
Potential outcomes of Verra’s evaluation of the methodology idea note include:

1) Verra determines that the methodology idea note may proceed to Step 2. Where the
stakeholder that submitted the methodology idea note does not have sufficient capacity to
proceed and meet expectations, Verra may decide to lead or allow another third-party
developer to lead the next stage of the methodology development. Verra may also require
multiple developers to collaborate for concept note development (e.g., where
complementary experience and expertise are required).


mailto:methodologies@verra.org
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3.1.8

3.2
321

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3\2.5

2) Verra puts the methodology development on hold if Verra determines that the proposed
methodology does not satisfy the criteria above as fully as other methodology ideas, oritno
third-party developer with the required capacity is available to lead the methodology,
development. Verra may also put a methodology idea note on hold due to the limited
availability of Verra staff for reviews throughout the methodology developmeptprocess. The
methodology idea note may be reactivated once the issues that led to the\hold axe
addressed.

3) Verra rejects the methodology idea note if Verra determines that the preppsed methodology
does not satisfy the criteria above and the issues are not addtessahl€ through revisions to
the proposal.

Verra publishes a high-level summary of the methodolog{ idea not€é with the scope of the
proposed methodology and the name of the stakeholder thatsubmitted the methodology idea
note on the Verra website.

Step 2: Methodology Concepf\NotesDevelopment

The developer prepares the methodology coficept note based on the template available on the
Verra website, including all sectiens in thg,template, and submits it to Verra at
methodologies@verra.org. AllinStructians for the relevant sections in the template shall be

followed.
Verra invoices the defeloper for the review fee upon submission of the concept note.

Verra reviews the~eonceipt hote to determine whether the proposed approach for key
methodological"components such as baseline, additionality, GHG quantification, monitoring,
and perndanencelis clearly written, has no logical or technical inconsistencies, and complies
with YES Program rules and requirements.

Wherethe Verra review of the methodology concept note reveals that it is not yet of the
requisite quality or does not conform with VCS Program rules and requirements, the developer
shall revise the concept note until all findings from Verra’s review have been satisfactorily
addressed. The developer shall respond to Verra’s findings within 60 days of receipt.

Potential outcomes of Verra’s review of the concept note include:

1) Verra determines that the concept note meets program requirements and may proceed to
Step 3. Where the stakeholder that submitted the concept note does not have sufficient
capacity to proceed and meet expectations, Verra may decide to lead or allow another
third-party developer to lead the next stage of the methodology development. Verra may
also require multiple developers to collaborate on methodology development (e.g., where
complementary experience and expertise are required).


http://methodologies@verra.org
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3.3
33.1

3.3.2

3.3.3

3.34

3.3.5

2) Verra puts the concept note on hold if the developer is unable or unwilling to fully address
the findings of Verra’s review, or if inadequate resources are available to proceed to
Step 3.

3) Verra rejects the methodology concept note where Verra determines that the goncept note
is not well thought through, has logical or technical inconsistencies, or dogs.not conform
with VCS Program rules. In such cases, another third-party developer may-addcéss the
issues that led to rejection and submit a new concept note for the methodelagy idea. Third-
party developers interested in submitting a new concept note shall conta¢t'Verra.

Step 3: Draft Methodology Development

The developer prepares the methodology, which will besubjecto review by Verra, public
stakeholder consultation, and independent assessment bya-¥Validation/verification body.

New methodologies shall be prepared using the ¥CS Methodology Template. New modules and
tools shall be prepared using the VCS Module-andTeol Template. All instructions in the
templates shall be followed.

The methodology shall be prepared.in accerdance with all the applicable VCS Program rules
and requirements. The methodology shall be written in a clear, logical, concise, and precise
manner to aid readability andhensurethat the criteria and procedures set out in the
methodology can be applied consistently by intended users, including project proponents and
validation/verificatiofi"bodiesZThe methodology shall be clearly structured and correctly
formatted and freeNfrom typographical and grammatical errors.

