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1 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Objective 
The validation objective is an independent assessment by a Third Party of the proposed project 
activity against all defined criteria as defined by the Climate Biodiversity and Community Alli-
ance (CCBA). In line with the framework for the validation of a CDM project, corresponding 
tasks are carried by an independent Designated Operational Entity (DOE). TÜV SÜD is a DOE 
that is accredited by UNFCCC to validate AR-CDM projects. CCBA recognizes this accredita-
tion.  

Validation will finally result in a conclusion by the executing DOE whether a project activity is 
complying with the CCB Standards and whether this project should be submitted for registration 
with CCBA. The ultimate decision on the registration of a proposed project activity rests with 
CCBA.  

The project activity covered by this validation report was submitted under the project title “Affor-
estation and Reforestation on Degraded Lands in Northwest Sichuan, China”.  

For the particular case of this project, a combined validation between CCBS and the Clean De-
velopment Mechanism (CDM) was conducted. The CDM validation report (No. 1086722) dated 
15 June 2009, is published on the UNFCCC webpage (http://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/DB/TUEV-
SUED1245178993.13/view). The report describes the findings of the CDM validation process 
and demonstrates the compliance of the same project with the CDM, which is considered an 
integral part of the present CCBS audit. The present report is intended to cover only those crite-
ria, in which the CCBS differ and exceed the requirements of CDM.  

 

1.2 Scope 
For any CCB project activity the scope is set by: 

 CCB standards, version 01, as published at www.climate-standards.org 

 Technical and methodological guidelines and information for best practice in land 
use based mitigation projects 

In case of a CCB project that is also designed to comply with the requirements of an AR-CDM 
project or methodology the scope includes furthermore the following:  

 The Kyoto Protocol, in particular § 12 

 Decision 2/CMP1 and Decision 3/CMP.1 (Marrakech Accords) 

 Further COP/MOP decisions with reference to the CDM  

 Decisions by the EB published under http://cdm.unfccc.int 

 Specific guidance by the EB published under http://cdm.unfccc.int 

 Guidelines for Completing the Project Design Document (CDM-PDD), and the Pro-
posed New Baseline and Monitoring Methodology (CDM-NM) 

 The applied approved AR CDM methodology 

 The AR-CDM additionality tool for afforestation / reforestation projects. 
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The validation is not meant to provide any consulting towards the client. However, stated re-
quests for clarifications and/or corrective actions may provide input for improvement of the pro-
ject design. 

Once TÜV SÜD receives a first PDD version, it is made publicly available on the internet at 
CCBA’s webpage for a global stakeholder consultation process (GSP). In case of any request a 
PDD might be revised (under certain conditions the GSP will be repeated) and the final PDD will 
form the basis for the final evaluation as presented by this report. Information on the first and on 
the final PDD version is presented on page 2.  

The purpose of a validation is to demonstrate compliance or non-compliance of the project with 
all stated and valid CCBS requirements. Additionally, the purpose of validation is to enable the 
registration of CCBS projects, which is only a part of the total CCBS project cycle. Therefore, 
TÜV SÜD cannot be held liable by any party for decisions made, or not made, based on the 
validation opinion that go beyond this purpose. 

2 METHODOLOGY 
The project assessment applies standard auditing techniques to assess the correctness of the 
information provided by the project participants. The assessment is based on the “Clean Devel-
opment Mechanism Validation and Verification Manual” version 01, published by UNFCCC. The 
work starts with the appointment of the team covering the technical scope(s), sectoral scope(s) 
and relevant host country experience for evaluating the CDM project activity. Once the project is 
made available for the stakeholder consultation process, members of the team carry out the 
desk review, follow-up actions, resolution of issues identified, and finally preparation of the vali-
dation report. The prepared validation report and other supporting documents then undergo an 
internal quality control by the CB “climate and energy” before submission to the CCBA. 

In order to ensure transparency, assumptions are clear and explicitly stated; the background 
material is clearly referenced. TÜV SÜD developed methodology-specific checklists and proto-
col customised for the project. The protocol shows, in a transparent manner, criteria (require-
ments), the discussion of each criterion by the assessment team, and the results from validating 
the identified criteria.  

The validation protocol serves the following purposes: 

 It organizes details and clarifies the requirements a CCBA project is expected to meet; 

 It ensures a transparent validation process where the validator has to document how a 
particular requirement was validated, as well as the results of the validation and any ad-
justments, if any, made to the project design. 

 The validation protocol consists of three tables. The different columns in these tables are 
described in the figure below.  

Validation Protocol Table 1: Conformity of Project activity and PDD 

Checklist 
Topic / 
Question 

Reference Comments PDD in GSP Final PDD 

The checklist 
is organised in 
sections 
following the 
arrangement 
of the applied 

Gives 
reference 
to 
documents 
where the 
answer to 

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

Conclusions are presented 
based on the assessment of 
the first PDD version. This is 
either acceptable based on 
evidence provided (), or a 
Corrective Action Request 

Conclusions 
are presented 
in the same 
manner based 
on the 
assessment of 
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PDD version. 
Each section 
is then sub-
divided. The 
lowest level 
constitutes a 
checklist 
question / 
criterion.  

the 
checklist 
question or 
item is 
found in 
case the 
comment 
refers to 
documents 
other than 
the PDD. 

explain the 
conclusions reached. 
In some cases sub-
checklist are applied 
indicating yes/no 
decisions on the 
compliance with the 
stated criterion. Any 
Request has to be 
substantiated within 
this column  

(CAR) due to non-compliance 
with the checklist question 
(See below). Clarification 
Request (CR) is used when 
the validation team identified 
a need for further clarification. 
Forward Action Request 
(FAR) to highlight issues 
related to project 
implementation that requires 
review during the first 
verification. 

the final PDD 
version and 
further 
documents 
including 
assumptions 
presented in 
the 
documentation. 

 

Validation Protocol Table 2: Compilation and Resolutions of CARs, CRs and FARs 

 Comments and Results Ref Conclusion and IRL

Issue Corrective Action, Clarification or 
Forward Action Requests. 

Reference to 
the checklist 
question 
number in 
Table 1  

Final conclusions 
and relevant 
references.  

Response The responses given by the client or 
other project participants during 
communication with the validation team. 

Assessment Summary of the discussion and revision 
of project documentation together with 
the validation team’s responses 

 

In case of a denial of the project activity more detailed information on this decision will be 
presented in Table 3. Table 3 is also used for listing of any Forward Action Request. 

Validation Protocol Table 3: Unresolved Corrective Action, Clarification Requests, Forward 
Action Requests 

Clarifications Request, 
Corrective Action Request, 
Forward Action Request 

Id. of CAR / 
CR / FAR 

Explanation of the Conclusion for Denial, or 
Background of Forward Action Request 

Referenced request if final 
conclusions from table 2  
resulted in a denial. 

Identifier of 
the 
Request. 

Detailed explanation of why the project is 
considered non-compliant with a criterion and a 
clear reference to the criterion  

The completed validation protocol is enclosed in Annex 1 to this report. 

2.1 Appointment of the Assessment Team 
According to the technical scopes and experiences in the sectoral or national business 
environment TÜV SÜD composed a project team in accordance with the appointment rules of 
the TÜV SÜD certification body “climate and energy”. The composition of an assessment team 
has to be approved by the Certification Body (CB) to assure that the required skills are covered 
by the team. The CB TÜV SÜD operates five qualification levels for team members that are 
assigned by formal appointment rules: 

 Assessment Team Leader (ATL) 
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 Greenhouse Gas Validator (VAL) 

 Greenhouse Gas Auditor Trainee (T) 

 Experts (E) 

 Reviewer (R)  

It is required that the sectoral scope linked to the methodology has to be covered by the 
assessment team.   

 

Name Qualifica-
tion 

Coverage of 
scope 

Coverage of 
technical area 

Host country 
experience 

Sebastian Hetsch ATL    

Hubertus Schmidtke VAL    

Thorsten Späth* E    

Ulrich Apel* E    

* currently not appointed due to changes in quality management system. 

Sebastian Hetsch is a forestry expert and appointed as ATL and GHG validator by the certifica-
tion body "climate and energy" of TÜV SÜD. Mr Hetsch holds a degree in forest science. He 
passed extensive training on auditing of GHG projects. Before joining TÜV SÜD he worked for 
several years in the field of international forest policy. 

Dr. Hubertus Schmidtke is a GHG validator for forestry projects appointed by the certification 
body "climate and energy" of TÜV SÜD. He holds a PhD title in field of forest science and is an 
expert who specialized in forest inventory design and the monitoring of carbon pools in affore-
station and reforestation projects. He has received extensive training in CDM related issues and 
has audited several afforestation and reforestation projects. 

Thorsten Späth a forestry expert and GHG auditor trainee appointed by the certification body 
"climate and energy" of TÜV SÜD. Mr Späth holds a Masters Degree in forestry and passed 
successfully internal training schemes in the field of auditing. While focusing on forest conserva-
tion, he gathered more than eight years working experience in the area of forest administration 
and the management of forestry projects. He has successfully taken part in the training program 
for GHG auditors developed by TÜV SÜD. 

Dr. Ulrich Apel is a forestry expert with long term experience in different natural resource pro-
jects in South-East Asia and China. He holds a PhD title obtained in the field of international 
forestry.  Based since several years in China, he currently works as a consultant with a focus on 
reforestation projects. In this context he provided expertise on the national framework and ex-
periences of reforestation projects.  

 

2.2 Review of Documents 
The first version of the CCBA PDD was submitted by the PP to the DOE in February 2008. This 
PDD version and additional background documents related to the project design and baseline 
were reviewed to verify the correctness, credibility, and interpretation of the presented informa-
tion. As a further step of the validation process, information provided by the PP was cross-
checked with information from other sources (if available). A complete list of all documents and 
proofs reviewed is attached as Annex 2 to this report. 
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2.3 Follow-up Interviews and visited sites 
In the period of 14th to 19th April 2008 TÜV SÜD performed interviews, telephone conferences, 
and physical site inspection with project stakeholders to confirm relevant information, and to re-
solve issues identified in the first document review. The table below provides a list of all persons 
interviewed in this context. 

