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ABOUT VERRA
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Verra sets the world’s leading standards for climate action and sustainable development. We build. S
standards for activities as diverse as reducing deforestation, to improving agricultural practices,
addressing plastic waste, and to achieving gender equality. We manage programs to certify t ; cﬁ:se
activities achieve measurable high-integrity outcomes. And we work with governments, bu&@esses, and
civil society to advance the use of these standards, including through the developmen(’éf markets.

Everything we do is in service of increasingly ambitious climate and sustainable de(& pTent goals -
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and an accelerated transition to a sustainable future. @) &Q)
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Verra’s certification programs include the Verified Carbon Standard (VCS)’ﬁ}?}ZraV nd its Jurisdictional

and Nested REDD+ (JNR) framework, the Climate, Community & Biodi\@ssity i(b’ndards (CCBS)
Program, the Sustainable Development Verified Impact Standard ( IS@%rogram, and the Plastic
Waste Reduction Program. 0\} &O
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The intellectual property rights of all materials in tt{@%)c@nt are owned by Verra or by entities that
have consented to their inclusion in this docu%} t. \(0

The use of these materials in the establi ant /peration of a project in a Verra certification
program is permissible (“Authorized @ All@ler commercial use of these materials is prohibited.
Without limiting the generality of thqxfbr g/@?g, viewing, downloading, modifying, copying, distributing,
transmitting, storing, reproducng, r.o@%rwise using, publishing, licensing, transferring, selling, or
creating derivative works (i ‘v@ate\fef ormat) from this document or any information obtained from this
document other than for, @ Au@\wized Use or for personal, academic, or other non-commercial
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All copyright an{i)ﬁ(th prietary notices contained in this document must be retained on any copies
made underérge' At\@ized Use. All other rights of the copyright owner not expressly addressed above
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Y VCS

1 Infroduction

1 INTRODUCTION

This document provides guidance and procedures for developing or revising VCS methodologies,
modules, and tools (referred to in this document as “methodologies”). It also includes the procedures X,
for Verra’s review of approved methodologies to ensure that they continue to reflect best practices, >
scientific consensus, and evolving market and sector conditions. The methodology development @?}
review procedure is outlined at a high level in the VCS Program Guide. \é\o

This document is intended for use by methodology developers, validation/verification bod-ﬁe%, and other

parties. @Q
&
This document will be updated periodically, and readers shall ensure that they @)Jsj&g}:h’e most
recent version of the document. < \(b\
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=/VCS 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 development
and review process and previously approved methodologies. o)

Overarching Rules and Guidance for Methodology Development X

2.1.1 Once Verra determines that a methodology may proceed in the development or re process,
Verra will determine the most appropriate pathway for methodology developmgﬁt Options

include: \Q
NEY
1) Athird-party developer leads (i.e., funds and manages) the methc@o% \Velopment
process. The third-party developer prepares the methodologyadgﬁjm&@ation (i.e., concept
note, draft methodology, or draft project description) and f{@.ds t@alidation/verification
body assessment process. ((\Q {0
O

2) Verra leads the methodology development prooes&@nd i a consultant to prepare the
methodology documentation and manage the Qho@gy development process (i.e.,
validation/verification body assessment, p& 318K holder consultation, and multiple

Verra reviews). Verra funds the validati@b_;er'f' ion body assessment process. In this
instance, the consultant is referred Qgs t‘bb veloper in this document.
XS

2.1.2 Verra may apply alternative proce C?or e@eloping methodologies where such approaches
are deemed more efficient and @ual ust. In such instances, Verra defines and
transparently documents tp\e\ \er Ve process.

U

2.1.3 Verra may request that@qeO @%per establishes a working group or engages with third-party
experts to provide t > icau\mputs while developing the concept note and/or methodology.
)

%)
2.1.4 Verra may corqé:u\t witliFindependent experts to further enhance the review process in addition
to the Verr ie d validation/verification body assessment where Verra deems that it

would i asﬁ% quality of the methodology.
.S

2.1.5 Aaé@ p @%uring the methodology development process, Verra may put a methodology
’tievelo@nent process on hold under the following circumstances:

O
\6 &@Kthe quality of the methodology documentation does not meet reasonable expectations;

&+ 2) the process does not reasonably progress towards resolution and a high-quality
\’SQ 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
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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 proposed
methodology where Verra's review deems that the methodology might:

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

AN
o
>

2) create negative outcomes (e.g., negative social and environmental impacts); or

N
3) impact the integrity of the VCS Program or the functioning of the broader carbg@market.

