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@
1 | Introduction &
&
AQ’
The VCS Standard provides a global standard for GHG emission reduction and removal é\cts and
programs. It uses as its core the requirements set out in ISO 14064-2:2006, ISO 1406 and /ISO
14065:2007. The two principal documents of the program are the VCS Program an VCS
Standard. The VCS Program Guide describes the rules and requirements go @?é\% Program
and further describes the constituent parts of the program such as the prOjQ\' d pr am registration
process, the VCS registry system, the methodology approval process a ea itation requirements
for validation/verification bodies. The VCS Standard provides the re (@men <for developing projects,
programs and methodologies, as well as the requirements for vali@an, n\@itoring and verification of
projects, programs and GHG emission reductions and remova Qhe Standard is supported by other
documents that provide further requirements specific to ag lture, ﬁ!estry and other land use (AFOLU),

ozone-depleting substances projects and methodolog|e (énd |ctional programs and nested REDD+
projects. The VCS Program Guide should be read b u @ e VCS Standard.

The VCSA recognizes the kind agreement of @ Inter nal Organization for Standardization (1SO,

www.iso.org) to allow inclusion of critical ¢ S 14064-2:2006 and ISO 14064-3:2006 in the VCS
documentation to facilitate comprehen %’n In ular, the sections in this document on project and
methodology requirements mclude@t rangrom ISO 14064-2:2006 clause 5 and ISO 14064-3:2006

clause 4.9, amended where nece%sary aﬁt&he context of the VCS Program.
00
Q

{O R\4
All information abq{t'\\ers@ntrol under the VCS Program is contained in the VCS Program Guide.

1.1 VERSION

This docume {\@ﬂl b?}p@ated from time-to-time and readers shall ensure that they are using the most
current ve cument. Where external documents are referenced, such as the /IPCC 2006

u:de/l@s for é&ona/ GHG Inventories, and such documents are updated, the most recent version of
thq\ um Il be used.

&@

&@%;;ﬁ VCS Program Specific Issues
\Qs{'\,

2.1 SCOPE OF VCS PROGRAM

211 The scope of the VCS Program includes:
1) The six Kyoto Protocol greenhouse gases.

2) Ozone-depleting substances as set out in VCS document ODS Requirements.
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&
3) Project activities supported by a methodology approved under the VCS Program through thQ\

methodology approval process.

"o
4) Project activities supported by a methodology approved under a VCS approved GH@
program, unless explicitly excluded under the terms of VCS approval. <’\\,
5) Jurisdictional REDD+ programs and nested REDD+ projects as set out in VESdo ument
JNR Requirements. @) %@
@ @
The scope of the VCS Program excludes: & GQ)
1) Projects that can reasonably be assumed to have generated Q%G er@lons primarily for the
purpose of their subsequent reduction, removal or destru
o@
2) Projects that reduce hydrofluorocarbon-23 (HFC- 23) 9%&
2.2 LANGUAGE ((\ \Q

2.21 The operating language of the VCS Progran@ @ The project and program description,
validation report, monitoring report, verif@t nr and all other documentation (including all
and any appendices) required unde VC gram shall be in English.

/
Y
2.3 TIMING OF CREDITING . @ sQ
L
2.31 VCUs shall not be issue ‘%mde&bg)\/cs Program for GHG emission reductions or removals that
have not been venﬂe@ s\\

2.3.2 Project activiti@% iusg{e for immediate crediting of future avoided emissions under the
condltlons,{ei\)ut which shall be addressed at the level of the methodology:

1) T@%Jec{(bmedlately avoids future streams of GHG emissions as a result of an upfront
\rg rve that permanently precludes further emissions from the source. VCUs shall be
|ss nly after such an intervention has occurred and the GHG emission reductions have
‘(\6 K verified. Examples of such activities include projects that destroy chlorofluorocarbons
Qecovered from refrigeration equipment thereby immediately precluding their future release

Q (b into the atmosphere, and composting projects that divert organic waste from landfill sites
\Q thereby immediately precluding future methane emissions. A REDD project would not qualify
\ for immediate crediting because future streams of GHG emissions are not permanently
precluded.

2) The physical processes that would generate GHG emissions in the absence of an
intervention are well-understood, stable and quantifiable. Models used to simulate such
processes shall meet the requirements set out in Section 4.1.6. Any default factors
associated with input parameters shall meet the requirements set out in Section 4.1.7.

3) VCUs may be issued only for GHG emissions avoided over a ten year period, even if such
GHG emissions are likely to have continued over a longer period of time under the baseline
scenario. For example, a composting project that diverts organic waste from a landfill site
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@
would be eligible for crediting (in relation to a specific amount of composted organic waste)
for the GHG emissions that would have occurred at the landfill site over a ten year perio
and any emissions that would have occurred beyond the ten year period (in relation 1@&1e
specific amount of composted organic waste) are not eligible. Note that in this pag{i' lar

example the ten year rule applies to the specific amount of composted organi ste and the
usual rules on duration of the project and project crediting period still appl@ \ N
o0 NS

&‘0 \'{(}
The application of principles is fundamental in ensuring that GHG ted ififormation is a true
and fair account. The principles below shall provide the basis (e@and @I guide the application
of, the VCS rules and requirements.

Principles taken from ISO 14064-2:2006, clause 3. 6

Relevance @ 6\

Select the GHG sources, GHG sinks, GHG @%vo@data and methodologies appropriate to the
needs of the intended user.

S \‘b
Completeness C)

Include all relevant GHG emlsagns aNQ)QmovaIs Include all relevant information to support
criteria and procedures ‘Q 0@.

/
Consistency Q 6
Enable meanlngf iINcemp ns in GHG-related information.

)
Accuracy Q @\

Reduceé%s anp@l\certamtles as far as is practical.
Tr@&par Q?

@lscl %Qufﬁment and appropriate GHG-related information to allow intended users to make
s with reasonable confidence.

({Conservativeness

Use conservative assumptions, values and procedures to ensure that net GHG emission
reductions or removals are not overestimated.

Note — Accuracy should be pursued as far as possible, but the hypothetical nature of baselines,
the high cost of monitoring of some types of GHG emissions and removals, and other limitations
make accuracy difficult to attain in many cases. In these cases, conservativeness may serve as a
moderator to accuracy in order to maintain the credibility of project and program GHG
quantification.
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3.1

3.141

3.1.2

3.1.3

314

3.1.5

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS &&Q(\

3 | Project Requirem?g('s.

Projects shall meet all applicable rules and requirements set out under the \/@S P;§%m,
including this document. Projects shall be guided by the principles se ? %@a 4.1.

Agriculture, forestry and other land use projects shall meet the rulés\and @Ulrements set out in
VCS document AFOLU Requirements. Ozone-depleting subs cts shall meet the rules

and requirements set out in VCS document ODS Require@-) \O
Projects shall apply methodologies eligible under th é@ram Methodologies shall be

noting the exception set out in Section 3.14.1 ethodologies and their validity periods

applied in full, including the full application of a dules referred to by a methodology,
. o
is available on the VCS website. Q&

Where projects apply methodologieé'ﬁt peﬁ}' the project proponent its own choice of model
(see VCS document Program D ition definition of model), such model shall meet with the
requirements set out in Sec 1 6(&6) and it shall be demonstrated at validation that the
model is appropriate to %ec umstances (i.e., use of the model will lead to an
appropriate quanhﬂcab em|SS|on reductions or removals).

\
Where projects ﬁp\y sEologles that permit the project proponent its own choice of third
party default 'Ié
establishj se{ﬁé scenarios and demonstrating additionality, such default factor or standard

shall m\@t w&% requirements set out in Section 4.1.7(1).

ndard to ascertain GHG emission data and any supporting data for

3.1.6 rgfeg@bll preferentially apply methodologies that use performance methods (see Section
‘(é r fu

\\A

3.1.7

rther information on performance methods) where a methodology is applicable to the

&@ct that uses a performance method for determining both additionality and the crediting

seline (i.e., a project shall not apply a methodology that uses a project method where such a
performance method is applicable to the project). Methodologies approved under the VCS
Program that use performance methods provide a list of similar methodologies that use project
methods (that were approved under the VCS Program or an approved GHG program at the time
the performance method was developed). Such lists are not necessarily exhaustive but can serve
as the starting point for determining whether a performance method is applicable to the project.
Following the approval of a methodology that uses a performance method, projects may use any
applicable pre-existing methodology that uses a project method for a six-month grace period.

Where projects apply methodologies from approved GHG programs, they shall comply with any
specified capacity limits (see VCS document Program Definitions for definition of capacity limit)
and any other relevant requirements set out with respect to the application of the methodology
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@
and/or tools referenced by the methodology under those programs. Where the rules and
requirements under an approved GHG program conflict with the rules and requirements of th O
VCS Program, the rules and requirements of the VCS Program shall take precedence. é

3.1.8 Where the VCSA issues new requirements relating to projects, registered projects ot need to
adhere to the new requirements for the remainder of their project crediting perloé 1.ey, such
projects remain eligible to issue VCUs through to the end of their project cre g p&f@ W|thout
revalidation against the new requirements). The new requirements shalle\gadhe\' \o at project

crediting period renewal, as set out in Section 3.8.5.
U

\
ESIPN)
&
3.21 Projects may include multiple project activities where th%jﬁe gy applied to the project
allows more than one project activity and/or where pr y more than one methodology.

3.2 MULTIPLE PROJECT ACTIVITIES

A
3.2.2 Where more than one methodology has been e%&ed @)roject with multiple project activities,
the following applies: b(b'

1) Each project activity shall be spe@g ely in the project description, referencing the
relevant methodology. AC)
2) All criteria and procedures 55t ou e applled methodologies in relation to applicability

emission reduction
activity, noting t&@ollo

a) A smgle&% of&ﬂéna and procedures for the demonstration of additionality may be
app he@ he applied methodologies reference the same additionality tool and/or
and where separate demonstration of additionality for each project activity is
\ ot p@ cable. For example, separate demonstration of additionality may not be
\) ble in project activities that are implemented at a single facility and therefore

conditions, demonstr fa @1 nality, determination of baseline scenario and GHG
é ren@?a quantification shall be applied separately to each project

@)
%) resent a single investment. The onus is upon the project proponent to demonstrate to
\\\S\ O\Qhe validation/verification body that separate demonstration of additionality is not
Q \(b practicable, failing which separate demonstration of additionality shall be provided.
\(0 ®§ Where a methodology specifies requirements for demonstrating additionality in addition
\@ \\A to those specified in the referenced additionality tool and/or procedures, such

N s

requirements shall be adhered to.

b) The criteria and procedures for identifying the baseline scenario may be combined where
the relevant methodologies or the referenced additionality tool and/or procedures specify
criteria and procedures for combining baseline scenarios.

3) The criteria and procedures relating to all other aspects of the methodologies may be
combined.

4) Where AFOLU projects are required to undertake non-permanence risk assessment and
buffer withholding determination, this shall be done separately for each project activity.
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Note — Where a single methodology is applicable to more than one project activity and where th(\
methodology does not provide clear procedures for the application of more than one project ’\O
y _ &
activity, the above requirements shall be adhered to. AQ)
N
3.3 MULTIPLE INSTANCES OF PROJECT ACTIVITIES @Q
&
3.3.1  Projects may include more than one project activity instance, such as a wind@ve \ect that
includes a number of wind turbines. Inclusion of further project activity i @ncess@sequent to
initial validation of a non-grouped project is not permitted (see Sectio for, rmation on
grouped projects). The baseline determination and additionality d str, N for all project
activity instances shall be combined (e.g., multiple wind turbiR@hall (&ssessed in
combination rather than individually). 00 \O

3.3.2 Where a project includes multiple project activity instaéeos fi 'multiple project activities, the
project activity instances from each project activi allg)assessed in accordance with Section
3.2.

S &

3.3.3 Non-grouped projects with multiple proje activ}@stances shall not exceed any capacity limits
to which a project activity is subjec Q,@

3.4 GROUPED PROJECTS \@ {QO

& 2

3.4.1 Grouped projects are prgjects %ggf’ured to allow the expansion of a project activity subsequent to
project vaIidation.‘V tigq\'\gbased upon the initial project activity instances identified in the
project descripti 0 The @Ect description sets out the geographic areas within which new
project activityn tanb@ may be developed and the eligibility criteria for their inclusion. New
instancesﬁ‘@getin se pre-established criteria may then be added to the project subsequent to
projec{@ 'datiquas set out in the sections below. These sections provide the requirements for
all pe cts, which are further expanded upon in VCS document AFOLU Requirements.
%8& m@dologies may also provide additional specifications for grouped projects.

\\\QN06¥ roject activity and project activity instance both have the specific meanings that are set

\Win VCS document Program Definitions.

2N

line Scenario and Additionality

3.4.2 Grouped projects shall have one or more clearly defined geographic areas within which project
activity instances may be developed. Such geographic areas shall be defined using geodetic
polygons as set out in Section 3.10 below.

3.4.3 Determination of baseline scenario and demonstration of additionality are based upon the initial
project activity instances. The initial project activity instances are those that are included in the
project description at validation and shall include all project activity instances currently
implemented on the issue date of the project description. The initial project activity instances may
also include any planned instances of the project activity that have been planned and developed
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to a sufficient level of detail to enable their assessment at validation. Geographic areas with no
initial project activity instances shall not be included in the project unless it can be demonstr, t@
that such areas are subject to the same (or at least as conservative) baseline scenario a@
rationale for the demonstration of additionality as a geographic area that does includeiﬂial
project activity instances. @Q

NV
As with non-grouped projects, grouped projects may incorporate multiple pr@ ac\'\fﬁ}es (see
Section 3.2 for more information on multiple project activities). Where peds@ect includes
multiple project activities, the project description shall designate whicﬁﬂsxr jec %fivities may
occur in each geographic area. (’\\. '

e @
The baseline scenario for a project activity shall be determi or designated geographic
area, in accordance with the methodology applied to th ject ere a single baseline
scenario cannot be determined for a project activity O\che irety of a geographic area, the
geographic area shall be redefined or divided su at%&gle baseline scenario can be
S.

determined for the revised geographic area or@e
O

The additionality of the initial project activity ins s shall be demonstrated for each designated
geographic area, in accordance witg‘{ met,h'gdology applied to the project. Where the
additionality of the initial project scl; Y iz@nces within a particular geographic area cannot be

demonstrated for the entirety*o\ehat raphic area, the geographic area shall be redefined or
divided such that the additi ity @e instances occurring in the revised geographic area or
areas can be demonstrafed. é’

. ’\Q’

Where factors re ; th t@h\e determination of the baseline scenario or demonstration of
additionality r ﬂre a‘ﬂs&ssment across a given area, the area shall be, at a minimum, the
grouped ject aphic area. Examples of such factors include, inter alia, common practice;
laws, éﬁs,@ulatow frameworks or policies relevant to demonstration of regulatory surplus;
deI@nlnat' regional grid emission factors; and historical deforestation and degradation
é"‘@S-&Q‘

g

Where a capacity limit applies to a project activity included in the project, no project activity
instance shall exceed such limit. Further, no single cluster of project activity instances shall
exceed the capacity limit, determined as follows:

1) Each project activity instance that exceeds one percent of the capacity limit shall be
identified.

2) Such instances shall be divided into clusters, whereby each cluster is comprised of any
system of instances such that each instance is within one kilometer of at least one other
instance in the cluster. Instances that are not within one kilometer of any other instance shall
not be assigned to clusters.

3) None of the clusters shall exceed the capacity limit and no further project activity instances

10
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9
shall be added to the project that would cause any of the clusters to exceed the capacity Iim'(\\
{o
W

Grouped projects shall include one or more sets of eligibility criteria for the inclusic@&hew
project activity instances. At least one set of eligibility criteria for the inclusion of.ée oject
activity instances shall be provided for each combination of project activity a €o pKhlc area
specified in the project description. A set of eligibility criteria shall ensur%@t ne@'qect activity
instances:

1) Meet the applicability conditions set out in the methodology @hed)ﬁ\e project.
2) Use the technologies or measures specified in the prqe@%asc@n

3) Apply the technologies or measures in the same n@er as,Qecmed in the project
description. QC)

4) Are subject to the baseline scenario deter&% m@ project description for the specified
project activity and geographic area.

5) Have characteristics with resp gﬁ dltl\@% that are consistent with the initial instances
for the specified project activi phlc area. For example, the new project activity
instances have financial, te r other parameters (such as the size/scale of the
instances) consistent w' NGy stances, or face the same investment, technological
and/or other barriers &g e inﬁz instances.

Note — Where grou roj include multiple baseline scenarios or demonstrations of
additionality, suc@rOJe il require at least one set of eligibility criteria for each combination of
baseline sce& and\’d¥monstratlon of additionality specified in the project description.

XN
Inclusion of %P ct Activity Instances

3.4.10 Gﬁu% ects provide for the inclusion of new project activity instances subsequent to the

|t|a idation of the project. New project activity instances shall:

Q @.Q)ccur within one of the designated geographic areas specified in the project description.

2\

QQK 2) Comply with at least one complete set of eligibility criteria for the inclusion of new project

activity instances. Partial compliance with multiple sets of eligibility criteria is insufficient.

3) Be included in the monitoring report with sufficient technical, financial, geographic and other
relevant information to demonstrate compliance with the applicable set of eligibility criteria
and enable sampling by the validation/verification body.

