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Basic Data

Green Resources Limited (GRL) is a subsidiary of Green Resources AS of Norway. Green Resources AS is
the leading plantation, carbon offset and renewabé&eggncompany in Eastern Africa. Green Resources
conducts reforestation activities in a number of locations in Tanzania, Uganda and Mozambique deriving
revenue streams from the sales of carbon offset and high quality timber and transmission poles, whilst
simultaneously bringing community and environmental benefits. The Uchindile and Mapanda Forest
Project also validated under the Afforestation Revegetation and ReforeqiaRét) category of the
Voluntary Carbon Standar@€CS), applies CDM approved methodgly AR-AM0005 version 03.

Version02: 1** May 2013.

General Section

G1. Original Conditions in the Project Area

G1.1.Location of the project and basic physical parameters

Location

Mapanda and Uchindile Forest Projects are twaerdie parcels of land covering a total of 13,334 ha
located in Mufindi and Kilombero Districts, Iringa and Morogoro Regions of Tanzania respectively. The
project boundaries and geographical locations are indicated below. The specific geographical positions
(longitude/latitude) have been determined from topographic sheets, satellite images and actual planting area

coordinates of the boundaries (polygons) established using GPS and stored in GIS.
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Figure G1: Location of the proposkproject activity

Physical Features

Hydrology

UFP: The hydrology of the area is characterised by several rivers and small streams flowing through the
area including the ones marking the borders of the project. Almost every valley bottom consists of
swanpy grounds portraying springs and rivers flowing out of the valleys. The major rivers flowing
through Uchindile/Lugala are Ngokomiche, Kihata, and Luiga whose banks are covered with natural
vegetation. A few small streams have their sources within theddréfee Forest Project. Most of the

streams flow into the Kilombero Valley which is to the south of the area.

MFP: The hydrology of Mapanda project area is characterized by major rivers, namely Mwenga river to
the west and Mkungwe, Kiverege, Mvino and iioo rivers all flowing into the Mwenga river. A few

other small streams also have their sources in the project area. The river banks and valleys are covered by



natural vegetation dominated by riverine tree speciesSyzygium cordaturand grassland thare left
intact for protection purposes.

Climate

UFP: area has a bnodal climate, characterised by a long dry season andradial rainfall distribution

in short and long rain periods. On average, it receives an annual rainfall of about 1000 mm éidte pro
area is located in a zone of potential evaporation varying between B200 mm/year. The annually
variation in potential evaporation is smaller and steadier as compared to rainfall. The short rainy season
occurs during Novembddecember and a longeseason between March and May. The area is
predominantly dry between July and October. The average temperature is ardDingith6the coldest

months between May to August/ September. Winds normally blow from the-Basth

MFP: the mean annual precigi@n is about 1050 mm, most of it falling between December and
April/May, but with drizzles (showers) extending to June and sometimes July. The prevailing winds blow
from East to West during the dry season and may blow from $maghto NortiWest duringthe wet

season. The mean temperature Cl@nd the coldest months are May to July.

Soill

UFP: The soil in most of the areas originates from granites which are deeply weathered. This type of soil
is moderately acid, poor, freely drained and markedly emtgul near the surface where there is often a
very high coarse grained soil fraction. The top soil have been exposed to annual fires and therefore
exhausted in humus content and the pH varies from 6.5. The soil is in general red loamy sand

(latosol).The slopes of the ridges are high and in some places range fro4020

MFP: The soil in Mapanda project area is a mixture of red and yellow clays often with dark humus top
soil whose agricultural productivity rating is medium. In some areas the topasobeen exposed to
excessive annual fires and erosion, and therefore exhausted in humus content. Soil colour ranges from red
clays to yellow. Soil pH ranges from 5.8.0. Some parts are prone to hardpans formation, which in most

cases are found ordges.

Ecosystems

UFP: Within the boundary of the project area there are existing patches of naturally growing shrubs and
trees and vegetation cover, which are mainly observed along river banks, valleys and steep slopes. These
are left as conservationess so as to protect the areas from erosion by rainwater, as well as protect the

rivers and streams from any negative hydrological impacts from the tree planting. The main species



dominating native vegetation cover &embretum sp. Nuxia congestrasseslominated by species of
hyperenia, aristideandthemadaand shrubs species. The remaining areas are degraded grassland lands,
and are not currently used for any activities due to poor soil and grasses which are not suitable for grazing.

