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This template is for the verification of projects under the VCS Program. O&K
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&
TITLE PAGE: Complete all items in the box on the title page using Ari@l or Century Gothic 10.5 Ro,int,

black, regular (non-italic) font. This box must appear on the titlg e of the final documentxReports

Instructions for completing the Verification Report

may also feature the title and preparers’ name, logo and co t information more pr@ntly on the
title page, using the format below (Arial or Century Goth@d point and Arial or Cen&(y othic 12 point,
black, regular font). {b

O

VERIFICATION REPORT: Instructions for completi@‘(tbhe verification report tﬁgate are given under the
section headings in this template. Adhere t nstructions, as set out ig-the VCS Standard.
Instructions relate back to the rules an @uirements set out in th \(@ Standard and accompanying
VCS Program documents. The prepaQ Il need to refer to theg@

template. R

Where the vaIidation/verificaén body has also, at the ikrfe’ of this verification, undertaken a gap
validation of a project thaé@ participating in an approved GHG program, or has validated a
methodology deviatioL{,G,p\oject description deviat@w or inclusion of new project activity instances into a
grouped project, tthéIidation sections of thie)’ee plate must be completed. Further, the validation
process must % scribed in the reIevan\IS\‘Q&tions of this template.

cuments in order to complete the

\
Note: The i Sructions in this templab@a@e to serve as a guide and do not necessarily represent an
exhayé\@e list of the information{Q?preparer must provide under each section of the template.
b

U@ss applying a merited d @%n, please complete all sections using Arial or Franklin Gothic Book
\% 0.5 point, black, regula\@on-italic) font. Where a section is not applicable, explain why the section is
\@ not applicable (i.e., d(\@ delete the section from the final document and do not only write “not
&\Q applicable”). Sub{pb't. e project description as a non-editable PDF.

Delete all in\?&gétions, including this introductory text, from the final document.
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Wl O 1( el |nqividuals who conducted this verification
Out By

Provide a brief summary of the following:

e A brief description of the verification and the project

The purpose and scope of verification

e The monitoring period

e The method and criteria used for verification

e The number of findings raised during verification
e Any uncertainties associated with the verification

o O
e  Summary of the verification opinion
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1 INTRODUCTION

o
1.1  Objective Q\
O
Explain the purpose of the verification. Q\%
&4
1.2 Scope and Criteria K‘Q
N
Describe the scope and criteria of the verification. @0
L&
1.3  Level of Assurance Q .\@\’
S ®
Indicate the level of assurance of the verification. ) 66
X ¢
S &
1.4  Summary Description of the Pr t
ry P oiee S

Provide a summary description of t%@)oféct (no more than onec-p’&e).
2 N

2 \/ERIFICAu@\N PRocgs?s

Describe the verlflca@n process. Where valldaq6n activities have also been performed as part

of the verificatio .8., validation of a proj escription deviation or inclusion of new project
activity insta into a grouped project@@'lso include details relevant to the validation
/
process. \ .
‘s\\g

2.1 I\Q&ﬁﬂod and Crl’rerlog\4

\\\S\Descnbe the method a@crlter/a including the evidence-gathering plan, used for undertaking
) the verification. Q)
"o(\ »

"\
\f'o Describe the ication schedule, including key milestones (e.g., kick-off meeting, desk
&\(\ review, s @ws:t} and corresponding dates.
2.2 %umen’r Review

‘Q\'Describe how the verification was performed as an audit where the project description,
monitoring report and any supporting documents were reviewed, cross checked and compared
with identified and stated requirements.
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2.3

2.4

2.5

2.5.1

<

«

Interviews

Describe the interview process and identify personnel, including their roles, who were
interviewed and/or provided information additional to that provided in the project descriptq‘QQ,
monitoring report and any supporting documents. S
N\
oo
Site Visits @@

Describe the method and objectives for site visit(s) performed. Include in description
details of all facilities and/or project areas visited, the physical and orga¥izational aspects of
the project assessed and the dates when such site visits took pIacq}}

Where it is determined no site visit is required, validation/ver@%tion bodies shall justify and
document the rationale for the decision. X \
@Q ~\%

0\\’6\
&° :
Describe the process for the resolution of a@ﬁndings (corrective actiogénd clarifications or

other findings) raised by the verification &Qh during the verificatiorkaw , where applicable,
outstanding forward action requestsQf he validation or prev:%ugveriﬁcations.