4) Be validated at the time of verification against the applicable set of eligibility criteria.

5) Have evidence of project ownership, in respect of each project activity instance, held by the
project proponent from the respective start date of each project activity instance (i.e., the date
upon which the project activity instance began reducing or removing GHG emissions).

6) Have a start date that is the same as or later than the grouped project start date.

11
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@
7) Be eligible for crediting from the start date of the instance through to the end of the project Q

crediting period (only). Note that where a new project activity instance starts in a previous

verification period, no credit may be claimed for GHG emission reductions or remova@

generated during a previous verification period (as set out in Section 3.16.7) and,Qe

instances are eligible for crediting from the start of the next verification period.@(\

Where inclusion of a new project activity instance necessitates the addition of a new@ﬁ \Jenent to
the project, such instances shall be included in the grouped project within two f$rof th@'qect activity
instance start date or, where the project activity is an AFOLU activity, within f ear he project

activity instance start date. The procedure for adding new project propone is s ut in VCS document
Registration and Issuance Process. (Q
O@

Project Description for Grouped Projects GO QK

3.4.11 A grouped project shall be described in a single ct rlptlon, which shall contain the
following (in addition to the content required f n-gg\ ed projects):

1) A delineation of the geographic are |th| ich all project activity instances shall occur.
Such area(s) shall be defined by @ etl%p&/gons as set out in Section 3.10 below.

2) One or more determmahonsQ eb ine for the project activity in accordance with the
requirements of the metht\é'glogy@) ied to the project.

3) One or more demonsﬂ(\ﬂo ﬁ.addmonallty for the project activity in accordance with the
requirements of t{q eth ogy applied to the project.

4) Oneor more@g éa?blhty criteria for the inclusion of new project activity instances at

subsequ&@erlﬂb\a\on events.

5) A de@pho&&he central GHG information system and controls associated with the project

N&ie™— \@e% the project includes more than one project activity, the above requirements shall be
@ddr separately for each project activity, except for the delineation of geographic areas and
X the@esonptlon of the central GHG information system and controls, which shall be addressed for

(\O {\f% project as a whole.
%)

‘3.‘\‘5A METHODOLOGY DEVIATIONS

\Q\.\'Q 3.5.1 Deviations from the applied methodology are permitted where they represent a deviation from the

criteria and procedures relating to monitoring or measurement set out in the methodology (i.e.,
deviations are permitted where they relate to data and parameters available at validation, data
and parameters monitored, or the monitoring plan). Methodology deviations shall not negatively
impact the conservativeness of the quantification of GHG emission reductions or removals,
except where they result in increased accuracy of such quantification. Deviations relating to any
other part of the methodology shall not be permitted.

12
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3.5.2 Methodology deviations shall be permitted at validation or verification and their consequences Q
shall be reported in the validation or verification report, as applicable, and all subsequent ’\O
verification reports. Methodology deviations are not considered to be precedent setting. @&

N

3.6 PROJECT DESCRIPTION DEVIATIONS (\

3.6.1 Deviations from the project description are permitted at verification. The proc@}re \

\\*"}

3.6.2

documenting the deviation depend on whether the deviation impacts the@phcab@ of the
methodology, additionality or the appropriateness of the baseline sceﬁgr retatlon of
whether the deviation impacts any of these shall be determined ¢ th the CDM
Guidelines on assessment of different types of changes from &@NOJ&Q@CHWW as described in
the registered PDD, mutatis mutandis. The procedures are@ oIIO\@

1) Where the deviation impacts the applicability of th@th oﬁggy, additionality or the
appropriateness of the baseline scenario, the iati Qﬁﬁall be described and justified in a
revised version of the project description. TQ@sha &Iude a description of when the
changes occurred, the reasons for the ¢ e how the changes impact the applicability
of the methodology, additionality an@r he ropriateness of the baseline scenario. An
example of such a deviation is &.@nge oject capacity where a different baseline
scenario would be more pla@ the@ﬁphed methodology would no longer be applicable, or
there would be a &gmﬂcan@npa@ the investment analysis used by the project to
demonstrate addltlon amples include changes to the project that might have
similar impacts suct@ theraddition of new carbon pools or new types of project activities.

2) Where the dew@ d Q)not impact the applicability of the methodology, additionality or the
appropriaten\&s of thé baseline scenario, and the project remains in compliance with the
applied od y, the deviation shall be described and justified in the monitoring report.
Thls lin e a description of when the changes occurred and the reasons for the

(g deviation shall also be described in all subsequent monitoring reports.
‘éxamQ f such deviations include changes in the procedures for measurement and

ring, or project design changes that do not have an impact on the applicability of the
&%odology, additionality or the appropriateness of the baseline scenario.

@te that project proponents may apply project description deviations for the purpose of switching

to the latest version of the methodology, or switching to a different methodology. For example, a
project proponent may want to switch to the latest version of a methodology where such version
includes additional types of carbon pools or project activities.

The deviation shall be assessed by a validation/verification body and the process, findings and
conclusions shall be reported in the verification report. The assessment shall determine whether
the deviation is appropriately described and justified, and whether the project remains in
compliance with the VCS rules. The deviation shall also be reported on in all subsequent
verification reports. Project description deviations are not considered to be precedent setting.
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3.6.3 The validation/verification body assessing the project description deviation shall be accredited f
the validation, recognizing that assessment of project description deviations is a validation (OO
N

activity, as further set out in the VCS Program Guide. AQ)
3.7 PROJECT START DATE @Q
&
3.7.1 The project start date is the date on which the project began generating GH@'I \
reductions or removals (see VCS document AFOLU Requirements for r sp@icatlon for
AFOLU projects). The rules and requirements on project start date, aév Ila |dat|on and

verification dates, are set out in the sections below. For projects r tere der an approved

GHG program which are seeking registration with the VCS Pr m, fu@er specification with
respect to the validation deadline is set out in Sections 3. 1 an 11

Note — The rules and requirements in relation to proje Qart as well as validation and
verification dates) under VCS Version 1 are differe om 2007, 2007.1 and VCS Version 3,
and are provided in VCS document Reg/strat/oK% /s@nce Process.

>
Non-AFOLU Q\O S
\‘b

3.7.2 Non-AFOLU projects shall comp &Ild%@?wnhm two years of the project start date.
Additional time is granted for n %F rojects to complete validation where they are applying
anew VCS methodology ?caub\prmects using a new VCS methodology and completing
validation within two ye ag'broval of the methodology by the VCSA may complete
validation within four (sars @@prolect start date. Note that new VCS methodology in this
context refers to sued VCS methodologies and newly issued VCS revisions to
approved GH@rongk%ethodologles The grace period does not apply in relation to any
subsequen{' rsio such new methodologies and new methodology revisions that may be

|ssued& (\ \(b

<
AFOLU © » \Qﬁo
&

3. Z&§ AF@ projects with a project start date on or after 8 March 2008 shall complete validation within
QO K{@E years of the project start date.

9
"O\ 3\ AFOLU projects with a project start date on or after 1 January 2002 and before 8 March 2008
\ I
& shall complete validation before 8 March 2013.
&

\Q 3.7.5 For AFOLU projects with a project start date before 1 January 2002, the following applies:

1) Validation and verification shall be completed by 1 October 2011. However, additional time is
granted for AFOLU projects with a project start date before 1 January 2002 to complete
validation and verification where they are applying a new VCS methodology. Specifically,
projects using a new VCS methodology shall complete validation and verification within one
year of the approval of the methodology, and no later than 1 October 2012. New VCS
methodology in this context has the same meaning as set out in Section 3.7.2.
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2) It shall be demonstrated that the project was designed and implemented as a GHG project (\

from its inception. Evidence may include minutes and/or notes related to Board decisions

undertake the project as a GHG project, or other evidence of real actions to undertakéhe

project as a GHG project such as relevant contracts with consultants, documenta@ related

to the sale of GHG credits or contracts with validation/verification bodies. &Q(\
3) It shall be demonstrated that the project, prior to 1 January 2002, applied q?}extq@aﬂy
reviewed methodology and engaged independent carbon expert(s) tO@ SS ) quantify the

project’s baseline scenario and net GHG emissions reductions OI;QQOV
U4

Notwithstanding the requirements set out in Sections 3.7.b@.7.5§@0ve, projects applying a
standardized method for determining additionality sha%@iat tb&project pipeline listing process
set out in VCS document Registration and Issuanq@?roc\eégwlthin the project validation
timelines set out above. Validation may be com{(@ed i® ime thereafter. For example, a non-
AFOLU project applying a standardized met or rmining additionality shall initiate the
project pipeline listing process within the(ars %Qhe project start date, and may complete
validation any time thereafter. C)(O %\.

/
Do
I %
X
0

For non-AFOLU project%nd A Mcﬂrojects focusing exclusively on reducing N2O, CH4 and/or
fossil-derived CO: emissiol Q&®§

may be renewed ’@ost ice. For all AFOLU projects other than such ALM projects, the project
crediting perio@hall gminimum of 20 years up to a maximum of 100 years, which may be
renewed a)‘\ st fi imes with a total project crediting period not to exceed 100 years. Where
project%l}toi w the project crediting period, the project crediting period shall end and the

pro@t‘shabﬁémeligible for further crediting.
@)

project crediting period shall be a maximum of ten years which

3.8.&0®he@%t project crediting period start date for AFOLU projects shall be 1 January 2002.
2

03

Projects registered under other GHG programs are not eligible for VCU issuance beyond the end

. \(O Q\Kof the total project crediting period under those programs. For example, a CDM project with a

Q \{\\"o .\\A

S
R
N

seven year twice renewable project crediting period is not eligible for VCU issuance beyond the
end of those 21 years. Where projects have been registered under more than one other GHG
program, they are not eligible for VCU issuance after the date that is the earliest end date of all
applicable project crediting periods.

Note — Since the total project crediting period under the Joint Implementation (JI) program is not
defined ex-ante, the total project crediting period shall be deemed as 21 years for non-AFOLU JI
projects and as 60 years for AFOLU JI projects”.

' Consistent with the UNFCCC'’s other project-based mechanism, CDM.
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9
3.8.4 Project crediting periods under the VCS Program shall be renewed as set out in Section 3.8.5. Q\
‘\O
Renewal of Project Crediting Period \(o
AQ
3.8.5 The following shall apply with respect to the renewal of the project crediting periodﬁér the VCS
Program: &\ \
1) A full reassessment of additionality is not required when renewing theéég}éct ;ﬁ%ing period.
jon 4.6.3 and the

However, regulatory surplus shall be demonstrated in accordancg@h g@n

project description shall be updated accordingly. x_ P,

2) The validity of the original baseline scenario shall be demo te @sﬁhere invalid a new
baseline scenario shall be determined, when renewing roj@@rediting period, as follows:

a) The validity of the original baseline scenario s e as&;sed. Such assessment shall
include an evaluation of the impact of new Sevarh@%onal and/or sectoral policies and

circumstances on the validity of the bas sc@ano.

b) Where it is determined that the ori '@%ase@e scenario is still valid, the GHG emissions
associated with the original basé%e SC io shall be reassessed using the latest
version of the CDM Tool toc)g.st tI}g alidity of the original/ current baseline and to
update the baseline at th&enev@%f a crediting period.

c) Whereitis determinéi%at Qriginal baseline scenario is no longer valid, the current
baseline scenar%cghallgg@stablished in accordance with the VCS rules.

d) The project ri containing updated information with respect to the baseline, the
estimate - G \Bsion reductions or removals and the monitoring plan, shall be
submitfe for\@lidation. Such updates shall be based upon the latest approved version of
t%meth gy or its replacement. Where the project does not meet the requirements of

&® IatQQapproved version of the methodology or its replacement, the project proponent
& sh% lect another applicable approved methodology (which may be a new methodology
) ﬁ'nethodology revision it has had approved via the methodology approval process), or
&$hall apply a methodology deviation (where a methodology deviation is appropriate).
Failing this, the project shall not be eligible for renewal of its project crediting period.

%
$
N
NP
\(0 ®§K3») The updated project description shall be validated in accordance with the VCS rules. In
\@ \\A addition, the project shall be validated against the (current) scope of the VCS. Such validation
,QQ (% ) report shall be issued after the end of the (previous) project crediting period but within two
\(s\\\,Q years after the end of the (previous) project crediting period.

Additional time is granted for projects to complete such validation where they are switching to
a new VCS methodology (new VCS methodology in this context has the same meaning as
set out in Section 3.7.2) when renewing the project crediting period. Specifically, projects
switching to a new VCS methodology and completing such validation within one year of the
approval of the methodology by the VCSA may complete such validation within three years of
the end of the (previous) project crediting period.

Note — The project crediting period under VCS Version 1 shall be deemed as 10 years, and
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@
commences at the specific project crediting period start date. Note also, VCS Version 1 allowe
an earlier project start date than subsequent versions and such projects remain eligible for Qé&@ct
crediting period renewal under VCS Version 3. AQ}
N

3.9 PROJECT SCALE Q
Q7.

3.9.1 Projects are categorized by size according to their estimated average annua G sion
reductions or removals, as set out below, and materiality requirementz@alid%(@‘and

verification differ accordingly, as set out in Section 5.3.1:
U

1) Projects: Less than or equal to 300,000 tonnes of CO2¢e per&é}b ®(Q
2) Large projects: Greater than 300,000 tonnes of COze p ar.ogK

3.9.2 Where applying a methodology with scale and/or cap@@lim@{?shall be demonstrated that the
project is not a fragmented part of a larger project @cti&& at would otherwise exceed such
limits. The project shall be considered a fragm @j p a larger project if within one kilometer

@ﬁ r

of the project boundary there exists anothe{ C e:

1) The project proponents for both p@e ts %@ne same.
2) The sectoral scope and proj%gc’tivit r both projects are the same.

3) The other project has bgé&%gist{@d under the VCS or another GHG program within the
previous two years. $\\' /()(b
o O

U@M X
3.10 PROJECT LOCA RN
N C\\

IS\
3.10.1 Project IocatQQé al }\e specified in the project description as follows:

1) Pro'@ﬁﬁbcag‘g\for non-AFOLU projects shall be specified by a single geodetic coordinate.
r@ are multiple project activity instances (see Section 3.3 for more information on

re t
(}%ﬁ?@&mject activities), the following applies:

\‘g\@ a) here it is reasonable to do so, a geodetic coordinate shall be provided for each
7 O instance and provided in a KML file; or

(\O

%0
QKK b) Where there are a large number project activity instances (e.g., cookstoves or energy

9
. N \\A efficient light bulbs), at least one geodetic coordinate shall be provided, together with
,QQ (%) sufficient additional geographic information (with respect to the location of the instances)
\’& to enable sampling by the validation/verification body.

AN

2) Project location for grouped projects shall be specified using geodetic polygons to delineate
the project’s geographic area or areas (see Section 3.4.2 for further information on
geographic areas for grouped projects) and provided in a KML file.

3) Project location for AFOLU projects shall be specified using geodetic polygons to delineate
the geographic area of each AFOLU project activity and provided in a KML file.
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3.11 OWNERSHIP AND OTHER PROGRAMS Q
&
Project and Program Ownership QQ}
XN

3.11.1 The project description shall be accompanied by one or more of the following type@ﬁ?’evidence

establishing project ownership accorded to the project proponent(s), or progra nership

accorded to the jurisdictional proponent(s), as the case may be (see VCS dcﬁumer@ogram

Definitions for definitions of project ownership and program ownershlp gﬁ eadability of

this section, the term project ownership is used below, but should be S stltu by the term

program ownership, as appropriate: Q (0'

1) Project ownership arising or granted under statute, reg ree by a competent

authority.
60 Q
2) Project ownership arising under law. 0@

3) Project ownership arising by virtue of a statt{ &erty or contractual right in the plant,
equipment or process that generates G i reductions and/or removals (where the
project proponent has not been dive@ of% project ownership).

4) Project ownership arising by virfue-of a Sfautory, property or contractual right in the land,
vegetation or conservational"oimanagement process that generates GHG emission
reductions and/or remoxé@lvhe&e project proponent has not been divested of such

project ownership). $\ ()

5) An enforceable c@%le agreement with the holder of the statutory, property or
contractual n%@w th nt equipment or process that generates GHG emission reductions
and/or re vests project ownership in the project proponent.

6) An e nd irrevocable agreement with the holder of the statutory, property or
@ct @ht in the land, vegetation or conservational or management process that
HG emission reductions or removals which vests project ownership in the project
prd@\ent

7) (éiject ownership arising from the implementation? or enforcement of laws, statutes or
{D’ regulatory frameworks that require activities be undertaken or incentivize activities that
generate GHG emission reductions or removals.

mission Trading Programs and Other Binding Limits

3.11.2 Where projects reduce GHG emissions from activities that are included in an emissions trading

program or any other mechanism that includes GHG allowance trading, evidence shall be
provided that the GHG emission reductions or removals generated by the project have not and

2 Implemented in the context of this paragraph means enacted or introduced, consistent with use of the term under
the CDM rules on so-called Type E+ and Type E- policies.
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will not be otherwise counted or used under the program or mechanism. Such evidence may {\
include: &
>

1) A letter from the program operator, designated national authority or other relevant m@!atory
authority that emissions allowances (or other GHG credits used in the program) ivalent to
the reductions or removals generated by the project have been cancelled frO{Ghe program
or national cap, as applicable. \} \ ¢

NG
2) Evidence of the purchase and cancellation of GHG allowances equ@nt tos@ GHG
emissions reductions or removals generated by the project relateé{o the ram or national

cap. (’\\. (Q,

3) Evidence from the program operator, designated nation %or' <or other relevant
regulatory authority stating that the specific GHG emi@% rec&@lons or removals generated
by the project or type of project are not within the 6@(5 oéth program or national cap.

