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JNR VALIDATION REPORT: VCS Version 3

VCS JNR Validation Report Template

This template is for the validation of jurisdictional REDD+ programs and jurisdictional baselines, hereinafter referred to as jurisdictional elements. Validation/verification bodies validating a VCS project, including nested projects, must use the VCS Validation Report Template.

Instructions for completing the JNR validation report:

TITLE PAGE: All items in the boxes on this title page must be completed using Arial 10pt, black, regular (non-italic) font. All boxes must appear on the title page of the final document. Reports may also feature the title and preparers’ name and logo more prominently on the title page, using the format below (Arial 24pt and Arial 11pt, black, regular font). 

JNR VALIDATION REPORT: Instructions for completing the JNR validation report can be found under the section headings in this template. All instructions must be followed. Instructions relate back to the rules and requirements set out in the JNR Requirements, VCS Standard and accompanying program documents. As such, this template must be completed in accordance with such documents, and the validation/verification body will need to refer to the VCS program documents in order to complete the template. It is also expected that relevant guidance is followed. Note that the instructions in this template are intended to serve as a guide and do not necessarily represent an exhaustive list of the information the validation/verification body should provide under each section of the template.
All sections must be completed using Arial 10pt, black, regular (non-italic) font. Where a section is not applicable, same must be stated under the section (the section must not be deleted from the final document).  
All instructions, including this introductory text, should be deleted from the final document.

JNR Validation REPORT TITLE

Logo (optional) 
Document Prepared By (individual or entity)
	Jurisdictional Element Title
	Name of jurisdictional REDD+ program or jurisdictional baseline

	Report Title 
	Title of this report 

	Version
	Version number of this report

	Report ID
	Identification number of this report

	Client
	Client for whom the report was prepared

	Pages
	Number of pages of this report

	Date of Issue
	DD-Month-YYYY this version of the report issued

	Prepared By
	Validation/verification body that prepared this report

	Contact
	Physical address, telephone, email, website 

	Approved By
	Individual at the validation/verification body who approved this report

	Work Carried Out By
	Individuals who conducted this validation, including their titles


	Summary:

	Provide a brief summary of the following: 
· A brief description of the validation and the jurisdictional element  

· The purpose and scope of validation
· The method and criteria used for validation
· The number of findings raised during validation 
· Any uncertainties associated with the validation
· Summary of the validation conclusion


Table of Contents

Insert table of contents

1 Introduction

1.1 Objective

Explain the purpose of the validation.
1.2 Scope and Criteria

Describe the scope and criteria of the validation. 
1.3 Level of Assurance

Indicate the level of assurance of the validation.
1.4 Summary Description of the Jurisdictional Element
Provide a summary description of the jurisdictional element (no more than one page).
2 Validation Process
2.1 Method and Criteria

Describe the method and criteria, including the sampling plan, used for undertaking the validation. Where sampling plans are used as a part of the validation, include a description of the sampling approach, important assumptions and justification of the chosen approach. Also identify the VCS program documents that were used as the criteria for the validation.
2.2 Document Review
Describe how the validation was performed as an audit where the JNR program or baseline description and any supporting documents were reviewed, cross-checked and compared with identified and stated requirements. List all documents that were reviewed during validation. Do not include VCS program documents (which must be identified in Section 2.1 above). 
2.3 Interviews

Describe the interview process and identify personnel, including their roles and organizational affiliations, who were interviewed and/or provided information additional to that provided in the JNR program or baseline description and any supporting documents.
2.4 Site Inspections
Describe the method and objectives for on-site inspections performed. Include in the description details of all locations visited, the physical and organizational aspects of the jurisdictional element inspected and the dates when such site inspections took place. 
2.5 Validation Team
Provide the names and roles of all members of the validation team. Also, provide a summary of the qualifications of each team member, including a description of their relevant expertise and experience. Finally, describe how the team’s collective expertise qualifies it to perform the validation.
2.6 Resolution of Findings
Describe the process for the resolution of findings (corrective actions, clarifications or other findings) raised by the validation team during the validation.
State the total number of corrective action requests, clarification requests, forward action requests and other findings raised during the validation. 

Provide a brief summary of the main findings and/or points of discussion regarding the methods applied by the jurisdictional element, and how the methods were revised in response to them.  

