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Introduction 
This report presents the findings of an audit conducted by Environmental Services, Inc., (ESI) to validate the claims 
made by Fermin Aldabe that Protection of the Bolivian Amazon Forest to the Climate, Community and Biodiversity 
Project Design Standards (Second Edition - December 2008).  ESI is accredited by the American National 
Standards Institute (ANSI) under ISO 14065:2007 for Greenhouse Gas Validation and Verification Bodies and is 
approved by the Climate, Community & Biodiversity Alliance (CCBA) to perform such validations. 
 
Contact Information 
 
Client Name 
Address/Phone 
 

Fermin Aldabe  
+591 74752400 

Contact Name 
 
Address/Phone 

Fermin Aldabe  
+591 74752400 

 
3rd Party Auditors Environmental Services, Inc. 
Lead Validator Shawn McMahon – Lead Validator (330-833-9941 / smcmahon@esinc.cc) 

Environmental Services, Inc. 
3800 Clermont Street NW 
North Lawrence, Ohio 44666 
330-833-9941 

Validation Team Stewart McMorrow – Validation Team Member (530-525-6692 / 
smcmorrow@esinc.cc) 
Richard Scharf – Validation Team Member (rscharf@esinc.cc / 252-402-7354 
Steve Ruddell – Validation Team Member/ REDD Technical Expert 
(steve@carbonverde.com / 970-403-3430) 
Janice McMahon – QA/QC (330-833-9941 / jmcmahon@esinc.cc) 

mailto:smcmahon@esinc.cc
mailto:smcmorrow@esinc.cc
mailto:rscharf@esinc.cc
mailto:steve@carbonverde.com
mailto:jmcmahon@esinc.cc
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Validation Details 

Validation Standard 
Climate, Community and Biodiversity Project Design Standards (Second 
Edition – December 2008) 

Validation Criteria 
The criteria will follow the validation guidance documents provided by CCBA 
located at www.climate-standards.org.  These documents include the following: 
a) Project Design Standards (Second Edition - December 2008)  
b) Rules for the use of the Climate, Community & Biodiversity Standards, 

Version June 21, 2010.  

Level of Assurance 
The level of assurance was used to determine the depth of detail that the 
validator placed in the validation plan to determine if there were any errors, 
omissions, or misrepresentations (ISO 14064-3:2006).  ESI selected samples of 
data and information to be validated to provide reasonable assurance. 

Validation Scope 
The scope of the validation included the review of all project documentation 
provided by the project developer and the appropriate level of fact finding by 
the validator during the on-site visit. The validator used evidence such as, but 
not limited to, interviews with stakeholders and project proponents, review of 
supporting records and reports. 

Validation Date(s) 
January 01 – March 23, 2012 

Materiality 
Materiality is a concept that errors, omissions and misrepresentations could 
affect the project design assertions and influence the intended users.  CCB does 
not specifically outline a materiality threshold; however, ESI used a 5% 
threshold for evidence. If a non-conformance was discovered, the project 
developer was given the opportunity to correct the non-conformity to the 
project design document within a reasonable timeframe.   

Site Visits 
 06 – 11 February 2012 

Final Documents 
from Client 

• CCB Project Description (15 March 2012) 
• Calculation Sheets for Baseline Scenario  
• Calculation Sheets for Project 
• Calculation Sheets for Leakage 
• Calculation Sheets for VCU credits 
• Deforestation Agent’s Proof of Title 
• Deforestation Agent’s Request for Permission to Deforest Instance 

ML1ASP 
• Deforestation Agent’s Deforestation Plan 
• Derechos Reales record showing properties owned by Freddy Gamarra   
• Forest Law 1700 
• Supreme Decree 24453 (implementation of the Forest Law 1700) 
• Resolution 131 (implementation of permit to deforest) 
• PLUS Beni 
• Supreme Decree 24453 (Approval of PLUS Beni 
• KML for project area 
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• Project Area Stratification and PLUS (ArcGIS 10) 
• Project Area Stratification 
• Project Area PLUS 
• Scan of field records 
• Scan of tree locations 
• Scan of PRA 
• Scan of notification to community members and leaders 
• Derechos Reales Palma Efuus 
• Proof of ownership by project proponent of Palma Efuus SRL 
• Landsat 5 Images 

Timeline 
• 15 December 2011 – Project Development Document-CCB received 

from client 
• 21 December 2011 – Opening Meeting  
• 27 December 2011– review of PDD-CCB relative to general compliance 

with CCB requirements 
• 28 December 2011– submittal of PDD-CCB to Climate, Community 

and Biodiversity Alliance (CCBA) for required public comment period 
• 09-30 January 2012 – first internal review of PDD-CCB identifying 

non-conformances (NCRs), preliminary round of NCRs submitted prior 
to site visit 

• 06-11  February 2012 – on-site inspection, including stakeholder 
meetings, to complete CCB validation 

• 15 February 2012   – official first round of NCRs submitted 
• 15 March 2012 – receipt of final PDD-CCB from Project Proponent 
• 23 March  2012 – draft validation report submitted to client 
• 26 March  2012 – closing meeting 
• 26 March 2012 – final validation report and validation statement 

completed and submitted to CCBA 

Public Comment 
Period 
 Number of  
 Comments  
 Received 

 
01 February-03 March 2012 
 
0 Public comments received 

 
Project Summary 
Protection of the Bolivian Amazon Forest (“Project”) encompasses 235 hectares of Amazon forest in the 
Beni Compartment of Bolivia, South America. More accurately, it lies in the canton of Exaltacion, second 
section, province of Yacuma, about 150 kilometers from Riberalta (km462 of National Route 8). 
 
The 30-year project plan, from 2011 to 2041, produces climate benefits by avoiding emissions from 
deforestation. Biodiversity benefits are produced by virtue of habitat protection. Exceptional biodiversity 
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benefits come from the protection of several vulnerable and endangered tree species. Community benefits 
come from the employment of local community members in the planting, oversight and management of 
the project. 
 
The project objectives are to 
a)  Improve climate conditions by eliminating the carbon emissions arising from deforestation; 
b)  Improve biodiversity by increasing the number of endangered and vulnerable species listed in Section 

G1.8; and 
c)  Increase the income of nearby communities by providing them with labor that is required to plant the 

tree species and improve biodiversity. 
 