Q W

2 @\

Projects may generate other forms of GIQ&qateQ\gwronmental credits, such as renewable
energy certificates (RECs), though G@ eml?%@ reductions and removals presented for VCU
issuance shall not also be recogni Qi)as er form of GHG-related environmental credit. The
requirements set out in Sections 3. 1@%.1 1.5 below assist the VCS registry administrator in
confirming that this require nt hayb&sen met at the point of the issuance request (i.e., the
registry administrator usésthe i fogﬂwation disclosed in the project documents to perform its

checks). OQ s\\

Therefore, proj qp’)r génts interested in issuing (sequentially) both VCUs and another GHG-
related en n‘o\me aberedit should consider which periods of time they wish to issue one credit
orthe o . Pri proponents should also investigate whether such other GHG-related
Vi (ﬁment edlts can be cancelled from the relevant program, in case such credits have
@ %lesued for periods where the project proponent wishes to issue VCUs. Note that
@Udm? equirements regarding evidence that no double issuance has occurred are set out in
cument Registration and Issuance Process.

?1 16\&Nhere projects have sought or received another form of GHG-related environmental credit, the

\%\\

N s

following information shall be provided to the validation/verification body:
1) Name and contact information of the relevant environmental credit program.

2) Details of the project as registered under the environmental credit program (e.g., project title
and identification number as listed under the program).

3) Monitoring periods for which GHG-related environmental credits were sought or received
under the environmental credit program.

4) Details of all GHG-related environmental credits sought or received under the environmental
credit program (e.g., volumes and serial numbers).
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3.11.5 Where projects are eligible to participate under one or more programs to create another form of
GHG-related environmental credit, but are not currently doing so, a list of such programs sh%&%
provided to the validation/verification body. Q)

Note - The requirements set out in Section 3.11.4 above and this Section 3.11.5 do apply to
non-GHG related environmental credits, such as water or biodiversity credits. &\Q
. N @
Participation Under Other GHG Programs @ ,0
\.

3.11.6 Projects may be registered under both the VCS Program and elthe;\?&ppr(}@‘d GHG program
or a GHG program that is not an approved GHG program. The r&% an uirements set out in

the sections below apply.
<° @q
General Requirements 60 %Q
C)

3.11.7 Project proponents shall not claim credit for the e G@k emission reduction or removal under
the VCS Program and another GHG progra (%o; o%,&ssumg GHG credits under both the VCS
Program and another GHG program sh OC with the rules and requirements set out in
VCS document Registration and Issu@e Pr

3.11.8 Projects registered under other G\AG rc@ygms are not eligible for VCU issuance beyond the end
of the total project creditinq\ iod L{,%& those programs (see Section 3.8.3 for further
information). ‘\ ()

3.11.9 For projects reg|st,% un% e CDM as a Program of Activities (PoA), each Component Project
Activity (CPA sl\@ ered with the VCS Program as a separate project accompanied by

its assomat ogr of Activities Design Document. Each such project shall be validated in
accordanqa it @tlon 3.11.10(1) below. The project start date for such projects is the date on
WhIC fir ivity under the Program of Activities began reducing or removing GHG

onx@ re the project start date is before 8 March 2011, validation shall be completed
@lthl § years of the project start date; otherwise, validation shall be completed within two
\ ye the project start date (in this case, validation refers to validation of the first CPA under

associated PoA).
Q ‘@e'

&
\(\\(0 &‘Qéroved GHG Programs
& \,Q 3.11.10 The following applies with respect to projects registered under an approved GHG program which
are seeking registration with the VCS Program:

1) For projects registered under the CDM, the cover page and sections 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.5, 1.6,
1.7,1.9,1.10,1.12.1,1.12.2, 1.12.3, 1.12.4, 1.13 and 2.6 of the VCS Project Description
Template shall be completed. A validation/verification body shall undertake a validation of
same, which shall be accompanied by a validation representation, to provide a gap validation
for the project’'s compliance with the VCS rules.

2) For projects registered under the JI program, a new VCS Project Description Template shall
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be completed (applying a methodology eligible under the VCS Program). A

validation/verification body shall undertake a full validation of same in accordance with t ’s\o
VCS rules. The validation report shall be accompanied by a validation representationé

3) For projects registered under the Climate Action Reserve, the cover page and s@dons 1.1,
1.2,13,14,15,16,1.7,1.9,1.10,1.12.1,1.12.2,1.12.3, 1.12.4, 1.13, 2.6 , 5.2,5.3 and
5.4 of the VCS Project Description Template shall be completed. A validit}@/v‘ r@ ation
body shall undertake a validation of same, which shall be accompanie@b ation
representation, to provide a gap validation for the project’s compKﬁﬁé wi@ S rules.

4) The approved GHG program validation (or verification, where&e‘ap i€ d GHG program
does not have a validation step) or VCS validation shall b pl Q’within the relevant
validation deadline as set out in Section 3.7. Validation,§\§:'71 n) is deemed to have
been completed when the validation (or verificatio%é:fort t,@ is submitted to the relevant
program to request registration has been issue$\ C)%

r

N
5) AFOLU projects shall comply with the add& e@‘ements set out in VCS document
AFOLU Requirements. Qo)
C° O

Other GHG Programs

3.11.11 Non-AFOLU projects registerg%mde GHG program that is not an approved GHG program
may also register with the rog@m where a validation or verification report has been issued
under such program (by, entg.gp}proved under the program to issue such reports). For such

projects, the followin pli
Vg apPless

1) The project daté}all be on or after 19 November 2007.

N
2) A new{‘é@ Pr Description Template shall be completed (using a methodology eligible
und eV, rogram) and a validation/verification body shall undertake a full validation of
Sﬁne in ordance with the VCS rules. The validation report shall be accompanied by a
@)

Iicggg representation.
@ A

\\\S\Th Valtiation or verification that is submitted to request registration under the other GHG
QO program shall be completed within the relevant validation deadline set out in Section 3.7.
X%) QK\/alidation or verification is deemed to have been completed when the validation or verification
. \@\ \\A report that is submitted to the other GHG program to request registration has been issued.
o
& \(s\\\,Q Projects Rejected by Other GHG Programs

3.11.12 Projects rejected by other GHG programs due to procedural or eligibility requirements can be
considered under the VCS Program, but the following conditions shall be met:

1) The project description (where the other GHG program has rejected the project before VCS
validation) or monitoring report (where the other GHG program has rejected the project after
VCS validation) shall clearly state all GHG programs to which the project has applied for
registration and the reason(s) for rejection. Such information shall not be deemed as
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commercially sensitive information. {\
2) The validation/verification body shall be provided with the rejection document(s), mclu%ﬁg
any additional explanations. QQ
3) The project shall be validated against the VCS rules. For projects where the o%é\ HG
program has rejected the project after VCS validation, this means a compleév datlon of
the project against the VCS rules. Q \@
@ @
3.12 PROJECT BOUNDARY ANV o

3.12.1 The project boundary shall be described (using diagrams, as r @ﬂ'\ed) GHG sources, sinks
and reservoirs shall be identified and assessed in accordan\a&th @nethodology applied to
the project. The project shall justify not selecting any rele&ht G@source sink and reservoirs.

&

Q& O

3.13.1 The baseline scenario for the project shall %&er@%d in accordance with the requirements set
out in the methodology applied to the choice of baseline scenario shall be

justified. AC)

3.13.2 Equivalence in type and Ievel.qf510t|V| products or services provided by the project and the
baseline scenario shall d and, where appropriate, any significant differences
between the project and(%e bagnne scenario shall be explained.

3.13 BASELINE SCENARIO Q}((\

3.13.3 In developing the ehneg&enano assumptions, values and procedures shall be selected that
help ensure th@ﬁnet emission reductions and removals are not overestimated.

3.14 ADDITI%@«

3.141 A@ %‘%hall be demonstrated and assessed in accordance with the requirements set out in
ology applied to the project, noting the following exceptions:

%QVhere a VCS module using an activity method (see Section 4.1.11 for further information on
K activity methods) is applicable to the project, additionality may be demonstrated using the
Q module in substitution of the additionality requirements set out in the methodology. For
\ example, if a module uses an activity method (i.e., positive list) to deem a project activity
additional, the project proponent does not have to follow the additionality requirements in the
methodology applied to the project and may instead demonstrate additionality by
demonstrating that it meets the applicability conditions and any other criteria of the activity
method. Note that only modules may be used in this way. Where a methodology contains an
activity method for additionality, the additionality procedures may not be applied in
conjunction with a different methodology.

2) Where the applied methodology was developed under an approved GHG program and uses
an activity method or other simplified procedure for demonstrating additionality, the project
proponent shall demonstrate to the validation/verification body that the simplified procedure is
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appropriate to apply to the project considering the project characteristics, including the
context in which the project activity takes place. For example, where a project is develops
the United States and applies a CDM methodology which uses a simplified procedw
demonstrating additionality, the project proponent shall demonstrate to the validati
verification body that the simplified procedure is appropriate to apply given that é’simplified
procedure was originally developed for application in a developing country xt. Failing
this demonstration, the project proponent shall not use the simplified pro

demonstrating additionality, and shall instead use an appropriate addl@nah%%essment
method in substitution.

3.15 QUANTIFICATION OF GHG EMISSION REDUCTION%@\ID@\AOVALS

3.15.1 GHG emissions and/or removals shall be estimated for e HR@%ce sink and/or reservoir
relevant for the project (including leakage) and the ba%@e s<é&no

3.15.2 The net GHG emission reductions and removalsér%ra%axby the project shall be quantified.

3.15.3 Metric tonnes shall be used as the unit o (qur @%the quantity of each type of GHG shall be
converted to tonnes of COze. The sm% ol greenhouse gases and ozone-depleting
substances shall be converted usi yea%lobal warming potentials derived from the IPCC’s
Fourth Assessment Report.

/

\
3.16 MONITORING s\‘oa}g’b

Data and Parameters.\oo ‘\\\

Q)
3.16.1 Data and paqgétergﬁsed for the quantification of GHG emission reductions and/or removals

shall be @vide%&ccordance with the methodology.

3.16.2 Ququy m ment procedures to manage data and information shall be applied and
s bI| . Where applicable, procedures to account for uncertainty in data and parameters
@shall&@apphed in accordance with the requirements set out in the methodology.

@'Iom{&{%g Plan

’&6 3 The project proponent shall establish a GHG information system for obtaining, recording,
compiling and analyzing data and information important for quantifying and reporting GHG
emissions and/or removals relevant for the project (including leakage) and baseline scenario.

3.16.4 A monitoring plan for the project that includes roles and responsibilities shall be established.

3.16.5 Where measurement and monitoring equipment is used, the project proponent shall ensure the
equipment is calibrated according to the equipment's specifications and/or relevant national or
international standards.
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3.16.6 The monitoring report describes all the data and information related to the monitoring of @2
emission reductions or removals. The project proponent shall use the VCS Mon/tor/ng\ port

Template, VCS Joint Project Description & Monitoring Report Template, VCS & C@/lonitoring
Report Template or VCS+SOCIALCARBON Monitoring Report Template, as @&)pna\e and

Monitoring Report

adhere to all instructional text within the template. @) \
2 \_{0
3.16.7 The verification period of the monitoring report shall be a distinct timefﬁe iod @&’does not
overlap with previous verification periods. Projects shall not be eli for, d|t|ng of GHG

emission reductions generated in previous verification periods &@ verification periods
shall be contiguous with no time gaps between verification periods O

3.16.8 Where a monitoring report and associated verification é'po jide a verification period into
vintages, separate VCU issuance records in acc \Q»N“u vintage periods may be issued, as
set out in VCS document Registration and Iss e P&

KO
3.17 SAFEGUARDS Q s{b‘
P P
No Net Harm Q OQ
@ O
3.17.1 The project proponent s nt|f tentlal negative environmental and socio-economic
impacts, and shall take r{ps t(ﬁﬁltlgate them. Additional certification standards may be applied
to demonstrate so‘c\@ onmental benefits beyond GHG emission reductions or removals.
Note that VC (an b(e\labelled with additional standards and certifications on the VCS project
database where he VCS and another standard are applied. The VCS website provides the

list of @1 d@vat are accepted as VCU labels and the procedure for attaining such VCU

Loc.%@{ K@%er Consultation

QSP7 \%’e project proponent shall conduct a local stakeholder consultation prior to validation as a way

‘b QQ to inform the design of the project and maximize participation from stakeholders. Such

\\ consultations allow stakeholders to evaluate impacts, raise concerns about potential negative
impacts and provide input on the project design.

3.17.3 The project proponent shall establish mechanisms for ongoing communication with local
stakeholders to allow stakeholders to raise concerns about potential negative impacts during
project implementation.

3.17.4 The project proponent shall take due account of all and any input received during the local
stakeholder consultation and through ongoing communications, which means it will need to either
update the project design or justify why updates are not appropriate. The project proponent shall

24



VCS Standard: VCS Version 3

\@

3 | Project Requiremeqt's
>
9

demonstrate to the validation/verification body what action it has taken in respect of the local (\\
stakeholder consultation as part of validation, and in respect of ongoing communications as f

of each subsequent verification. Q}
A
Public Comment Period @Q

3.17.5 Al VCS projects are subject to a 30-day public comment period. The date o@ch@prwect is
listed on the project pipeline marks the beginning of the project’s 30- da@llc Q@‘nent period
(see VCS document Registration and Issuance Process for more mfcﬁha i he VCS project

pipeline). ’Q

3.17.6 Projects shall remain on the project pipeline for the entirety@ewé@ay public comment

period. 60 Q

3.17.7 Any comments shall be submitted to the VCSA at et v c-s.org and respondents shall
provide their name, organization, country and% s. At the end of the public comment
period, the VCSA provides all and any com{® ed to the project proponent.

3.17.8 The project proponent shall take dug.d) oun (Qny and all comments received during the
consultation, which means it will to e@qer update the project design or demonstrate the
insignificance or irrelevance of@e co nt. It shall demonstrate to the validation/verification

body what action it has t @ fbg
L

3.18 RECORDS AND II%OW ION

Records Relating &Q}he Qﬁo ect

3.18.1 The prcgg}pr ent shall ensure that all documents and records are kept in a secure and
retrééble @er for at least two years after the end of the project crediting period.

Infor{»@tloi@gthe Validation/Verification Body

QB 2 @r validation, the project proponent shall make available to the validation/verification body the
QQ prOJect description, evidence of project ownership and any requested supporting information and
\ data needed to support statements and data in the project description and evidence of project
ownership.

3.18.3 For verification, the project proponent shall make available to the validation/verification body the
project description, validation report, monitoring report applicable to the monitoring period and
any requested supporting information and data needed to evidence statements and data in the
monitoring report.
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3.19.1 The project description describes the project's GHG emission reduction or removal actm@carhe
project proponent shall use the VCS Project Description Template, VCS Joint Pro;ecl,eéscr/pt/on
& Monitoring Report Template, VCS & CCB Project Description Template,
VCS+SOCIALCARBON Project Description Template or approved GHG progr: (pFOJ&\Ct

description template where the project is registered under an approved GHGCprog 7as
appropriate, and adhere to all instructional text within the template. 'Q(\

3.19 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

3.19.2 All information in the project documents shall be presumed to be tabl “ public review,
though commercially sensitive information may be protect @'VCS document
Registration and Issuance Process, where it can be demonﬁ uch information is
commercially sensitive. The validation/verification bod I che@( that any information
designated by the project proponent as commerciall S|t eets the VCS Program definition
of commercially sensitive information. Informatlowﬁ ct documents related to the
determination of the baseline scenario, demo tlo d|t|onaI|ty, and estimation and
monitoring of GHG emission reductions &Qm shaII not be considered to be commercially
sensitive and shall be provided in the% iC ve@bns of the project documents.

O
R
4 | Methonibgv}/ Reqmrements
o° ‘\\
4.1 GENERALR% Iligﬂ NTS
General @6\\ (0((\

o)
411 T t of@t odologies approved under the VCS Program, together with their respective validity
(perio \Q available on the VCS website. All new methodologies applying for approval under the
WV gram shall use the VCS Methodology Template, comply with the requirements set out in

6\' l@s Section 4 and any other applicable requirements set out in the VCS rules, and be approved
\(0 Qﬁxla the methodology approval process. AFOLU methodologies shall meet the rules and
\\ requirements set out in VCS document AFOLU Requirements. Ozone-depleting substances
,QQ (% ) methodologies shall meet the rules and requirements set out in VCS document ODS
\’&Q Requirements.

AN

4.1.2 Methodologies shall be informed by a comparative assessment of the project and its alternatives
in order to identify the baseline scenario. Such an analysis shall include, at a minimum, a
comparative assessment of the implementation barriers and net benefits faced by the project and
its alternatives.

