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1. Introduction 

This report presents the findings of an audit conducted by SCS Global Services (SCS), to confirm 

the claim that the Biocorredor Martin Sagrado REDD+ Project (“the Project”) conforms to the 

Climate, Community and Biodiversity Project Design Standards (Second Edition).  SCS has been 

approved by the Climate, Community & Biodiversity Alliance (CCBA) to provide such assessment 

services. 

 

1.1. Contact Information 

Project Developer Contact Information: 
 Pierric Jammes 
 Pur Projet 

General Manager 
20 Passage de la Bonne Graine 
75011 Paris, France 
pierric@purprojet.com 

 
SCS Global Services Contact Information: 
 Christie Pollet-Young, Program manager, GHG Verification Services 
 SCS Global Servies 
 2000 Powell Street, Suite 600 
 Emeryville, CA 94608 USA 
 Tel. 510.452.9093 
 CPollet-Young@scsglobalservices.com 
 
 

1.2. Objective 

The validation audit is an independent assessment by SCS of the proposed project activity 

against the assessment criteria. Validation has resulted in a conclusion by SCS as to whether the 

project activity is compliant with the assessment criteria and whether the project should be 

considered approved to the CCB Standards.  

 

1.3.   Scope and Criteria 

The scope of the audit consisted of the project, its activities, and its geographic extent, as 
described within the Project Design Documentation (PDD). The assessment was conducted 
against the criteria set out within the following guidance documents: 
 

 Climate, Community and Biodiversity Project Design Standards, Second Edition (“CCB 
Standards”) 

 Rules for the use of the Climate, Community & Biodiversity Standards, Version 21 June 
2010 (“CCB Standards Rules”) 

 

mailto:CPollet-Young@scsglobalservices.com
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The project was assessed against all required criteria of the CCB Standards in order to determine 
whether the project could be validated at the “Approved” level. In addition, the project was 
assessed against at least one optional criterion, as set out by the CCB Standards, in order to 
determine whether the project could be validated at the “Gold” level. 
 
It should be noted that the CCB Rules requires that if a final CCB validation report and CCB 
validation statement are not received within one year of the initiation of the project’s public 
comment period, then the project must reinitiate the validation process, including a new public 
comment period. SCS received guidance from the CCBA that a second public comment period or 
further investigation would not be required because the project “adequately addressed all 
requirements for validation against the CCB Standards within one year of the start of the 
project’s CCBA public comment period except those related to a delay in the approval of the VCS 
carbon accounting methodology used by the project.”1  
 

1.4. Level of Assurance 

The level of assurance of this report is reasonable. 
 

1.5.  Summary Description of the Project 

The following summary description of the project is quoted from Section 1.1 of the VCS PD 
prepared by the project proponent: 

The Biocorredor Martin Sagrado Project for Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions from 
Deforestation (“Biocorredor Martin Sagrado REDD+ Project”) aims to address 
deforestation and its resulting emission of greenhouse gases (GHG) in an area of the 
Department of San Martin, which is under land use pressure.  

The objectives of the Biocorredor Martin Sagrado Project are to protect forests with 
high conservation value. The project seeks to protect species in risk of extinction while 
also improving the quality of life of the families that live in these areas.  

The Biocorredor Martin Sagrado project area encompasses 295 654 hectares of 
Amazonian forest located alongside the Huayabamba river. Its creation and effective 
implementation are from PUR PROJET and Fundacion Amazonia Viva initiatives, in the 
aim to create a financial mechanism for generating a financial compensation from 
activities reducing emissions from deforestation (REDD+). The project started in January 
2010, as a complementary strategy to the Alto Huayabamba reforestation project, in 
which PUR PROJET and ACOPAGRO are committed (since 2008), with a plan to replant 
more than 2,000,000 trees by 2012.  

This Martin Sagrado project supports indeed sustainable forest management, agro-
forestry, non timber activities and livelihood development in the reserve by providing 
financing through carbon credits generated from forest protection and regeneration. 
The project creates a 80-year income stream that will directly enhance household 
livelihoods and natural resource management capacity.  

                                                             
1
 Email from Gareth Wishart, CCBA dated 20 February 2013. 
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The project seeks to maintain and increase carbon stocks in the area, enhancing the 
hydrology, as well as conserving biodiversity and endangered species. Carbon financing 
will be used to support rural communities to develop a range of livelihood activities 
including non-timber forest products (NTMP), improved agro-forestry activities and 
productivity intensification, community-based ecotourism infrastructure, micro-credit 
and communication walkways development as well as other economic, social, cultural 
and environmental activities.  

The additional resources raised from the sale of these credits will permit to implement 
all of the measures necessary to control and monitor deforestation within the project 
site, enforce the law, and improve the welfare of local communities.  

From the start of the project, mobilizing of the community to protect forests has demonstrated 
effectiveness in halting deforestation and degradation in community forestry areas. Community 
members have expressed strong interests in developing activities to better preserve their land 
and avoid deforestation. They have listed the projected activities they are wishing to develop 
with the support of Pur Projet. These activities have been prioritized and discussed with 
Fundacion Amazonia Viva and Pur Projet during the visits of the area.. 

1.6. Summary of Validation Conclusion 

Following completion of SCS’s duly-accredited validation process, it was our conclusion that the 

Biocorredor Martin Sagrado REDD+ Project conforms to the CCBA Climate, Community and 

Biodiversity Project Design Standards (Second Edition) at the Gold Level (see Appendix A).  All 

findings (Non-conformity Reports (NCRs) Opportunities for Improvement (OFIs) and  New 

Information Requests (NIRs) have been successfully closed. The project proponents provided 

satisfactory responses to the findings issued as a result of the initial evaluation and it is our 

opinion that the project now fully meets the standards. 

2.0 Methodology 

SCS began reviewing the Project in January 2012, beginning with a desk audit of Project 

documentation and phone calls and email correspondence with the project proponent.  SCS 

then to conducted a formal site visit and validation assessment from 27 February 2012 to 2 

March 2012.  A further review of documentation, audit findings, and public comments 

submitted to the CCBA was conducted in the lead up to a list of findings issued on March 14, 

2012.  The findings included Non-conformity Reports, Opportunities for Improvement and New 

Information Requests that the project proponents had to respond to; this final report, therefore, 

represents an the status of the project based on the satisfactory response to the CARs.  

 

Audit Process 

The audit process included the following steps: 

 Initial project meetings with Pur Projet via teleconference 
 Review of initial documentation, including project design documents 
 Site visit as described below 
 Detailed review of supporting evidence submitted  
 Issuance of findings on March 14, 2012 
 Review of responses to findings and supporting evidence 
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 Preparation of the draft validation report 
 Technical review of the draft validation report 
 Issuance of the final validation report 

 
Two separate site visits were conducted by the audit team to collect evidence that supports the 

validation opinion expressed in this report.  The first visit was conducted by Ryan Anderson and 

Tatiana Lapeyre from 27 February 2012 to 2 March 2012.  The visit included meetings with 

representatives of the Fundacion Amazonia Viva, members of several participating communities, 

representatives of the ACOPAGRO cooperative, representatives of the municipal government, 

and representatives of the Rio Abiseo National Park.  The site visit also included visits to the 

communities of Huicungo, Pucalpillo, Santa Rosa, and Dos de Mayo; a visit to the concession 

area and an associated control point; and a meeting with representatives of the regional 

government. 

A second site visit was conducted with the purpose of verifying the carbon stock inventory from 

23 September to 4 October 2012.  Diana Vasquez Alzamora, and Vanessa Egg visited the project 

area and remeasured forest biomass data from plots A8, A3, C3, D4, A6, D7, D12, and C8.   

 

3.0 Stakeholder Comments 

The Project Design Document (PDD) was posted on the CCBA website on the 10th of January, 

2012 and the public comment period extended through 9 February 2012.  Comments were 

received from [1] party (see Appendix B).   

 
Written comments were received from the following stakeholders: 

 Amazonicos por la Amazonia 
 

All comments have been addressed by the auditor in this report. The comments and the 
proponents responses are provided in their entirety in appendix B.   Appendix B includes and 
evaluation of the responses to these comments. 
 

3.1. CCB Validation Findings 

This report of our validation findings addresses each of the CCBA criteria and indicators.  For 

each criterion, the CCBA indicators are listed along with a description of the evidence that was 

considered, and reference the findings from the audit when applicable.  These findings can 

include Non-Conformity Reports (NCRs), Opportunities for Improvement (OFIs) and New 

Information Requests (NIRs), and are compiled in Section 5.  In the case of non-conformance, a 

Non-Conformity Report stipulates the deficiency and its relation to the CCB protocol.  NCRs 

indicate broad non-conformance at the criterion level that must be satisfied prior to project 

validation.  An Opportunity for Improvement is issued when overall conformance with a 

criterion has been achieved but in instances where actions could be taken to further ensure 
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compliance with an indicator. A New Information Request indicates when additional information 

is necessary to complete the validation. All NIRs must be received prior to project.     

 

Throughout the remainder of the report, Pur Projet will be referred to as the “Project 
Proponents” or “the Proponents”.  The Project Proponents collated much of their Project 
information in a document entitled Biocorredor Martin Sagrado REDD+ Project version 1.0, 
dated January 2012, which is available to the public on the CCBA website (http://www.climate-
standards.org).  The CCBA refers to such documents as Project Design Documents (PDD).  The 
PDD was revised in December 2012 (version 4.0) in response to NCRs/OFIs/NIRs issued in the 
draft report as part of the evaluation process. 
 

3.2. General Section 

The General Section of the CCB Standards addresses original conditions in the project are 

baseline projections, project design and goals, management capacity and best practices, and 

legal status and property rights. 

 

3.2.1. G1 – Original Conditions in the Project Area 

The original conditions at the project area and the surrounding project zone before the project 

commences must be described.  This description, along with baseline projections (see G2), will 

help to determine the likely impacts of the project. 

 
 G1 - Original Conditions in the Project Area 

  

Indicator 1 - The location of the project and 
basic physical parameters (e.g., soil, 
geology, climate). 

The proponent’s PDD has a section for section G1.1 
that includes information regarding the project 
location, area geography, climate, soils, and 
hydrographic features.  The provided descriptions are 
substantiated with citations, maps, and data.  
Observations made by the audit team during the site 
visit were consistent with the descriptions provided.   
 Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

Indicator 2 - The types and condition of 
vegetation within the project area. 

Section G1.2 of the proponent’s PDD describes the 
vegetation of the project area.  The descriptions are 
substantiated by relevant citations.  Nine terrestrial 
ecosystem types are identified within the project zone 
based on literature cited in the PDD.  Observations 
made by the audit team during the site visits were 
consistent with the descriptions provided by the 
proponent in the PDD. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

   
 

 

http://www.climate-standards.org/
http://www.climate-standards.org/
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Indicator 3 - The boundaries of the project 
area and the project zone.  

The project area is defined by three concessions with 
conservation purposes, Monte Cristo, El Breo, and 
Martin Sagrado.  The project area was reviewed in 
detail during the project’s validation under the VCSW 
standard and meets the requirements of that standard 
and approved VCS methodology VM0015.   Shapefiles 
and printed maps of the project area boundaries  were 
reviewed by the audit team, as well as documentation 
of the solicitation of the three concessions.  The 
project zone constitutes the river basin that 
incorporates the project area, and is sufficiently large 
as to contain the lands of communities potentially 
affected by the project. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 4 - Current carbon stocks within 
the project area(s), using stratification by 
land-use or vegetation type and methods of 
carbon calculation (such as biomass plots, 
formulae, default values) from the 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change’s 2006 Guidelines for National GHG 
Inventories for Agriculture, Forestry, and 
Other Land Use or a more robust and 
detailed methodology.  

Current carbon stocks have been assessed in the 
project area using a field inventory of 78 sample plots.  
SCS field-verified the accuracy of the inventory by 
visiting a subset of these plots.  The inventory is 
stratified by forest type.  The carbon inventory has 
been independently verified against the requirements 
of VCS methodology VM0015, and thus meets the 
requirement of applying methods of carbon calculation 
from a robust and detailed methodology. 

Conformance -(Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 5 - A description of communities 
located in the project zone, including basic 
socio-economic and cultural information 
that describes the social, economic and 
cultural diversity within communities 
(wealth, gender, ethnicity, etc.), identifies 
specific groups such as Indigenous Peoples 
and describes any community 
characteristics.  

Section G1.5 of the project design document contains a 
description of the three communities located within 
the project area, as well as 15 additional communities 
located within the project zone or related to the 
project.  The information is detailed and based clearly 
referenced sources, including direct field surveys and 
includes information regarding, education, health and 
sanitation, organizational structures, and economies.  
Based on the interviews conducted during the site 
visit, the description provided accurately reflects 
conditions on the ground 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 6- A description of current land 
use and customary and legal property rights 
including community property in the project 
zone, identifying any ongoing or unresolved 
conflicts or disputes and identifying and 
describing any disputes over land tenure 
that were resolved during the last ten years 
(see also G5).  

Section G1.6 of the PDD contains a detailed and well 
referenced description of the current land use and 
legal property in the project zone.  The description 
provided is consistent with the observations of audit 
team during site visits and interviews conducted on 
site, including interviews with government officials and 
project participants.  The project area is constituted by 
three concessions for conservation (Martin Sagrado, El 
Breo, Montecristo).  Each is solicited from the 
government by a different entity. ACOPAGO controls 
the Martin Sagrado concession, the Asociacion Dos de 
Mayo controls the El Breo Concession, and APAHUI is 
in the process of obtaining the Montecristo 
concession.  The project proponent provided legal 
documentation of the Martin Sagrado and El Breo 
concessions to the audit team for review, and provided 
evidence that they had submitted required materials 
to the government to solicit the Montecristo 
concession. 
 Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 7 - A description of current 
biodiversity within the project zone 
(diversity of species and ecosystems) and 
threats to that biodiversity, using 
appropriate methodologies, substantiated 
where possible with appropriate reference 
material. 

Section G1.7 of the PDD includes an assessment of 
biodiversity in the project zone based on biophysical 
models applied to the project zone.  It identifies main 
species of flora and fauna in the region and identifies 
threats using a methodology derived from VM0015’s 
analysis of agents and drivers of deforestation.    The 
project includes appropriate references to original 
studies and applies appropriate methodologies.  The 
description is consistent with field observations made 
during the audit team’s site visits. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 8 - An evaluation of whether the 
project zone includes any of the following 
High Conservation Values (HCVs) and a 
description of the qualifying attributes:  

Section G1.8 of the PDD identifies a wide variety of 
high conservation values in the project area and 
project zone.  The qualifying attributes are 
appropriately described. 

