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This template is intended for validating projects using Verra’s Sustainable Development Verified Impact Standard (SD VISta) Program and the Nature Framework methodology (SDVM002).
Instructions for Completing the Validation Report
The digital version of the Nature Framework validation report template, and the interpretation of the same, shall take precedence over any hard copy version. The digital version is optimized for digital preparation and submission. This version of the template is intended primarily for use in developing content for digital submission.  
TITLE PAGE: Complete all items in the boxes on the title page using Arial or Franklin Gothic Book 10.5 point, black, regular (non-italic) font. All boxes must appear on the title page of the final document. Reports may also feature the report title and the preparer’s name, logo, and contact information more prominently on the title page, using the format provided (Franklin Gothic Book 24 point and Century Gothic 12 point, black, regular font).
VALIDATION REPORT: Instructions for completing the validation report template are found under each section heading. Note that the instructions in this template serve as a guide and do not necessarily represent an exhaustive list of the information the preparer must provide under each template section. Adhere to all instructions, which are set out at the program level in the SD VISta Program Guide and relate to the rules and requirements in the Nature Framework, v1.0 methodology, the SD VISta Standard, and accompanying SD VISta Program documents. The preparer will need to refer to these documents to complete the template. 
Delete all instructions, including this introductory text, from the final document. Unless deviations are merited, complete all sections using Arial or Franklin Gothic Book 10.5 point, black, regular (non-italic) font. Where a section is not applicable, explain why the section is not applicable (i.e., do not delete the section from the final document and do not write only “not applicable”). 
Submit the validation report digitally in the Verra Project Hub, or if there is justification for why that is not possible, submit it as a non-editable PDF. In the latter scenario, use the following file name format for the completed document: 
SDV NF ValReport Project ID DDMMYYYY
Note that the DDMMYYYY should be the original issue date, as reported on the title page. If revised documents are submitted later, update the date to the most recent date of issue and add to the end of the file name ‘_round#_track’ or ‘_round#_clean’ to indicate the relevant round of review (i.e., 1, 2, or 3) and whether it is the track changes or clean version of the document. 
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Logo (optional) 
Document Prepared by (individual or entity)
Contact Information (optional)
	Report ID
	Identification number of this validation report

	Project Title
	Name of project

	Project ID
	Verra project ID number

	Crediting Period
	DD-Month-YYYY to DD-Month-YYYY 

	Original Issue Date
	DD-Month-YYYY is the date the audit was completed 

	Most Recent Issue Date
	DD-Month-YYYY is the date on which the document was most recently submitted 

	Version (Report)
	Version number of this report

	Version (SDVM002)
	Version number of the Nature Framework methodology used by the project

	Client
	Client for whom this report was prepared

	Prepared By
	The validation/verification body that prepared this report

	Approved By
	The individual(s) at the validation/verification body that approved this validation report

	Work Carried Out By
	The individual(s) at the validation/verification body who conducted this validation 

	Site Visit Date(s)
	DD-Month-YYYY is the date on which a site visit was conducted; all site visit dates should be included (each separated by a comma) 

	Contact Details 
	Email address for the validation/verification body point of contact for this validation