Provide a summary of all findings in an appendix, including the issue raised, the response(s) provided by the jurisdictional proponent and the final conclusion and any resulting changes to jurisdictional element documents. 

2.7 Forward Action Requests
Provide details of any forward action requests raised during the validation, for the benefit of subsequent audits.

3 Validation Findings
Use this section to describe the validation conclusions. It is expected that the methods applied by the jurisdictional element conform to the VCS rules and requirements and are consistent with best practice and scientific consensus. Assess whether and how the method(s) used are applied appropriately.
Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether the description in the JNR program or baseline description is accurate, complete and provides an understanding of the nature of the jurisdictional program or baseline (eg, type of jurisdiction, scenario followed). 
3.1 Jurisdictional Proponent and Implementing Partners

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the identities, roles and responsibilities of the jurisdictional proponent and any implementing partners. 
3.2 Forthcoming Nested Activities
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding any forthcoming nested activities (projects and lower-level jurisdictions), including registered nested activities to be grandparented and nested activities under development, where known. Where registered, identify GHG program and relevant ID number of nested activity. 
3.3 Start Date
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the jurisdictional element state date. 
3.4 Program Crediting Period 

This Section 3.4 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs. 
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the program crediting period. 
3.5 Jurisdiction Location and Geographic Boundaries 
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the location and geographic boundaries of the jurisdiction.
3.6 Conditions Prior to Jurisdictional Element Initiation 

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding conditions existing prior to jurisdictional element initiation, including the present and prior environmental conditions of the jurisdiction. 

3.7 Approvals

Where relevant, identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding any approvals of the jurisdictional element required by a higher-level jurisdiction.

Where relevant, assess whether and how the procedures for approving independent registration and VCU issuance requests for nested projects or lower-level jurisdictions are appropriate and adequate.

3.8 Compliance with Laws, Statutes and Other Regulatory Frameworks
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding compliance of the jurisdictional element with all and any relevant local, regional and national laws, statutes and regulatory frameworks.
3.9 Ownership and Other GHG Programs

This Section 3.9 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs.
3.9.1 Program Ownership
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following, with respect to those areas for which the jurisdictional proponent intends to seek VCUs:
· The jurisdictional proponent’s rights to emission reductions and removals established by law, policy or regulation, or where no such law, policy or regulation exists, the jurisdictional proponent’s program ownership, determined in accordance with the VCS rules on program ownership. 

· Any laws, policies or regulations regarding the rights to emission reductions and removals and any associated VCUs of any nested lower-level jurisdictions and/or projects.  
3.9.2 Participation Under Other GHG Programs 
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding participation under any other (ie, non-VCS) GHG programs, including how double counting is avoided.  
3.10 Benefit Sharing Mechanism 
This Section 3.10 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs.
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the internal allocation or benefit-sharing mechanism, including how it adheres to transparency and stakeholder involvement requirements. 

3.11 Program Sensitive Information

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding any sensitive information that has been excluded from the public version of the jurisdictional element documentation. 
3.12 Safeguards
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following:

· Whether and how the application of safeguards relevant to the design, implementation and evaluation of the jurisdictional element are appropriate and in compliance with VCS rules.

· Whether and how all national and subnational social and environmental safeguards requirements and all UNFCCC safeguards decisions have been complied with. 

· The adequacy of the stakeholder consultations conducted and of the mechanism for handling and resolving grievances and disputes.

· Whether and how additional standards, tools or approaches have been followed or used as guidance to meet safeguard requirements, including in the design of the stakeholder consultation process. 
3.13 Jurisdictional Baseline Details
3.13.1 Jurisdictional Baseline Update Frequency 

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the jurisdictional baseline update frequency (5 to 10 years). 
3.13.2 Previously Established Jurisdictional Baseline and/or Reduction Commitments 
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following: 

· Whether a baseline previously established under the UNFCCC or another GHG program for domestic or international compliance will be used, and if so, whether the previously established baseline is appropriately applied.