  

  

  

  

  

  Indicator 8.1 - Globally, regionally or 
nationally significant concentrations of 
biodiversity values; 
a. protected areas 
b. threatened species 
c. endemic species 
d. areas that support significant 
concentrations of a species during any time 
in their lifecycle (e.g. migrations, feeding 
grounds, breeding areas). 

(a) protected areas: The Rio Abiseo National Park and 
UNESCO World Heritage Site is located immediately 
adjacent to the project area.  Additionally, the 
conservation concession Alto Huayabamba and Alto 
Mayo Protected Forest are located nearby 
(b) The project identifies 21 species that appear on 
national and international lists of endangered species 
that have a high probability of occurance in the project 
area. 
(c) The fauna inventory discussed in section G1.7 
includes various species identified as endemic 
(d) none identified Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 8.2 - Globally, regionally or 
nationally significant large landscape-level 
areas where viable populations of most if 
not all naturally occurring species exist in 
natural patterns of distribution and 
abundance; 

None identified 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 8.3 - Threatened or rare 
ecosystems; 

The project area includes areas identified as having 
vulnerable soils by the Economic Ecological Zoning of 
San Martin and several rare ecosystems and 
conservation targets identified by the Data Center for 
conservation. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 
 

 

  Indicator 8.4 - Areas that provide critical 
ecosystem services (e.g., hydrological 
services, erosion control, fire control); 

The project proponent identifies a number of critical 
ecosystem services within the project zone, including 
regulation of regional water supply; erosion control; 
carbon sequestration; habitat for fish reproduction; 
and pollination and dispersal of species of commercial 
value.  These claims are consistent with field 
observations made by the assessment team. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 8.5 - Areas that are fundamental 
for meeting the basic needs of local 
communities (e.g., for essential food, fuel, 
fodder, medicines or building materials 
without readily available alternatives); and 

Forests within the project zone are used by local 
populations for hunting as confirmed by the 
assessment team via interviews and review of surveys.   

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 8.6 -Areas that are critical for the 
traditional cultural identity of communities 
(e.g., areas of cultural, ecological, economic 
or religious significance identified in 
collaboration with the communities). 

The project zone includes areas of significant 
archeological value, as confirmed by discussions with 
representatives of the Rio Abiseo National Park and a 
visit to the Park’s museum during the site visit. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.2.2. G2 – Baseline Projections 

A baseline projection is a description of expected conditions in the project zone in the absence 

of project activities. The project impacts will be measured against this ‘without-project’ 

reference scenario. 

Indicators 
The project proponents must develop a defensible and well-documented ‘without-project’ 

reference scenario that must: 

 

 
 G2 - Baseline Projections 

  

Indicator 1 - Describe the most likely land-
use scenario in the absence of the project 
following IPCC 2006 GL for AFOLU or a more 
robust and detailed methodology, describing 
the range of potential land use scenarios and 
the associated drivers of GHG emissions and 
justifying why the land-use scenario selected 
is most likely. 

The project proponent has applied the VCS 
methodology VM0015 to identify the most likely land 
use scenario in the absence of the project.  This 
methodology includes a means for assessing the agents 
and drivers of deforestation in the region, collecting 
evidence to project trends in that land use, and applying 
a stepwise selection method to determine the most 
likely land use scenario.  The PDD includes detailed 
descriptions of the context, agents, and drivers of 
deforestation in the baseline conducted in conformance 
with this methodology.  The project’s application of the 
methodology has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and is consistent with interviews conducted 
during the site visit. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 2 - Document that project benefits 
would not have occurred in the absence of 
the project, explaining how existing laws or 
regulations would likely affect land use and 
justifying that the benefits being claimed by 
the project are truly ‘additional’ and would 
be unlikely to occur without the project. 

The project uses the VCS Tool VT0001 “Tool for the 

Demonstration and Assessment of Additionality in VCS 

Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use (AFOLU) 

Project Activities” in order to demonstrate additionality.  

In the application of this tool, the project developer 

analyzed four alternative land use scenarios: conversion 

to croplands; conversion to settlements and 

infrastructure; selective logging of high value species; 

and conversion to mining and oil concessions.  The 

project conducted an assessment of the consistency of 

these land use scenarios with applicable laws and 

regulations, and determined that there are not legal 

restrictions that prevent these baseline land uses.  Each 

of the land uses discussed can be observed in the area 

around the project area in the last ten years.  

Additionally, the project proponent conducted Barrier 

Analysis, and Common Practice Analysis in accordance 

with the Additionality Tool.  The audit team reviewed 

the documentation and assumptions associated with 

these analyses and concluded that the project 

proponent’s assertion that the project is additional is 

reasonable and was arrived at in a way that is consistent 

with the tool. Interviews conducted during the site visit 

and documentary evidence presented by the project 

developer supports the additionality of the project.   

 Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 3 - Calculate the estimated carbon 
stock changes associated with the ‘without 
project’ reference scenario described above. 
This requires estimation of carbon stocks for 
each of the land-use classes of concern and a 
definition of the carbon pools included, 
among the classes defined in the IPCC 2006 
GL for AFOLU.19 The timeframe for this 
analysis can be either the project lifetime 
(see G3) or the project GHG accounting 
period, whichever is more appropriate.  
Estimate the net change in the emissions of 
non-CO2 GHG emissions such as CH4 and 
N2O in the ‘without project’ scenario. Non-
CO2 gases must be included if they are likely 
to account for more than 5% (in terms of 
CO2-equivalent) of the project’s overall GHG 
impact over each monitoring period.  
 
Projects whose activities are designed to 
avoid GHG emissions (such as those reducing 
emissions from deforestation and forest 
degradation (REDD), avoiding conversion of 
non-forest land, or certain improved forest 
management projects) must include an 
analysis of the relevant drivers and rates of 
deforestation and/or degradation and a 
description and justification of the 
approaches, assumptions and data used to 
perform this analysis.  Regional-level 
estimates can be used at the project’s 
planning stage as long as there is a 
commitment to evaluate locally-specific 
carbon stocks and to develop a project-
specific spatial analysis of deforestation 
and/or degradation using an appropriately 
robust and detailed carbon accounting 
methodology before the start of the project. 

The project has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and applies approved VCS methodology 
VM0015.  This methodology includes calculation of 
estimated carbon stock changes in each land use class in 
both the with-project and without-project scenarios.  
The methodology also includes a procedure for 
assessing the drivers and agents of deforestation 
relevant to the project.  SCS assessed the proponent’s 
estimates of carbon stock changes associated with the 
with-project and without-project scenario during 
validation of the project under the VCS standard.  
Details of this assessment can be seen in the VCS 
validation report issued by SCS on 21 December, 2012. 
 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 4 - Describe how the ‘without 
project’ reference scenario would affect 
communities in the project zone, including 
the impact of likely changes in water, soil and 
other locally important ecosystem services. 

 Section G2.4 of the PDD includes an assessment of the 
impacts of the without project scenario on communities 
in the project zone.  The Assessment concludes that, in 
the absence of the project, communities are likely to 
lose access to the forest and the resources it provides 
and the quality of water resources is likely to decline.  
The description is consistent with observations made 
and interviews conducted during the site visit. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 5 - Describe how the ‘without 
project’ reference scenario would affect 
biodiversity in the project zone (e.g., habitat 
availability, landscape connectivity and 
threatened species). 

As the without project scenario includes significant loss 
of forest cover, the effects on biodiversity include a loss 
of habitat and additional pressure on threatened 
species.  These effects area adequately described in 
section G2.5 of the PDD and supported by additional 
evidence throughout the document. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 

3.2.3. G3 – Project Design and Goals 

The project must be described in sufficient detail so that a third-party can adequately evaluate 

it. Projects must be designed to minimize risks to the expected climate, community and 

biodiversity benefits and to maintain those benefits beyond the life of the project. Effective local 

participation in project design and implementation is key to optimizing multiple benefits, 

equitably and sustainably. Projects that operate in a transparent manner build confidence with 

stakeholders and outside parties and enable them to contribute more effectively to the project. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
 G3 - Project Design and Goals 

  

Indicator 1 - Provide a summary of the 
project’s major climate, community and 
biodiversity objectives.  

Section G3.1 of the PDD provides an appropriate 
summary of the project’s goals and objectives with 
respect to climate, community, and biodiversity. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

 
  Indicator 2 - Describe each project activity 
with expected climate, community and 
biodiversity impacts and its relevance to 
achieving the project’s objectives. 

Section G3.2 includes a description of each of the 
planned project activities.  Project activities include: a 
variety of legal actions intended formalize protection of 
the project area, register the project, and provide for 
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Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

effective management; patrolling the project area and 
constructing control points; educating and 
communicating with communities in the project zone; 
development of capacity for non-timber forest product 
valuation,; inventory and scientific monitoring; 
development of renewable energy; reforestation; and 
community training and empowerment.  The PD 
includes a detailed description of each, including its 
direct relevance to the deforestation drivers identified 
in the analysis conducted in determining the baseline 
scenario.  The audit team discussed the activities with 
the project proponents and project participants, 
reviewed reports of activities already completed, and 
reviewed budget documents and finds that the 
description in the PDD is consistent with conditions 
observed during the site visit. 

  
  Indicator 3 - Provide a map identifying the 
project location and boundaries of the 
project area(s), where the project activities 
will occur, of the project zone and of 
additional surrounding locations that are 
predicted to be impacted by project 
activities (e.g. through leakage). 

The project proponent provided GIS files and printed 
maps that clearly define the spatial boundaries of the 
project area, reference area, leakage belt, and leakage 
management areas.  These areas were defined using 
VCS methodology VM0015.  The application of that 
methodology has been validated and verified against 
the VCS standard by SCS.  The leakage belt was 
delineated using a mobility analysis that used a spatial 
analysis conducted according to the requirements of 
the VCS methodology.  The audit team reviewed the 
underlying assumptions of the GIS analysis and 
determined that the location of the leakage belt was 
determined reasonably and in conformance with the 
methodology.   

 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
 

  
  Indicator 4 - Define the project lifetime and 
GHG accounting period and explain and 
justify any differences between them. Define 
an implementation schedule, indicating key 
dates and milestones in the project’s 
development. 

The project start date is 1 January 15, 2010, which 
corresponds the beginning of the process for 
establishing the Martin Sagrado Concession with 
Conservation Purposes, and with an agreement with 
Asociacion Dos de Mayo for the integration the El Breo 
concession to the Biocorredor Martin Sagrado REDD 
project  The audit team was able to view documents 
dated January 2010 to confirm that project activities 
did indeed begin at that time. The project proponent 
has selected a crediting period of 40 years (1 January 
2010 to 31 December 2049).  The monitoring and 
implementation plans submitted by the project 
proponent cover this entire period.  The project Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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proponent anticipates that the project lifetime will be 
longer than the crediting period (80) years, but has 
limited the crediting period to the duration of the 
concession of conservation.  The concession is 
renewable.  The project proponent provided an 
implementation schedule to the validation team.   

 
 

 
  Indicator 5 - Identify likely natural and 
human-induced risks to the expected 
climate, community and biodiversity benefits 
during the project lifetime and outline 
measures adopted to mitigate these risks. 

The project proponent has identified a number of risks 
to the project, which are described in section G3.5 of 
the PDD.  These include internal, external, and natural 
risks.  Appropriate mitigation measures for each are 
described.   

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  
  Indicator 6 - Demonstrate that the project 
design includes specific measures to ensure 
the maintenance or enhancement of the 
high conservation value attributes identified 
in G1 consistent with the precautionary 
principle. 

Section G3.6 makes an explicit commitment to begin 
the implementation of activities to preserve the area 
even before all inventory work is complete.  The project 
includes measures and activities relevant to the 
protection of each of the HCV types identified.  

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  
  Indicator 7 - Describe the measures that will 
be taken to maintain and enhance the 
climate, community and biodiversity benefits 
beyond the project lifetime. 

The project proponent identifies education, sustainable 
economic development, introduction of non-timber 
forest valuation, and catalyzing additional conservation 
projects  as measures that will maintain and enhance 
the climate, community and biodiversity benefits 
beyond the project lifetime. In the judgment of the 
audit team, the project activities as described are likely 
to result in long term benefits to the area that go 
beyond the project’s documented lifetime. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  
  Indicator 8 - Document and defend how 
communities and other stakeholders 
potentially affected by the project activities 
have been identified and have been involved 
in project design through effective 
consultation, particularly with a view to 
optimizing community and stakeholder 
benefits, respecting local customs and values 
and maintaining high conservation values. 
Project developers must document 
stakeholder dialogues and indicate if and 
how the project proposal was revised based 
on such input.  A plan must be developed to 
continue communication and consultation 
between project managers and all 

The project design document describes the stakeholder 
consultation process in section G3.8.  The primary 
mechanism for stakeholder consultation is the 
Amazonia Viva Foundation, which was founded by the 
stakeholders themselves and who implements most of 
the project activities.  The project proponent also used 
a series of community meetings and meetings with 
government representatives to plan project activities 
and communicate with effected groups.  The project 
proponent provided evidence of these meetings in the 
form of photos, attendance lists, and written minutes 
and agreements to the audit team for verification.  
Additionally, interviews during the site visit confirmed 
that communities and stakeholder groups identified 
had been consulted as described in section G3.8 of the 
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community groups about the project and its 
impacts to facilitate adaptive management 
throughout the life of the project. 

PDD.  The audit team concludes that the project 
conforms to the requirements of indicator G3.8. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  
  Indicator 9 - Describe what specific steps 
have been taken, and communications 
methods used, to publicize the CCBA public 
comment period to communities and other 
stakeholders and to facilitate their 
submission of comments to CCBA. Project 
proponents must play an active role in 
distributing key project documents to 
affected communities and stakeholders and 
hold widely publicized information meetings 
in relevant local or regional languages. 

The project proponent describes the steps taken to 
publicize the public comment period in section G3.9 of 
the PDD.  These steps included distribution of the 
simplified Spanish version of the document to 
communities and a series of informational meetings.  
Comments were received from one party, which are 
reported at the end of this report.  Interviews during 
the validation site visit confirmed that many 
representatives of the communities were aware of the 
project design document and their opportunity for 
public comment. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  
  Indicator 10 - Formalize a clear process for 
handling unresolved conflicts and grievances 
that arise during project planning and 
implementation. The project design must 
include a process for hearing, responding to 
and resolving community and other 
stakeholder grievances within a reasonable 
time period. This grievance process must be 
publicized to communities and other 
stakeholders and must be managed by a 
third party or mediator to prevent any 
conflict of interest. Project management 
must attempt to resolve all reasonable 
grievances raised, and provide a written 
response to grievances within 30 days. 
Grievances and project responses must be 
documented. 