For new methodologies, the developer shall prepare and submit a draft project description
alongsidé the methodology to demonstrate how the methodological approach would be applied
to a preject attivity and to facilitate the methodology review. For new tools and modules, Verra
mayrequésta (partial) draft project description during the review process. The draft project
description for new methodologies shall include (at a minimum) the cover page and all sections
1.40.1.2,1.3,1.4,15,1.6,1.9,1.11,1.12,1.13,1.14,3.1,3.2,3.3,3.4,3.5,4.1,4.2,4.3,
42, 5.1 and 5.2 of the VCS Project Description Template.1 Verra may request the developer to
draft additional sections if required to facilitate the methodology review. Note that draft
information is sufficient, and no supporting evidence needs to be provided unless requested
during the review process. Developers should use real project data or proxy data. Developers
may use hypothetical data if no real project data or proxy data are available.

The third-party developer shall submit to Verra a signed VCS Methodology Submission Form &
Agreement (available on the Verra website), the draft methodology and the draft project

1 Section numbers are based on the VCS Project Description Template, v4.3
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3.3.6

3.3.7

3.4
34.1

3.4.2

3.4.8

3.5
35.1

description (if applicable) within six months of concluding Step 2 of the methodology
development process.

Upon submission of the methodology, Verra invoices the developer for the review fee.set’out in
the VCS Program Fee Schedule. The developer shall pay this fee before Verra begifis'the
methodology review.

Verra conducts a review of the methodology to ensure that the methodology-is of-sufficient
quality to enable its assessment under the VCS methodology develogment proegss and that the
methodology has been completed in accordance with VCS Program rules antf'requirements.
Verra’s review of the methodology focuses on ensuring that thesmethodology is well structured
and clearly written, has no logical or technical inconsistenci€s, and (sxalighed with VCS Program
rules and requirements. Where the Verra review of the dfaft methodology reveals that it is not
yet of the requisite quality or does not conform with MCS Program rules and requirements, the
developer shall revise the draft methodology until@il findings from Verra’s review have been
satisfactorily addressed.

Step 4: Public Stakeholder ©onsuli@tion

Verra posts the methodology on<the Verrawebsite for 30 days to invite public comment. Where
appropriate, Verra may establish a loniger period (e.g., for methodologies of higher complexity).
Verra may host a webinag, to-providé-an overview of the methodology. Any comments shall be
submitted to Verra using-the t€mplate published with the draft methodology. Respondents shall
provide their name(organization, country, and email address. If the respondent wishes to
remain anonymaus, thisshall be indicated in their submission of comments.

At the endof the ptibtic comment period, Verra consolidates the comments and provides them
to the deyeloper)The developer shall take due account of such comments, which means it
shalheitherupdate the methodology to address the comment, provide clarification, or
demonstrate the insignificance or irrelevance of the comments. The developer shall include
responses to all consolidated comments and submit them for validation/verification body
assessment alongside the methodology documentation (Step 5).

Where significant changes to the methodology are made after the first public stakeholder
consultation, Verra may choose to conduct a second public stakeholder consultation.

Step 5: Validation/verification Body Assessment of Methodology

Verra publishes a request for proposals to conduct the methodology assessment. The criteria
for eligible validation/verification bodies are set out in Section 5 of the VCS Program Guide.
Upon receipt of any proposals, Verra narrows the pool of eligible validation/verification bodies
to those with the most relevant expertise and experience.

10
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3.5.2

3.5.3

3.54

3.5.5

3.5.6

3.6
3.6.1

3.6.2

3.6.3

3.6.4

3.6.5

Verra forwards the remaining proposals to the developer, and the developer shall select one of
them. The developer signs an agreement with the validation/verification body for the
assessment and pays the validation/verification body, which may include compensatiomfor
subject-matter experts to participate in the validation/verification body assessmentt The
developer’s agreement with the validation/verification body shall satisfy the reqgirements
indicated in the VCS Methodology Submission Form & Agreement.

The validation/verification body shall complete its assessment in accordance with*Section 6 of
this document.

The developer shall respond to all the validation/verification begdy’s findings, which may require
revisions to the draft methodology.

The validation/verification body assessment, including(developef responses to address all
findings, shall be concluded within 12 months afterthe public stakeholder consultation ends.

The validation/verification body shall producesan’asséssment report in accordance with VCS
Program rules and best practices. The assessment seport shall be prepared using the VCS
Methodology Assessment Report Template. Th@yassessment report shall address the scope of
assessment applicable to the new(methodolégies, modules and tools or major revisions (see
Section 6).

