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Summary: 

JACO CDM., Ltd has been ordered by the China Green Carbon Foundation (the Client) to perform 
the CCB - validation of A/R CDM project “Afforestation of Degraded Shengle Ecological Zone in 
Helinge’er of Inner Mongolia, China” (hereinafter the Project)  
This CCB - validation report summarizes the findings of the validation. 

The purpose of this validation is an independent assessment by a Third Party (JACO CDM) of the 
proposed project activity against the CCB standard Second Edition. 

The validation consisted of the following three steps:  
i) desk review of the project design, the baseline and the monitoring plan etc., 
ii) follow-up interviews with project stakeholders 
iii) the resolution of outstanding issues and issuance of the final validation report and the 

opinion. 

The CCB - Validation was performed using CCB standard checklist and also using approved A/R 
CDM methodology AR-ACM0001 version05.2.0. The validation team pointed out 1 Corrective Action 
Request (CAR) and 5 Clarifications (CLs).  

The responses to the 1 CAR and 5 CLs to the original CCB PDD version 01 (13 October, 2012) were 
satisfactorily provided by the Project participants.   
In our opinion, the project meets all relevant requirements of CCB Standards Second Edition.  

According to the scorecard approach introduced by CCBA (second edition),  JACO CDM considers 
the project to comply with Gold level requirements of CCBS. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
1.1 .  Objective 
The China Green Carbon Foundation (CGCF) has commissioned JACO CDM to validate the 
A/R CDM project “Afforestation of Degraded Shengle Ecological Zone in Helinge’er of Inner 
Mongolia, China” (hereinafter called “the project”) by the CCB standard.  
A CCB validation is the process whereby an independent third party assesses the design of a 
land use, land use change or forestry (LULUCF) project against each of the CCB Standards’ 
(CCBS). 
JACO CDM is a DOE accredited by UNFCCC to validate AR-CDM projects. CCBA recognizes 
this accreditation. 
 
1.2. Scope 
The validation scope is defined as an independent and objective review of the project design 
document (CCB PDD). The CCB PDD is reviewed against the criteria stated in CCB Standard 
2nd edition.  

The validation is not meant to provide any consulting towards the project participants. However, 
stated requests for clarifications and/or corrective actions may have provided input for 
improvement of the project design. 

The validation was conducted by the following validation team through the assessment of the 
CCB PDD and the additional documents listed in the Chapter 6 “References”, also by the 
interviews with persons listed in the same Chapter.  
The validation team consists of a validation team leader and validation team member(s) and 
following tasks have been assigned for the leader and the member(s): 

Table 1 Tasks assigned to validation team leader/member(s) 
 Assigned tasks 

Team leader (a) To plan and make effective use of human resources during the function; 
(b) To represent the validation team in communications with CDM PPs and 

organize and direct team members; 
(c) To understand the validation functions and lead the team to reach 

conclusions on various aspects of validation process; and 
(d) To Prevent and resolve conflicts, if any, prepare and complete the validation 

report and handle all the possible follow-up actions, as appropriate. 
Team member (a) To plan and organize the work effectively and conduct the work within the 

agreed time schedule, to prioritize and focus on matters of significance; 
(b) To collect information through effective interviewing, listening, observing and 

reviewing documents, records and data; 
(c) To verify accuracy of collected information and confirm the sufficiency and 

appropriateness of gathered evidence to support audit findings and 
conclusions and prepare audit reports; and 

(d) To communicate effectively, either through personal knowledge of the 
language or through help of an interpreter. 

 

The result of validation team activity was reviewed by the internal verifiers. 

      Validation Team 
          Teruo FUKUDA  JACO CDM Team Leader  

Eiichiro NAKAMA  JIFPROi Team Member  
  
     Internal Verifiers 
          Tokunori MORI       JIFPRO  Technical Expert 
 Yukio TAKANO  JACO CDM Lead Auditor 
           

                                                 
i JIFPRO: Japan International Forestry Promotion and Cooperation Center 
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2.  METHODOLOGY 
The validation consists of the following three phases: 
I     a desk review of the project design documentation 
II    follow-up interviews with project stakeholders 
III  the resolution of outstanding issues and the issuance of the final validation report and  

opinion. 
 
In order to ensure transparency, a validation protocol was customized for the project, according 
to the Validation and Verification Manual of UNFCCC and CCB Standard. The protocol shows, 
in a transparent manner, criteria (requirements), means of verification and the results from 
validating the identified criteria. The validation protocol serves the following purposes: 
 
• It organizes, details and clarifies the requirements a CCB project is expected to meet; 
• It ensures a transparent validation process where the validator will document how a 

particular requirement has been validated and the result of the validation. 
 
The validation protocol consists of 2 tables. The different columns in these tables are described 
in Figure 1. 
The validation protocol is enclosed in Appendix A to this report. 
Findings established during the validation can either be seen as a non-fulfillment of validation 
protocol criteria or where a risk to the fulfillment of project objectives is identified. Corrective 
Action Requests (CAR) is issued, where: 

i) Mistakes have been made with a direct influence on project results; 
ii) Validation protocol requirements have not been met; or 
iii) There is a risk that the project would not be accepted as a CDM project or that emission 

reductions will not be certified. 

The validation team may also use the term Clarification (CCB CL), which would be where: 
iv) Additional information is needed to fully clarify an issue. 
 
Validation Protocol Table 1: CCB Conformity checklist 
Checklist 
Question 

Referen
ce 

Means of 
verification 
(MoV) 

Comment Draft and/or Final 
Conclusion 

The checklist is 
organized 
according to the 
sections of CCB 
standards. Each 
section is then 
further sub-
divided. The 
lowest level 
constitutes a 
checklist 
question.  

Gives 
referenc
e to 
documen
ts where 
the 
answer 
to the 
checklist 
question 
or item is 
found. 

Explains how 
conformance 
with the 
checklist 
question is 
investigated. 
Examples of 
means of 
verification are 
document 
review (DR) or 
interview (I). N/A 
means not 
applicable. 

The section is 
used to 
elaborate and 
discuss the 
checklist 
question and/or 
the 
conformance to 
the question. It 
is further used 
to explain the 
conclusions 
reached. 

This is either acceptable 
based on evidence 
provided (OK), or a 
Corrective Action 
Request (CAR) due to 
non-compliance with the 
checklist question (See 
below). Clarification 
Request (CCB CL) is 
used when the validation 
team has identified a need 
for further clarification. 

 
Validation Protocol Table 2: Resolution of Corrective Action and Clarification Requests 
clarifications and 
corrective action 
requests 

Ref. to checklist 
question in table 1

Summary of 
project owner 
response 

Validation conclusion 

If the conclusions Reference to the The responses given This section should 
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from the draft 
Validation are either a 
Corrective Action 
Request or a 
Clarification Request, 
these should be listed 
in this section. 

checklist question 
number in Table 1 
where the 
Corrective Action 
Request or 
Clarification 
Request is 
explained. 

by the Client or other 
project participants 
during the 
communications with 
the validation team 
should be 
summarized in this 
section. 

summarize the validation 
team’s responses and 
final conclusions. The 
conclusions should also 
be included in Table 1, 
under “Final Conclusion”.

 
Figure 1:  Validation protocol tables 
 
2.1. Review of Documents 
The Project Design Document submitted by the project participants and additional background 
documents related to the project design were reviewed. 
Documents reviewed are listed in Chapter 6 “References”. 
 
The validation findings stated hereafter are based on the CCB PDD version 01, dated 
13/10/2012. 
 
2.2. Follow-up Interviews 
The validation team, Teruo FUKUDA and Eiichiro NAKAMA conducted on-site assessment in 
the period from 9 October 2012 to 13 October 2012 and performed interviews with project 
stakeholders to confirm selected information and to resolve issues identified in the document 
review. Meeting with representatives of Hesheng Forest Silviculture Co., Ltd. (the “project 
participant”) (/51/-/54/) and consultants from TNC (the “Consultant”) (/55/-/59/) were held. 
Interviews to Inner Mongolia Forest Department (/60/-/63/), Helinge’er County Forestry Bureau 
(/64/,/65/) were conducted. The main topics of the interviews are summarized in Table 2. 
 
Table 2   Interview topics 
Interviewed 
organization 

Interview topics 

PP (Hesheng Forest 
Silviculture Co., Ltd.) 
Consultant (TNC) 

Organization of the company 
Project Overview 
CDM/CCB Consideration 
Current status of the project 
Feasibility Study 
Project Design 
Management Structure for CDM Monitoring 

Inner Mongolia 
Forestry Department 
Hesheng County 
Forestry Bureau 

Overview of the Region 
EIA 
Sustainable development aspect of the project 
Procedures for project approval 
Forestation in Inner Mongolia 
Law, Regulation  
Stakeholder Consultation 

Local residents How the local residents were informed about the implementation of the 
project 
Social and environmental impacts by the project 
History of the lands 
Current land use 
Biodiversity information 
Income 
Training for forestation 

2.3. Resolution of Clarification and Corrective Action Requests 
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The objective of this phase of the validation is to resolve the requests for corrective actions and 
clarification and any other outstanding issues which needed to be clarified for JACO CDM's 
positive conclusion on the project design. The Corrective Action Requests and Clarification 
Requests raised by JACO CDM were resolved during communications between the Client and 
JACO CDM. 
To guarantee the transparency of the validation process, the concerns raised and responses 
given are summarized in chapter 3 below and documented in more detail in the validation 
protocol in Appendix A. 
Since modifications to the Project design document were necessary to resolve JACO CDM's 
concerns, the Client decided to revise the documentation. After revised PDD was submitted and 
reviewed, JACO CDM issued the final validation report and opinion. 
 
3. VALIDATION FINDINGS 
 
In the following sections the findings of the validation are stated. The validation findings for each 
validation subject are presented as follows: 
 
1) The findings from the desk review of the original project design documents and the 
findings from interviews during the follow up visit are summarized. A more detailed record of 
these findings can be found in the Validation Protocol in Appendix A. 
2) Where JACO CDM had identified issues that needed clarification or that represented a 
risk to the fulfillment of the project objectives, a Clarification or Corrective Action Request, 
respectively, have been issued. The Clarification and Corrective Action Requests are stated, 
where applicable, in the following sections and are further documented in the Validation 
Protocol in Appendix A. 
The validation of the Project resulted in 1 Corrective Action Request and 5 Clarification 
Requests. 
3) Where Clarification or Corrective Action Requests have been issued, the exchanges between 
the Client and JACO CDM to resolve these Clarification or Corrective Action Requests are 
summarized. 
4) The conclusions for each validation subject are presented. 
 
The validation findings relate to the project design as documented and described in the original 
project design documentation. 
 
3.1.   General Section 
3.1.1 Discussion 
G.1 Original Conditions at Project Site 
Location 
The location of the project and the physical parameters are clearly indicated in the CCB PDD. 
All the project lands are non-forest lands over 50 years. The validation team confirmed by the 
on-site visit of 11 parcels among total 21 parcels that the vegetation is mainly composed of 
herbaceous plants dominated by stipa (Stipa sp.), thyme (Thymus sp.) and wormwood, with 
more or less shrub species such as Caragana (Caragana sp.) and Seabuckthorn (Hippophae 
sp.). There are no existing trees on project lands. Due to severe soil erosion, sandification and 
desertification, the project area is in the degraded and degrading condition. The proposed A/R 
CDM project activity is located in 13 villages of 4 townships in Helinger’er County, Inner 
Mongolia Autonomous Region, P.R.China, with a total area of 2,190.71 ha on 21 parcels of 
lands (after revision, 2,191.21ha on 26parcels). 

Climate information (Current carbon stock) 
The consolidated afforestation and reforestation baseline and monitoring methodology 
“Afforestation and reforestation of degraded land” (AR-ACM0001/Version 05.2.0) is applied. 
The proposed project activity complies with the conditions under which the chosen methodology 
applies, which has been demonstrated in AR-CDM PDD section B.2. 
The validation team conducted on-site visit during 09/10/2012 to 13/10/2012 and visited 11 
parcels among 21 parcels (in the revised PDD, 26 parcels).  
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The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit and the baseline survey report provided by PP 
that project areas are currently non-forested, barren lands, covered mainly by herbaceous 
plants stipa (Stipa sp.), thyme (Thymus sp.) and wormwood, and there are no pre-project living 
trees. The validation team confirmed that the current carbon stocks within the project areas are 
correctly described in the CCB PDD. 

There are no pre-project living trees. 
∴ CTREE_BSL,t=0 = 0 

CSHURUB,t=0 is estimated using AR CDM methodological tool (CDM EB 60 Annex 13) and 
baseline survey result.  
According to the CCB PDD and the provided spreadsheet, the shrub carbon stock is estimated 
as 318 tCO2 for the project area of 178.7 ha whose shrub crown cover≧5%. Shrub crown cover 
of other project area is less than 5% and shrub biomass is counted as 0.  
The validation team visited 11 parcels among total 26 parcels. 2 of 11 parcels are baseline 
stratum ID of BSL-2 whose shrub crown cover is larger than 6%. The validation team confirmed 
by the site visit that the shrub vegetation is correctly reflected in the baseline stratification of 
CDM PDD, thus reflected to the shrub carbon stock. (CAR 1) 

Community information 
The proposed A/R CDM project activity is located in 13 villages of 4 townships in Helinger’er 
County, Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, P.R.China.  
Agriculture and husbandry are the main source of income for local communities in the project 
area. However, production is subjected to natural disasters such as sand storm, droughts and 
hailstone. 
Food productivity is very low and the mean per capita annual income in the project areas is only 
US$470 with the lowest around US$ 202. Income of some natural villages was much lower. For 
example the annual per capita income in Houquan village was US$110. Around 5.3 per cent of 
rural people are ethnic minority and around 74 per cent of population is living below national 
poverty line. 
The validation team confirmed from the interviews with a villager manager and villagers that the 
annual capita income is very low as stated in the PDD and very low. (160 – 320 $) 
The lands to be afforested have been non-forests for at least 50 years. Currently the project 
lands are mainly covered by herbaceous plants with a few shrubs  

All the project area (2191.21 ha) are collectively owned by villages and among these area 57.34 
ha are contracted to individual household for 30 years. 
The validation team confirmed by the contract documents of following 2 kinds that the control of 
the project area is established during the project period. 