In the initial version of the PDD, a clear process for 
handling grievances had not been established.  In 
response to NCR 2012.10 the project proponent 
established a procedure managed by the Rio Abiseo 
National Park Authority that meets each of the 
requirements of the standard.  After this procedure 
was established, the audit team concluded that the 
project conforms to the CCB requirements for handling 
unresolved conflicts. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 11 - Demonstrate that financial 
mechanisms adopted, including projected 
revenues from emissions reductions and 
other sources, are likely to provide an 
adequate flow of funds for project 
implementation and to achieve the 
anticipated climate, community and 
biodiversity benefits. 

The project proponent shared financial details of the 
project with the audit team during in person site visits.  
Evidence of the project’s financial good standing, 
including business plans outlining the costs and 
expected sale prices of credits generated from the 
project as well as confidential agreements with credit 
buyers confirmed that the financial mechanisms 
adopted are likely to provide adequate cash flow for 
project implementation. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 

3.2.4. G4 – Management Capacity and Best Practices  

The success of a project depends upon the competence of the implementing management 

team. Projects that include a significant capacity-building (training, skill building, etc.) 

component are more likely to sustain the positive outcomes generated by the project and have 

them replicated elsewhere. 

 

Best practices for project management include: local stakeholder employment, worker rights, 

worker safety and a clear process for handling grievances. 

Indicators 
The project proponents must: 

 
G4 - Management Capacity and Best Practices 

  

Indicator 1 -Identify a single project 
proponent which is responsible for the 
project’s design and implementation. If 
multiple organizations or individuals are 
involved in the project’s development and 
implementation the governance structure, 
roles and responsibilities of each of the 
organizations or individuals involved must 
also be described. 

The latest version of the PDD clearly identifies Pur 
Projet as the project proponent and the Fundacion 
Amazonia Viva, ONFI, Reforesta Peru, and Participating 
communities as project partners.  The roles of each are 
clearly described.  Contracts and legal agreements 
between the parties describing their relationship were 
provided to the audit team for verification, and are 
consistent with the structure outlined in section G4.1 
of the PD. 

Conformance – (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 2 - Document key technical skills 
that will be required to implement the 
project successfully, including community 
engagement, biodiversity assessment and 
carbon measurement and monitoring skills. 
Document the management team’s 
expertise and prior experience 
implementing land management projects at 
the scale of this project. If relevant 
experience is lacking, the proponents must 
either demonstrate how other organizations 
will be partnered with to support the project 
or have a recruitment strategy to fill the 
gaps. 

Key skills and expertise of the project team are 
summarized in section G4.2 of the PDD.  Interviews of 
CVs of members of the project team provided 
additional evidence that the team has experience in 
the technical skills required for the project activities.  
The audit team concludes that technical competencies 
have been adequately documented in conformance 
with the requirements of the CCBA standard. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 3 - Include a plan to provide 
orientation and training for the project’s 
employees and relevant people from the 
communities with an objective of building 
locally useful skills and knowledge to 
increase local participation in project 
implementation. These capacity building 
efforts should target a wide range of people 
in the communities, including minority and 
underrepresented groups. Identify how 
training will be passed on to new workers 
when there is staff turnover, so that local 
capacity will not be lost. 

Section G4.3 of the PDD provides an overview of the 
plan to train project employees.  Supplemental 
documents provided to the audit team detail the 
contents of several existing training procedures and 
provide evidence of the implementation of training 
measures for employees.  A plan including training 
topics, dates and frequencies, formats, and training 
responsibilities was provided to the audit team for 
review, and is in conformance with the requirements 
of the CCBA standard. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 4 - Show that people from the 
communities will be given an equal 
opportunity to fill all employment positions 
(including management) if the job 
requirements are met. Project proponents 
must explain how employees will be 
selected for positions and where relevant, 
must indicate how local community 
members, including women and other 
potentially underrepresented groups, will be 
given a fair chance to fill positions for which 
they can be trained. 

The project proponent describes equal opportunity 
employment in section G4.4 of the PDD.  The 
description commits to providing equal opportunities 
to fill employment positions to all people including 
women and underrepresented groups.   The audit 
team determined that the project conforms to the 
requirements of the indicator. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 5 - Submit a list of all relevant laws 
and regulations covering worker’s rights in 
the host country. 
 
Describe how the project will inform 
workers about their rights. Provide 
assurance that the project meets or exceeds 
all applicable laws and/or regulations 
covering worker rights and, where relevant, 
demonstrate how compliance is achieved 

The project provides a list of relevant laws and 
regulations in an appendix to the PDD entitled “Legal 
framework – labour laws.”   The PDD describes how 
workers will be informed about labor rights when they 
are hired and that the project will register with and 
cooperate with government officials responsible for 
enforcing national laws regarding workers rights.   

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 6 - Comprehensively assess 
situations and occupations that pose a 
substantial risk to worker safety. A plan 
must be in place to inform workers of risks 
and to explain how to minimize such risks. 
Where worker safety cannot be guaranteed, 
project proponents must show how the risks 
will be minimized using best work practices. 

The project proponent provided a worker safety risk 
mitigation plan that describes a number of expected 
environmental risks and precautionary measured used 
to mitigate those risks, as well as a commitment to 
review worker risks annually and revise the mitigation 
strategies.  The project conforms to the requirements 
of the CCB standard with regard to worker risk 
mitigation. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 7 - Document the financial health 
of the implementing organization(s) to 
demonstrate that financial resources 
budgeted will be adequate to implement the 
project. 

The project proponent shared financial details of the 
project with the audit team during in person site visits.  
Evidence of the project’s financial good standing, 
including business plans outlining the costs and 
expected sale prices of credits generated from the 
project as well as confidential agreements with credit 
buyers confirmed that the financial mechanisms 
adopted are likely to provide adequate cash flow for 
project implementation. Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.2.5. G5 – Legal Status and Property Rights 

The project must be based on a solid legal framework (e.g., appropriate contracts are in place) 

and the project must satisfy applicable planning and regulatory requirements. 

 

During the project design phase, the project proponents should communicate early on with 

relevant local, regional and national authorities in order to allow adequate time to earn 

necessary approvals. The project design should be sufficiently flexible to accommodate potential 

modifications that may arise as a result of this process. 

 

In the event of unresolved disputes over tenure or use rights to land or resources in the project 

zone, the project should demonstrate how it will help to bring them to resolution so that there 

are no unresolved disputes by the start of the project. 

Indicators 

Based on information about current property rights provided in G1, the project proponents 

must: 
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G5 - Legal Status and Property Rights 

  

Indicator 1 - Submit a list of all relevant 
national and local laws and regulations in the 
host country and all applicable international 
treaties and agreements. Provide assurance 
that the project will comply with these and, 
where relevant, demonstrate how 
compliance is achieved. 

The project proponent has provided a list of applicable 
laws in an appendix to the PDD entitled “Legal 
framework conservation – summary – v1.0.”  Section 
G5.1 of the PDD includes an overview of this framework 
and describes how the project will be implemented in 
accordance with management plans that will be 
approved by the San Martin Regional Government at 
five year intervals.  Interviews with representatives of 
the regional government during the audit site visit 
revealed no indication that the project has violated and 
laws or regulations, and the Regional Environmental 
authority has specifically approved the project, as 
evidenced by a document dated January 2012.   The 
audit team concludes that the project conforms with 
the requirements of indicator G5.1 Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Document that the project has 
approval from the appropriate authorities, 
including the established formal and/or 
traditional authorities customarily required 
by the communities. 

The project proponent provided a document from the 
regional government dated January 2012 explicitly 
stating government approval, as well as contractual 
agreements with each of the communities or 
organizations that hold concessions demonstrating 
approval of the project.  The audit team concludes that 
adequate documentation of approval from appropriate 
authorities is in place. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 3 - Demonstrate with documented 
consultations and agreements that the 
project will not encroach uninvited on 
private property, community property, or 
government property and has obtained the 
free, prior, and informed consent of those 
whose rights will be affected by the project. 

Prior to the project, project lands were government 
owned, and are obtained by Acopagro, Dos de Mayo, 
and APAHUI through conservation concessions.  The 
project proponent has provided documentary evidence 
of government approval and the approval of Acopagro, 
Dos de Mayo, and Apahui to the audit team for review.  
The audit team concludes that the project conforms to 
the requirements of indicator G5.3 of the CCB standard. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 4 - Demonstrate that the project 
does not require the involuntary relocation 
of people or of the activities important for 
the livelihoods and culture of the 
communities. If any relocation of habitation 
or activities is undertaken within the terms 
of an agreement, the project proponents 
must demonstrate that the agreement was 
made with the free, prior, and informed 
consent of those concerned and includes 
provisions for just and fair compensation. 

No project activities described include relocation.  The 
project proponent has committed in the PDD to avoid 
resettlement of communities or households. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 5 - Identify any illegal activities that 
could affect the project’s climate, 
community or biodiversity impacts (e.g., 
logging) taking place in the project zone and 
describe how the project will help to reduce 
these activities so that project benefits are 
not derived from illegal activities. 

Illegal activities that could threaten the project’s 
impacts are identified in section G5.4 and are also 
discussed throughout the PDD as agents and drivers of 
deforestation are identified and project activities 
designed to address these drivers are developed.  The 
audit team concludes that the PDD contains an 
appropriate identification of illegal activities and plans 
to reduce those activities.     

Conformance - (Y/N/NA)  
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Indicator 6 - Demonstrate that the project 
proponents have clear, uncontested title to 
the carbon rights, or provide legal 
documentation demonstrating that the 
project is undertaken on behalf of the 
carbon owners with their full consent. 
Where local or national conditions preclude 
clear title to the carbon rights at the time of 
validation against the Standards, the project 
proponents must provide evidence that their 
ownership of carbon rights is likely to be 
established before they enter into any 
transactions concerning the project’s carbon 
assets. 

The project area is constituted by three concessions for 
conservation (Martin Sagrado, El Breo, Montecristo).  
Each is solicited from the government by a different 
entity. ACOPAGO controls the Martin Sagrado 
concession, the Asociacion Dos de Mayo controls the El 
Breo Concession, and APAHUI is in the process of 
obtaining the Montecristo concession.  The project 
proponent provided legal documentation of the Martin 
Sagrado and El Breo concessions to the audit team for 
review, and provided evidence that they had submitted 
required materials to the government to solicit the 
Montecristo concession. As of the time of validation, 
the Montecristo concession has not been granted to 
APAHUI, but evidence was provided that the 
concession granting process is underway and that the 
concession is likely to be granted.  The project 
proponent has provided assurance that ownership of 
carbon rights is likely to be established before they 
enter into any transactions concerning the project’s 
carbon assets.  The project monitoring plan includes 
specific provisions for handling the possible 
circumstance in which the Montecristo concession 
cannot be obtained, in which the baseline and project 
monitoring and activities would be re evaluated. The 
audit team reviewed transfer agreements that transfer 
emissions rights from each of the three concessionaires 
to the project proponent. The audit team concludes 
that the project proponent has demonstrated a right of 
use that is consistent with the CCB standard. 
 Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 

 

3.3. Climate Section 

3.3.1. CL1 – Net Positive Climate Impacts 

The project must generate net positive impacts on atmospheric concentrations of greenhouse 
gases (GHGs) over the project lifetime from land use changes within the project boundaries. 
Indicators 
The project proponents must: 
 
CL1 - Net Positive Climate Impacts 
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Indicator 1 - Estimate the net change in 
carbon stocks due to the project activities 
using the methods of  calculation, formulae 
and default values of the IPCC 2006 GL for 
AFOLU or using a more robust and detailed 
methodology.  The net change is equal to 
carbon stock changes with the project minus 
carbon stock changes without the project 
(the latter having been estimated in G2). 
This estimate must be based on clearly 
defined and defendable assumptions about 
how project activities will alter GHG 
emissions or carbon stocks over the 
duration of the project or the project GHG 
accounting period. 

The project has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and applies approved VM methodology 
VM0015 to estimate the net change in carbon stocks 
due to project activities.  The application of this 
methodology is adequately summarized in the CCB 
PDD and is detailed in a validated VCS PD and 
supporting appendices. 

Conformance - (Y/N/NA) Y 
 

  
  Indicator 2 - Estimate the net change in the 
emissions of non-CO2 GHG emissions such 
as CH4 and N2O in the with and without 
project scenarios if those gases are likely to 
account for more than a 5% increase or de 
crease (in terms of CO2-equivalent) of the 
project’s overall GHG emissions reductions 
or removals over each monitoring period. 

The project has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and applies approved VM methodology 
VM0015 to estimate the net change in non-CO2 GHG 
emissions.  Based on application of this methodology, 
the project proponent determined that  non CO2 
emissions are unlikely to account for more than 5% of 
the project’s overall GHG emissions reductions or 
removals under any monitoring period. 

Conformance - Y 

  
  Indicator 3 - Estimate any other GHG 
emissions resulting from project activities. 
Emissions sources include, but are not 
limited to, emissions from biomass burning 
during site preparation, emissions from 
fossil fuel combustion, direct emissions from 
the use of synthetic fertilizers, and 
emissions from the decomposition of N-
fixing species. 

The project has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and applies approved VM methodology 
VM0015 to estimate all emissions.  The project 
activities do not include significant site preparation, 
fossil fuel consumption, use of synthetic fertilizer, or 
decomposition of Nitrogen fixing species.  The project 
proponent evaluated other GHG emissions in the 
framework of VM0015 and determined that 
quantification of other sources was not significant. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  
  Indicator 4 - Demonstrate that the net 
climate impact of the project is positive. The 
net climate impact of the project is the net 
change in carbon stocks plus net change in 
non-CO2 GHGs where appropriate minus 
any other GHG emissions resulting from 
project activities minus any likely project-
related unmitigated negative offsite climate 
impacts (see CL2.3). 

The project has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and applies approved VM methodology 
VM0015 to estimate the net climate impact of the 
project. Based on the validated VCS project document, 
the project is expected to avoid the release of 
approximately 10 million tones CO2e during its 40 year 
crediting period.   

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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  Indicator 5 - Specify how double counting of 
GHG emissions reductions or removals will 
be avoided, particularly for offsets sold on 
the voluntary market and generated in a 
country with an emissions cap. 

The project proponent has committed to sell credits 
only under the VCS mechanism as described in section 
CL1.5 of the PDD. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.3.2. CL2 – Offsite Climate Impacts (‘Leakage’) 

The project proponents must quantify and mitigate increased GHG emissions that occur beyond 

the project area and are caused by project activities (commonly referred to as ‘leakage’). 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
CL2 - Offsite Climate Impacts (Leakage) 

  

Indicator 1 - Determine the types of 
leakage38 that are expected and estimate 
potential offsite increases in GHGs 
(increases in emissions or decreases in 
sequestration) due to project activities. 
Where relevant, define and justify where 
leakage is most likely to take place. 