O

State the total number of corregtif@ action requests, clarifigﬁan requests and forward action
requests and other findings ﬁaXsed during the verificatign)}
N7 &

Provide a summary of e@v finding, including the is\ S raised, the response(s) provided by
the project proponenf)and the final conclusion{\aor?d any resulting changes to project
documents. Unle\@?is fits on one page, p@ findings in an appendix.

N K
Forword\Ax.inon Requests &

Resolution of Findings

Provi(@g\etails of any outstandi ¢ rward action requests raised during the verification, for

t enefit of subsequent prgject audits.
yeb g

D
284 Eligibility for V%@gﬂon Activities
N\

Where the vali %n/verification body has undertaken validation activities as part of the
verification does not hold accreditation for validation for the relevant sectoral scope,
provide é{génce that the eligibility requirements set out in the VCS Program Guide are met.
Inc%«qnghe name and reference numbers of five registered projects the validation/verification
bay has validated under the VCS Program or an approved GHG program.

&
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3 VALIDATION FINDINGS

Use this section to provide details of all validation activities that took place during the .
verification, such as gap validation, validation of methodology deviations and project )
description deviations, and the inclusion of new project activity instances into group&&?\

O

.

projects.

3.1  Participation under Other GHG Programs @Q\

N\
For projects seeking registration under the VCS Program and an ap@ed GHG program (e.g.,
CDM) provide a gap validation, including the following: (%)
e The name of the approved GHG program, and regist/ét:%\n number and details of the

project. X ’ \ .
> N
e A description of the steps taken to assess w&@er the project is eligibl articipate
under the VCS Program. OC) S
e A conclusion with respect to each of, relevant sections of the&(é(;itional/gap)
project description provided by th oject proponent. &0

Provide an overall conclusion rega@@whether the project is aa'g%e to participate under the

VCS Program. N
& O

3.2 Methodology Devig#ions
ay &\V{@ é\'

Identify any metho%o@gy deviations applied to.q(e project and describe the steps taken to
validate each de\@: ion. Include informatio h respect to how the following has been
assessed: é% 0(0'

e Whether the deviation meet@ th the criteria and specifications for permitted

< ethodology deviations.‘&‘\\\

N\ %)
0\} Whether the deviati )@Ioes not negatively impact the conservativeness of the
\\S\Q quantification of @ emission reductions or removals (except where they result in

X increased ac @'zy).
P | o . » |
. \"O Provide an over;xl(gvncluswn regarding whether any methodology deviations applied to the

& \(‘\\"O project are v&@
&
3.3 Proj\g@"r Description Deviations
\

’tify any project description deviations applied to the project and describe the steps taken
&o validate each deviation. Assess whether the proposed deviation impacts any of the
following, documenting the assessment of each separately:
o The applicability of the methodology.
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3.4

4.1

O

Additionality.

The appropriateness of the baseline scenario.

Provide an assessment of whether the deviation is appropriately described and justified, a@l
whether the project remains in conformance with the VCS rules. S
N\

Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether the project deviation is valid. . \QQ

Grouped Project

&
AQ
Q}\

Describe the steps taken to validate the inclusion of new project act@ instances into the
(grouped) project, including the following: @

Evidence-gathering process for validation of new projéfgg\ activity instances.

The number of new project activity instances ad&@‘to the project in this ve@atlon

period. ((\

Quality and completeness of evidence, gé’and documentation re @(r% to the new
project activity instances. (Q

Conformance of the new projectéjz(g\'/lty instances with the Q@%/lty criteria set out in
the project description. \O

4

?

Provide an overall conclusion r@d:ng whether the mclus@%f the new project activity

instances is valid. Q

&b

VERIFIQQQXHON FIN@NGS

@\

Prqe%ﬁﬁplemen’rohon i@%s
@

Ide

the implementation s\g@s of the project activity(s) and describe the steps taken to
&

égs’ess the following:

.

X\

R
N\

The existence QfZany material misstatements between project implementation and the
project des@on.

The im Qwentation status of the monitoring plan and the completeness of monitoring,
incl the suitability of the implemented monitoring system (i.e., process and
‘dule for obtaining, recording, compiling and analyzing the monitored data and

A@)arameters).

B

The existence of any material misstatements between the actual monitoring system,
and the monitoring plan set out in the project description and the applied
methodology.