&

Costs
\o}

2.1.7 The methodology review fees are set out in the VCS Program Fee Sch%d@e
2.1.8 There is no fee for methodology idea note submissions. &\0

2.1.9 Areview fee is payable upon submission of the concept not, he e concept note proceeds
@ i@%)f the draft methodology.

to the next stage, a second review fee is payable upon s
The fees are to partially cover Verra’s costs for rewe&@%’

2.1.10 The third-party developer that leads the metho gée opment is responsible for the costs
associated with the validation/verification b E ent of the methodology, which vary

according to the scope and complexity Qf\e m dology.

Methodology status AQ

2.1.11 Verra assigns each methodo nt evelopment process the current status. The status
may change throughout th&éévg ent process.

1) Under developme@hé‘ﬁ%posed methodology is active in the development process.

<
2) On hold: Th @S)p methodology is not active in the development process but may be
y

re- actlva&d Iatqu

3) Rejééd E@proposed methodology is withdrawn from the development process and
ot\ ceed at any time.

2.1.120%}pr0vé methodology versions may have one of the following statuses:
\% @Active: The methodology version is valid under the VCS Program; or

X % *
,&‘Q\ &' 2) Inactive: The methodology version is not valid under the VCS Program. For methodology
\’SQ versions that become inactive, the grace periods for using the methodology version are set
A\ _
out in the VCS Standard.
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3 PROCEDURE FOR DEVELOPMENT OF
NEW METHODOLOGIES

Proposed new methodologies, modules, and tools are developed through the process set out in thi§6(8\'

section, summarized by the steps shown in Figure 1: Q
&

Figure 1: Steps in the Methodology Development Process QQ

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 outiining the proposed
methodology (baseline assessment, GHG quantificaticn approach, etc.)

Step 3: Draft Methodoiogy 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




=/ VCS 3 Procedure for Development of New Methodologies

3.1
3.1.1

3.1.2

3.1.3

3.1.4

3.1.5

3.1.6

<

Step 1: Methodology Idea Note Submission

Stakeholders that have an idea for a new or revised methodology, module, or tool shall submit

a methodology idea note to Verra at methodologies@verra.org. The methodology idea note
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 ang(b

how they can be mitigated. (\
The methodology idea note shall be prepared using the VCS Methodology Idea Note i\'@mplate
available on the Verra website. \A

Verra performs a completeness check to ensure the methodology idea not s been correctly
completed. Verra may ask the stakeholder to resubmit the methodology@ @ if relevant
information is missing, the instructions in the template are not follQwétl, th(&mlmum
projected emissions reductions and removals threshold is not me'§0r th ethodology idea
note is not written clearly and concisely. ((\

For new methodologies, or major revisions that expand t@@:o (} an existing methodology,,
the potential GHG emission reductions and/or remo of V& projects under the proposed
new methodology or scope expansion shall be at Jeast 1@; 00 tCO2e per year within five
years. Where Verra determines that this mini@’& % tial is unrealistic, the methodology idea
&b
After the completeness check, Verr mw%@ complete methodology idea note. Verra may
also request additional informatiQQ g Qé fuller understanding of the methodology being

proposed and its associated\v{a\@e an@sks

>
Preference and priority to@‘oce c\ﬁlth the development process will be given to proposed
methodologies that: OQ \\

note does not proceed to the next step.

1) are broadly @hca@% i.e., cover the range of potential technologies, processes, and
geograp%al re@“?s that may apply to related projects);

havshﬂgh g@ate change mitigation potential;
310@»pp&t&ustamable development; and

abe» not associated with unmitigable social, environmental, legal, or regulatory risks.

%{07 ~Rg'tentlal outcomes of Verra's evaluation of the methodology idea note include:

& \Q

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

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, or if no
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 development process. T
methodology idea note may be reactivated once the issues that led to the hold are \@
addressed. O(\

3) Verra rejects the methodology idea note if Verra determines that the proposed@c?hodology
does not satisfy the criteria above and the issues are not addressable thro h'revisions to
the proposal.

proposed methodology and the name of the stakeholder that sub&)@ed ethodology idea

Verra publishes a high-level summary of the methodology idea note Wlt ‘é e of the
8®
note on the Verra website.

& S
\
Step 2: Methodology Concept Note De&é(o\ m%’m

The develo QO 0 i
per prepares the methodology concept b@i on the template available on the
Verra website, including all sections in the tem£§(§ ubmits it to Verra at
methodologies@verra.org. All instructions fi @ant sections in the template shall be
followed. QK

Verra invoices the developer for tﬁgweg\f@e upon submission of the concept note.