 Name Organisation  

1 Deng Qiang Conservation International - Shanshui 

2 Wang Huaipin Daduhe Forestation Bureau  

3 Liu Li Daduhe Forestation Bureau  

4 Wang Hongjia Forestry Department of Sichuan 

5 Chen Zongqian Forestry Department of Sichuan 

6 Wang Wanjin Daduhe Forestation Bureau  

7 Zhang Cheng Forestry Department of Sichuan 

8 Pan Pan Forestry Department of Sichuan 

9 Tang Caifu Conservation International – Shanshui 

10 Liang Yuxi The Forestry Exploration and Design Institute of Sichuan 

11 David Chang The Forestry Exploration and Design Institute of Sichuan 

12 Liu Guolin Forestry Department of Sichuan  

13 Zhu Xingyu Forest Station-Xinquo Village 

14 Jia Lide Xinquo Village Secretary 

15 Wu Zhongjun Xinquo Village Writer 

16 Huang Xingpu Xinquo Village Leader 

17 Haung Xingjie Xinquo Village Farmer 

18 Shao Kaimao Qingchuan Forestry Bureau 

19 He tao  Pingwu Forestry Bureau 

20 Zhou yonghua Pingwu Forestry Bureau 

21 Liu anping Pingwu Forestry Bureaux 

22 Yong kin Wuyi Village Leader 

23 Li yunchen  Wuyi Village Leader 

24 Zhao Jie Wuyi Village Leader 

 

In this process of the onsite audit, the selected reforestation sites were visited and interviews 
with the relevant stakeholders and consultants have been carried out.  

2.4 Further cross-check 
During the validation process the team made reference to available information related to similar 
projects or technologies as the proposed CDM project activity. The documentation was also re-
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viewed against the approved methodology applied to confirm the appropriateness of formulae 
and correctness of calculations. 

2.5 Resolution of Clarification and Corrective Action Requests 
The objective of this phase of the validation is to resolve the requests for corrective actions, 
clarifications, and any other outstanding issues which needed to be clarified for TÜV SÜD`s 
conclusion on the project design. The CARs and CRs raised by TÜV SÜD were resolved during 
communication between the client and TÜV SÜD. To guarantee the transparency of the valida-
tion process the concerns raised and responses that were given are documented in more detail 
in the validation protocol in Annex 1. 

The final PDD version submitted in July 2010 served as the basis for the final assessment pre-
sented. Changes are not considered to be significant with respect to the qualification of the pro-
ject as a CCBA project.  

2.6 Internal Quality Control 
Internal quality control is the final step of the validation process and is conducted by the CB 
“climate and energy” who checks the final documentation, which includes the validation report 
and annexes. The completion of the quality control indicates that each report submitted has 
been approved either by the head of the CB or the deputy. In projects where either the Head of 
the CB or his/her deputy is part of the assessment team, the approval is given by the one not 
serving on the project team. 

After confirmation of the PP the validation opinion and relevant documents are submitted to 
CCBA.  

3 SUMMARY OF FINDINGS  
Each of the CCB Standards criteria was assessed based on the project design documentation 
review, follow-up interviews with relevant stakeholders and the review of the background infor-
mation.  

It is underlined that the present CCBS Validation Report focuses on those items and criteria, in 
which the CCB Standard exceeds CDM requirements as documented by Validation Report No. 
1086722, dated 15 June 2009 (IRL 3). Thus, the CDM Validation Report shall be considered an 
integral part of the present final CCB Standards audit report.  

The main findings of the project audit in regard to the project design and CCB Standards com-
pliance are summarized in the following sections:  

3.1 General Section 
G.1. Original Condition of Project Site 

The following description of the project as per PDD was verified during the on-site audit: 

The project consists of reforestation activities with different native species on an area of 2251.8 
ha in hilly terrains of the Province of Sichuan, China. Main tree species belong to the genus: 
Betula, Magnolia, Quercus, Cupressus, Platycladus, Cunninghmia, Pinus, Poplus, Larix and Pi-
cea.  

A description of the vegetation that characterizes the project site, the current land cover and 
land use and information and the site’s physical features are included to the PDD (IRL 1, 4) and 
sustained with credible evidence (see Annex 2).  
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Details on the boundary as well as baseline vegetation and its carbon stocks have been as-
sessed in the context of the CDM audit (IRL 1, 3).  

The community information including basic socio-economic information is provided in the CCBA 
PDD as required by the standard. Appropriate methods were used for the assessment (see an-
nex 1). 

Land use and land tenure is described in the PDD and the information provided was assessed 
in the course of the validation (IRL 3, 6). 

A description of the biodiversity present in the project area and the threats to biodiversity is pro-
vided in the project documents (IRL 1, 4). The studies conducted found no endangered and 
threatened species according to the IUCN Red List Category in the project area, but in the re-
gions of the project.  

In conclusion, TÜV SÜD confirms that the project description, as included to the PDD, is suffi-
ciently accurate and complete in order to comply with the requirements of the CCBA. 

 

G.2. Baseline Projections 

The PDD identifies the baseline scenario as “continuation of historical or existing land use, i.e., 
the abandoned barren lands with illegal grazing activities”.  

The information presented in the PDD has been validated by a first document review, further 
confirmed based on the on-site visit and in a final step by cross checking the information with 
similar relevant projects and/or technologies. The sources referenced in the PDD have been 
quoted correctly. The information was cross-checked based on verifiable and credible sources, 
such as the PRA results as gathered for the eligibility assessment (IRL 8). Available remote 
sensing information was used for cross check.  

Based on interviews with representatives of the local and regional forest administration no indi-
cations on mayor changes in regional land use have been received (i.e. in regard to reforesta-
tion programs or wide succession on lands such as the project area). 

TÜV SÜD confirms that no reasonable alternative baseline scenario was excluded in the analy-
sis of baseline scenarios. Based on the validated assumptions, TÜV SÜD considers that the 
identified baseline scenario is reasonable.  

Baseline carbon stocks and removals for above and belowground carbon pools was assessed 
are based on adequate inventory data as well as applicable PICC defaults values. The invento-
ry approach as described in the PDD is considered good practice. Inventory data was cross-
checked by the audit team and is considered good practice (IRL 32 and 33). 

The baseline removals by sinks are accounted for due to the few scattered trees in the baseline 
setting. The input values and calculation were cross-checked by the audit team and found in 
compliance with the applied CDM methodology. Cumulated over the entire crediting period 
baseline removals are estimated to be not more than 2,168 t CO2-e for the total project area.  

No evidence for non-CO2 emissions of more than 15% of the baseline GHG fluxes at the project 
site were found during the audit process. 

In the PDD (IRL 4) the effects on the local community, biodiversity and water and soil resources 
in the project area in the baseline scenario is described; the assumed effects of the baseline 
scenario are considered credible by the audit team. 

 

G.3. Project Design & Goals   
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The objectives of the project are (i) sequestration of carbon dioxide and mitigating climate 
change, (ii) enhance biodiversity, (iii) improve soil and water conservation, and (iv) generate in-
come for local communities. As the main activities 2,551.8 ha will be reforested with native spe-
cies. 

The project area is geographically identified through maps presented in the PDD and digital 
boundary files submitted to the audit team (IRL 9, 11). The project boundary is conformed of 
discrete planting areas distributed over five counties in Sichuan province. The boundary as do-
cumented in the PDD was found to be consistent with the actual boundaries onsite. In the field 
the boundary delineation was taken based on topographic maps and GPS.  

Risks regarding climate, community and biodiversity benefits of the projects are presented in the 
PDD. Appropriate mitigation measured are suggested to minimize the risk during the projects 
lifetime.  

The villagers of the communities in the vicinity of the project are considered as stakeholders in 
the project, which is adequately for this project and in compliance with the CCBA requirements. 

The project documentation is available in Chinese. Information about the project will be avail-
able at the local forest work stations in each village. Transparency as per CCBA requirement in 
the project is therefore assured (IRL 2, 3) 

 

G.4. Management Capacity 

The project participant “Dahue Forestation Bureau” belongs to a public service unit affiliated to 
Sichuan Provincial Forest Department. The PP has sufficient staff and experience for manage-
ment of forest plantations and the scale of this project (IRL 4).  

Financial health of the project was demonstrated to the audit team during the onsite visit and 
respective documents submitted to the audit team (IRL 44). 

 

G.5. Land Tenure 

The audit team confirmed that the PP has entered contractual agreements with the land holder 
of the areas (IRL 6). In order to reach at this conclusion the audit team reviewed contracts for 
those sites visited. In order to also reflect on recent VVM requirements, a random sample of 10 
contracts for the total of 36 contracts (per parcel) sustaining land ownership. All contracts were 
found to in line with the requirements. The corresponding documentation was found established 
according to the legal system of the host country. Thus, control over the project area by the PP 
is considered to be established. Nonetheless, as the PP is not the owner (with exception to one 
site) it is considered necessary that that sustained control over the project area and the access 
to corresponding carbon rights is monitored. A respective Forward Action Request is set in the 
CDM validation report and also repeated for the CCBA validation (see table 3 in annex 1)  

No people are living in the project area; thus there is no need to relocate the people in order to 
implement the project activities. This was confirmed during the validation visit. Also no “in-
migration” is expected in the project area, as the work is mainly of temporary nature and is thus 
unlikely to trigger immigration.   

 

G.6. Legal Status 

The project is considered to comply with the national law and legislation of China. Approval by 
Chinese authorities is provided (IRL 6, 20). Official statements on the environmental impact of 
the project is provided by the authorities of the respective counties (IRL 28).  
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G.7. Adaptive Management for Sustainability (optional) 

Monitoring is established and documented in the project in order to generate reliable feedback 
to improve the project outcome. A management plan for the project is in place (IRL 1, 4), docu-
menting relevant decisions; experience and lessons learnt are documented. The project can 
accommodate potential changes through updates in the management plan to adjust the project 
activities. The communities are encouraged to continue with sustainable forest management 
also after the project ceases. An additional point is granted. 