MFP: The plantabn area has patches of natural vegetation consisting of tree species dimtls,as

albizia, savannah tree species and bushes. In river valleys riverine tree species can be observed dominated
by Syzygium cordatum, Syzygium guineriBee present vegetatioin the area is savannah like
commodities derived from montane forest. Remnants of the dominant species iRdtidari
curatelifolia, Catha edulis, Maesa lanceolata, Albizia gumifera, Prunus Africana and Nuxia conijesta
present the area is mainly agsland. Within the plantations the natural undergrowth is mainly
Hyperrheniagrasses with few scattered trees and shrubs. The soil is a mixture of red and yellow clays,

often with humus top soil.

G1.2. Types and condition of vegetation within the prtojeea

The vegetation in project area is categorized mainly into two major types; grassland and some scattered
trees and shrubs. Before the project’s inception the area was covered with 9094 beassgetation of

the hill tops and along the hills gles are dominated by grass. The natural undergrowth is composed of
patches of scattered trees and shrubs. The common species found in these sRotisearangolensis,
Syzygium cordatuyriern (Tyelypteris confluensRiver valleys and valley bottoms aieh in tree species
including Syzygium cordatum, Bridelia micranth@and Gardenia imperialisand fern Tyelypteris
confluen3. In the absence of the project activity theses patches of existing vegetation are threatened by
frequent wild fires, caused by thnopogenic burning (see also annex 3 in the VCS PDD, section 2 for
vegetation classification and stratification). Tree planting shall take place in degraded grassland regarded

as the project area.

TableG1.2.1andG1.22 below show the different landaglses and vegetation types at the end of the first

monitoring period.

TableG1.2.1.Land class stratification of Uchindile Forest Project

Land class Area (Ha)
Pine forest plantation 1528

! Ecological suvey, Munishj 2006



Eucalyptus forest plantation 1316
Trial plantations (nave and nonnative species) 25
Areas to be planted 362
Grassland 440
Rverine vegetation 826
Valley bottoms 2284
Water bodies 109
Gullies 73
Fire belt 113
Total 7,076 ha
% of total area planted with Pine and Euc 42%

TableG1.22. Land class stratification of Mapanda Forest Project

Land class Area (Ha)
Pine forest plantation 2500
Eucalyptus forest plantation 507
Areas to be planted 4
Grassland 731
Rverine vegetation 1126
Valky bottoms 1000
Water bodies 88
Gullies 14
Fire belt 288
Total 6,258 ha
% of total area planted with Pine and Euc 48%

G1.3. Boundaries of the project area ahé project zone

Uchindile Forest Project (UFEP) (see figure G1.3a)

1 Project Boundary: This area of land is confined within a parcelrd@d76 ha of land, located
on the lower elevation of Mufindi Escarpment, betwksitudes 89Nj 3 4 nj’4 & Njt 651§ S
and longitudes 32 3 Nj 2 8 rfj3 2ENj t 50@ aR &Htude obetween1100m and 1437m

above sea level. The external boundaries are mainly rivers with Kihata to the West, Luiga to



the North, and Mgelela to the South. The areaasgland where the landscape is dominated
by undulating ridges with steep slopes. The topography is generally covered with steep
valleys. The area is degraded grassland from frequent anthropogenic caused fires.

Mapanda Forest Project (MEP) (see figure3b):
1 Project Boundary: The MFP project activity is confined within a parcel of 6,258 ha of land

located on the lower elevation of Mufindi escarpment, within latitudes ISPIBNjo
8°334PN$Npngitudes. The altitude varies from 1400 m to 1753 m above sea [&hel.
external boundaries are rivers and the government owned Sao Hill Forest plantation in the
Western parts. In the nordast is village land and to the soutrc@vergence of Mkungwe

and Mwenga riversThe area is degraded grassland from frequent anthropogenic caused fires.

The project zone

Five villagesthatsurround the two project sites make up the project zone. These are Uchindile, Kitete and
Lugala for Udindile project site, and Mapanda and Chogo for Mapanda project site. The Bena and Hehe
are nativeso et hniThesgaressmal solder farmerk whe produce d¢rdpsanggimly for

subsistence. They are defined as primary stakeholders toojeetp
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Figure G3.3b: Map of the Mapanda project zone

Both of the two blocks of Mapanda and Uchindile have similar characteristics; in thatehey a
degraded grasslands with scattered shrubs and pockets of indigenous trees along river valleys and

gullies. The baseline environmental conditions are described below.