Verra reviews the concept n g&%@mne whether the proposed approach for key
methodological componeni{%’u aseline, additionality, GHG quantification, monitoring,
and permanence is cleq{y )% , has no logical or technical inconsistencies, and complies

with VCS Program r quirements.

Where the Ve;{'a&ew &f the methodology concept note reveals that it is not yet of the
requisi ity rﬁgs not conform with VCS Program rules and requirements, the developer
shall re{ré th cept note until all findings from Verra’s review have been satisfactorily
add@&ed\ﬂ@ developer shall respond to Verra’s findings within 60 days of receipt.

3.2.5 ’Q’}tent@\outcomes of Verra’s review of the concept note include:

<
o

@ .\

,QQ X
<Q
&

KVerra 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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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 concept note _.
is not well thought through, has logical or technical inconsistencies, or does not conform o) !
with VCS Program rules. In such cases, another third-party developer may address th \%
issues that led to rejection and submit a new concept note for the methodology ids@ hird-
party developers interested in submitting a new concept note shall contact Ver@\.

XN
(\
N
NCY
3.3.1 The developer prepares the methodology, which will be subject to rev'@vg)oy y§?a, public
stakeholder consultation, and independent assessment by a valid@%/ ication body.

3.3 Step 3: Draft Methodology Development

/
3.3.2 New methodologies shall be prepared using the VCS Method@ﬁ%y T@A%Iate. New modules and
tools shall be prepared using the VCS Module and Tool Tgéhlat&@l instructions in the

\

templates shall be followed. @)

O’ &

3.3.3 The methodology shall be prepared in accordancg@vit Qpéhe applicable VCS Program rules
and requirements. The methodology shall be%&en{ clear, logical, concise, and precise
manner to aid readability and ensure th {@ rité& and procedures set out in the
methodology can be applied consiste%v y i{k@?ded users, including project proponents and
validation/verification bodies. The o] y shall be clearly structured and correctly
formatted and free from typogr@hlca{@% grammatical errors.

3.3.4 For new methodologies, th&:&ev I r shall prepare and submit a draft project description
alongside the methodo@g?:t éonstrate how the methodological approach would be applied
to a project activity g}@to eilitate the methodology review. For new tools and modules, Verra
may request a (&éial)%&(‘r% t project description during the review process. The draft project
description fe{\new hodologies shall include (at a minimum) the cover page and all sections
1.1, 1. 1, @_;.3, @,1.5, 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,
4.4, S@nd QQ of the VCS Project Description Template.t Verra may request the developer to
d((u@add' iohal sections if required to facilitate the methodology review. Note that draft

fw’}orm@%n is sufficient, and no supporting evidence needs to be provided unless requested

%Q du@n(gthe review process. Developers should use real project data or proxy data. Developers
N
O
& 3@ 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

\\~h%y use hypothetical data if no real project data or proxy data are available.

1 Section numbers are based on the VCS Project Description Template, v4.3
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description (if applicable) within six months of concluding Step 2 of the methodology
development process.

3.3.6 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 begins the
methodology review. o>

o

3.3.7 Verra conducts a review of the methodology to ensure that the methodology is of suffici
quality to enable its assessment under the VCS methodology development process @\that the
methodology has been completed in accordance with VCS Program rules and requi%ments.
Verra’'s review of the methodology focuses on ensuring that the methodology i§ Well structured
and clearly written, has no logical or technical inconsistencies, and is aIig@‘d wi&Q VCS Program
rules and requirements. Where the Verra review of the draft methodolo&orev that it is not
yet of the requisite quality or does not conform with VCS Program u@@ quirements, the
developer shall revise the draft methodology until all findings frgr'n Ve(r(ireview have been
satisfactorily addressed. @(\ &(b

NS
. : . O Q&

3.4 Step 4: Public Stakeholder Consul’rahc&D 00",

3.4.1 Verra posts the methodology on the Verra websjte for ays to invite public comment. Where
appropriate, Verra may establish a longer p (e for methodologies of higher complexity).
Verra may host a webinar to provide an Qérvie the methodology. Any comments shall be
submitted to Verra using the templ bli@ed with the draft methodology. Respondents shall
provide their name, organizationx&unt%%d email address. If the respondent wishes to

remain anonymous, this shau{(@nd)géaed in their submission of comments.
O
3.4.2 Atthe end of the public ca@‘\‘ne eriod, Verra consolidates the comments and provides them

to the developer. The Q&ela& shall take due account of such comments, which means it
shall either updategfﬁ\e r@odology to address the comment, provide clarification, or
demonstrate insi ﬁ}icance or irrelevance of the comments. The developer shall include
responses @%ll copsolidated comments and submit them for validation/verification body

¢
343 V\Q@e s@%ant changes to the methodology are made after the first public stakeholder
’Q’c\)hsul@t on, Verra may choose to conduct a second public stakeholder consultation.