 

G.8. Knowledge Dissemination (optional) 

Experiences and lessons-learnt in the project are documented and disseminated through train-
ings, information material and presentations (IRL 4, 43).  
The respective information was cross-checked with documents and verified also during the on-
site visit of the audit team, including interviews with stakeholders. An additional point is granted. 
 

3.2 Climate Section 
CL.1.Net Positive Climate Impacts 

The project proponent used the CDM EB approved methodology AR-AM0003 version 03 to cal-
culate the net positive climate impacts. The project is expected to sequester 460,603 tons of 
CO2-eq over a period of 20 years. Hence, the project is expected to have a net positive climate 
impact in terms of GHG benefits delivered, if implemented as designed in the PDD (IRL 1, 2). 
The calculations and input parameters were cross-checked and verified as documented in the 
CDM validation report (IRL 3). 

As per applied methodology the non-CO2 emissions from CH4 and N2O are not expected to be 
relevant and thus also less than 15% of the project’s overall impact. No other significant emis-
sion sources have been detected in the context of the project audit.  

 

CL.2. Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”) 

The leakage sources according to the chosen methodology are GHGs emissions from fossil fuel 
combustion due to transportation, carbon stock decreases caused by displacement of pre-
project grazing and fuelwood collection activities, and carbon stock decreases caused by the 
increased use of wood posts for fencing.  

Leakage was estimated only for transport outside the project boundary. While being of minor 
relevance, it was nonetheless considered for ex-ante estimates as well as monitoring, which is a 
conservative approach.  

In regard to leakage from displaced grazing, the PP analyzed in detail (based on question-
naires) the amount of livestock in the project area as well as the available land for potential dis-
placement under control of the associated farmers (IRL 7, 8). The potential displacement will not 
lead to carbon stock decreases outside the project area, since the available land and the carry-
ing capacity for additional livestock in existing grazing land under control of the PP is sufficient.  

Only small and marginal amounts of fuelwood from shrubs and dead material had been col-
lected in the project area before project start, as underlined by the questionnaires and baseline 
study (IRL 7 and 8). Furthermore, the project scenario will offer the same amount of fuelwood 
(i.e. in shrubs and dead wood) without impacting the project scenario and its removal estimates. 
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Thus, no degradation of stocks will occur. Therefore, no leakage is expected. In general and as 
contextual information it is pointed to the relatively low population densities in the regions.   

Due to the minor presence of grazing animals, the project design also does not require the use 
of fencing. This makes the use of wood poles obsolete. Therefore, also this potential leakage 
source is not relevant in the project context.  

 

CL.3. Climate Impact Monitoring 

A monitoring plan is developed according to the requirements of the applied CDM EB approved 
methodology AR-AM0003 version 03. The monitoring plan and parameters as well as the de-
signed implementation of the plan were assessed by the audit team. As per applied methodol-
ogy relevant carbon pools were included, as well as non-CO2 gases if significant. 

 

CL.4. Adapting to Climate Change and Climate Variability (optional) 

The project participants identified likely regional climate change and climate variability impacts. 
The project anticipates potential impacts by choosing native tree species from local providence 
if possible. Based on the information provided and assessed by the audit team, an additional 
point is granted.  

 

CL.5. Carbon Benefits Withheld from Regulatory Markets (optional) 

As the project is generating credits under the UNFCCC CDM, the credits are likely to be sold on 
the compliance market. The project participants could not sustain that the credits will be with-
held from the compliance market, no additional point is granted. 

 

3.3 Community Section 
CM1. Net Positive Community Impacts 

The project proponent used semi-structured interviews to assess the current situation and 
community impacts due to the project activities. Key benefits that can be expected are income 
generation, employment and technical training. Hence, the net community impact is expected to 
be positive. Information presented in the PDD was cross-checked by the audit team and also 
validated onsite with interviews with stakeholders (IRL 4). Local participation is ensured by the 
project through PRA exercises carried out (IRL 7, 8).  

The CCB Standard requirements on net community impacts are considered to be met. The as-
sessment team has reviewed the documentation in order to validate the inclusion of relevant 
stakeholders and using the local expertise and it is confirmed that the communication method 
used to invite the stakeholders can be considered appropriate and in line with the CCB Stan-
dard guidance.  

 

CM.2. Offsite Community Impacts 

As there are no communities living in the actual project area, the potential community impacts 
discussed in CM1 are considered offsite. No potential negative impacts are expected. Respec-
tive information was reviewed by the audit team and confirmed during the onsite visit. 
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CM.3. Community Impact Monitoring 

A community impact monitoring is presented in the PDD with respective parameters. The moni-
toring shall be carried out on the basis of a socio-economic survey every five years (IRL 4, 7, 8, 
42). The survey and its parameters was reviewed by the audit team and found to be in consis-
tence with CCBS requirements.  

 

CM.4. Capacity Building (optional) 

Capacity building is provided through training courses for tree planting and production of Non-
Timber Forest Products. As the training is conducted in the villages, a wide range of groups are 
approached, including women (IRL 7, 8, 15). The CCBS requirements for capacity building was 
assessed by the audit team and found in compliance with the standard (see annex 1). An addi-
tional point is granted for capacity building. 

 

CM.5. Best Practice in Community Involvement (optional) 

Best practice in community involvement was assessed by the audit team and found in compli-
ance with CCBA requirements (see annex 1). An additional point is granted. 

 

3.4 Biodiversity Section 
B.1. Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts 

The PDD describes methodologies to assess changes in biodiversity, with a focus on plants, 
amphibians, reptiles and small and large mammals (IRL 3). No alien species will be used for the 
reforestation. A positive impact on biodiversity is expected.  

The environmental impact was also assessed by the local (county) authorities. The counties is-
sued statements confirming that no negative impact is expected and positive impact on biodi-
versity, climate, soil and water (IRL 41). 

 

B.2. Offsite Biodiversity Impacts 

No potential negative biodiversity impacts are expected due to the implementation of the pro-
ject. Thus no mitigation measures needed to be installed.   

 

B.3. Biodiversity Impact Monitoring 

The project participants presented a biodiversity monitoring plan (IRL 3). The plan is considered 
to be in compliance with CCBA requirements. 

 

B.4. Native Species Use (optional) 

The species planted in the project are native to the region (IRL 3).  The additional point was 
therefore granted.  

  

B.5. Water and Soil Resource Enhancement (optional) 

Reforestation in degraded lands in the mountainous region of the project area is expected to 
have positive impacts and soil and water resources. This could however not be further sus-
tained. Therefore no additional point is granted. 
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Summary of CCBA requirements:  

The following table resumes the compliance of the different sections of the CCBA standards:  

Section required optional 

General Section 

G1. Original Conditions at Project Site    

G2.  Baseline Projections    

G3.  Project Design & Goals    

G4.  Management Capacity    

G5.  Land Tenure   (FAR)  

G6.  Legal Status    

(G7.) Adaptive Management for Sustainability   1 

(G8.) Knowledge Dissemination   1 

Climate Section 

CL1. Net Positive Climate Impacts    

CL2. Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”)    

CL3. Climate Impact Monitoring    

(CL4.) Adapting to Climate Change & Climate Variability   1 

(CL5.) Carbon Benefits Withheld from Regulatory Markets  0 

Community Section 

CM1. Net Positive Community Impacts    

CM2. Offsite Community Impacts   

CM3. Community Impact Monitoring   

(CM4.) Capacity Building   1 

(CM5.) Best Practices in Community Involvement  1 

Biodiversity Section 

B1.  Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts    

B2. Offsite Biodiversity Impacts    

B3. Biodiversity Impact Monitoring    

(B4.)  Native Species Use   1 

(B5.)  Water & Soil Resource Enhancement  0 

SUM  6 

 

CCB Standards Validation Levels: 

APPROVED (all requirements met)   

SILVER (all requirements met + one point minimum from at 
least three sections) 

  

GOLD  (all requirements met + at least one point from 
each section and six points minimum) 
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4 COMMENTS BY PARTIES, STAKEHOLDERS AND NGOS 
The project documents have been published on the CCBA websites. Comments by stake-
holders were invited. No comments were received for this project. 

The following table presents all key information on this process: 

 

Webpage: 

http://www.climate-standards.org/projects/index.html 

Comment submitted by: 

- 

 

Issues raised: 

- 

 

Response by TÜV SÜD: 

- 
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5 VALIDATION OPINION 
TÜV SÜD performed a validation of the proposed CCBA project activity “Afforestation and Re-
forestation on Degraded Lands in Northwest Sichuan, China”.  

Standard auditing techniques have been used for the validation of the project. A methodology-
specific protocol for the project has been prepared to conduct the audit in a transparent and 
comprehensive manner.  

The review of the project design documentation, subsequent follow-up interviews and further 
verification of references provided TÜV SÜD with sufficient evidence to determine the fulfilment 
of stated criteria in the protocol. In our opinion, the project meets all relevant requirements of 
the CCBS first edition. Therefore, TÜV SÜD recommends the project for registration by CCBA. 
According to the scorecard approach introduced by CCBA (first edition), TÜV SÜD considers 
the project to comply with Gold status. 

An analysis as provided by the applied methodology demonstrates that the proposed project 
activity is not a likely baseline scenario. GHG removals attributable to the project are additional 
to any that would occur in the absence of the project activity. Given that the project is imple-
mented as designed, the project is likely to achieve the estimated amount of GHG removals as 
specified within the final PDD version. 

In this context it is underlined that from the auditor’s perspective a combined audit of CCB 
Standards and CDM is feasible as CCBA does not foresee the actual issuance of carbon cred-
its. Thus, no immediate risk of double counting is considered to exist. However, TÜV SÜD re-
frains from liabilities related to ownership of carbon rights and credit issuance. 

The validation is based on the information made available to us, as well as the engagement 
conditions detailed in this report. The validation was performed following the VVM requirements. 
The single purpose of this report is its use during the registration process as part of the CCBA 
project cycle. TÜV SÜD can therefore not be held liable by any party for decisions made, or not 
made, based on the validation opinion beyond that purpose. 