(1) Between the project owner and villages (10 samples among 20) 
(2) Between the project owner and individual villagers (5 samples among 57) 

Also, the validation team confirmed from the interviews with village manager and project owner 
that there are neither conflicts nor disputes in landownership. 

Biodiversity information 
Based on baseline survey no protected or endangered species and IUCN species have been 
found on the proposed project lands. These lands currently have low biodiversity. The 
biodiversity baseline survey object on the project lands includes plants, mammals, rodents, 
amphibians, crawler and birds.  
The validation team confirmed from the interviews with environmental department of local 
government, project participant and villagers that there are no endangered species in the project 
area. 
CCB PDD states that due to severe soil/wind erosion and desertification as well as human 
disturbance, most of the projects lands are severely degraded. Through establishing 2,191.21 
ha of forests on degraded lands that suffer from severe soil and wind erosion, desertification 
and human disturbance, using native species, the proposed activities will greatly increase the 
forest cover in project region, and assist the control of both soil/wind erosion and desertification 
in this area. 
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The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit and the interviews with project participant, 
environmental department of local government that the description of the CCB PDD is 
appropriate. 

G.2 Baseline Projections 
Baseline land use scenario 
The validation team confirmed from the interviews with project participant and local government 
notice (Helinge’er [2005] 9) that the whole project area has been legally defined by local 
governments for forestry purposes on which other land uses such as agriculture and grazing are 
prohibited under China’s well enforced forest law.  
Therefore, the identified realistic and credible land-use scenarios that would have occurred on 
the land within the proposed project boundary in the absence of the proposed A/R CDM project 
activity are:  

• The proposed project not undertaken as an A/R CDM project;  
• Continuation of current degraded and degrading barren lands. 

Expected benefits are as below. 
(1) Environmental benefit: (CDM PDD, D.1) 

- biodiversity 
- Controlling soil/wind erosion and desertification 
- Regulating hydrological flows, etc. 

(2) Income generation 
(3) Creating employment 
(4) Technical training for forestry 

Baseline carbon stock changes 
The estimated carbon stock changes associated with the ‘without project’ reference scenario 
are described in CDM PDD B.7.1 based on the applied consolidated AR CDM methodology  
“Afforestation and reforestation of degraded land” (AR-ACM0001/Version 05.2.0). 

tBSLTREEC ,_Δ = 0 (There is no pre-project living tree by baseline survey.) 
tBSLSHRUBC ,_Δ = 0 (Conservative assumption) 

tBSLLItBSLDW CC ,_,_ Δ=Δ = 0 (No permanent increase in baseline scenario of ”without project”) 
tBSLSOCC ,_Δ = 0 (No increase in baseline of ”without project”) 

Carbon stock changes associated with the ‘without project’ reference scenario ( tBSLC ,Δ ) are: 

tBSLSOCtBSLLItBSLDWtBSLSHRUBtBSLTREEtBSL CCCCCC ,_,_,_,_,_, Δ+Δ+Δ+Δ+Δ=Δ  =0 

Where t represent 1, 2, 3, . t* years elapsed since the start of the project activity. 

The validation team confirmed that the carbon stock change associated with the “without 
project” is correctly estimated as zero. 

Influence of ‘without project’ reference scenario 
The validation team visited 11 land IDs out of 21 IDs and confirmed from the interviews with 
local government, project participant and villagers that CCB PDD G.2.4 describes correctly the 
‘without project’ reference scenario such as below; 

Agriculture and husbandry are the main source of income for local communities in the project 
area. However, production is subjected to natural disasters such as sand storm, droughts and 
hailstone. Food productivity is very low and the mean per capita annual income in the project 
areas is very low and around 74 per cent of population are living below national poverty lines 
(see AR CDM PDD section E.1 for details) 
Clean water resources for villagers and livestock are unavailable in most of project villages. Due 
to the decreasing underground water level, local villagers are facing greater challenge for 
drinking water. 
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The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit that CCB PDD describes correctly about the 
‘without project’ reference scenario, that is, without-project, degradation is expected to continue 
and this would adversely affect biodiversity in the project area. 

G3. Project Design & Goals 
Major objectives of the project: 

• Sequester carbon dioxide and mitigating climate change; 
• Enhance biodiversity conservation and climate change adaptation by increasing the 

connectivity of forests among nature reserves and priority conservation areas; 
• Control soil erosion and desertification; 
• Generate income for local communities. 

The validation team confirmed from the on-site visit and interviews with project participant, 
Consultant, local government and villagers that the outline and purpose of the project is 
appropriate.  

Expected climate, community and biodiversity impacts 
• Climate: GHG absorption,  

Expected lCER: 201,759 tCO2/30 years, 6,725 tCO2/year (30years) 
• Community: 

Income generation, creating employment,  
• Biodiversity: 

Restoring forest vegetation on degraded lands between nature reserves will create 
additional buffer zone and corridors, hence enhance the connectivity between forests, 
and provide much needed expansion of important wildlife habitat areas. (PDD, D1) 

Starting date and milestone 
Starting date: 20/07/2011 
Project lifetime: 30 years 
GHG accounting period: 30 years 
Planting period: 4 years from the project starting date 
Forest management period: from 5th to the end of the project, no harvesting, and no 

thinning 

Risks and countermeasures 
Risks Countermeasures 
Fire risks Technical and awareness training, Strengthening patrolling, Fire-break belt, 

Controlling fire source, Mixed species arrangements 
Pest risks Seedlings: local nurseries, local seed orchard or parent trees, certified, 

quarantined and tagged seedlings, forest pest monitoring system, mixed 
species  

Site preparation Low density planting, Site preparation along contours 
Herbicide and 
pesticide 
application 

Site preparation and weeding: manual without any herbicide application, 
mixed species 

Fertilization No synthetic fertilizers 
Drought Species selection, primary forest with the same conditions of the project, 

nursery location near project site, timely recover of planting pits, tiny ridge of 
pits, enrichment planting in unavoidable natural disasters 

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit and interviews with project participant and/or 
villagers that specific measures in the project design above are taken to ensure the 
maintenance or enhancement of the biodiversity, soil and water conservation of the project 
zone: 
Measures that will be taken to maintain and enhance the climate, community and biodiversity 
benefits beyond the project lifetime. 

CCB PDD states that there is no harvest within the project life. Based on Chinese Forest Law 
and Regulations, any harvesting shall get harvest license, which avoid any illegal logging or 
deforestation and ensure that plantation will remain for up to 60 years for Chinese pine even 
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160 years for Mongolia Scottish pine as a result to maintain and enhance the climate and 
biodiversity benefits long beyond the project lifetime. In the proposed project activity, local 
farmers/communities and other land users own timbers and non-wood forest products to be 
produced by the project beyond the project lifetime. The timber revenue, majority of revenue 
from the project, will come gradually after the end of the project lifetime, up to 100 years. (CCB 
CL 1) 

Communities and other stakeholder Involvement  
To maximize the socio-economic and conservation benefit and respect local customs, the 
project was designed with a participatory approach. The validation team was provided with the 
PRA report. 
The local farmers will participate in the project activity throughout the project lifetime including 
site preparation, planting, weeding, protection and other forest management activities, and 
earning direct benefits during the project lifetime. This ensures the frequent communication and 
consultation between project managers and all community groups about the project and its 
impacts to facilitate adaptive management throughout the life of the project. In addition, project 
stakeholders meeting will be hold at least once a year to facilitate the continuous 
communication and consultation. 
The plan of PRA for the project lifetime of 30 years is described in CCB PDD to optimizing 
community and stakeholder benefits respecting local customs and values and maintaining high 
conservation values. 

Publication of CCB PDD 
CCB PDD version 01 and CDM PDD version 01 were submitted to CCBA on 16 October. The 
public comments period is from 20 October to 19 November, 2012. 
No comments have been received. 

Process for handling unresolved conflicts and grievances 
A clear process for handling unresolved conflicts and grievances that arise during project 
implementation is explained in the CCB PDD. 
The validation team considers that the process is appropriate. 
The validation team also confirmed by the interviews with villagers that they are cooperative to 
the project and there are no grievances. (CCB CL 2)  

Financial Mechanisms 
In the CDM PDD, B.8.3, the financial mechanisms including projected revenues from GHG 
removals and funds are explained as below. 

The LNSFER Executive Board, composed of the representatives from CGCF, LNF, IMFD and 
TNC, is responsible for major decision-making, instruction, approval and supporting of the 
overall implementation.  
CGCF will serve as project cooperative donator, and provide a platform for project financing. 
LNF, as a project cooperative donator, will provide funds for project implementation and 
management. 
TNC, as a consultant, will provide technical input and technical consultation services for project 
development, including baseline survey, PRA, PDD development, etc.  
IMFD will be responsible for project administration and supervision. 

G4. Management Capacity 
Role and responsibility of the project organization 
The project is developed by The Nature Conservancy (TNC) China in cooperation with Hesheng 
Forest Silviculture Co. Ltd. (the project participant) and Helinge’er forestry bureaus. 
The project stakeholders include China Green Carbon Foundation (CGCF), Lao Niu Foundation, 
Inner Mongolia Forestry Department (IMFD), The Nature Conservancy (TNC), Hesheng Forest 
Silviculture Co. Ltd., Helinge’er County Forestry Bureau and involved communities.  

The local forestry agencies, i.e., Inner Mongolia Forestry Department, Holinger’er Forestry 
Bureaus, Inner Mongolia Research Institute of Forestry, Inner Mongolia Forestry Inventory and 
Planning Institute, The Nature Conservancy China Program, University of Inner Mongolia and 
Agricultural University of Inner Mongolia etc. will provide technical consultation and guidance, 
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including training courses, conduct quality control to the preparation and implementation of the 
proposed A/R CDM project activity, and develop and implement the proposed project.  

To facilitate the development and implementation of the project, the Lao Niu Special Fund for 
Ecological Restoration (LNSFER) was jointly established by CGCF, LNF, IMFD and TNC, 
governed by LNSFER Executive Board.  
The LNSFER Executive Board, composed of the representatives from CGCF, LNF, IMFD and 
TNC, is responsible for major decision-making, instruction, approval and supporting of the 
overall implementation. (CCB CL 3) 

Key technical skill 
Key technical skills are provided jointly by following entities. 

• Hesheng Forest Silviculture Co. Ltd.: Seedling, forestation, forest management 
• Helinge’er forestry bureau: forestation, forest management, forestry administration and 

technical training for local communities 
• TNC China: biodiversity survey and assessment, development of SOP, development of 

CCB and AR CDM projects 
The validation team confirmed the technical skills are provided by above well experienced 
entities, thus provided technical skills are reliable. 

Orientation and training for the project’s employees 
Helinge’er forestry bureau and its forestry stations will organize training for local communities to 
extend the improved forestation technologies and assist them in understanding and addressing 
problems during the implementation of the proposed project activity, both on-site and off-site, 
which mainly include seed and seedling selection, nursery management, site preparation, 
planting and pest and fire management. The participants have been taught how to participate in 
project design process through PRA process. 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews with villagers that all relevant villagers 
including women participated the training and the training was easy to understand and useful. 

Equal opportunity for all employees 
The validation team confirmed by the local government staff, project participant and villagers 
that people from the communities will be given an equal opportunity. 

Laws and regulations covering worker’s rights 
Relevant laws and regulations covering worker’s rights in China include “Labor Law of the 
People’s Republic of China” and “China Company Law”. At the time of the employment, a task 
contract will be signed with a representative employee (the head of an employee group) 
following the Chinese Law for Employment Contract, in which relevant laws and regulations will 
be mentioned as the basis of the contract. 

Risks to worker safety 
Possible risks are identified in CCB PDD G.4.6 as below. 

- Dilution of chemicals 
- Falling of rocks 
- Forest fires 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews with project participant and villagers that such 
risks and measures were explained in the training. 

Financial health of organization 

The validation team was provided with the audit report of the project implementing entity 
(Hesheng Forest Silviculture Co., Ltd.). The project is developed and implemented by Lao Niu 
Special Fund for Ecological Restoration (LNSFER) which was jointly established by CGCF, LNF, 
IMFD and TNC and governed by LNSFER Executive Board.  