Executive Summary of Validation Results 
 
 Criterion Required/ 

Optional 
Conformance 

Y/N  N/A 
G1 Original Conditions in the Project Area Required Yes 
G2 Baseline Projections Required Yes 
G3  Project Design and Goals Required Yes 
G4 Management Capacity and Best Practices Required Yes 
G5 Legal Status and Property Rights Required Yes 
CL1 Net Positive Climate Impacts Required Yes 
CL2 Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”) Required Yes 
CL3 Climate Impact Monitoring Required Yes 
CM1 Net Positive Community Impacts Required Yes 
CM2 Offsite Stakeholder Impacts Required Yes 
CM3 Community Impact Monitoring Required Yes 
B1 Net Positive Biodiversity Impacts Required Yes 
B2 Offsite Biodiversity Impacts Required Yes 
B3 Biodiversity Impact Monitoring Required Yes 
GL1 Climate Change Adaptation Benefits Optional N/A 
GL2 Exceptional Community Benefits Optional N/A 
GL3 Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits Optional Yes 

 
Validation Findings  
 
G1 Original Conditions in the Project Area 
Indicator G1.1 – The location of 
the project and basic physical 
parameters (e.g. soil, geology, 
climate). 

PDD gives a very brief description of the project location and 
information about the soils slope and rainfall. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD description.  



 
                                                          Protection of the Bolivian Amazon Forest 

 
 

 

068-FOR-CCBA Validation Report Template – final – v2                                                                                                7  
Controlled Document 7 July 2011 
 

Findings: PDD needs to give a more complete description of the project 
location and what it aims to accomplish. 

Clarification: Please update the project description to include a more detail 
about what this project includes, what it intends to accomplish 
and give more information about the project location. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD details project objectives as well as more information about 
the project location, soils, climate and geology. 

Evidence used to close NCR PDD description 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G1.2 – The types and 
condition of vegetation within the 
project area. 

PDD gives a general one sentence description of the vegetation. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not detail the types of vegetation. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please list in detail the types and conditions of the vegetation on 
site. Please write it in such a way as to describe what is on site to 
the uninformed reader. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD details major species contained in project area as well as 
some of the physical characteristics of the vegetation, including 
some history relating to human deforestation and fire. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator G1. 3  -  The boundaries 
of the project area and the project 
zone. 

PDD gives coordinates for the project area. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 
 

PDD 

Findings: 
 

PDD needs more detail and does not list the project zone details. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 
 

Please provide a. more thorough description of the project area 
and please define the project zone. Please consider attaching a 
map of both the project area and the project zone. 

Date Issued: 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 29 Feb 2012 
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Indicator G1. 3  -  The boundaries 
of the project area and the project 
zone. 

PDD gives coordinates for the project area. 

and date PDD contains a map of the project area, describes the project zone 
as being a 10Km radius around the project area, gives the total 
project ha. 

Evidence used to close NCR PDD and map 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G1.4 - 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 Use5 
(IPCC 2006 GL for AFOLU) or a 
more robust and detailed 
methodology. 

PDD lists basic information regarding the project area in this 
section, it also lists the carbon stocks that were evaluated as well 
as the methodology used, VM0007 and gives a total carbon stocks 
estimate. Stocks are stratified appropriately. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD Table 1, Table 2, Figure 7a and 7b, Sourcebook for Land 
Use, Land-Use Change and Forestry Projects (Pearson et al 2005), 
and site visit 

Findings: The PDD does not specify the actual onsite carbon stocks in this 
section. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please reiterate in this section the actual carbon stocks within the 
project area that are on site currently, how they were calculated 
(please describe your approach, not just the methodological name) 
and describe the two strata and why only one has any carbon 
associated with it. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD details the carbon pools selected, description of both strata, 
gives reference to the location of the calculations contained in 
CL1.1 and CL2.3. PDD describes why the carbon is calculated in 
each stratum. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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Indicator G1.5 - A description of 
communities located in the project 
zone, including basic socio-
economic and cultural information 
that describes the social, economic 
and cultural diversity within 
communities (wealth, gender, age, 
ethnicity etc.), identifies specific 
groups such as Indigenous 
Peoples8 and describes any 
community characteristics. 

PDD gives an overview of several aspects of the Takana 
Cavineno Community, including wealth, gender ethnicity, age, 
infrastructure, and languages. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit, references in PDD. 

Findings: PDD gives a basic overview, however details are missing. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please indicate if the ethnicity of the residents is indigenous and 
please reference the source of the gender information. Please list 
if any of the mentioned peoples are transient to the area or not. 
Please discuss if there are any adjacent communities that should 
be included in this discussion. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
Gender and age structure has been presented and referenced. 
Origins residents have been discussed. (“Indigenous” is 
considered derogatory according to the PDD). Transient 
populations and adjacent communities have been discussed. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and reference 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G1.6 - 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). 

PDD describes current property ownership in terms of the 
Bolivian government sanitation of property titles. The PDD 
indicates there are no conflicts with the title of the project 
property. PDD describes some amount of community property 
rights. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not describe current land use in this section. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please describe current land use in this section and please define 
and describe what the term "origins communities" is in reference 
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to and what it means. 
Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
Origins communities is discussed. Land use in the project zone is 
defined as Brazil nut collection, some hunting and subsistence 
agriculture. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G1.7 - 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. 

PDD simply states that the biodiversity within the project zone is 
that typical of the Bolivian Amazon Forest with the same 
diversity and ecosystems that characterize it. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit 

Findings: PDD does not contain any reference to ecoregions, habitat types 
or biotic communities. PDD makes reference to Means 1997; 
however that paper is not available in entirety on line. PDD does 
not reference methodology for determining threats to biodiversity. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please discuss habitat types, biotic communities and ecoregions. 
Please list the information sources used for this discussion. Please 
list any and all threats to biodiversity in the project zone and the 
methodology of that assessment.  Please provide the Means 1997 
reference. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
The PDD lists the Manuripi National Amazon Wildlife Reserve as 
an equal proxy area to compare the biodiversity of the project 
zone. The PDD lists the many species that have been recorded in 
the Wildlife preserve and references the WWF website. The PDD 
lists the project area as being similar habitat for the previously 
mentioned species. PDD lists deforestation as the primary threat 
to biodiversity. Means 1997 reference has been removed. It is 
considered to be a conservative assessment of the biodiversity of 
the project area to use a National Park’s biodiversity as an index 
to compare against the without project scenario.  

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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Indicator G1.8 - An evaluation of 
whether the project zone includes 
any of the following High 
Conservation Values (HCVs) and a 
description of the qualifying 
attributes. 
 