· Whether a higher-level jurisdictional baseline has been adopted and whether any activities or pools not included in the higher-level baseline will continue as independent project or jurisdictional activities.  
· Whether and how any relevant commitments by the jurisdictional government (including NAMAs) to reduce GHG emissions or enhance carbon stocks within the jurisdiction that are not intended to be financed via market mechanisms, are taken into account in the jurisdictional baseline.  
3.13.3 REDD+ Activities and Drivers of Deforestation and/or Degradation 

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following: 

· The REDD+ activities included in the jurisdictional element.  
· The drivers of deforestation (and degradation, where applicable) and, where relevant, how these are addressed by jurisdictional REDD+ program strategies, polices or measures expected to reduce emission reductions and removals. 
· Existing (baseline) forest carbon stock enhancement strategies, policies or measures (only relevant where carbon stock enhancement will be accounted for).

3.13.4 Leakage Management

This Section 3.13.4 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs.
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following: 
· The approach identified for addressing leakage both within and outside the jurisdiction, including the leakage management plan and leakage and risk mitigation measures (for both domestic and international leakage).
· Any jurisdictional requirements with respect to leakage from lower-level jurisdictions or projects, where relevant. 
3.13.5 Jurisdictional Element Boundary
Assess whether the carbon pools and GHG emission sources included in, and excluded from, the jurisdictional element are conservative and appropriate for the included activities. Address each pool and source separately. Include details of documentation assessed and observations made during the site visit. 

Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether the identified boundary and selected pools and sources are justified for the jurisdiction. Where relevant, provide an overall conclusion regarding whether the identified boundary and selected pools and sources are justified for nested lower-level jurisdictions and projects.
Where pools or sources are conservatively excluded or deemed de minimis, explain how their exclusion is appropriate and does not represent more than 10 percent of total emissions. 

3.14 Description of Jurisdictional Baseline Method
3.14.1 Accounting Method 

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the accounting method used (ie, activity-based or land-based). 
3.14.2 Most Plausible or Conservative Jurisdictional Baseline Scenario 

Describe the steps taken to validate the selected jurisdictional baseline scenario, including (as relevant) whether:   

· Assumptions and data relevant to determining alternative jurisdictional baseline scenarios are described in the JNR program or baseline description, including their references and sources.
· Assumptions and data used in the identification of the selected jurisdictional baseline scenario are justified appropriately, supported by evidence and can be deemed reasonable. 
· Documentary evidence used in determining the jurisdictional baseline scenario is relevant, and correctly quoted and interpreted in the JNR program or baseline description.
· Relevant national and/or sectoral policies and circumstances have been considered and are described appropriately in the JNR program or baseline description. 
· The methods for identifying the jurisdictional baseline scenario have been correctly followed and the identified scenario reasonably represents what would have occurred in the absence of the jurisdictional REDD+ program. 
Provide details (including sources of information) of any steps taken to cross-check data used in identification of the jurisdictional baseline scenario.
Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether and how the method(s) used for determining alternative jurisdictional baseline scenario(s), and selecting the most plausible (or most conservative) jurisdictional baseline scenario, result in a transparent and credible jurisdictional baseline scenario that is justified and appropriate for the included activity(s).

3.14.3 Method for Quantification of Baseline and Program Emissions
Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the method(s) used to estimate baseline and program GHG emission reductions and removals for the selected baseline scenario for each included activity (eg, avoided emissions from deforestation and/or degradation or carbon stock enhancement), including the main methodological steps and justification of key assumptions, rationale and methodological choices. 
3.14.4 Land Cover Maps

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following: 

· The forest stratification and land use and land-use change (LULC) system used for creation of land cover maps.
· Any unavoidable gaps in LULC maps classified as unknown, and the approach used to fill such gaps.
· Evidence provided that any forest areas systematically excluded from LULC map are unmanaged.
3.14.5 Excluded Forest Loss in Historical Reference Period 

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding any instances of forest loss (eg, large infrastructure projects, geological or weather-related impacts) in the historical reference period that are excluded from the calculation and projection of the rate of deforestation and associated GHG emissions in the baseline, including: 

· Whether the associated geographic area and month and year of occurrence have been clearly identified.
· Whether the forest loss exceeds 1,000 hectares and is not likely to reoccur during the baseline period. 
3.14.6 Large Unavoidable Infrastructure Projects

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding any large unavoidable infrastructure projects included in the jurisdictional baseline and associated geographic area, including the following:

· Whether the committed forest loss is expected to exceed 1,000 hectares.
· Whether the committed activity is included in official development plans and has received all approvals required for the activity to commence.
· Whether the committed activity has already commenced or it can be demonstrated that at least 80 percent of required finances are in place.
3.14.7 Large-Scale Commercial Deforestation 

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following: 

· Whether large-scale commercial deforestation collectively exceeds 10 percent of historical deforestation in the historical reference period.