G1.4. Current carbon stocks within the project area(s), using stratification bydarat vegetation
type and met hods of carbon calculation from
Guidelines for National GHG Inventories for Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use or a morne

robust and detailed methodology

Please refeto this section of the CCBA PDD, datad" February2013.

t

he



G1.5. Description of communities in the project zone, including basic-sgolwomic and culturg
information that describes the social, economic and cultural diversity within communitidifjegen
specific groups such as Indigenous Peoples and describes any community characteristics

Please refer to this section of the CCBA PDD, da@tFebruary 2013.

G1.6. Description of current land use and customary and legal property rights inalodingunity
property in the project zone, identifying any ongoing or unresolved conflicts or disputes ovér land

tenure that were resolved during the last ten years

Land use

The existing vegetation ité area at the project stésstunmanagedegradedjraslandthat isexposed

into annual fires (picture G& below). There arescattered tregsshrubsand small patches of
vegetations on the gl andmore of this concentrate on the river bank3oncentration of trees on the
valley bottoms is mst probablydue to annual firethat forcedthe vegetatiorback intoriver banks
where moisture content is higithe subsistence faing was practisedalongsidelimited livestock
grazing where cattle were mainly kept in kraals. At the time of pheject inception,basdéine
assessmesftshow thathe farmers were harvesting their last food crop from this area as the poor soil

would not manage to give enough crops.

2 GRL, UchindileEIA. Orgut Consult1999
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Figure G.6: Site conditions prior project commence

Land tenure

GRL inherited the land titles from Emgpment Forestry Company Ltd (EFC) which was taken
over by GRL in 2001 and has a long term lease for the discrete areas of land from the

Government for the purpose of lobgrm reforestatioiTable G1.6)

GRL had a land dispute in the northern part @& Uchindile plantation, which has led to the

project boundary being adjusted to remove this area. The dispute was between the Tanzanian
Governmentds Ministry of Natur al Resources and
the government owned Sao Hibrest Plantation in Mgololo, which claims that the northern part

of GRL6s Uchindile Forest Pl antation is withi
The disputed area was approximately 5,474 hecta®L has the title deed for the whole area

of land and it has held, since 1999, a Certificate of Acceptance of Boundary Beacons from the

then Tanganyika Ministry of Lands, Forests and Wildlife, Survey Division approving the corner
beacons of the Uchindile land. In addition, GRL has received a fetter the Director of

3 All correspondence in relation to the disputed land is documented and will be presented to the DOE
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Forestry and Beekeeping in 1996 declaring that the Ministry of Natural Resources and Tourism
categorically declared that it had no objections to GRL being granted the area. The company has
had several meetings with the Ministry of NatluResources and Tourism to try and resolve the
problem and has agreed to surrender the disputed land back to the government, as the alternative
would be to follow the legal advice and pursue it in the courts. Green Resources had not been
planting in thedisputed area and no GHG benefits have been claimed from the disputed area.
GRL has therefore decided to reduce the area of the project by changing the project boundary so
as to exclude the disputed area.

GRL has therefore decided to exclude this area ftee VCS and CCBA project boundary area.

Table GL..6;. Landarea,tenure and legal title

Name Villages Area Tenure Deed
Uchindile Uchindile, Kitete 7,076 ha 99yrs from yr. 2000 50742
Chogo 1,606ha 99yrs from yr. 2003 89541

Mapanda MBYLR
Chogo & Mapada 4,652ha 99yrs from yr. 2003 8955i

MBYLR

G1.7. Current biodiversity within the project zone and threats to that biodiversity, using appropriate

methodologies, substantiated where possible with appropriate reference material

Please refer tthis section of the CCBA PDD, dated” February2013.

G1.8. Evaluation of whether the project zone includes any of the following High Conservatign

Values (HCVs) and a description of the qualifying attributes:

G1.8.1. Globally, regionally or nationglkignificant concentrations of biodiversity values; protected

areas; threatened species; endemic species; areas that support significant concentrations of a species

during any time in their lifecycle

13



Listedin Table G1.8.1below arespecies in théUCN Red Listor local dathasethat areof global

regionalor nationalor local values; species that are either endemic or endangered foundthgth

projectzone.Assessment of HCVRwith an aid of the toolkit hashown that the project zone contains

HCVFsdue to presence of these specieshle GL.8.1 Overview ofmammals, birds and plant species
found in the IUCN Redlist.