QO \{b’

9 @
\6\5 ,\\“é’rep 5: Validation/verification Body Assessment of Methodology

%@? Verra publishes a request for proposals to conduct the methodology assessment. The criteria
A\ 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 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 compensation for
subject-matter experts to participate in the validation/verification body assessment. The
developer’s agreement with the validation/verification body shall satisfy the requirements
indicated in the VCS Methodology Submission Form & Agreement. \@

(5\.

3.5.3 The validation/verification body shall complete its assessment in accordance with Se%t@gn} of
this document. AQK

3.5.4 The developer shall respond to all the validation/verification body’s findings,ééﬂxéh may require
revisions to the draft methodology. &\ \ .
D O

07 N\

3.5.5 The validation/verification body assessment, including developer re nses\@address all
findings, shall be concluded within 12 months after the public sta'ﬁe oldé&onsultation ends.

/

3.5.6 The validation/verification body shall produce an assessmerég)O{&(\accordance with VCS
Program rules and best practices. The assessment repo all repared using the VCS
Methodology Assessment Report Template. The ass éﬁent,@ ort shall address the scope of
assessment applicable to the new methodologies6m d%@o"and tools or major revisions (see

Section 6). Q{b \&
Q> ?
3.6 Step 6: Final Verra Review @3% %@é\ision

3.6.1 The developer shall provide VerraﬂM% t@;\ost recent draft of the methodology, the
assessment report produced\@\%e%&ﬁ}iation/verification body, and the responses to the
consolidated comments..O&\' 6,0

3.6.2 \Verra reviews the mo@%ce@%faft of the methodology, the clarity and consistency of the
responses provid%)q% @akeholder comments, and the assessment report produced by the

validation/veg@e\a io dy to ensure the methodology has been assessed in accordance with

VCS Progr le d requirements.
g g@% 5@nd req

N
3.6.3 Wher@% a &%ment report does not indicate approval of the methodology, the methodology

i&\@oteﬁ@ Verra.

O
3.6. &Vh Verra finds that the methodology has not been assessed in accordance with VCS
\@ %ram 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

& \,SQ% Verra.

\%.6.5 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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3.6.6

updated methodology and responses provided by the developer. Where it is not possible to
satisfactorily address Verra’s findings, the methodology is rejected.

Where Verra approves the methodology, it notifies the developer and the validation/verification
body. The approved methodology is assigned a reference number. Verra posts the
methodology, assessment report, and stakeholder comments with responses on the Verra 7o)
website. The methodology is then active and may be used under the VCS Program. (;\

O

12
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4

METHODOLOGY REVISIONS

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

modules, and tools, as well as proposed revisions to methodologies from other approved GHG .
programs. o>

4.1
4.1.1

4.1.2

)

\.
o
oo
Guidance for Methodology Revisions @\
%)

A revision to an approved methodology is handled as an update to the prevailin«gyérsion of the

methodology and the following applies: Q
L7\
1) Methodology revisions are appropriate where a proposed activity or ea \s broadly
similar to an activity or measure covered by an existing approvy, et@&logy (either a

VCS methodology or a methodology from an approved GHG,Qrp ram ch that the
proposed activity or measure may be included through r%ﬁ}ma& changes to that

methodology. 00((\ &OQ

2) A revision shall not narrow the methodological aé@oa /9 in any other way exclude project
activities that are eligible under the prevailin@ers'\cwncéf the methodology unless such

narrowing or exclusion is authorized by Vi . (b\b
O
The VCS Program distinguishes betweer@% t of methodology revisions based on the
extent of the revision: QCO /é\'
N N
1) Major revision: Revisions with significant impact on the structure and content of the

methodology, method Io@al ztébroach, the scope of the methodology, project boundary,
applicability conditions) ba é‘b’ne scenario, or additionality approach. Examples include,
among others, eo@?sk{&éthe scope to different project activities, adaptation of a
standardized@i h Q@r modifications to the GHG quantification approach. A major
revision re\ ires ra review, public stakeholder consultation, validation/verification body
asses nt, final Verra review.