 

 

Munich, 27 September 2010 

 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Munich, 27 September 2010 

 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Thomas Kleiser 

Certification Body “climate and energy” 
TÜV SÜD Industrie Service GmbH 

Sebastian Hetsch 
Assessment Team Leader 
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Annex 1: Validation Protocol 

Table 1  Requirement Checklist 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

G. General Section 

G.1.  Original Conditions at Project Site 
G.1.1. Are the location of the project and the basic physical 

parameters (e.g. soil, geology, climate) clearly de-
scribed? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

The location and basic physical parameters are de-
scribe in AR-CDM PDD, as well as in the CCBA PDD 

  

G.1.2. Is sufficient information provided concerning types and 
condition of the vegetation?  

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

Vegetation survey have been carried out during base-
line research for AR-CDM project 

  

G.1.3. Are the current carbon stocks properly explained, e. g. 
by using approved methodologies for the CDM or from 
the IPCC Good Practice Guidance?  

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

The CDM methodology AR-AM003 was used for cal-
culations of carbon stocks 

  

G.1.4. Are the communities in and around the project area 
adequately illustrated including basic socioeconomic 
information?  

 This should be done using appropriate methodologies 
such as the livelihoods framework. 

1, 3, 4, 
7,8 

DR, 
I 

During baseline research communities were con-
ducted. Socioeconomic information is given in AR-
CDM PDD. 

  

G.1.5. Is the current land use as well as the land tenure at the 
project site clarified? 

1, 3, 4, 
,6 

DR, 
I 

Mostly community owned land as common in PR Chi-
na with some cases of land rented by individual far-
mers. 

  

G.1.6. Are the current biodiversity conditions and threats cha-
racterized (using e. g. a key species habitat analysis or 
a connectivity analysis)? 

1, 2, 3, 
4, 15,17

DR, 
I 

Biodiversity assessment was conducted during base-
line research. However, this does not completely cover 
the potential of some of the project area (see below). 
Further degradation is the main threat; confirmed dur-
ing field visits 

  

Is substantial and appropriate reference material for question 
G.1.6. provided? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Flora surveys and results as described in AR-CDM 
PDD are considered sufficient to determine biodiversi-
ty status of project area.  
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

For Fauna only general reference (considering largely 
the farther surrounding) is given.  

G.1.7. Are species that belong to the IUCN Red List and / or 
on a nationally recognized list (the latter if available) 
found within the project boundary? Is a list available? 
(also B1) 

1, 3, 4, , 
15, 17 

DR, 
I 

None of these species were found during baseline 
study in the project area.  

During field visit some bird surveys conducted by as-
sessment team. Some sites showed remarkable densi-
ties of Golden pheasant (Chrysolophus pictus), Least 
concern as listed by IUCN rdb vers. 3.1 (2001). This 
species will rather benefit from project implementation. 
No other endangered species observed (mammals & 
birds). 

Due to degradation the current biodiversity value can 
be confirmed to be low. For benefits of project imple-
mentation see below. 

  

G.2.  Baseline Projections 

G.2.1. Is the most likely land-use scenario in the absence of 
the project activity plausibly identified and described in 
detail? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

The most likely land-use scenario is further degrada-
tion of the lands. Details are presented in the AR-CDM 
PDD section C. 

  

 Do existing laws and regulations require the project 
activity to be undertaken anyway?  

1, 3, 4, 
10,11 

DR, 
I 

No. Although designated forest lands e.g. MIAO & 
WEST (1994) indicate that designated forestlands in 
land use planning are commonly not yet forests ac-
cording to national criteria. 

  

G.2.2. Are future carbon stock changes under the scenario in 
G.2.1. properly anticipated?  

 The timeframe for this should be either the project’s 
lifetime or its accounting time. 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

Yes. As required by AR-CDM methodology. Details 
given in AR-CDM PDD and additionally evaluated. 

  

 Are proofs available evidencing that non-CO2 GHGs 
such as CH4 or N2O account for more than 15% of the 
baseline GHG fluxes at the project site (in terms of 
CO2 equivalents)? If so, are these emissions estimated 
appropriately? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

No relevant emission of non-CO2 GHGs; no nitrogen 
fixing species will be used, site preparation is not in-
tensive, no artificial fertilizers will be used. 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

G.2.3. Does the baseline scenario describe the effects on the 
local community in the project area? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

It’s plausibly shown that local communities wouldn’t be 
able to generate adequate income in absence of 
project scenario. 

  

G.2.4. Does the baseline scenario describe the effects on 
biodiversity in the project area in a sufficient manner? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

The scenario of further degradation and further 
biodiversity loss are generally mentioned. During 
onsite visit this was also credibly demonstrated. 

  

G.2.5. Does the baseline scenario describe the effects on the 
water and soil resources in the project area? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

Details given in AR-CDM PDD, further degradation 
can be expected. 

  

G.3.  Project Design & Goals 

G.3.1. Are the scope of the project and a summary of the ma-
jor climate, community and biodiversity goals demon-
strated? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

The multiple benefit approach of the project design is 
consistently demonstrated. 

  

G.3.2. Are each major project activity (if more than one) and 
its relevance towards achieving the project’s goal de-
scribed?  

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Yes, a complete list of activities is given in detail and 
its contribution described. 

  

G.3.3. Is the project location clearly described including a 
map with the major activities and geo-referenced 
boundaries?  

1, 3, 4, 
9,18 

DR, 
I 

Maps, GIS shape files and a list of GPS coordinates 
clearly delineate the project boundary. AR-CDM 
process included Corrective Action Requests on 
boundary documentation in PDD. 

  

G.3.4. Is the project’s timeframe clearly characterized? 1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Yes, as strictly required by AR-CDM methodology.   

 Is a rationale provided for fixing the project’s lifetime?  1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Yes, as required by AR-CDM methodology.   

 If applicable, is a reason delivered for the lifetime dif-
fering from the accounting period for carbon credits? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

A renewable crediting period of 20 years has been 
chosen. But contracts have been made for 30 years. 
Discussion during onsite visit showed that the 20 yrs 
renewable crediting period is in line with the project 
purpose. 

  

G.3.5. Are likely risks to climate, community and biodiversity 
benefits outlined?  

1, 3, 4, ,
15,17 

DR, 
I 

Likely risks are outlined. CCBA 
CR1 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

Clarification Request No 1: 

Application of phosphorous fertilizer in planting holes 
is proposed in G.3.5. but otherwise it was mentioned 
no artificial fertilizers (not only N-fertilizers) will be ap-
plied. Clarify whether this will be or won’t be the case. 

Are measures planned and explained against these 
identified risks (G.3.7.)?  

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

The project activities are planned in a way to minimize 
likely risks.  

  

G.3.6. Have the local stakeholders been well defined, includ-
ing documents on this definition? 

1, 3, 4, 
,6,7,8,1
5,17 

DR, 
I 

The local stakeholders are directly participating and 
involved in planning and implementation process and 
benefits will be shared. 

  

G.3.7. Is transparency secured? The latter shall include as-
pects such as: 

- Project documents publicly available at or near the 
project site.  

- Local stakeholders informed how the documents 
can be accessed.  

- Key documents made available in local or regional 
languages  

- Sustained reasoning for confidential information 
withhold.  

1, 3, 4, 
,6-8; 
15-17 

DR, 
I 

Yes, 

- participatory planning confirmed during field visits, 
contracts at villages 

- n/a 

- all documents are in Chinese 

- n/a 

Corrective Action Request No 1: 

PDD template not properly filled out in G.3.7., demon-
strate transparency in PDD by describing topics as 
mentioned here. 

CCBA 
CAR1 

 

G.4.  Management Capacity 

G.4.1. Does the management team have enough experience 
with regard to land management projects? Is docu-
mentation on this issue available? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

The project team consists of several professional insti-
tutions that assist local people in project implementa-
tion. Experience is demonstrated and confirmed by 
field visits. 

  

 If relevant skills are lacking, will appropriate partners 
implement the project?  

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

n/a   

G.4.2. Is the management capacity adequate for the scale of 1, 3, 4 DR,  See G.4.1.   
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

the project?  I 

G.4.3. Are key technical skills necessary for a successful im-
plementation documented and are members of the 
management team or project partners identified who 
possess appropriate skills? 

1, 3, 4, DR, 
I 

For details refer to AR-CDM PDD. Skills could be 
demonstrated by earlier plantings or first project activi-
ties during field visits. 

  

G.4.4. Is the financial health of the implementing organiza-
tion(s) documented? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

The finance report of Daduhe Afforestation Bureau 
which was reviewed onsite. 

  

G.5.  Land Tenure 

G.5.1. Is it guaranteed that the project will not encroach un-
wontedly on private property, community property, or 
government property? 

1, 3, 4, 
15 

DR, 
I 

This is described and confirmed during onsite visit. 

See respective FAR in the CDM validation report and 
also repeated in this report (table 3 annex 1). 

FAR FAR 

G.5.2. Is no relocation of people occurring or, if the case, is 
any relocation necessary 100% voluntary and helping 
to resolve tenure problems in the area?  

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

No relocation will occur.   

G.5.3. Is “in-migration” from surrounding areas likely to take 
place? If relevant, is the project’s response appropri-
ate? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I  

No, “in-migration” is unlikely.   

G.6.  Legal Status  

G.6.1. Does the project activity oppose any law? 1, 3, 4, 
10,11 

DR, 
I 

No, the audit did not detect any legal requirements 
being opposed by the project. See above for aspects 
of land use planning. 

  

G.6.2. Are all documents available evidencing that the project 
has or expects to obtain all approvals necessary from 
the relevant authorities?  

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

Yes. Documents are available. However the LoA is an 
outstanding issue. See AR-CDM validation docu-
ments. 

  

G.7.  Adaptive Management for Sustainability (optional) 

G.7.1. Is it demonstrated that management actions and moni-
toring programs are designed to generate reliable 
feedback that is used to improve the project’s out-
come? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

Yes. Details given in AR-CDM PDD and additionally 
evaluated. 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

G.7.2. Does a management plan exist for documenting deci-
sions, actions and outcomes and is this information 
shared with others within the project team?  