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). 
 
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. 
 
Indicator 8.3 - Threatened or rare 
ecosystems. 
Indicator 8.4 - Areas that provide 
critical ecosystem services (e.g., 
hydrological services, erosion 
control, fire control). 
 
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). 
 
Indicator 8.6 - Areas that are 

PDD lists information pertaining to 8.1b as having relevance to 
the project zone and that the project zone contains HCV's. 
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critical for the traditional cultural 
identity of communities (e.g., areas 
of cultural, ecological, economic or 
religious significance identified in 
collaboration with the 
communities). 
 
Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit 

Findings: PDD lists several special status species that exist on the site. PDD 
does not indicate the status of any of the other HCV’s listed. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please include a discussion that references the status of every one 
of the other HCV’s listed in the CCB guidelines. In CM1.1, you 
list several benefits to the community in the “with” project 
scenario. Do any of those benefits constitute a HCV listed here? 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD added the statement that all other HCV’s are absent from the 
project zone and project area. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
G2 Baseline Projections 
Indicator G2.1 - 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. 

PDD lists several possible land use scenarios. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not offer the entire range of items listed in the CCB 
guidelines. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please describe which of these scenarios is the most likely and 
please describe why the selected scenario is the most likely. 
Please also give full reference to the methodology used for this 
purpose. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
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Project proponent response/ actions 
and date. 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD lists the Tool for the Demonstration and Assessment of 
Additionality in VCS AFOLU Project Activities. PDD outlines 
several possible land use scenarios and describes why the most 
likely one was chosen. 

Evidence used to close NCR. PDD and site visit 
Date closed. 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G2.2 - 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. 

PDD offers a discussion of the current land laws and the "FES" 
function that the land must fulfill. The PDD describes a simple 
cost analysis that shows that the project would not occur without 
the carbon credit financing. The PDD lists the use of the 
additionality tool in this analysis. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not include demonstration that provides credible and 
well documented analysis. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please provide the process and results of the VT0001 Tool for the 
Demonstration and Assessment of Additionality in VCS 
Agriculture in this section. Please provide the simple cost analysis 
referenced in the PDD. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD offers an extensive description of the additionality analysis 
as well as a net present value analysis. The NPV is considered 
confidential. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, NPV analysis and site visit. 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G2.3 - 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 

PDD offers a table that shows the carbon stocks that will be 
sequestered as a result of the project. PDD gives a timeframe of 
the deforestation as two or three months. 
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classes defined in the IPCC 2006 
GL for AFOLU.  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. 
Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD. 

Findings: PDD is missing several items that are requested in the indicator. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to Please provide all calculations and assumptions that were used in 
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address non-conformance: the analysis discussed in this indicator or indicate where they can 
be found. Please discuss the main drivers of deforestation; please 
include a discussion of the assumptions that were made and data 
used to perform this analysis. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD now includes the without project total carbon emissions. 
PDD references the calculations are in the VCS materials as well 
as in CL1.1 and CL2.3. PDD lists assumptions made and lists the 
deforestation driver as conversion to pastures for cattle grazing. 
This section also references table for further assumptions. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, site visit and discussions with project proponent. 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G2.4 - 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. 

 PDD lists loss of income from the without project scenario, 
however the PDD also lists employment as a gain to the local 
community as a result of the project but does not state what kind 
of employment. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, interviews and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not give a very good argument for the project from a 
community perspective. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

The PDD does not list any affects from the without project 
scenario that include the impact of likely changes in water, soil 
and other locally important ecosystem services. 

Date Issued: 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date. 

29 Feb 2012 
Project proponent claims that the without project scenario would 
not produce changes in water, soil or other local important 
ecosystem services. PDD offers reasoning behind this statement. 

Evidence used to close CAR In the project scenario, the communities would have greater 
employment. For example a family would still be present to take 
care of the property and the forest. In addition, community 
members would be employed to produce and plant saplings of 
endangered or vulnerable species. The amount of man-hours from 
the project scenario would be greater than that of the without 
project scenario because the latter would only have employed 20 
or so people for less than 3 months.  The without project scenario 
would not produce changes in water, soil and other locally 
important ecosystem services. The services that the ecosystem 
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provides is only for provisioning all other three (regulating, 
supporting and cultural) are absent in the project. This follows 
from the definition in "Millennium Ecosystem Assessment 
(MEA). 2005. Ecosystems and Human Well-Being: Synthesis". 
Provisioning (water and fish) is done by the river Genesguay 
which would be unaffected as a result of the lack of erosion due to 
pasture sowing immediately after deforestation and a 50mband 
next to the river which would not be deforested as required by law 
1700 and Supreme Decree 24453 and as evidenced in section VI 
of the deforestation plan. The 50m band lies in government land. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator G2.5 - Describe how the 
‘without project’ reference scenario 
would affect biodiversity in the 
project zone (e.g., habitat 
availability, landscape connectivity 
and threatened species). 

The PDD gives a discussion of one endangered and two 
vulnerable tree species that would be most affected trees species 
due to harvest as well as discusses the habitat, soil erosion and 
ecosystem problems that would occur as a result of the project. 
a. Amburana cearensis Status: Endangered. 
b. Bertholletia excelsa Status: Vulnerable 
c. Cedrela odorata Status: Vulnerable 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings support compliance with this indicator. 
 
G3 Project Design and Goals 
Indicator G3.1 - Provide a 
summary of the project’s major 
climate, community and 
biodiversity objectives. 

PDD describes objectives for the project and biodiversity by using 
carbon finance. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

 PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not explain the full array of community benefits. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please expand the description of the community benefits related 
to the project. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/ actions 
to date. 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD describes the increased employment from the project as a 
direct community benefit. 

Evidence used to close NCR PDD and site visit 
Date closed. 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G3.2 - Describe each 
project activity with expected 
climate, community and 

PDD provides a brief answer to this indicator. 
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biodiversity impacts and its 
relevance to achieving the project’s 
objectives. 
Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not include a statement that addresses the relevance of 
each activity. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please include a statement that addresses the relevance of each 
activity, community, biodiversity and climate. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD lists the community, climate and biodiversity affects from 
the project activities. The PDD states that “The project activity in 
the ML1ASP instance is to avoid deforestation and employ 
community members to enrich the project area with endangered 
and vulnerable species.” These are the main project objectives. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G3.3 - 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). 