	Summary

	Provide a summary of the following:
· A brief description of the project and the validation
· The validation’s purpose and scope
· The method and criteria used for validation
· The number of findings raised during validation
· Any uncertainties associated with the validation
· Summary conclusion of the validation
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[bookmark: _Toc535498435][bookmark: _Toc206681870]INTRODUCTION
[bookmark: project-design][bookmark: _Toc535498436][bookmark: _Toc206681871][bookmark: _Toc510796371]Objective
Explain the purpose of the validation.
[bookmark: _Toc535498437][bookmark: _Toc206681872]Scope and Criteria
Describe the validation scope and criteria.
[bookmark: _Toc535498438][bookmark: _Toc206681873]Level of Assurance
Indicate the validation’s level of assurance (i.e., reasonableness of assumptions, limitations, and methods) that supports a statement about the outcome of project activities.
[bookmark: _Toc485109124][bookmark: _Toc535498439][bookmark: _Toc206681874]Summary Description of the Project
Provide a summary description of the project (note: no more than one page in length).
[bookmark: _Toc206681875][bookmark: _Toc535498440]Validation Process
[bookmark: _Toc206681876]Audit Team Composition
For the detailed criteria that must be demonstrated by Nature Framework audit teams, see the SD VISta Nature Framework Validation/Verification Body (VVB) Requirements. 
Demonstrate that the validation team has the following competencies:
· Relevant sectoral experience in the project country or region,
· Relevant social and cultural expertise, including expertise assessing sustainable development (SD) objectives and outcomes (i.e., risk-based systems analysis or applied life cycle thinking for evaluating relationships and causal links among the social, economic, cultural, and environmental factors promoting and producing SD impacts), and  
· Relevant expertise in ecosystem conservation and restoration activities and outcomes.  
[bookmark: _Toc535498441][bookmark: _Toc206681877]Methods and Criteria
Describe the method(s) and criteria, including the evidence-gathering plan, used for undertaking the validation. Where sampling plans were used as a part of the validation, include a description of the sampling approach and important assumptions, and provide justification for the chosen approach. 
Describe the validation schedule, including key milestones (e.g., kick-off meeting, desk review, site visit) and corresponding dates.
[bookmark: _Toc535498442][bookmark: _Toc206681878]Document Review
[bookmark: _Toc535498443][bookmark: _Toc206681879]Describe how the validation was performed as an audit wherein the project description and any supporting documents were reviewed, cross-checked, and compared with identified and stated requirements.
Interviews 
Describe the interview process, identify the interviewed personnel and their roles, and provide details of the information obtained (additional to that which is included in the project description), as well as any supporting documents. 
[bookmark: _Toc535498444][bookmark: _Toc206681880]Site Visits
Describe the method and objectives for site visit(s) and on-site inspection(s) performed. Include the dates when all site visits and inspections took place, details of all project activity locations visited, and the physical and organizational aspects inspected.
[bookmark: _Toc535498445][bookmark: _Toc206681881]Public Comments
Summarize any public comments received during the public comment period. Assess whether the project has taken due account of all comments received and provide an overall conclusion regarding public comments. 
Describe how the project, either through revisions to the project design or demonstration of the insignificance or irrelevance of the comment, addressed each comment, and provide an assessment of the appropriateness of the project’s responses.
[bookmark: _Toc535498446][bookmark: _Toc206681882]Resolution of Findings 
Describe the process for resolving findings (i.e., raising corrective action requests, clarification requests, or other findings) raised by the validation team during validation.
State the total number of corrective action requests, clarification requests, forward action requests, and other findings raised during the validation.
Provide a summary of each finding, including the issue raised, the response(s) provided by the project, the conclusion, and any resulting changes to project documents. Unless this fits on one page, capture all findings in an appendix.
[bookmark: _Toc535498447][bookmark: _Toc206681883]Forward Action Requests
Provide details of any forward action requests raised during the validation for the benefit of subsequent project audits.
[bookmark: _Toc535498448][bookmark: _Toc206681884]Validation findings
[bookmark: _Toc206681885]Project Details
Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether the project description is adequate and complete, and whether it provides the reader with an understanding of the project’s nature and context.
For each sub-section that follows (i.e., 3.1.1 to 3.1.12), use the table provided below to describe i) the evidence gathering activities for each item and ii) the evidence checked, and provide iii) an assessment conclusion regarding the project’s conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements. 
Audit History
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Audit history
	


Project Type and Eligibility
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion 

	Project type and eligibility
	


Project Proponent(s) and Other Entities Involved in the Project
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Project proponent(s) and other entities involved
	


Ownership
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Ownership
	


Project Start Date
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Project start date
	


Project Crediting Period
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Project crediting period
	


Estimated Biodiversity Outcomes
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Estimated biodiversity outcomes
	The response should include:
· Identification and assessment of the methodological choices and equations used to quantify estimations. 
· An overall conclusion as to whether the process for determining estimated biodiversity outcomes was reasonable and the resulting estimations likely to be accurate. 


Description of the Project Activity    
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Description of the project activity
	The response should include: 
· An assessment of the project activity description in terms of how project activities will generate biodiversity outcomes and sustainable development benefits, their ecosystem appropriateness, and whether the description adequately reflects the measures, methods, and technologies employed. 
· Justified conclusions regarding critical dates and milestones in the project’s implementation schedule.
· An overall conclusion as to whether the project activities will reasonably achieve the project’s stated objectives.


Project Design
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Project design
	The response should include: 
· Whether the project design is a single location of project activity, multiple locations of project activity, or a grouped project. 
· Justified conclusions regarding the project design, including the eligibility criteria provided for grouped project instances (if applicable).  


Project Location
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Project location
	The response should include:
· The project location, the project activity location(s), and the project boundary.