The project has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and applies approved VM methodology 
VM0015 to estimate leakage emissions.  This 
methodology applies a leakage belt based on spatial 
modeling of the mobility of agents and drivers of 
deforestation.  The project identifies a potential for 
activity shifting leakage within this leakage belt, and 
the PD includes maps of the belt and a procedure for 
monitoring the area for potential leakage emissions. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Document how any leakage 
will be mitigated and estimate the extent to 
which such impacts will be reduced by these 
mitigation activities. 

The project proponent has designed project activities 
in such a way that they are likely to mitigate leakage 
emissions.  These include diversification of livelihoods 
in local communities, forest patrols, assisted natural 
regeneration, and enrichment planting.  Table 32 of 
the PDD develops a leakage displacement factor used 
to estimate the extent to which various deforestation 
threats will be impacted by leakage. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 3 - Subtract any likely project-
related unmitigated negative offsite climate 
impacts from the climate benefits being 
claimed by the project and demonstrate 
that this has been included in the evaluation 
of net climate impact of the project (as 
calculated in CL1.4). 

The project has been validated against the VCS 
standard, and applies approved VM methodology 
VM0015 to estimate leakage emissions.  Predicted 
leakage effects have been subtracted from the carbon 
benefits of the project as required by VM0015.  As 
described in the validated VCS project document, the 
net climate benefit remains positive after subtracting 
predicted leakage emissions. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 4 - Non-CO2 gases must be 
included if they are likely to account for 
more than a 5% increase or decrease (in 
terms of CO2-equivalent) of the net change 
calculations (above) of the project’s overall 
off-site GHG emissions reductions or 
removals over each monitoring period. 

Based on the application of VCS methodology 
VM0015, no non-CO2 GHG emissions are expected to 
account for more than 5% of the net change in the 
project’s off-site GHG emissions reductions or 
removals. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.3.3. CL3 – Climate Impact Monitoring 

Before a project begins, the project proponents must have an initial monitoring plan in place to 

quantify and document changes (within and outside the project boundaries) in project-related 

carbon pools, project emissions, and non-CO2 GHG emissions if appropriate. The monitoring 

plan must identify the types of measurements, the sampling method, and the frequency of 

measurement. 

 

Since developing a full monitoring plan can be costly, it is accepted that some of the plan details 

may not be fully defined at the design stage, when projects are being validated against the 

Standards. This is acceptable as long as there is an explicit commitment to develop and 

implement a monitoring plan. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
CL3 - Climate Impact Monitoring 
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Indicator 1 - Develop an initial plan for 
selecting carbon pools and non-CO2 GHGs 
to be monitored, and determine the 
frequency of monitoring. Potential pools 
include aboveground biomass, litter, dead 
wood, belowground biomass, wood 
products, soil carbon and peat. Pools to 
monitor must include any pools expected to 
decrease as a result of project activities, 
including those in the region outside the 
project boundaries resulting from all types 
of leakage identified in CL2. A plan must be 
in place to continue leakage monitoring for 
at least five years after all activity 
displacement or other leakage causing 
activity has taken place. Individual GHG 
sources may be considered ‘insignificant’ 
and do not have to be accounted for if 
together such omitted decreases in carbon 
pools and increases in GHG emissions 
amount to less than 5% of the total CO2-
equivalent benefits generated by the 
project.  Non-CO2 gases must be included if 
they are likely to account for more than 5% 
(in terms of CO2-equivalent) of the 
project’s overall GHG impact over each 
monitoring period. Direct field 
measurements using scientifically robust 
sampling must be used to measure more 
significant elements of the project’s carbon 
stocks. Other data must be suitable to the 
project site and specific forest type. 

The project includes a plan to identify pools to be 
monitored based on the requirements for project 
boundary outlined in VM0015.  A monitoring plan 
prepared in accordance with that methodology was 
provided as a separate document, which indicated the 
frequency of monitoring via remote sensing and field 
activities.  Direct field measurements are used for the 
biomass component of monitoring, which has already 
been implemented.  Significant sources are evaluated 
in a way that is consistent with VM0015, which does 
not require monitoring of sources expected to 
constitute less than 5% of the project’s net GHG 
benefits.  Fuel wood and harvested wood products 
are justified as insignificant.  The audit team finds that 
the project conforms to CCB requirements for 
developing an appropriate initial monitoring plan. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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3.4. Community Section 

3.4.1. CM1 – Net Positive Community Impacts 

The project must generate net positive impacts on the social and economic well-being of 

communities and ensure that costs and benefits are equitably shared among community 

members and constituent groups during the project lifetime. 

 

Projects must maintain or enhance the High Conservation Values (identified in G1) in the project 

zone that are of particular importance to the communities’ well-being. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must:  

 
CM1 - Net Community Impacts 

  

Indicator 2 - Commit to developing a full 
monitoring plan within six months of the 
project start date or within twelve months 
of validation against the Standards and to 
disseminate this plan and the results of 
monitoring, ensuring that they are made 
publicly available on the internet and are 
communicated to the communities and 
other stakeholders. 

A complete monitoring plan has been included in 
section of the PD.  The monitoring plan was evaluated 
and validated against the VCS standard during a 
separate VCS audit.   

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 1 - Use appropriate 
methodologies to estimate the impacts on 
communities, including all constituent 
socio-economic or cultural groups such as 
indigenous peoples (defined in G1), 
resulting from planned project activities. A 
credible estimate of impacts must include 
changes in community well-being due to 
project activities and an evaluation of the 
impacts by the affected groups. This 
estimate must be based on clearly defined 
and defendable assumptions about how 
project activities will alter social and 
economic well-being, including potential 
impacts of changes in natural resources 
and ecosystem services identified as 
important by the communities (including 
water and soil resources), over the 
duration of the project. The ‘with project’ 
scenario must then be compared with the 
‘without project’ scenario of social and 
economic well-being in the absence of the 
project (completed in G2). The difference 
(i.e., the community benefit) must be 
positive for all community groups. 

The project proponent has used participatory rural 
appraisals to estimate community impacts.  The 
results of these appraisals are summarized in section 
CM1.1 of the PDD.  The PDD outlines four broad 
strategies for providing direct community benefits.  
Section CM1.1 outlines the direct changes expected 
with regard to employment, forest quality, financial 
support to local communities, community grant 
mechanisms,  social conflict, and poverty as a result 
of the project and compares the expected project 
benefits with the without project scenario developed 
in section G2 of the PDD.  Photos and written results 
from the appraisals were reviewed by the audit team, 
and the described results are consistent with 
interviews conducted during the site visit.  The audit 
team concludes that the evaluation of expected 
community impacts has been conducted in 
conformance with the requirements of the CCB 
standard and that the community benefit is expected 
to be positive for all community groups. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Demonstrate that no High 
Conservation Values identified in G1.8.4-
642 will be negatively affected by the 
project. 

The project activities are designed to ensure the 
conservation of high conservation values.  After 
reviewing the HCVs identified and interviewing 
project participants and employees about the project 
activities, the audit team found no reason to believe 
that HCVs would be negatively affected by the 
project. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.4.2. CM2 – Offsite Stakeholder Impacts 

The project proponents must evaluate and mitigate any possible social and economic impacts 

that could result in the decreased social and economic well-being of the main stakeholders living 
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outside the project zone resulting from project activities. Project activities should at least ‘do no 

harm’ to the well-being of offsite stakeholders. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
CM2 - Offsite Stakeholder Impacts 

  

Indicator 1 - Identify any potential negative 
offsite stakeholder impacts that the project 
activities are likely to cause. 

Social appraisals conducted by the project proponent 
indicated that community impacts are limited beyond 
the boundaries of the communities directly involved in 
the project as a result of difficulty of access and 
because most deforestation drivers are present in the 
communities themselves .  While it is plausible that 
pressure on communities outside the project zone 
could increase as agents are displaced outside the 
project zone, it appears unlikely that the scale of such 
impacts is likely to be very small if they occur at all.    
Based on the audit team’s site visit and community 
interviews, the description of offsite impacts provided 
in section CM2.1 of the PDD is reasonable. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Describe how the project plans 
to mitigate these negative offsite social and 
economic impacts. 

The project proponent describes mitigation of 
negative off site social and economic impacts in 
section CM2.2 of the PDD.  These efforts primarily are 
based around training, communication and knowledge 
transfer as a part of project activities.  Based on the 
expected limited scope of negative off site social 
impacts identified by the proponents in G2.1, these 
communication based mitigation efforts appear 
appropriate in the opinion of the audit team. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 3 -Demonstrate that the project is 
not likely to result in net negative impacts 
on the well-being of other stakeholder 
groups. 

The project proponents describe in section G2.3 of the 
PDD that project activities are designed to minimize 
negative off site impacts.  Interviews with local 
community members and government officials during 
the site visit gave no indication that the project is likely 
to result in negative impacts for any stakeholder 
group. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.4.3. CM3 – Community Impact Monitoring 

The project proponents must have an initial monitoring plan to quantify and document changes 

in social and economic well-being resulting from the project activities (for communities and 
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other stakeholders). The monitoring plan must indicate which communities and other 

stakeholders will be monitored, and identify the types of measurements, the sampling method, 

and the frequency of measurement. 

 

Since developing a full community monitoring plan can be costly, it is accepted that some of the 

plan details may not be fully defined at the design stage, when projects are being validated 

against the Standards. This is acceptable as long as there is an explicit commitment to develop 

and implement a monitoring plan. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
CM3 - Community Impact Monitoring 

  

Indicator 1 - Develop an initial plan for 
selecting community variables to be 
monitored and the frequency of monitoring 
and reporting to ensure that monitoring 
variables are directly linked to the project’s 
community development objectives and to 
anticipated impacts (positive and negative). 

The project proponent has developed a social 
monitoring plan based around a questionnaire to be 
administered to community members during social 
monitoring events.  A copy of the questionnaire was 
provided to the audit team for review.  The document 
included information regarding demographics, 
observed deforestation trends, climate impacts and 
the effects of project activities, community and 
economic impacts, and wellbeing.  The monitoring 
procedure is additionally summarized in section CM3.1 
of the PDD.  The questionnaire contains a means for 
collecting data appropriate to both positive and 
negative impacts. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Develop an initial plan for how 
they will assess the effectiveness of 
measures used to maintain or enhance High 
Conservation Values related to community 
well-being (G1.8.4-6) present in the project 
zone. 

The monitoring plan discussed in section G2.1   
contains indicators appropriate for monitoring the 
high conservation values identified in section G1.8. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 3 - Commit to developing a full 
monitoring plan within six months of the 
project start date or within twelve months 
of validation against the Standards and to 
disseminate this plan and the results of 
monitoring, ensuring that they are made 
publicly available on the internet and are 
communicated to the communities and 
other stakeholders. 

Section CM3.3 of the PDD includes a commitment to 
develop a full community impact monitoring plan 
within six months of validation and to make the results 
of this monitoring publically available. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.5. Biodiversity Section 

3.5.1. B1 – Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts 

The project must generate net positive impacts on biodiversity within the project zone and 

within the project lifetime, measured against the baseline conditions. 

 

The project should maintain or enhance any High Conservation Values (identified in G1) present 

in the project zone that are of importance in conserving globally, regionally or nationally 

significant biodiversity. 

 

Invasive species populations must not increase as a result of the project, either through direct 

use or indirectly as a result of project activities. 

 

Projects may not use genetically modified organisms (GMOs) to generate GHG emissions 

reductions or removals. GMOs raise unresolved ethical, scientific and socio-economic issues. For 

example, some GMO attributes may result in invasive genes or species. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

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

The biodiversity impacts under the baseline scenario 
are a natural consequence of forest destruction and 
consist primarily of habitat loss.  Methods used to 
assess biodiversity subject to potential losses are 
further described by the project propone t in sections 
G5, G7, and G8 of the PDD.  The project proponent 
describes on a system of biodiversity monitoring based 
on a combination of recording of routine observations, 
fixed point surveys, line transect surveys, and focus 
group discussions to evaluate actual biodiversity 
impacts for evaluating impacts in the with project 
scenario.  The difference in expected forest cover 
under the with-project and without-project scenarios 
is described in section B1 of the PDD. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 -Demonstrate that no High 
Conservation Values identified in G1.8.1-348 
will be negatively affected by the project. 

The PD contains the statement “Since the goal of the 
project is to enhance and protect forest resources, 
areas that are of High Conservation Value will not be 
negatively affected.”  Based on an evaluation of the 
project’s planned activities by the audit team, it 
appears that these activities are unlikely to negatively 
affect the values identified. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 3 - Identify all species to be used 
by the project and show that no known 
invasive species will be introduced into any 
area affected by the project and that the 
population of any invasive species will not 
increase as a result of the project. 

Table 39 of the PD includes a list of all species used by 
the project, none of which are identified as invasive.  
One non-native species – Teak is included in the 
project activity, which is identified by the project 
proponent as non-invasive.  The audit team, which 
include a local technical expert knowledgeable about 
forestry in the region,  observed no evidence of 
invasiveness. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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Indicator 4 - Describe possible adverse 
effects of non-native species used by the 
project on the region’s environment, 
including impacts on native species and 
disease introduction or facilitation. Project 
proponents must justify any use of non-
native species over native species. 

Table 39 of the PD includes a list of all species used by 
the project, none of which are identified as invasive.  
One non-native species – Teak is included in the 
project activity outside of the project area as a leakage 
management activity.  The project proponent relies on 
experience over the last several years in the region to 
show that this species does not impact local 
ecosystems negatively.  Justification of the use of teak 
is provided on the basis of its economic value for 
agroforestry.  

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 5 - Guarantee that no GMOs will 
be used to generate GHG emissions 
reductions or removals. 

The project proponent provides a guarantee in section 
g1.5 of the PDD that no GMOs will be used to generate 
GHG emissions or removals. 
 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.5.2. B2 – Offsite Biodiversity Impactspt 

The project proponents must evaluate and mitigate likely negative impacts on biodiversity 

outside the project zone resulting from project activities. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
B2 - Offsite Biodiversity Impacts 

  

Indicator 1 - Identify potential negative 
offsite biodiversity impacts that the project 
is likely to cause. 

The project identifies activity shifting leakage as a 
potential negative offsite impact to biodiversity in 
section B2.1 of the PDD.  The audit team agrees that 
the potential for this type of leakage is the primary 
potential negative impact to biodiversity offsite.   