· Whether large-scale commercial deforestation has been separated out from all other deforestation, where applicable. 

3.14.8 Carbon Loss

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the method(s) used to establish the pattern of carbon loss over time. Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether the method(s) are scientifically sound, based on empirical evidence and not likely to overestimate early carbon losses. 
3.15 Quantification of GHG Emission Reductions and/or Removals 

3.15.1 Baseline Emissions 
Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether the methods outlined in Section 3.14 have been correctly applied in calculating jurisdictional baseline emission reductions and removals. 

Include an assessment of whether and how: 
· All relevant assumptions and data are listed in the JNR program or baseline description, including their references and sources.

· All data and parameter values used in the JNR program or baseline description are considered reasonable in the context of the jurisdictional baseline. 

· The procedures cover all sources and pools included in the jurisdictional element boundary. 

· All algorithms, equations and formulas applied are appropriate and without error. 
· Procedures for estimating jurisdictional baseline emission reductions and removals (eg, procedures for stratification, procedures for analyzing land use and land cover change, procedures for model selection) are appropriate.
· Any uncertainties associated with the quantification of jurisdictional baseline emission reductions and removals are addressed appropriately.
· All estimates of jurisdictional baseline emission reductions and removals can be replicated using the data and parameters provided in the JNR program or baseline description. 
3.15.2 Program Emissions 
This Section 3.15.2 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs. 
Identify the procedures for calculating jurisdictional REDD+ program emission reductions and removals, and provide an overall conclusion regarding whether and how the procedures are appropriate, adequate and in compliance with the VCS rules.

Include an assessment of whether and how: 
· The procedures are appropriate for the jurisdictional program described, including a discussion of the appropriateness of the conceptual approach that underpins the procedures for quantifying jurisdictional program emissions.

· All relevant assumptions and data are listed in the JNR program description, including their references and sources.

· All data and parameter values used in the JNR program description are considered reasonable in the context of the jurisdictional program.

· The procedures cover all sources and pools included in the jurisdictional program boundary. 

· All algorithms, equations and formulas applied are appropriate and without error. 

· Procedures for estimating jurisdictional program emission reductions and removals (eg, procedures for stratification, procedures for analyzing land use and land cover change, procedures for model selection) are appropriate.

· Any uncertainties associated with the quantification of jurisdictional program emission reductions and removals are addressed appropriately.
· All estimates of jurisdictional program emission reductions and removals can be replicated using the data and parameters provided in the JNR program description. 
3.15.3 Leakage 

This Section 3.15.3 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs. 
Discuss whether and how procedures for estimating leakage (including from nested projects or lower-level jurisdictions, where relevant) are appropriate, adequate and in compliance with the VCS rules.

3.16 Total GHG Emission Reductions and Removals (optional)
This Section 3.16 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs, where the jurisdiction has chosen to estimate emission reductions and removals. 
Describe the procedures for calculating total GHG emission reductions and removals attributable to the jurisdictional REDD+ program and assess whether and how the procedures are appropriate, adequate and in compliance with the VCS rules. Include an explanation of whether and how: 
· All algorithms, equations and formulas applied are appropriate and without error. 

· Any uncertainties associated with the quantification of total GHG emission reductions and removals are addressed appropriately.

Describe the steps taken to validate the quantification procedures, including all data and parameters used in the equations, and any references to any other data sources used. Include in the description, information with respect to how the following has been assessed: 
· Quantification of jurisdictional baseline emission reductions and removals.
· Estimation of jurisdictional program emission reductions and removals (optional).
· Estimation of jurisdictional leakage emissions (optional). 

· Estimation of emission reductions and removals by or for other programs or non-VCS projects (optional).
· Estimation of emission reductions and removals by non-forestry activities (optional).
· Estimation of emission reductions and removals by nested activities (ie, lower-level jurisdictions and projects) (optional).
· Summary of total GHG emission reductions and removals (optional).
· Accuracy and uncertainties associated with the calculation of emissions.
3.17 Monitoring

This Section 3.17 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs. 
3.17.1 Monitoring Data Reconciliation

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding how monitoring results from lower- and higher-levels of monitoring will be reconciled, including which level (eg, lower-level monitoring or higher-level monitoring) has been selected to be used as official monitoring results.
3.17.2 Data and Parameters

Assess whether and how the identification of monitored and not monitored data and parameters is appropriate, adequate and in compliance with the VCS rules. 