This should secure that experience is transferred rather than 
lost when individuals leave the project. 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

A management plan is presented in the CDM PDD. 
However, no clear management plan exists regarding 
documenting decisions, actions and outcomes.  But 
being a multi-institutional approach of forestry authori-
ties and NGOs such as Conservation International the 
general resilience of these institutions would buffer any 
loss of individual experience. 

  

G.7.3. Is the project design flexible enough to accommodate 
potential changes? Are processes defined or in place 
to adjust project activities as needed? 

1, 3, 
4,15 

DR, 
I 

Yes. If forest establishment fails replanting would en-
sure the project being implemented. As for organiza-
tional processes see above. 

  

G.7.4. Are proofs available for an initial commitment towards 
long-term sustainability (beyond the end of initial fi-
nancing)? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

No proofs are available. 

Corrective Action Request No. 2 

Information given in G.7.4. of PDD is unclear and 
irrelevant. Give proofs as demanded for this section. 

(if decided that this option is to be complied with) 

CCBA 
CAR2 

 

Is a new project planned building on the outcomes of 
the initial one? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above CCBA 
CAR2 

 

Are payments for ecosystem services secured on a 
long-term scale? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above CCBA 
CAR2 

 

Are micro-enterprises promoted? 1, 3, 4, 
6 

DR, 
I 

Yes. As the local communities share the benefits of 
harvested timber. 

CCBA 
CAR2 

 

Are alliances established with organizations or compa-
nies securing the continuation of sustainable land 
management? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Yes. As this is a multi-institutional approach. CCBA 
CAR2 

 

Other indicators for long term commitments.  1, 3, 4, DR, 
I 

See above CCBA 
CAR2 

 

G.8. Knowledge Dissemination (optional)  

G.8.1. Are relevant or applicable lessons learnt documented 1, 3, 4,  DR, Corrective Action Request No 3 (optional): CCBA  
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

sufficiently? I In this chapter describe the documentation and disse-
mination of experiences and data outcome. This does 
not mean necessary training / capacity building prior to 
project implementation as described in PDD. E.g. refer 
to the monitoring plan and how the results will not only 
ensure the verification but add to the current know-
ledge of techniques, risks and adaptive management 
of afforestation and the actual GHG removals. 

Exclude information which is irrelevant and referring to 
other projects. 

CAR3 

G.8.2. Is it described how the generated lessons learned 
(G.8.1.) are disseminated in order to encourage repli-
cation of successful practices?  

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above (G.8.1.) CCBA 
CAR3 

 

Will research be undertaken and results disseminated 
that have widespread application? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above (G.8.1.) CCBA 
CAR3 

 

Are training workshops for community members from 
other locales planned? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above (G.8.1.) CCBA 
CAR3 

 

Will “farmer to farmer” knowledge-transfer activities be 
conducted? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above (G.8.1.) CCBA 
CAR3 

 

Will the project result be linked to regional databases, 
if existent? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above (G.8.1.) CCBA 
CAR3 

 

Is any cooperation with academic, corporate, govern-
mental or non-governmental organizations planned? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above (G.8.1.) CCBA 
CAR3 

 

Are other forms applied to disseminate the lessons 
learned? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

See above (G.8.1.) CCBA 
CAR3 

 

CL. Climate Section 

CL.1.  Net Positive Climate Impacts 
CL.1.1.  Is the methodology used to estimate the net change 

in carbon stocks developed by IPCC GPG or ap-
1, 3, 4 DR, 

I 
The revised approved afforestation and reforestation 
baseline methodology “Afforestation and reforestation 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

proved by the CDM Executive Board?  of degraded land through tree planting, assisted natu-
ral regeneration and control of animal grazing” (AR-
AM0003/version 03) is applied. 

Are the assumptions about how the project activities 
will alter carbon stocks over the duration of the 
project or the project accounting period clearly de-
fined and defendable? 

1, 3, 
4,12, 
25, 26 

DR, 
I 

Details given in AR-CDM PDD section D.   

 Are the assumptions about how the project activities 
will alter non-CO2 GHG emissions over the duration 
of the project or the project accounting period clearly 
defined and defendable? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Details given in AR-CDM PDD section D.   

CL.1.2.  If the non-CO2 gases CH4 and N2O are likely to ac-
count for more than 15% (in terms of CO2 equiva-
lents) of the project’s overall GHG impact, are these 
to gases factored into the net change calculations? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Not applicable to the project.   

CL.1.3.  Does the project clearly demonstrate that the net 
climate impact of the project (including changes in 
carbon stocks and non-CO2 gases where appropri-
ate) will give a positive result in terms of overall GHG 
benefits delivered? 

1, 3, 4, 
,12 

DR, 
I 

Details given and assessed in AR CDM PDD.   

CL.2. Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”) 

CL.2.1.   Are the potential offsite decreases in carbon stocks 
(increases in emissions or decreases in sequestra-
tion) due to project activities properly estimated?  

1, 3, 
4,12 

DR, 
I 

Details given and assessed in AR CDM PDD, section 
D2. 

  

Are mitigation efforts referring to these negative off-
site impacts documented? 

1, 3, 
4,12 

DR, 
I 

Details given and assessed in AR CDM PDD.   

CL.2.2.  Is the extent to which such impacts will be reduced 
adequately estimated? 

1, 3, 
4,12 

DR, 
I 

Details given and assessed in AR CDM PDD.   

CL.2.3.  Are likely project-related unmitigated negative offsite 
climate impacts subtracted from the climate benefits 
claimed by the project?  

 The total net effect (net increase in onsite carbon 

1, 3, 
4,12 

DR, 
I 

Details given and assessed in AR CDM PDD.   
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

stocks minus negative offsite climate impacts) has to 
be positive. 

CL.3. Climate Impact Monitoring 

CL.3.1.  Is an initial monitoring plan in place? 
 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

A detailed monitoring plan is in place as required by 
AR-CDM methodology (section E) 

  

 Are the corresponding measurements and the sam-
pling strategy (including the monitoring frequency) 
stated? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Details given and assessed in AR CDM PDD.   

 Are all potential pools (aboveground biomass, litter, 
dead wood, belowground biomass and soil carbon) 
included? Any pool expected to decrease as a result 
of the project activities must be included. 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

No. Only aboveground and belowground carbon pools 
are included. This is a conservative approach under 
AR-CDM methodology. None of the not included car-
bon pools is likely to decrease as a result of project 
activities. 

  

 Are non-CO2 gases part of the monitoring plan? 1, 3, 4, DR, 
I 

Not applicable   

CL.4. Adapting to Climate Change and Climate Variability (optional) 

CL.4.1.  Are likely regional climate change and climate varia-
bility impacts adequately identified using available 
studies (e.g. in studies)?  

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Weather extremes are identified as potential threats.   

CL.4.2.  Are these potential impacts anticipated by the 
project (design) and will appropriate measures to mi-
nimize the negative consequences be taken?  

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Species and seed tree selection, nursery practices, 
minimal disturbance of existing vegetation and soil as 
well as replanting are planned in a way to minimize 
risks. 

Plantations with native species are considered to hold 
a comparatively large adaptation potential. 

  

CL.5. Carbon Benefits Withheld from Regulatory Markets (optional) 

CL.5.1.  Will the project proponents not sell at least 10% of 
the total carbon benefits (including e.g. avoided de-
forestation) generated by the project into regulated 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

Corrective Action Request No. 4 (optional): 

Provide valid documentation proving the statement 
made on this topic. Otherwise change this to “No”.  

CCBA 
CAR4 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

GHG markets (Kyoto or other regulated markets)? 
Projects are allowed to sell these carbon benefits in a 
voluntary market or retire them.  

CM.  Community Section 

CM.1. Net Positive Community Impacts 

CM.1.1. Were appropriate methodologies (e.g. livelihoods 
framework) used to estimate the net benefits to 
communities resulting from planned project activi-
ties? 

1, 3, 4, 
7, 8, 15 

DR, 
I 

PRAs were conducted during baseline research.  

Participatory decision making was proved by inter-
views during field visits. 

  

Are changes in the community wellbeing included in 
the net benefits? Are the corresponding assumptions 
about how social and economic wellbeing will be al-
tered over time clearly defined and defendable? 

1, 3, 4, 
6 

DR, 
I 

Yes, as both carbon and timber benefits are shared, 
communities trained and forestation work being paid 
for. 

  

Is the net community benefit positive (“with project” 
scenario compared to baseline scenario of social and 
economic wellbeing)? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

In section G.1 the positive benefits are justified by cal-
culations. 

Local interviews during onsite visits proved that villag-
ers consider this project being beneficial for their live-
lihoods. 

  

CM.1.2. Is the local stakeholder participation documented in 
the project’s planning, also including potential dialo-
gues?  

 In cases where it is unclear whether a project will be 
implemented or not, it is acceptable to start with a 
preliminary community consultation, provided there 
are plans for a full engagement once the project is 
funded. 

1, 3, 4, 
7, 8, 15 

DR, 
I 

A comprehensive stakeholder participation has taken 
place and is documented. 

Additionally proven by local interviews during field 
visits. 

  

If the project occurs in an area with significant local 
stakeholders, is a diversity of stakeholders engaged 
including appropriate subgroups, underrepresented 
groups and women living in the project vicinity? 

1, 3, 4, 
6, 15 

DR, 
I 

As local communities are directly involved in both 
planning and implementation of the project community 
based decision making process included equally all 
people. 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

Did the stakeholders have the chance to raise con-
cerns about potential negative impacts, to express 
desired outcomes and to provide input on the project 
design before the project design was finalized? Has 
the project proposal been revised or will it be revised 
based on the input of accordingly? 

1, 3, 4, DR, 
I 

Yes. See also CM 1.5.   

CM.1.3. Is a clear process defined for dealing with unresolved 
conflicts and grievances that arise during the 
planning and implementation?  

1 DR, 
I 

A clear process is defined and described for the plan-
ning phase.  

Corrective Action Request No. 5: 

For the project implementation phase there is an 
actual procedure considered to be necessary, 
indicating 

- How conflicts and grievances may be expressed / 
formalized 

- To whom they may be expressed 

- What corresponding actions are required 

Submit corresponding procedure.  

CCBA 

CAR 5 

 

Did the project design include a process for hearing, 
responding to and resolving community grievances 
within a reasonable time period? Has the grievance 
process been publicized to local stakeholders? 