Additional Information Relevant to the Project     
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Public availability of project activity records
	

	Commercially sensitive information
	Where the project has withheld information as commercially sensitive, the response should include:
· An assessment of the affected stakeholders’ agreement for the withholding (if applicable). 


Double Counting, Double Claiming, and Participation under Other Biodiversity or Nature Programs
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Double counting, double claiming, and participation in other programs
	The response should include:
· Whether the project is seeking credits for the same biodiversity outcomes under any other program or methodology.
· An assessment of the information and evidence provided by the project for completeness and accuracy. 
· An overall conclusion as to whether the project poses any risk of double counting or double claiming with SD VISta Nature Credits under other programs. 


[bookmark: _Toc206681886]Stakeholder Engagement
For each sub-section (i.e., 3.2.1 to 3.2.2), use the table provided below to describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked, and provide iii) an assessment conclusion as to the project’s conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements.
Stakeholder Engagement
Stakeholder Identification
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Stakeholder identification process and methods
	The response should include:
· Whether the project’s approach is likely to identify all stakeholders who will be impacted by the project activities and effectively address identified barriers to stakeholder engagement.

	Stakeholder identification table
	The response should include:
· The project’s analyses of each identified stakeholder’s impact category, group, relevance to the project, and statuses (i.e., marginalized or vulnerable, rights holders).
· Whether all stakeholders and stakeholder groups included in the project were appropriately identified and described.


Stakeholder Consultation and Participation
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Stakeholder consultation and participation 
	The response should include whether: 
· The project’s consultation process and methods were appropriate for each stakeholder group.
· Information about potential costs, benefits, and risks was adequately shared with each stakeholder group.
· Each stakeholder group had, and will continue to have, an opportunity to influence project design, including how the project engaged stakeholders in the baseline scenario assessment and causal chain analysis.
· The project dedicated particular attention to marginalized and vulnerable stakeholders and respected local values and institutions.  
· If the project set a historical start date (reference: the Concept text of the sub-section titled Alternative Approach to Measuring Condition for Historical Start Dates found on p. 106 of the methodology), how the stakeholder engagement and consultation requirements were addressed relative to the project’s start date and implementation of project activities.

	Continuing communication and consultation
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s chosen communication methods and channels.


Grievance Mechanism and Procedure
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Grievance redress procedure
	The response should include whether: 
· The procedure is capable of addressing disputes or complaints that may arise during project planning and implementation. 
· The procedure integrates traditional conflict resolution methods, where relevant and such methods exist. 

	Grievance redress procedure socialization and access
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s efforts to socialize stakeholders to the grievance redress procedure.
· How the project will receive and document grievances and make them publicly available.
· Whether the grievance redress procedure is accessible to stakeholders. 


Stakeholder Access to Project Documentation 
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Stakeholder access to project documentation
	The response should include: 
· An assessment of the measures planned and taken, and the likelihood that such measures will enable all stakeholders to access project documentation (including local language accessibility, where relevant).
· Whether the project has, and will continue to make, project documentation accessible to all stakeholders. 


Information to Stakeholders on Validation and Verification Process
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Information to stakeholders on V&V process
	The response should include: 
· The measures implemented and communication methods used by the project to inform stakeholders of the validation and verification process.
· Whether stakeholders had prior knowledge of the validation audit and are likely to know of future assessments.


Benefit Sharing
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Benefit sharing mechanism establishment
	The response should include: 
· The project’s process for establishing the benefit sharing mechanism. 
· Whether it was established with the affected stakeholders’ participation and agreement. 
· Whether and how financial information was shared with affected stakeholders during that process, and the relevance of the information shared with them.

	Benefit sharing mechanism 
	The response should include: 
· The appropriateness, adequacy, and transparency of the benefit sharing mechanism.
· How it will be made publicly available to all stakeholders.


[bookmark: _Toc206681887]Baseline Scenario and Causal Chain
For sub-sections 3.3.1 and 3.3.2, use the table provided below to describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked, and provide iii) an assessment conclusion as to the project’s conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements.
Baseline Scenario
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Baseline scenario
	The response should include: 
· An assessment of the steps taken, resources used, and assumptions made by the project in determining the baseline scenario, including how stakeholders were engaged in the process. 
· A discussion of the project’s description of the sustainable development context and without-project scenario across the required categories. 
· A justified conclusion as to whether the baseline scenario identified is the most plausible. 


Causal Chain
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Sustainable development needs and objectives
	The response should include:
· The relevance, comprehensiveness, and appropriateness of the sustainable development needs and objectives described by the project, including those related to biodiversity outcomes.

