
Comments received by the CCBA during the validation audit. 

CCB Standards Second Edition 

Project: Reforestation on Degraded Lands in Northwest Guangxi 

Comment 1 
Date:  
Sent by: John Fellowes, Consultant to the China Programme of Kadoorie Farm & Botanic Garden 

Reforestation on Degraded Lands in Northwest Guangxi 

UNFCCC/CCNUCC  

Public consultation: Comments on CCB eligibility by Dr John Fellowes, consultant to the China Programme of 

Kadoorie Farm & Botanic Garden (Hong Kong) 

The following brief comments are intended to assist in the auditing of the above project with respect to 

biodiversity. They are not intended to constitute a comprehensive biodiversity audit. (Section numbering with 

reference to CCBA 2005. Climate Community and Biodiversity Project Design Standards (First Edition). CCBA, 

Washington DC) 

B1. Net positive biodiversity impacts 

The following points relate to whether the project will generate net positive biodiversity impacts according to 

the objective (by increasing forest cover and nature habitat connectivity): 

 From a biodiversity perspective there seems heavy reliance on single-species stands (>80% of the 

planted area). This also exposes the whole project to risks from extreme-weather events (as occurred 

widely in China this winter) and pest outbreaks. It also renders the statement (A.5.3) “The species used 

will be intermixed in planting” rather confusing. 

 There also seems heavy reliance on Pinus massoniana. This is already commonly planted in the region 

and unlikely to support many species that are habitat-restricted. Pine litter is likely to be quite different 

chemically, physically and hence ecologically from natural broadleaf litter. Pine is also vulnerable to 

pinewood nematode, and raises a risk of expansion in this invasive species. 

 The reports on the CCBA website do not allow evaluation of the baseline survey. This found only 72 

“wild animal” species – apparently quite superficial and unlikely to find many threatened species (this 

is likely to be a problem of all such surveys, not just the present one – field survey to detect threatened 

taxa is a highly specialised skill). 

 The baseline survey apparently did detect at least one IUCN Red List species, Paa spinosa (VU) (B.1.3.). 

This presumably needs particular attention. 

 Other species may be listed on the China Species Red List which used IUCN criteria. 

 The pre-project vegetation terminology seems misleading. From Table C-3 “stratum” (vegetation type) 

BLS-1 (“Tall tussock”, ?=tall grassland) and BLS-4 (“brushwood”, ?=tall shrubland) each have almost 20 

young hardwood trees per ha. Are these to be retained? They are likely to have biodiversity value. 

 Note I understand the native tree Taiwania flousiana is ecologically distinct from the Taiwan-native T. 

cryptomerioides (cf. Fig.A-15). 

B2. Offsite biodiversity impacts 

 Runoff of nutrients from fertilizers can have negative impacts on freshwater. (A.5.4.) Applying fertilizer 

too close to the surface leads to much nutrient run-off and pollution of water bodies. Zeng et al. (2008, 

Pedosphere 18(1): 45-53) suggest applying at least 20 cm deep based on experiments in Guangdong.  
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B3. Biodiversity impact monitoring 

 It would seem valuable in monitoring to take into account species/assemblages of conservation 

concern in the nature reserves at Cenwanglaoshan and other important sites. Does the project really 

improve connectivity as intended? (This will be very hard to prove, but it would be good to give 

thought to which species can meaningfully and feasibly be monitored, e.g. forest-specialist birds.) 

B4. Native species use 

 Use of exotic eucalyptus is not adequately justified in my view for this “native species” bonus point to 

be awarded to the project. Comparison of water demand to some other (unspecified) plantations 

seems insufficient. 

B5. Water & soil resource enhancement 

 The choice of tree species does not seem tailored to optimising enhancement of water and soil 

resources, but rather to local economic considerations. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