Whether the project has participated or been rejected under any other GHG programs
since validation or previous verification.
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o Whether the project has received or sought any other form of environmental credit, or
has become eligible to do so since validation or previous verification.

e When the project is in a supply chain, whether public statements have been made by
the producer(s), retailer(s) or project proponent (as applicable) saying that VCUs ,
be issued for the GHG emission reductions and removals associated with the i@wacted
goods and services. ) OQ

o When the project is in a supply chain, whether the producer(s) or retar@@) of the
impacted good(s) and service(s) have been notified of the potentiakhék of Scope 3

emissions double claiming via email (where applicable). QQ

o Whether the producer(s) or retailer(s) of the impacted goo erv:ce have been
notified of the project and potential risk of Scope 3 emisgipns double claiming via
email (where applicable). &

\0 *
o Whether the GHG emission reductions or remov; enerated by the projeg; \ve
become included in an emissions trading prg@m or any other mechan&@’that

includes GHG allowance trading. Q

e Whether the project has implemente activities that result ii{@é\SD contributions
described in the monitoring repor

e For AFOLU projects, the imp, é@ ation status of proje %’Qlwtles that lead to the
intended GHG benefit th enced prior to the mgﬁi oring period.

e Include an assessme@ the audit history table a conclusion about its accuracy.

List any previously valic(%@? methodology deviatio ach verification report must contain an
exhaustive list of all @Ihodology deviations appl é’ to the project).

Provide an overa@):onclus:on regarding wl@wer the project has been implemented as

described in project description. <)
/

Q N
42 safg8uards S
0\) 6\4
4.2.1\({&10 Net Harm Q}((\
\. \
(\0 Identify and discus potential negative environmental and socio-economic impacts
\"o identified by th \@Jject proponent. Discuss whether reasonable steps have been taken to
\(o mitigate such\pacts.

%0

4.2.2 Loc%@ﬁokeholder Consultation

@nmar:ze any stakeholder input received during ongoing communication with local

’{,\s akeholders. Assess whether the project proponent has taken due account of all and any

input and provide an overall conclusion regarding local stakeholder input.
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4.3

4
¥
~

A

&

Include the project proponent’s response to all input, describe any resultant changes to the
project design and provide an explanation of how the project proponent’s responses are
appropriate.

For AFOLU projects, identify, discuss and justify a conclusion regarding whether the projeQ}"
continues to communicate the necessary relevant information about the project \6
implementation, risks, costs and benefits, relevant laws and regulations and the &@?ess of
VCS Program verification during the monitoring period. é%
3
XN
Q
&Q
>

For AFOLU projects, describe the steps taken to assess the fO/IO\@’)%).'

AFOLU-Specific Safeguards

e Activities implemented by the project proponent to n‘fft@te risks local stakeholders
due to project implementation. XN \ .
) N

e Any updates to the property and land use rég§§¥f the local stakeholc;gé&d the
evidence provided that the project has notEgatively impacted such fignts without first
obtaining the free, prior and informed ent of the affected pa%@ and provided
just and fair compensation if done %QQ Q)\

O

e The processes used by the pro@proponent to communi@e and consult with local
stakeholders during the mc@ ring period, including a@nformation about any
conflicts that arose be the project proponent local stakeholders and whether
any such conflicts we@ esolved via the establ'g grievance redress procedure.

.

Identify, discuss and jug&?% conclusion regarding\@ther the project proponent has taken
the appropriate mea@%es to ensure that the p%@t has not created negative impacts on local

stakeholders, or Bﬁ’fgated such impacts wlz(&@ ecessary.
N N\

For AFOLU p@'e%cts that have claimed ts(@ve no impacts on local stakeholders, provide an
assessma(ﬁ\of the evidence provid d identify, discuss and justify a conclusion as to
whe@@ﬂ\he project has no impafg \on local stakeholders.

@F&'v non-AFOLU projects, thit}ection is not required.

& >

\Y
Accuracy of Emission Reduction and Removal Calculations

Identify the d&l&nd parameters used to calculate the GHG emission reductions and removals,
and descrj the steps taken to assess the following for each of them:

° d‘he accuracy of GHG emission reductions and removals, including accuracy of
\\ spreadsheet formulae, conversions and aggregations, and consistent use of the data

.

9 and parameters.

o Whether the methods and formulae set out in the project description for calculating
baseline emissions, project emissions and leakage have been followed.

e The appropriateness of any default values used in the monitoring report.

10
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Describe the steps taken to assess whether manual transposition errors between data sets
have occurred.

Provide an overall conclusion regarding whether GHG emission reductions and removals have
been quantified correctly in accordance with the project description and applied methodc&fy.