4.1.3 Methodologies may employ a modular approach in which a framework document provides the
structure of the methodology and separate modules and/or tools are used to perform specific
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methodological tasks. Such methodologies shall use the VCS Methodology Template for the
framework document and the VCS Module Template for the modules and tools. The framewc
document shall clearly state how the modules and/or tools are to be used within the cont@sof the
methodology. X,

\
Methodology elements shall be guided by the principles set out in Section 2.4.1.&&y h’all
clearly state the assumptions, parameters and procedures that have signific@n nty, and
describe how such uncertainty shall be addressed. Where applicable, rQE\@bdolo@\elements
shall provide a means to estimate a 90 or 95 percent confidence inteésu Wherg“a methodology
applies a 90 percent confidence interval and the width of the confi ei n al exceeds 20
percent of the estimated value or where a methodology applie &95 pe\(&nt confidence interval
and the width of the confidence interval exceeds 30 percen@e ated value, an
appropriate confidence deduction shall be applied. Me&r| used for estimating uncertainty shall
be based on recognized statistical approaches suc oseﬁbscribed in the IPCC Good
Practice Guidance and Uncertainty Managemenvégsat' 7}1 Greenhouse Gas Inventories.
Confidence deductions shall be applied usin @seqéﬂ@
CDM Meth Panel guidance on addressirQ&{&ert

14. \fb
P B
New methodologies shall not be’dévelo where an existing methodology could reasonably be

revised (i.e., developed as @&odc@y revision) to meet the objective of the proposed
methodology, as set out K S d, ent Methodology Approval Process.

e factors such as those specified in the
in its Thirty Second Meeting Report, Annex

Where methodolog@an&@ the use of specific models to simulate processes that generate
GHG emissions @ th@oject proponent is not permitted to use other models), the following

applies, giveQ@b nc%\ elow:

1) Mo sha publicly available, though not necessarily free of charge, from a reputable
d Tec ed source (e.g., the model developer’s website, IPCC or government agency).

O
)QM ﬁ)arameters shall be determined based upon studies by appropriately qualified experts

\\g\ @ldentify the parameters as important drivers of the model output variable(s).

N
QO

\%. Models shall have been appropriately reviewed and tested (e.g., ground-truthed using

) N\ empirical data or results compared against results of similar models) by a recognized,
L W

&‘0&&%
A

competent organization, or an appropriate peer review group.

4) All plausible sources of model uncertainty, such as structural uncertainty or parameter
uncertainty, shall be assessed using recognized statistical approaches such as those
described in 2006 IPCC Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas Inventories, Volume 1,
Chapter 3.

5) Models shall have comprehensive and appropriate requirements for estimating uncertainty in
keeping with IPCC or other appropriate guidance, and the model shall be calibrated by
parameters such as geographic location and local climate data.
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6) Models shall apply conservative factors to discount for model uncertainty (in accordance witQ\
the requirements set out in Section 4.1.4), and shall use conservative assumptions and -\
parameters that are likely to underestimate, rather than overestimate, the GHG emis@n
reductions or removals. X,

Note — The criteria set out in (2)-(6) above are targeted at more complex modelsﬁ%r simple
models, certain of these criteria may not be appropriate, or necessary to the i rit the
methodology. Such criteria may be disregarded, though the onus is upon @9 e{a}& logy
developer to demonstrate that they are not appropriate or necessary.&\o %)
X S

Where methodologies use default factors and standards to asce G mission data and any
supporting data for establishing baseline scenarios and demr(egg: ditionality, the following
applies: 0\> KO
1) Where the methodology uses third party default fa&?s Sstandards, such default factors
and standards shall meet with the requireme%%r gqéset out in Section 4.5.6, mutatis

N

mutandis. q\

o
It factor, the following applies:

>

a) The data used to establish gjgﬁefau}rgactor shall comply with the requirements for data

set out in Section 4.5.6, ti. BQ}andis.

b) The methodology sbé&%esg&t?in detail the study or other method used to establish the
default factor. O‘\ @)

2) Where the methodology itself establ'Q‘Ssoa

7/
c) The metho@@gy [ per shall identify default factors which may become out of date
(i.e., tho efa ctors that do not represent physical constants or otherwise would not

be e§@c ed @hange significantly over time). Such default factors are subject to
p&{g icr essment, as set out in VCS document Methodology Approval Process.

3) V{ﬁg’e (gdologies allow project proponents to establish a project-specific factor, the
G&eth@o y shall provide a procedure for establishing such factors.

\\g\ ote thodologies may use deemed savings factors which, as set out in the definition of

o

N

S
R

41.9

de€dhed savings factor, are a specific type of default factor.

S
\f'g 41 @K Where proxies are used, it shall be demonstrated that they are strongly correlated with the value

of interest and that they can serve as an equivalent or better method (e.g., in terms of reliability,
consistency or practicality) to determine the value of interest than direct measurement of the
value itself.

Methodologies shall use a standardized method (i.e., performance method or activity method) or
a project method to determine additionality and/or the crediting baseline, and shall state which
type of method is used for each. A project method is a methodological approach that uses a
project-specific approach for the determination of additionality and/or crediting baseline.
Standardized methods are further described in Section 4.1.11 and additional guidance is
available in VCS document Guidance for Standardized Methods. This guidance document
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provides additional information to aid the interpretation of the VCS rules on standardized metho
and should be read before developing or assessing such methods. Although the guidance
document does not form part of the VCS rules, interpretation of the rules shall be consist@with
the guidance document. X,

Qe

Methodologies may use any combination of project, performance or activity metQ s f§r

N

determining additionality and the crediting baseline. However, methodologie all. de only
one method (i.e., a project method or performance method) for determm@he o@ ing baseline
(i.e., methodologies shall not provide the option of using either a pI'Oj r a performance

method for the crediting baseline). ’Q
{o
Standardized Methods \)(Q OQ
N

4.1.11 Standardized methods are methodological approacheéhat fdardize the determination of
additionality and/or the crediting baseline for a gi project activity, with the objective of
streamlining the development and assessme a%r individual projects. Additionality and/or
the crediting baseline are determined fo&séa roject activity, and qualifying conditions
and criteria are set out in the method In al projects need only meet the conditions and
apply the pre-defined criteria set oufi ardlzed method, obviating the need for each
project to determine additionalit d/or qfcredltlng baseline via project-specific approaches and

‘(\

Q

4.1.12

analyses. \0\6 Q

The VCS defines two tyé of @ndardlzed methods:

1) Performance m@wds{&ese methods establish performance benchmark metrics for
determ| ﬁ%’dl@gﬂty and/or the crediting baseline. Projects that meet or exceed a pre-

deter the metric may be deemed as additional and a pre-determined level of
theeéir erve as the crediting baseline.

2

2) tivit ods: These methods pre-determine additionality for given classes of project
activities using a positive list. Projects that implement activities on the positive list are

2 @matlcally deemed as additional and do not otherwise need to demonstrate additionality.

Cz)ne of three options (namely, activity penetration, financial viability or revenue streams) is

(b used to qualify the project activity for the positive list, as set out in Section 4.6.9.

Note — There is some overlap between performance and activity methods with respect to
concepts, objectives and outcomes, and methodologies may use any combination of methods
(performance, activity, and project) for determining additionality and the crediting baseline as set
out in Section 4.1.10. However, both performance and activity methods are sufficiently distinct,
and this document sets out the rules and requirements for each method separately.

Methodologies shall include sufficient information and evidence to allow the reader to reach the
same assessment conclusion on the appropriateness and rigor of the standardized method
reached by the two validation/verification bodies in the methodology approval process, noting that
the confidentiality of proprietary data may be protected as set out in Section 4.5.6(5). To aid the
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readability and clarity of methodologies, such information and evidence may be included in
appendices to methodology documents rather than in the body of the documents themselve ’\O
Following their initial approval, methodologies are subject to periodic re-assessment, as @\out in
VCS document Methodology Approval Process. X,

Qe

6\.

-

&

4.1.13 All new performance methods shall be prepared using the VCS Methodolégy Te@te. A

~(outp,

performance method is an integral part of a methodology and therefof& cane&oe developed
and approved as a separate module that is then applied by projec;t%\&jn conjliction with other

methodologies. (QQ Q{b
The methodology may use a performance method for d mir@\a@ditionality only, for
determining additionality and the crediting baseline, or@r det@ﬁu ing the crediting baseline only.

The level of the performance benchmark metric for(&éte @S‘fg additionality and for the crediting
baseline may be the same, or each may be di&zﬁt. 5@ they are different, the level for
determining additionality shall be more 85@1 tho@}%e level of the crediting baseline.
Where the methodology uses a perc% nce@e%od for determining both additionality and the
crediting baseline, the methodolo,qx all b@fall methodologies that use a project method for
determining the crediting bas&l@ th@gapplicable to similar project activities and are approved
under the VCS Program r’Q\ﬁS\app d GHG program. The purpose of this requirement is to
facilitate the transition ta($ ndQ) ized methods, as further set out in Section 3.1.6.
The performanceg&&\h ’?k\metric shall be specified in terms of tonnes of COze per unit of
output (i.e., GG emi ns per unit of product or service), tonnes of CO2e per unit of input (e.g.,
GHG emissionis p@\%ﬁit of input per unit of land area) or as a sequestration metric (e.g., carbon
stock @ﬁ}nit flahd area), as appropriate to the project activity applicable under the
met lo is may represent tonnes of COze reduced or tonnes of CO2ze sequestered. An
in&]t ﬁb shall only be used where an output metric is not practicable (e.g., the corresponding
etric is subject to influences outside the control of the project proponent) and leakage

X sh@be addressed. The unit shall be unambiguously defined to allow a consistent comparison of

oject performance with the performance benchmark. The GHG Protocol for Project Accounting,
Chapter 7 (WRI-WBCSD) provides some examples of products and services that may serve as
candidates for performance benchmark metrics. Note that proxies for the performance
benchmark metric may be used for determining additionality, as set out in Section 4.6.7.

It is recognized that an overly stringent level for the performance benchmark metric used for
additionality may exclude additional projects (false negatives) while an overly lenient level may
allow in non-additional projects (false positives). Similarly, an overly stringent level of the
performance benchmark metric used for the crediting baseline may result in too little incentive for
project proponents while an overly lenient level may allow the crediting of non-additional GHG
emission reductions and removals. In order to address these considerations, the following shall
apply with respect to setting the level(s) of the performance benchmark metric:
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The methodology shall provide a description and analysis of the current distribution of
performance within the sector as such performance relates to the applicability of the ’\O
methodology or each performance benchmark (see Section 4.3.5 for further informati
applicability of methodologies and performance benchmarks). The methodology sQé% also
provide an overview of the technologies and/or measures available for improvij
performance within the sector, though an exhaustive list is not required regg izing that
performance methods may be somewhat agnostic with respect to the teéhnolo and/or

measures implemented by projects. \(\Q %é)\

The methodology shall discuss and evaluate the tradeoff betweQr) f:;iq atives and false
positives and shall describe objectively and transparently th ide used (including
reference to primary and secondary data sources), exp d assumptions made,
and analysis (including numerical analysis) and proce@g en in determining the
selected level(s) of the performance benchmark (o} (n@ that expert consultation is a

key part of this process, as set out below). Th@lec@q:ével(s) shall not systematically
overestimate GHG emission reductions or&

The process of determining the Ieve&z the ormance benchmark metric shall include
and be informed by an expert cor@ tlom@cess undertaken by the methodology

developer as follows: AC)

a) The objective of the ex@rt C@Ratlon shall be to engage and solicit input from technical
experts on the appf@'late of the proposed level(s) of the performance benchmark
metric to ensun@enw@mental integrity and provision of sufficient financial incentive to
potential pr S.. ical experts are persons who have specific knowledge or
expertis T va@% the methodology and performance benchmark metric.

b) Themgfnod@sgy developer shall ensure that a representative group of experts

&é&nip in the consultation, including, but not limited to, representation from industry,

,&\ i ental non-governmental organizations, and government or other regulatory
\) b@ Where a diverse range of views can be expected with regard to the appropriate
el of the performance benchmark metric, experts representing the range of views shall

Qpartlmpate in the consultation. Participation by experts shall be pro-actively sought and
facilitated. Consultation that does not involve a representative group of experts shall be
deemed insufficient.

c) Experts shall be provided, under appropriate confidentiality agreements (as necessary),
with sufficient background and technical information about the methodology and its
context to allow meaningful participation in the consultation. The consultation process
shall use meetings, conference calls and other appropriate methods to allow all experts
to provide comments and exchange views in an open, fair and transparent manner.

d) A report on the expert consultation process and outcome shall be prepared and
submitted to the VCSA when the methodology is submitted under the methodology
approval process. This may be included as an annex to the methodology, to be removed
from any final approved version of the methodology. The report shall provide a summary
of expert views, and shall demonstrate how the above requirements have been met and
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how expert views were taken due account of (i.e., how expert views have affected the
final level(s) of the performance benchmark metric in the draft methodology). (O\O
N

Note that expert consultation only needs to be undertaken by the methodology dg\v?k%er with
respect to the level of the performance benchmark metric, since the methodol s also
subject to public stakeholder consultation as part of the VCS methodology\@p oval process.

. . . O\
4.1.18 Where there is heterogeneity of performance (measured in terms of the\é@orma\@ enchmark
metric) that may be practicably achieved by individual projects, multip@ nc rks or correction
factors may be required. Multiple benchmarks or correction factori’\ghall bg-€stablished under the
following circumstances: Q {0

1) The project activity includes technologies and/or meaaé wl{'ﬁbonaay be implemented at
both greenfield and brownfield sites and the perfo@vce sured in terms of the
performance benchmark metric) that may be practi a{l ieved at each is substantially
different.

<4 \6

2) The methodology encompasses both | n@aller scale project activities and the
performance (measured in terms one pe ance benchmark metric) that may be
practicably achieved in each caeé.@subq}\tially different.

/

3) Any other circumstances rel5f(§1 to t®%aseline scenario or project activity, such as plant
age, raw material qualit@s CI%Q: circumstances, that lead to heterogeneity of
performance (measu n eﬁs of the performance benchmark metric) that may be
practicably achie@&y,i@dual projects.

O N

N\
> @

&
N\¢ 9
The activ@meth(&\shall be prepared using the VCS Module Template, or, where a new
meth gy% ing developed, may be written directly into the methodology (i.e., a positive list
m ybe pl@ d and approved as a standalone additionality test that may be used in conjunction
@Sﬁ)a X{Qable methodologies, or may be prepared as a direct part of a new methodology, in

\\g\whgqése it may not be used in conjunction with other methodologies). To aid the readability of
J+ is document, it is assumed that the activity method is being written directly into the
N ethodology, so readers should take references to methodology to mean methodology or

\\A module, as appropriate.

& \s& 4.1.20 The activity method shall set out, using the specification of the project activity under the

applicability conditions, a positive list of project activities that are deemed as additional under the
activity method (see Section 4.3 for further information on providing specification of project
activities). All such project activities are deemed as additional under the activity method.
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4.2 METHODOLOGY REVISIONS Q

‘\O
&

AQ’

4.21 Methodology revisions are appropriate where a project activity is broadly similar tc@% project
activities eligible under an existing methodology and such project activity can @ cludeq through
reasonable changes to that methodology. Methodology revisions are also appropri here an
existing methodology can be materially improved. Materially improvin %&tho gy involves
comparing the existing and proposed methodologies so as to show that\the c@nges will deliver
material improvements that will result in greater accuracy of mea@séemen@ GHG emissions
reductions or removals, improved conservatism and/or reduc gt%n costs.

General

4.2.2 Methodology revisions shall be prepared using the VC. &&hod@gy Template and shall be
managed via the methodology approval process. T repared and submitted to the
methodology approval process by the developer % al methodology or any other entity.

4.2.3 The VCS Program distinguishes betweeaﬂ&@%ns@%cs methodologies and revisions to
approved GHG program methodologi e ements for the development and assessment
of each are set outin VCS docume@%tho@ogy Approval Process.

Standardized Methods o O
@
4.2.4 Standardized methods a@)rove@ﬁnder the VCS Program shall be periodically reviewed and may
require revision, asé&\o ‘Q@CS document Methodology Approval Process.
& @
Activity Methods QQ \Q

N
425 Where an ctivi ethod uses the activity penetration option and the level of activity penetration

s@s (i@ initial approval) to exceed the five-percent threshold level, the activity method
m G\ revised to use the financial viability or revenue streams options.

