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GUIDELINES	
  ON	
  THE	
  TIMELINES	
  FOR	
  GOLD	
  STANDARD	
  PROJECT	
  REVIEWS	
  

(Effective	
  on	
  all	
  new	
  project	
  submissions	
  from	
  7th	
  October	
  2013)	
  

	
  
In	
  order	
  to	
  streamline	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  project	
  cycle,	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  Foundation	
  has	
  put	
  in	
  place	
  
project	
   cycle	
   timelines	
   and	
  guidance	
   for	
   reviewing	
  or	
   submitting	
  documentation	
   for	
   energy	
  projects	
  
(i.e.	
  renewable	
  energy,	
  end-­‐use	
  energy	
  efficiency	
  and	
  waste	
  handling	
  and	
  disposal	
  projects).	
  	
  
	
  
It	
   must	
   be	
   noted,	
   that	
   the	
   proposed	
   timelines	
   –	
   which	
   include	
   commitments	
   from	
   both	
   The	
   Gold	
  
Standard	
  Secretariat	
  and	
  Project	
  Proponents	
  (PPs)	
  –	
  are	
  indicative	
  and	
  are	
  not	
  legally	
  binding	
  in	
  nature	
  
for	
  both	
  the	
  PPs	
  and/or	
  Gold	
  Standard.	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  will	
  continually	
  strive	
  to	
  meet	
  the	
  set	
  time	
  
commitments	
  and	
  will	
  expect	
  the	
  PPs	
  to	
  do	
  the	
  same.	
  However,	
  in	
  certain	
  cases,	
  when	
  unforeseen	
  and	
  
unexpected	
  delays	
  occur,	
  clear	
  and	
  timely	
  information	
  shall	
  be	
  provided	
  by	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  and	
  is	
  
expected	
  from	
  the	
  PPs	
  in	
  order	
  to	
  maintain	
  the	
  efficacy	
  of	
  the	
  time	
  commitments.	
  
	
  
A	
  guide	
   to	
   the	
   indicative	
   timelines1	
  is	
  attached	
   in	
   the	
   table	
  below	
  –	
   the	
   following	
  outlines	
   the	
   initial	
  
steps	
  that	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  followed	
  by	
  all	
  parties	
  to	
  ensure	
  the	
  more	
  efficient	
  certification	
  of	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  
projects.	
  
	
  
I.	
  Submission	
  for	
  review	
  by	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard:	
  
	
  
The	
   review	
   process	
   will	
   be	
   initiated	
   once	
   a	
   complete	
   set	
   of	
   relevant	
   documentation	
   has	
   been	
  
submitted	
   to	
   The	
   Gold	
   Standard	
   Registry2	
  and	
   any	
   applicable	
   fees	
   have	
   been	
   paid.	
   The	
   Project	
  
Proponent	
  must	
  ensure	
  that	
  the	
  correct	
  templates	
  are	
  used	
  for	
  preparing	
  the	
  documents	
  and	
  that	
  all	
  
the	
  sections	
  of	
  the	
  documents	
  are	
  complete.	
  For	
  project	
  reviews	
  that	
  require	
  a	
  payment	
  of	
  fees	
  (e.g.	
  
registration,	
   internal	
   validation,	
   internal	
   verification,	
   design	
   change	
   reviews,	
   etc.),	
   the	
   Project	
  
Proponent	
  needs	
  to	
  co-­‐ordinate	
  with	
  the	
  relevant/nearest	
  Regional	
  Manager/Point	
  of	
  Contact.	
  Project	
  
Proponents	
   can	
   also	
   contact	
   ‘qa@cdmgoldstandard.org’	
   in	
   urgent	
   cases,	
   wherein	
   the	
   Regional	
  
Manager/Point	
  of	
  Contact	
  is	
  out	
  of	
  the	
  office.	
  