Step 6: Final VerregnReview and Decision

The developer shall(provide\Yerra with the most recent draft of the methodology, the
assessment repOf proddeed by the validation/verification body, and the responses to the
consolidated-eomments..

Verra réxiews the"most recent draft of the methodology, the clarity and consistency of the
respahses provided to the stakeholder comments, and the assessment report produced by the
validatigny verification body to ensure the methodology has been assessed in accordance with
VCSProgram rules and requirements.

Where the assessment report does not indicate approval of the methodology, the methodology
is rejected by Verra.

Where Verra finds that the methodology has not been assessed in accordance with VCS
Program rules and requirements by the validation/verification body, the validation/verification
body shall revise the assessment and issue an updated assessment report for further review by
Verra.

Where Verra finds that the methodology is not yet of the requisite quality or does not conform

with VCS Program rules and requirements, the developer is required to revise the methodology
until all findings from Verra’s review have been satisfactorily addressed. Verra may also revise
the methodology where deemed necessary. The validation/verification body shall assess the

11
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>
updated methodology and responses provided by the developer. Where it is not possible to (\\
satisfactorily address Verra’s findings, the methodology is rejected. (o\
N
3.6.6 Where Verra approves the methodology, it notifies the developer and the validation cation

body. The approved methodology is assigned a reference number. Verra posts theQ
methodology, assessment report, and stakeholder comments with responses @ eQ/erra
website. The methodology is then active and may be used under the VCS P@am\\ ’
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4 Methodology Revisions

4 METHODOLOGY REVISIONS

This section provides guidance and procedures for proposed revisions to approved VCS methedologies,

modules, and tools, as well as proposed revisions to methodologies from other approved GHG

Guidance for Methodology Revisions

A revision to an approved methodology is handled as an update tg\the prévailing version of the

methodology and the following applies:

programs.
4.1
41.1
1)
2)
4.1.2

Methodology revisions are appropriate where a propgsed activity or measure is broadly
similar to an activity or measure covered by an existing approved methodology (either a
VCS methodology or a methodology from an approved\GHG program) such that the
proposed activity or measure may be included thrdugh reasonable changes to that
methodology.

A revision shall not narrow the méthodologieal approach or in any other way exclude project
activities that are eligible undex.the prevailing version of the methodology unless such
narrowing or exclusion is agthorized-by Verra.

The VCS Program distinguishes bétween two types of methodology revisions based on the
extent of the revision;

1)

2)

Major revisions: Revisions with significant impact on the structure and content of the
methodolggy, methedological approach, the scope of the methodology, project boundary,
applicability canditions, baseline scenario, or additionality approach. Examples include,
amang othefs, expansion of the scope to different project activities, adaptation of a
standafdized method, or modifications to the GHG quantification approach. A major
revision requires Verra review, public stakeholder consultation, validation/verification body
assessment, and final Verra review.

Minor revision: Revisions with limited impact on the structure and content of the
methodology, and limited or no impact on the methodological approach, scope of the
methodology, project boundary, applicability conditions, baseline scenario, or additionality
approach. Examples include improvements to language and clarity of the methodology,
updates to emission factors, improvements to the procedures, or minor expansions of the
scope to include similar project activities consistent with the existing methodological
approach. A minor revision requires Verra review, but does not require
validation/verification body assessment. A public stakeholder consultation is conducted if
Verra deems input from the public necessary.

13
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4.2
4.2.1

4.2.2

Procedure for Methodology Revisions

Ideas for methodology revisions shall be submitted as per Section 3.1 using the VCS
Methodology Idea Note for Methodology Revisions.

During Verra's evaluation of the methodology idea note (Section 3.1.5), Verra deférmines
whether the revision is major or minor, based on the extent and type of changes proposed.

Maijor Revisions

4.2.3

4.2.4

4.2.5

4.2.6

Where a major revision may proceed as per section 3.1.7(1), it shall.-followwthe same procedure
for new methodologies.

For the steps in Section 3.2.1, the VCS Methodology Coneept Note-template shall be used.
For the step in Section 3.3 the following documentation shalltbe prepared:

1) For major revisions to an approved VCS mgthodolpgy'where the prevailing version of the
methodology does not use the latest vefsion ofithe VCS Methodology Template, the
developer shall transfer the prevailing methodology into the latest VCS Methodology
Template and submit the propgséd’revisiah as a redlined version of the methodology.