PDD states that no other areas besides the project area will be 
affected by the project. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not show additional surrounding locations that are 
predicted to be impacted by project activities through leakage. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please provide a map showing the project area and project zone. 
Please reiterate why the project will not have any impacts due to 
leakage to the surrounding areas or project zone. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD discusses the location of the project activities, the expected 
lack of impact outside of the project area and offers landsat 
images to show the project zone and area. The agent of 
deforestation owns no other land and because off that leakage and 
activity shifting is not likely to occur at this time. Project 
monitoring will include tracking the deforestation agent’s 
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purchase of new lands in the project geographic area. 
Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G3.4 - 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. 

PDD details a general time-frame over 30 years, the start date and 
general information regarding timing of major project activities. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD 

Findings: PDD gives the project time span and start date. PDD describes 
some of the major project activities and relative time frames. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please identify the time frame and milestones associated with 
inclusion of new instances. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
The PDD lists the same timeframes and milestones will be applied 
to new instances. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G3.5 - 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. 

PDD outlines risks that include flooding, fire and incursion into 
the project area for resources. PDD states that each of these is not 
a problem. People in the area have their own resources and thus 
are not likely to intrude upon the project area for wood. PDD also 
identifies a mitigation program that allows for notification of 
issues and management from a Riberalta based project team. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit and discussion with project proponent. 

Findings: PDD adequately addresses the indicator. Validation findings 
confirm compliance. 

 
Indicator G3.6 - 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 

PDD states that the HCV identified earlier in the document will 
be enhanced by the procedures identified in sections G3.1 and 2 
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precautionary principle. 
Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit and discussion with project proponent. 

Findings: A reiteration of the specific measures is needed here. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please list each HCV and the specific measure that will serve to 
enhance and maintain the HCV. Please identify how new 
instances will have this issue addressed. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD gives an extended description of measures that will enhance 
and maintain the HCV’s listed in earlier indicators. Specifically 
the PDD claims it will maintain them by simply not deforesting 
and will enhance them by planting more trees from the special 
status trees that are listed. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, site visit and verification of special status trees on site and 
seeds for such trees being stored on site until the appropriate 
planting season. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator G3.7 - Describe the 
measures that will be taken to 
maintain and enhance the climate, 
community and biodiversity 
benefits beyond the project 
lifetime. 

PDD describes pursuing carbon finance to continue to use the 
same model for enriching the project areas and producing 
employment. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit, discussions with project proponent. 

Findings: PDD appears to be incomplete. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please complete this section. Please consider listing each of the 
indicators, climate, community and biodiversity as a separate item 
and identify how the project will maintain and enhance the 
benefits. Please include in your discussion the addition of new 
instances. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD now includes a description of the plans for extending the 
project after the initial 30 year time frame, as well as the 
community, biological and carbon benefits that are associated 
with extending the project. New instances are listed as being 
treated in the same manner. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, site visit and discussions with project proponent. 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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Indicator G3.8 - 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 community 
groups about the project and its 
impacts to facilitate adaptive 
management throughout the life of 
the project. 

PDD discusses how there has been community consultation, 
invitation to help craft the project activities. PDD describes that 
there will be a flat reporting structure in order to ensure that issues 
are addressed. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, interviews, and site visit. 

Findings: More robust description is needed on this indicator in the form of 
identifying how the community was contacted and what means 
will be employed in the future to attract new community input. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please provide a description of the current enacted policy to seek 
stakeholder consultation whenever possible. Please provide how 
stakeholders have been identified and how new instances will 
include community involvement. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

28 Feb 2012 
PDD describes how the project has been communicated to the 
surrounding communities. Stakeholders have been identified as 
those living near to the project area. Project proponent regularly 
uses personal communication as a means to gather information 
from individual community members. Community members have 
been notified in person and through the local community leaders 
on the mechanisms available for them to provide feedback to the 
project proponent.  

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit. It is apparent from the site visit that this 



 
                                                          Protection of the Bolivian Amazon Forest 

 
 

 

068-FOR-CCBA Validation Report Template – final – v2                                                                                                21  
Controlled Document 7 July 2011 
 

method is the most probable means of distributing information to 
this very rural area. Many people who live in this area do not 
know how to read or write, so direct face to face communication 
is the best way to transfer information.  
During the site visit, verifier witnessed several instances where 
the project proponent took the time to talk to members of the 
community who he had not seen in a while with the intention of 
gathering their feedback and making sure they were aware of the 
current status of the project. There is nowhere that would be 
appropriate to post any kind of notice in this area. Further, any 
written communications would not be able to be read by many of 
the community members. The project proponent has invited the 
local communities to offer direction on the project as well as 
visited the local community leaders for suggestions on how to 
effectively handle the very remote type of community in this area. 
The project proponent has also issued written letters to the 
stakeholders describing the project and the benefits it expects to 
achieve with the community. Furthermore, the project proponent 
regularly visits these communities and interacts with them to learn 
about their thoughts and needs. The stakeholders have also been 
notified on the mechanisms available to resolve disputes that may 
arise and of the flat reporting structure available for them to send 
feedback in ways to improve the project and minimize adverse 
effects to climate, biodiversity and community. 

Date closed 28 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator G3.9 - 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. 

PDD describes how that the project information was made 
available to neighbors and locals. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not identify if public meetings have been held nor does 
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it describe the most appropriate method for contacting the local 
community members. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please provide detail/evidence if any public meetings have been 
held. Please add a discussion that outlines the most likely method 
for contacting the local community and if a public meeting is 
appropriate or not given the type of community and living 
arrangements of its members. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
No public meetings were held because community leaders 
deemed it inappropriate to hold public meetings with the project 
proponent. The communities and the project proponent have 
several methods of contact including regular visit to the 
community by the project proponent, regular visits to the 
community by the project's team staff, access by the community 
to the instance manager, access by the community to project staff 
in Riberalta 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit. Please see comments by verifier in above 
indicator. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator G3.10 - 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. 

PDD describes a process for handling disputes and includes a 3rd 
party mediator for this purpose. PDD also describes how and 
where community members can voice their concerns. 
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Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD site visit, discussion with project proponent and interviews 
with community members. 

Findings: Site visit and validation findings support compliance with this 
indicator. 

 
Indicator G3.11 - 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. 

PDD states that with or without carbon finance, the project shall 
have adequate funding. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: Financial plan that would demonstrate this indicator is not 
available. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please make the financial plan available to the validator only and 
insure that it provides a clear demonstration for this indicator. 
Please consider a revision of this section for proper use of word 
tenses and clarity. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
Project proponent has made a financial analysis available to the 
verifier. This analysis is deemed to be confidential information. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and NPV file. 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
G4 Management Capacity and Best Practices 
Indicator G4.1 - 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. 