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Document how the project 
plans to mitigate these negative offsite 
biodiversity impacts. 

The project includes a number of leakage prevention 
measures as described in indicator CL2.2.  These are 
summarized in section B2.2 of the PDD and include 
compensation of communities for lost economic 
opportunity that may result from the project and 
capacity building within the project area and leakage 
belt.  The audit team finds the mitigation measures Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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appropriate to the identified potential negative offsite 
effects. 

  

  Indicator 3 - Evaluate likely unmitigated 
negative offsite biodiversity impacts against 
the biodiversity benefits of the project 
within the project boundaries. Justify and 
demonstrate that the net effect of the 
project on biodiversity is positive. 

The scope of activity shifting leakage is expected to be 
small relative to the degree of forest loss prevented by 
project activities, as described in section B2.3 and 
CL2.2 of the PD.  As a result, the project proponents 
conclude that that the net biodiversity impact of the 
project is positive.  After reviewing the project design 
document and visiting the site, the audit team finds 
this conclusion to be justified. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 
 

3.5.3. B3 – Biodiversity Impact Monitoring 

The project proponents must have an initial monitoring plan to quantify and document the 

changes in biodiversity resulting from the project activities (within and outside the project 

boundaries). The monitoring plan must identify the types of measurements, the sampling 

method, and the frequency of measurement. 

 

Since developing a full biodiversity-monitoring plan can be costly, it is accepted that some of the 

plan details may not be fully defined at the design stage, when projects are being validated 

against the Standards. This is acceptable as long as there is an explicit commitment to develop 

and implement a monitoring plan. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
B3 - Biodiversity Impact Monitoring 

  

Indicator 1 - Develop an initial plan for 
selecting biodiversity variables to be 
monitored and the frequency of monitoring 
and reporting to ensure that monitoring 
variables are directly linked to the project’s 
biodiversity objectives and to anticipated 
impacts (positive and negative). 

Section B3.1 describes an initial plan for monitoring of 
biodiversity variables.  Table 40 includes a description 
of the key variables and the description of monitoring.  
The audit team finds the initial plan appropriate to the 
biodiversity impacts developed.   
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Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Develop an initial plan for 
assessing the effectiveness of measures 
used to maintain or enhance High 
Conservation Values related to globally, 
regionally or nationally significant 
biodiversity (G1.8.1-3) present in the project 
zone. 

The project proponent describes an initial plan to work 
with community members to identify indicators 
appropriate to HCVs in section B3.2 of the project 
document. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 3 - Commit to developing a full 
monitoring plan within six months of the 
project start date or within twelve months 
of validation against the Standards and to 
disseminate this plan and the results of 
monitoring, ensuring that they are made 
publicly available on the internet and are 
communicated to the communities and 
other stakeholders. 

Section B3.3 of the PDD includes a commitment to 
develop a full biodiversity impact monitoring plan 
within six months of validation and to make the results 
of this monitoring publically available. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.6. Gold Level Section 

3.6.1. GL1 – Climate Change Adaptation Benefitst 

This Gold Level Climate Change Adaptation Benefits criterion identifies projects that will provide 

significant support to assist communities and/or biodiversity in adapting to the impacts of 

climate change. Anticipated local climate change and climate variability within the project zone 

could potentially affect communities and biodiversity during the life of the project and beyond. 

Communities and biodiversity in some areas of the world will be more vulnerable to the 

negative impacts of these changes due to: vulnerability of key crops or production systems to 

climatic changes; lack of diversity of livelihood resources and inadequate resources, institutions 

and capacity to develop new livelihood strategies; and high levels of threat to species survival 

from habitat fragmentation. Land-based carbon projects have the potential to help local 



CCBA Project Validation Report Page 37 
Biocorredor Martin Sagrado 

Scientific Certification Systems 
25 February 2013 

communities and biodiversity adapt to climate change by: diversifying revenues and livelihood 

strategies; maintaining valuable ecosystem services such as hydrological regulation, pollination, 

pest control and soil fertility; and increasing habitat connectivity across a range of habitat and 

climate types. 

Indicators 

The project proponents must: 

 
GL1 - Climate Change Adaptation Benefits 

  

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

The project proponent identifies instances of heavy 
rainfall, flooding, and increased frequency of drought 
as potential climate change based impacts.  Although 
literature provided was not specific to the region in 
which the project is implemented, global scale 
literature on effects of climate change to tropical 
forests provided was consistent with these effects.  
During on site interviews, community members 
provided anecdotal evidence of perceived increased 
variability of extreme weather events.  Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Identify any risks to the 
project’s climate, community and 
biodiversity benefits resulting from likely 
climate change and climate variability 
impacts and explain how these risks will be 
mitigated. 

Section G1.2 identifies that specific climate effects on 
species are largely unknown in the region, but 
identifies upslope migration in response to increased 
temperature as a biodiversity risk.  Primary risks to 
communities are discussed in indicator GL1.3, which 
provide the strongest basis for the project’s claims of 
climate change adaptation benefits. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 3 - Demonstrate that current or 
anticipated climate changes are having or 
are likely to have an impact on the well-
being of communities and/or the 
conservation status of biodiversity in the 
project zone and surrounding regions. 

The PDD identifies drought as a primary impact on 
communities resulting from climate change.  Many 
community members spoke anecdotally about 
perceived increases in drought and the effect of those 
droughts on their livelihoods to the audit team during 
on site interviews.  Based on these interviews, SCS can 
confirm that climate impacts the well being of 
communities and that changes to the climate are likely 
to have an impact on communities. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 4 - Demonstrate that the project 
activities will assist communities and/or 
biodiversity to adapt to the probable 
impacts of climate change. 

The project identifies a number of efforts expected to 
mitigate the influence of increased hydrologic 
variability on community livelihoods:  preservation of 
forest cover that provides for hydrologic regulation 
and reduction of runoff; funding of small grants for Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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development of agro-forestry practices in response to 
severe weather events; fire prevention education; and 
reforestation and enrichment planting focusing on 
species appropriate to the regions’ climate. 

 
 

3.6.2. GL2 – Exceptional Community Benefits 

This Gold Level Exceptional Community Benefits criterion recognizes project approaches that are 
explicitly pro-poor in terms of targeting benefits to globally poorer communities and the poorer, 
more vulnerable households and individuals within them. In so doing, land-based carbon 
projects can make a significant contribution to reducing the poverty and enhancing the 
sustainable livelihoods of these groups. Given that poorer people typically have less access to 
land and other natural assets, this optional criterion requires innovative approaches that enable 
poorer households to participate effectively in land-based carbon activities. Furthermore, this 
criterion requires that the project will ‘do no harm’ to poorer and more vulnerable members of 
the communities, by establishing that no member of a poorer or more vulnerable social group 
will experience a net negative impact on their well-being or rights. 
Indicators 
Project proponents must: 
 
GL2 - Exceptional Community Benefits 

  

Indicator 1 - Demonstrate that the project 
zone is in a low human development 
country OR in an administrative area of a 
medium or high human development 
country in which at least 50% of the 
population of that area is below the national 
poverty line. 

The project proponent has provided an estimate of the 
poverty line developed by the Instituto Nacional de 
Estadistica y Informatica and estimated the annual 
income of community members in the project zone 
using a social survey carried out in summer 2012.  
Based on this survey, 78% of the local population lives 
below the identified poverty line. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 2 - Demonstrate that at least 50% 
of households within the lowest category of 
well-being (e.g., poorest quartile) of the 
community are likely to benefit substantially 
from the project. 

Section GL2.2 identifies the lowest category of well-
being as the participating communities other than Dos 
de Mayo and Huicungo, and identifies project activities 
specifically designed to target these communities.  
These activities include the introduction of non-timber 
forest valuation, which diversifies the earning 
potential of these communities.  During the site visit, 
the audit team visited two communities falling into 
this category, Pucalpillo and Santa Rosa, and 
confirmed that project activities are already in place to 
provide substantial benefits specific to these locations.  
These included the development of a botanical garden 
and guesthouse in Santa Rosa and the introduction of 
solar lamps in Pucalpillo Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 
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  Indicator 3 -Demonstrate that any barriers 
or risks that might prevent benefits going to 
poorer households have been identified and 
addressed in order to increase the probable 
flow of benefits to poorer households. 

Section GL2.3 of the PDD contains an appropriate 
discussion of barriers and risks to the most poor and 
vulnerable households, and commits to identify those 
households and provide specific training to those 
community members. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

  Indicator 4 - Demonstrate that measures 
have been taken to identify any poorer and 
more vulnerable households and individuals 
whose well-being or poverty may be 
negatively affected by the project, and that 
the project design includes measures to 
avoid any such impacts. Where negative 
impacts are unavoidable, demonstrate that 
they will be effectively mitigated. 

As described in indicatorGL2.3, the project proponent 
has committed to identify households at greatest risk 
and provide specific training to those community 
members. Risks that those community members could 
become associated with jobs of greater risk are 
identified, and a plan to ensure risks are well 
understood by all workers is identified as a mitigation 
tool. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  
  Indicator 5 - Demonstrate that community 
impact monitoring will be able to identify 
positive and negative impacts on poorer and 
more vulnerable groups. The social impact 
monitoring must take a differentiated 
approach that can identify positive and 
negative impacts on poorer households and 
individuals and other disadvantaged groups, 
including women. 

The social monitoring survey provided by the project 
proponents collects data that includes economic 
indicators and demographic information, allowing for 
the differentiation of data according to these groups.  
The project proponent has committed to an annual 
participatory exercise to evaluate the extent to which 
project activities meet the defined goals, while paying 
special attention to disadvantaged groups. 

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 
 

3.6.3. GL3 – Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits 

All projects conforming to the Standards must demonstrate net positive impacts on biodiversity 

within their project zone. This Gold Level Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits criterion identifies 

projects that conserve biodiversity at sites of global significance for biodiversity conservation. 

Sites meeting this optional criterion must be based on the Key Biodiversity Area (KBA) 

framework of vulnerability and irreplaceability. These criteria are defined in terms of species 

and population threat levels, since these are the most clearly defined elements of biodiversity. 

These scientifically based criteria are drawn from existing best practices that have been used, to 

date, to identify important sites for biodiversity in over 173 countries. 

Indicators 
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Project proponents must demonstrate that the project zone includes a site of high biodiversity 

conservation priority by meeting either the vulnerability or irreplaceability criteria defined 

below: 

 

GL3 - Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits 

  

Indicator 1 - Vulnerability - Regular 
occurrence of a globally threatened species 
(according to the IUCN Red List) at the site: 

Based on the list of species provided in section G1.8 of 
the project document, 17 species from the IUCN red 
list occur or are expected to occur on the site. 
 

  

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

Five species identified as EN or CR are expected to 
occur on the site.   

Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

  

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

Ten species described as identified as EN are expected 
to occur on the site, several of which were found in 
the project’s carbon inventory which was verified by 
SCS via a check cruise, allowing independent 
verification that these species actually occur on the 
site. Conformance (Y/N/NA) Y 

 

4.0 CCB Validation Conclusion 

Following completion of SCS’s duly-accredited validation process, it is our opinion that 
the BIOCORREDOR MARTIN SAGRADO REDD+ PROJECT  conforms to the CCBA Climate, 
Community and Biodiversity Project Design Standards (Second Edition) at the gold 
level(see Appendix A).  
 

5.0 Corrective Action Requests 

Please see section 3.1 of this report for descriptions of the types of corrective action requests.   
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NIR 2012.1 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: Throughout  
Document Reference: Throughout 
Finding: The text of the Project Design Document cites numerous external references by author and 
year, but does not contain a references section that details the publication information for these 
citations in a way that allows the reader to locate the relevent references.  While some references are 
completely cited in footnotes, others are omitted.  Please update the project design document to 
provide the complete reference documentation for all cited works. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has updated the PDD with footnote references and a final 
section listing all references. 
Auditor Response: The PDD has been appropriately updated. 

 

OFI 2012.2 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: NA  
Document Reference: Throughout 
Finding: The maps reproduced in the project design document are of insufficient resolution to read most 
text present, especially map legends.  Larger, higher resolution maps would improve the document's 
functionality. 
Proponent Response:  
Auditor Response: No response is required for OFIs. 

 

NIR 2012.3 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G1.7  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 pages 41-50 
Finding: The standard requires that threats to biodiversity be described using approriate methodologies 
substantiated with appropraite reference material.  While section G1.7 of the project documents 
provides a detailed description of species present in the project zone, no information about threats is 
provided.  Please expand section G1.7 to describe any threats to biodiversity in the project zone. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has updated section G1.7 to include threat to biodiversity 
in the project zone. The threats to biodiversity in the project zone are the disparition of habitats due to 
deforestation. The threats to biodiversity are therefore the same as the threats for deforestation. 
Auditor Response: The PDD now includes appropriate information related to threats in the project zone. 

 

OFI 2012.4 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G1.8  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G1.8 
Finding: The project has identified many classes of high conservation values that exist within the project 
zone.  While the nature of the project activities is inherently likely to protect these areas, georeferencing 
the identified locations would assist in implementing an effective conservation plan. 
Proponent Response:  
Auditor Response: No response is required for OFIs. 
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NIR 2012.5 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G2.2  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G2.2 
Finding: The CCB standard requires that project proponents "provide credible and well-documented 
analyses (e.g., poverty assessments, farming knowledge assessments, or remote sensing analysis) to 
demonstrate that the 'without project' reference scenario reflects land-use practices that are likely to 
continue or that otherwise differ from the land use practices expected as a result of project activities."  
Please provide more complete documentation of the  analysis undertaken to demonstrate that the 
‘without project’ reference scenario reflects land-use practices that are likely to continue or that 
otherwise differ from the land-use practices expected as a result of project activities. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent implemented remote-sensing analysis of historical LULC 
changes over the priod 2000-2012, and baseline deforestation modelling according to VCS VM00015 
methodology. Results are presented in G2.1 and G2.3 sections and detailed information is available in 
technical appendices "Historical analysis of LULC changes" and "Baseline Scenario".   
Additionnaly, a complete analysis of deforestation drivers and agents was conducted and presented in 
section G2.1. This analysis is based on surveys completed in August 2012 by the Project Proponent with 
Fundacion Amazonia Viva and CREAR, among 174 families of the project zone communities. The survey 
completed provides documented analysis on land-use practices, farming knowledge, and 
environemental concern, that support deforestation trends for the "without project" scenario, and is 
available in appendix for review. 
Supporting documents:  
- VCS PDD and Technical appendices.  
- INFORME DE DIAGNOSTICO REDD ENCUESTAS CREAR.pdf 
Auditor Response: The remote sensing analysis implemented in support of the VCS validation of the 
project as well as the expanded section G.21 is sufficient to close the finding. 