	Implementation barriers and threats
	The response should include:
· Whether the identified implementation barriers and threats are comprehensive.
· Whether measures included in the project design to overcome barriers and mitigate threats are reasonable.

	Causal chain 
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the causal chain’s logical flow. 
· Whether the project has adequately identified the benefits leading to Nature Credits generation. 
· An overall conclusion as to whether the project has included in the causal chain all reasonable effects, outcomes, and impacts of project activities. 

	Project management plan
	The response should include:
· The proposed measures for maintaining and enhancing the project’s impacts after project activities cease, and mitigating identified threats to sustainable development benefits. 
· A justified conclusion as to whether the project management plan is likely to achieve its stated objectives.


Additionality
Describe in detail i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in validating the project’s demonstration of additionality. Include, at a minimum, information on the assessment of all references, assumptions, justifications, and any other evidence used by the project to demonstrate additionality. 
Provide details of steps taken to cross-check data used in the project’s demonstration of additionality. 
Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to whether the project demonstrated that it meets the Nature Framework methodology requirements for additionality.
Durability
Identify the project’s stated longevity period. Provide and justify a conclusion as to its compliance with the Nature Framework methodology requirements, with reference to the project’s planned measures for maintaining and enhancing biodiversity outcomes after project activities finish, and the likelihood that those measures will be successful based on the project’s longevity period.
[bookmark: _Toc206681888]Social and Environmental Safeguards 
For each sub-section (i.e., 3.4.1 to 3.4.8), use the table provided below to describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked, and provide iii) an assessment conclusion as to the project’s conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements.
Resource Rights and Tenure
Respect and Recognition of Land Tenure
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Rights to lands and territories
	The response should include:
· The project’s analysis of tenure, access, use, and management rights to lands and territories directly affected by project activities. 
· Whether such rights are statutory or customary. 
· A justified conclusion regarding the comprehensiveness and accuracy of the project’s analysis of land tenure. 

	Recognition and respect of property rights 
	The response should include:
· Whether all identified property rights (i.e., either statutory or customary) are recognized, respected, and supported by the project.


	Displacement and Resettlement
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Displacement and resettlement
	The response should include:
· Whether project activities lead to involuntary removal or relocation of property rights holders from their lands or territories or force rights holders to relocate activities important to their culture or livelihood.
· Where this does not occur, whether the project addressed this topic during stakeholder consultation, and the outcome thereof.  

	Free, prior, and informed consent (FPIC) 
	Where any such displacement or relocation of rights holders occurs, the response should include:
· Whether it was, or will be, done within the terms of an agreement made with the free, prior, and informed consent (FPIC) of those concerned and including provisions for just and fair compensation. 
· An assessment of the project’s FPIC process, including whether restitution or compensation was appropriate, aligned with the FPIC agreement(s), and allocated accordingly to the affected parties.
· A justified conclusion as to the outcome of the FPIC process for those concerned. 


	Conflicts over Rights
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Conflicts over rights
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the existence of unresolved and resolved conflicts or disputes over rights to lands, territories, or resources. 
· Whether any project activities could prejudice the outcome of an unresolved conflict or dispute relevant to the project. 
· A justified conclusion regarding unresolved conflicts or disputes over rights to lands, territories, and resources, including measures needed and taken to resolve such conflicts or disputes (where applicable). 


	Access to Resources
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Access to resources
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s description of restrictions on communities’ access to resources resulting from project activities, effects, outcomes, or impacts, including the mitigation measures described and evidence provided. 
· A justified conclusion regarding the project’s risks and restrictions on communities’ resource access. 

	Project resource use
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s description of its resource use, including measures to improve, reduce, or avoid resource usage and ensure project activities do not negatively impact other users’ energy supply or exacerbate water stress in the project Extent. 
· A justified conclusion regarding the project’s approach to resource use.  


	No Net Degradation of Natural Resources
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Degradation of natural resources
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s description of the net degradation of natural resources, including any mitigation measures taken. 
· A justified conclusion regarding the project’s degradation of natural resources (or absence thereof).


Governance
Legal Compliance
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Legal compliance
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s compliance with all and any relevant local, regional, and national laws, statutes, and regulatory frameworks.


Illegal Activities
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Illegal activities
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s process for identifying illegal activities that could affect its impacts or harm stakeholders.
· Whether the project has identified all illegal activities and taken appropriate measures to ensure that project benefits do not result from or enable illegal activities.