PDD describes the roles and responsibilities of the project 
proponent. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 
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Findings: PDD provides adequate description to meet indicator. 
 
Indicator G4.2 - 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. 

PDD indicates that the size of the project is small and the number 
of communities involved is also very 
small. Given the size, the key technical skills required are as 
follows 
a. Ability to measure and monitor carbon stocks. 
b. Ability to protect, increase and monitor the endangered and 
vulnerable 
species listed in section G1.8 
c. Ability to engage the community and manage the labor pool. 
The project proponent has carried out the measurement and 
monitoring of carbon stocks in the project area with the assistance 
and support of a PhD in biology with experience in research and 
field work in measuring and monitoring carbon stocks. Project 
proponent states that he has hired local help for community 
relations and a part time forest engineer. Site visit confirms 
several of these local experts. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit and interviews with project staff and community 
members. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 
 
Indicator G4.3 - 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. 

PDD lists all relevant project activities and lists who will train the 
employees in each of the activities. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformity. 

PDD site visit and interview with project staff. 
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Findings: PDD does include a plan for training, but it does not include any 
information regarding increasing local participation of minority 
groups (if applicable) or info regarding minority or 
underrepresented groups. PDD does not describe measures that 
will be taken to not lose local capacity and skills. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please include information regarding increasing local 
participation of minority groups (or state if not applicable) or 
underrepresented groups. Please detail what actions will be taken 
to not lose local capacity and skills. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
There are no minorities or underrepresented groups in the 
communities that make the sole labor pool of the project. Local 
capacity and skills will not be lost as it lies with professionals 
outside the labor pool and within the project proponent's team. 
These professionals will train the community members to ensure 
that the skill set and capacity is never depleted from the 
communities. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, site visit, meetings with project staff in Riberalta and on 
site. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator G4.4 - 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 employs individuals from the local communities 
patrolling and monitoring the Project area as well as for transplant 
of tree seedlings.   

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD does not identify how community members will be chosen 
for positions and how they will be given a fair chance for 
employment. 
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Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please identify how people will be chosen for positions and where 
relevant, how local community members, including women and 
other potentially underrepresented groups will be given a fair 
chance to fill positions. 

Date issued. 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
People will be chosen for positions bases on a first come first 
served basis provided they fulfill the minimum requirements for 
the job but regardless of sex. However, traditionally, women do 
not work in the field so women showing willingness to work will 
be given priority. 

Evidence used to close NCR. PDD, site visit and discussion with onsite staff. 

Date closed. 29 Feb 2012 

 
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.   

PDD identifies the relevant labor laws and describes how workers 
are made aware of their rights, how they are paid, and provides 
assurance that these laws are being followed. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with this indicator. 

 
Indicator G4.6 - 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 

PDD describes The main threat to worker safety is fire. The PDD 
outlines how employees are trained for avoidance and how to alert 
neighbors to the presence of fire and how to alert the management 
staff in Riberalta. 
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proponents must show how the 
risks will be minimized using best 
work practices. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit, and interviews with local community members. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with this indicator. 

 
Indicator G4.7 - Document the 
financial health of the 
implementing organization(s) to 
demonstrate that financial 
resources budgeted will be 
adequate to implement the project. 

PDD indicates that financial resources are available for the project 
management. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and discussion with project proponent. 

Findings: Additional review of financial documents needed as stated in 
PDD. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please provide financial documents that show financial ability to 
implement the project. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
Financial analysis was provided to verifiers. This analysis is 
deemed confidential. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and net present value analysis 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
G5 Legal Status and Property Rights 
Indicator G5.1 - 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 

PDD lists laws and modifications that are relevant to the project. 
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compliance is achieved. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit, review of Bolivian forest law and relevant 
modifications. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with this indicator. 

 
Indicator G5.2 - Document that 
the project has approval from the 
appropriate authorities, including 
the established formal and/or 
traditional authorities customarily 
required by the communities. 

PDD states that no actions are needed for approval of the project. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. Discussions with project proponent. 

Findings: PDD adequately describes compliance with this indicator, 
however detail is lacking that describes the results of non-activity 
on the property from the Bolivian Government. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please include a statement here that describes the results of 
similar activities and the problem of Bolivian government 
requisition of the property if certain criteria are not met. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
No formal or customary approval is required for this project and 
none have been sought. As a result of project having generated 
employment, the property fulfills the Economic and Social 
Function (FES) required under law 1715/1997. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, site visit and review of relevant laws in Bolivia. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator G5.3 - Demonstrate with 
documented consultations and 
agreements that the project will not 
encroach uninvited on private 
property, community property, or 

PDD describes that property rights outside of the project will not 
be affected nor will any property outside of the project zone. 
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government property and has 
obtained the free, prior, and 
informed consent of those whose 
rights will be affected by the 
project. 
Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit and discussions with local community members. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. Project 
does not appear to affect any other properties or residents due to 
the nature of the project simply avoiding deforestation. Indeed 
deforestation would have a much greater negative impact on the 
community. 

 
Indicator G5.4 - 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. 

PDD states that no people live on the project area except the 
workers and they are not being made to leave the area or the 
project. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, interviews with residents, review of maps and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 
Technically, the residents do not reside on the project property, 
only just outside the boundaries. 

 
Indicator G5.5 - 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 

PDD states that there are not illegal activities taking place on the 
project area and the permanent presence of the employees in the 
instance will deter any such activities. 
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from illegal activities. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. Review of project area, probable types of 
illegal activities and methods for transportation. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with this indicator. The 
site visit confirms that with the presence of the employees, the 
lack of any usable roads and merchantability of the trees ensures 
that no illegal logging will take place without the employees 
knowing immediately what is occurring and who is doing it. 
Firewood collection is not a factor in this area. 

 
Indicator G5.6 - 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. 

PDD states that proof of title is available to validators. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit, discussions with project proponent and review of 
ownership documents while in Bolivia. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with this indicator. 
Property transaction documents and contracts were viewed while 
in Bolivia. Photos of documents were taken. Final registration of 
ownership is simply pending final issuance from Bolivia 
Government which is sufficient to demonstrate evidence that their 
ownership of carbon rights is likely to be established before they 
enter into any transactions concerning the project’s carbon assets 
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CL1 Net Positive Climate Impacts 
Indicator CL1.1 - 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 of carbon stocks 
over the duration of the project or 
the project GHG accounting 
period. 