S/N | Species Name Life form | Source Status
1 Prunus africana Tree IUCN Red List Vulnerable
2 Protea welwistchii | Tree Munishi et al., 2009 Threatened
Protea rupestris
Osyris lanceolata | Tree Munishi et al 2009 Threatened
4 Hirundo atrocaerule| Bird IUCN Red ListW( Vulnerable
2008
5 Poeoptera keticki Bird WCST, 2008 East African enden
6 Sheppardia lowei | Bird WCST, 2008 Vulnerable
7 Lanius marwitzi Bird WCST, 2008 Endemicto Iringa
8 Anas sparsa Bird Munishi, et al., 2009 Rare
9 Cephalophus spadiy Mammal | IUCN RED List Endangered

Source: Ecological/botanical study, Environmental Impact Assessment reports

However such species are not abundant or use project zone in certain seasons of the year.

Although, very few of these species have been found, all area with possibilities of encountering such

speciess precautionaryprotected as HCVAsThese areas includalley bottomsyiverine forestthe

blue swallow protected arealong streamsnd in rivers banks.The HCVAs have been mapped and

will be goteced and monitored following requirements each speseshown irsection B.2.

G1.8.2 Globally, regionally or nationally significant large landsdapel areas where viable

populations of most if not all naturally occurring species exist in natural patterns of distribution

abundance

and

No HCVFs falling under this categoryane found in the project zone

* GRL highConservation Valu€orest Rport, Kimey, V. and Mtupile E (2012).
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G1.8.3 Threatened or rare ecosystems

No threatened or rare ecosystems were found in the project zone

G1.8.4 Areas that provide critical ecosystem services

The VCS projectactivity which is being implemented along with this CCBA project is taking place
within parcels of land that are titled @RL. GRL has use right tareas within the project boundary

which communities e not expected to uder any economi@ctivities;and with exception of very

few families the communitiessettlementsare far from the project(over 5 km by road) The only
ecosystem servickhat can link communitiesto the project are wateresourceghrough riversThere

are abundant alternative sources of water in the villages including springs and rivers which are used by
the communities. In additiomnly one originatefrom the projecflow outside the project. However,

this rive joins another river before in reaches communities. The rest of the rivers, do not flow into the

direction of the villages where communities are located

Therefore under the directive of tHeCVF toolkit, becaus®f available alternatives to these resources
and thus communities aret entirely depending on these rivers for their survival. €laee no areas
that provide critical ecosystem services in the project tueieare likely to be &écted by the project

activity.

G18.5. Areas that are fundamental for meeting the basic needs of local communities

As stated in section G18above, ommunitieswill not obtain their basic needsithin the project
boundarydue toalternativesavailability to them Therefore, the aredoes not provide uindamental
basic need$or the communitiesThe project will not affect the use of any resources that arecbasi
needs to communities in the project zone other than the project boundary feecaG® R fisdictiongl u

area is only within the project aremndis not expected to encroach any areas outside this area.

(G1.8.6.Areas that are critical for the traditional cultural identity of communities

1t



The Uchindile and Mapanda project axeasonce inhabitd with some few families, thus there were
cultural sites in the area when the project stafféds project applies principlesnd criteriaof FSC

and is certifiedunder this standardFSC require that prioto any activity communitiesnust be
involved inthe process of identifying areas tlaaé used for cultural or traditional purposes. Similarly

the requirements for land titlresuchthatcompensaon is not issued culturand traditional sites, as
theybelong topeople who own themAnd in addition,these musbe identified at this timeThe only

cultural sites that were identifietlring land acquisition and by FS@&re ritual sites and grave yards.

The identification of these sites was done with consultation of communities to whom such sites are of
culturalimportance, which were communities in the project z&@®RL has undertaken an additional
stakeholder consultatidrto identify any graves that for any reason wemssedduring the first

exercise.

According toG R L Bligh conservation Value foseguidelinemanagement of these sitisssuch that

after identification, GPS coordinates are taken for rmgp®n site,a radius of 10m from the centre is

left intact for protection of sth sites.The peripheryof the radius iscreefedand a path mad® the

nearest road. At the road signs are posted showing the directitthe gfrave, grave number and
distance from the road. Grave owners are welcomed to visit these sites at anytime that they want.