2) For major revisions to an_agpproved GHG Program methodology, the developer shall transfer
the approved GHG progrfam methodology into the latest VCS Methodology Template to
create a standalone~/CS methodology and submit the proposed revision as a redlined
version of the methodalaogy.

3) Alternatively, and at&erra’s discretion, the developer may prepare the revision as a
complementary@/CS methodology using the VCS Methodology Template. A complimentary
VCS_methodglogy only includes the proposed revisions to the underlying methodology. The
revision shall clearly indicate what modifications and additions are made and how they
relatelto'the underlying methodology. Where sections of the underlying methodology are
netaltered, this shall be stated in the relevant section of the methodology revision
document. The complementary VCS methodology shall be used in conjunction with the
latest version of the underlying approved GHG program methodology.

4) A draft project description must be submitted if requested by Verra during the review
process.

Where Verra approves the major revision, it notifies the developer and validation/verification
body. The approved revised methodology is assigned a new version number. Verra posts the
methodology, assessment report, and stakeholder comments with responses on the Verra
website. The revised methodology is then active and may be used under the VCS Program. The
previous version of the methodology becomes inactive. The grace periods for using the
previous version of the methodology are set out in the VCS Standard.

14
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Minor Revisions

4.2.7

4.2.8

4.2.9

4.2.10

4.2.11

40712

Where a minor revision may proceed as per section 3.1.7(1), the developer submits the
proposed revision as a redlined version of the methodology:

1) For a minor revision to a VCS methodology, the developer shall revise the preyailing version
of the methodology, without updating it to the latest version of the VCS Méthodology
Template, unless otherwise requested by Verra.

2) For minor revisions to an approved GHG Program methodology, the‘develdper prepares the
revision as a complimentary VCS methodology using the VCS-MethodQlogy Template. See
4.2.5(2) for guidance on preparing a complimentary VCS miéthodol6gy.

Verra invoices the developer for the review fee for minorevisions 'set out in the VCS Program
Fee Schedule upon submission of the revised methodology. ghje‘review fee shall be paid by the
developer before Verra begins its review of the reyised methodology.

Verra conducts a review to ensure that the pfoposedxevision:
1) is of sufficient quality, well structured, andrelearly written;
2) meets all VCS Program rules and’'requirements; and

3) is within the scope of minerrevisions as per Section 4.1.2.

Verra may request inputSyfromthie original developer, a validation/verification body, or an
independent expert.

Where the Verraveview\6f the proposed revision reveals that it is not yet of the requisite quality
or does nat conforadWith VCS Program rules and requirements, the developer shall revise the
methodelegy untilall findings from Verra’s review have been satisfactorily addressed. Verra
may.also make,revisions where it deems appropriate. Where it is not possible to satisfactorily
addressthe findings, the methodology revision is rejected. Where the Verra review reveals that
the proposed revision is not within the scope of minor revisions, the developer shall either
update the revision and limit the scope to a minor revision or continue the process for a major
revision as per Section 4.2.7.

If Verra deems input from the public necessary, a public stakeholder consultation is conducted
as follows:

1) Verra posts the revised methodology on the Verra website for 30 days to invite public
comment on the revised sections of the methodology. Any comments shall be submitted to
Verra using the template published with the draft methodology. Respondents shall provide
their name, organization, country, and email address. If the respondent wishes to remain
anonymous, this shall be indicated in their submission of comments.

2) At the end of the public comment period, Verra consolidates the comments and provides
them to the developer. The developer shall take due account of such comments, which
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means it shall either update the methodology to address the comment, provide (\
clarification, or demonstrate the insignificance or irrelevance of the comments. The ’\O
developer shall include responses to all consolidated comments and submit them @%’erra
alongside the updated methodology. (s\\

3) Verra reviews the most recent draft of the methodology, including whether&ﬂg@di\;eloper

has taken due account of all stakeholder comments and the clarity an@‘ansj\ y of the
@ @
N A\ Qo