PDD states a change in carbon stocks due to prevented 
deforestation to be estimated at 174,557 tCO2e. Some areas 
excluded from this calculation due to recent fire and conservative 
exclusion by project proponent. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, calculations provided to validator for concurrent VCS 
validation/verification and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings support conformance with the indicator, 
however reference needs to be made in the document as to the 
location of calculations. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please provide reference to where the calculations can be found. 
Please reference those calculations documents were provided to 
validators for concurrent VCS validation/verification. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD adds a comprehensive step by step process for the 
calculations and what methodology they were derived from. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, VCS calculations presented in VCS materials. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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Indicator CL1.2 - 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 decrease (in terms 
of CO2-equivalent) of the project’s 
overall GHG emissions reductions 
or removals over each monitoring 
period. 

PDD describes the emissions from non-CO2 gasses are estimated 
from VM0007 and were included in the totals provided in CL1.1. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, calculations provided in concurrent VCS 
validation/verification, site visit and discussions with project 
proponent. 

Findings: Validation findings support conformance with indicator. Please 
see NCR above. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please see NCR above. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD adds a comprehensive step by step process for the 
calculations and what methodology they were derived from. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, VCS calculations presented in VCs materials. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator CL1.3 - 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. 

PDD states that there are no other GHG emissions resulting from 
project activities. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, discussions with project proponent and site visit. 
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Findings: Validation findings support conformance with the indicator. 

 
Indicator CL1.4 - 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). 

According to Sections CL1.1 and CL1.2 the contribution of the 
Project toward climate change mitigation by GHG emission 
reduction is evident by virtue of avoiding emissions from 
deforestation. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit, and concurrent VCS project 
validation/verification. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with this indicator. 

 
Indicator CL1.5 - 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. 

PDD states that the project is not in a country that has a cap and 
trade system and the project proponent does not envisage seeking 
credits under the CDM framework. 
 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD. Discussions with project proponent. 

Findings: 3rd- party registration is not identified; however, concurrent VCS 
validation/verification is pending. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please provide the name of the anticipated GHG registry (VCS) in 
the PDD so this can be confirmed in future verifications. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD lists the Verified Carbon Standard as the GHG Program that 
it will register its credits with. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and concurrent VCS validation and verification. 
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Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
CL2 Offsite Climate Impacts (“Leakage”) 
Indicator CL2.1 - Determine the 
types of leakage that are expected 
and estimate potential offsite 
increases in GHGs (increases in 
emissions or decreases in 
sequestration) due to project 
activities. Where relevant, define 
and justify where leakage is most 
likely to take place. 

PDD identifies activity shifting and market effects as the two 
most probable types of leakage. PDD identifies that VMD0009 
and VMD 0001 were used in the concurrent VCS 
validation/verification to determine that leakage is 0. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit, discussions with project proponent and 
validation/verification that the agent of deforestation does not 
own any other lands. 

Findings: Leakage types have been identified in concurrent VCS 
validation/verification and correctly found to be 0. Indicator is 
confirmed. 

 
Indicator CL2.2 - Document how 
any leakage will be mitigated and 
estimate the extent to which such 
impacts will be reduced by these 
mitigation activities. 

PDD states that the project proponent seeks to purchase land from 
future agents of deforestation who either have no other land or 
have no other legal means to deforest their other land holdings. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit and discussions with project proponent. 

Findings: PDD equates no leakage to any need to mitigate. However, PDD 
does not detail what mitigation activities will be undertaken if 
known agents of deforestation do own other lands with the ability 
to deforest. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please identify and discuss possible mitigation measures that will 
be taken in the current and future instances if leakage is 
discovered.    

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
The project proponent takes special care in selecting the agents of 
deforestation from whom it takes ownership of the project area 
and endeavors that those agents have either no land or no land that 
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can be legally deforested. There are no viable mitigation strategies 
to curve or eliminate future leakages situations if the deforestation 
agent engages in deforestation. The mitigation itself is contained 
within the buffer used in the methodology. Market effects are 
impossible to mitigate without effective government policy. The 
mitigation itself is contained within the buffer used in the 
methodology. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit. The statement given is that the deforestation 
agent is known to not own any other lands and the true driver of 
deforestation is the possible reclaiming of the land by the 
government. There is little to no market value in the trees on site 
as lumber, and verifiers witnessed no deforestation for the 
purpose of wood extraction while on site. It will be very difficult 
to determine if leakage would result from this project given that 
marketable products are not the driver of the deforestation.  

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator CL2.3 - 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). 

PDD states that any leakage from activity shifting and market 
effects has been duly quantified and subtracted from the net 
emission before crediting. See CL2.1 for details. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance 

PDD, site visit and discussions with project proponent, review of 
leakage determination and CL2.1 

Findings: PDD references the modules used to calculate amount of leakage 
which it previously determines to be nonexistent. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please reference in this section where the calculations can be 
located. Please provide a discussion that details the findings from 
use of the referenced methodology. Please relate this answer to 
the baseline and project activities. 

Date issued 16 Feb 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

Any leakage from activity shifting and market effects is duly 
quantified and subtracted from the net emission before crediting. 
However, as explained in CL2.1 there is no leakage at this time. 
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The steps to calculate baseline and project emissions are given in 
the PDD. 

Evidence used to close NCR PDD and calculations given. Concurrent VCS validation and 
verification also confirms this indicator.  

Date closed 28 Feb 2012 

 
Indicator CL2.4 - 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. 

The PDD states that the planned deforestation module does take 
into account any contributions from non CO2 gasses. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and calculations provided in VCS materials for concurrent 
VCS validation/verification. 

Findings: PDD offers no evidence of calculations. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please reference in this section where the calculations can be 
located. Please provide a discussion that details the findings from 
use of the referenced methodology. Please relate this answer to 
the baseline and project activities. 

Date issued 16 Feb 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb  2012 
The module VMD0006, Planned Deforestation, does take into 
account any contributions arising from Non-CO2 gases as seen 
from step 5 in CL2.3 above. The calculations can be found in the 
VCS Project Description. The leakage of these gases for the 
present instance are zero because there deforestation agent has not 
deforested any other areas due to lack of ownership. This should 
be contrasted with the calculations of baseline and project 
activities where the contributions of these gases is significant. 