4& AP@ ABILITY CONDITIONS
N
. N
9 ral
S
& Q‘hl 3.1 The methodology shall use applicability conditions to specify the project activities to which it
applies and shall establish criteria that describe the conditions under which the methodology can
(and cannot, if appropriate) be applied. Any applicability conditions set out in tools or modules

used by the methodology shall also apply.
Standardized Methods

4.3.2 Precise specification of the project activity is required to provide a carefully targeted standardized
method with an appropriate level of aggregation with respect to the project activity. The
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applicability conditions shall be specified accordingly and shall cause to be excluded from the
methodology, to the extent practicable, those classes of project activities that it can be reasonably
assumed will be implemented without the intervention created by the carbon market. Forgﬁ
example, the methodology may exclude facilities larger than a specific size or capaci%
constructed before a given date or that have regular access to lower cost fuels th ‘ﬂ\wost
facilities. The methodology shall demonstrate how the applicability conditions @‘Teve ‘iu,ch
objective with respect to free-riders. @) .§6

@ @
e

4.3.3

434

4.3.5

/

\0
The applicability conditions shall limit the applicability of the m %olo@o project activities
whose performance can be described in terms of the perfor, ce hmark metric set out in

the methodology. 600 %QK

Where the methodology uses a performance methQ&\for c{e\gﬁmining additionality, the
applicability conditions shall ensure that the pr im Qnents technologies and/or measures
that cause substantial performance improviﬁa r (&e to the crediting baseline and what is
achievable within the sector, and the me odolo§shall explicitly specify such technologies
and/or measures (or examples thereofy: Note/ﬁ{t}ét the implementation date of such technologies
and/or measures is the project st‘sk at the VCS rules with respect to project start date
apply (i.e., implementation :vﬁ\kf@ed t@%ve occurred within timeframes permitted under the VCS
rules on project start dateg{ tivitie&hat have not implemented any such technologies and/or
measures, or that have @ple @?ed them on a date that is earlier than that permitted under the
VCS rules on proje@lrt ¢ ; shall be excluded from the methodology.
O @ _ )

The applicabilityycon ns shall establish the scope of validity of the methodology, and where
multiple behchm are established, each performance benchmark, including the geographic
scope, lfést k\@ming the scope of validity of the methodology or each performance benchmark,
the@tho@y

eogr scope in factors such as socio-economic conditions, climatic conditions, energy

shall clearly demonstrate that there is similarity across the sub-areas of the

\‘S\priceé}nw material availability and electricity grid emission factors, as such factors relate to the

o

W

S
S

4.3.6

line scenario and additionality, noting that variation is permitted where correction factors

\(eddress such variation as set out in Section 4.1.18.

It may be necessary to stratify and establish multiple performance benchmarks, or to limit the
applicability of the methodology, to comply with this requirement.

The applicability of the methodology or a performance benchmark shall be limited to the
geographic area for which data are available, or it shall be demonstrated that data from one
geographic area are representative of another or that it is conservative to apply data from one
geographic area to another. Representativeness shall be determined in terms of the similarity of
the geographic areas considering such factors as those set out in Section 4.3.5 above. Likewise,
it shall be determined that it is conservative to apply data from one geographic area by
considering the same factors. In determining whether two areas are sufficiently similar, or that it is
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conservative, to allow data to apply from one area to another, only factors related to the baselan\
scenario and additionality need to be considered.

{o
- AQ
Activity Methods
Q
4.3.7 The applicability conditions specify the project activity and they shall therefore the

4.3.8

4.3.9

4.3.10

specification of the positive list (i.e., all project activities that satisfy the appli |ty <‘\6§1ltlons are
deemed as additional). @

its context of application. A technology or measure encompass equipment, process,
management and conservation measure or other practice th |re indirectly generates
GHG emission reductions and/or removals. The context (apphﬁ:on refers to the conditions or
circumstances under which such technology or meas@ ma plemented.

The methodology shall clearly specify the project activity in terms o@teﬁihﬁ@ogy or measure and

The applicability conditions shall establish the e o d|ty of the methodology, including the
geographic scope. In establishing the scop @&h f the methodology, the methodology shall
clearly demonstrate that there is S|m|IarlQ ro Qfe sub-areas of the geographic scope in
factors such as socio-economic co |c conditions, energy prices, raw material
availability and electricity grid em.j$ n f @rs as such factors relate to the baseline scenario
and additionality, It may be ne@sar@ mit the applicability of the methodology to comply with

this requirement. $\\' ()(b

Where the activity m@\od §ét out as a separate module (i.e., is not an integrated part of a
methodology), th ivi Qrethod may be applied to any methodology eligible under the VCS
Program that its \Q% project activity specified in the module (see Section 3.14.1 for further

details). \ ((\

4.4 PR(@CT&@\JNDARY
v@& S

Q 1
\\*Q}

442

443

@fe methodology shall establish criteria and procedures for describing the project boundary and
identifying and assessing GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs relevant to the project and baseline
scenarios. Justification for GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs included or excluded shall be
provided.

In identifying GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs relevant to the project, the methodology shall set
out criteria and procedures for identifying and assessing GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs that
are controlled by the project proponent, related to the project or affected by the project (i.e.,
leakage).

In identifying GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs relevant to the baseline scenario, the
methodology shall:
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1) Set out criteria and procedures used for identifying the GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs (\\
relevant for the project. (O\O
2) Where necessary, explain and apply additional criteria for identifying relevant basem@éHG
sources, sinks and reservoirs. <’\\,
3) Compare the GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs identified for the project wi(ﬁ, ose identified
in the baseline scenario, to ensure equivalency and consistency. O .§%
@ @
Standardized Methods & 66

4.4.4 (No specific requirements)
<° Oq
N\
60 Q
General {0((\ 6\

451 Methodologies using a project method shall €3 Ilﬁbhtena and procedures for identifying
alternative baseline scenarios and deteernc\;\'%Qnost plausible scenario, taking into account
the following:

1) The identified GHG source gl ﬁﬁeservows

4.5 BASELINE SCENARIO

2) Existing and alternati Jec (bges activities and technologies providing equivalent type
and level of activity @ rod@s or services to the project.

3) Data avallabllit@gla{i&and limitations.

4) Other reIe@:?m tion concerning present or future conditions, such as legislative,
techni wlc, socio-cultural, environmental, geographic, site-specific and temporal
tio

ass@ projections.

M@%d S using a standardized method for determining the crediting baseline shall describe
@akm@x account the factors set out Section 4.5.1 above), as far as is possible, the
ies or measures that represent the most plausible baseline scenario or the aggregated
@selme scenario (see Section 4.5.4 for further information on aggregate baseline scenarios),
\f'g @K though it is recognized that it may not be possible to specify precisely all technologies or
\(\\"o \ measures given that the baseline may represent a variety of different technologies and measures.

\Q Standardized Methods

4.5.3 Standardized methods shall be developed with the objective of predicting, as accurately as is
practicable, the most plausible baseline scenario or aggregated baseline scenario.
Notwithstanding this principle, it is recognized that standardized methods cannot perfectly capture
the precise baseline behavior for all proposed projects eligible under a standardized method.
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Performance Methods

454

4.5.5

4.5.6

DY

X
. @QO %
A
,QQ X
R
Q

XS
2
The methodology shall identify alternative baseline scenarios and determine either the m
plausible baseline scenario or an aggregate baseline scenario for the project activity.,é"g§regate
baseline scenarios shall be determined by combining likely scenarios on a probab@b (i.e.,

likelihood) basis. &
NG
nol
S

\ .
The performance benchmark shall be established based upon available teeh @{&\and/or
current practices, and trends, within the sector. Where the analysis offfeﬁ @Ws a clear trend
of improvement in the baseline scenario over time, the performan%benc ark shall take
account of the trend. This means that where the performance béfichm (éqo:s not use a dataset
that is updated at least annually, an autonomous improven@ct@%all be used that provides
a performance benchmark that tightens annually. Not i@éndi, ﬂhis requirement,
methodologies may allow projects to use the level of the'pe ance benchmark metric available

at project validation for the duration of their proje ditifgperiods (see also Section 4.5.7
below). Where the analysis of trends shows a@nd o) easing GHG emissions or decreasing
GHG removals in the baseline scenario % eoﬁ performance benchmark shall not consider
such trend. >
X\
S 3

Appropriate data sources for devsk)pmg ormance methods include economic and engineering
analyses and models, peer-r \@Ned&ntific literature, case studies, empirical data, and
common practice data. T ta ataset derived from such data sources shall meet the
requirements below. ThéXD @flidelines for quality assurance and quality control of data used
in the establishment-ef st dardized baselines also provides useful related guidance.

from primary sources shall comply with relevant and appropriate
vailable, for data collection and analysis, and be audited at an appropriate
n appropriately qualified, independent organization.

1) Data colle dir
stand d'§ wh
fre(%@?cy

Q \

Z)Oéta c@ed from secondary sources shall be available from a recognized, credible source

O an st be reviewed for publication by an appropriately qualified, independent organization
w\@)propriate peer review group, or be published by a government agency.

@) Data shall be from a time period that accurately reflects available technologies and/or current

&K practice, and trends, within the sector. Selection of the appropriate temporal range shall be

determined based on the guidance provided in the GHG Protocol for Project Accounting,
Chapter 7 (WRI-WBCSD).

4) Where sampling is applied in data collection, the requirements set out in Section 4.1.4 shall
be adhered to. The methodology developer shall demonstrate that sampling results provide
an unbiased and reliable estimate of the true mean value (i.e., the sampling does not
systematically underestimate or overestimate the true mean value).

5) Data shall be publicly available or made publicly available. Proprietary data (e.g., data
pertaining to individual facilities) may be aggregated, and therefore not made publicly
available, where there are demonstrable confidentiality considerations. However, sufficient
data shall be publicly available to provide transparency and credibility to the dataset.

37



VCS Standard: VCS Version 3

4.5.7

4 | Methodology Requirements.
o
@
6) All data shall be made available, under appropriate confidentiality agreements as necessary(\

to the VCSA and each of the validation/verification bodies assessing the proposed AN
performance benchmark methodology, to allow them to reproduce the determination @?e
performance benchmark. Data shall be presented in a manner that enables then\{?

independently assess the presented data. @Q

7) Data shall be appropriate to the methodology’s geographic scope and tha&]ec%chwtles
applicable under it. Q \'{0‘

A

8) All reasonable efforts shall be undertaken to collect sufficient daté&nd th@%e of expert
judgment as a substitute for data shall only be permitted wher, St can ‘ emonstrated that
there is a paucity of data. Expert judgment may be applied-irCinter, |@Ing data. Where expert
judgment is used, good practice methods for eliciting e ju&@@nt shall be used (e.g.,
IPCC 2006 Guidelines for National GHG Inventorng@ Q

9) Where data must be maintained in a central repQsito an on-going basis (e.g., in a
database that holds sector data for use by ct onents in establishing specific
g@ all be clear and robust custody

performance benchmarks for their proje

arrangements for the data and deﬂn@ les responsibilities with respect to the central

repository. O(g \(b

Where such data requirements set o ve cannot be met, a performance method shall not be
applied except as set out ir;{g&tion(g&&

\ O
The dataset may be % and contained within the methodology, or may be maintained in
a separate reposwc\@ at{s\ ferenced by the methodology. Datasets documented and
contained withj %@bgles are static datasets, where all projects use the level of the
performan k metric specified in the methodology (noting that autonomous
mproveg}@n fa may be used, as set out in Section 4.5.5 above). The following applies with
resp od ts maintained in a separate repository:

é)OThK@taset may be static or dynamic (i.e., may or may not be periodically updated).

\\92) methodology shall establish criteria and procedures for use of the dataset and for

> establishing specific performance benchmarks for individual projects.

3) The methodology may specify that projects use the level of the performance benchmark
metric available at project validation for the duration of their project crediting periods, or may
specify that projects use an updated level of the performance benchmark metric at each
verification event, The frequency that data is updated within the dataset shall be determined
by the methodology developer.

4) It shall be demonstrated that procedures are in place to maintain the dataset in accordance
with the applicable requirements set out for data and datasets in Section 4.5.6 above.
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N
Activity Methods OQ

N\
4.5.8 There are no specific requirements for activity methods, noting that methodologies using <
activity method may use a project or performance method for determining the credlthg:bxselme

as set out in Section 4.1.10. (\
&\
4.6 ADDITIONALITY 0 \%\
\"0

General &\Q
X
4.6.1 The methodology shall establish a procedure for the demonstr; &an(&sessment of
additionality based upon the requirements set out below. N@at requirements are for
methodology development, and projects shall demons r&é aéess additionality in
accordance with the requirements set out in the a%&ﬂet@ology

4.6.2 Methodologies shall use a project method, p @ an ethod and/or activity method to
determine additionality. The high level spe d procedural steps for each approach are
set out in Sections 4.6.3 t0 4.6.9 belo w m dologies developed under the VCS shall meet
this requirement by doing one of th&wm@

1) Referencing and requiring %ﬁ Q@Q appropriate additionality tool that has been approved
under the VCS or an a program;

2) Developing a full anéeta@s(procedure for demonstrating and assessing additionality
directly within tlé%etho\ﬁbgy, or

3) Developin ﬁcﬁxll aQQdetalled procedure for demonstrating and assessing additionality in a
sepa te-t00l, w shall be approved via the methodology approval process, and
referé\ng requiring the use of such new tool in the methodology.

N@&Re %e in a methodology to the VCS requirements on additionality is insufficient. The
@CS ements are high level requirements and do not represent a full and detailed procedure
foré?e emonstration of additionality. The only exception to this is with respect to regulatory
p us (i.e., methodologies may directly reference the VCS requirements on regulatory surplus
\6 \%nd do not need to further develop a procedure for demonstrating and assessing regulatory

\(\ \\A surplus).
& \Q Project Method
\Q

4.6.3 Step 1: Regulatory Surplus

The project shall not be mandated by any law, statute or other regulatory framework, or for
UNFCCC non-Annex | countries, any systematically enforced law, statute or other regulatory
framework. For UNFCCC non-Annex | countries, laws, statutes, regulatory frameworks or policies
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implemented? since 11 November 2001 that give comparative advantage to less emissions-
intensive technologies or activities relative to more emissions-intensive technologies or activi

need not be taken into account. For all countries, laws, statutes, regulatory frameworks o@o icies
implemented since 11 December 1997 that give comparative advantage to more em|s\| S-
intensive technologies or activities relative to less emissions-intensive technologle@ﬁactlvmes

shall not be taken into account. \
N \@\
4.6.4 Step 2: Implementation Barriers @ \{0‘
N\
The project shall face one or more distinct barrier(s) compared wit arrle@(aced by alternatives
to the project:
1) Investment barrier: Project faces capital or investmen n %alnts that can be
overcome by the additional revenues associated v6 e sa@of GHG credits.
2) Technological barriers: Project faces technolo@el @cc?arrlers to its implementation.
3) Institutional barriers: Project faces fmanC| tw n identified in investment barrier above),
organizational, cultural or social barr at CU revenue stream can help overcome.
<‘o 3°
4.6.5 Step 3: Common Practice O
Q) Q
The project shall not be conlno@ prac{@, determined as follows:
1) Project type shall not‘Q\b 8963(9 practice in sector/region, compared with projects that have
received no carb% an@
2) Whereitis cq@mon@v}ctlce the project proponent shall identify barriers faced compared
with exis &@ﬁ)ro‘j_o
3) Dem rat@at the project is not common practice shall be based on guidance provided
G rotocol for Project Accounting, Chapter 7 (WRI-WBCSD).
Perfor@anc&ﬂ@ethod
4@ %_91 Regulatory Surplus

Q
\

4.6.7

\Qg The project activity shall meet with the requirements on regulatory surplus set out under the

project method in Section 4.6.3.

Step 2: Performance Benchmark

The GHG emissions generated (or carbon sequestered) per unit of output, unit of input or
sequestration metric by the project shall be below (or above, for sequestration) the prescribed

3 Implemented in the context of this paragraph means enacted or introduced, consistent with use of the term under
the CDM rules on so-called Type E+ and Type E- policies.
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performance benchmark metric or proxy for such metric (see Section 4.1.16 for specification of
the metric). Proxy metrics or conditions may be specified where it can be demonstrated that
are strongly correlated with the performance benchmark metric and that they can serve
equivalent or better method (e.g., in terms of reliability, consistency or practicality) to Q:érmlne
whether performance is achieved to a level at least equivalent to that of the perforéhce
benchmark metric. \
P N

GHG emissions generated (or carbon sequestered) may be above (or Q%@u fon{auestratlon
the prescribed performance benchmark metric or proxy for such met
period, though the project shall not be granted credit for such ver@non ods

venﬂcahon

Activity Method @ @Q

4.6.8 Step 1: Regulatory Surplus: 60 Q
The project activity shall meet with the require &Qs OK&;ulatory surplus set out under the
project method in Section 4.6.3.

4.6.9

Step 2: Positive List: C)(O \(b

The methodology shall apply og or m&s@of the following three options:

1) Option A: Activity Pe@on 0@'

The methodolog rgl d strate that the project activity has achieved a low level of
penetration re1@e tog aximum adoption potential, as follows:

a) The &@}ﬁodo@y shall demonstrate that the project activity has achieved a low level of
$¢trati ative to its maximum adoption potential, determined using the following
ua

thfb
AQQ%AY / MAP,

@ \$here:

\® S
(\ \(b' APy = Activity penetration of the project activity in year y (percentage)
\f'o QQK OAy = Observed adoption of the project activity in year y (e.g., total number of
\"o \\ instances installed at a given date in year y, or amount of energy supplied
'QQ in yeary)
&
‘Q MAPy = Maximum adoption potential of the project activity in year y (e.g., total

number of instances that potentially could have been installed at a given
date in year y, or the amount of energy that potentially could have been
supplied in year y)

The maximum adoption potential is the total adoption of a project activity that could
currently be achieved given current resource availability, technological capability, level of
service, implementation potential, total demand, market access and other relevant factors
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within the methodology’s applicable geographically defined market. Maximum adoption
potential does not consider market price, cost of adoption, consumer education, cultc
or behavioral barriers, and laws, statutes, regulatory frameworks or policies. é

Maximum adoption potential is constrained by numerous factors each imposipg their own
limitations on the total adoption of a project activity. The following list prQ(QES further
specification with respect to factors that do, and do not, need to be c&}: erqé{n
determining maximum adoption potential: \

i) Resource availability is the limitation imposed by the supﬁ%& ra@ﬁfaterlals or

energy resources to the activity. (’\\. @

i) Technological capability is the limitation mposed,@ e @wcal efficiency of the
project activity. 0 QO

iii) Level of service is the limitation imposed @% nical reliability or quality of the

service provided by the project act|V| ati v?b its alternatives.

iv) Implementation potential is the I osed by the availability of appropriate
locations for implementing tQ&olec{g‘Mty

v) Total demand is the Im’@n im \3ed by demand for the product or service provided
by, or associated with,\thie p t activity and all relevant alternative sources of the

product or serwce\6 ‘Q

vi) Market acce§g t|on imposed by current infrastructure and the degree to
which theég ut rOJect activity can be practically supplied to the market.

vii) Mar }he limitation imposed by the current price achievable for outputs from
thé’p qeé{%ctmty. Cost of adoption is the limitation imposed by the cost of switching
xtoth ect activity from an alternative activity. Consumer education is the public

&@ kn@edge or awareness of the activity and its benefits. Behavioral or cultural barriers

\\}

limitations resulting from social or cultural inertia with respect to the adoption of
Q the project activity.