Anti-Corruption
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Anti-corruption
	The response should include:
· An assessment of whether the project proponent, or any other entities involved with project design or implementation, are involved or complicit in any form of corruption.
· An assessment of the adequacy and implementation status of the project’s anti-corruption policies and procedures.


Anti-Money Laundering
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Anti-money laundering
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s policies and procedures for preventing, detecting, and monitoring financial transactions.
· An assessment of the adequacy and implementation status of the project’s policies and procedures for preventing money laundering and other unethical financial practices.


Watchlists and Blocked and Sanctioned Parties
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Watchlisted and blocked and sanctioned parties
	The response should include:
· Whether and how the project searched for watchlisted, blocked, and sanctioned parties and entities with a material interest in, or substantial control over, the project.
· An assessment of the adequacy of the list of parties and entities identified by the project as having a material interest in, or substantial control over, the project. 
· An assessment of the accuracy of such parties’ and entities’ statuses.


Operational Expertise
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Operational expertise
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the information provided by the project to demonstrate human and financial resources for implementing project activities, including the adequacy of resources described.
· Where resources are lacking, an assessment of the project’s demonstration of partnerships, training, and recruiting strategies to fill such gaps. 
· A justified conclusion as to the project’s resources for successfully implementing activities. 


Emergency Preparedness and Response
	[bookmark: _Hlk211606718]Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Emergency preparedness and response
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s emergency preparedness plan, including whether it addresses the risks identified in the project’s risk assessment and other emergency scenarios that could occur.
· A justified conclusion as to whether the plan is likely to anticipate, prevent, respond to, and recover from emergencies that could impact the project, its personnel, and its stakeholders.


Human Rights
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Human rights
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s planned measures to ensure no entities involved in project design or implementation are engaged or complicit in any form of discrimination, bullying, intimidation, harassment, or violence. 
· Whether and how the project attends to the human rights of vulnerable and marginalized people, including the disabled, women, and children, and whether measures taken are likely to ensure such people’s access to resources, opportunities, communication, and project sites.  
· An assessment of the comprehensiveness of the project’s list of identified risks to upholding and respecting human rights. 


Labor Rights and Work Conditions 
Compliance with Laws, Fair Wages and Employment Conditions, and Equal Opportunities
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Compliance with laws, fair wages and employment conditions, and equal opportunities
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s identification of, and conformance with, all applicable labor rights laws and regulations. 
· Whether and how the project has, and will continue to, inform workers about such rights. 
· Whether the project’s wages paid are considered fair living wages in the local context and whether legal working hours are recognized.  
· Whether and how the project provides equal employment opportunities and pay, including local community members’ employment opportunities for which they can be trained. 
· A justified conclusion as to whether the project provides equal employment opportunities and pay to all affected stakeholders. 


Prohibition of Forced and Child Labor and Human Trafficking
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Prohibition of forced and child labor and human trafficking
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s policies and planned measures to prohibit child labor and human trafficking, including whether the project’s approach to prohibiting child labor and human trafficking is likely to be effective. 


Health and Safety
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Health and safety
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s approach to health and safety, including the project’s measures taken and planned to identify and mitigate risks to workers’ and local communities’ health and safety. 
· The appropriateness and adequacy of how relevant stakeholders are informed of such risks and whether health and safety equipment is provided to them.   


Training and Capacity Building
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Training and capacity building
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s orientation, training, and capacity building programs for those carrying out project activities, including whether the programs have and/or will provide special attention to marginalized and vulnerable groups and how local participation is promoted. 
· A justified conclusion about the measures needed and planned to provide orientation, train stakeholders, and build local capacity.  


Armed Personnel 
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Armed personnel
	The response should include:
· An assessment of whether project activities involve armed personnel. 
· If relevant, an assessment of the project’s description of armed personnel’s duties, limitations, rules of engagement, training programs, vetting and qualification procedures, and compliance with local laws and regulations.  


Just Transition 
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Just transition
	The response should include:
· An assessment of whether project activities impact any employees by changing from one sector to another. 
· If relevant, an assessment of the project’s transition plan for employees and compensation plan for external dependents, including the plan’s comprehensiveness and adequacy.