However,they are asked to give notice to the projeanage prior to making such visits.

® GRL Grave and Ritual Site Report. Mtupile, E., Kimey,&Kisondella, A. 2012

1€
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Figure G1.8.6a: Map ShowindgCVF at Uchindile Forest Project
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Figure G1.8.6b: Map ShowindCVF at Mapanda Forest Project

G2. Baseline Projections
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G.2.1. Most likely laneuse scenario in the absence of the ptd@lowing 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 whythe land

use scenario selected is most likely

See section @.1 of the CCBA PDD

G.2.2 Document thatroject 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 projectaretyu 6 addi ti onal 6 and
without the project

See section G.2.2 of the CCBA PDD

woul d be

G. 2.3a Calculate the estimated carbon $tock chan

reference scenario described above. This requires estimatiarbon stocks for each of the

landuse classes of concern and a definition of the carbon pools included, among the classes

defined in the IPCC 2006 GL for AFOLU. The timeframe for this analysis can be either|the

project lifetime (see G3) or the projecHG accounting period, whichever is more

appropriate

The baseline carbon stock changestlierproject have beexssumed to be zefoseesection
G.2.3a of theCCBA PDD

G.2.3b Estimate the net change in the emissions of0@? GHG emissions such as CiH4

and N2O in the 6wit h-©GQRtgasgsmosi be mdluded 8 they aralikelyo .

to account for more than 5% (in terms of CO21ui val ent ) of t he

impact over each monitoring period

See section G.2.3.b of the CBA PDD and @Gmate Section of this report for the calculation

of actual norCO2 GHG emissions.

G2. 4. Describe how the o6without projec
project zone, including the impact of likely changes in water, soil and ottedlylanportant

ecosystem services

19
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See section G.2.4 of the CCBA PDD

G25. Describe how the 6éwithout projectd|reference

project zone

See section G.2.5 of the CCBA PDD

G3.1. Summary of projectds major climate,
See section G.3.1 of the CCBA PDD

G3.2. Describe each project activity with expected climate, contynand biodiversity

i mpacts and its relevance to achieving|the

See section G.3.2 of the CCBA PDD

G3.3. Project location and boundaries of the project area(s), where the project activities will
occur, of the project zone and of aitshal surrounding locations that are predicted to be

impacted by project activities

The project location, boundaries of the project area, where the project activities will occur, of
the project zone and of additional surrounding locations that are f@ebtticbe impacted by

project activitiesare shown in sectio8.1.3.

G34. Project lifetime and GHG accounting period

The timeframe for the proposed project activity is 99 years; determined by the Tanzania
Land Act1999 in whichland can be leased farmaximum period of 99 yearEherefore the

two discreteparcelsof land have land titles for 99earseach. W¢hindile Forest Project has a
title deed forperiod from 1** April 2000 whilst Mapanda Forest Project has two titles of
ownership both for a peril of 99 years from 06December 2003.

The crediting periodvas chosefollowing theVCS guidanceTherefore theroject shall use

a 99 years fixed crediting period commencing in 200# management plan for this project

indicates long term stewardsloper the chosen crediting ped

2C
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G35. Likely natural and humamduced risks to the expected climate, community and
biodiversity benefits during the project lifetime and outline measures adopted to mitigate
these risks

See section G.3.5 of the CCBAP

G36. Specific measures to ensure the maintenance or enhancement of the high consefvation
value attributes identified in G1 consistent with the precautionary principle

See section G.3.6 of the CCBA PDD

G3.7. Measures that will be taken to maintandanhance the climate, community and

biodiversity benefits beyond the project lifetime

Please refer to this section of the CCBA PDD

G3.8. Community and stakeholder identification and involvement in project design through
effective consultation, padilarly with a view to optimizing community and stakeholder

benefits, respecting local customs and values and maintaining high conservation values

Please refer to this section of the CCBA PDD

G3.9.Publicizing the CCBA public comment period to commuasitand other stakeholders and

to facilitate their submission of comments to CCBA

The CCBA public comments periods for the PDD validation and Implementation Report
verification will be published for stakeholder comments on @@BA welsite. A number of
consultationswill be held with each of the villages during the public comments periods so that

the any member of the community can submit comments.