1, 3, 4, 
7, 8,15 

DR, 
I 

The project design covered more than one year. 
Several activities have been carried out, e.g. 
stakeholder process, in which the community 
members were heard. 

  

Have attempts been undertaken to resolve all rea-
sonable grievances raised and have written response 
to grievances been provided within 30 days? 

1, 3, 4, 
,15 

DR, 
I 

As local communities participated in the planning 
process and their comments are considered as men-
tioned above no unresolved grievances remain to be 
resolved. 

  

Have the grievances and the project responses been 
documented? 

1, 3, 4, 
,15 

DR, 
I 

The PRA exercise and hearing process was docu-
mented for the stakeholder process in the AR-CDM 
PDD.  
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

CM.2. Offsite Community Impacts 

CM.2.1. Have any potential negative offsite community im-
pacts been identified that the project is likely to 
cause? 

1 DR, 
I 

No negative offsite impacts have been identified.   

CM.2.2. Are the mitigation efforts concerning these negative 
social and economic impacts properly described? 

 DR, 
I 

N.a.   

CM.2.3. Is the net social and economic effect of the project 
positive when comparing the social and economic 
benefits within the project boundaries with likely un-
mitigated negative offsite impacts? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

The net social and economic benefits are expected to 
be positive. 

  

CM.3. Community Impact Monitoring  

CM.3.1. Is an (initial) plan available for how community va-
riables to be monitored are selected? Potential va-
riables include income, health, roads, schools, food 
security, education and inequality.  

 

1, 2 DR, 
I 

An initial plan is available. Data from nationwide an-
nual statistics would be used for monitoring community 
variables. 

Clarification Request No. 2: 

Develop an initial but concrete community monitoring 
plan (this is not meant only for parameters to be pos-
sibly impacted negatively), including the parameter, if it 
is measured / metered / estimated, the frequency and 
any other information relevant for the monitoring ap-
proach. If applicable, describe how data from nation-
wide annual statistics can be used for monitoring also 
in the regional (project) context. Consider to use table 
layout as per CDM in order to assure completeness.  

CCBA 
CR2 

 

Is the monitoring frequency clarified? 2, 4 DR, 
I 

See above. CCBA 

CR 2 

 

Are community variables at risk of being negatively 
impacted by the project activities included in the 
monitoring plan? 

2, 4 DR, 
I 

Currently no variables are incorporated to the Monitor-
ing Plan and its initial Community Impact section that 
are already defined to be clearly at risk to be negative-
ly impacted by the project.  

CCBA 

CR 2 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

CM.4. Capacity Building (optional) 

CM.4.1. Is the capacity building structured in a way that the 
needs of communities (not only of the project) are 
met? 

2, 4 DR, 
I 

The foreseen capacity building activities focus primari-
ly on the successful implementation of the project. E.g. 
capacity building for community members will be car-
ried out, so that they can successfully carry out plant-
ing activities.  

However, as the project benefits (timber, potentially 
also NTFPs) are mostly directed to the community, the 
latter is deemed to (also) contribute to the satisfaction 
of a key community need. 

  

CM.4.2. Is the capacity building targeted to a wide range of 
groups, not just elites? 

2, 4 DR, 
I 

Capacity building covers a wide range of aspects and 
a variety of stakeholders (Items: forestry techniques; 
Stakeholder: community members, individual farmers). 

  

CM.4.3. Is the capacity building targeted to increase the par-
ticipation of women? 

2, 4 DR, 
I 

The capacity building aims to take special regard of 
women particularly in NTFP production. 

  

CM.4.4. Is the capacity building aimed to increase the com-
munity participation in the project implementation?  

2, 4 DR, 
I 

The capacity building is considered likely to increase 
the participation in the project, as it favors general 
identification of the community members with the 
project goals. Further capacity building aims at the 
production of NTFPs.  

  

CM.5. Best Practices in Community Involvement (optional) 

CM.5.1. Was the project developed with a strong knowledge 
of local customs? Is the project compatible with local 
customs? 

1, 3, 4, 
7,8,15 

DR, 
I 

Studies on social structure, religious customs, skills 
and preferences e.g. in species selection and site 
preparation have been carried out. Thus, the devel-
opment phase is considered to have been compre-
hensive and close to the community demands. 

  

CM.5.2. Will local stakeholders fill all employment positions 
(including management) if the job requirements are 
fulfilled? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

Yes. Project implementation and supervision will 
create income opportunities which will be equally 
shared amongst all stakeholder groups.  
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

Is the manner explained by which local stakeholders 
are selected for positions? Do traditionally underre-
presented stakeholders and women get a fair chance 
to fill positions for which they can be trained? 

4,15 DR, 
I 

Yes. It was indicated onsite that local personnel for 
planting will be contracted in coordination with the vil-
lage representatives. Traditionally underrepresented 
stakeholders and women would be included. 

  

CM.5.3. Are workers informed about their rights by the project 
proponents?   

2, 4 DR, 
I 

It was indicated that labor agreements that comply 
with international rules on worker rights will be con-
cluded in the context of any contracting of work force.  

This will clarify rights and obligations of both contract-
ing parties. 

It is underlined that the above was not part of the vali-
dation as corresponding personnel remains to be con-
tracted.  

Corresponding compliance shall be revisited at any 
future verification.  

  

Does the project comply with international rules on 
worker rights?  

2, 4 DR, 
I 

See above (CM.5.4.).  

 

  

CM.5.4. Are situations and occupations that pose a substan-
tial risk to worker safety comprehensively assessed? 

2, 4 DR, 
I 

Possible risks for workers are assessed.    

Is a plan in place to inform workers of potential risks 
and to explain how to minimize such risks? 

2, 4 DR, 
I 

Yes. The PDD indicates that the safety assurance staff 
of the project will inform workers about potential risk 
and countermeasures and supervise the project im-
plementation. 

  

Are risks being minimized using best work practices, 
where worker safety cannot be guaranteed? 

2, 4 DR, 
I 

No specific information is given upon working practic-
es. 

Corrective Action Request No. 6: 

Provide an internal procedure which documents the 
above mentioned risk instructions (when, by whom, 
main features). Document precisely with separate pro-
cedure the work practices to minimize risks from pesti-
cide application and thinning operations. 

CCBA 
CAR6 
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Ref. = Reference as included to Information Reference List; MoV = Means of verification (Document Review: DR; Interview: IV; Field visit: FV) 

 

CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

B. Biodiversity Section 

B.1.  Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts 

B.1.1. Are the methodologies (e.g. key species habitat 
analysis, connectivity analysis) used to estimate the 
changes in biodiversity resulting from planned project 
activities appropriate? 

1, 3, 4, 
,15 

DR, 
I 

Due to the scattered locations of project sites and the 
fact that most of them are distant from existing pro-
tected areas connectivity as only generally mentioned 
in CCB-PDD is not considered to be a useful parame-
ter. No specific information is given about key species 
and habitat improvement. 

However, the pre-project biodiversity status has been 
assessed in the context of the baseline study. Plots 
were used for vegetation assessments. No endan-
gered species have been found on the degraded sites. 
The tree species to be planted are autochthonous. 
Changes are going to be estimated via monitoring 
(section B.3). The applied approach is basically consi-
dered appropriate for this project scale and the site 
characteristics.  

Corrective Action Request No. 7: 

Provide evidence for that the mentioned methodolo-
gies have been used. E.g. indicate which is considered 
a key species and how its habitat will be improved. 
Alternatively demonstrate by referring to findings of 
baseline study that no negative impact can be ex-
pected.   

CCBA 
CAR7 

 

Are the assumptions for this estimate clearly defined 
and defendable? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

As for the list of endangered species, yes.    

Is the net biodiversity benefit positive (“with project” 
scenario compared to baseline biodiversity scena-
rio)? 

1, 3, 4, , 

15 

DR, 

I 

Compared to baseline scenario the net biodiversity is 
deemed to be positive even though no specific results 
are demonstrated in PDD.  
Forest establishment with little disturbance of existing 
vegetation will maintain floristic diversity and enhance 
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

habitat structure e.g. for possible target species. 

B.1.2. Are possible adverse effects of non-native species on 
the area’s environment described (including impacts 
on native species and disease introduction or facilita-
tion)? 

 DR, 
I 

N.a.   

Are substantial, is the necessity of using non-native 
species over native species justified? 

 DR, 
I 

N.a.   

B.1.3. Is a list of threatened species available (G.1.8)? Is 
documentation available showing that the project ac-
tivities will not be detrimental in any way to these 
species? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

A list of threatened species occurring in the wider area 
of NW Sichuan is given in AR-CDM PDD. None of 
these species could be found on the degraded project 
sites during baseline study. Confirmed during onsite 
visit. 

  

B.1.4. Are all species to be used by the project identified? 
Will no known invasive species be used? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

All species to be planted are identified in the PDD. No 
invasive species will be used. 

  

B.1.5. Is it guaranteed that no genetically modified organ-
isms will be used to generate carbon credits? 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

No GMOs are considered to be used. 
The seedlings of native trees are going to 
be obtained from local nurseries. 

Corrective Action Request No. 8:  

Fill out section B1.5. of the PDD. 

CCBA 
CAR8 

 

B.2.  Offsite Biodiversity Impacts 

B.2.1. Are potential negative offsite biodiversity impacts that 
the project is likely to cause identified? 

4 DR, 
I 

No potential negative impacts on offsite biodiversity 
have been identified. 

  

B.2.2. Are the mitigation efforts concerning these negative 
biodiversity impacts properly described? 

4 DR, 
I 

N.a.   

B.2.3. Is the net biodiversity effect of the project positive 
when comparing the biodiversity benefits within the 
project boundaries with likely unmitigated negative 
offsite impacts? 

4 DR, 
I 

N.a.   
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

B.3.  Biodiversity Impact Monitoring 

B.3.1. Is a plan available for how biodiversity variables to be 
monitored are selected? Potential variables include 
species abundance and diversity, landscape connec-
tivity, forest fragmentation, habitat area and diversity. 