)

2 Mm}}ﬁr n: Revisions with limited impact on the structure and content of the
@et{@o ogy, and limited or no impact on the methodological approach, scope of the
X e@odology, project boundary, applicability conditions, baseline scenario, or additionality
\‘approach. Examples include improvements to language and clarity of the methodology,

\% \\Q 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 Procedure for Methodology Revisions
4.2.1 Ideas for methodology revisions shall be submitted as per Section 3.1 using the VCS
Methodology Idea Note.
4.2.2 During Verra's evaluation of the methodology idea note (Section 3.1.5), Verra determines (5\.
whether the revision is major or minor, based on the extent and type of changes proposed:\%
O
Maijor Revisions \%\
4.2.3 Where a major revision may proceed as per section 3.1.7(1), it shall follow the sgﬁe procedure
for new methodologies. @Q
&
4.2.4 For the steps in Section 3.2.1, the VCS Methodology Concept Note tem@% s&é}‘ be used.
4.2.5 For the step in Section 3.3 the following documentation shall be p‘ﬁé@are&\

1) For major revisions to an approved VCS methodology wh%@\the@é\valllng version of the
methodology does not use the latest version of the V @let ology Template, the
developer shall transfer the prevailing methodolo%@.nto atest VCS Methodology
Template and submit the proposed revision ag\ dl@i version of the methodology.

2) For major revisions to an approved GHG @@Fam@ethodology, the developer shall transfer
the approved GHG program method qé) latest VCS Methodology Template to
create a standalone VCS method an@ubmlt the proposed revision as a redlined
version of the methodology. AQ

3) Alternatively, and at Verr %s é}{@n the developer may prepare the revision as a
complementary VCS %\t 0 ﬁgy using the VCS Methodology Template. A complimentary
VCS methodology oqky I s the proposed revisions to the underlying methodology. The
revision shall cle Eate what modifications and additions are made and how they
relate to tha@%ﬂer){h\g methodology. Where sections of the underlying methodology are
not alteréythls@all be stated in the relevant section of the methodology revision
doou g‘\t complementary VCS methodology shall be used in conjunction with the
Ia@ v%ﬁgn of the underlying approved GHG program methodology.

Q&QA d&f@rmeot description must be submitted if requested by Verra during the review
O mrocess.
\\ &

.‘%6\4&ere Verra approves the major revision, it notifies the developer and validation/verification
«‘Q\ g body. The approved revised methodology is assigned a new version number. Verra posts the

&
BN

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.
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Minor Revisions

4.2.7

4.2.8

4.2.9

4.2.10

4.2.11

4.2.12

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 prevailing versiork_ .
of the methodology, without updating it to the latest version of the VCS Methodology . @
Template, unless otherwise requested by Verra. O(\

2) For minor revisions to an approved GHG Program methodology, the developer @%ares the
revision as a complimentary VCS methodology using the VCS Methodology T@Bplate. See
4.2.5(2) for guidance on preparing a complimentary VCS methodology. \Q

Verra invoices the developer for the review fee for minor revisions set 06&)\}1 t«@cs Program
Fee Schedule upon submission of the revised methodology. The r v@@fe all be paid by the
developer before Verra begins its review of the revised methodo{c’)gy.é\,

)

Verra conducts a review to ensure that the proposed rews@x g
O

1) is of sufficient quality, well structured, and cIear%@thtenQ&

2) meets all VCS Program rules and requweme(%;\ gA
3) is within the scope of minor revisions i@r %&ton 4.1.2.

Verra may request inputs from the or@al d%@oper a validation/verification body, or an
independent expert. A (\

Where the Verra review of t \%pq?ﬁgrewsmn reveals that it is not yet of the requisite quality
or does not conform with P ggém rules and requirements, the developer shall revise the
methodology until all fi ngs\@m Verra’s review have been satisfactorily addressed. Verra
may also make rey, G.R)ns @ere it deems appropriate. Where it is not possible to satisfactorily
address the fmd&s @ ethodology revision is rejected. Where the Verra review reveals that
the proposeo(%ws Is not within the scope of minor revisions, the developer shall either
update I(é. ews’\f@m and limit the scope to a minor revision or continue the process for a major

rewsmfb 5\25( ection 4.2.7.

If&rr@e ms input from the public necessary, a public stakeholder consultation is conducted

Qoas féﬁbws

\@ \\‘i Verra posts the revised methodology on the Verra website for 30 days to invite public

.