The validation team confirmed from the interviews with local government officials (from IMFD), 
TNC and project participant along with the audit report and the agreement of the foundation of 
LNSFER that the project implementing entity is financially healthy and the financial situation of 
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the project is governed by LNSFER Executive Board. Thus, the validation team confirmed the 
financial health of the project during the 30 years operation.  (CCB CL 4) 
G5. Legal Status and Property Rights 
Relevant national and local laws 
Relevant national and local laws are described in CCB PDD G.5.1. 
The validation team confirmed from the land contract documents and interviews with project 
participant and local government that all the project lands are contracted appropriately as per 
relevant laws. 

Project approval 
The project is approved as A/R CDM project by Chinese government (National Development 
and Reform Commission) on 22/11/2012.  

No encroachment of uninvited property 
The validation team confirmed from the interviews with PP and the contract documents 
(between project participant and villages, between project participant and individuals; both of 
them are witnessed by local government) that control of all the project areas are established 
and the project will not encroach uninvited on private property, community property or 
government property. 

No involuntary relocation of people or activities 
The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit and interviews with project participant and 
villagers that the project area is severely degraded and there are no activities important for the 
livelihoods and culture of communities on the project areas. 

Illegal activities in the project area and project influence 

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit, the interviews with local government and 
villagers that 525.12 ha of lands are barren lands without any pre-project management activity, 
and 1,666.09 ha of lands have grazing.  

However the grazing is illegal. As a result of the implementation of the proposed project, the 
land parcels will be enclosed after planting to prevent planted young trees from being disturbed 
by human activities or illegal grazing, until the stand canopy closure. Therefore the pre-project 
illegal activities would not affect the project’s climate, community or biodiversity benefits. 

Carbon rights 
The validation team confirmed by the contract documents between project participant and 
villages/ villagers that the right of access to the sequestered carbon belongs fully to project 
participant (Hesheng Forest Silviculture Co., Ltd.) after Chinese government taxes 2% of 
transfer value 
 
3.1.2. Findings  
Corrective Action request 1 
According to CCB PDD (version 02) Table G.1, the project area of BSL-2 (shrub crown cover 6-
30%) is described as 178.7 ha. 

(1) The description of “6-30%” is not consistent with the A/R methodological tool of EB60 Annex 
13 paragraph 45(b). 
(2) Several IDs belong to both strata of BSL-1 and BSL-2. (ID: HL-YQ-06, HL-SL-03, HL-SL-04) 
These are to be confirmed. 

Response  
The baseline stratification was done based on shrub cover, i.e., BSL-1 for shrub cover less than 
5%, and BSL-2 for BSL over 5%. For BSL-2 the range of shrub cover is 6-30 with a mean shrub 
cover 15%. Please see AR CDM PDD Appendix 8 for the detail description. 
For land HL-YQ-06, HL-SL-03 and HL-SL-04, part of them belongs to BSL-1 and part to BSL-2. 
This was shown in AR CDM PDD Appendix 8: Table Appendix 8-0-1. 
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Conclusion  
According to Table A/R CDM PDD version 02, Appendix 8-0-1 is corrected and consistent with 
CCB PDD version 02 as below. 

• BSL-2 area: 22.99+39.22+61.24+45.88+6.36+3.01=178.7 ha 
• HL-YQ-06, HL-SL-03 and HL-SL-04 belong to both of BSL-1 and BSL-2. 

 
 
CCB CL 1 
Please provide Chinese Forest Law and Regulation which ensures that plantation will remain for 
up to 100 years with relevant part translated. 

Response  
The paragraph has been revised. The forest can be harvested with license only at mature. The 
mature age is >61 years for Chinese pine and >161 years for Mongolia Scotch pine. See 
attached CL 1 for the national technical regulations (mature age listed in Appendix F of the 
regulations) 

Conclusion  
The validation team confirmed the mature age by Chinese Forest Law GB/T/8337.3-2001 
Appendix F. The CCB PDD is revised appropriately. 

CCB CL 2 
Please provide a relevant document about the description of CCB PDD G.3.10 (1) about 
procedures to cope with the conflicts and opinions that may arise in the project implementation 
and operation. 

Response  
This is a part of PRA process. Without proper settling the potential conflicts, the land owners 
would not signed land use contract with the Hesheng. 

Conclusion  
The validation team confirmed from the interviews with project participant, local government 
officials and villagers about the procedures to cope with the conflicts and opinions. The CCB 
PDD description is appropriate. 

CCB CL 3 
Please provide MOU for joint establishing LNSFER. 

Response  
It has been provided to audit team during on-site auditing. 

Conclusion  
The validation team is provided with the MOU for joint establishing LNSFER. 
The MOU describes about basic points of fund such as purpose, organization, governing body 
(Executive Board) and members, fund operation, etc.  
The validation team confirmed the project management is reliable and credible. 

CCB CL 4 
Please explain about the financial health of the implementing organization. 

Response  
This has been explained to audit team during on-site audit based on the financial audit report 
and the asset/debt table of the company.  

Conclusion  
The validation team confirmed the financial health of the implementing organization by  

• The audit report of the project entity (Hesheng Forest Silviculture Co. Ltd.) 
• The interviews with project participant, TNC and local government staffs. 

3.1.3. Conclusion 
CAR was resolved. CL 1, CL 2, CL 3 and CL 4 were clarified. 
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The project complies with the CCB Standard requirements. 

3.2 Climate Section 
3.2.1 Discussion 
CL1. Net Positive Climate Impacts 
The project applies approved AR CDM methodology, AR-ACM0001 version 05.2.0. 
It is demonstrated in the AR CDM PDD that the net climate impact of the project will give a 
positive result in terms of overall GHG benefits delivered. The validation team confirmed by the 
on-site assessment that the trees in the earliest part of the project (started in July 2011) are 
growing as estimated in the AR CDM PDD.  
The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit and interviews with project participant, 
consultant, local government and involved villagers that there will be no biomass burning during 
site preparation, no machinery use, no synthetic fertilizer application and no N-fixing species 
used in the project. Therefore, GHG emissions from these emission sources will not occur.  
GHG removals: 201,759 tCO2e/30 years 
Annual average GHG removals: 6,725 tCO2e 
CL2. Offsite Climate Impacts (Leakage) 
(1) Leakage due to agricultural activity: 
It was confirmed by site visit that there is no agricultural activities in the project lands which is 
defined as forest, thus no leakage due to agricultural activities. 
(2) Leakage due to grazing  
The validation team confirmed that no leakage due to grazing as described in AR CDM PDD 
version 02 paragraph B.7. 

∵ DMI < ANPP 

DMI: Total daily dry matter intake of grazing animal; d.m./yr 
ANPP: Annual net primary productivity of grazing lands outside the project boundary 

The validation team confirmed by the PRA document that above estimate is correctly reflecting 
the project site conditions. 

The validation team concludes that there is no leakage. 

CL3. Climate Impact Monitoring 
Monitoring is carried out in accordance with the approved CDM methodology AR-ACM0001 
version 05.2.0.  
Selected carbon pools and emission sources are as shown in table CL 1 and CL 2 of CCB PDD  
as below. 

Table CL.1 Carbon pools selection 

Carbon pools Accounted for Justification/Explanation 
Above-ground biomass Yes Major carbon pool subjected to project activity 
Below-ground biomass Yes Major carbon pool subjected to project activity 
Dead wood Yes Carbon stock in this pool is likely to increase in 

project compared to the baseline.   
Litter Yes Carbon stock in this pool is likely to increase in 

project compared to the baseline.  
Soil organic carbon  Yes Carbon stock in this pool is likely to increase in 

project compared to the baseline.  

Table CL.2  Emission sources and GHGs included in or excluded from accounting 

Sources Gas Included/ 
excluded Justification/Explanation  

Burning of 
woody biomass CO2 Excluded Carbon stock decreases due to burning are accounted 

as a change in carbon stock 
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Sources Gas Included/ 
excluded Justification/Explanation  

CH4 Included 
Burning of woody biomass for the purpose of site 
preparation or as part of forest management can lead to 
significant levels of emissions of methane 

N2O Included 
Burning of woody biomass for the purpose of site 
preparation or as part of forest management can lead to 
significant levels of emissions of nitrous oxide  

 
3.2.2. Findings 
None 
3.2.3. Conclusion 
The project complies with the CCB Standard requirements. 
 
3.3.   Community Section 
3.3.1. Discussion 
CM1. Net Positive Community Impacts 
The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit and the interviews with PP, local government 
and villagers that the project land are degraded barren lands defined as forest land and there 
are no agricultural activities except illegal grazing. As explained in CL3 (2) above, even illegal, 
the income from grazing would not be reduced because there are sufficient lands available 
outside of the project area for these displaced grazing. 
Thus, the validation team concludes that the CCB PDD description of CM.1.1 ”the income from 
the [with project] scenario estimated in AR-CDM PDD Section E (Socio-economic impacts) is a 
net benefit compared to the [without project] scenario” is appropriate. 

The validation team also confirmed by the on-site visit and the interviews with PP, local 
government and villagers that the high conservation values identified in G.1.8. of CCB PDD will 
not be affected by the project activity. In stead, the project will contribute to protect the high 
conservation values by forming the corridors between nature reserves. 

CM2. Offsite Stakeholder Impacts 
The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit and the interviews with PP, local government 
and villagers that no potential negative offsite stakeholder impacts have been identified. 
CM3. Community Impact Monitoring  
The CCB PDD CM 3.1 shows the monitoring indicators of Community Impact Monitoring. 
(1) Monitoring indicators for villages 
(2) Monitoring indicators for individuals. 
Monitoring will be done for all villagers and for individuals by sampling. 
The indicators such as income, participation, forestation area, etc. are considered appropriate to 
monitor variables directly linked to the project’s community development objectives and 
anticipated impacts. 
As stated in AR CDM PDD section F, community impact monitoring was conducted in a form of 
PRA in from April to June, 2011. 

Procedures of the PRA 
a) Establishing PRA team, 
b) Developing SOPs for the field PRA process, 
c) Preparations: Detail PRA field survey plan 
d) PRA survey 

Methods 
a) Village meeting  
b) Semi-structured interviews 
c) Questionnaire 
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The PRA report was provided to the validation team. The validation team confirmed from the 
PRA report and interviews with project participant, consultant, local government and villagers 
that the PRA is appropriately conducted. 
It was also confirmed that after project implementation the community impact monitoring will be 
conducted in a form of PRA every five years (at the same time of the climate impact monitoring). 
 
3.3.2. Findings     
None 
 
3.3.3. Conclusion  
The project complies with the CCB standard requirements. 
 
3.4. Biodiversity Section 
3.4.1. Discussion 
B1. Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts 

The validation team was provided with the baseline survey report which includes biodiversity 
survey (4b/). As stated in 1.8.2 of the CCB PDD and AR CDM PDD, the project area falls on the 
corridor between two of China’s terrestrial priority conservation areas as listed in China 
Biodiversity Conservation Strategy and Action Plan issued by Ministry of Environmental 
Protection (/8a/).  

The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, interviews with project participant, local 
environmental protection bureau and villagers that these lands currently have low biodiversity, 
no rare species and the project lands are degraded and degrading land. It will continue to 
degrade under the baseline scenario. Therefore it is confirmed that the biodiversity baseline will 
remain low or continue to reduce.  
- The restoration of native ecosystem through the project will provide better biodiversity 

corridors thus significant positive biodiversity benefits as described in CCB PDD B.1.1.  

The validation team confirms that the ‘with project’ scenario will produce the net biodiversity 
benefit compared to “without baseline” scenario. 
The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that there is no protected or endangered species and IUCN 
species have been found on the proposed project lands.  
These lands currently have low biodiversity. On the other hands, the project will bring a high 
biodiversity benefits. 

The validation team confirmed that all the tree and shrub species as listed in Section G.3.4 are 
native to local and GMOs will not be used. These species have been selected through 
community participation and none of them belongs to invasive species. 

B2 Offsite Biodiversity Impacts 

The validation team confirmed that No potential negative offsite biodiversity impacts have been 
identified. 

B3 Biodiversity Impact Monitoring  
 As stated in CCB PDD B.3.1, it is planned that biodiversity monitoring will be carried out at the 
same time of carbon stock change monitoring, based on a five-year cycle to cover plants, 
amphibians, small and large mammals, birds and insects. Various biodiversity indicators for 
different biotic communities will be used for analysis as indicted in B.3.1.of CCB PDD.  
The validation team considers that the selected biodiversity index ”Simpson’s index” 
and ”Shannon-Weiner index” are widely used in biodiversity assessment and appropriate. 

The CCB PDD B.3.3 states that the Chinese version of the monitoring plan will be developed 
upon the completion of the validation and disseminate within twelve months. The monitoring 
plan will be made available to public on the website of the LNSFER. 
 