Evidence used to close NCR PDD and concurrent VCS validation and verification and review 
of calculations. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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CL3 Climate Impact Monitoring 
Indicator CL3.1 - 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 PDD describes the monitoring plan that was identified in the 
pending VCS verification information. The monitoring plan has 
been submitted to validators. 
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Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, review of monitoring plan information and site visit. 

Findings: PDD identifies the monitoring plan that was included in the VCS 
verification that is concurrently occurring. The monitoring plan 
uses all relevant modules and tools. Carbon pools selected are 
being verified through VCS currently and selection has been 
found to be correct and conservative. Indicator is satisfied. 

 
Indicator CL3.2 - 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. 

PDD is not completed for this section. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit and discussions with project proponent. 

Findings: This section of the PDD was not completed. 
Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

 
Please complete this section. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012  
The project proponent commits 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. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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CM1 Net Positive Community Impacts 
Indicator CM1.1 - 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 PDD describes some of the potential negative aspects of 
reduced deforestation on local communities, however the PDD 
goes on to discuss the opportunities this project offers the local 
community that would create a positive community impact. “This 
project is able to marry three concepts. 
First, it reduces and/or removes carbon emissions. Second, the 
project is a labor source for surrounding local communities. 
Third, the labor is used to increase biodiversity with the 
enrichment of endangered and vulnerable species in the ICUN 
Red List of Threatened Species. That is this project goes beyond 
climate change goals and also focuses on increasing biodiversity 
in the project area by enriching with endangered and vulnerable 
species. The enrichment process generates a pool of labor that 
mitigates to a great degree the loss of employment that 
deforestation of the project area would have brought about.” 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: PDD adequately covers this indicator. Validation findings support 
conformance with this indicator. 

 
Indicator CM1.2 - Demonstrate 
that no High Conservation Values 
identified in G1.8.4-6 will be 
negatively affected by the project. 

The PDD states “The following areas: 
a. Areas that provide critical ecosystem services 
b. Areas that are fundamental for the livelihoods of local 
communities 
c. Areas that are critical for the traditional cultural identity of 
communities 
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d. As well as those areas defined in section G1.8 
will not be negatively affected by the project.” 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD description and site visit. 

Findings: The description does not constitute a demonstration. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please demonstrate how each of these HCV’s will not be 
negatively affected. Please do this for each individual HCV listed 
in this indicator. If none of these exist in the project area, please 
confirm this. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
There are no HCV’s G1.8.4-6 in the project zone. So their 
protection is not required. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, site visit, discussion with project proponents, site managers. 
Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

 
CM2 Offsite Stakeholder Impacts 
Indicator CM2.1 - Identify any 
potential negative offsite 
stakeholder impacts that the project 
activities are likely to cause. 

The only impact is the non-growth of the labor pool that would 
have resulted from deforestation. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, interviews with community members and site visit 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 
 
Indicator CM2.2 - Describe how 
the project plans to mitigate these 
negative offsite social and 
economic impacts. 

The negative impacts have been mitigated: the project will 
generate jobs for the purpose of enriching the project area with 
endangered and vulnerable species. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, discussions with project proponent and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 
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Indicator CM2.3 - Demonstrate 
that the project is not likely to 
result in net negative impacts on 
the well-being of other stakeholder 
groups. 

As a result of the replacement of the jobs lost, the project is not 
likely to result in net negative impacts on the well-being of other 
stakeholder groups. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit including discussion with project proponents, 
community members and staff. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 
 
CM3 Community Impact Monitoring 
Indicator CM3.1 - 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 initial plan is to monitor a single variable: the project’s 
impact in the community’s income. The community is the set of 
all the residents that live within a 10 km radius from the projects 
instance’s headquarters. This includes among others, the 
community of origin Takana Cavineno. Thus the project will 
monitor the amount of employment it generates for the 
community within the project. The monitoring plan is concerned 
with the generation of employment within the project area. As 
such, the plan will: 
a. Monitor and estimate the amount of employment it generates. 
b. The method will be to measure the amount of employment is 
generates and the average wages paid as a result of the project 
activities. This will be compared with the no project scenario. The 
difference must be positive income. 
c. The frequency for the measurement of the employment/mean 
wages will be every 5 years or less. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit 

Findings: Validation findings support compliance with this indicator. 

 
Indicator CM3.2 - 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 project zone does not contain any High Conservation Values 
related to the communities’ well-being. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 
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Findings: Validation findings support compliance with this indicator. Upon 
visiting the site, it was found that the Brazil Nut is a very 
important aspect of the community’s livelihood.  According to the 
project proponent, there are approximately 200 Brazil Nut trees 
on the property; however, the nut harvest from these trees is the 
property of the land owner (project proponent) and he has granted 
permission to his employees for harvest of these nuts. No other 
community members have historically harvested these nuts so no 
historic community benefit is being impacted. 

 
Indicator CM3.3 - 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. 

The project proponent commits 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. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit and discussion with project proponent. 

Findings: Written commitment to develop a full monitoring plan assure 
conformance with the indicator. 

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

The PDD makes the argument that deforestation would ruin the 
habitat of most of the species of animals and plants that currently 
exist on the project site. Many of these species are listed on the 
IUCN Red List. In the “with” project scenario, their habitats and 
perhaps themselves would be spared destruction. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, site visit and discussions with community members and 
project proponent. 
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Findings: Validation findings support conformance with this indicator. 

Opportunity for Clarification: Please list in this section your plans to plant several native species 
of trees that are listed as being threatened or endangered. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
The project proponent has plans to plant several native species of 
trees that are listed as being vulnerable or endangered. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit. Some seeds have been purchased and 
delivered to the site. Planting season is in November. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 

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

PDD lists that there are no HCV on the project. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD site visit and discussions with community members. 

Findings: HCV G1.8.1 b was listed as being present on the project site and 
many examples of this were located during the site visit. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please correct this section to reflect that the HCV do exist on the 
project area. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
The project area contains High Conservation Values. This will be 
protected under the avoided deforestation activity and enriched 
under the enrichment activity. By avoiding deforestation, the 
HCV will be spared the inevitable logging or burning. By 
enriching the project area the vulnerable and endangered species 
will be increased in number making its extinction less likely. 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD, site visit, witness of vulnerable and endangered trees on 
site.  

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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Indicator B1.3 - 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. 

PDD states that all species being used to enrich the forest are 
native species and planted species are those that are listed as 
endangered or vulnerable in the IUCN Red List. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, general project description, and site visit. Also viewing of 
bags of seeds collected from endangered trees. 