Indigenous Peoples and Cultural Heritage
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Indigenous Peoples and cultural heritage
	The response should include:
· An assessment of whether Indigenous Peoples (IPs) are stakeholders to the project. 
· If relevant, an assessment of the project’s description of how IPs’ rights are recognized, respected, and promoted, including whether and how IPs’ cultural heritage is impacted and how IPs were, and will be, engaged in project design and implementation. 
· Whether IPs’ traditional knowledge was used in the project, and if so, an assessment of the framework established to respect their intellectual property rights.
· An assessment of the process by which free, prior, and informed consent (FPIC) was sought from IP stakeholders to the project prior to project start. 
· Whether the project has obtained the FPIC of IPs affected by the project.  


Habitats and Ecosystem Services
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Habitats and ecosystem services
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s expected impacts on habitats and ecosystem services, including whether the expected impacts identified in the project description are comprehensive and likely to occur.  
· An assessment of the measures needed and designed to mitigate any negative impacts on habitats and ecosystem services, including whether and how such measures reflect the precautionary principle and whether the measures are likely to mitigate anticipated negative impacts on habitats and ecosystem services. 
· Where the project is engaging in ecosystem restoration activities, an assessment of the project’s demonstration of existing ecosystem degradation and restoration of native ecosystem type(s). 
· An assessment of the project’s risks to ecosystem conversion (or the absence thereof).


Animal Welfare
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Animal welfare
	The response should include:
· Whether project activities involve housing or managing animals, and if so, an assessment of the project’s measures adopted to promote animal welfare, control for invasiveness and escape, and ensure the project boundary is free from animal trafficking, including the likelihood that such measures will achieve those objectives.  


Pollution
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Pollution
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the comprehensiveness and accuracy of the project’s description of whether, which, and how pollutants are released by the project. 
· An assessment of the measures taken and planned to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts caused by such pollutants, including the likelihood that such measures will achieve those objectives.


[bookmark: _Toc206681889]Risk Assessment 
Risk Assessment and Mitigation Plan
Using the table provided below, describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s risks for each required category and sub-category in the project description. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the comprehensiveness, appropriateness, and accuracy of the project’s risk assessment for each category and sub-category, including its conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework requirements. 
Even where the project has identified no risk, include in the assessment the project’s description of the risk, the self-assessed degree of risk, the risk classification, location, and the level of mitigation hierarchy applied. Wherever risk mitigation measures are planned, include such measures in the assessment and whether they will reasonably mitigate the project’s anticipated negative impacts. Where no risk has been identified by the project, provide an assessment of the project’s justification that no risk was identified.
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Resource rights and tenure – Respect and recognition of land tenure
	

	Resource rights and tenure – Displacement and resettlement
	

	Resource rights and tenure – Conflicts over rights
	

	Resource rights and tenure – Access to resources
	

	Resource rights and tenure – Water stress
	

	Resource rights and tenure – Net degradation of natural resources
	

	Governance – Illegal activities
	

	Human rights – Human rights
	

	Labor rights and work conditions – Armed personnel
	

	Labor rights and work conditions – Just transition
	

	Labor rights and work conditions – Labor rights and work conditions
	

	Animal welfare – All sub-categories
	

	Pollutants – All sub-categories
	

	Habitats and ecosystem services – Impacts of climate change on biodiversity
	

	Habitats and ecosystem services – Impacts on terrestrial, freshwater, coastal, and marine biodiversity
	

	Habitats and ecosystem services – Impacts on rare or threatened species
	

	Habitats and ecosystem services – All sub-categories for alien, non-native, or invasive species
	

	Habitats and ecosystem services – Impacts on habitat connectivity
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Quantification of Biodiversity Outcomes 
Step 1. Ecosystem Type and Extent
Identify the ecosystem type(s) defined by the project. Describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in validating the ecosystem type(s) and provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to its accuracy and conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework requirements. 
Indicate whether land use stratification is relevant (e.g., where productive landscape project activities occur). If so, assess the project’s approach to such stratification and provide and justify a conclusion as to the same. 
Describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the hectares allocated to each ecosystem and to the total Extent. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the accuracy of the hectares in the project Extent in conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework requirements. 
Step 2. Condition indicators
Using the table provided below (note: one row per indicator, adding rows to the table as needed), describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s selected Condition indicators. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to their conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework requirements. 
In the table, under the column ‘Item under Validation’, indicate in brackets whether the indicator being assessed is identified by the project as a structure or composition indicator and provide the indicator name. For example, if a bird species diversity indicator for composition is being assessed, the row should be titled:
Condition indicator (composition – bird species diversity)
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Condition indicator (structure or composition – indicator name)
	The response should include assessment of the indicator’s:
· Description.
· Metric and unit.
· Data source (and where applicable, its credibility).
· Method of measurement.
· The project’s justification for its selection and the indicator’s appropriateness for the ecosystem.
· The likelihood of the indicator and its measurement method to reflect the outcomes of project activities.