3.4.2. Findings 
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None 

3.4.3.   Conclusion 
The project complies with the CCB requirements. 
 
3.5 Gold Level Section 
GL.1 Climate Change Adaptation Benefits  
Likely regional climate change, climate variability scenario and impacts 
The validation team confirmed by the Second National Assessment Report of Climate Change 
in China that the warming in South China is much less than North China such as that since 
1951 the mean air temperature increased by 0.37 0C per 10 years in the Northwest China, 
0.300C per 10 years in the Northeast China and 0.22 0C per 10 years in the North China, while it 
was 0.12-0.160C per 10 years in the Central and South China. (/10/) 
Also, it states that annual precipitation in the North and Northeast China decreased gradually, 
showing an apparent increasing trend of temperature and aridity and the intensity and frequency 
of extreme climatic events (heat wave, snowstorm, rainstorm, drought, etc) increased significant. 
It is stated in the report ”Uncertainties in Monsoon Precipitation Projections over China” (/11b/) 
that ”Southern Flood and Northern Drought” pattern under global climate is a hot spot in China 
and it is critical for the assessment of potential climate change impacts and selection of 
corresponding adaptation measures in the country. 
Thus, it is confirmed that especially in the north part of China, drought is the dominant 
climatic disaster.   
According to the simulation by Xu Y, Gao X J, Shen Y et al.(/11a/), since 1961, the mean annual 
temperature in the Helinge’er increased by 0.420C per 10 years, higher than the level of Inner 
Mongolia (0.380C per 10 years) and national level (0.24 0C per 10 years), particularly in last 20 
years.  The mean annual temperature increased by 0.770C and 0.450C in 1990s and early this 
century, respectively. There is no significant change in precipitation (Figure V.1). This indicates 
a more arid trend in the project area. (/11b/) (CCB CL 5) 

Risks to the projects benefits and mitigation 

The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that there are risks identified and described in the CCB 
PDD such as (1) Extreme drought may negatively impact the survival rate of young 
trees/shrubs, plantation productivity (growth rate), and increase fire risk and pest risk of forest 
to be implemented, (2) Increasing temperature may increase forest fire and pest risks. 

The validation team also confirmed by the site visit and interviews with project participant, 
consultant and local government forestry bureau officials that the mitigation measures indicated 
in the CCB PDD such as tree & shrub species selection, mixed plantation, planting pits, planting 
site selection, etc are based on the past experiences of pilot projects to improve the survival 
rate in the severely degraded project site.  
In addition to the technical mitigation measures, the project is well organized to mitigate above 
risks. 

Impact of climate changes on communities and/or biodiversity conservation status 
The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that the description about the current and anticipated 
climate change are correct and such changes will severely affect the life of people in poor 
villages of the project and further produce a negative impact on the biodiversity conservation. 

Project activity assistance to assist communities and/or biodiversity  

The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that the project activity will assist to minimize the negative 
impacts by  

• Enhancing the connectivity of forest ecosystems and habitats of wildlife and as a result 
will enhance adaptation of biodiversity to climate change impacts 
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• Increase income and provide additional employment to local communities, and help in 
the control of sandification and desertification. 

3.5.2 Findings 
CCB CL 5 
(1) The mean annual temperature increase in Helinge’er is described. However, there is no 

description in the referenced paper for Figure V.1. 
(2) Description of precipitation in GL.1.1 and Figure VI. 3 seem not consistent. (It is described in 
GL.1.1 that the annual precipitation will be increased by 158 mm and 211 mm but according to 
Figure VI.3, these seems 280 mm and 300 mm respectively.) 
Response 
(1) The mean annual temperature increase in Helinge’er is indicated in Figure VI.2. 
(2) Figures for annual precipitation were incorrectly presented. The figures are revised. 

Conclusion 
(1) OK, the validation team confirmed that the mean annual temperature in Helinge’er will 
increase by 3.3℃ and 5.4℃ by 2050 and 2100.  
(2) The validation team confirmed that the figures for annual precipitation in the CCB PDD 
version 02 are corrected. 

3.5.3 Conclusion 
CCB CL 5 was clarified. 

The validation team considers the project to comply with Gold level requirements of CCB 
Standard second edition. 
 
GL.2 Exceptional Community Benefits 
Not applicable in this project. 
 
GL.3 Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits 
Not applicable in this project. 
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3.6 Summary of CCBA requirements: 
 

General Section Status 
G1 Original Conditions at Project Site ✓ 
G2 Baseline Projections ✓ 

G3 Project Design & Goals ✓ 

G4 Management Capacity and Best Practice ✓ 

G5 Legal Status and Property Rights ✓ 

Climate Section  
CL1 Net Positive Climate Impacts ✓ 
CL2 Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”) ✓ 

CL3 Climate Impact Monitoring ✓ 

Community Section  
CM1 Net Positive Community Impacts ✓ 
CM2 Offsite Stakeholder Impacts ✓ 

CM3 Community Impact Monitoring ✓ 

Biodiversity Section  
B1 Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts ✓ 
B2 Offsite Biodiversity Impacts ✓ 

B3 Biodiversity Impact Monitoring ✓ 

Gold Level Section  

GL1 Climate Change Adaptation Benefits ✓ 

GL2 Exceptional Community Benefits NA 

GL3 Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits NA 

 
 
4. Publication and dissemination of the PDD for public comments 
The CCB PDD was made public on the CCBA web site along with AR CDM PDD.  
Comments by stakeholders were invited between 20 October and 19 November, 2012. 
(http://www.climate-standards.org/2012/10/20/afforestation-of-degraded-shengle-ecological-
zone-in-helingeer-of-inner-mongolia-china-project/) 

No comments were received.i 
 

                                                 
i  Ref: CCB standards, Rules for the use of the Climate, Community & Biodiversity Standards, Version June 21, 
2010 p7.  
There were no comments received, thus the site vist after the public comment period was not conducted. 
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5.  VALIDATION OPINION 

JACO CDM., Ltd has been ordered by the China Green Carbon Foundation (the Client) to 
perform the CCB - validation of A/R CDM project “Afforestation of Degraded Shengle Ecological 
Zone in Helinge’er of Inner Mongolia, China” (hereinafter the Project)  
This CCB - validation report summarizes the findings of the validation. 

The purpose of this validation is an independent assessment by a Third Party (JACO CDM) of 
the proposed project activity against the CCB standard Second Edition. 

The validation consisted of the following three steps:  
i) desk review of the project design, the baseline and the monitoring plan etc., 
ii) follow-up interviews with project stakeholders 
iii) the resolution of outstanding issues and issuance of the final validation report and the 

opinion. 

The CCB - Validation was performed using CCB standard checklist and also using approved 
A/R CDM methodology AR-ACM0001 version 05.2.0. The validation team pointed out 1 
Corrective Action Request (CAR) and 5 Clarifications (CLs).  

The responses to the 1 CAR and 5 CLs to the original CCB PDD version 01 (13 October, 2012) 
were satisfactorily provided by the Project participants.   
In our opinion, the project meets all relevant requirements of CCB Standards Second Edition.  

According to the scorecard approach introduced by CCBA (second edition), JACO CDM 
considers the project to comply with Gold level requirements of CCBS. 
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/57/ WANG Dezhi, Inner Mongolia Project Manager, TNC 
/58/ HOU Yuanqing, Conservation Coordinator of Climate Change, TNC 
/59/ Sen YAO, GIS Specialist, TNC 
/60/ LIU Yang, Inner Mongolia Project Coordinator, TNC 
/61/ KANG Hong, Director of International Cooperation Office, IMFD 
/62/ BAI Jinxian, Division Chief of Resource Office, IMFD 
/63/ ZHAO Xianmin, Division Chief of Forestry Reform Office, IMFD 
/64/ GAO Jianping, Division Chief of Forestation Office, IMFD 
/65/ XING Milao, Deputy Director of Helinge'er Forestry Bureau 
/66/ TAN Long, Engineer of Helinge'er Forestry Bureau 
/67/  Shan Bao Dai, Local residents (Xindianzi district) 
/68/ Liu Zhiye, village leader of Shanbaodai village 
/69/ Tian Feng, village sub-leader of Shanbaodai village 
/70/ Guo Xiaowa, villager of Zhangbahao village 
/71/ Zhu Cwunu, villager of Zhangbahao village 
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Table 1 CCB Standard Requirements Checklist 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

I. Basic Data      

1) The title of the CCB Standards project activity 
/1/ DR 

 

Afforestation of Degraded Shengle Ecological 
Zone in Helinger’er of Inner Mongolia, China 

OK OK 

2) The version number of the document 
/1/ DR 

 

Version 02 OK OK 

3) The date of the document 
/1/ DR 

 

13/11/2012 OK OK 

II. GENERAL SECTION      

G1. Original Conditions at Project Site      

General Information      
G.1.1 The location of the project and basic physical parameters (e.g., 

soil, geology, climate) 
/1/,/2/

/4/, 
/17/, 
/19/ 

DR 

 
The location of the project and the physical 
parameters are clearly indicated in the AR-CDM 
PDD, A.2 and A.3. 

OK OK 

G.1.2 The types and condition of vegetation within the project area /1/,/2/

/4/, 
/17/, 
/19/ 

DR 
 

All the project lands are non-forest lands over 50 
years. The vegetation is mainly composed of 
herbaceous plants dominated by stipa (Stipa sp.), 
thyme (Thymus sp.) and wormwood, with more or 
less shrub species such as Caragana (Caragana 
sp.) and Seabuckthorn (Hippophae sp.). There 

OK OK 
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

are no existing trees on project lands. Due to 
severe soil erosion, sandification and 
desertification, the project area is in the degraded 
and degrading condition. (PDD, A.3) 

G.1.3 The boundaries of the project area and the project zone /1/,/2/
/4/, 
/17/, 
/19/ 

DR The proposed A/R CDM project activity is located 
in 13 villages of 4 townships in Helinger’er 
County, Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, 
P.R.China, with a total area of 2,190.71 ha on 21 
parcels of lands  
The shp files are provided. 

OK OK 

Climate Information      
G.1.4. Current carbon stocks within the project area(s), using 

stratification by land-use or vegetation type and methods of 
carbon calculation (such as biomass plots, formulae, default 
values) from, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change’s 
2006 Guidance for National GHG Inventories for Agriculture, 
Forestry and Other Land Use (IPCC 2006 GL for AFOLU) or a 
more robust and detailed methodology. 

/1/,/2/ 

/4/,/5/ 

/35/, 

/40/, 

/41/ 

DR 

I 

The consolidated afforestation and reforestation 
baseline and monitoring methodology 
“Afforestation and reforestation of degraded land” 
(AR-ACM0001/Version 05.2.0) is applied. 

The proposed project activity complies with the 
conditions under which the chosen methodology 
applies, which has been demonstrated in AR-
CDM PDD section B.2. 

The validation team visited 11 parcels among 21 
parcels (in the revised PDD, 26 parcels).  

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the baseline survey report provided by PP 
that project areas are currently non-forested, 
barren lands, covered mainly by herbaceous 
plants stipa (Stipa sp.), thyme (Thymus sp.) and 
wormwood, and there are no pre-project living 
trees. The validation team confirmed that the 
current carbon stocks within the project areas are 
correctly described in the CCB PDD. 
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Final 
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There are no pre-project living trees. 

CTREE_BSL,t=0 = 0 

CSHURUB,t=0 is estimated using AR CDM 
methodological tool (CDM EB 60 Annex 13) and 
baseline survey result.  

According to the CCB PDD and the provided 
spreadsheet, the shrub carbon stock is estimated 
as 318 tCO2 for the project area of 178.7 ha 
whose shrub crown cover≧5%. Shrub crown 
cover of other project area is less than 5% and 
shrub biomass is counted as 0.  

Corrective Action Request 1 

According to CCB PDD (version 02) Table G.1, 
the project area of BSL-2 (shrub crown cover 6-
30%) is described as 178.7 ha. 

(1) The description of “6-30%” is not consistent 
with the A/R methodological tool of EB60 
Annex 13 paragraph 45(b). 

(2) Several IDs belong to both strata of BSL-1 
and BSL-2. (ID: HL-YQ-06, HL-SL-03, HL-SL-
04) 
These are to be corrected and the areas are to 
be reviewed accordingly. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
CAR 
1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
OK 

 

 

 

 

 

Community Information      

G.1.5 A description of communities located in the project zone, 
including basic socio-economic and cultural information that 
describes the social, economic and cultural diversity within 
communities (wealth, gender, age, ethnicity etc.), identifies 

/1/,/2/ 

/5/,/18/

/50/- 

DR 

I 

The proposed A/R CDM project activity is located 
in 13 villages of 4 townships in Helinger’er 
County, Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, 
P.R.China.  
Agriculture and husbandry are the main source of 

OK OK 
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

specific groups such as Indigenous Peoples and describes any 
community characteristics.  

/71/ income for local communities in the project area. 
However, production is subjected to natural 
disasters such as sand storm, droughts and 
hailstone. 
Food productivity is very low and the mean per 
capita annual income in the project areas is only 
US$470 with the lowest around US$ 202. Income 
of some natural villages was much lower. For 
example the annual per capita income in Houquan 
village was US$110. Around 5.3 per cent of rural 
people are ethnic minority and around 74 per cent 
of population is living below national poverty line. 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with a villager manager and villagers that the 
annual capita income is very low as stated in the 
PDD and very low. (160 – 320 $) 

The description of CCB PDD is appropriate. 
G.1.6 A description of current land use and customary and legal 

property rights including community property in the project zone, 
identifying any ongoing or unresolved conflicts or disputes and 
identifying and describing any disputes over land tenure that were 
resolved during the last ten years (see also G5). 

/1/,/2/

/5/, 

/16/ 

/67/- 

/71/ 

DR 

I 

The lands to be afforested have been non-forests 
for at least 50 years. Currently the project lands 
are mainly covered by herbaceous plants with a 
few shrubs  
Land tenure is described in the PDD A.6. 

All the project area (2191.21 ha) are collectively 
owned by villages and among these area 57.34 
ha are contracted to individual household for 30 
years. 

The validation team confirmed by the contract 
documents of following 2 kinds that the control of 
the project area is established during the project 
period. 