0-bata used in determining the level of activity penetration shall meet the requirements for

(¢
-~

data set out for performance benchmarks in Section 4.5.6, mutatis mutandis.
The level of penetration of the project activity shall be no higher than five percent.

Where the project activity has been commercially available in any area of the applicable
geographic scope for less than three years (i.e., it uses a new technology or measure), it
shall be demonstrated that the project activity faces barriers to its uptake. Such barriers
shall be demonstrated in accordance with Step 3 (barrier analysis) of the latest version of
the CDM Tool for the demonstration and assessment of additionality.

Option B: Financial Viability

The methodology shall demonstrate that the project activity is less financially or economically
attractive than the alternatives to the project activity using the procedures for investment
analysis set out in the CDM Tool for the demonstration and assessment of additionality. This
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the class of project activities to which the methodology is applicable, and the following als

applies: é
a) Sub-step 1a. Other realistic and credible alternative scenarios shall be take mean the

b)

full range of alternatives to the class of project activity that are found andKQe operational
in the applicable geographic scope. 0\&& %\ ¢
Sub-step 1b. Where the methodology is applicable to more tha co \ the
mandatory applicable legal and regulatory requirements of alf%ountrié all be

examined. (’\\. (Q'
Sub-step 2b and Sub-step 2¢. The following applies:@g ®®
O
i) The full range of circumstances which can i nc project activity shall be

considered, and either average circumstafces o&)&?o’e circumstances that lead to the
most cost effective outcome shall be .g., if the observed wind resource in
the geographic scope of the meth@ og @s to plant load factors for wind turbines
of between 25 and 30 perce @ erégy@of these figures can be used, or 30
percent may be assumed X%

i) Likewise, the full ranﬁgﬂcos@%/or revenue estimates for the project activity shall
be considered, and-eit er\¢@age estimates or the estimates that lead to the most
b

cost effective q@mec) gb% e assumed.

i) The full range fci@fmstances related to the baseline alternatives shall be
consid@ an&‘&’ner average circumstances or the circumstances that lead to the
mo t effective outcome shall be assumed. Only observed or realistic
Q@Ams \Q%ES shall be included (e.g., in a country where cement plants are all

\I.ocat@c ose to harbors or large rivers with a view to easy access to transport, it

&Q (;&(Q not be realistic to assume cement plants would be located in remote areas

S

out easy access to transport).

\

\(\@ Q\ Likewise, the full range of cost and/or revenue estimates for the baseline alternatives
b\

@)
\
06\ >
&\
. \('o A@
S
S e

A e)

shall be considered, and either average estimates or estimates pertaining to the most
likely baseline alternative shall be assumed. Where estimates pertaining to the most
likely baseline alternative are used, it shall be substantiated that such baseline
alternative is the most likely among the alternatives.

Sub-step 2b, Option Ill. Company internal benchmarks may not be used.

Sub-step 2d. Where average circumstances or estimates have been used in Sub-step 2b
and/or Sub-step 2c (i.e., calculations have been based upon a range of circumstances or
estimates, see above), a sensitivity analysis shall be undertaken. The objective of the
sensitivity analysis is to test whether the conclusion regarding the financial/economic
attractiveness of the class of project activity is robust to reasonable variations in the
critical assumptions, and where it does not demonstrate conclusively that the (entire
class of) project activity is additional, the project activity shall not qualify for the positive
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list under this Option B. Where the most cost effective, and therefore most conservative(\
circumstances or estimates have been used, a sensitivity analysis is not required. (.O\O

Step 2 (General). Where there are multiple circumstances and estimates that rrm@) e
aggregated in order to calculate output figures, the method of aggregation s&u account
for the correlations between each circumstance and estimate. &Q

Step 4 (Common practice analysis). It shall be demonstrated that th@})j %}ti’vity is
not common practice using the full procedures for common prag&)ana@ set out in
the CDM Tool for the demonstration and assessment of addi lity 6

Option C: Revenue Streams QQ

sources of revenue other than revenue from the sal

edlts as follows:

The methodology shall demonstrate that the project ac }g@ @t have any significant

a)

b)

The project activity’s gross annual revenue inc ud\??ost savings) excluding from the
sale of GHG credits shall not exceed fiveﬁe@o apital expenditure (see VCS
document Program Definitions for d apltal expenditure). All capital
expenditures incurred during th@?kject iting period shall be accounted for and
where the project activity mvcﬁ:ys ca expenditure subsequent to year zero, an

appropriate discount rata@ be QQ‘p ied.
It shall be demonstrat@that@project activity is not common practice using the full

procedures for cq@n p@&ce analysis set out in the CDM Tool for the demonstration
and assessmen@ adc@onahty

)
N
4.7 QUANTIFICAT{@ OSE\S\HG EMISSION REDUCTIONS AND REMOVALS
4@ W
&
@(\ 4

4.71

tho@é@y shall establish criteria and procedures for quantifying GHG emissions and/or

ovg nd/or carbon stocks, for the selected GHG sources, sinks and/or reservoirs,

ly for the project (including leakage) and baseline scenarios.

@92 \%’e methodology shall establish criteria and procedures for quantifying net GHG emission

2\

QQ reductions and removals generated by the project, which shall be quantified as the difference

between the GHG emissions and/or removals, and/or as the difference between carbon stocks,
from GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs relevant for the project and those relevant for the
baseline scenario. Where appropriate, net GHG emission reductions and removals, and net
change in carbon stocks, shall be quantified separately for the project and the baseline scenarios
for each relevant GHG and its corresponding GHG sources, sinks and/or reservoirs.

44



VCS Standard: VCS Version 3

4 | Methodology Requirements
Lo
@
Performance Methods Q
.\o
4.7.3 In any given verification period, the methodology may result in the project's GHG emissio@
reductions or removals being quantified as negative. This is permitted and the project\s:fﬁll be

granted no credit in such periods. &&Q
Activity Methods o .@\’
‘QQ X0
4.7.4 (No specific requirements) & 66

4.8 MONITORING
& S
> O

General 60 p
S
4.8.1 The methodology shall describe the data and pa@eg\t&%)e reported, including sources of
data and units of measurement. q\ \
Q2 &2
4.8.2 When highly uncertain data and informaQn ar ied upon, conservative values shall be
selected that ensure that the quantifi nd not lead to an overestimation of net GHG

. . . ,
emission reductions or removalsA OQ

R,
4.8.3 Metric tonnes shall be us d‘@ heq&of measure and the quantity of each type of GHG shall be
converted to tonnes of cc&;‘ls ent with the requirements set out in Section 3.15.3 above.
O QO
484 The methodologyé@ll eé ish criteria and procedures for monitoring, which shall cover the
following: é \A
N\ 5
1) Purp of %@oring.

2) &gfori@rocedures, including estimation, modeling, measurement or calculation

r es
\"Q%‘) (éedures for managing data quality.
XN

O \%. Monitoring frequency and measurement procedures.

& L

O &
. dardized Methods
& %W) n

L&

\’& 4.8.5 (No specific requirements)

5 | Validation and Verification
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@
. ‘ (\
equirements O
&
AQ’
Q
INTRODUCTION &Q
& \ *

Validation is the independent assessment of the project by a validation/veri 'ga‘tlo y that
determines whether the project complies with the VCS rules. Ver|f|cat odic ex-post

independent assessment by a validation/verification body of the GIKG issior’reductions and
removals that have occurred as a result of the project during the@mto period, conducted in
accordance with the VCS rules. (Q q

©

Validation and verification is a risk-based process and ®$f’be &led out in conformance with
ISO 14064-3:2006 and ISO 14065:2007. Additional req w@g‘ﬁs with respect to validation and
verification are set out in this Section 5 and sha{@ to.

The validation/verification body shall SB|§N§9T\ §(¢data and information to be validated or
verified to provide a reasonable level of.a sura\h:ae and to meet the materiality requirements of

the specific project. AO

5.2 GENERAL REQUIREME&{@

5.21

5.2.2

5.2.3

0
\A
/& Q \24

5.2.5

The project shall be @tedg? GHG emission reductions or removals verified by a validation/
verification body tb\ the eligibility requirements set out in the VCS Program Guide.

Validation ar&@érlfl %n of the project may be undertaken by the same validation/verification
body, noting.the rQ%s on rotation of validation/verification bodies set out in Section 5.3.12 below.
Valldz{@a m%@cur before the first verification or at the same time as the first verification.

t@pr ﬂshall be listed on the project pipeline before the opening meeting between the
valldﬁvenﬂcatlon body and the project proponent (such opening meeting representing the
@mlng of the validation process). The validation/verification body is responsible for checking
’(t at the project is listed on the project pipeline and shall not conduct the opening meeting or
otherwise begin validation until such time as the project is listed.

Where the project applies a methodology from an approved GHG program that does not have an
independent validation step, the VCS rules still require validation of the project.

Validation/verification bodies are expected to follow the guidance provided in the VCS Validation
and Verification Manual when validating or verifying projects and conducting methodology
assessments under the VCS Program.
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5.3 VALIDATION AND VERIFICATION PROCESS O(\

General Requirements

5.3.1

5.3.2

5.3.3

58“‘

In addition to the requirements set out in ISO 14064-3:2006, the following shall apé\\

1) The level of assurance shall be reasonable, with respect to material erros&ms@ns and
misrepresentations, for both validation and verification.
P 2 \_{0

2) The criteria for validation shall be the VCS Version 3, or approved<€3 G ;t%ram where the
validation is performed under an approved GHG program (as ase participation under
the VCS Program and an approved GHG program). Thg@ﬂa K@‘rlﬂcatlon shall be the
VCS Version 3 (regardless of the VCS version or GHG gra@ier which the project was
validated). This means the validation or verificatio conformance of the project
with the VCS rules, or rules and requirements of.t ap;(@ed GHG program, as applicable.

3) The objective of validation or verification sh(@e |l&1formance with the VCS rules and the
methodology applied to the pI‘OjeCt

4) The threshold for materiality with ct (@aggregate of errors, omissions and
misrepresentations relative to t@al r@rted GHG emission reductions and/or removals
shall be five percent for proj and@e percent for large projects.

N

Where the project does ng Q@Iy with the methodology, the validation/verification body

shall determine whether(his représents a methodology deviation or a methodology revision (in

accordance with th@cﬁ& ns for each), and the case shall be handled accordingly.

Where the pr @Sb Q)a revision to an approved GHG program methodology and the version
of the (underlyin hodology referenced by the methodology revision is no longer current, the
validatj erif@ion body shall determine whether material changes have occurred to the
unt@ymg @odology that affect the integrity of the methodology revision. Where such material
éf‘ghgx ve occurred, the project shall not be approved.

Wl@e the project does not meet the criteria for validation or verification, the validation/
\@hﬂcatlon body shall produce a negative validation conclusion and provide the validation, or

\(0 QQ verification, report and project description, or monitoring report to the VCSA. The project shall be

S

S
N\

ineligible for registration until such time as corrective action is taken and the (same)
validation/verification body has provided a positive validation or verification.

Competence

5.3.5

The validation/verification body and validation and verification team shall meet the competence
requirements set out in ISO 14065:2007, mutatis mutandis.
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@
\OQ
The validation report describes the validation process, any findings raised during vahdatn@‘and
their resolutions, and the conclusions reached by the validation/verification body. Th
validation/verification body shall use the VCS Validation Report Template, VCS Jc@g\/alidation &
Verification Report Template, VCS & CCB Validation Report Template, VCS+ %IALQARBON
Validation Report Template or approved GHG program validation report temflate wQ@e the
project is registered under an approved GHG program, as appropriate @@arng all

instructional text within the template. The validation report shall be accompa by a validation
representation, which shall be prepared using the VCS Valldat/o ed presentatlon

Template. (Q OQ

The verification report describes the verification proceaé‘fy fm@ﬁgs raised during verification
and their resolutions, and the conclusions reached tion/verification body. The
validation/verification body shall use the VCS Veyi \B%port Template, VCS Joint Validation
& Verification Report Template, VCS & CCB \@ﬁca ! eport Template or
VCS+SOCIALCARBON Verification Rep, Qmp , as appropriate, and adhere to all
instructional text within the template. n report shall be accompanied by a
verification representation, WhIC %a E{%ared using the VCS Verification Deed of
Representation Template. ‘Q

Validation and Verification 8( r&

5.3.8

5.3.9

N
QO

The validation re Qﬁd \rerlﬂcatlon report shall contain a validation statement and a

verification state{@nt, @ ctively.
NPR)
Valldatloﬁad ve@atlon statements shall:

1) %’lbe@e level of assurance of the validation or verification.

é)oDe@be the objectives, scope and criteria of the validation or verification.

\\S\B) %crlbe whether the data and information supporting the GHG assertion were hypothetical,

> projected and/or historical in nature.

\(0 QQK 4) Include the validation/verification body’s conclusion on the GHG assertion, including any

o\
&

qualifications or limitations.

\(’\{\' 5.3.10 The verification statement shall state the volume of GHG emission reductions or removals

generated during the monitoring period that have been verified.

Records of Validation and Verification

5.3.11 The validation/verification body shall keep all documents and records in a secure and retrievable

manner for at least two years after the end of the project crediting period, even where they do not
conduct verification for the whole project crediting period.
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Rotation of Validation/Verification Bodies

5.3.12

5 | Validation and Verification Requirem(g@.s

@
\OQ
Rotation of validation/verification bodies is required in respect of validation and venﬁcaho@as
follows:

1) Validation (including project crediting period renewal validation) and the first {Q}:atlon of a
project (in a given project crediting period) may be undertaken by the sa@
validation/verification body. However, the subsequent verification shallhbe un ken by a
different validation/verification body. For example, if validation a Verific ion“were
undertaken at the same time, the subsequent verification would\navrgs\b undertaken by a

different validation/verification body. If validation were unde n first\i.e., separately), the
first verification could be undertaken by the same valida 'on body, but the
subsequent verification would have to be undertaken Q}g d nt validation/verification
body.

Note — The gap validation of a project regist un n approved GHG program may be
disregarded when assessing adherence t irements.

2) A validation/verification body may n@%nfy e than six consecutive years of a project’s
GHG emission reductions or re §9Is. T, alidation/verification body may undertake further
n&n aQéast three years of the project’'s GHG emission
reductions or removals haye,bee fied by a different validation/verification body.
Additionally, where a va@étlo ification body verifies the final six consecutive years of a
project crediting perj e@'o;ect crediting period renewal validation shall be undertaken by
a different val|d eﬁgahon body. Notwithstanding these rules, where AFOLU projects
have venﬂca@q per@‘@ onger than six years, a validation/verification body is permitted to
verify mo é@consecutlve years of a project’'s GHG emission reductions or removals,
and t n@ubs nt verification shall be undertaken by a different validation/verification body.

verification for the project o

Note @éhd s and verifications performed under other GHG programs shall be counted when
|n Adngrence to these requirements.

Vg\r@lor&)ﬁ% Verification Requirements for Grouped Projects

93 @Ildatlon and verification of grouped projects shall assess conformance of the project with the

\\A
&\Q Q5314

5.3.15

requirements for grouped projects set out in the VCS rules.

New project activity instances shall be validated, based on the information reported in the
monitoring report, against the applicable set of eligibility criteria. The validation/verification body
shall specify which instances meet the eligibility criteria for inclusion in the project. Such
validation may be reported in the verification report or a separate validation report.

Where, due to the number of project activity instances, it is unreasonable to undertake an
individual assessment of each initial or new instance, the validation/verification body shall
document and explain the sampling methods employed for the validation of such instances. Such
sampling methods shall be statistically sound. The number of instances included in the project,
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5 | Validation and Verification Requireme&(t's
>
o

eligible for monitoring and generation of VCUs shall be proportional to the percentage of sampl%
instances found to be in compliance by the validation/verification body. %\
N

5.3.16 The verification report for grouped projects shall document and explain the sampling e}hgods
employed by the validation/verification body for the verification of GHG emission r? ions or

removals generated by the project. Such methods shall be statistically sound. AQ& u e’quent
changes to the sampling method(s) required as a result of the verification findings \&D e
documented. < \(0'
&\
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APPENDIX 1: DOCUMENT HISTORY O(\

RN\
Version | Date Comment 6\‘0
v3.0 8 Mar 2011 Initial version released under VCS Version 3 (’\\,\'
v3.1 15 Jul 2011 Main updates (all effective on issue date): \@‘

1)
2)

3)

4)
5)

& *
Clarified the language for the validation deadline of AFOLU p@&ts.\@\
Provided an extension of the validation/verification deadllr@or AE\ projects

with a start date before 1 January 2002. &

Incorporated requirements for projects registered ng,uentl under the VCS
Program and a GHG program that is not an ap program.