Findings: Exact tree species are not listed. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please list the exact names of all tree species being used as 
enrichment for the project area. Please confirm that there are no 
non-native trees already growing on the property. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 
Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
The species are Amburana cearensis, Cedrela odorata, 
Bertholletia excelsa. There are no non-native trees already 
growing on the property. 

Evidence used to close CAR Site visit, PDD, sampling plot measurements. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator B1.4 - 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 

There are no exotic species used in the Project area. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 
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Indicator B1.5 - Guarantee that no 
GMOs will be used to generate 
GHG emissions reductions or 
removals. 

The Project will not use any genetically modified organisms in its 
operations. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, interviews with staff and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 

 
B2 Offsite Biodiversity Impacts 
Indicator B2.1 - Identify potential 
negative offsite biodiversity 
impacts that the project is likely to 
cause. 

The Project does not anticipate any offsite negative biodiversity 
impacts. Offsite impacts will be positive since larger habitat and 
forest areas will improve the long-term viability of populations 
offsite through connectivity of off-site habitats on surrounding 
conservation lands. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 

Clarification: Please change wording to reflect the terms project area and 
project zone. 
 28 Feb 2012-Change is made. 

Date Issued: 16 February 2012 
 
Indicator B2.2 - Document how 
the project plans to mitigate these 
negative offsite biodiversity 
impacts. 

No mitigation is required due to the nature of the project.  

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 
 
Indicator B2.3 - 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 Project does not anticipate any offsite negative biodiversity 
impacts. 
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Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and site visit. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator due to the 
nature of the project. 

 
B3 Biodiversity Impact Monitoring 
Indicator B3.1 - 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). 

The current monitoring plan is concerned with the increase in 
biodiversity in the project area as it pertains to tree species and 
volume. The monitoring plan identifies the types of measures, the 
sampling method and the frequency of the measurements. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD and discussions with project staff and project proponent. 

Findings: PDD does not list the plan for selection of project variables. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please list how you have selected the project variables that will be 
monitored and what species will be monitored. 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
 PDD added “These variables were selected following the 
guidelines in “Measurement Guidelines 
for the Sequestration of Forest Carbon”, Timothy R.H. Pearson, 
Sandra L. Brown, 
Richard A. Birdsey. (2007).” 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and sampling plot verification. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
 
Indicator B3.2 - 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 

PDD states that there are no HCV on site. 
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(G1.8.1-3) present in the project 
zone. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, discussion with project proponent. 

Findings: PDD does not develop a plan or identify the HCV's listed 
previously. 

Non-Conformity Report (NCR) to 
address non-conformance: 

Please describe the initial plan for assessing the effectiveness of 
the measures that will maintain HCV’s, specifically G 1.8.1.b 
threatened species (i.e. how will the presence be confirmed and 
are your efforts working?). 

Date issued 16 February 2012 

Project proponent response/actions 
and date 

29 Feb 2012 
PDD added “The initial plan for assessing the effectiveness of 
measures used to maintain or enhance High Conservation Values 
will be limited to the project area as it is the only area affected by 
the enrichment activity. In the project area the plan will: 
a. Monitor and estimate the biomass tree species that are 
endangered or vulnerable in the IUCN Red List (as listed in 
section G1.8). 
b. The method will be to measure DBH of all the trees introduced 
into the project area and then use peer reviewed literature to 
determine the total biomass of each tree species included in the 
enrichment list. This will be compared to biomass measured in the 
previous monitoring period. The increase/decrease will be 
quantified as a percentage growth/loss. 
c. The frequency for the measurement of the enriched biomass 
will be every 5 years or less. The effectiveness of the measures 
will be determined by the count in the number and the amount of 
biomass of enriched species. The number and biomass of the 
enriched species must grow every year for the enrichment activity 
to be successful. Should this not happen, procedures will be 
revisited to ensure that these targets are fulfilled in subsequent 
years.” 

Evidence used to close CAR PDD and site visit. 

Date closed 29 Feb 2012 
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Indicator B3.3 - 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. 

PDD commits to developing the plan within 6 months of the 
project start date and 12 months of validation. 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

PDD, discussion with project proponent. 

Findings: Validation findings confirm compliance with indicator. 

 
Gold Level Section 
GL1 Climate Change Adaptation Benefits         Not Applicable           
GL2 Exceptional Community Benefits               Not Applicable         
 
GL3 Exceptional Biodiversity Benefits          
Indicator 1 – Vulnerability 
Regular occurrence of a globally 
threatened species (according to the 
IUCN Red List) at the site: 
 
1.1 - Critically Endangered (CR) 
and Endangered (EN) species - 
presence of at least a single 
individual;      or 
 
1.2 - Vulnerable species (VU) - 
presence of at least 30 individuals or 
10 pairs. 

The project is aiming for the vulnerability criteria. Project 
proponent claims to have at least 3 Amburana cearensis that are 
(status Endangered A1 acd+2cd) and has well over 30 
Bertholletia excelsa (status vulnerable). 

Evidence Used to Assess 
Conformance: 

Site visit confirms presence of these trees. Validator took 
pictures and viewed these species on site. Discussion with 
project proponent, and site visit. 

Findings: PDD addresses the indicator. Conformance confirmed. 
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Public Shareholder Comments 
The PDD public comment period was held between 09 January 2012 and 08 February 2012. CCBA 
received zero (0) comments during the public comment period. 

Validation Conclusion 
ESI confirms all validation activities including objectives, scope and criteria, level of assurance and the 
PDD adherence to the CCB Project Design Standards (Second Edition – December 2008) as documented 
in this report are complete. ESI concludes without any qualifications or limiting conditions that the 
following CCB Project Design Documentation entitled Protection of the Bolivian Amazon Forest meets 
the requirements of the CCB Project Design Standards (Second Edition – December 2008) and Gold 
Level Biodiversity Benefits. 

Submittal Information 
Report Submitted to: Fermin Aldabe 

 
Climate, Community, and Biodiversity Alliance 

Report Submitted (CCBA-
Approved Validator) by: 

Environmental Services Inc. 
7220 Financial Way, Suite 100 
Jacksonville, Florida  32256 

Lead Validator and Regional 
Technical Manager (QA/QC) 
Names and Signatures: 

 
 
Shawn McMahon- Lead Validator 

 
 
Janice McMahon – Vice President / Regional Technical 
Manager - Forestry, Carbon, and GHG Services Division 

Date: 26 March 2012  
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