&
,QQ X
R
N

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

15



=\7 VCS 4 Methodology Revisions

means it shall either update 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 to Verra
alongside the updated methodology.

\0
3) Verra reviews the most recent draft of the methodology, including whether the developer o)
has taken due account of all stakeholder comments and the clarity and consistency QQ e
responses to the comments. \O
&

4.2.13 Where Verra approves the minor revision, it notifies the developer. The approved@@lsed
methodology is assigned a new version number. Verra posts the methodology Qn"the Verra
website. The revised methodology is then active and may be used under t 2 CS\P.rogram. The
previous version of the methodology becomes inactive. The grace perio&)\%r&s‘?\g the
previous version of the methodology are set out in the VCS Standg@\g @\_’b
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v VCS 5 Review of Approved VCS Methodologies

S5 REVIEW OF EXISTING
METHODOLOGIES

Verra reviews VCS methodologies and methodologies from approved GHG programs to ensure that e(é\
continue to reflect best practices, scientific consensus, and evolving market conditions and tech@ﬁl
developments in a sector. This includes ensuring that methodologies are consistent with newé\o
requirements issued by Verra and that methodologies have appropriate criteria and proce&@r s for
addressing VCS Program rules and requirements. @é\.

-
-

As a result of a review, Verra may revise the methodology or issue correction and@aﬂifick\tlon
documents. Verra may also set methodology versions previously approved un ﬁhe,% Program as
inactive or exclude approved GHG programs methodologies from VCS Prog(éh u @\htil a new revised
ra quirements. Relevant
re fébreviews is set out in

olo /modules, and tools. A

version is issued that addresses the identified issues and meets VCS P.
stakeholders are kept informed during the review process. The pro
Sections 5.1 to 5.3. Note that these procedures apply to all me
module or tool may be set as inactive without the parent m ol%ngeing inactive.
QW
5.1 Trigger for Review (§0 O
o2 0

5.1.1 Verra conducts a periodic review of eactQ/ S p&%hodology, module, and tool within five years
after its last update or review. C) /é\'
(\

5.1.2 Verra conducts periodic review%gf m dologies from approved GHG programs that are

eligible for use under the V&rog{&m
o ¥
5.1.3 Atany point in time, aq?\tie&@y be triggered where a validation/verification body, project

proponent, anothe{@*a e@her, or Verra identifies an issue with a methodology, tool or
module, such agg %\A
N

1) Materj %coq@stenoy with a VCS Program rule or requirement (e.g., an inconsistency that
m ad ’@gmaterial difference in the quantification of GHG emission reductions or

@mové\@by projects applying the methodology);
O

N
62) (;g@ral scientific or technical developments in a specific sector; or

\% \@&Any other well-founded concerns about a methodology.
NI
&‘05.%2%’ 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

17



v VCS 5 Review of Approved VCS Methodologies

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

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

X
The review of the methodology and any relevant issue that triggered the review is undertak.qgfb
by Verra. Verra may request input from stakeholders including the developers of previoui\
methodology versions, a validation/verification body, and appropriately qualified ext :

experts. A®

XN
At any point during the review, the methodology may be temporarily inactivaték)r excluded
from the VCS Program while the review is completed if a well-founded congern ists.

0¥ N
‘{\@ \_’0\
Outcome of Review A ,GQ’

X
Where the review determines that the methodology meets alées ram rules and
requirements and reflects best practice and scientific co S@% further action is taken.

Where the review determines that the methodology éguireggcorrection or clarification, Verra

may issue a correction and clarification documeng: 6\40
RS
Where the review determines that the met Io@bequires a minor revision, Verra follows the

procedure for minor revisions set out%@cth
9

Where the review determines thaQ@meQ\f)dology requires a major revision, Verra may
inactivate it or exclude it from t@g VCSProgram.

>
An inactive or excluded mé‘hod orgﬁ may be revised by Verra or a third-party developer and re-
activated or reintrod‘u&@tqil\\@vcs Program. In the latter case, the developer shall submit a
methodology idea Q@j\e i écordance with Section 3.1. The methodology shall be revised via
the major revilezbroggss set out in Section 4.2.