Updated requirements for estimating unc ¢(§j\odologies.

Clarified the rules on grace period gra?‘t@ (0] pr s using new methodologies.

1)
2)

3)

4)

QQ’ 6)

Included requirements for sta

v3.2 1 Feb 2012 Main updates (all effective on issue dage Q‘llestgmerwse stated):

e§ thods (Sections 3.1.6, 3.14.1 and 4).
focus

Updated rules on double c % on double selling and monetizing, and

not double clalmlng
Expanded requir cedures for AFOLU projects registering and
issuing credits @the Program and an approved GHG program (Section

3.11). O
Ameng&ditio@y rules on regulatory surplus such that the exception for Type
E- &IS S ané@étamatically enforced law is granted to non-Annex | countries

ect@}’4 6.3). Effective from 1 August 2012.

Qarlﬂ at new requirements released by the VCSA do not impact registered

pr@l (Section 3.1.8).

laced the term proof of title with evidence of right of use (Sections 3.4.10,

.11.1, 3.18.2 and 3.19.2).
Q LE )

()q 1)
¥ O 2)

3)

NS \\ 4

&‘Q D° )

R

A\

5)

6)

7)

8)

v3.3 4 ?)12 QQ/Iain updates (all effective on issue date, unless otherwise stated):

Included reference to jurisdictional programs and nested REDD+ projects
(Sections 1 and 2.1).

Clarified that the most recent version of external documents shall be used where
referenced (Section 1.1).

Introduced rules for the use of models, default factors and proxies (Sections 2.3.2,
3.14,3.1.5,4.1.6,4.1.7 and 4.1.8).

Clarified that the size/scale of project activity instances for grouped projects may
need to be considered in establishing eligibility criteria for the inclusion of
instances (Section 3.4.9).

Added new type of right of use for JNR (Sections 3.4.10 and 3.11.1).

Clarified requirements for methodology deviations (Section 3.5.1).

Introduced rules on project description deviations, replacing rules on monitoring
plan deviations and switching methodologies (Section 3.6).

Clarified that the project crediting period under VCS Version 1 is deemed as 10
years (Section 3.8.5).
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9) Changed the thresholds for project scale so that projects with emission reductions
or removals greater than 300,000 tonnes COze per year are considered large a\®
the materiality threshold is one percent for large projects. (Sections 3.9 an ).

10) Clarified that the consultation undertaken on the level of performance e‘n&hmark
metrics is an expert consultation rather than a general stakeholder C(Qs Itation
(i.e., the purpose is to engage technical experts in the process) on 4.1.17).

11) Added QA/QC guidance for standardized methods data (Sec@bﬂ.s

12) Clarified that proxy metrics or conditions may serve as an@quiva ethod to

determine whether performance is achieved to a Ieve‘%&ast&@ivalent to that of
U

the performance benchmark metric (Section 4.6.&,

13) Clarified that the difference in carbon stock bet@ nkgé\eline and project
scenarios may be used to quantify the emi re& ions from pools (Sections
4.7.1and 4.7.2). O \

14) Removed monitoring section requir ts f%ét ndards and factors (previously
Section 4.8.2).

R\,
15) Specified rules on rotation ofq%s @ions 5.2.2 and 5.3.12). Effective
immediately, unless evid of&fbr cting for verification prior to 4 October 2012
is provided. K Q
16) Added new req i@ent tr?g:@ting on the project pipeline is required before
validation can n (Section 5.2.3). Effective from 4 April 2013.

17) Included‘r@renc e VCS Validation and Verification Manual (Section 5.2.5).
18) Revi \1 \) lidati rt lusi Section 5.3.4).
) evE@ gurai@. n validation report conclusions (Section )

v3.4

8 Oct 2013

Main u@es (Qbé?t’ective on issue date):

1 b@arﬁg&at readers shall use the most current version of this document (Section

oM. N\

K\

" 2) \riified that verification periods cannot overlap (Sections 3.4.10 and 3.16.7).
Removed reference to JNR-specific right of use for grouped projects (previously

D" Section 3.4.10(7)).

4) Extended validation grace period for projects applying a new VCS methodology,
including at project crediting period renewal (Sections 3.7.2 and 3.8.5(3)).

5) Added requirements on debundling (Section 3.9.2).

6) Added new requirements with respect to other forms of GHG-related
environmental credits (Sections 3.11.3 and 3.11.5).

7) Removed duplication of reporting requirements between the monitoring report,
project description, validation report, and verification report and their respective
templates (Sections 3.16.6, 3.19.1, 5.3.6 and 5.3.7).

8) Removed language on validation/verification body liability (Section 5.2.5).

9) Revised VCSA actions for projects not meeting criteria for validation and
verification (Section 5.3.4).

10) Clarified validation/verification body rotation requirements in respect of project
crediting period renewals (Section 5.3.12).

11) Expanded the document to be applicable to JNR, and made other minor edits and
clarifications to text and grammar (throughout).

v3.5

25 Mar 2015

Main updates (all effective on issue date, unless otherwise stated):
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1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Incorporated 9 January 2014 exclusion of HFC-23 from the scope of the VCS Q‘
O

Program (Section 2.1.1). N
Clarified language with respect to projects registered under other GHG pro@&s
which are seeking registration with the VCS Program (Sections 3.7.1, 3‘\'1&
3.11.10, 3.11.10(1), 3.11.10(3), 3.11.11, 3.19.1, 5.3.6).

Specified the total project crediting period for projects registered e Jl
Program which are seeking registration with the VCS Progra ctjer\@. ’.3).
Incorporated 30 October 2014 clarification with respect to GHG-r

environmental credits (Section 3.11.3). & %)

Updated reference to CPA to be consistent with | tverﬁ( of Glossary of CDM
Terms (Section 3.11.9). %) (0.

Added requirements and procedures for%rﬁgs re ed under the Joint
Implementation program to also registe th Program (Section
3.11.10(2)).

v3.6

19 Oct 2016

Main updates (all effective on issue otherwnse stated):

1)

2)

3)

4)

Replaced term right of use rol ersh/p (Sections 3.4.10(5), 3.11.1,

3.18.2)

Incorporated 23 Se ber ‘@‘standalone update removing validation deadline

for projects app é sta dlzed method for determining additionality into

document teQ tlonQﬁ 6)

Incorporatq$24 F ry 2016 clarification with respect to introduction of joint

template8into dpbisment text (Sections 3.16.6, 3.19.1, 5.3.6, 5.3.7)

Intr %chd egerments for assessment of no net harm (Section 3.17.1). Effective
dlal@nless evidence of contracting for validation prior to 19 April 2017 is

\
;jéced requirements for conducting local stakeholder consultations (Sections
2-3.17.4). Effective immediately, unless evidence of contracting for validation
prior to 19 April 2017 is provided.

%) Introduced requirements for public comment periods for projects (Sections 3.17.5-

3.17.8). Effective from 19 April 2017.

Main updates (all effective on issue date, unless otherwise stated):

1)

2)

4)

5)

Introduced new requirement that new project activity instances added to grouped
projects shall have a start date that is equal to or later than the grouped project
start date (Section 3.4.10(6))

Clarified that the project crediting period shall not be renewed until the end of the
previous crediting period (Section 3.8.5(3))

Updated CDM gap validation process and introduced new Climate Action Reserve
gap validation process (Section 3.11.10(1, 3))

Introduced new requirements for projects applying an approved GHG program
methodology which uses an activity method or other simplified procedure for
demonstrating additionality (Section 3.14.1)

Updated required source of global warming potentials from the IPCC’s Second
Assessment Report to the IPCC’s Fourth Assessment Report (Sections 3.15.3 and
4.8.3). Projects may optionally transition to the updated global warming potentials
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(5\.
N

P>

immediately via a project description deviation. Projects shall transition to the Q
updated global warming potentials at their project crediting period renewal. \O

6) Added reference to joint VCS, VCS & CCB and VCS+SOCIALCARBON ter@eoﬁ’as
(Sections 3.16.6, 3.19.1, 5.3.6, 5.3.7)

7) Clarified that project verification periods must be contiguous (Sectio 6.7)
8) Clarified that any validation and verification activities performed %er oﬂ\er GHG

programs shall be counted when assessing compliance with ‘@ rotﬁ%
requirements (Section 5.3.12) %] \'{0

9) Removed requirement that a validation representatiorﬁust b;éugémitted where
verification includes the validation of new project&»ﬁty ir@nces of a grouped
project (formerly Section 5.3.14) %)
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Intellectual Property Right op and Disclaimer
OIS

This document contai ’h%te&h he copyright and other intellectual property rights in which are vested
in the VCS Associ tloh or appear with the consent of the copyright owner. These materials are

made available ou iew and to copy for the use (the “Authorized Use”) of your establishment or
operation o@’oje&@*program under the VCS Program (the “Authorized Use”).
O

Except for the@ﬁrorized Use, all commercial use of this document is prohibited. You are not permitted to
view ndow modify, copy, distribute, transmit, store, reproduce or otherwise use, publish, license,
@sfe (8ell or create derivative works (in whatever format) from this document or any information
X%) bt from this document otherwise than for the Authorized Use or for personal, academic or other
ommercial purposes.

& &)

\,Q All copyright and other proprietary notices contained in this document must be retained on any copy that
you make. All other rights of the copyright owner not expressly dealt with above are reserved.

No representation, warranty or guarantee express or implied is made in this document. No
representation, warranty or guarantee express or implied is made that the information provided is
accurate, current or complete. Whilst care is taken in the collection and provision of this information, the
VCS Association and its officers, employees, agents, advisers and sponsors will not be liable for any
errors, omissions, misstatements or mistakes in any information or damages resulting from the use of this
information or any decision made or action taken in reliance on this information.
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	3.1.7 Where projects apply methodologies from approved GHG programs, they shall comply with any specified capacity limits (see VCS document Program Definitions for definition of capacity limit) and any other relevant requirements set out with respect ...
	3.1.8 Where the VCSA issues new requirements relating to projects, registered projects do not need to adhere to the new requirements for the remainder of their project crediting periods (i.e., such projects remain eligible to issue VCUs through to the...

	3.2 Multiple Project Activities
	3.2.1 Projects may include multiple project activities where the methodology applied to the project allows more than one project activity and/or where projects apply more than one methodology.
	3.2.2 Where more than one methodology has been applied to a project with multiple project activities, the following applies:

	3.3 Multiple Instances of Project Activities
	3.3.1 Projects may include more than one project activity instance, such as a wind power project that includes a number of wind turbines. Inclusion of further project activity instances subsequent to initial validation of a non-grouped project is not ...
	3.3.2 Where a project includes multiple project activity instances from multiple project activities, the project activity instances from each project activity shall be assessed in accordance with Section 3.2.
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	3.4 Grouped Projects
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	3.7 Project Start Date
	3.7.1 The project start date is the date on which the project began generating GHG emission reductions or removals (see VCS document AFOLU Requirements for further specification for AFOLU projects). The rules and requirements on project start date, as...
	Note – The rules and requirements in relation to project start date (as well as validation and verification dates) under VCS Version 1 are different from VCS 2007, 2007.1 and VCS Version 3, and are provided in VCS document Registration and Issuance Pr...
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	3.7.3 AFOLU projects with a project start date on or after 8 March 2008 shall complete validation within five years of the project start date.
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	3.7.5 For AFOLU projects with a project start date before 1 January 2002, the following applies:
	3.7.6 Notwithstanding the requirements set out in Sections 3.7.1 – 3.7.5 above, projects applying a standardized method for determining additionality shall initiate the project pipeline listing process set out in VCS document Registration and Issuance...

	3.8 Project Crediting Period
	3.8.1 For non-AFOLU projects and ALM projects focusing exclusively on reducing N2O, CH4 and/or fossil-derived CO2 emissions, the project crediting period shall be a maximum of ten years which may be renewed at most twice. For all other AFOLU projects ...
	3.8.2 The earliest project crediting period start date for AFOLU projects shall be 1 January 2002.
	3.8.3 Projects registered under other GHG programs are not eligible for VCU issuance beyond the end of the total project crediting period under those programs. For example, a CDM project with a seven year twice renewable project crediting period is no...
	3.8.4 Project crediting periods under the VCS Program shall be renewed as set out in Section 3.8.5.
	3.8.5 The following shall apply with respect to the renewal of the project crediting period under the VCS Program:

	3.9 Project Scale
	3.9.1 Projects are categorized by size according to their estimated average annual GHG emission reductions or removals, as set out below, and materiality requirements for validation and verification differ accordingly, as set out in Section 5.3.1:
	3.9.2 Where applying a methodology with scale and/or capacity limits, it shall be demonstrated that the project is not a fragmented part of a larger project or activity that would otherwise exceed such limits. The project shall be considered a fragmen...

	3.10 Project Location
	3.10.1 Project location shall be specified in the project description as follows:

	3.11 Ownership and Other Programs
	3.11.1 The project description shall be accompanied by one or more of the following types of evidence establishing project ownership accorded to the project proponent(s), or program ownership accorded to the jurisdictional proponent(s), as the case ma...
	3.11.2 Where projects reduce GHG emissions from activities that are included in an emissions trading program or any other mechanism that includes GHG allowance trading, evidence shall be provided that the GHG emission reductions or removals generated ...
	3.11.3 Projects may generate other forms of GHG-related environmental credits, such as renewable energy certificates (RECs), though GHG emission reductions and removals presented for VCU issuance shall not also be recognized as another form of GHG-rel...
	Therefore, project proponents interested in issuing (sequentially) both VCUs and another GHG-related environmental credit should consider which periods of time they wish to issue one credit or the other. Project proponents should also investigate whet...
	3.11.4 Where projects have sought or received another form of GHG-related environmental credit, the following information shall be provided to the validation/verification body:
	3.11.5 Where projects are eligible to participate under one or more programs to create another form of GHG-related environmental credit, but are not currently doing so, a list of such programs shall be provided to the validation/verification body.
	3.11.6 Projects may be registered under both the VCS Program and either an approved GHG program or a GHG program that is not an approved GHG program. The rules and requirements set out in the sections below apply.
	3.11.7 Project proponents shall not claim credit for the same GHG emission reduction or removal under the VCS Program and another GHG program. Projects issuing GHG credits under both the VCS Program and another GHG program shall also comply with the r...
	3.11.8 Projects registered under other GHG programs are not eligible for VCU issuance beyond the end of the total project crediting period under those programs (see Section 3.8.3 for further information).
	3.11.9 For projects registered under the CDM as a Program of Activities (PoA), each Component Project Activity (CPA) shall be registered with the VCS Program as a separate project accompanied by its associated Program of Activities Design Document. Ea...
	3.11.10 The following applies with respect to projects registered under an approved GHG program which are seeking registration with the VCS Program:
	3.11.11 Non-AFOLU projects registered under a GHG program that is not an approved GHG program may also register with the VCS Program where a validation or verification report has been issued under such program (by an entity approved under the program ...
	3.11.12 Projects rejected by other GHG programs due to procedural or eligibility requirements can be considered under the VCS Program, but the following conditions shall be met:

	3.12 Project Boundary
	3.12.1 The project boundary shall be described (using diagrams, as required) and GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs shall be identified and assessed in accordance with the methodology applied to the project. The project shall justify not selecting any ...

	3.13 Baseline Scenario
	3.13.1 The baseline scenario for the project shall be determined in accordance with the requirements set out in the methodology applied to the project, and the choice of baseline scenario shall be justified.
	3.13.2 Equivalence in type and level of activity of products or services provided by the project and the baseline scenario shall be demonstrated and, where appropriate, any significant differences between the project and the baseline scenario shall be...
	3.13.3 In developing the baseline scenario, assumptions, values and procedures shall be selected that help ensure that net GHG emission reductions and removals are not overestimated.

	3.14 Additionality
	3.14.1 Additionality shall be demonstrated and assessed in accordance with the requirements set out in the methodology applied to the project, noting the following exceptions:
	1) Where a VCS module using an activity method (see Section 4.1.11 for further information on activity methods) is applicable to the project, additionality may be demonstrated using the module in substitution of the additionality requirements set out ...

	3.15 Quantification of GHG Emission Reductions and Removals
	3.15.1 GHG emissions and/or removals shall be estimated for each GHG source, sink and/or reservoir relevant for the project (including leakage) and the baseline scenario.
	3.15.2 The net GHG emission reductions and removals generated by the project shall be quantified.
	3.15.3 Metric tonnes shall be used as the unit of measure and the quantity of each type of GHG shall be converted to tonnes of CO2e. The six Kyoto Protocol greenhouse gases and ozone-depleting substances shall be converted using 100 year global warmin...