4.2.13 Where Verra approves the minor revision, it notifies the developegdpe a ed revised

methodology is assigned a new version number. Verra posts th@%eth ogy on the Verra

website. The revised methodology is then active and may b ed r the VCS Program. The

previous version of the methodology becomes inactive. gra eriods for using the

previous version of the methodology are set out in th Scé“;;jn ard.
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S5 REVIEW OF EXISTING
METHODOLOGIES

Verra reviews VCS methodologies and methodologies from approved GHG programs tag ensure that they
continue to reflect best practices, scientific consensus, and evolving market condit{ofs afdddechnical
developments in a sector. This includes ensuring that methodologies are congistent with‘new
requirements issued by Verra and that methodologies have appropriate criteria and(procedures for
addressing VCS Program rules and requirements.

As a result of a review, Verra may revise the methodology or issue edrrectieh-and clarification
documents. Verra may also set methodology versions previouspyapproved under the VCS Program as
inactive or exclude approved GHG programs methodologies from VCSProgram use until a new revised
version is issued that addresses the identified issues and\meets,VCS Program requirements. Relevant
stakeholders are kept informed during the review pro¢ess. The procedure for reviews is set out in
Sections 5.1 to 5.3. Note that these procedures,afpty todlbmethodologies, modules, and tools. A
module or tool may be set as inactive withoutthe parentrmethodology being inactive.

5.1 Trigger for Review

5.1.1 Verra conducts a periodié review §fieach VCS methodology, module, and tool within five years
after its last update or review:

5.1.2 Verra conducts pésiodicaeviews of methodologies from approved GHG programs that are
eligible for usedunder\the VCS Program.

5.1.3 Atany point in time, a review may be triggered where a validation/verification body, project
propdnent, anpther stakeholder, or Verra identifies an issue with a methodology, tool or
medule,stch as:

1) ~-Material inconsistency with a VCS Program rule or requirement (e.g., an inconsistency that
may lead to a material difference in the quantification of GHG emission reductions or
removals by projects applying the methodology);

2) General scientific or technical developments in a specific sector; or
3) Any other well-founded concerns about a methodology.

5.1.4 Verra may make a VCS methodology inactive where no projects using the methodology have
been registered within five years of the last update or review. Inactive methodologies can be
reactivated by completing a review and any associated revisions in accordance with Section
5.3.4.

5.1.5 Verra may exclude an approved program methodology from VCS Program use if it has not been
updated or reviewed by the approved GHG program or Verra for more than five years. Excluded
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5.2
5.2.1

5.2.2

5.3
5.3.1

5.3.2

5.3.3

5.3.4

5.3.5

5.3.6

5)3.7

methodologies may be included again by completing a review as per Section 5.2.1 and any
required revisions in accordance with Section 5.3.4.

Procedure for Review

The review of the methodology and any relevant issue that triggered the review, is undertaken
by Verra. Verra may request input from stakeholders including the developérs of previous
methodology versions, a validation/verification body, and appropriately-qualifiéd’external
experts.

At any point during the review, the methodology may be tempofarily ingdctivated or excluded
from the VCS Program while the review is completed if a welkfoundédi)concern exists.

Outcome of Review

Where the review determines that the method0ology meets all VCS Program rules and
requirements and reflects best practice and.scientific consensus, no further action is taken.

Where the review determines that the-methodotogy requires a correction or clarification, Verra
may issue a correction and clarification ddeument.

Where the review determines.that the methodology requires a minor revision, Verra follows the
procedure for minor revisions set'out in Section 4.2.

Where the review defermirfesthat the methodology requires a major revision, Verra may
inactivate it or exXejude itfrom the VCS Program.

An inactive or'exclud@d methodology may be revised by Verra or a third-party developer and re-
activated or rejintyoduced to the VCS Program. In the latter case, the developer shall submit a
methedology.idea note in accordance with Section 3.1. The methodology shall be revised via
the)majoeryrevision process set out in Section 4.2.

Veprasmay also permanently inactivate or exclude a methodology where Verra deems a revision
igyunlikely to resolve the issue successfully. Permanently inactivated or excluded
methodologies cannot be reactivated or reintroduced to the VCS Program.