©
N\
4.5 Quality of Evidence to Determine GHG Emission Reduc’rlo@%nd
Removals X\
XN
Identify the evidence used to determine the GHG emission reductions removals and

describe the steps taken to assess the sufficiency of quantity, and Qﬁropriateness of quality,
of the evidence. Include details of any cross-checks pen‘orm%e@the reported data and how
the following were assessed:

-

\0
e The reliability of the evidence, and the source a ature of the evidence (Q(Ee\nal or
internal, oral or documented) for the determi@on of GHG emission re%&ions or

removals. OQ S
e The information flow from data generation and aggregation, to rg@ing, calculation
and final transposition into the mi iXoring report. 'e)
\

e  Where the project descripti&% not specify calibratiq,g&quency of monitoring
equipment, the appropriatehess of implemented cal'&Qﬁtlon frequency.

Provide an overall concludinQ@tement with respect t 6sufficiency of quantity, and
appropriateness of quality,%or the evidence used to d mine the GHG reductions and
removals. s\\ é\(p
0 ’
Q >

~Q . .0
4.6 Non—Perm@ence Risk Analysis,S
Q y,Osb

Where r&(e,vant, describe the step X n to assess the non-permanence risk rating
deter@ved by the project prop%{ t. For each risk factor, provide the following:

0\} An assessment of a%(étlonale, assumptions and justification used to support the risk

(%) score.
& {Oo@ | | . |
6\ e An assessme% f the quality of documentation and data provided to support the risk
\\ score. Q
& W
\(‘\\"O e Aco ion regarding the appropriateness of the risk rating.
& Provide@ Q&nclusion regarding the determined value of the overall risk rating.
\\A

-

5&\‘%ERIFICATION OPINION

11
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Clearly state that the GHG statement is the responsibility of the project proponent, whether the
project conforms with the verification criteria for projects and their GHG emission reductions or
removals set out in VCS Version 4, including any qualifications or modifications, and a
description of the reason for qualifications or modifications placed before the conclusion x_.
(adverse and disclaimed opinions must have the reasons stated).Confirm that the proj@.;)t as
been implemented in accordance with the project description and subsequently validated
variations. K‘%\O

%)
Where the audit has included validation activities, clearly state whether the\ﬁoject conforms
with the validation criteria for projects set out in VCS Version 4, includiQ ny qualifications or

modifications. 0\)&

Provide a conclusion, including level of assurance on the qua/q@@of GHG emission reductions
or removals in tCO2 equivalents achieved by the project du&igg the verification period s
provided in the project’s GHG statement. Include a conf@tion and a breakdown '@HG
emission reductions or removals by calendar year W{'@ the verification perio% ere

relevant. 600 ((\/
IAF accreditation body approved validation a(%‘ verification body opini ust include a

declaration that the GHG statement vali%(%n and/or verification wq@c nducted in
accordance with ISO 14064-3, and j @ e the applicable versiqg' .8., 1ISO 14064-3: 2019).

O
Verification period: From [ day-rc)%h-year] to [day-month-yﬁ@&

>
Verified GHG emission rg&fﬂions and removals in th@ove verification period, broken down
by calendar year: (s)\\ é\‘:b

For non-AFOLU p'cts, use the following tgk

Baseline Project emissions Leakage Net GHG emission
emissions or or removals emissions reductions or
removals (tCO2¢) (tCO2¢) removals (tCO2¢)
N) N\
%ar A (DD- @\
\\g\@Month-YYYY- @6\
6\, - DD-Month- Q)&
Q YYYY) &O
&Q
Year... (b’Q&
Total Q{&
)
i\
R

12
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For AFOLU projects, include quantification of the net change in carbon stocks. Also, state the
non-permanence risk rating (as determined in the AFOLU non-permanence risk report) and
include the total number of buffer credits that need to be deposited into the AFOLU pooled
buffer account. X e

For AFOLU projects, use the following table: \6

Baseline Project Leakage Net GHG Buffer poo! VCUs
emissions emissions emissions emission allocation eligible for
or removals | or removals (tCO2¢€) reductions issuance
(tCO2¢€) (tCO2¢€) or removals
(tCO2e)
Year A «‘(\@
(DD- X .
Month- QQ %O.)\
YYYY-- & X0
> °
Month- 60 ((\'
YYYY ) (Q {b
Q@ P

Year... OQ) Q

Total C)%

©
For all projects, stag@estimated ex-ante GHG@S;sion reductions and removals and the
achieved emission uctions and removals f@{ﬁis monitoring period. Report the percentage
difference and,@fy the difference. The tities of GHG emission reductions and removals

are the totaé{z?antities before any ded@ons for buffer credits.

Ex-ante Achieved Percent Justification for the difference
emissions | emissions | difference

reductions | reductions

/removals | /removals

13
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APPENDIX X: <TITLE OF APPENDIX>

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

14