Step 3. Define reference values for Condition indicators
Use the table provided below to describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s inventory of available data for setting Condition indicator reference values. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the comprehensiveness and accuracy of the inventory in conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements.
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Data inventory for setting reference values
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the process, method(s), and data sources included in the project’s inventory.



Using the table provided below (note: one row for each of the project’s Condition indicators, adding rows to the table as needed), describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s Condition indicator reference values. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the accuracy and appropriateness of each of the project’s Condition indicator reference values in conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements.   
In the table, under the column ‘Item under Validation’, indicate in brackets whether the indicator reference value being assessed is identified by the project as a structure or composition indicator and provide the indicator name. For example, if a composition indicator reference value for bird species diversity is being assessed, the row should be titled:
Condition indicator reference value (composition – bird species diversity)
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Condition indicator reference value (structure or composition – indicator name)
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the project’s approach for setting each Condition indicator reference value, the credibility of any data source(s) used, and the project’s justification for the reference value set. 


Step 4. Measure Condition indicators at project start
Indicate whether the project set a historical start date and used the alternative approach to measuring Condition at project start (Section 8.2.9 of the methodology). If so, describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s selected proxy sites and how the approach was applied. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the conformance of proxy site selection with Nature Framework methodology requirements. 
Using the table provided below (note: one row for each of the project’s Condition indicators, adding rows to the table as needed), describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the measured values provided at project start and the statistical uncertainty for each value. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the reasonableness and accuracy of the measured Condition indicator values provided. 
In the table, under the column ‘Item under Validation’, indicate in brackets whether the indicator value being assessed is identified by the project as a structure or composition indicator and provide the indicator name. For example, if a composition indicator measured value for bird species diversity is being assessed, the row should be titled:
Condition indicator measured value (composition – bird species diversity)
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Condition indicator measured value (structure or composition – indicator name)
	


Step 5. Standardize Condition indicators
In sub-section Step 5. Standardize Condition indicators, the values provided are automatically calculated in the digital project description template. Provide a statement confirming that the input data used was correct and the resulting values are logical.    
Step 6. Calculate Condition at project start 
In sub-section Step 6. Calculate Condition at project start, the value(s) provided are automatically calculated in the digital project description template. Provide a statement confirming that the input data used was correct and the resulting values are logical.    
Step 7. Calculate area-adjusted Condition at project start
In sub-section Step 7. Calculate area-adjusted Condition at project start, the value(s) provided are automatically calculated in the digital project description template. Provide a statement confirming that the input data used was correct and the resulting values are logical.    
Step 8. Calculate the crediting baseline
Indicate the crediting baseline method used by the project. 
Identify the ecoregion defined by the project. Describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in validating the project’s ecoregion, with reference to the relevant map(s) provided by the project. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the accuracy of the project’s defined ecoregion in conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements. 
Using the table provided below, describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s inventory of available data for use in the crediting baseline. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to the comprehensiveness and accuracy of the inventory conducted in conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements.
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Data inventory for crediting baseline
	The response should include:
· An assessment of the process, method(s), search criteria, and data sources included in the project’s inventory.
· Where the project’s crediting baseline data inventory identified gaps in available data, an assessment of the project’s description of its attempt to collect or acquire the needed data and the comprehensiveness and reasonableness of the same.  



Describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s selected crediting baseline method. Provide and justify iii) an assessment conclusion as to its appropriateness in conformance with the Nature Framework methodology guidance and requirements for crediting baseline method selection. 
Using the table provided below (note: one row for each of the project’s Condition indicators, adding rows to the table as needed), describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s selected crediting baseline indicator(s).
In the table, under the column ‘Item under Validation’, indicate in brackets whether the crediting baseline indicator being assessed is identified by the project as a structure or composition indicator and provide the indicator name. For example, if a structure indicator for forest cover loss is being assessed, the row should be titled:
Crediting baseline indicator (structure – forest cover loss)
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Crediting baseline indicator (structure or composition – indicator name)
	The response should include assessment of the indicator’s:
· Description.
· Metric and unit.
· Data source (and where applicable, its credibility).
· Method of measurement.
· Historical coverage and number of available data points.
· Coverage across the ecoregion and spatial resolution.
· Year(s) of planned update(s).
· Whether used as a proxy, and if so, its justification.
· The indicator’s appropriateness and the likelihood that it will reflect how biodiversity outcomes would have changed in the without-project scenario.