For methodologies using a standardized method, a re-assessment of the standardized method
shall be undertaken as follows:

1) The developer, Verra, or another entity shall review the standardized method to reflect
current data or demonstrate that there have not been significant changes in data. The
following applies:

a) For performance methods, the data and dataset characterizing available technologies,
current practices, and trends within a sector (which may be documented and contained
in the methodology or maintained in a separate database referenced by the
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@
methodology) shall be reviewed and updated where there have been significant (\
changes. A stakeholder consultation concerning the level of the performance (O\
benchmark metric is not required. QQ

b) For activity methods, additionality shall be re-determined. @(s\\'

Note - The VCS Methodology Requirements should be consulted for fueﬁr infoxmation on
the use of data within standardized methods and the appropr:ateness % el of
performance benchmarks. /Q(\

2) The developer or another entity shall submit a report docum tandardized
method re-evaluation to Verra. This report shall be issue earli §\§n four years after
the last update of the standardized method. Where a &f submitted to Verra within
five years after the previous update of the stand @Qd mc@ d, the standardized method
becomes inactive until it is determined that th ho@@gy does not require revision or
the revised methodology is approved. Whereﬁ\raé\z ucts the review, Verra prepares this

report. OQ

3) Verra publishes a high-level summaQof th;%éport with the scope of review and the name
of the stakeholder that submit; e refm t on the Verra website.

4) Verra reviews the report a@ dete@@es whether a revision to the standardized method or
methodology is requwe@ 0(0.

5) Where a metho is required, a minor revision shall be carried out as per
Section 4.2. T égev xr is exempt from the methodology review fee if only the
standardi &@ﬁs updated. If the minor revision is not concluded within six months

from the-8u ission of the issuance of the report, Verra inactivates the standardized
%Qd untihthe minor revision is completed and the new methodology version is
gﬁsrove

@) Fo?\@rformance methods, Verra re-examines the appropriateness of the level(s) of the
\‘S\ rmance benchmark metric to ensure environmental integrity and the provision of

o

(0 ®\ original (and any subsequent) analysis undertaken to determine the level of the

A performance benchmark metric and considering evidence from the use of the methodology
&‘Q by projects. The methodology may require revision to reflect the outcome of such re-
\’&Q examination, in which case Verra coordinates this work with the developer.

(b" sufficient financial incentives to potential projects. Verra does this by re-evaluating the

5.3.8 Where methodologies become inactive, grace periods apply as set out in the VCS Standard.
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6 SCOPE OF
VALIDATION/VERIFICATION BODY
ASSESSMENT

This section outlines the scope of validation/verification body assessment applicable tO\vew
methodologies, modules, and tools or major revisions. The scope of the validation/verification body
assessment shall be used as guidance in conjunction with VCS Program{tles and-best practices and
the requirements in Section 3.5.6 to prepare the validation/verificatiQh bodysassessment report.

6.1 New Methodologies, Modules, and ToQ#s

6.1.1 The validation/verification body shall determing/Whethet\the proposed methodology, tool, or
module complies with the requirements set.aub)in th@.YCS Methodology Requirements and any
other applicable requirements of the VG Prografh.

6.1.2 Validation/verification bodies shalladhere toithe instructional text in the Methodology
Assessment Report Template antrefertq‘the guidance in the Validation and Verification
Manual when completing thenrethodotogy assessment report.

6.1.3 The scope of the assessment for’new methodologies shall include (at a minimum) the
following, and the assessnient’report shall explain whether and how the methodology
addresses these®o'a regsonable level of assurance:

1) Relationship to.a@pproved or pending methodologies: Assessment of whether any existing
methodologyymay reasonably be revised to meet the objective of the proposed
methodalogy;

2) Stakeholder consultation: Assessment of whether the developer has taken due account of
all stakeholder comments, updated the methodology accordingly, and provided clear and
consistent responses to all stakeholder comments;

3) Structure and clarity of methodology: Assessment of whether the methodology is written in
a clear, logical, concise, and precise manner_that will enable project developers to
consistently implement projects and transparently report project results;

4) Definitions: Assessment of whether the key terms in the methodology are defined clearly
and appropriately and are used consistently in the methodology;

5) Applicability conditions: Assessment of whether the proposed methodology’s applicability
conditions are appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with VCS Program rules and
requirements;
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6.1.4