	3.16 Monitoring
	3.16.1 Data and parameters used for the quantification of GHG emission reductions and/or removals shall be provided in accordance with the methodology.
	3.16.2 Quality management procedures to manage data and information shall be applied and established. Where applicable, procedures to account for uncertainty in data and parameters shall be applied in accordance with the requirements set out in the me...
	3.16.3 The project proponent shall establish a GHG information system for obtaining, recording, compiling and analyzing data and information important for quantifying and reporting GHG emissions and/or removals relevant for the project (including leak...
	3.16.4 A monitoring plan for the project that includes roles and responsibilities shall be established.
	3.16.5 Where measurement and monitoring equipment is used, the project proponent shall ensure the equipment is calibrated according to the equipment's specifications and/or relevant national or international standards.
	3.16.6 The monitoring report describes all the data and information related to the monitoring of GHG emission reductions or removals. The project proponent shall use the VCS Monitoring Report Template, VCS Joint Project Description & Monitoring Report...
	3.16.7 The verification period of the monitoring report shall be a distinct time period that does not overlap with previous verification periods. Projects shall not be eligible for crediting of GHG emission reductions generated in previous verificatio...
	3.16.8 Where a monitoring report and associated verification report divide a verification period into vintages, separate VCU issuance records in accordance with vintage periods may be issued, as set out in VCS document Registration and Issuance Process.

	3.17 safeguards
	3.17.1 The project proponent shall identify potential negative environmental and socio-economic impacts, and shall take steps to mitigate them. Additional certification standards may be applied to demonstrate social and environmental benefits beyond G...
	3.17.2 The project proponent shall conduct a local stakeholder consultation prior to validation as a way to inform the design of the project and maximize participation from stakeholders. Such consultations allow stakeholders to evaluate impacts, raise...
	3.17.3 The project proponent shall establish mechanisms for ongoing communication with local stakeholders to allow stakeholders to raise concerns about potential negative impacts during project implementation.
	3.17.4 The project proponent shall take due account of all and any input received during the local stakeholder consultation and through ongoing communications, which means it will need to either update the project design or justify why updates are not...
	3.17.5 All VCS projects are subject to a 30-day public comment period. The date on which the project is listed on the project pipeline marks the beginning of the project’s 30-day public comment period (see VCS document Registration and Issuance Proces...
	3.17.6 Projects shall remain on the project pipeline for the entirety of their 30-day public comment period.
	3.17.7 Any comments shall be submitted to the VCSA at secretariat@v-c-s.org and respondents shall provide their name, organization, country and email address. At the end of the public comment period, the VCSA provides all and any comments received to ...
	3.17.8 The project proponent shall take due account of any and all comments received during the consultation, which means it will need to either update the project design or demonstrate the insignificance or irrelevance of the comment. It shall demons...

	3.18 Records and Information
	3.18.1 The project proponent shall ensure that all documents and records are kept in a secure and retrievable manner for at least two years after the end of the project crediting period.
	3.18.2 For validation, the project proponent shall make available to the validation/verification body the project description, evidence of project ownership and any requested supporting information and data needed to support statements and data in the...
	3.18.3 For verification, the project proponent shall make available to the validation/verification body the project description, validation report, monitoring report applicable to the monitoring period and any requested supporting information and data...

	3.19 Project Description
	3.19.1 The project description describes the project’s GHG emission reduction or removal activities. The project proponent shall use the VCS Project Description Template, VCS Joint Project Description & Monitoring Report Template, VCS & CCB Project De...
	3.19.2 All information in the project documents shall be presumed to be available for public review, though commercially sensitive information may be protected, as set out in VCS document Registration and Issuance Process, where it can be demonstrated...


	4  | Methodology Requirements
	4.1 General Requirements
	4.1.1 The list of methodologies approved under the VCS Program, together with their respective validity periods, is available on the VCS website. All new methodologies applying for approval under the VCS Program shall use the VCS Methodology Template,...
	4.1.2 Methodologies shall be informed by a comparative assessment of the project and its alternatives in order to identify the baseline scenario. Such an analysis shall include, at a minimum, a comparative assessment of the implementation barriers and...
	4.1.3 Methodologies may employ a modular approach in which a framework document provides the structure of the methodology and separate modules and/or tools are used to perform specific methodological tasks. Such methodologies shall use the VCS Methodo...
	4.1.4 Methodology elements shall be guided by the principles set out in Section 2.4.1. They shall clearly state the assumptions, parameters and procedures that have significant uncertainty, and describe how such uncertainty shall be addressed. Where a...
	4.1.5 New methodologies shall not be developed where an existing methodology could reasonably be revised (i.e., developed as a methodology revision) to meet the objective of the proposed methodology, as set out in VCS document Methodology Approval Pro...
	4.1.6 Where methodologies mandate the use of specific models to simulate processes that generate GHG emissions (i.e., the project proponent is not permitted to use other models), the following applies, given the note below:
	4.1.7 Where methodologies use default factors and standards to ascertain GHG emission data and any supporting data for establishing baseline scenarios and demonstrating additionality, the following applies:
	4.1.8 Where proxies are used, it shall be demonstrated that they are strongly correlated with the value of interest and that they can serve as an equivalent or better method (e.g., in terms of reliability, consistency or practicality) to determine the...
	4.1.9 Methodologies shall use a standardized method (i.e., performance method or activity method) or a project method to determine additionality and/or the crediting baseline, and shall state which type of method is used for each. A project method is ...
	4.1.10 Methodologies may use any combination of project, performance or activity methods for determining additionality and the crediting baseline. However, methodologies shall provide only one method (i.e., a project method or performance method) for ...
	4.1.11 Standardized methods are methodological approaches that standardize the determination of additionality and/or the crediting baseline for a given class of project activity, with the objective of streamlining the development and assessment proces...
	4.1.12 Methodologies shall include sufficient information and evidence to allow the reader to reach the same assessment conclusion on the appropriateness and rigor of the standardized method reached by the two validation/verification bodies in the met...
	4.1.13 All new performance methods shall be prepared using the VCS Methodology Template. A performance method is an integral part of a methodology and therefore it cannot be developed and approved as a separate module that is then applied by projects ...
	4.1.14 The methodology may use a performance method for determining additionality only, for determining additionality and the crediting baseline, or for determining the crediting baseline only. The level of the performance benchmark metric for determi...
	4.1.15 Where the methodology uses a performance method for determining both additionality and the crediting baseline, the methodology shall list all methodologies that use a project method for determining the crediting baseline that are applicable to ...
	4.1.16 The performance benchmark metric shall be specified in terms of tonnes of CO2e per unit of output (i.e., GHG emissions per unit of product or service), tonnes of CO2e per unit of input (e.g., GHG emissions per unit of input per unit of land are...
	4.1.17 It is recognized that an overly stringent level for the performance benchmark metric used for additionality may exclude additional projects (false negatives) while an overly lenient level may allow in non-additional projects (false positives). ...
	4.1.18 Where there is heterogeneity of performance (measured in terms of the performance benchmark metric) that may be practicably achieved by individual projects, multiple benchmarks or correction factors may be required. Multiple benchmarks or corre...
	4.1.19 The activity method shall be prepared using the VCS Module Template, or, where a new methodology is being developed, may be written directly into the methodology (i.e., a positive list may be prepared and approved as a standalone additionality ...
	4.1.20 The activity method shall set out, using the specification of the project activity under the applicability conditions, a positive list of project activities that are deemed as additional under the activity method (see Section 4.3 for further in...

	4.2 Methodology Revisions
	4.2.1 Methodology revisions are appropriate where a project activity is broadly similar to the project activities eligible under an existing methodology and such project activity can be included through reasonable changes to that methodology. Methodol...
	4.2.2 Methodology revisions shall be prepared using the VCS Methodology Template and shall be managed via the methodology approval process. They may be prepared and submitted to the methodology approval process by the developer of the original methodo...
	4.2.3 The VCS Program distinguishes between revisions to VCS methodologies and revisions to approved GHG program methodologies. The requirements for the development and assessment of each are set out in VCS document Methodology Approval Process.
	4.2.4 Standardized methods approved under the VCS Program shall be periodically reviewed and may require revision, as set out in VCS document Methodology Approval Process.
	4.2.5 Where an activity method uses the activity penetration option and the level of activity penetration has risen (since initial approval) to exceed the five-percent threshold level, the activity method may not be revised to use the financial viabil...

	4.3 Applicability Conditions
	4.3.1 The methodology shall use applicability conditions to specify the project activities to which it applies and shall establish criteria that describe the conditions under which the methodology can (and cannot, if appropriate) be applied. Any appli...
	4.3.2 Precise specification of the project activity is required to provide a carefully targeted standardized method with an appropriate level of aggregation with respect to the project activity. The applicability conditions shall be specified accordin...
	4.3.3 The applicability conditions shall limit the applicability of the methodology to project activities whose performance can be described in terms of the performance benchmark metric set out in the methodology.
	4.3.4 Where the methodology uses a performance method for determining additionality, the applicability conditions shall ensure that the project implements technologies and/or measures that cause substantial performance improvement relative to the cred...
	4.3.5 The applicability conditions shall establish the scope of validity of the methodology, and where multiple benchmarks are established, each performance benchmark, including the geographic scope. In establishing the scope of validity of the method...
	4.3.6 The applicability of the methodology or a performance benchmark shall be limited to the geographic area for which data are available, or it shall be demonstrated that data from one geographic area are representative of another or that it is cons...
	4.3.7 The applicability conditions specify the project activity and they shall therefore serve as the specification of the positive list (i.e., all project activities that satisfy the applicability conditions are deemed as additional).
	4.3.8 The methodology shall clearly specify the project activity in terms of a technology or measure and its context of application. A technology or measure encompasses the plant, equipment, process, management and conservation measure or other practi...
	4.3.9 The applicability conditions shall establish the scope of validity of the methodology, including the geographic scope. In establishing the scope of validity of the methodology, the methodology shall clearly demonstrate that there is similarity a...
	4.3.10 Where the activity method is set out as a separate module (i.e., is not an integrated part of a methodology), the activity method may be applied to any methodology eligible under the VCS Program that permits the project activity specified in th...

	4.4 Project Boundary
	4.4.1 The methodology shall establish criteria and procedures for describing the project boundary and identifying and assessing GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs relevant to the project and baseline scenarios. Justification for GHG sources, sinks and ...
	4.4.2 In identifying GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs relevant to the project, the methodology shall set out criteria and procedures for identifying and assessing GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs that are controlled by the project proponent, related...
	4.4.3 In identifying GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs relevant to the baseline scenario, the methodology shall:
	4.4.4 (No specific requirements)

	4.5 Baseline Scenario
	4.5.1 Methodologies using a project method shall establish criteria and procedures for identifying alternative baseline scenarios and determining the most plausible scenario, taking into account the following:
	4.5.2 Methodologies using a standardized method for determining the crediting baseline shall describe (taking into account the factors set out Section 4.5.1 above), as far as is possible, the technologies or measures that represent the most plausible ...
	4.5.3 Standardized methods shall be developed with the objective of predicting, as accurately as is practicable, the most plausible baseline scenario or aggregated baseline scenario. Notwithstanding this principle, it is recognized that standardized m...
	4.5.4 The methodology shall identify alternative baseline scenarios and determine either the most plausible baseline scenario or an aggregate baseline scenario for the project activity. Aggregate baseline scenarios shall be determined by combining lik...
	4.5.5 The performance benchmark shall be established based upon available technologies and/or current practices, and trends, within the sector. Where the analysis of trends shows a clear trend of improvement in the baseline scenario over time, the per...
	4.5.6 Appropriate data sources for developing performance methods include economic and engineering analyses and models, peer-reviewed scientific literature, case studies, empirical data, and common practice data. The data and dataset derived from such...
	4.5.7 The dataset may be documented and contained within the methodology, or may be maintained in a separate repository that is referenced by the methodology. Datasets documented and contained within methodologies are static datasets, where all projec...
	4.5.8 There are no specific requirements for activity methods, noting that methodologies using an activity method may use a project or performance method for determining the crediting baseline, as set out in Section 4.1.10.

	4.6 Additionality
	4.6.1 The methodology shall establish a procedure for the demonstration and assessment of additionality based upon the requirements set out below. Note that such requirements are for methodology development, and projects shall demonstrate and assess a...
	4.6.2 Methodologies shall use a project method, performance method and/or activity method to determine additionality. The high level specifications and procedural steps for each approach are set out in Sections 4.6.3 to 4.6.9 below. New methodologies ...
	4.6.3 Step 1: Regulatory Surplus
	4.6.4 Step 2: Implementation Barriers
	4.6.5 Step 3: Common Practice
	4.6.6 Step 1: Regulatory Surplus
	4.6.7 Step 2: Performance Benchmark
	4.6.8 Step 1: Regulatory Surplus:
	4.6.9 Step 2: Positive List:

	4.7 Quantification of GHG Emission Reductions and Removals
	4.7.1 The methodology shall establish criteria and procedures for quantifying GHG emissions and/or removals, and/or carbon stocks, for the selected GHG sources, sinks and/or reservoirs, separately for the project (including leakage) and baseline scena...
	4.7.2 The methodology shall establish criteria and procedures for quantifying net GHG emission reductions and removals generated by the project, which shall be quantified as the difference between the GHG emissions and/or removals, and/or as the diffe...
	4.7.3 In any given verification period, the methodology may result in the project’s GHG emission reductions or removals being quantified as negative. This is permitted and the project shall be granted no credit in such periods.
	4.7.4 (No specific requirements)

	4.8 Monitoring
	4.8.1 The methodology shall describe the data and parameters to be reported, including sources of data and units of measurement.
	4.8.2 When highly uncertain data and information are relied upon, conservative values shall be selected that ensure that the quantification does not lead to an overestimation of net GHG emission reductions or removals.
	4.8.3 Metric tonnes shall be used as the unit of measure and the quantity of each type of GHG shall be converted to tonnes of CO2e consistent with the requirements set out in Section 3.15.3 above.
	4.8.4 The methodology shall establish criteria and procedures for monitoring, which shall cover the following:
	4.8.5 (No specific requirements)


	5  | Validation and Verification Requirements
	5.1 Introduction
	5.1.1 Validation is the independent assessment of the project by a validation/verification body that determines whether the project complies with the VCS rules. Verification is the periodic ex-post independent assessment by a validation/verification b...
	5.1.2 Validation and verification is a risk-based process and shall be carried out in conformance with ISO 14064-3:2006 and ISO 14065:2007. Additional requirements with respect to validation and verification are set out in this Section 5 and shall be ...
	5.1.3 The validation/verification body shall select samples of data and information to be validated or verified to provide a reasonable level of assurance and to meet the materiality requirements of the specific project.

	5.2 General Requirements
	5.2.1 The project shall be validated and GHG emission reductions or removals verified by a validation/ verification body that meets with the eligibility requirements set out in the VCS Program Guide.
	5.2.2 Validation and verification of the project may be undertaken by the same validation/verification body, noting the rules on rotation of validation/verification bodies set out in Section 5.3.12 below. Validation may occur before the first verifica...
	5.2.3 The project shall be listed on the project pipeline before the opening meeting between the validation/verification body and the project proponent (such opening meeting representing the beginning of the validation process). The validation/verific...
	5.2.4 Where the project applies a methodology from an approved GHG program that does not have an independent validation step, the VCS rules still require validation of the project.
	5.2.5 Validation/verification bodies are expected to follow the guidance provided in the VCS Validation and Verification Manual when validating or verifying projects and conducting methodology assessments under the VCS Program.

	5.3 Validation and Verification Process
	5.3.1 In addition to the requirements set out in ISO 14064-3:2006, the following shall apply:
	5.3.2 Where the project does not fully comply with the methodology, the validation/verification body shall determine whether this represents a methodology deviation or a methodology revision (in accordance with the specifications for each), and the ca...
	5.3.3 Where the project applies a revision to an approved GHG program methodology and the version of the (underlying) methodology referenced by the methodology revision is no longer current, the validation/verification body shall determine whether mat...
	5.3.4 Where the project does not meet the criteria for validation or verification, the validation/ verification body shall produce a negative validation conclusion and provide the validation, or verification, report and project description, or monitor...
	5.3.5 The validation/verification body and validation and verification team shall meet the competence requirements set out in ISO 14065:2007, mutatis mutandis.
	5.3.6 The validation report describes the validation process, any findings raised during validation and their resolutions, and the conclusions reached by the validation/verification body. The validation/verification body shall use the VCS Validation R...
	5.3.7 The verification report describes the verification process, any findings raised during verification and their resolutions, and the conclusions reached by the validation/verification body. The validation/verification body shall use the VCS Verifi...
	5.3.8 The validation report and the verification report shall contain a validation statement and a verification statement, respectively.
	5.3.9 Validation and verification statements shall:
	5.3.10 The verification statement shall state the volume of GHG emission reductions or removals generated during the monitoring period that have been verified.
	5.3.11 The validation/verification body shall keep all documents and records in a secure and retrievable manner for at least two years after the end of the project crediting period, even where they do not conduct verification for the whole project cre...
	5.3.12 Rotation of validation/verification bodies is required in respect of validation and verification, as follows:
	5.3.13 Validation and verification of grouped projects shall assess conformance of the project with the requirements for grouped projects set out in the VCS rules.
	5.3.14 New project activity instances shall be validated, based on the information reported in the monitoring report, against the applicable set of eligibility criteria. The validation/verification body shall specify which instances meet the eligibili...
	5.3.15 Where, due to the number of project activity instances, it is unreasonable to undertake an individual assessment of each initial or new instance, the validation/verification body shall document and explain the sampling methods employed for the ...
	5.3.16 The verification report for grouped projects shall document and explain the sampling methods employed by the validation/verification body for the verification of GHG emission reductions or removals generated by the project. Such methods shall b...
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