 

4 DR, 
I 

A general design of a monitoing plan is proposed.  
The aim to cover a wide range of species groups on 
numerous, scattered project sites however seems to 
be impractical and should be defined more clearly 
before full implementation.  
It is recognized that no substantial negative impact on 
biodiversity is expected and that a general plan for 
evaluating impacts is deemed sufficient at this stage. 

Clarification Request No. 3:  

Define an intial but concrete plan for the monitoring of 
biodiversity impacts, with clearly named parameters, 
how the parameter is going to be measured / metered 
/ estimated and the corresponding frequency. 
Consider to use table layout. 

CCBA 

CR 3 

 

Is the monitoring frequency clarified? 4 DR, 
I 

See above CCBA 

CR 3 

 

Are biodiversity variables at risk of being negatively 
impacted by the project activities included in the 
monitoring plan? 

4 DR, 
I 

See above CCBA 

CR 3 

 

B.4.  Native Species Use (optional) 

Is it proven that the project will only use species be-
ing native to the region?         …OR… 

1, 3, 4,  DR, 
I 

All species proposed to be planted are native to the 
region. 

  

If non-native species are planned to occur, is their 
use justified by being superior to native species for 
generating concrete biodiversity benefits (e. g. for re-
habilitating degraded areas unlikely to support na-
tives or for producing fuel wood that reduces logging 
pressure on intact ecosystems)? 

 DR, 
I 

N.a.   
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CHECKLIST QUESTION Ref. MoV* COMMENTS 
Draft 
Concl 

Final 
Concl  

B.5.  Water and Soil Enhancement (optional)      

B.5.1. Are project activities that are likely to enhance water 
and soil resources identified? 

1, 3, 4, 
15 

DR, 
I 

Despite of the afforestation mentioned in the PDD site 
preparation prior to planting activities which is aimed to 
minimize site disturbance and the replacement of graz-
ing activities are other important factors. See B.5.2. 

  

B.5.2. Is it credibly demonstrated that these activities are 
likely to improve water and soil resources compared 
to the baseline? 

1, 3, 4, 
15 

DR, 
I 

 The further degradation of the sites as a baseline 
scenario would obviously lead to even more severe 
erosion on the mostly very steep slopes of the project 
sites 

  

Do justifiable assumptions about cause and effect as 
well as relevant studies support the statements in 
B.5.2.? 

1, 3, 4 DR, 
I 

It was indicated onsite that relevant studies were used 
for the identification of environmental benefits such as 
water and soil resource enhancement. 

Corrective Action Request No. 9 (optional) 

Reference not yet given on identification of environ-
mental benefits (applicable to concrete project setting). 
List the mentioned references in PDD section B.5.2. 

CCBA 
CAR 9 
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Table 2: Responses to Corrective Action Requests (CAR) and Clarification Requests (CR)  

Draft report clarifications and corrective action re-
quests by validation team 

PDD 
section 

Summary of project owner response Validation team  
conclusion 

Clarification Request No 1: 

Application of phosphorous fertilizer in planting holes is 
proposed in G.3.5. but otherwise it was mentioned no 
artificial fertilizers (not only N-fertilizers) will be applied. 
Clarify whether this will be or won’t be the case. 

G.3.7 In the proposed A/R CDM project activity, no artificial fertilizers (not 
only N-fertilizers) will be applied. Farmyard manure will be applied 
within the small planting hole rather than overall dispersing. 

Response Audit Team: 

It was clarified that only organic fertilizer will be utilized in the project. 
Request closed. 

 

 
 

Corrective Action Request No 1: 

PDD template not properly filled out in G.3.7., demon-
strate transparency in PDD by describing topics as 
mentioned here. 

G.3.10 Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD G.3.7. 

Response Audit Team: 

The project document is updated accordingly. Request closed. 

 
 

Corrective Action Request No. 2 (optional) 

Information given in G.7.4. of PDD is unclear and 
irrelevant. Give proofs as demanded for this section. 
 

G.7.4 Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD G.7.4. 

Response Audit Team: 

Adaptive Management for Sustainability is described in the PDD, 
mainly based on the monitoring plan outlined in the CDM PDD. 

Provide further information and evidence on the “natural forest pro-
tection project” and the “payment for ecological service of forest” poli-
cies to the audit team. 

Project Team:  

Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD G.7.4 

Response Audit Team: 

Information on future payments were provided to the audit team and 
references provided in the PDD. The government is planning to fur-
ther support protection of water catchments and forests, which might 
create further future income to the project. 

Additional point granted (based also on other information provided in 
the PDD). Request closed 
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Corrective Action Request No 3 (optional): 

In this chapter describe the documentation and disse-
mination of experiences and data outcome. This does 
not mean necessary training / capacity building prior to 
project implementation as described in PDD. E.g. refer 
to the monitoring plan and how the results will not only 
ensure the verification but add to the current know-
ledge of techniques, risks and adaptive management 
of afforestation and the actual GHG removals. 

Exclude information which is irrelevant and referring to 
other projects (e.g. Jatropha …) 

G.8.1 

G.8.2 

Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD G.8.1.  
And CCBA-PDD G.8.2.  

Response Audit Team: 

Information on knowledge dissemination is provided in the PDD. 

Provide evidence on trainings, and knowledge dissemination that was 
conducted as explained in the PDD to the audit team, in order to gain 
the additional point.  

Project Team:  

Pictures, minutes and list of participants of workshop and training are 
supplied in the PDD.  

Response Audit Team: 

Sufficient evidence is provided to sustain that knowledge dissemina-
tion is conducted in this project activity. Request closed 

 
 

(additional point 
granted) 

Corrective Action Request: 

Include the relevant information (D.1) from the vali-
dated CDM PDD in section CL.1 of the CCBA PDD, or 
include a clear reference in the CCBA PDD. 

And also include the relevant information (D.2) from 
the validated CDM PDD in section CL.2 of the CCBA 
PDD, or include a clear reference in the CCBA PDD. 

 

CL.1 

CL.2 

Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD CL.1.  

Response Audit Team: 

The relevant information is included in the PDD and consistent with 
the information provided in the CDM PDD. Request closed. 

 
 

Corrective Action Request No. 4 (optional): 

Provide valid documentation proving the statement 
made on this topic. Otherwise change this to “No”. 

CL5.1 Amendment is fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD CL.5.1.  

Response Audit Team: 

The section in the PDD is updated, as the carbon credits will be sold 
on the compliance market, no additional point as per CCBS is 
granted. 

 
 

Corrective Action Request No. 5: 

For the project implementation phase there is an actual 
procedure considered to be necessary, indicating 

- How conflicts and grievances may be expressed / 
formalized 

CM.1.7 Corresponding procedure has been submitted in the CCBA-PDD 
CM.1.3a (7), (8)  

Response Audit Team: 

Procedures for grievance are included in the CCBA PDD. Request 
closed 
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- To whom they may be expressed 

- What corresponding actions are required 

Submit corresponding procedure. 

 

Clarification Request No. 2: 

Develop an initial but concrete community monitoring 
plan (this is not meant only for parameters to be possi-
bly impacted negatively), including the parameter, if it 
is measured / metered / estimated, the frequency and 
any other information relevant for the monitoring ap-
proach. If applicable, describe how data from nation-
wide annual statistics can be used for monitoring also 
in the regional (project) context. Consider to use table 
layout as per CDM in order to assure completeness. 

CM.3.1 An initial but concrete community monitoring plan has been devel-
oped in the CCBA-PDD CM.3.1.  

Response Audit Team: 

Parameters for a community monitoring plan are included in the PDD. 

Data unit cannot be “household” or “people” . Please provide further 
information for each parameter in the cell for comments.  

Further clarify / explain the following parameter; in particular it need 
to be clarified what kind of data should be gathered: 

 Public Affairs management 

 Natural resource utilization in community 

 Sustainable development willing of community 

 Science and Technology used in forest management 

 Community conflicts 

 Net income from this project 

 Percentage of net income from this project in total family income 

 Increase in the amount of income from this 

Indicate how the data is gathered (now it says “defined”), include the 
information in the PDD.  

Project Team:  

Complementary are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD.  

Response Audit Team: 

Additional information is added to the PDD. The scope of the para-
meters mentioned are clear. Further information regarding the moni-
toring  was provided to the audit team and assessed. 

Request closed 

 
 

Corrective Action Request No. 6: CM.5.5 Corresponding procedure and plan has been submitted in the CCBA-  
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Provide an internal procedure which documents the 
above mentioned risk instructions (when, by whom, 
main features). Document precisely with separate 
procedure the work practices to minimize risks from 
pesticide application and thinning operations. 

PDD CM.5.5.  

Response Audit Team: 

Measures for worker safety are included in the PDD.  

Provide the safety manual mentioned in the PDD to the audit team.  

Project Team:  

The interlinkage of the safety manual have been added in the PDD.  

Response Audit Team: 

The link to workers safety manual is included in the PDD. Request 
closed. 

 

Corrective Action Request No. 7: 

Provide evidence for that the mentioned methodolo-
gies have been used. E.g. indicate which is consi-
dered a key species and how its habitat will be im-
proved. Alternatively demonstrate by referring to find-
ings of baseline study that no negative impact can be 
expected.   

B.1.1 Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD B.1.1  

Response Audit Team: 

Provide more detailed description of the applied methodology to mon-
itor biodiversity and exact information on location of sample plots. (If 
available provide a background paper on the respective study)  

Project Team:  

Complementary are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD.  

Response Audit Team: 

Further information on the monitoring of biodiversity is included in the 
PDD, including the location of sample plots and methodologies used. 
Request closed. 

 
 

Corrective Action Request No. 8:  

Fill out section B1.5. of the PDD. 

B.1.8 Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD B.1.1  

Response Audit Team: 

Respective information is provided in the PDD. Section B.1.5 is pro-
viding the required information. 

 
 

Clarification Request No. 3:  

Define an intial but concrete plan for the monitoring of 
biodiversity impacts, with clearly named parameters, 
how the parameter is going to be measured / metered / 
estimated and the corresponding frequency. Consider 
to use table layout. 