6) Project boundary: Assessment of whether an appropriate and adequate approach is

provided for the definition of the project’s physical boundary and sources and types of,
GHGs included;

7) Baseline scenario: Assessment of whether the approach for determining the baseline
scenario is appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with VCS Program sules and
requirements;

8) Additionality: Assessment of whether the approach/tools for determining wtrether the
project is additional are appropriate, adequate, and in conforpnance with-VCS Program
rules and requirements;

9) Baseline emissions: Assessment of whether the approaeh forCaleulating baseline
emissions is appropriate, adequate, and in conforniance with VCS Program rules and
requirements;

10) Project emissions: Assessment of whethexthe appreach for calculating project emissions is
appropriate, adequate, and in conformanceé with*VCS Program rules and requirements;

11) Leakage emissions: Assessment‘efywhetherthe approach for calculating leakage is
appropriate, adequate, and.in\Cenforiftance with VCS Program rules and requirements;

12) Estimated GHG emissiomreductions and removals: Assessment of whether the approach
for calculating the GHG émjssion reductions and carbon dioxide removals of the project is
appropriate, adeguate,.conservative and in conformance with VCS Program rules and
requirements;

13) Monitoring:“Assessment of whether the monitoring approach is appropriate, adequate, and
in copformanCe with VCS Program rules and requirements;

14) Data and-parameters: Assessment of whether the specification of data and parameters
(avaitgble at validation and monitored) is appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with
YCS Program rules and requirements;

1%) Uncertainty: Assessment of whether the approach for addressing uncertainty is
appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with VCS Program rules and requirements; and

16) Verifiable: Whether the methodology is sufficiently clear and specific to require project
developers to transparently report project results that can pass validation and verification
with high confidence.

Where the proposed methodology references tools or modules approved under the VCS
Program or an approved GHG program, the validation/verification body shall determine whether
the tool or module is used appropriately within the methodology. Reassessment of the actual
tool or module is not required.
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6.1.5

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

o>
@
New modules and tools shall be assessed against the aspects of the assessment scope for (\
new methodologies set out in Section 6.1.3 that are relevant to the specific module or tooé\
N\
AQ’

Maijor Revisions {\\

<
Major revisions of methodologies, tools, or modules shall be assessed againi.gﬁsose\a\g,pects of
the assessment scope for new methodologies set out in Section 6.1, that &te rele@t to the
revision. 'QQQ éé\@'
The assessment of a revised module does not require the reasseSsmen all methodology
framework documents that reference it. However, the assess s etermine whether the
revised module is appropriate for the methodologies and Il r@odologies maintain their

overall integrity. Likewise, the assessment of a revisi toc@hall ensure that the integrity
4

of methodologies that use the tool is not adversely 'r@mt@a

N

> >
NI
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19 Sep 2019

22 Jun 2022

21 Dec 2022
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°
N
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17 Jan 2023

29 August 2023

o

N

Initial version released under VCS Version 4. .&\
ey
Incorporated clarifications to grace periods for use of pr@ous \g@ns
of methodologies from Clarifications to VCS Progran(@@‘es @
Requirements, published 19 April, updated 21 A riIgg\Sv Section

7.3. These clarifications are effective from 19@ 20

Main updates (all effective on issue da Ies§®wise stated):

1) Restructuring and general imp&(?mer@'t?the document.

2) Addition of Section 2 with @arcﬁé‘?ules and guidance for
methodology developme\

3) Addition of a meth i i&bﬁote for the development of new
and revised me@ lo i@ 0ols, or modules.

4) Establish f a fi option for Verra to lead methodology
develop rE.t)by hixifig an expert consultant.

5) Introdsgction Qé)equirement for developers to collaborate on

& n methodologies, and methodology frameworks under
@ain cliotimstances.

10Nns.

8QJQd® to the process and requirements for methodology
O

YA hanced review process for approved VCS methodologies,

\ modules and tools, including a regular review and potential update
within five years of its last update or review. This update will
become effective for new methodologies approved after the issue of
this document. Existing methodologies will have a transition period
of two years from the issue of this document.

8) General improvements to the methodology development and review
process.

9) Modification of the use of external experts for certain assessment
responsibilities.

Minor cross-referencing and formatting errors were corrected.