Verra ma @§B pe\@!anently inactivate or exclude a methodology where Verra deems a revision
is unli@ to {@%e the issue successfully. Permanently inactivated or excluded

m\z{@dol&@s cannot be reactivated or reintroduced to the VCS Program.
X

$
5.3.7 r r}zggodologies using a standardized method, a re-assessment of the standardized method

S 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

18



v VCS 5 Review of Approved VCS Methodologies

methodology) shall be reviewed and updated where there have been significant
changes. A stakeholder consultation concerning the level of the performance
benchmark metric is not required.
b) For activity methods, additionality shall be re-determined. .
>
Note - The VCS Methodology Requirements should be consulted for further informati n
the use of data within standardized methods and the appropriateness of the level 8)&\

.

performance benchmarks. %\
Qﬁ
2) The developer or another entity shall submit a report documenting the stan@%ized
method re-evaluation to Verra. This report shall be issued no earlier tha r years after

the last update of the standardized method. Where a report is not sutﬁ}i :ne%;o Verra within
five years after the previous update of the standardized method, @e sti' rdized method
becomes inactive until it is determined that the methodologyfﬁgs n@équire revision or
the revised methodology is approved. Where Verra condu e @u’ew, Verra prepares this

report. ((\Q Q){b
. . O (O ,
3) Verra publishes a high-level summary of the rep%é«lth t,@\scope of review and the name

of the stakeholder that submitted the report 2& e&qﬁf& website.
4) Verra reviews the report and determines &%h Qrevision to the standardized method or

&

5) Where a methodology revision ib@uirg@\a minor revision shall be carried out as per
Section 4.2. The developer is em@r\om the methodology review fee if only the
standardized method is L.léqgie @he minor revision is not concluded within six months
from the submission he i sﬁénce of the report, Verra inactivates the standardized
method until thg m'{}or’r ion is completed and the new methodology version is
approved. \6\ AQ}\

6) For perfos@;f%:e hods, Verra re-examines the appropriateness of the level(s) of the
perfor ce chmark metric to ensure environmental integrity and the provision of
suf@ent @\cial incentives to potential projects. Verra does this by re-evaluating the
o m&\@nd any subsequent) analysis undertaken to determine the level of the

\’®pe ance benchmark metric and considering evidence from the use of the methodology
O {@projects. The methodology may require revision to reflect the outcome of such re-
\% \AQ examination, in which case Verra coordinates this work with the developer.
&‘Q\?\%@\ Where methodologies become inactive, grace periods apply as set out in the VCS Standard.

BN

methodology is required. Q\0
o
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6

This section outlines the scope of validation/verification body assessment applicable to new )

SCOPE OF
VALIDATION/VERIFICATION BODY
ASSESSMENT &%

Q
O

methodologies, modules, and tools or major revisions. The scope of the validation/verific@% body
assessment shall be used as guidance in conjunction with VCS Program rules and be actices and

the requirements in Section 3.5.6 to prepare the validation/verification body assg rQreport.
0O

6.1  New Methodologies, Modules, and Tools L& bé’\

6.1.1

6.1.2

6.1.3

module complies with the requirements set out in the VCS ho, 8y Requirements and any
N

4
Validation/verification bodies shall adhere to t2;§?uc (Onal text in the Methodology

/
The validation/verification body shall determine whether thgg&bse@wethodology, tool, or

other applicable requirements of the VCS Program. 00

ange\in the Validation and Verification
Manual when completing the methodologyK sg@nt report.
O

Assessment Report Template and refer to the

The scope of the assessment for new@gho‘g&gies shall include (at a minimum) the
following, and the assessment re;&g%ha{*éxplain whether and how the methodology
addresses these to a reasonab{éplev assurance:

AN/
1) Relationship to appro@d or@egfding methodologies: Assessment of whether any existing
methodology mqyéﬁésqm‘égw be revised to meet the objective of the proposed
N\

methodology; \6\ AQ)\

%)
2) Stakeho@r\}:o ation: Assessment of whether the developer has taken due account of
all sta@mol ef&omments, updated the methodology accordingly, and provided clear and
co er{@a ponses to all stakeholder comments;

@rug@e and clarity of methodology: Assessment of whether the methodology is written in

6\ Q.ar, logical, concise, and precise manner that will enable project developers to

(O’\\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) 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 rules and o)
requirements; N
N\

.