	
  
A	
   formal	
  e-­‐mail	
   confirming	
   that	
   the	
  documents	
  have	
  been	
   submitted	
   to	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  Registry	
  
must	
  be	
  sent	
  to	
  the	
  relevant/nearest	
  Regional	
  Manager/Point	
  of	
  Contact.	
  Either	
  the	
  Project	
  Proponent	
  
and/or	
   the	
   DOE	
   can	
  make	
   this	
   formal	
   request.	
  When	
   a	
   Project	
   Proponent	
   sends	
   this	
   formal	
   email	
  
confirmation,	
   the	
   DOE	
   must	
   be	
   included	
   in	
   the	
   request	
   and	
   in	
   any	
   further	
   communications.	
   This	
  
requirement	
   also	
   applies	
   to	
   any	
   subsequent	
   review	
   rounds.	
   Please	
   refer	
   to	
   the	
   attached	
   Annex	
   for	
  
more	
  information	
  about	
  the	
  relevant	
  documents	
  that	
  will	
  need	
  to	
  be	
  submitted	
  to	
  successfully	
  initiate	
  
the	
  review.	
  
	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  
1	
  Please	
  note,	
  the	
  indicative	
  timelines	
  do	
  not	
  apply	
  in	
  cases	
  where	
  TAC	
  approval	
  and/or	
  opinion	
  is	
  required.	
  In	
  such	
  cases,	
  
The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  will	
  keep	
  the	
  Project	
  Proponents	
   informed	
  about	
  the	
  upcoming	
  TAC	
  meeting	
  dates	
  and	
  the	
  outcomes	
  
relevant	
  to	
  the	
  project.	
  These	
  timelines	
  also	
  do	
  not	
  apply	
  to	
  special	
  scenarios	
  such	
  as	
  micro-­‐PoAs	
  that	
  use	
  more	
  than	
  one	
  
meth	
  and/or	
  one	
  technology	
  and/or	
  one	
  country.	
  For	
  these	
  situations	
  separate	
  timelines	
  will	
  be	
  communicated	
  on	
  a	
  case-­‐
by-­‐case	
  basis.	
  For	
   inclusion	
  of	
  Voluntary	
  Project	
  Activities	
  (VPAs)	
  and	
   internal	
  verification,	
  a	
  maximum	
  of	
  4	
  VPAs	
  shall	
  be	
  
submitted	
  for	
  review	
  at	
  one	
  time,	
  if	
  more	
  are	
  submitted	
  within	
  the	
  4	
  weeks,	
  alternative	
  timelines	
  shall	
  be	
  communicated	
  
separately.	
  	
  

2	
  For	
  registry	
  related	
  assistance,	
  ‘registry@cdmgoldstandard.org’	
  should	
  be	
  contacted.	
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Also,	
  it	
  must	
  be	
  noted	
  that	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  will	
  strive	
  to	
  respond	
  to	
  all	
  technical	
  queries	
  related	
  to	
  a	
  
project/methodology/rules,	
  etc.	
  within	
  5-­‐7	
  working	
  days.	
  
	
  
II.	
  Processing	
  of	
  review	
  requests:	
  
	
  
The	
  Gold	
   Standard	
   Foundation	
  will	
   confirm	
   the	
   receipt	
   of	
   any	
   formal	
   request	
  within	
   a	
   day	
   and	
  will	
  
proceed	
  to	
  conduct	
  a	
  completeness	
  check.	
  This	
  completeness	
  check	
  is	
  to	
  ensure	
  that	
  all	
  of	
  the	
  relevant	
  
and	
   requested	
   documents	
   have	
   been	
   submitted.	
   This	
   check	
   will	
   help	
   to	
   avoid	
   additional	
   feedback	
  
rounds	
   relating	
   to	
   incomplete	
   documents,	
   thereby	
   making	
   the	
   review	
   process	
   as	
   time	
   efficient	
   as	
  
possible.	
  The	
  review	
  period	
  starts	
  as	
  soon	
  as	
  the	
  completeness	
  check	
  has	
  been	
  finalised	
  and	
  payment	
  