B.3.1 Complementary and description are fulfilled in the CCBA-PDD B.3.1  

Response Audit Team: 

Information on the biodiversity monitoring is included in the PDD. Pa-
rameters are defined fro plants (trees, shrubs and herbs), as well as 
animals (amphibians, small mammies, birds and large mammals.  
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Corrective Action Request No. 9 (optional) 

Reference not yet given on identification of environ-
mental benefits (applicable to concrete project setting). 
List the mentioned references in PDD section B.5.2. 

B.5.3 Environmental Impact Assessment from local Environmental 
Protection Agency shows that the forest restoration will enhance the 
role of vegetation to conserve water and reduce soil erosion in this 
area.  

Response Audit Team: 

As explained in the request and the validation protocol, the audit 
team is requesting to include references for identification of environ-
mental benefits such as soil and water. Provide respective copies to 
the audit team.  

Project Team:  

- 

Response Audit Team: 

No further information was provided, no additional point granted. 

 
 

(no additional 
point granted) 

 

 

Table 3: Unresolved CAR / CR / FAR 
Unresolved  

Forward Action Request 1 

For future verification the continued contractual relations of the participant with the land owners on the project activity (land control and carbon rights) shall be 
monitored. 
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Annex 2: Information Reference List  

Ref. 
No. 

Author/Editor/  

Issuer 
Title/Type of Document. Publication place 

Issuance 
and/or sub-
mission date 

Additional 
Information 
(Relevance 
in CDM Con-
text) 

1. PP CDM Project Design Document (PDD): Afforestation and Reforestation on Degraded Lands 
in Northwest Sichuan, China 

GSP Version: Version 04 
Final Version: Version 06 (06 Nov 2009) 

GSP Version: 

20 Jan 2008 
Final Version: 
06 Nov 2009 

 

2.  On-site audit carried out during the period: 14 – 19 April 2008 

Validation team: 

Hubertus Schmidkte  TÜV SÜD Industrie Service GmbH  

Thorsten Späth TÜV SÜD Industrie Service GmbH  

Dr. Ulrich Apel TÜV SÜD Industrie Service GmbH  

 

Persons interviewed during the on-site audits (Name, Institution, Position) 
Name Organisation  

Deng Qiang Conservation International - Shanshui 

Wang Huaipin Daduhe Forestation Bureau  

Liu Li Daduhe Forestation Bureau  

Wang Hongjia Forestry Department of Sichuan 

Chen Zongqian Forestry Department of Sichuan 

Wang Wanjin Daduhe Forestation Bureau  

Zhang Cheng Forestry Department of Sichuan 

Pan Pan Forestry Department of Sichuan 

Tang Caifu Conservation International – Shanshui 

Liang Yuxi The Forestry Exploration and Design Institute of Sichuan 

14 – 19 April 
2008 
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Ref. 
No. 

Author/Editor/  

Issuer 
Title/Type of Document. Publication place 

Issuance 
and/or sub-
mission date 

Additional 
Information 
(Relevance 
in CDM Con-
text) 

David Chang The Forestry Exploration and Design Institute of Sichuan 

Liu Guolin Forestry Department of Sichuan  

Zhu Xingyu Forest Station-Xinquo Village 

Jia Lide Xinquo Village Secretary 

Wu Zhongjun Xinquo Village Writer 

Huang Xingpu Xinquo Village Leader 

Haung Xingjie Xinquo Village Farmer 

Shao Kaimao Qingchuan Forestry Bureau 

He tao  Pingwu Forestry Bureau 

Zhou yonghua Pingwu Forestry Bureau 

Liu anping Pingwu Forestry Bureaux 

Yong kin Wuyi Village Leader 

Li yunchen  Wuyi Village Leader 

Zhao Jie Wuyi Village Leader 

3. TÜV SÜD CDM validation Report: Afforestation and Reforestation on Degraded Lands in Northwest Sichuan, 
China. Report # 1086722. 

June 2009  

4. PP CCBA PDD: Afforestation and Reforestation on Degraded Lands in Northwest Sichuan, 
China. Final version: 04 

July 2010  

5.  Modalities of Communication 18 June 2007  

6.  Contracts on AR-CDM project implementation, area control and benefits sharing between Daduhe 
Forestation Bureau and local communities (in Chinese), received February 2009 (in addition to 
material reviewed onsite) 

  

7.  Community information questionnaire for village or forestry centre (in Chinese) following PRA ap-
proach, covering land eligibility, the assessment of land use and grazing practices and socioeco-
nomic criteria. Received during onsite visit 14-19 April 2009. 

  

8.  Community information questionnaire for village or forestry centre (with English translation) follow-
ing PRA approach, covering land eligibility, the assessment of land use and grazing practices and 
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Ref. 
No. 

Author/Editor/  

Issuer 
Title/Type of Document. Publication place 

Issuance 
and/or sub-
mission date 

Additional 
Information 
(Relevance 
in CDM Con-
text) 

socioeconomic criteria. Received during onsite visit 14-19 April 2009. 

9.  GIS shape file for delineation of project boundary and data storing for stratification and verification 
purposes 

  

10. MIAO & WEST  Paper indicating that designated forestlands in land use planning are commonly not yet forests 
according to national criteria 

1994  

11.  Example of land use map (land cover maps indicated that proposed AR-CDM / reforestation activi-
ties are in line with legal requirements). Reviewed during onsite visit 14-19 April 2009 

  

12.  Set of EXCEL-spreadsheets for ex-ante calculations of GHG removals (partially based on BioCar-
bon Fund templates). Initial version as discussed during the onsite visit, final version received on  

6 June 2009  

13.  Excel-spreadsheet for financial analysis. Initial version as discussed during the onsite visit, final 
version received on 6 June 2009 

  

14.  Photos taken during field visits; for reference ID see field protocols, as gathered during onsite visit 
14-19. April 2008 

  

15.  Field protocols according to TÜV SÜD field forms for eligibility assessments, as gathered during 
onsite visit 14-19. April 2008 

  

16.  Additional field notes of U. Apel (Memo), dated  19 April 2009  

17.  Additional field notes of T. Spaeth (Memo), dated  19 April 2008  

18.  Contract on baseline study for the present project, dated 30 August 2006 (between Conservation 
International and Carbon Sequestration office Sichuan. The latter office cooperated on this matter 
with the PP). Furthermore there is email communication on the contract exchange with same 
dates available.  

  

19.  Spreadsheet for site GPS Boundary (provided prior to vector files) April 2008  

20.  Letter of approval by People’s Republic of China October 2008  

21.  Document set on forest inventories from the Province of Sichuan as used in the PDD for definition 
of ecologic conditions (according to footnote no1 in PDD), Reviewed during onsite visit 14-19 April 
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Ref. 
No. 

Author/Editor/  

Issuer 
Title/Type of Document. Publication place 

Issuance 
and/or sub-
mission date 

Additional 
Information 
(Relevance 
in CDM Con-
text) 

2009 

22.  Business License of Daduhe Forestation Bureau 18.5.2008  

23.  Inventory data of Province of Sichuan, resulting in allometric equations geographic area and spe-
cies, Reviewed during onsite visit 14-19 April 2009 

  

24.  Institute of Forest Ecology and Environment, CAF, Updated Database for China GHG Inventory in 
Forestry Sector, Data on WD, BEF and RS, Reviewed during onsite visit 14-19 April 2009 

  

25.  Zhao T, Fu D, Tian G et al. 1993. Studies on the growth model for Magnolia officinalis. Journal of 
Central South Forestry College, 13(1)., Reviewed during onsite visit 14-19 April 2009 

  

26.  Standards for Seedling Qualification: GB 6000-1999, Reviewed during onsite visit 14-19 April 2009   

27.  The Forestation Design and Plan Documents of each county indicates the project schedule, Sep. 
2006, Document 14-19 April 2009 

Sep. 2006  

28.  EIA documents as issued by county offices  January 2009  

29. forestry admini-
stration 

Statements by forestry administration on interviews with local agricultural banks on unavailability 
of loans for forestry projects. A total of three banks confirmed that loans are not granted for long 
term forestry. 

  

30.  Official Technical regulations on forest installation for non-commercial forests, (including densities 
and thinnings) 

2001  

31.  Baseline survey report, dated Oct 2006 provided during onsite visit April 2008 (including indica-
tions on species assessment in baseline vegetation) 

  

32.  Description of baseline strata and description of stratification results, without date, as provided 
during onsite visit April 2008 

April 2008  

33.  Reforestation design summary, September 2006 used as input for PDD, provided during onsite 
visit April 2008 

April 2008  

34. Yuxing Zhang 
and Conghe 

Impacts of Afforestation,Deforestation, and Reforestation on Forest Cover in China from 1949 to 
2003, Yuxing Zhang and Conghe Song, Journal of forestry, Oct/Nov 2006, accessed at 

January 2009  
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Ref. 
No. 

Author/Editor/  

Issuer 
Title/Type of Document. Publication place 

Issuance 
and/or sub-
mission date 

Additional 
Information 
(Relevance 
in CDM Con-
text) 

Song http://www.unc.edu/~csong/Zhang-Song06-JOF.pdf in  

35. FAO FAO statistics on forestry in China, FRA, accessed via http://www.fao.org/forestry/32085/en/ in  January  
2009 

 

36.  Inventory note sustaining activity start on 4 Jan 2007   

37.  Project Financial Assessment Methods and Indicators, 3rd edition, NDRC benchmarks, including 
forestry,  

2006  

38.  Costs and revenues for forestry projects in Sichuan, document sheets as discussed and provided 
during onsite visit  

April 2008  

39. Renmin Bank / 
The People’s 
Bank of China 

Statement by the public Renmin Bank / The People’s Bank of China (http://www.pbc.gov.cn/)  pub-
lished at http://news.xinhuanet.com/fortune/2009-05/26/content_11439544.htm, indicating that 
Loans for forestry projects run over a maximum of 10 years 

1 June 2009  

40.  Reforestation activities in the county of Lixian, showing no reforestations on relevant land catego-
ries since 2004.  

March 2009  

41.  GIS files of the boundary, latest version    

42.  Community monitoring plan   

43.  List of participants for training on development of carbon sink project   

44.  Financial report    

 