8) Additionality: Assessment of whether the approach/tools for determining wheth%‘:ﬁ’le
project is additional are appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with VC gram
rules and requirements; O

N\
9) Baseline emissions: Assessment of whether the approach for calcule)tih\g.@rine
emissions is appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with V\%%’rogs@'bw\ rules and
<

requirements;
/

X
10) Project emissions: Assessment of whether the approach @ﬁ'\ca ting project emissions is
appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with VC gr ules and requirements;

11) Leakage emissions: Assessment of whether the é&roagfgor calculating leakage is
appropriate, adequate, and in conformanoe@ \é} rogram rules and requirements;
\

12) Estimated GHG emission reductions a@)%megés: Assessment of whether the approach
for calculating the GHG emission r ctig\raa%nd carbon dioxide removals of the project is
appropriate, adequate, conse&@ anﬁan conformance with VCS Program rules and

.\% {QO

13) Monitoring: Assessmen{’§‘\whgg€r the monitoring approach is appropriate, adequate, and
in conformance witg\@S‘P ram rules and requirements;

RN

requirements;

X N
14) Data and para@eriggsessment of whether the specification of data and parameters
(available aQ%Iidagon and monitored) is appropriate, adequate, and in conformance with
VCS Pr%ta r}gegand requirements;

\
15)U aim@%sessment of whether the approach for addressing uncertainty is

@p
&
6) yg%able: Whether the methodology is sufficiently clear and specific to require project
\% Q)\%evelopers to transparently report project results that can pass validation and verification
e .\\4 with high confidence.

,QQ X

4 Where the proposed methodology references tools or modules approved under the VCS
A 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

pro&g@te, adequate, and in conformance with VCS Program rules and requirements; and
N

tool or module is not required.

21



=\7 VCS 6 Scope of validation/verification body Assessment

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 aspect;,oo(a

the assessment scope for new methodologies set out in Section 6.1, that are relevant to@e

revision. <-O\
6.2.2 The assessment of a revised module does not require the reassessment of all r;{'eﬁodology

framework documents that reference it. However, the assessment shall deteé\lhe whether the

revised module is appropriate for the methodologies and that all method ie \pamtaln their

overall integrity. Likewise, the assessment of a revision to a tool shall@r@ure}g\vat the integrity

of methodologies that use the tool is not adversely impacted. &‘(\ 6@
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APPENDIX 1: DOCUMENT HISTORY

\0
v4.0 19 Sep 2019 Initial version released under VCS Version 4. (b‘
@

v4.1 22 Jun 2022 Incorporated clarifications to grace periods for use of previous versions‘\O

of methodologies from Clarifications to VCS Program Rules and <'9

Requirements, published 19 April, updated 21 April 2022. See Se

7.3. These clarifications are effective from 19 April 2022. (\

KQ
21 Dec 2022 Main updates (all effective on issue date, unless otherw@&sta&@v

1) Restructuring and general improvements to (&h
2) Addition of Section 2 with overarching ruIQ{and nce for
methodology development.

3) Addition of a methodology idea no the @/elopment of new
and revised methodologies, tools&

mo%@
4) Establishment of a formal opt{OyT for ¥&rra to lead methodology
development by hiring an @ert ngdultant

5) Introduction of a requj ent{bdevelopers to collaborate on
concept notes, me (o) » and methodology frameworks under
certain Circums@ces. (\

6) Updatesto roo;é}'and requirements for methodology
revisionQA O‘Q

7) EHW re@ process for approved VCS methodologies,

es ools, including a regular review and potential update
%ln f@gyears of its last update or review. This update will
Qbec& effective for new methodologies approved after the issue of
1?}& ocument. Existing methodologies will have a transition period
QQK \\\ two years from the issue of this document.

General improvements to the methodology development and review

@Q {0’ process.

<
\}g 9) Modification of the use of external experts for certain assessment
\Q responsibilities.
17 Jah' 2023 Minor cross-referencing and formatting errors were corrected.

N
29 August 2023  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. 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 3.5.2 (5\"
expected to pay to the validation/verification X%)
N\
body for methodology assessment. (\
Effective immediately (o\o
49, Updated public consultation requirements for 4.1.2 Q()éé
minor methodology revisions and clarified public 421
consultation process. @Q
Effective immediately &K \ .
50. Updates to Section 5, which include: OUse ’t\\&S
e Update to conduct periodic reviews of 8.472,5.1.5,
methodologies from approved GHG prograums. 53-41 5.3.7
/
e Updates to the process for inactivatj nd 6\ )1
exclusions of methodologies (%) (b
e Exemption from methodology r. w fi r
revisions including only the se nt of
standardized methods. O %,
Overall updates to clari e re&@w process for
existing methodologi&%, 6\
Effective immedi@@ >
L7
30. Revised r L@m nixegarding reassessment of 5.3.7 (1)
standar, 299 me S, based on the June 2023
VCS i conesﬂtation.
Effesfive i diately
SN
LA/
v4.3 4 October 2023 Minoo‘&pog pgﬂcal and formatting errors were corrected.

&
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