G3.10. Handling of unresolved conflicts and grievances that arise during project planning and

implementation

Individuals or firms, both from within or outside the company can raise a contention or

grievance to thattention of the Managing Directof GRL. The methodof grievance

21



resolutioni s directed i n 3tThedManagmgniractoyMb}¥ leads@ie s
resolution procesbut the resolution is directed to respective head of departments, who
determines how such a grievance can be respondeefdre advice is given to the MD
Since GRL works mostly in rural areas, thmajority of potentialstakeholders are in
these areas of operationThus the easiest way of local communities to deliver their
gueries has been through suggestion bin&slled at each village and in the plantation
offices where surrounding communities visits regularly. The suggestion boxes ar
emptied monthlyby only one responsible person, who is unlikely to be affected by
actions or reactions of stakeholder to avoid cotdlof interests. Then|l@rievances are
recorded in a registry log at GRind sent to MD if action is needéorkers can also
forward their complaints through their organization namely the Tanzania Plantation
Workers Union (TPAWU), through regular mejs or write a letter to the MD.

In this monitoring period, GRL conducted regular meetings and workshops with
communities where they aired their concerns, doubts and views. It was found during
interviews that communities were satisfied with the systenpleyed by GRL in
handling their issues. A strong rapport between the company and communities were
observed. As such only two formal grievances were recorded, and most of the
documentation in the GRL grievance registry was in the form of comments orrepinio

and were therefore not major issues as these seemed like regular communications that
GRL had with communities. Such comments were mainly on delays in payments of
salaries on a few occasions, requests for salary/wage increments, request for increased
nunber and early delivery of seedlings, as well as requests for further training on
woodlot management. The two formal grievances that were recorded are explained

below as well as the procedure taken to resolve them:

1. In 2009 the government brought in newgdé measures making it mandatory that
all workers in the forestry sector, even if just seasonal labour, had to contribute to
the National Social Security Fund (NSSF) with their employer, deducting the
contribution from their wages. This raised contentianoagst workers as
employees did not want to contribute to the NSSF and saw this deduction as
being unfair by the company. In addition, a lack of membership cards
exacerbated the situation as employees thought that there contributions were not

secure or the could retrieve their savings back. This was further aggravated by
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the fact that they reside in very remote areas where it would be a challenge for

them to follow up with the fund. In abidance with the law, GRL had to

implement this policy, and in lightfothe issues raised carried out further
sensitisation on the NSSF programme and engaged with the government to
arrange further support on the matter fo
officers attended meetings at the project and villages to exhleimeed of the

government to initiate such a system and to ensure that the employees are fully

aware of why they have to contribute to the NSSF and its benefits. It was

therefore agreed that deductions would only occur after members had been
registered ad membership cards issued.

2. GRL had a land dispute in the northern part of the Uchindile plantatioichw
has lel to the project boundary being adjusted to remove this area. The dispute
was between the Tanzanian Goveramdnent 6s N
Tourism and GRL. The dispute was raised by the government owned Sao Hill
Forest Pl antation in Mgolol o, which <cl ai
Uchindile Forest Plantation is within the Mgololo Forest Reserve, Mufindi
District. The disputed area wapproximately 5,474 hectafeSRL has the title
deed for the whole area of land and it has held, since 1999, a Certificate of
Acceptance of Boundary Beacons from the then Tanganyika Ministry of Lands,
Forests and Wildlife, Survey Division approving tkerner beacons of the
Uchindile land. In addition, GRL has received a letter from the Director of
Forestry and Beekeeping in 1996 declaring that the Ministry of Natural
Resources and Tourism categorically declared that it had no objections to GRL
being grated the area. The company has had several meetings with the Ministry
of Natural Resources and Tourism to try and resolve the problem and has agreed
to surrender the disputed land back to the government, as the alternative would
be to follow the legal adee and pursue it in the courts. Green Resources had not
been planting in the disputed area and no GHG benefits have been claimed from
the disputed area. GRL has therefore decided to reduce the area of the project by

changing the project boundary so asxolede the disputed area.

® All correspondence in relation to the disputed land is documented and will be presented to the DOE
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GRL has therefore decided to exclude this area for the purpose of carbon crediting and the new
boundary at Uchindile is as shown in figure 1.