		
Biodiversity Significance
Using the table provided below, describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in assessing the project’s described contributions to the Global Biodiversity Framework targets, including the sources used to justify them. Provide iii) an assessment conclusion as to the contributions described by the project. 
	Item under Validation
	Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment conclusion

	Contributions to Global Biodiversity Framework targets
	


[bookmark: _Toc206681891]Crediting Baseline
Describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in validating the project’s applied crediting baseline method, including the evidence checked for all data, parameters, and references to other data sources. 
Describe the steps taken to cross-check all data employed in the crediting baseline calculation. 
Provide iii) an assessment conclusion including: 
· Whether all relevant assumptions and data are provided, including their references and sources, and are justified appropriately and can be deemed reasonable.
· Whether all data and parameter values used are considered reasonable in the project context and are in conformance with the Nature Framework methodology requirements. 
· Whether all calculations can be replicated using the data and parameter values provided in the project description or as annexures thereof. 
· Whether the crediting baseline method and any referenced tools have been applied correctly to calculate the crediting baseline in conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements. 
Methodology Deviations
Identify any methodology deviations applied to the project. Describe i) the evidence-gathering activities and ii) the evidence checked in validating each deviation. Include information with respect to how the following were assessed: 
· Whether the deviation meets the criteria and specifications for permitted methodology deviations (Section 4.2.10 to 4.2.11 of the SD VISta Standard, v1.0).
· Whether the deviation negatively impacts the conservativeness of the quantification of biodiversity outcomes (except where they result in increased accuracy).
Provide iii) an overall conclusion regarding whether any methodology deviations applied to the project are valid in conformance with the relevant SD VISta Program requirements. 
[bookmark: _Toc206681892]Monitoring
Data and Parameters Monitored
Identify the parameters to be monitored.
Monitoring Plan
Describe the steps taken to assess whether the project description adequately describes the project’s monitoring plan. 
Provide an assessment of the following:  
· Purpose of monitoring (i.e., for both safeguards risks and sustainable development and for biodiversity outcomes).
· Roles and responsibilities of personnel carrying out monitoring activities and tasks. 
· Procedures for quality control, assurance, and information and data management.
· Monitoring approaches, measurement methods, and data analysis.
· Procedures for addressing non-conformances.
· For biodiversity outcomes, the sampling protocol and related standard operating procedures.
· How the monitoring plan will be evaluated and updated in conformance with adaptive management requirements.  
Provide assessment conclusions as to whether the sampling protocol for biodiversity outcomes is fit for purpose, likely to measure such outcomes consistently and accurately, and in conformance with the Nature Framework methodology requirements. 
Provide and justify an overall conclusion as to whether the monitoring plan is appropriate and adequate for safeguards risks, sustainable development, and biodiversity outcomes, and conforms with the relevant SD VISta Program and Nature Framework methodology requirements. 
[bookmark: _Toc206681893][bookmark: _Toc535498461]Validation opinion 
[bookmark: _Toc206681894]Validation Summary
Provide a validation opinion, including the level of assurance, criteria, objectives, and scope. 
Clearly indicate whether the project complies with the assessment criteria set out for projects in the SD VISta Standard, the SD VISta Program Guide, and the Nature Framework, v1.0 methodology, including any qualifications or limitations. 
Where a project does not meet the criteria for assessment, provide a negative assessment conclusion per the SD VISta Standard, v1.0, Section 5.6.
[bookmark: _Toc206681895]Validation Conclusion
Describe whether and how the data and information supporting the project’s compliance with the SD VISta Program rules and Nature Framework methodology requirements were hypothetical, projected, or historical in nature.
State the reasonableness of assumptions, limitations, and methods supporting a claim about the outcome of future project activities, explaining that actual results may vary since estimates are based on assumptions subject to change. 
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Conclude whether the project is likely to achieve the intended sustainable development outcomes, including the intended biodiversity outcomes, as described and estimated in the project description. 
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[bookmark: _Toc206681896]Appendix 
Use appendices for supporting information. Delete this appendix (i.e., both title and instructions) where no appendices are required.
Where relevant, use the table below to describe any information in the project description that the project deemed commercially sensitive and which should be excluded from the public version. 
	Section of PD
	Information Excluded
	Justification Provided
	Assessment method and conclusion
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