(1) Between the project owner and villages (10 

OK OK 
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Final 
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samples) 
(2) Between the project owner and individual 

villagers (5 samples) 

Also, the validation team confirmed from the 
interviews with as village manager and project 
owner that there are neither conflicts nor disputes 
in landownership. 

Biodiversity Information      
G.1.7 A description of current biodiversity within the project zone 

(diversity of species and ecosystems) and threats to that 
biodiversity, using appropriate methodologies, substantiated 
where possible with appropriate reference material.  

/1/,/2/
/8/ 

/17/ 
/50/- 
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The project area is located in the south of 
Daqingshan Mountain of the Yingshan Mountain 
range in the mid-Inner Mongolia, and the joint of 
Mongolia Plateau and Loess Plateau. Complex 
landform and transitional climate zone have 
fostered an array of biological diversity. The 
project area falls on the corridor between two of 
China’s 32 terrestrial priority conservation areas 
(e.g., the West Ordos – Helanshan Mountain – 
Yingshan Mountain priority conservation area and 
the Taihangshan Mountain priority conservation 
area), as listed in the China Biodiversity 
Conservation Strategy and Action Plan5, issued 
by the Ministry of Environmental Protection.  

However, based on baseline survey no protected 
or endangered species and IUCN species have 
been found on the proposed project lands. These 
lands currently have low biodiversity. The 
biodiversity baseline survey object on the project 
lands includes plants, mammals, rodents, 
amphibians, crawler and birds.  

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with environmental department of local 

OK OK 
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

government, project participant and villagers that 
there are no endangered species in the project 
area. 

G.1.8 An evaluation of whether the project zone includes any of the 
following High Conservation Values (HCVs) and a description of 
the qualifying attributes.  

/1/,/2/
/8/ 

/17/ 
/50/- 
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The nature reserves in the project region there are 
key habitats for rare and endangered species, 
including 3 species of plants listed under the 
category II in the national protected rare and 
endangered plants, and 1 species of animals 
listed under the category I in the national 
protected rare and endangered animals and 13 
species under the category II  
The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with local environmental department staffs and 
villagers that in the project area which is outside 
of the nature reserves, there are no HCVs and 
rare species (plants and animals). 
 

OK 

 

 

 

 

 

OK 

G.1.8.1 Globally, regionally or nationally significant concentrations of 
biodiversity values;  

a. protected areas 

b. threatened species 

c. endemic species 

d. areas that support significant concentrations of a 
species during any time in their lifecycle (e.g. 
migrations, feeding grounds, breeding areas).  

/1/,/2/
/8/ 

/17/ 
/19/ 
/50/- 
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with local environmental department staffs and 
villagers that in the project area which is outside 
of the nature reserves, there are no areas 
applicable of a – d of G.1.8.1. 
 

OK OK 

G.1.8.2 Globally, regionally or nationally significant large landscape-level 
areas where viable populations of most if not all naturally 
occurring species exist in natural patterns distribution and 
abundance;  

/1/,/2/
/8/ 

/17/ 
/19/ 
/50/- 

DR There are three nature reserves in the project 
region, i.e., Daqingshan National Nature Reserve, 
Nantianmeng Nature Reserve and Baieryeshaba 
Nature Reserve. There is a national forest park in 
the northeast of the project area. All lands in the 

OK OK 
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/66/ proposed A/R CDM project activity fall on 
corridors connecting the reserves and/or forest 
park (Figure A.0.3 of CDM PDD). These nature 
reserves are key habitats for rare and endangered 
species, including 3 species of plants listed under 
the category II in the national protected rare and 
endangered plants, and 1 species of animals 
listed under the category I in the national 
protected rare and endangered animals and 13 
species under the category II. 
However, based on baseline survey no protected 
or endangered species and IUCN species have 
been found on the proposed project lands. 
The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with local environmental department staffs and 
villagers that there are no areas of significant 
concentrations of biodiversity values in the project 
area which is outside of the nature reserves. 

G.1.8.3.Threatened or rare ecosystems; Ditto DR 

I 

ditto OK OK 

G.1.8.4 Areas that provide critical ecosystem services (e.g., hydrological 
services, erosion control, fire control);  

/1/,/2/
/8/ 

/17/ 
/19/ 
/50/- 
/71/ 

DR 

I 
Due to severe soil/wind erosion and desertification 
as well as human disturbance, most of the 
projects lands are severely degraded. Through 
establishing 2,191.21 ha of forests on degraded 
lands that suffer from severe soil and wind 
erosion, desertification and human disturbance, 
using native species, the proposed activities will 
greatly increase the forest cover in project region, 
and assist the control of both soil/wind erosion 
and desertification in this area. 

OK OK 
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the interviews with project participant, 
environmental department of local government 
that the description of the CCB PDD is 
appropriate. 

G.1.8.5 Areas that are fundamental for meeting the basic needs of local 
communities (e.g., for essential food, fuel, fodder, 
medicines or building materials without readily available 
alternatives) 

Ditto DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the interviews with project participant, 
environmental department of local government 
and villages that the project area has been barren 
land for at least 50 years and not fundamental for 
meeting the basic needs of local communities. 

OK OK 

 G.1.8.6.Areas those are critical for the traditional cultural identity of 
communities (e.g., areas of cultural, ecological, economic 
or religious significant in collaboration with the 
communities).  

Ditto DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the interviews with project participant and 
villagers that there are no areas critical for the 
traditional cultural identity of communities. Also, 
confirmed from the interviews with project 
participant that the project does not involve any 
sites for local social gatherings or other spiritual 
activities. 

OK OK 

G2. Baseline Projections      

G.2.1 Describe the most likely land-use scenario in the absence of the 
project following IPCC 2006 GL for AFOLU or a more robust and 
detailed methodology, describing the range of potential land-use 
scenarios and the associated drivers of GHG emissions and 
justifying why the land-use scenario selected is most likely.  

/1/,/2/ 
/4/,/5/ 
/15/ 
/19/ 
/35/- 
/38/ 
/50/- 
/66/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with  project participant and local government 
notice (Helinge’er [2005] 9) that the whole project 
area has been legally defined by local 
governments for forestry purposes on which other 
land uses such as agriculture and grazing are 
prohibited under China’s well enforced forest law. 
Therefore, the identified realistic and credible 
land-use scenarios that would have occurred on 
the land within the proposed project boundary in 
the absence of the proposed A/R CDM project 
activity are:  

OK OK 
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS Draft 
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Final 
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• The proposed project not undertaken as an    
A/R CDM project;  

• Continuation of current degraded and 
degrading barren lands. 

G.2.2 Document that project benefits would not have occurred in the 
absence of the project, explaining how existing laws or 
regulations would likely affect land use and justifying that the 
benefits being claimed by the project are truly ‘additional’ and 
would be unlikely to occur without the project.  

/1/,/2/ 
/4/,/5/ 
/6/ 
/15/ 
/19/ 
/35/- 
/38/ 
/50/- 
/66/ 

DR 

I 

 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with project participant, local government staff and 
local government notice (Helinge’er [2005] 9) that 
the whole project area has been legally defined by 
local governments for forestry purposes on which 
other land uses such as agriculture and grazing 
are prohibited under China’s well enforced forest 
law.  
Expected benefits are as below. 
(1) Environmental benefit: (CDM PDD, D.1) 

- biodiversity 
- Controlling soil/wind erosion and 

desertification 
- Regulating hydrological flows, etc. 

(2) Income generation 
(3) Creating employment 
(4) Technical training for forestry 

OK OK 

G.2.3 Calculate the estimated carbon stock changes associated with 
the ‘without project’ reference scenario described above. This 
requires estimation of carbon stocks for each of the land-use 
classes of concern and a definition of the carbon pools included, 
among the classes defined in the IPCC 2006 GL for AFOLU.  

  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/ 
/6/, 
/35/ 
/40/ 
/41/ 

DR The estimated carbon stock changes associated 
with the ‘without project’ reference scenario are 
described in CDM PDD B.7.1 based on the 
applied consolidated AR CDM methodology  
“Afforestation and reforestation of degraded land” 
(AR-ACM0001/Version 05.2.0). 
Carbon stock changes associated with the 
‘without project’ reference scenario ( tBSLC ,Δ ) are:

BSLDWtBSLSHRUBtBSLTREEtBSL CCCC _,_,_, Δ+Δ+Δ=Δ

OK OK 
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=0 
Where t represent 1, 2, 3, . t* years elapsed since 
the start of the project activity. 
The validation team confirmed that the carbon 
stock change associated with the “without project” 
is correctly estimated as zero. 

D.2.4 Describe how the ‘without project’ reference scenario would affect 
communities in the project zone, including the impact of likely 
changes in water, soil and other locally important ecosystem 
services. 

/1/,/2/ 
/4/,/5/ 
/6/ 
/15/ 
/19/ 
/35/- 
/38/ 
/50/- 
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team visited 11 land IDs out of 21 
IDs and confirmed from the interviews with local 
government, project participant and villagers that 
CCB PDD G.2.4 describes correctly the ‘without 
project’ reference scenario such as below; 

Agriculture and husbandry are the main source of 
income for local communities in the project area. 
However, production is subjected to natural 
disasters such as sand storm, droughts and 
hailstone. Food productivity is very low and the 
mean per capita annual income in the project 
areas is very low and around 74 per cent of 
population are living below national poverty lines 
(see AR CDM PDD section E.1 for details) 
Clean water resources for villagers and livestock 
are unavailable in most of project villages. Due to 
the decreasing underground water level, local 
villagers are facing greater challenge for drinking 
water.  

OK  

 

 

 

 

 

 

OK 

D.2.5 Describe how the ‘without project’ reference scenario would affect 
biodiversity in the project zone (e.g., habitat availability, 
landscape connectivity and threatened species). 

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/ 
/50/- 
/71/ 

DR 
I 

The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit 
that CCB PDD describes correctly about the 
‘without project’ reference scenario, that is, 
without-project, degradation is expected to 
continue and this would adversely affect 
biodiversity in the project area. 

OK OK 
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G3. Project Design & Goals      

G.3.1 Provide a summary of the project’s major climate, community and 
biodiversity objectives 

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/50/- 
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The proposed A/R CDM project activity will be 
implemented in Helinge’er County, Hohhot, Inner 
Mongolia. Located in the north edge of Loess 
Plateau with annual mean precipitation around 
400mm, the proposed project area belongs to arid 
and semiarid climate and transitional zone from 
forests to steppe, and has been suffering from 
severe drought, desertification, soil erosion and 
other hazards (windstorm and sandstorm). The 
project lands have been un-forested land since 
1950s.  

The purpose of the project: 
- Sequester carbon dioxide and mitigating climate 

change; 
- Enhance biodiversity conservation and climate 

change adaptation by increasing the 
connectivity of forests among nature reserves 
and priority conservation areas; 

- Control soil erosion and desertification; 
- Generate income for local communities. 

The validation team confirmed from the on-site 
visit and interviews with project participant, local 
government and villagers that the outline and 
purpose of the project is appropriate.  
 

OK OK 

G.3.2 Describe each project activity with expected climate, community 
and biodiversity impacts and its relevance to achieving the 
project’s objectives. 

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/8/,/10/
/11/, 
/12/ 

DR Climate: GHG absorption,  
expected lCER: 201,759 tCO2/30 years, 6,725 
tCO2/year (30years) 
Community: 
Income generation, Creating employment,  

OK 
OK 

OK 
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Biodiversity: 
Restoring forest vegetation on degraded lands 
between nature reserves will create additional 
buffer zone and corridors, hence enhance the 
connectivity between forests, and provide much 
needed expansion of important wildlife habitat 
areas. (PDD, D1) 

G.3.3 Provide a map identifying the project location and boundaries of 
the project area(s), where the project activities will occur, of the 
project zone and of additional surrounding locations that are 
predicted to be impacted by project activities (e.g., thorough 
leakage).  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/17/ 
/50/-
/66/ 

DR 

I 

 

CDM PDD, fig.A.0.1 OK OK 

G.3.4 Define the project lifetime and GHG accounting period and 
explain and justify any differences between them. Define an 
implementation schedule, indicating key dates and milestones in 
the project’s development.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/

DR Starting date: 20/07/2011 
Project lifetime: 30 years 
GHG accounting period: 30 years 
Planting period: 4 years from the project starting 
date 
Forest management period: from 5th to the end of 
the project 
No harvesting, no thinning 

OK OK 

G.3.5 Identify likely natural and human-induced risks to the expected 
climate, community and biodiversity benefits during the project 
lifetime and outline measures adopted to mitigate these risks.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/10/, 
/11/ 
/19/ 

DR Risk analysis and countermeasures are taken to 
the following risks. 

Fire risks, 
Pest risks, 
Site preparation, 
Herbicide and pesticide application, 
Fertilization, 
Drought 

OK OK 

G.3.6 Demonstrate that the project design includes specific measures to 
ensure the maintenance or enhancement of the high conservation 
value attributes identified in G1 consistent with the precautionary 
principle.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/

/8/ 
 

DR The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and interviews with project participant and/or 
villagers that following specific measures in the 
project design are taken to ensure the 

OK 

 

 

OK 
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maintenance or enhancement of the biodiversity 
and soil and water conservation of the project 
zone: 

 Restoration of the degraded and degrading 
land in corridor among the nature reserves 
and priority conservation area will enhance 
the connectivity of habitats; 

 Forests will be established by mixing 
species; 

 All species to be planted are native to local;
 Minimizing disturbance on original 

vegetation and soil; 
 No synthetic fertilizer will be applied; 
 All on-site activity will be conducted 

manually; 
 Income to be created by the project will 

alleviate the pressure of local communities 
on forest ecosystems and wildlife 
conservation; 

 Chemical pesticide is not likely to apply 
(see Section G.3.5 above); 

 Any seed used will be quarantined; 
 All seedlings will be cultured at local. 