For each parameter, identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the appropriateness of the following, as relevant:
· Data unit
· Description of data/parameter
· Source of data

· Purpose of data

· Value applied 
· Justification of choice of data, or description of measurement methods and procedures applied or to be applied
· Frequency of monitoring/recording 

· Monitoring equipment 

· QA/QC procedures to be applied 
· Calculation method  
· Any comments
3.17.3 Monitoring Plan 
Provide a brief description of the monitoring plan and assess whether and how it is appropriate, adequate and in compliance with VCS rules.

Identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following:

· The sampling approach used, including target precision levels, sample sizes, sample site locations, stratification, frequency of measurement and QA/QC procedures.
· The methods for measuring, recording, storing, aggregating, collating and reporting data and parameters. 

· The organizational structure, responsibilities and competencies of the personnel that will be carrying out monitoring activities.
· The policies for oversight and accountability of monitoring activities. 

· The procedures for internal auditing and QA/QC.

· The procedures for handling non-conformances with the validated monitoring plan. 

3.18 Safeguards Information System
This Section 3.18 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs. 
3.18.1 Data and Parameters

Assess whether and how the identification of monitored and not monitored safeguards data and parameters (eg, indicators) is appropriate, adequate and in compliance with VCS rules. 

For each parameter, identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the appropriateness of the following, as relevant:
· Data unit
· Description of data/parameter
· Source of data

· Value 
· Justification of choice of data, or description of measurement/assessment methods and procedures applied or to be applied
· Frequency of monitoring/recording 

· Calculation method  
· Any comments
3.18.2 Description of the Safeguards Information System 
Provide a brief description of the safeguards information system and identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding the following:

· Whether and how the system is appropriate, adequate and in compliance with VCS rules. 

· How information on data and parameters (eg, indicators) related to social and environmental safeguards will be monitored and information will be provided with respect to how the jurisdiction has avoided (and where necessary mitigated) negative and enhanced positive social and environmental impacts.
· The methods for measuring, recording, storing, aggregating, collating and reporting data and parameters. 
· The organizational structure, responsibilities and competencies of the personnel that will be carrying out measurement/assessment. 
· The policies for oversight and accountability of measurement/assessment activities.  
· The procedures for internal auditing and QA/QC.
· The procedures for handling non-conformances with the validated safeguards information system.  
· The sampling approach used, where relevant, including target precision levels, sample sizes, sample site locations, frequency of measurement and QA/QC procedures.
3.19 Non-Permanence Risk Analysis

This Section 3.19 is only relevant to validations of jurisdictional REDD+ programs.
Describe the steps taken to assess the non-permanence risk rating determined by the jurisdictional proponent. For each risk factor, provide the following information:

· An assessment of all rationale, assumptions and justifications used to support the risk score.

· An assessment of any documentation and data provided to support the risk score.

· A conclusion regarding the appropriateness of the risk score. 

Provide a concluding statement regarding the determined value of the overall risk rating.
3.20 Public Stakeholder Comments

List any and all public stakeholder comments received during the 60-day comment period, along with the jurisdictional proponent’s response to each, and describe how the jurisdictional proponent has taken due account of such comments. 

3.21 JNR Peer Review Report
Briefly identify, discuss and justify conclusions regarding:  

· How the jurisdictional proponent has taken due account of comments raised in the JNR peer review report.

· Any new findings or amendments to previous findings based on the JNR peer review report (include also in appendix of validation findings). 

4 Validation conclusion

Clearly state whether the jurisdictional element complies with the validation criteria for jurisdictional elements, as set out in VCS Version 3, and include any qualifications or limitations. 
5 evidence of fulfilment of VVB eligibility requirements

Describe how the validation/verification body fulfils the eligibility requirements for validation/ verification bodies set out in VCS document JNR Validation and Verification Process.

6 Signature
Signed for and on behalf of:

Name of entity: 

_________________________________
Signature:

_________________________________
Name of signatory:
_________________________________
Date:


_________________________________

APPENDIX X: <title of appendix>

Use appendices for supporting information. Delete this appendix (title and instructions) where no appendix is required.
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