of	
  fees	
  has	
  been	
  made	
  (wherever	
  applicable).	
  In	
  normal	
  circumstances,	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  Foundation	
  
will	
  finalise	
  the	
  completeness	
  check	
  and	
  initiate	
  review	
  period	
  within	
  3	
  working	
  days	
  of	
  receipt	
  of	
  the	
  
formal	
  e-­‐mail	
  confirming	
  the	
  submission	
  of	
  complete	
  set	
  of	
  documents.	
  If	
  complete	
  set	
  of	
  documents	
  
is	
  not	
  provided,	
   the	
   review	
  period	
  shall	
   start	
   from	
  the	
  date	
  when	
   the	
  complete	
  set	
  of	
  documents	
   is	
  
submitted.	
  
	
  
Historically,	
  DOEs	
   submit	
   their	
   feedback	
   together	
  with	
   the	
   validation	
  or	
   verification	
   report.	
   This	
   can	
  
cause	
  delays	
   in	
   the	
  review	
  process.	
  To	
  help	
  reduce	
  the	
  response	
  time	
  DOEs	
  can	
  now	
  make	
  a	
   formal	
  
response	
  to	
  corrective	
  action	
  requests	
  and/or	
  request	
   for	
  clarifications	
   in	
  the	
  review/feedback	
  form,	
  
submitted	
  before	
  the	
  final	
  validation	
  or	
  verification	
  reports	
  are	
  required.	
  Then,	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  approval	
  
of	
  the	
  responses	
  in	
  the	
  review/feedback	
  form,	
  revised	
  validation/verification	
  reports	
  can	
  be	
  submitted	
  
by	
  the	
  DOEs	
  prior	
  to	
  the	
  closure	
  of	
  the	
  review.	
  
	
  
III.	
  Delays	
  in	
  the	
  review	
  process:	
  	
  
	
  
Sometimes,	
   due	
   to	
   unforeseen	
   circumstances,	
   delays	
   in	
   the	
   review	
   process	
   do	
   occur.	
   If	
   a	
   delay	
   in	
  
providing	
   feedback	
   is	
   anticipated	
   by	
   The	
  Gold	
   Standard	
   Foundation,	
   an	
   advance	
   notification	
  will	
   be	
  
sent	
   to	
   the	
   Project	
   Proponent	
   with	
   a	
   reason	
   and	
   a	
   new	
   expected	
   date	
   of	
   delivery.	
   The	
   Project	
  
Proponent	
  will	
   be	
   expected	
   to	
   provide	
   the	
   responses	
   for	
   the	
   subsequent	
   review	
   rounds	
  within	
   the	
  
indicated	
  timelines.	
  
	
  
If	
  a	
  Project	
  Proponent	
  anticipates	
  a	
  delay	
  in	
  the	
  submission	
  of	
  responses	
  of	
  1-­‐2	
  weeks	
  on	
  the	
  proposed	
  
timeline	
  they	
  shall	
  notify	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  Secretariat	
  at	
  their	
  earliest	
  convenience.	
  The	
  Gold	
  
Standard	
  will	
  endeavour	
  to	
  provide	
  feedback	
  within	
  the	
  indicated	
  timelines	
  for	
  the	
  subsequent	
  review	
  
round.	
  However,	
  in	
  cases	
  where	
  there	
  is	
  a	
  delay	
  of	
  more	
  than	
  2	
  weeks,	
  a	
  revised	
  date	
  for	
  the	
  next	
  
review	
  round	
  will	
  be	
  established	
  by	
  The	
  Gold	
  Standard	
  Foundation	
  only	
  once	
  it	
  has	
  received	
  all	
  the	
  
relevant	
  responses	
  and	
  documents.	
  This	
  revised	
  date	
  will	
  be	
  based	
  upon	
  the	
  availability	
  of	
  the	
  
reviewers.	
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