 

 

 

 

 

G.3.7 Describe the measures that will be taken to maintain and 
enhance the climate, community and biodiversity benefits beyond 
the project lifetime.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/12/

 
 
 

DR CCB PDD states that there is no harvest within 
the project life. Based on Chinese Forest Law and 
Regulations, any harvesting shall get harvest 
license, which avoid any illegal logging or 
deforestation and ensure that plantation will 
remain for up to 100 years as a result to maintain 
and enhance the climate and biodiversity benefits 
long beyond the project lifetime 

Clarification Request 1 

 

 

 

 

 

CL 1 

 

 

 

 

OK 
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Please provide Chinese Forest Low and 
Regulation which ensures that plantation will 
remain for up to 100 years with relevant part 
translated. 

 

G.3.8 Document and defend how communities and other stakeholders 
potentially affected by the project activities have been identified 
and have been involved in project design through effective 
consultation, particularly with a view to optimizing community and 
stakeholders benefits, respecting local customs and values and 
maintaining high conservation values.  
Project developers must document stakeholder dialogues and 
indicate if and how the project proposal was revised based on 
such input. A plan must be developed to continue communication 
and consultation between project managers and all community 
groups about the project and its impacts to facilitate adaptive 
management throughout the life of the project.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

To maximize the socio-economic and 
conservation benefit and respect local customs, 
the project was designed with a participatory 
approach. The validation team was provided with 
the PRA report. 

The local farmers will participate in the project 
activity throughout the project lifetime including 
site preparation, planting, weeding, protection and 
other forest management activities, and earning 
direct benefits during the project lifetime. This 
ensures the frequent communication and 
consultation between project managers and all 
community groups about the project and its 
impacts to facilitate adaptive management 
throughout the life of the project. In addition, 
project stakeholders meeting will be hold at least 
once a year to facilitate the continuous 
communication and consultation. 

The plan of PRA for the project lifetime of 30 
years is described in CCB PDD to optimizing 
community and stakeholder benefits respecting 
local customs and values and maintaining high 
conservation values. 

OK 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OK 
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G.3.9 Describe what specific steps have been taken, and 
communications methods used, to publicize the CCBA public 
comment period to communities and other stakeholders and to 
facilitate their submission of comments to CCBA.  

Project proponents must play an active role in distributing key 
project documents to affected communities and stakeholders and 
hold widely publicized information meetings in relevant local or 
regional languages.  

/1/,/2/
/5/ 
 

DR 

I 

CCB PDD version 01 and CDM PDD version 01 
were submitted to CCBA on 16 October. The 
public comments period is from 20 October to 19 
November, 2012. 

 

OK OK 

G.3.10 Formalize a clear process for handling unresolved conflicts and 
grievances that arise during project planning and implementation. 

The project design must include a process for hearing, responding 
to and resolving community and other stakeholder grievances 
within a reasonable time period. This grievance process must be 
publicized to communities and other stakeholders and must be 
managed by a third party or mediator to prevent any conflict of 
interest. Project management must attempt to resolve all 
reasonable grievances raised, and provide a written response to 
grievances within 30 days. Grievances and project responses 
must be documented.   

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

A clear process for handling unresolved conflicts 
and grievances that arise during project 
implementation is explained in the CCB PDD. 

The validation team considers that the process is 
appropriate. 

The validation team confirmed by the interviews 
with villagers that they are cooperative to the 
project and there are no grievances. 

Clarification Request 2 
Please provide a relevant document about the 
description of CCB PDD G.3.10 (1), if any. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CL 2 

 

 

 

 

 

OK 
OK 

 

 
G.3.11 Demonstrate that financial mechanisms adopted, including 

projected revenues from emissions reductions and other sources, 
are likely to provide an adequate flow of funds for project 
implementation and to achieve the anticipated climate, community 
and biodiversity benefits.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/50/-
/59/, 
/65/, 
/66/ 

DR 

I 

In the CDM PDD, B.8.3, the financial mechanisms 
including projected revenues from GHG removals 
and funds are explained as below. 

The LNSFER Executive Board, composed of the 
representatives from CGCF, LNF, IMFD and TNC, 
is responsible for major decision-making, 
instruction, approval and supporting of the overall 
implementation.  
CGCF will serve as project cooperative donator, 
and provide a platform for project financing. 

OK OK 
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LNF, as a project cooperative donator, will provide 
funds for project implementation and 
management. 
TNC, as a consultant, will provide technical input 
and technical consultation services for project 
development, including baseline survey, PRA, 
PDD development, etc.  
IMFD will be responsible for project administration 
and supervision. 

G4. Management Capacity and Best Practices      

G.4.1 Identify a single project proponent which is responsible for the 
project’s design and implementation. If multiple organizations or 
individuals are involved in the project’s development and 
implementation the governance structure, roles and 
responsibilities of each of the organizations or individuals involved 
must also be described.  

/1/,/2/
/7/ 

/50/-
59/ 
/65/, 
/66/ 

DR 

I 
The project is developed by The Nature 
Conservancy (TNC) China in cooperation with 
Hesheng Forest Silviculture Co. Ltd. (the project 
participant) and Helinge’er forestry bureaus. 

The project stakeholders include China Green 
Carbon Foundation (CGCF), Lao Niu Foundation, 
Inner Mongolia Forestry Department (IMFD), The 
Nature Conservancy (TNC), Hesheng Forest 
Silviculture Co. Ltd., Helinge’er County Forestry 
Bureau and involved communities.  

The local forestry agencies, i.e., Inner Mongolia 
Forestry Department, Holinger’er Forestry 
Bureaus, Inner Mongolia Research Institute of 
Forestry, Inner Mongolia Forestry Inventory and 
Planning Institute, The Nature Conservancy China 
Program, University of Inner Mongolia and 
Agricultural University of Inner Mongolia etc. will 
provide technical consultation and guidance, 
including training courses, conduct quality control 
to the preparation and implementation of the 
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proposed A/R CDM project activity, and develop 
and implement the proposed project.  

To facilitate the development and implementation 
of the project, the Lao Niu Special Fund for 
Ecological Restoration (LNSFER) was jointly 
established by CGCF, LNF, IMFD and TNC, 
governed by LNSFER Executive Board.  

The LNSFER Executive Board, composed of the 
representatives from CGCF, LNF, IMFD and TNC, 
is responsible for major decision-making, 
instruction, approval and supporting of the overall 
implementation.  

Clarification Request 3 
(1) Please provide contract or MOU for joint 

establishing LNSFER.  
(2) Please provide contract or MOU between 

project participant and CGCF/LNF 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CL 3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OK 

G.4.2 Document key technical skills that will be required to implement 
the project successfully, including community engagement, 
biodiversity assessment and carbon measurement and monitoring 
skills. Document the management team’s expertise and prior 
experience implementing land management projects at the scale 
of this project. If relevant experience is lacking, the proponents 
must either demonstrate how other organizations will be partnered 
with to support the project or have a recruitment strategy to fill the 
gaps.  

/1/,/2/
/4/ 

/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

Key technical skills are explained in CCB PDD 
G.4.2.  

Key technical skills are provided jointly by 
following well experienced entities. 
Hesheng Forest Silviculture Co. Ltd.: Seedling, 

forestation, forest management 
Helinge’er forestry bureau: forestation, forest 

management, forestry administration and 
technical training for local communities 

TNC China: biodiversity survey and assessment, 
development of SOP, development of CCB 
and AR CDM projects 

The validation team confirmed the technical skills 
are reliable. 

OK OK 
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G.4.3 Include a plan to provide orientation and training for the project’s 
employees and relevant people from the communities with an 
objective of building locally useful skills and knowledge to 
increase local participation in project implementation. These 
capacity building efforts should target a wide range of people in 
the communities, including minority and underrepresented 
groups. Identify how training will be passed on to new workers 
when there is staff turnover, so that local capacity will not be lost. 

/1/,/2/
/4/ 

/50/-
/57/ 

DR 

I 

Helinge’er forestry bureau and its forestry stations 
will organize training for local communities to 
extend the improved forestation technologies and 
assist them in understanding and addressing 
problems during the implementation of the 
proposed project activity, both on-site and off-site, 
which mainly include seed and seedling selection, 
nursery management, site preparation, planting 
and pest and fire management. The participants 
have been taught how to participate in project 
design process through PRA process. 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with villagers that all relevant villagers including 
women participated the training and the training 
was easy to understand and useful. 

OK 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

OK 

G.4.4 Show that people from the communities will be given an equal 
opportunity to fill all employment positions (including 
management) if the job requirements are met. Project proponents 
must explain how employees will be selected for positions and 
where relevant, must indicate how local community members, 
including women and other potentially underrepresented groups, 
will be given a fair chance to fill positions for which they can be 
trained.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/ 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the local 
government staff, project participant and villagers 
that people from the communities will be given an 
equal opportunity. 

OK OK 

G.4.5 Submit a list of all relevant laws and regulations covering worker’s 
rights in the host country. Describe how the project will inform 
workers about their rights. Provide assurance that the project 
meets or exceeds all applicable laws and/or regulations covering 
worker rights and, where relevant, demonstrate how compliance 
is achieved.  

/1/,/2/
/14/ 
/16/ 
/50/-
/70/ 

DR 

I 

Relevant laws and regulations covering worker’s 
rights in China include “Labor Law of the People’s 
Republic of China” and “China Company Law”. At 
the time of the employment, a task contract will be 
signed with a representative employee (the head 
of a employee group) following the Chinese Law 
for Employment Contract, in which relevant laws 
and regulations will be mentioned as the basis of 
the contract, so that if there is conflict between the 

OK OK 
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employers and workers, the worker has rights to 
complain and seek for the local county worker 
association for arbitration to protect their interests.

G.4.6 Comprehensively assess situations and occupations that pose a 
substantial risk to worker safety. A plan must be in place to inform 
workers of risks and to explain how to minimize such risks. Where 
worker safety cannot be guaranteed, project proponents must 
show how the risks will be minimized using best work practices.  

/1/,/2/
/14/ 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

Possible risks are identified in CCB PDD G.4.6 as 
below. 

- Dilution of chemicals 
- Falling of rocks 
- Forest fires 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with project participant and villagers that such 
risks and measures were explained in the training.

OK OK 

G.4.7 Document the financial health of the implementing organization(s) 
to demonstrate that financial resources budgeted will be adequate 
to implement the project.  

/1/,/2/
/7/ 

/50/-
/59/ 
/65/, 
/66/ 

DR 

I 

Clarification Request 4 

 Please explain about the financial health of the 
implementing organization. 

CL 4 OK 

G5. Legal Status and Property Rights      

G.5.1 Submit a list of all relevant national and local laws and regulations 
in the host country and all applicable international treaties and 
agreements. Provide assurance that the project will comply with 
these and, where relevant, demonstrate how compliance is 
achieved.  

/1/,/2/
/16/ 

/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

Relevant laws are described in the CCB PDD 
G.5.1 such as the Forest Law, the Regulations for 
Implementing the Forest Law, the Regulations for 
Grain for Green, the Regulations for the 
Protection of Wild Animals, the Regulations for the 
Protection of Wild Plants, the Regulation for 
Nature Reserve, the Regulation for Forest Fire 
Control, and the Regulation for Forest Diseases 
and Pests Control, Facilitation for Land Tenure 
Reform of Collective-owned Forestry Land, etc. 

OK OK 
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G.5.2 Document that the project has approval from the appropriate 
authorities, including the established formal and/or traditional 
authorities customarily required by the communities.  

/1/,/2/
/3/, 
/12/ 

DR (CDM CAR 1) 

LoA of the project: under application. 

(CAR 
1 of 

CDM) 

OK 

G.5.3 Demonstrate with documented consultations and agreements that 
the project will not encroach uninvited on private property, 
community property, or government property and has obtained 
the free, prior, and informed consent of those whose rights will be 
affected by the project.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/16/ 
/50/-
/66/ 

DR 

I 

 The validation team confirmed from the 
interviews with PP and the contract documents 
(between project participant and villages, between 
project participant and individuals) that control of 
all the project areas are established and the 
project will not encroach uninvited on private 
property, community property or government 
property. 

OK OK 

G.5.4 Demonstrate that the project does not require the involuntary 
relocation of people or of the activities important for the 
livelihoods and culture of the communities. If any relocation of 
habitation or activities is undertaken within the terms of an 
agreement, the project proponents must demonstrate that the 
agreement was made with the free, prior, and informed consent of 
those concerned and includes provisions for just and fair 
compensation.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/16/ 

DR The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and interviews with project participant and 
villagers that the project area is severely 
degraded and there is no activity on the project 
areas. 

OK OK 

G.5.5 Identify any illegal activities that could affect the project’s climate, 
community or biodiversity impacts (e.g., logging) taking place in 
the project zone and describe how the project will help to reduce 
these activities so that project benefits are not derived from illegal 
activities.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/50/-
/66/ 

DR 

I 
The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit, 
the interviews with local government and villagers 
that 525.12 ha of lands are barren lands without 
any pre-project management activity, and 
1,666.09 ha of lands have grazing.  