 

NCR 2012.6 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G2.3 
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G2.3.2 
Finding: The project has estimated a deforestation rate based on a regional level estimate.  The 
standard states that "Regional-level estimates can be used at the project’s planning stage as long as 
there is a commitment to evaluate locally-specific carbon stocks and to develop a project-specific spatial 
analysis of deforestation and/or degradation using an appropriately robust and detailed carbon 
accounting methodology before the start of the project."  The project started in 2010, and must 
therefore  use a project-specific spatial analysis using an appropriately robust and detailed methodology 
rather than a regional level estimate. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent updated baseline scenario with project-specific spatial 
analysis completed for VCS validation of the project., according to VCS methodology VM0015. The main 
results and processes are presented in section G2.3. 
Supporting documents:  
- VCS PDD and Technical appendices.  
Auditor Response: The project has now applied an appropriate locally specific carbon stock assessment 
as part of validation against the VCS standard. 
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NCR 2012.7 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G2.3  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G2.3.2 
Finding: In estimating carbon stock changes associated with the without project scenario, the project 
has applied default values.  The standard requires that projects use  locally-specific carbon stocks  
before the start of the project.  The project started in 2010, and must therefore use locally-specific 
estimates of carbon stocks. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent conducted project-specific carbon stocks inventory int he 
project area. The results of the carbon stocks inventory are described in section G.1.4.  
Supporting documents:  
- VCS PDD and Technical appendices.  
Auditor Response: The project now applies locally specific carbon stocks as required by the standard. 

 

NCR 2012.8 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G2.3  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0section G2.3.3 
Finding: The calculations in section G2.3.3 assume the carbon stock of the post-deforestation land use is 
zero.  This assumption is not correct or conservative based on observations made during the site visit 
(i.e. the end land use of plantations has a significant carbon stock).  The carbon accounting must be 
revised to consider the post-deforestation carbon stock, which may include both above and 
belowground components.  
Proponent Response: The project proponent has used locally validated literature values for post 
deforestation classes, as described in section G.1.4 and in section G2.3.3. 
Supporting documents:  
- VCS PDD and Technical appendices.  
Auditor Response: The project now applies appropriate post-deforestation carbon stocks as required by 
the application of a VCS-approved methodology. 

 

NIR 2012.9 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G2.3  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G2.3.3 
Finding: Illegal logging is identified as a deforestation driver in the without project scenario.  This implies 
that the carbon stock in the harvested wood products pool would be expected to increase under the 
without-project scenario.  Please provide a justification for omitting this pool from the project's 
calculations or revise the project's calculations to include changes to the harvested wood products 
carbon pool.  Additionally, please provide justification for omitting changes in carbon stock due to fuel 
wood collection and domestic use in the with and without project scenarios.  Note that insignificant 
pools may be omitted, but should be tested for significance as described in footnote 21 of the CCB 
standard. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has detailed included carbon pools and GHG emissions 
sources in section G.2.3.4. Exclusion carbon pools is explained with an explanation based on a 
calculation of the percentage of total biomass destruction linked to fuelwood or wood-products. 
Auditor Response: The project proponent has provided an appropriate quantitative analysis that 
demonstrates that harvested wood products are not significant. 
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NCR 2012.10 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G3.10  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G3.10 
Finding: The project has not formalized a clear process for handling unresolved conflicts and grievances 
that arise during project planning and implementation.  A suitable process must be documented, 
publicized to local communities, and must be managed by a third party or mediator.  Discussion of 
conflicts at quarterly meetings does not meet the CCBA requirement of providing a written response to 
grievances within 30 days. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent implemented a formalized process for handling unresolved 
process, managed by the Rio Abiseo National Park authority, third party, who has a strong legitimacy 
among the communities in the buffer area of the National Park. Formalized process document that was 
signed and publicized in the communities is  available in appendix. The process plans to respond to 
grievances within 30 days. 
Supporting documents:  
- Protocolo de resolucion de conflictos firmado.zip 
Auditor Response: Evidence of an appropriate conflict resolution mechanism has been provided. 

 

NIR 2012.11 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G3.5  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section 3.5 
Finding: The PDD describes human-induced risks to the project benefits, but does not describe natural 
risks.  Elsewhere in the PD (pg. 164) fire and drought are identified as natural risks relevent to the area.  
These risks, and any other relevent natual risks, should be described in section G3.5 along with 
measures adopted to mitigate those risks. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent updated section G3.5. with a paragraph on natural risks, 
including mitigation strategies. 
Reference documents:  
- VCS Non-Permance Risk Report 
Auditor Response: The project now appropriately assess natural risks to the project's benefits. 

 

NIR 2012.12 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G4.1  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G4.1 
Finding: Section G4.1 does not identify a single project proponent who has responsibility for the project 
design and implementation.  Please clearly identify the project proponent in section 4.1, in addition to 
describing the roles of each of the project partners. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has updated section 4.1. to clearly states that Pur Projet is 
the project proponent. 
Auditor Response: The PD now defines a single project proponent as required by the standard. 
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NIR 2012.13 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G4.3  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G4.3 
Finding: While the PDD states that training will be provided to project employees and participants, it 
does not provide a specific plan for doing so.  Please provide a more detailed plan for any orientation 
and training that will be provided.  A plan may include material such as the content of the training, 
frequency of training, and strategies for targeting people to be trained.  The training plan must identify 
how training will be passed on to new workers when there is staff turnover. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent submits as supportive documents :  training plan for 
employees (BMS REDD- FAV employee training plan), the education, training, awareness raising plan for 
all comunities and participants by CREAR, content and report  of specific trainings that already took 
place (phenologoy, ecotourism, beekeeping, agroforestry techinques, etc) 
Supporting documents:  
- BMS REDD- FAV employees training plan.xls 
- Plan difusion educacion CREAR.zip 
- Proyecto Semilla Reforesta - capacitaciones.doc 
- PISCICULTURA - INFORME LUIS ANGEL OCTUBRE 2012.pdf 
- PROPUESTA Apicultura capacitaciones y implementacion.doc 
- Ecoturismo capacitaciones.zip 
- PROCEDIMIENTO DE CAPACITACION A PRODUCTORES AGROFORESTALES.pdf 
Auditor Response: An appropriate and detailed training plan has been provided in conformance with 
the requirements of the standard. 

 

NCR 2012.14 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G4.4  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G4.4 
Finding: The project has not submitted a list of all relevent laws and regulations covering worker’s rights 
in Peru.  Please submit a list of these laws and regulations; describe how the project will inform workers 
about their rights; provide assurance that the project meets or exceeds all applicable laws and/or 
regulations covering worker rights; and where relevant, demonstrate how compliance is achieved. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has updated section G4.4. to explain that little direct 
employement will be done, as most of the activities will be managed at local community association 
level, and another big part will be done through consultancy contracts. For Fundacion Amazonia Viva 
employees, the section explains the specific and strict control of Foundations in Peru by the misitry of 
Justice and Human Rights,  with regards to compliance with legal framework (national for labour, fiscal; 
Foundation-specific for activities, organizations, funding). Also, the presence of 2 persons working for 
the Fundacion Amazonia Viva in charge of ensuring the compliance with this framewrok and the 
transparency with national authorities. Workers are informed of their rights when hired. The project 
proponent submits also the list of relevant laws for the project "Legal Framework - Labour laws.zip" 
Supporting documents:  
- Legal Framework - labour laws.zip 
Auditor Response: The project proponent has supplied the required list of relevant laws and regulations 
and provided assurance that the requirements are met. 
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NCR 2012.15 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G4.5  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G4.5 
Finding: The project has not comprehensively assessed situations that pose a risk to worker safety or 
developed a plan to inform workers of risks.  Best work practices for minimizing risks have not been 
identified.  The project must comprehensively assess risks to worker safety and develop a plan to 
minimize those risks. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has completed a workers safety risk assessment and 
submits a risk identification and rating, and mitigation measures that are implemented in the project to 
minimize the risks. The project proponent has updated section G4.5 of the PDD. 
Supporting documents:  
- Workers safety risks mitigation plan.xls 
Auditor Response: An appropriate workers safety plan has been provided. 

 

NCR 2012.16 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G5.1  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section G5.1 
Finding: A list of relevant national and local laws has not been submitted.  The project must submit a list 
of all relevent laws, regulations, and applicable international treaties and agreements; provide 
assurance that the project will comply with these; and where relevant, demonstrate how compliance is 
achieved. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent submits the list of relevant laws, regulations applicable to 
the project area (forestry law, concession for conservation framework, etc). The compliance with this 
legal framework is guaranteed and monitored by the regional governement (ARA: Autoridad REgional 
Ambiental) in charge of attributing the concessions for conservation and monitoring the compliance 
with concession's mission, management plan. 
Supporting documents: 
- Legal framework conservation - summary - v1.0.pdf 
Auditor Response: The project proponent has provided a list of relevant laws as required by the 
standard. 
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NIR 2012.17 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: G5.6  
Document Reference: NA 
Finding: During meetings at in Dos de Mayo, it was found that the project details--in particular the  
financial implications of the project and the roles of each partner involved in the project--were not well 
understood.  Please provide evidence that the owners of carbon rights in the El Breo concession (Dos de 
Mayo) have been informed of the role of each partner in the project and that the project is undertaken 
of behalf of the owners of carbon rights of the El Breo concession with their consent and understanding 
with regards to the  financial structure of the project. 
Proponent Response: The Foundation Amazonia Viva and Pur Projet conducted many meetings and 
explanations in Dos de Mayo to better explain the project and lead to an agreement on financial 
structure. This led to the formal signature of an addendum to the previous contract between Pur Projet 
and Dos de Mayo that specifies better the financial structure. The project also helped the association 
Dos de Mayo with the implementatio of a software simple tool for follow up and transparency of funds 
uses, and the training of a accountant for the association. Dos de Mayo is now one of the main leader of 
the project. 
Supporting documents: 
- Addenda al Contrato N°01 PP APROBOC - 160512.pdf 
- Community workshops and explanations REDD Dos de Mayo.zip 
Auditor Response: The project proponent has provided a revised agreement with dos de mayo as well 
as additional meeting that demonstrate that the finanacial implications of the project are well 
understood and agreed to by all parties. 

 

NIR 2012.18 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: CL3.1  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section CL3.1 
Finding: Please provide a more detailed initial plan for monitoring carbon pools and non-CO2 GHGs.  The 
initial plan must describe the frequency of monitoring, the pools to be monitored (including those to be 
monitored for leakage assessment), and the sampling method to be used.  Note that direct field 
measurements are required for the more significant elements of the project's carbon stocks. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has updated section CL3 to present a monitoring plan, in 
accordance with the monitoring plan presented for VCS validation.  
Supporting documents: 
- Monitoring Plan V2.0- 26102012- PJ 
- Cuestionario Monit Impactos-Julio PJ-verr.xls 
Auditor Response: The project has provided a monitoring plan that complies woth the requirements of 
the standard.  The monitoring plan was validated against the VCS standard. 
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NIR 2012.19 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: B1.3  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section B1.3 
Finding: The standard requires that all species to be used by the project be identified.  Please provide a 
list of all species to be used in project activities and show that no known invasive species will be 
introduced to any area affected by the project. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has updated section B1.3 to include the list of species that 
will planted as part of leakage management ctivities in the buffer zone of the project area. 
Auditor Response: The project proponent has provided a list of species used as required by the 
standard.  None of the species are identified as invasive. 

 

NIR 2012.20 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: GL2  
Document Reference: PDD version 3.0 section GL2 
Finding: According to the latest UNDP Human Development Report, the project zone is in a high human 
development country.  Therefore, to qualify for the optional gold level exceptional community benefits 
criterion, the project must identify the national poverty line and show that the project zone is in an 
adminstrative area in which at least 50% of the population is below the national poverty line.  Further, 
the project must demonstrate that at least 50% of households within the lowest category of well-being 
(e.g. poorest quartile) are likely to substantially benefit from the project. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent has updated the section GL2.1 and GL2.2 to reflect that 
the communities impacted by the project are among the poorest in Peru and below the poverty line. 
The poverty line in 2011 in forest rural areas is 202 Nuevo Soles per month and per capita. A 
representative survey conducted in August 2012 in the project communities shows that more than 78% 
of the families live under the povertly line.  Also the lowest category of well-being communities are the 
most remote communities with less access to services, which are precisely the communities the project 
is focusing on. 
All this assessment is based on the surveys conducted among 180 randomly chosen persons in August 
2012. THe survey attests from the lowest-category of well-being for these communities. 
Supporting documents:  
- INFORME DE DIAGNOSTICO REDD ENCUESTAS CREAR.pdf 
Auditor Response: The project proponent has conducted a survey of income levels in the project area 
that demonstrates that the specific requrements of GL2 are met. 

 

NIR 2012.21 dated 03/14/2012 
Standard Reference: Comments_received_on_Biocorridor_Martin_Sagrado_REDD_project.pdf  
Document Reference: Answers to CCB Public Comments - v1.0 
Finding: The response to public comments indicates that several revisions will be made to the PDD.  
Please provide a copy of the revised PDD that incorporates these revisions. 
Proponent Response: The project proponent submits the revised version v 4.0 of the PDD, that 
incorporates the revisions (in particular all sections on baseline modelling, carbon accouting, 
inventories, etc have been updated with analyses completed for VCS validation). 
Auditor Response: The revised PDD has been provided as requested. 
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6.0 Appendix A CCBA Compliance Checklist 

 
General Section       Conformance 
 
G1. Original Conditions in the Project Area (Required) Yes  No  
G2.  Baseline Projections (Required)    Yes  No  
G3. Project Design and Goals (Required)   Yes  No  
G4. Management Capacity and Best Practices (Required) Yes  No  
G5. Legal Status and Property Rights (Required)  Yes  No  
  

Climate Section 
 
CL1. Net Positive Climate Impacts (Required)   Yes  No  
CL2. Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”) (Required)  Yes  No  
CL3. Climate Impact Monitoring (Required)   Yes  No  

 
Community Section 
 
CM1. Net Positive Community Impacts (Required)  Yes  No  
CM2. Offsite Community Impacts (Required)   Yes  No  
CM3. Community Impact Monitoring (Required)  Yes  No  

 
Biodiversity Section 
 
B1. Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts (Required)  Yes  No  
B2. Offsite Biodiversity Impacts (Required)   Yes  No  
B3. Biodiversity Impact Monitoring (Required)  Yes  No  

 
Gold Section 
GL1. Climate Change Adaptation Benefits (Optional)  Yes  No  
GL2. Exceptional Community Benefits (Optional)  Yes  No  
GL3. Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits (Optional)  Yes  No  

 
 
CCBA Validation Level Attained: 
 
APPROVED (all requirements met)        
GOLD (all requirements and also at least one optional Gold Level criterion met   
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7.0 Appendix B – Stakeholder Comments 
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Answers to Public Comments made in the CCB Publication period 
 
Answer to Comment 1 
Sent by: Amazónicos por la Amazonía - AMPA 
Date: 9 February 2012 
 
The project proponent will hereafter answer to all the comments one by one. 
 