GRL has separately present@dsummary oNGO reportson GRL6s projencts in th
highlands of Tanzaniathese are presented below:

NGO Repow:

GRL 6 s sout hern highlands forest carbon project
plantation and anttarbon trading NGOs, including the South African NGO, Timberwatch,

which has publ s hed two reports on GRLO6s | dete Forest P
CDM project, claiming that it wonot deliver cl
sustainable development objectilies Ot her reports have inmocl uded AT
Deliver the Moneyo0 as -pdilréseatsand palicy organgationors by t h

human rights, NomoGaia.

Some of these reports are inaccurate, unjustified and extremely biased, resulting in
sensationalised reports which misrepresent @Rs pr oj ect s. Many of the ¢
relied on the previous reports from Timber wat ch
Deliver the Moneyod t hat ® GRLsackmowdildes that thete haver | i er t
been some challenges in tlearlier years of implementation of its projedétsfor example,

ensuring that all employees wear protective gear at all timbswever, the company has

continually revised its policies to ensure that any such negative impacts are mitigated and

benefits fran the projects are delivered more effectively to its employees, local communities and

the environment.

The NomoGaia assessment of the Uchindile plantation and planned CHP project highlighted a
number of issues at the project from a human rights pergpestime of which were found to be

true and had gone undetected by management. GRL had extensive and ongoing communication
with NomoGaia during and after the assessment, and implemented new measures where it found
there had been shortfalls and necessapravements. NomoGaia was invited back to reassess

the project a year later and the second report showed large improvements at the puojaer

" http://timberwatch.org/uploads/TW%20Tanzania%20CDM%20plantations%20report%20low%20res%20(1).pdf
8 hitp://ccs.ukzn.ac.zalfiles/ CCS%20EJGhTOCDM%20report%20final. pdf
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improvements have been made in the last few years with the company continuously reviewing

the effectivenessf its policies.

These reports have been included in the Implementation Report so that the DOE is aware of such

claims and can confirm through the onsite visit that GRL has systems and policies in place which

are ensuring that any such negative impaasratigated and overall the project is delivering net

positive benefits to the climate, community and biodiversity.

G3.11. Demonstration of financial mechanisms adopted, including projected revenues from

emissia reductions and other sourcee® likdy to provide an adequate flow of funds for

project implementation and to achieve the anticipated climate, community and biodiversity

benefits

The project isnitially financed throgh Green Resources A%quity, as well as, timber and

carbon revenues, hich will provide financing for future planting, biodiversity and

communitybenefits(e.g.: sharing 00% carbon revenues witommunites). Furthermore,

according to the project participaimancial model the expected breakeven point would be in

2015and thus the project is expected to be cash flow positive onwards

whi

G4. Management Capacity and Best Practices

G.4.1 Il dentify a single project proponent,
implementation. If multiple organizations orindiveld s ar e i nvolved |[in the
development and implementation the governance structure, roles and responsibilities of each

of the organizations or individuals involved must also be described

Please refer to this section of the CCBA PDD

G.4.2 Documentkey technical skills that will be required to implement the project
successfully, including community engagement, biodiversity assessment and (carbon
measur ement and monitoring skills. Document

experience implememtg 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

“Green Resources Directorsoé Report, 2010
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Pleag refer to this section of the CCBA PDD

G.4.3 Include a plan to provide orienjtation an
relevant people from the communities with an objective of building locally useful skills and

knowledge to increase local paigiation 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 turnoverso that local capacity will not be lost

G R L 6apacity buildingprogramme intendt empowerits employees anthe local
communitiesin areas of forest management practiaed its associated activities and
risks through training and sensitization wohkgs.A summary of capacity building
that has been undertaken during this monitoring period is documentauens.4.3
below. Not all capacity building has been documented, however, since little
monitoring and recording was carried out in the fiest years of the project. Moving
forward, all capacity building sessions will be documentedupthtedinto database

on annual basisAspects that communities have been trained on indiidé AIDS
awarenesg-SCandCarbon certificationtree gowing ard woodlotsmanagementjrie
contro| gender awarenes®iodiversity conservationgrievance procesdHealth and

Safetyas well asNSSFissues. Figures 53 to 58 show the various capacity building

programmes undertaken by GRL.

Figure 59 and 60 Communiy training on woodlot management at Uchindile (left) and
community woodlot area measurement at Lugala (right)
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Figure 63 and 64: HIV training (left) FSC, Carbon and Biodiversity Cengation (right)
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