However the grazing is illegal. As a result of the 
implementation of the proposed project, the land 
parcels will be enclosed after planting to prevent 
planted young trees from being disturbed by 
human activities or illegal grazing, until the stand 
canopy closure. Therefore the pre-project illegal 
activities would not affect the project’s climate, 

OK OK 
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community or biodiversity benefits. 

G.5.6 Demonstrate that the project proponents have clear, uncontested 
title to the carbon rights, or provide legal documentation 
demonstrating that the project is undertaken on behalf of the 
carbon owners with their full consent. Where local or national 
conditions preclude clear title to the carbon rights at the time of 
validation against the Standards, the project proponents must 
provide evidence that their ownership of carbon rights is likely to 
be established before they enter into any transactions concerning 
the project’s carbon assets.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/16/ 

DR The validation team confirmed by the contract 
documents between project participant and 
villages/ villagers that the right of access to the 
sequestered carbon belongs fully to project 
participant (Hexheng Forest Silviculture Co., Ltd.) 
after Chinese government taxes 2% of transfer 
value 

OK 

 

OK 

III. Climate Section      

CL1. Net Positive Climate Impacts      

CL.1.1 

Estimate the net change in carbon stocks due to the project 
activities using the methods of calculation, formulae and default 
values of the IPCC 2006GL for AFOLU or using a more robust 
and detailed methodology. The net change is equal to carbon 
stock changes with the project minus carbon stock changes 
without the project (the latter having been estimated in G2). This 
estimate must be based on clearly defined and defendable 
assumptions about how project activities will alter GHG emissions 
or carbon stocks over duration of the project or the project’s GHG 
accounting period.  

/1/,/2/
/6/ 

/40/ 
/41/ 

DR PDD,  

It is using a robust CDM methodology AR-
ACM0001 version 05.2.0. 

OK OK 

CL.1.2 

Estimate the net change in the emissions of non-CO2GHG 
emissions such as CH4 and N2O in the with and without project 
scenarios if those gases are likely to account for more than a 5% 
increase or decrease (in terms of CO2-equivalent) of the project’s 
overall GHG emissions reductions or removals over each 
monitoring period.  

/1/,/2/ DR NA 
The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and interviews with project participant, consultant, 
local government and involved villagers that there 
will be no biomass burning during site preparation, 
no machinery use, no synthetic fertilizer 
application and no N-fixing species used in the 

OK OK 
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project. Therefore, GHG emissions from these 
emission sources will not occur.  
 

CL.1.3 

Estimate any other GHG emissions resulting from project 
activities. Emissions sources include, but are not limited to, 
emissions from biomass burning during site preparation, 
emissions from fossil fuel combustion, direct emissions from the 
use of synthetic fertilizers, and emissions from the decomposition 
of N- fixing species.  

/1/,/2/ DR NA 

Ditto 

  

CL.1.4 

Demonstrate that the net climate impact of the project is positive. 
The net climate impact of the project is the net change in carbon 
stocks plus net change in non-CO2 GHGs where appropriate 
minus any other GHG emissions resulting from project activities 
minus any likely project-related unmitigated negative offsite 
climate impacts (see CL2.3).  

/1/,/2/ 
/6/ 

DR 

 

PDD,  

GHG removals: 201,759 tCO2e/30 years 

Annual average GHG removals: 6,725 tCO2e 

OK OK 

CL.1.5 

Specify how double counting of GHG emissions reductions or 
removals will be avoided, particularly for offsets sold on the 
voluntary market and generated in a country with an emissions 
cap.  

/1/,/2/ DR NA 

 

― ― 

CL2. Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”)       

CL.2.1 

Determine the types of leakage that are expected and estimate 
potential offsite increases in GHGs (increases in emissions or 
decreases in sequestration) due to project activities. Where 
relevant, define and justify where leakage is most likely to take 
place.  

/1/,/2/ 
/6/ 

DR Refer to AR CDM PDD B.7.1. 
(1) Leakage due to agricultural activity: 
It was confirmed by site visit that there is no 
agricultural activities in the project lands which is 
defined as forest, thus no leakage due to 
agricultural activities. 
(2) Leakage due to grazing  
The validation team confirmed that no leakage 
due to grazing. 

OK OK 
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∵ DMI < ANPP 

DMI: Total daily dry matter intake of grazing 
animal; d.m./yr 

ANPP: Annual net primary productivity of grazing 
lands outside the project boundary 

CL.2.2 
Document how any leakage will be mitigated and estimate the 
extent to which such impacts will be reduced by these mitigation 
activities.  

/1/,/2/ 
 

DR Ditto OK OK 

CL.2.3 

Subtract any likely project-related unmitigated negative offsite 
climate impacts from the climate benefits being claimed by the 
project and demonstrate that this has been included in the 
evaluation of net climate impact of the project (as calculated in 
CL1.4).  

/1/,/2/ DR Ditto OK OK 

CL.2.4 

Non-CO2 gases must be included if they are likely to account for 
more than a 5% increase or decrease ( in terms of CO2-
equivalent) of the net change calculations (above) of the project’s 
overall off-site GHG emissions reductions or removals over each 
monitoring period.  

/1/,/2/ DR Ditto OK OK 

CL3. Climate Impact Monitoring      

CL.3.1 

Develop an initial plan for selecting carbon pools and non-CO2 
GHGs to be monitored, and determine the frequency of 
monitoring. Potential pools include aboveground biomass, litter, 
dead wood, belowground biomass, wood products, soil carbon 
and peat. Pools to monitor must include any pools expected to 
decrease as a result of project activities, including those in the 
region outside the project boundaries resulting from all types of 
leakage identified in CL2. A plan must be in place to continue 
leakage monitoring for at least five years after all activity 
displacement or other leakage causing activity has taken place. 
Individual GHG sources may be considered ‘insignificant’ and do 

/1/,/2/ 
/35/ 

DR Refer to CDM PDD, methodology and monitoring 
plan 

OK OK 
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not have to be accounted for if together such omitted decreases 
in carbon pools and increase in GHG emissions amount to less 
than 5% of the total CO2-equivalent benefits generated by the 
project. Non-CO2 gases must be included if they are likely to 
account for more than 5% (in terms of CO2-equivalent) of the 
project’s overall GHG impact over each monitoring period. Direct 
field measurements using scientifically robust sampling must be 
used to measure more significant elements of the project’s carbon 
stocks. Other data must be suitable to the project site and specific 
forest type.  

CL.3.2 

Commit to developing a full monitoring plan within six months of 
the project start date or within twelve months of validation against 
the Standards and to disseminate this plan and the results of 
monitoring, ensuring that they are made publicly available on the 
internet and are communicated to the communities and other 
stakeholders.  

/1/,/2/ DR The monitoring plan is described in section 8 of 
AR CDM PDD version 02 dated 11/01/2013.  

The CCB validation start date is 20 October, 2012 
(the date of CCB PDD publication). Therefore, the 
monitoring plan is developed within 12 months of 
validation against the Standards.  

 

OK OK 

IV. COMMUNITY SECTION      

CM1. Net Positive Community Impacts      

CM.1.1 Use appropriate methodologies to estimate the impacts on 
communities, including all constituent socio-economic or cultural 
groups such as indigenous peoples (defined in G1), resulting from 
planned project activities. A credible estimate of impacts must 
include changes in community well-being due to project activities 
and an evaluation of the impacts by the affected groups. This 
estimate must be based on clearly defined and defendable 
assumptions about how project activities will alter social and 
economic well-being, including potential impacts of changes in 
natural resources and ecosystem services identified as important 

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/

/50/-
/66/ 

DR The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the interviews with PP, local government and 
villagers that the project land are degraded barren 
lands defined as forest land and there are no 
agricultural activities except illegal grazing. As 
explained in CL3 (2) above, even illegal, the 
income from grazing would not be reduced 
because there are sufficient lands available 
outside of the project area for these displaced 
grazing. 

OK OK 
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by the communities (including water and soil resources), over the 
duration of the project. The ‘with project’ scenario must then be 
compared with the ‘without project’ scenario of social and 
economic well-being in the absence of the project (completed in 
G2). The difference (i.e., the community benefit) must be positive 
for all community groups. 

The validation team concludes that the CCB PDD 
description of CM.1.1 ”the income from the [with 
project] scenario estimated in AR-CDM PDD 
Section E (Socio-economic impacts) is a net 
benefit compared to the “without project” scenario” 
is appropriate.  

CM.1.2 Demonstrate that no High Conservation Values identified in 
G1.8.4-6 will be negatively affected by the project.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/

/8/ 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the interviews with PP, local government and 
villagers that the high conservation values 
identified in G.1.8.4-6 will not be affected by the 
project activity. 

OK OK 

CM.2 Offsite Stakeholder Impacts      

CM.2.1 Identify any potential negative offsite stakeholder impacts that the 
project activities are likely to cause.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/ 
/8/, 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the interviews with PP, local government and 
villagers that no potential negative offsite 
stakeholder impacts have been identified. 

OK OK 

CM.2.2 Describe how the project plans to mitigate these negative offsite 
social and economic impacts.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/ 
/8/, 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The monitoring plan including the mitigation 
measures to address any potential risks will be 
implemented. 

OK OK 

CM.2.3 Demonstrate that the project is not likely to result in net negative 
impacts on the well-being of other stakeholder groups.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/ 
/8/, 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the on-site visit 
and the interviews with PP, local government and 
villagers that the project is not likely to result in net 
negative impacts on the well-being of other 
stakeholder groups. 

OK OK 

CM3. Community Impact Monitoring      
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CM.3.
1 

Develop an initial plan for selecting community variables to be 
monitored and the frequency of monitoring and reporting to 
ensure that monitoring variables are directly linked to the project’s 
community development objectives and to anticipated impacts 
(positive and negative). 

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/

DR 

I 

In the CCB PDD CM 3.1, following 2 tables are 
indicated. 
Table CM.1 Monitoring Indicators for villages 
Table CM.2 Monitoring Indicators for Individual 
Households Sampled 

The validation team considers that indicators are 
appropriate to monitor community development. 

OK OK 

CM.3.
2 

Develop an initial plan for how they will assess the effectiveness 
of measures used to maintain or enhance High Conservation 
Values related to community well-being(G1.8.4-6) present in the 
project zone.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/

DR 

I 

Ditto 

The validation team confirmed that the monitoring 
will be conducted for all villages and by sampling 
for individuals. 

OK OK 

CM.3.
3 

Commit to developing a full monitoring plan within six months of 
the project start date or within twelve months of validation against 
the Standards and to disseminate this plan and the results of 
monitoring, ensuring that they are made publicly available on the 
internet and are communicated to the communities and other 
stakeholders.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/

DR 

I 

The CCB PDD states that to in-depth track the 
socio-economic changes resulted from the project 
activities in the rural communities and 
households, and understand issues raised and 
difficulties encountered during the project 
implementation, as well as their opinions and 
comments on the project activities, so as to adjust 
and improve the project activities in a timely 
manner, a PRA process will be conducted once 
every five years (at the same time of the climate 
impact monitoring) 

The validation team considers that above 
procedures are appropriate. 

OK OK 

V. BIODIVERSITY SECTION      

B1. Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts      
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B1.1 Use appropriate methodologies to estimate changes in 
biodiversity as a result of the project in the project zone and in the 
project lifetime. This estimate must be based on clearly defined 
and defendable assumptions. The ‘with project’ scenario should 
then be compared with the baseline ‘without project’ biodiversity 
scenario completed in G2. The difference (i.e., the net biodiversity 
benefit) must be positive.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The validation team was provided with the 
baseline survey report which includes biodiversity 
survey (4b/). As stated in 1.8.2 of the CCB PDD 
and AR CDM PDD, the project area falls on the 
corridor between two of China’s terrestrial priority 
conservation areas as listed in China Biodiversity 
Conservation Strategy and Action Plan issued by 
Ministry of Environmental Protection (/8a/).  

The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, 
interviews with project participant, local 
environmental protection bureau and villagers that 
these lands currently have low biodiversity, no 
rare species and the project lands are degraded 
and degrading land and will continue to degrade 
under the baseline scenario. Therefore it is 
confirmed that the biodiversity baseline will remain 
low or continue to reduce.  
- The restoration of native ecosystem through the 

project will provide significant positive 
biodiversity benefits as described in CCB PDD 
B.1.1.  

The validation team confirms that the ‘with project’ 
scenario will form better corridors and produce the 
net biodiversity benefit compared to “without 
baseline” scenario.  

OK OK 

B1.2 Demonstrate that no High Conservation Values identified in 
G1.8.1-3 will be negatively affected by the project.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, 
interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that there is 
no protected or endangered species and IUCN 
species have been found on the proposed project 

OK OK 
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lands.  

These lands currently have low biodiversity. On 
the other hands, the project will bring a high 
biodiversity benefits. 

B.1.3 Identify all species to be used by the project and show that no 
known invasive species will be introduced into any area affected 
by the project and that the population of any invasive species will 
not increase as a result of the project.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The validation team confirmed that all the tree and 
shrub species as listed in Section G.3.4 are native 
to local. These species have been selected 
through community participation and none of them 
belongs to invasive species.  