Updates are listed with a unique ID# as referenced in the August 2023
Overview of VCS Program Updates and Effective Dates (PDF), available
on the Verra website.

ID# | Update Description and Effective Date Section

47. Updated criteria for Verra to reject or put 2.15-2.1.6
methodologies on hold.

Effective immediately
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48.

49.

50.

o)

.

Update to incorporate minimum potential GHG 3.14

reduction and removal thresholds for new
methodologies or major revisions that expand the
scope of a methodology.

Effective immediately

Clarified renumeration that the developer is
expected to pay to the validation/verification
body for methodology assessment.

Effective immediately

NP

lic 64.2.12 3)
&

o@

Updated public consultation requirements for
minor methodology revisions and clarlfle
consultation process.

Effective immediately

Updates to Section 5, which in @e \ Section 5
e Update to conduct periodi ie [5.1.2,5.1.5,
methodologies from approved rograms. 55-3-4, 5.3.7
e Updates to the proa&trb vation and 1
exclusions of m olo
e Exemption fr%d th gy review fee for
revisions inelodin he reassessment of
stand
Overall\u Qlanfy the review process for
exw«k met@%logles
E@ctwe@@@mdlately
VI requirement regarding reassessment of 5.3.7 (1)

% ardlzed methods, based on the June 2023
\ S public consultation.

K Effective immediately
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	5.3 Outcome of Review
	5.3.1 Where the review determines that the methodology meets all VCS Program rules and requirements and reflects best practice and scientific consensus, no further action is taken.
	5.3.2 Where the review determines that the methodology requires a correction or clarification, Verra may issue a correction and clarification document.
	5.3.3 Where the review determines that the methodology requires a minor revision, Verra follows the procedure for minor revisions set out in Section 4.2.
	5.3.4 Where the review determines that the methodology requires a major revision, Verra may inactivate it or exclude it from the VCS Program.
	5.3.5 An inactive or excluded methodology may be revised by Verra or a third-party developer and re-activated or reintroduced to the VCS Program. In the latter case, the developer shall submit a methodology idea note in accordance with Section 3.1. Th...
	5.3.6 Verra may also permanently inactivate or exclude a methodology where Verra deems a revision is unlikely to resolve the issue successfully. Permanently inactivated or excluded methodologies cannot be reactivated or reintroduced to the VCS Program.
	5.3.7 For methodologies using a standardized method, a re-assessment of the standardized method shall be undertaken as follows:
	5.3.8 Where methodologies become inactive, grace periods apply as set out in the VCS Standard.


	6 Scope of Validation/verification Body Assessment
	6.1 New Methodologies, Modules, and Tools
	6.1.1 The validation/verification body shall determine whether the proposed methodology, tool, or module complies with the requirements set out in the VCS Methodology Requirements and any other applicable requirements of the VCS Program.
	6.1.2 Validation/verification bodies shall adhere to the instructional text in the Methodology Assessment Report Template and refer to the guidance in the Validation and Verification Manual when completing the methodology assessment report.
	6.1.3 The scope of the assessment for new methodologies shall include (at a minimum) the following, and the assessment report shall explain whether and how the methodology addresses these to a reasonable level of assurance:
	6.1.4 Where the proposed methodology references tools or modules approved under the VCS Program or an approved GHG program, the validation/verification body shall determine whether the tool or module is used appropriately within the methodology. Reass...
	6.1.5 New modules and tools shall be assessed against the aspects of the assessment scope for new methodologies set out in Section 6.1.3 that are relevant to the specific module or tool.

	6.2 Major Revisions
	6.2.1 Major revisions of methodologies, tools, or modules shall be assessed against those aspects of the assessment scope for new methodologies set out in Section 6.1, that are relevant to the revision.
	6.2.2 The assessment of a revised module does not require the reassessment of all methodology framework documents that reference it. However, the assessment shall determine whether the revised module is appropriate for the methodologies and that all m...


	Appendix 1: Document History
	FRONT AND BACK PAGES2.pdf
	FRONT AND BACK PAGES.pdf
	About Verra
	Intellectual Property Rights, Copyright, and Disclaimer

	1 Introduction
	2 Fee Schedule
	3 Payment Terms for Methodology Compensation Rebate
	Appendix 1: Document History