As an introduction and general observation on the comments submitted, the project proponent 
would like to mention that:  
 

1) A lot of the answers to the comments submitted are in the PDD (complete version). Implying 

that possibly the organization AMPA has focused its attention on the Spanish version of the 

PDD summary (native language of the organization), and maybe not so much on the 

complete PDD (168 pages). 

  

2) There seems to be a confusion for the organization AMPA between VCS and CCB certification 

processes, as the organization mentions requisites for VCS and carbon credits many times, 

and seems to believe that the CCB validation will lead to generation of carbon credits. 

Objectives and requirements of the two standards are different; CCB validation can occur 

early-on in the project development, with the objective to certify of the quality of the project 

and of the environmental and community benefits of the projects. 

 

3) The organization AMPA seems to omit that the project is implemented locally by the 

Foundation Amazonia Viva, which is constituted by the communities themselves 

(associations) and actors working on a daily basis with the communities (ACOPAGRO). The 

project was presented, discussed, and designed in the communities of the project zone (and 

even outside the project zone: chuquibamba, leymebamba). Therefore, all comments on the 

alleged lack of information of the communities, and lack of participation are irrelevant. A 

simple field visit to the communities would allow realizing the participative process of the 

project. 

 

4) A lot of the comments seem inappropriate considering that Pur Projet, the Foundation 

Amazonia Viva (represented by Roldan Rojas) and AMPA have discussed several times in the 

last years the project and its methodology, whether directly, or in the context of the “mesa 

REDD”. Earlier-on in the project design, the organization AMPA was even part of the 

beginnings of the Foundation Amazonia Viva (Consortium San Martin Verde). 

 

5) Finally, a lot of comments on the data quality is surprising, as the organization AMPA used 

the same data for the elaboration of the technical folder for the concesion El Breo, and uses 

the same data for the management of its concession for conservation Alto Huayabamba 

 

 

“ De los proponents del proyecto” 
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As described in the Project Design Document, Pur Projet is the project proponent. The Foundation 
Amazonia Viva, and the three organizations (Acopagro, Apahui, Asociacion Dos de Mayo) as founding 
member of the foundation, are in charge of the planning, implementation and monitoring of the 
activities. 
Pur Projet has signed a contract with the Foundation Amazonia Viva which specifies the respective 
roles and commitments of both associations (as described in the PDD; contract available to the audit 
team) 
Pur Projet has also signed a contract with each of the association Dos de Mayo and Apahui, and a 
commercial agreement with Acopagro, in which the associations and cooperative commit to 
participate in the project Biocorredor Martin Sagrado, and transfer the carbon credits potentially 
generated by the project in a future VCS verification to Pur Projet, and Pur Projet commits to market 
the project and fund the activities through the Foundation. (Contracts available to the audit team) 
Each of the associations and cooperative, as funding members of Foundation Amazonia Viva, have 
approved their membership in the Foundation, the mission of the Foundation, among which their 
responsibility to plan and implement the project Biocorredor Martin SAgrado. (Foundation 
documents available to the audit team)  
Reforesta Peru is a technical partner of the Foundation and of the project, and will be solicited on a 
punctual basis for contracts of seedlings supply, or consulting in forest expertise. 
 
The Foundation Amazonia Viva, and the associations /cooperative Dos de Mayo, Apahui, Acopagro, 
as constitutive members of the Foundation and of the board of the Foundation, are in charge of 
defining in a concerted way at the level of the Foundation board the plan of activities and of 
implementing the activities. 
The activities will be planned and approved at the Foundation level by the board, globally for the 
whole project area and the project zone. All of the organizations as members of the Foundation act 
for the project as a whole, not for one area in particular. The local implementation of activities in the 
project zone can then be in charge of the Foundation technical team directly, or one of the 
foundation members, the allocation of budget and activities being decided collectively at the board 
level of the Foundation. 
The association Dos de Mayo has the concession title for the area El Breo.   
The cooperative Acopagro has solicited the concession for conservation Martin Sagrado, and has 
passed the steps of solicitation, publication, delivery of the technical folder, answers to public 
comments, and is now waiting for the final resolution of the Regional Government. The auditors will 
be able to check directly with the authorities the almost completion of the process.  
The association Apahui has entered the formal process of concession solicitation by delivering to the 
government its documented solicitation for concession. Apahui must now complete the 
administrative process of publication and acceptation. The auditors will have the opportunity to ask 
to the local authorities the progress of the formal process. 
The Foundation Amazonia Viva initially started its role in the project under the name “Consortium 
San Martin Verde”, but changed status and name as the members formalized the structure and their 
participation in the foundation. All members of the Foundation (associations and cooperatives) have 
signed the 2 acts of creation of the Foundation, elected their representatives and the board of the 
Foundation. The name of the Foundation has been registered in the public registries. The foundation 
statuses have been created, and the Foundation is in the final steps of public registration. All formal 
documents are made available to the auditors.  
 
“Del status legal”  

“Status legal” 
Pur Projet received the approbation of the Regional government and is a formal member of the Mesa 
REDD since January 9th 2012. (Supporting evidence available to the auditors).  
The Foundation Amazonia Viva is not a formal member yet of the mesa REDD, since the foundation is 
in the final steps of public registration. However, Roldan Rojas Paredes, Director of the Foundation, 
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has participated  in the meetings of the mesa REDD since 2010. He is also a formal member of the 
Mesa REDD as representative of Pur Projet in the absence of Pierric Jammes (supporting evidence) 
Pur Projet has participated in the work of the Mesa REDD since before its formal incorporation: 

- Pur Projet (along with the Foundation Amazonia Viva) has presented the Biocorredor Martin 

Sagrado REDD+ project in front of all the members of the Mesa REDD in November2011. 

 

- Pur Projet has also solicited its incorporation in the technical workgroup # 1, but has not 

been approved yet. However, Pur Projet has actively participated in the work of the Mesa 

REDD by sending to the workgroup information from its own, in order to help define the 

baseline scenario (GPS files, registries of agricultural parcels with historical land use, maps 

with precise location of communities collected by Pur Projet from communities themselves, 

etc.) 

The auditors will have the freedom to verify all exchanges and formal documents between Pur Projet 
and the mesa REDD, as well as between Roldan Rojas Paredes, Director of the Foundation, and the 
mesa REDD. The auditors will also have the opportunity to meet the authorities in charge of the mesa 
REDD to discuss. 
 
“Doble conteo de emisiones”  
The CCB Standards are not a carbon accounting standard and do not lead to the generation of carbon 

credits; the CCB Standards accredit the social and environmental value of the project to increase the 

project’s value and facilitate the marketing if potential carbon credits generated by OTHER standards. 

In this way, it makes no sense to speak about double counting. 

 

The project proponent has asked for a CCB validation to accredit the valuable design of the 

Biocorredor Martin Sagrado project. It has not asked for any VCS validation yet. The VCS validation 

will be posterior to the CCB validation. 

 

The methodology used for carbon accounting is specified in the PDD (VM0006 VCS approved 

methodology for REDD+ projects) ( page 125) 

 

“De las actividades”  

The Project Design Document includes all information on activities, how they are structured, the 

estimated budgets, the timing, and what is their impact on each of the drivers of deforestation, 

therefore demonstrating how the activities contribute to the achievement of the goals. 

Activity plan, budget, objectives, impacts are obviously part of a PDD, and they are described in 

details in section G.3.2 (pages 87 to 101). 

 

The project proponent has not claimed in his name any activity done by other organizations. There is 

indeed a picture of a control checkpoint (infrastructure funded by AMPA) to illustrate the controlling 

activities, as Pur Projet is funding the forest guards working permanently there for patrolling, 

controlling, and scientific purposes. 

 

On top of that, the project proponent would like to recall that the project is of course non exclusive, 

and not all activities have to be “implemented by the project proponent” as mentioned in the public 

observations (which by the way will never be the case as the Foundation Amazonia Viva or the 
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associations themselves will implement the activities). The project proponent will fund of course 

activities, but also encourages all project members (communities, associations, cooperatives) to look 

for all kinds of funding sources for the achievement of the project’s objectives. Developing a REDD 

project does not mean that all activities will be funded by the project developer. It is especially true 

when speaking of a CCB certification, which does not generate carbon credits (and therefore not to 

be sold for the funding of the project) 

 

“De la vida del proyecto”  

The whole project is designed for 80 years, it has been designed, presented, discussed and approved 
with the communities and partners in that sense.  
The concessions are attributed by the regional government for a period of 40 years renewable. The 
implementation of the project in the first 40 years will most likely allow complying with all 
prerequisites for conserving the concessions for conservation, leading to renew the concessions for 
another 40 year. The project lifetime is therefore aligned on these 2 periods. 
However, it is clear that the land use rights cannot be 100% guaranteed today for 80 years. (On the 
side this is why the project proponent will claim in a future VCS validation a project period of 80 
years but a crediting period of 40 years only. But again, this part is out of scope as the subject here is 
a CCB validation) 
 
“De las areas y zonas del proyecto”  

“Titularidad” 
- The concession El Breo has already been attributed to the association Dos de Mayo. The 

inscription in the public registries is in the final step. (Formal documents available). There are 

therefore no conflict risks for this concession.  

 

- The concession Martin Sagrado has already completed the steps of solicitation, publication, 

delivery and approbation of the “Propuesta Tecnica”, answers to public comments and 

subsequent modifications, and is now waiting for the final resolution of the Regional 

Government. The auditors will be able to check directly with the authorities the almost 

completion of the process, and the insignificant risk that the concession does not get 

approved. 

 

- The concession Montecristo has indeed entered the first phase of the formal process for 

attribution of the concession. The auditors will have the opportunity to ask to the local 

authorities the progress of the formal process ,and the probability that the concession will be 

approved.  

It is very important to remember that the whole process of formalization of land use rights, claim and 
attribution of concession for conservation is a critical piece of the project’s activities (and not a 
prerequisite). The communities don’t have the power, the resources, nor the necessary knowledge to 
reach these steps by themselves.   
One of the main objectives of the project is  to help the communities benefit and secure the rights on 
their land, in order to meet the more global objectives of conservation and community development 
in the area. 
On top of that, the obtention and formalization of the concessions for conservation is a key activity 
of the project to fight deforestation and degradation and reach the project’s objectives, as it 
prevents the attribution of the areas to other private agents that can drive further deforestation.  
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And finally, once again, regarding the comments about the rights or ownership of carbon credits, the 
project proponent recalls that the current certification is a CCB validation, not to deliver carbon 
credits. 
 
“Descripcion Bio-geografica”  

 
The diversity in physiography, geology, soils, vegetation, ecosystems, climate, hydrology, 
hydrography, soil use capacity, is described thoroughly in the PDD (complete version) in sections 
G1.1 and G1.2 (pages 12 to 25). The PDD accounts for all variations in the project area and the 
project proponent obviously recognize the diversity of ecosystems in the project zone. 
The words “relatively homogeneous” were used in the PDD to explain how the project zone was 
chosen, since this a requirement of CCB Standards to differentiate and specify “project area” and 
“project zone”. At the scale of the region San Martin, the project zone was chosen for its coherence 
in terms of location, socio-economic conditions, water basin, deforestation threats, land use 
capacity, etc. (It can be seen on the various maps how the biophysical indicators are  much more 
coherent in the project zone than in other parts of the San Martin region) 
“Altitud” 
The description of slopes and altitude ranges is done in the section G1.1.5 Physiography of the PDD 
“Clima” 
The climate description of the area is done in details in section G1.1.2 Clima of the PDD.  
In terms of hydrology, the ombrothermic diagram for the site of Juan Jui is presented in the G.1.1.4 
section of the PDD (pages 16) with rainfall data specific to Juan Jui, and quoted source. Brasilian data 
is only quoted (page 15) for reference purposes. 
It is to be noted that the project proponent has investigated the presence of a meteorological station 
in Juan Jui among 3 local environmental and forest engineers, which mentioned the closest station to 
the project area is located in Tarapoto. If necessary, the Project Proponent can however look into 
more detail for available local data (at the airport in particular), but the Project Proponent believes 
the data from the quoted study (measurements made in Juan Jui between 1996 and 2007) is 
sufficient. 
“Hidrologia” 
The section G1.1.5 Hydrography (page 16) mentions the electrolyte contents, conductivity, and 
alluvial contents. 
If required, the Project Proponent will look for more detailed information on the conductivity and 
chemical content of the water streams, although it is likely that local data is not available. 
 
“Del Clima”  

The Project proponent is participating in the regional mesa REDD, which aims to develop a baseline 
scenario and reference data for carbon stocks values. See section above “Del Status Legal” for more 
detail. 
The project proponent solicited several times the preliminary results (some of them were presented 
in the last meeting in November 2011), but these results are not made public yet and cannot be 
used. 
Also, final results from carbon stock inventory in various areas of the region San Martin were 
presented in the last meeting of the mesa REDD in November 2011, for future use in the baseline 
scenarios and REDD+ projects developments in the region of San Martin. However they are not 
publicly available yet. 
All results from the mesa REDD, to be used for the VCS certification of REDD projects in the region 
San Martin, will be available in a couple months (announced June 2012) 
In the absence of this data so far, and for the CCB validation which does not lead to carbon credits 
generation, the project proponent has used the most appropriate data for climate impact 
calculations: Internationally approved average carbon stock data from IPCC, and Local governmental 



CCBA Project Validation Report Page 62 
Biocorredor Martin Sagrado 

Scientific Certification Systems 
25 February 2013 

studies on historical deforestation rate in the region of San Martin (page 79 with sources). The 
project proponent has also conservatively reduced the deforestation rate considering the trend 
observed in preliminary results of the Mesa REDD San Martin. 
The project proponent has also conducted an analysis of the different deforestation agents and 
drivers to assess probable land-use scenarios in baseline scenario. The PDD details the results (list of 
drivers and agents, contributions) 
The impact of the project scenario on reduced emissions is described in the climate section and 
follows the guidelines from VCS VM0006 methodology. 
Regarding the land-use transitions considered, the project proponent aligned on the methodology 
used in the work of the mesa REDD, which shall be used for future VCS certification : 2 strata only, 
being Forest and Non-Forest (perennial cultures like cacao, which would be the other possible land-
use, cannot be teledetected given the tools and methodologies chosen in the mesa REDD work). This 
implies that future land-use changes from forest to perennial crops would therefore not be 
considered as deforestation (and therefore conservatively reducing the amount of emissions 
removals and credits). This also explains that the historical deforestation rate may be 
underestimated (cacao considered as forest), and this is why the project proponent also reduced 
conservatively the historical deforestation rate to match preliminary results of the mesa REDD. 
 