OK OK 

B.1.4 Describe possible adverse effects of non-native species used by 
the project on the region’s environment, including impacts on 
native species and disease introduction or facilitation. Project 
proponents must justify any use of non-native species over native 
species.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

Not applicable.   

B.1.5 Guarantee that no GMOs will be used to generate GHG emissions 
reductions or removals.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed from the interviews 
with project participant and local government that 
all the species are native species and GMOs will 
not be used. 

 

OK OK 

B2. Offsite Biodiversity Impacts      

B.2.1 Identify potential negative offsite biodiversity impacts that the 
project is likely to cause.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The validation team confirmed that No potential 
negative offsite biodiversity impacts have been 
identified. 

 

OK OK 

B.2.2 Document how the project plans to mitigate these negative offsite 
biodiversity impacts.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-

DR 

I 

NA ―   ― 
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/71/ 

B.2.3 Evaluate likely unmitigated negative offsite biodiversity impacts 
against the biodiversity benefits of the project within the project 
boundaries. Justify and demonstrate that the net effect of the 
project on biodiversity is positive.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

NA ― ― 

B3. Biodiversity Impact Monitoring      

B.3.1 Develop an initial plan for selecting biodiversity variables to be 
monitored and the frequency of monitoring and reporting to 
ensure that monitoring variables are directly linked to the project’s 
biodiversity objectives and to anticipated impacts (positive and 
negative).  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
As stated in CCB PDD B.3.1, it is planned that 
biodiversity monitoring will be carried out at the 
same time of carbon stock change monitoring, 
based on a five-year cycle to cover plants, 
amphibians, small and large mammals, birds and 
insects. Various biodiversity indicators for different 
biotic communities will be used for analysis as 
indicted in B.3.1.of CCB PDD.  

OK OK 

B.3.2 Develop an initial plan for assessing the effectiveness of 
measures used to maintain or enhance High Conservation Values 
related to globally, regionally or nationally significant biodiversity 
(G1.8.1-3) present in the project zone.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The effectiveness of measures used to maintain 
or enhance HCVs will be assessed at a five year 
interval: 

OK OK 

B.3.3 Commit to developing a full monitoring plan within six months of 
the project start data or within twelve months of validation against 
the Standards and to disseminate this plan and the results of 
monitoring, ensuring that they are made publicly available on the 
internet and are communicated to the communities and other 
stakeholders.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/8/
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The CCB PDD B.3.3 states that the Chinese 
version of the monitoring plan will be developed 
upon the completion of the validation and 
disseminate within twelve months. The monitoring 
plan will be made available to public on the 
website of the LNSFER. 

OK OK 

VI. GOLD LEVEL SECTION      

GL.1 Climate Change Adaptation Benefits      
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GL.1.1 Identify likely regional climate change and climate variability 
scenarios and impacts, using available studies, and identify 
potential changes in the local land-use scenario due to these 
climate change scenarios in the absence of the project.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/10/ 
/11/ 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The magnitude and trend of climate changes vary 
with geographical area. The warming in South 
China is much less than North China. Since 1951 
the mean air temperature increased by 0.37 0C 
per 10 years in the Northwest China, 0.300C per 
10 years in the Northeast China and 0.22 0C per 
10 years in the North China, while it was 0.12-
0.160C per 10 years in the Central and South 
China. At the same time, annual precipitation in 
the North and Northeast China decreased 
gradually, showing an apparent increasing trend 
of temperature and aridity. The intensity and 
frequency of extreme climatic events (heat wave, 
snowstorm, rainstorm, drought, etc) increased 
significant. Especially in the north part of China, 
drought is the dominant climatic disaster.  

Since 1961, the mean annual temperature in the 
Helinge’er increased by 0.420C per 10 years, 
higher than the level of Inner Mongolia (0.380C 
per 10 years) and national level (0.24 0C per 10 
years), particularly in last 20 years.  The mean 
annual temperature increased by 0.770C and 
0.450C in 1990s and early this century, 
respectively. There is no significant change in 
precipitation (Figure V.1). This indicates a more 
arid trend in the project area. 
Clarification Request 5 
(2) The mean annual temperature increase in 

Helinge’er is described. However, there is no 
description in the referenced paper for Figure 
V.1. 

(2) Description of precipitation in GL.1.1 and 
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Figure VI. 3 seem not consistent. (It is 
described in GL.1.1 that the annual 
precipitation will be increased by 158 mm and 
211 mm but according to Figure VI.3, these 
seems 280 mm and 300 mm respectively.) 

 

 

 

GL.1.2 Identify any risks to the project’s climate, community and 
biodiversity benefits resulting from likely climate change and 
climate variability impacts and explain how these risks will be 
mitigated.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/10/ 
/11/ 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, 
interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that there are 
risks identified and described in the CCB PDD 
such as (1) Extreme drought may negatively 
impact the survival rate of young trees/shrubs, 
plantation productivity (growth rate), and increase 
fire risk and pest risk of forest to be implemented, 
(2) Increasing temperature may increase forest 
fire and pest risks. 

The validation team also confirmed by the site 
visit and interviews with project participant, 
consultant and local government forestry bureau 
officials that the mitigation measures indicated in 
the CCB PDD such as tree & shrub species 
selection, mixed plantation, planting pits, site 
selection, etc   are based on the past experiences 
of pilot projects to improve the survival rate in the 
severely degraded project site. In addition to the 
technical mitigation measures, the project is well 
organized to mitigate above risks. 

OK OK 

GL.1.3 Demonstrate that current or anticipated climate changes are 
having or are likely to have an impact on the well-being of 
communities and/or conservation status of biodiversity in the 
project zone and surrounding regions.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/10/ 
/11/ 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 

The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, 
interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that the 
description about the current and anticipated 
climate change are correct and such changes will 
severely affect the life of people in poor villages of 

OK OK 
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the project and produce a negative impact on the 
biodiversity conservation. 

GL.1.4 Demonstrate that the project activities will assist communities 
and/or biodiversity to adapt to the probable impacts of climate 
change.  

/1/,/2/
/4/,/5/
/10/ 
/11/ 
/50/-
/71/ 

DR 

I 
The validation team confirmed by the onsite visit, 
interviews with project participant, local 
environmental bureau and villagers that the 
project activity will assist to minimize the negative 
impacts by  

- Enhancing the connectivity of forest 
ecosystems and habitats of wildlife and as a 
result will enhance adaptation of biodiversity 
to climate change impacts 

- Increase income and provide additional 
employment to local communities, and help 
in the control of sandification and 
desertification.  

OK OK 

GL.2 Exceptional Community Benefits      

GL.2.1 Demonstrate that the project zone is in a low human development 
country OR in an administrative area of a medium or high human 
development country in which at least 50% of the population of 
that area is below the national poverty line.  

  Not applicable 

 

― ― 

GL.2.2 Demonstrate that at least 50% of households within the lowest 
category of well-being (e.g., poorest quartile) of the community 
are likely to benefit substantially from the project.  

  Not applicable ― ― 

GL.2.3 Demonstrate that any barriers or risks that might prevent benefits 
going to poorer households have been identified and addressed in 
order to increase the probable flow of benefits to poorer 
households.  

  Not applicable ― ― 

GL.2.4 Demonstrate that measures have been taken to identify any 
poorer and more vulnerable households and individuals whose 

  Not applicable ― ― 
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well-being or poverty may be negatively affected by the project, 
and that the project design includes measures to avoid any such 
impacts. Where negative impacts are unavoidable, demonstrate 
that they will be effectively mitigated.  

GL.2.5 Demonstrate that community impact monitoring will be able to 
identify positive and negative impacts on poorer and more 
vulnerable groups. The social impact monitoring must take a 
differentiated approach that can identify positive and negative 
impacts on poorer households and individuals and other 
disadvantage groups, including women.  

  Not applicable ― ― 

GL.3 Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits [either Vulnerability or 
Irreplaceability]      

GL.3.1 Vulnerability  
Regular occurrence of a globally threatened species 
(according to the IUCN Red List) at the site: 

     

1.1 Critically Endangered (CR) and Endangered (EN) species- 
presence of at least a single individual; or  

  Not applicable ― ― 

1.2 Vulnerable species (VU) – presence of at least 30 individuals or 
10 pairs. 

  Not applicable ― ― 

GL.3.2 Irreplaceability 
A minimum proportion of a species’ global population 
present at the site at any stage of the species’ lifecycle 
according to the following thresholds.  

     

2.1 Restricted-range species – species with a global range less 
than 50,000km2 and 5% of global population at the site; or 

  Not applicable ― ― 

2.2 Species with large but clumped distributions – 5% of the 
global population at the site; or 

  Not applicable ― ― 
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2.3 Globally significant congregations – 1% of the global 
population seasonally at the site; or 

  Not applicable ― ― 

2.4 Globally significant source populations – 1% of the global 
population at the site; 

  Not applicable ― ― 
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Table 2 Resolution of Corrective Action and Clarification Requests 

Draft report clarifications and corrective action  
requests by validation team 

Ref. to 
checklist 
question 
in table 2

Summary of project owner 
response Validation team conclusion 

Corrective Action Request 1 

According to CCB PDD (version 02) Table G.1, the project 
area of BSL-2 (shrub crown cover 6-30%) is described as 
178.7 ha. 

(1) The description of “6-30%” is not consistent with the 
A/R methodological tool of EB60 Annex 13 paragraph 
45(b). 

(2) Several IDs belong to both strata of BSL-1 and BSL-2. 
(ID: HL-YQ-06, HL-SL-03, HL-SL-04) 

These are to be confirmed. 

G.1.4 The baseline stratification was done 
based on shrub cover, i.e., BSL-1 for 
shrub cover less than 5%, and BSL-2 
for BSL over 5%. For BSL-2 the range 
of shrub cover is 6-30 with a mean 
shrub cover 15%. Please see AR CDM 
PDD Appendix 8 for the detail 
description. 
For land HL-YQ-06, HL-SL-03 and HL-
SL-04, part of them belongs to BSL-1 
and part to BSL-2. This was shown in 
AR CDM PDD Appendix 8: Table 
Appendix 8-0-1. 
 

OK 
According to Table A/R CDM PDD version 02, 
Appendix 8-0-1 is corrected and consistent 
with CCB PDD version 02 as below. 
22.99+39.22+61.24+45.88+6.36+3.01=178.7 
ha 
HL-YQ-06, HL-SL-03 and HL-SL-04 belong to 
both of BSL-1 and BSL-2. 
 

    

CCB CL 1 

Please provide Chinese Forest Law and Regulation which 
ensures that plantation will remain for up to 100 years with 
relevant part translated. 

G.3.7 The paragraph has been revised. The 
forest can be harvested with license 
only at mature. The mature age is >61 
years for Chinese pine and >161 years 
for Mongolia Scotch pine. See 
attached CL_1 for the national 
technical regulations (mature age 
listed in Appendix F of the regulations)

OK 
The validation team confirmed the mature age 
by Chinese Forest Law GB/T/8337.3-2001 
Appendix F. 
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Draft report clarifications and corrective action  
requests by validation team 

Ref. to 
checklist 
question 
in table 2

Summary of project owner 
response Validation team conclusion 

CCB CL 2 
Please provide a relevant document about the description 
of CCB PDD G.3.10 (1), about procedures to cope with the 
conflicts and opinions that may arise in the project 
implementation and operation. 

. 

G.3.10 This is a part of PRA process. Without 
proper settling the potential conflicts, 
the land owners would not signed land 
use contract with the Hesheng. 

OK 
The validation team confirmed from the 
interviews with project participant, local 
government officials and villagers about the 
procedures to cope with the conflicts and 
opinions. The CCB PDD description is 
appropriate. 

CCB CL 3 
Please provide contract or MOU for joint establishing 
LNSFER. 
 

G.4.1 It has been provided to audit team 
during on-site auditing. 

OK 
The validation team is provided with the MOU 
for joint establishing LNSFER. 
The MOU describes about basic points of fund 
such as purpose, organization, governing body 
(Executive Board) and members, fund 
operation, etc.  
The validation team confirmed the project 
management is reliable and credible. 

CCB CL 4 

 Please explain about the financial health of the 
implementing organization. 

G.4.7 This has been explained to audit team 
during on-site audit based on the 
financial audit report and the 
asset/debt table of the company.  

OK 
The validation team confirmed the financial 
health of the implementing organization by  

- The audit report of the project 
participant (Hesheng Forest Silviculture 
Co. Ltd.) 

- The interviews with project participant, 
TNC and local government staffs. 
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Draft report clarifications and corrective action  
requests by validation team 

Ref. to 
checklist 
question 
in table 2

Summary of project owner 
response Validation team conclusion 

CCB CL 5 
(1) The mean annual temperature increase in Helinge’er is 

described. However, there is no description in the 
referenced paper for Figure V.1. 

(2) Description of precipitation in GL.1.1 and Figure VI. 3 
seem not consistent. (It is described in GL.1.1 that the 
annual precipitation will be increased by 158 mm and 
211mm but according to Figure VI.3, these seems 280 
mm and 300 mm respectively.) 

GL.1.1 (1) The mean annual temperature 
increase in Helinge’er is indicated 
in Figure VI.2. 

(2) Figures for annual precipitation 
were incorrectly presented. The 
figures are revised. 

 

OK 
(1) The mean annual temperature increase in 

Helinge’er is indicated in Figure VI.2. 
(2) Figures for annual precipitation were 

incorrectly presented. The figures are 
revised. 

 

 