It is clear that for a VCS certification leading to carbon credits generation, the project proponent will 
complement the climate analysis, using the public results from the mesa REDD for VCS REDD+ project 
certification. 
The leakage quantification is described in section CL2.1 and follows the principles of VM0006 
methodology. 
 
“De la comunidad”  

Consulta previa 
The project’s core philosophy is community participation, and implication of the populations in the 
design and the implementation of the activity. Not only are the communities consulted, as in other 
kinds of project, but they are actively part of the project design and implementation. 
All the communities in the project zone have been visited by the Foundation Amazonia Viva team, for 
presentation of the project (with delivery of the PDD summary in spanish), consultation, inclusion of 
their comments and suggestions in the project design, empowerment and trainings. Most of them 
were visited many times, to participate in the design the project and start the activities. All evidences 
of such presentations, workshops, agreements are available for the auditors to check. The auditors 
will also have full liberty to visit any community and it will be very easy to realize by themselves the 
high level of population’s awareness and appropriation of the project. 
Also, Pur Projet has implemented a community reforestation project (VCS validated) since 2008 with 
ACOPAGRO in the same project zone, and the idea itself of the conservation (REDD) project emerged 
from the communities themselves.  
The Foundation Amazonia Viva itself is constituted by associations of the communities in the project 
zone, and by the cooperative ACOPAGRO which technical team is constantly in the field visiting the 
farmers of the communities of the project zone. The Foundation Amazonia Viva’s technical team 
itself is constantly on the ground visiting communities, one team member even living in the 
communities there for day-to-day support. 
As a result, the Project Proponent and the Foundation Amazonia Viva are deeply aware of all 
community challenges, priorities, necessities, and living conditions and the communities are aware 
and involved in the project. 
The project was also presented to various other actors, who have been informed of this participative 
approach, and some of them implicated at different levels: Institutional : Regional government, 
National Park Rio Abiseo, DEVIDA; Municipalities; and ONGs such as AMPA, the same organization 
commenting here the project, and who in the first place had even agreed to be part of the 
Consortium San Martin Verde)  



CCBA Project Validation Report Page 63 
Biocorredor Martin Sagrado 

Scientific Certification Systems 
25 February 2013 

 
Communities inside the project area: 
There are only 3 communities inside the Project area: La Morada, Anazco Pueblo, Canaan. 
Extensive socio-economic data for these 3 communities were collected on the ground by Pur Projet 
and the Foundation Amazonia Viva in November 2011, en Chuquibamba (Amazonas, municipality 
from which the 3 communities depend), during local workshops and exchanges with authorities and 
population of Chuquibamba, and representatives of the 3 communities. (files available for 
consultation). For this most important class of communities, complete up-to-date data have been 
collected on the ground by the project team. 
 
Communities in the project zone: 
For the communities of the project zone, detailed socio-economic data presented in the PDD comes 
mainly from the “Propuesta Tecnica de la concesion para conservacion El Breo” (2008), and source is 
mentioned in several places in the PDD, section G1.5. The project proponent will review the PDD and 
make sure the source (AMPA economic study, 2008) of this data is mentioned in all sections where 
it’s necessary. 
The project proponent believes the data collected by AMPA during the survey made in the 
communities is high-quality data, accurate, and appropriate for the project to identify the 
development priorities, the challenges, and the impacts of the project on the communities.  
Although the detailed figures were not updated, the project proponent and the Foundation 
Amazonia Viva, given their knowledge of the communities, believe the socio-economic conditions 
have not drastically changed since 2008 (3 to 4 years). The only data with possibly significant 
evolution is the population size in the communities, which are subject to migration.  
The project proponent recognizes the necessity to monitor and update regularly the community 
socio-economic conditions through surveys, and has already planned it and developed surveys to be 
conducted all along the project. However for the PDD, the existing data from AMPA study, along with 
day-to-day field experience of Amazonia Viva is sufficient to point out the community necessities, 
and community impacts of the project. 
 
Type of communities: 
There are no “comunidades nativas” neither “comunidades campesinas” in the project zone. There is 
a “comunidad campesina de Leymebamba” outside the Project zone (Amazonas), and it is mentioned 
in the PDD on page 31.  
 
“De la biodiversidad”  

The project has used various sources for the data on species inventory, threats, conservation 
objectives, among which : 

- The “Propuesta Técnica que sustenta la creación de la Concesión para Conservación Martín 

Sagrado”, completed for the Project Biocorridor Martin Sagrado, for the sollicitation of the 

concession area “Martin Sagrado”, and completed by “consultorías y soluciones para el 

desarrollo sostenible S.R.L “. The study includes field inventories in the area of Martin 

Sagrado concession, which results are presented in the document. To complete the PDD, the 

project proponent can add the results of the inventory to the biodiversity section of the PDD.  

- The “Propuesta Técnica que sustenta la creación de la Concesión para Conservación “El 

Breo”, completed by AMPA in 2008 and which includes field inventory in the area of El Breo 

concession. 

- The “Plan Maestro Parque Nacional Rio Abiseo” : which includes results of about 10 years of 

extensive scientific ground studies of biodiversity in the buffer area of the National Park Rio 

Abiseo, and is used as public reference data for the buffer area. 
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- Estudio de CDC-UNALM and TNC, 2006, Angulo et al., for endangered species, distribution of 

endemic species. 

- Data from Universidad La Molina, Peru, on characteristics of tree species. 

Sources are mentioned along the different sections of the PDD. The auditors will have the possibility 
to meet the Engineer in charge of the completion of the “Propuesta Técnica que sustenta la creación 
de la Concesión para Conservación Martín Sagrado”. 

 

In the PDD, the results from the inventory completed by AMPA in the concession El Breo mentions 
possible new species for the science (but not identified). The biodiversity monitoring (inventories) 
done along the project lifetime will determine if new species are identified, and will serve to 
categorize and define them. 
The species “kiwicha” y “quinua” show up in both lists of species in the concession El Breo and 
Martin Sagrado. The project proponent has confirmed with the engineer in charge of the “Propuesta 
Tecnica […] Martin Sagrado” that the habitat of these two species match with the conditions on the 
higher parts of the concessions. 
As mentioned in the PDD, the conservation targets (species) have been identified by The Data Center 
for Conservation (DCC-UNALM ) and The Nature Conservancy (TNC) for Peruvian Yungas of San 
Martin. The first biological inventories do not reflect the presence of all of them, which is 
understandable since they are rare species. The following biological inventories along the project’s 
lifetime will inform about the presence or not of these species in the area. 
In section G.1.8.1.b, the species vulnerable / threatened with high probability of occurrence in the 
project area are classified according to Peruvian, IUCN, and CITES classifications (Table 7) 
 
 “Del capitulo ORO”  

The vulnerability of the population is described all along the PDD: low non-diversified incomes from 
agriculture, low level of education, no access to electricity, vulnerability to climatic changes, to 
deforestation, etc. Detailed field data from 2008 (AMPA Socioeconomic study) support this finding. 
The auditors will also be able to see by themselves the living conditions in the communities, as well 
as discuss with Acopagro team about the living conditions of the farmers in the communities of the 
area. 
The section GL1 describes how the project will benefit to the population (jobs, diversified and 
sustainable non-forest activities, adaptation to climate change, etc.). Most importantly, the project is 
designed and implemented by the communities themselves, and the associations and cooperatives 
members of the Foundation Amazonia Viva. This guarantees that the project will benefit to the 
communities directly. 
 
“Fuentes y mapas”  

Only four Google Earth images are presented in the PDD. The Google Earth images are used for 
communication purposes and to facilitate understanding while reading the PDD. For scientific 
purposes and formal delimitation, shapes file are available.  
All of the Google Earth images include some community points for reference, name of the areas 
delimited, and one of them includes the scale. The project proponent will make sure to revise and 
complement the Google Earth images with the appropriate scale and legend, while leaving them 
understandable. 
The maps from the ZEE (Zonificacion Ecologia Economica) are used in the PDD to understand the 
different bio-physical conditions of the project area. At the scale of the project (300 000 hectares), 
the working scale of the ZEE maps is sufficient to help global prioritization and planning of project 
activities. 
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The ZEE maps are used for the elaboration of the technical folders “Propuestas Tecnicas” delivered to 
and approved by the government to obtain and manage the concession for conservation. This 
demonstrates that the officially recognized ZEE maps are sufficient for the requirement of global 
management and planning of conservation activities. 
The ZEE maps are not used for the forest strata or leakage monitoring for example, nor the local 
implementation of specific activities (for example botanical garden area), which indeed will require 
more details, and will require local GPS mapping or use of satellite imagery. 
The grand majority of the sources are indicated in the PDD in the text, or with the figures. The 
project proponent recognizes however that some are missing and will complete the PDD with the 
sources, along with an ultimate section with all references. 
The project proponent rejects the observation of violation of intellectual property, since all the data 
used comes from public documents, including the “Propuesta Técnica que sustenta la creación de la 
Concesión para Conservación “El Breo”, completed by AMPA in 2008, which by the way is a 
document of the Association Dos de mayo El Breo, concessionaire of the area El Breo, and with 
whom the Project Proponent has signed a contract for the Biocorredor Martin Sagrado project. 
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Auditor Evaluations of Comment Responses 
 
De los proponents de proyecto:  Since this comment was received, the project documentation has 
undergone multiple revisions, and the project has been validated and verified against the VCS 
standard.  The project design document (full version in English) includes a clear description of who 
the project proponent is and how the other entities are related within the design of the project.  The 
project proponent provided copies of contracts and written agreements formalizing the relationships 
to the audit team for review between these entities for, and representatives of each were 
interviewed during the site visit.  The audit team concludes that the relationship between the project 
proponent and other organizations involved in the project are clearly described and are consistent 
with the requirements of the CCB standard. 
 
Del Status Legal:  
Legal status: Documents provided by the project proponent and interviews with government 
authorities confirmed that the project proponent has indeed participated in Mesa REDD as described 
in the response to the comment.    
 
Doble conteo de emisiones: Validation under both the VCS and CCB standards does not constitute 
double counting of emissions.  The project conforms with restrictions against double counting. 
 
De las actividades: It appears as if the comments provided here are based on the summary project 
description document, rather than the full project description document, as the project activities are 
described in detail in the full project design document.  The project conforms with the CCB standard 
with regard to description of project activities.  The project proponent has adequately clarified the 
use of a picture of the control point funded by AMPA in the project design document in their 
response to the comments.  The audit team visited the control point in question during the site visit 
and was able to discuss the project with guards at the point, confirming that their activities are 
indeed funded by the project proponent. 
 
 
De la vide del proyecto: The latest version of the project design document clearly explains that the 
crediting period is limited to the 40 years for which the conservation concession is granted, but that 
the project limetime is anticipated to be 80 years, as the concession and crediting period are 
renewable.  This is consistent with documentation reviewed by the project audit team during the 
audit process, including the contracts related to the concessions themselves. 
 
De las areas y zonas del proyecto: 
 
Titularidad: The project proponent provided documentary evidence of the granting of the 
concessions El Breo and Martin Sagrado, which were confirmed by the audit team.  The concession 
Montecristo is still in the concession attribution process as described by the project proponent, and 
in accordance with the CCB standard, the proponent has provided assurance that evidence of 
ownership of carbon rights is likely to be established before they enter into any transactions 
concerning the project’s carbon assets.  The project proponent has provided documentation of the 
process including development of the propuesta tecnica, and interviews with the communities and 
government authorities involved made it clear to the audit team that the communities fully consent 
to and are involved in the process and that the concession is likely to be granted.  As part of the 
development of the VCS component of the project, the project proponent has developed a 
monitoring plan that includes provisions for updating the project design and baseline in the event 
that the Montecristo concession is not ultimately granted to the proponents and related 
organizations.  These plans are clearly described in publicly available project design documents.  The 
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audit team concludes that project conforms to the requirements of the CCB standard with regard to 
title. 
 
Descripcion bio-geografica: Based on review of the latest revision of the PDD and a site visit, SCS can 
confirm that the full version of the project design document adequately and accurately describes the 
physiography, climate, and hydrology of the project area and project zone in conformance with the 
CCB standard. 
 
Del Clima: Since the original publication of the project description upon which these comments are 
based, the entirety of the project’s quantification of carbon benefits, including the baseline and 
leakage quantification methods, has been revised.  The quantification is now in conformance with 
VCS methodology VM0015, and has been both validated and verified against the VCS standard.  It 
includes adequate, rigorous, and transparent methods of quantifying the project’s carbon benefits.  
Note that the response given above to these comments was written prior to many of the revisions 
which brought the project into conformance with the requirements of the standard, but that a 
complete description of these elements appears in the latest version of the project’s PDD. 
 
De la Comunidad: The project proponent has further explained the information sources used for 
community background, and the latest complete version of the PDD includes each of the elements 
required by the CCB standard.  Interviews and meetings with project participants in the project zone 
during the site visit made it clear to the audit team that communities are actively and frequently 
engaged with the project proponent in developing and implementing the project, and are 
knowledgable about those communities.  The audit team visited the communities of Huicungo, 
Pucalpillo, Santa Rosa, and Dos de Mayo and met with many community members in each 
community.  The interviews in these communities were consistent with the project proponent’s 
descriptions of these communities.  In addition to the information provided in the response to the 
comment (which was written in February 2012), the project proponent conducted additional social 
surveys in summer 2012.  The audit team concludes that the project meets all CCB requirements 
related to communities. 
 
De la Biodiversidad: The latest version of the  PDD includes detailed information on biodiversity of 
the project area supported by references from the scientific literature and direct field sampling.  The 
project meets the requirements of the CCB standard for describing the biodiversity of the project 
zone. 
 
Del Capitulo Oro: See NIR 2012.20 for a demonstration of how the project proponent has met the 
requirements of demonstrating exceptional community benefits under the CCB standard.  After NIR 
2012.20 was closed, the audit team determined that the project met all CCB requirements for 
indicator GL2. 
 
Fuentes y mapas: The sources and maps used in supporting the project description have been 
revised significantly during the validation process as the project applied a VCS methodology to 
quantify it’s carbon benefits and responded to findings.  The audit team finds the sources and maps 
applied in the final version of the project description to be adequate. 


