[image: ]	INSTRUCTIONS – DESIGN CHANGE VALIDATION OF PARIS AGREEMENT ALIGNMENT OR COMBINED DESIGN CHANGE AND VERIFICATION





Instructions  - Design Change Validation Of Paris Agreement Alignment Or Combined Design Change And Verification  Release date 15/05/2026 
[bookmark: _Toc222493116][bookmark: _Toc225760395][bookmark: _Toc227098202]
[bookmark: _Toc228433730][bookmark: _Toc228529455]Instructions for completing report
[bookmark: _Toc228529456][bookmark: _Toc228433731]DESIGN CHANGE VALIDATION OF PARIS AGREEMENT ALIGNMENT OR COMBINED DESIGN CHANGE AND VERIFICATION 

PUBLICATION DATE  15/05/2026
VERSION  1.0

CONTACT DETAILS
The Gold Standard Foundation
International Environment House 2
Chemin de Balexert 7-9
1219 Châtelaine Geneva, Switzerland
Tel +41 22 788 70 80
Email help@goldstandard.org


	POA/VPA/Project ID
	Insert ID as GSXXXXX here 

	POA/VPA/Project Title
	Insert project title here 

	VVB name
	Insert VVB name here



GENERAL GUIDELINES
1. Intended Audience & Purpose
This form is designed to support VVBs in preparing a Validation Report (ValR) or a combined Validation/Verification Report (CombR) for design changes, or for combined design change and verification within the Gold Standard for the Global Goals (GS4GG) certification framework. The form supports VVBs in reporting assessments that enable projects to demonstrate Paris Agreement Alignment.
2. Use the below file naming requirement for submission to Gold Standard:
	Submission stage
	Naming format
	Details

	Design Review and Design Change
	GSID_ValR_DDMMYYYY_VER_X
	DDMMYYYY = Date of releasing the Validation report
X = Version number

	Combined design change and verification
	GSID_CombR_MP_X__DDMMYYYY_VER_Y
	X =Monitoring period number
DDMMYYYY = Date of releasing the Combined design change and verification report
Y = Version number 



3. Complete this form in English and use the same format without any modification in font, table, heading or logo. 
4. Clearly mark any non-applicable sections as "Not Applicable" and explicitly state that the section is left blank intentionally with valid justification. 
5. Submit this document as non-editable PDF file only. An updated VerR shall be submitted in both clean and track-change version.
6. For adding any additional information in the form, add additional appendices in PART VIII -  of the document.

[bookmark: _Toc222493117][bookmark: _Toc225760396][bookmark: _Toc227098203][bookmark: _Toc228433732][bookmark: _Toc228529457]SUMMARY
This form provides a structured tool for Validation and Verification Bodies (VVBs) to assess and validate/verify a project’s transition to a Paris Agreement–aligned (PA-aligned) methodology under the Gold Standard for the Global Goals (GS4GG), where the project seeks issuance of credits for vintages from 1 January 2026 onwards or seeking a voluntary transition to PA-aligned methodology for vintages prior to 1 January 2026.

The form operationalises the requirements set out in the GS4GG Paris Agreement Alignment Requirements and supporting Guidance. It is designed to support a consistent, transparent, and efficient evaluation of the mandatory PA-Alignment Design Change or Combined Design Change and Verification, ensuring that projects correctly apply the new methodology, meet eligibility and additionality provisions, update monitoring and baseline approaches, and comply with transition rules applicable to their project status.

The form follows the targeted scope of PA-Alignment Validation or Combined Design Change and Verification and focuses only on elements affected by the transition, helping VVBs avoid unnecessary re-assessment of previously validated aspects. It also supports documentation of audit evidence, identification of non-conformities, and formulation of a clear validation/verification conclusion.

This form has following sections, and they are applicable in different scenarios as explained below:


	Section
	Design change
	Combined design change and verification

	Part I - Executive summary
	✓
	✓

	Part II - Validation/verification team, technical review team and approver
	✓
	✓

	Part III - Means of validation/verification
	✓
	✓

	Part IV - Validation assessment of PA-alignment design change
	✓
	✓

	Part V - Verification assessment
	-
	✓

	Part VI - Internal quality control
	✓
	✓

	Part VII - Validation/verification opinion and certification statement
	✓
	✓

	Part VII - Appendices
	✓
	✓




NOTE: Gold Standard maintains an online FAQ covering all aspects of the PA-Alignment process, including, the Deferred Issuance mechanism, procedural steps, timelines, VVB training requirements, and fees. VVBs and project developers should consult this resource for the latest guidance: https://goldstandardhelp.freshdesk.com/support/solutions/articles/44002688997



[bookmark: _Toc227098204][bookmark: _Toc229656456]Key project information
	GS POA/VPA/Project activity ID
	>> Enter the unique Gold Standard for Global Goals (GS4GG) reference number with GS prefix and numerical ID that was assigned to the project during its initial Gold Standard submission

	POA/VPA/Project activity title
	>> Provide the title of the proposed project as in the PDD. 

	Project Type
	☐ Project activity
☐ Programme of Activity
☐ VPA

	Project Developer/CME
	>> Enter the Project Developer’s/Coordinating/managing entity’s name exactly as shown in the cover letter submitted to Gold Standard

	Host Country
	>> Enter the official name of the country(ies) where the project will be physically located and implemented

	PDD version number
	>> Provide version number of the PDD to which this report is prepared

	Monitoring report version number
(if applicable)
	>> Provide the version number of the monitoring report to which this report is prepared

	Methodology applied before PA-Alignment 
		Methodology/Standardized baseline title
	Version No. 

	Insert here
	Insert here

	ADD as necessary
	Insert here

	
	


Enter the methodology(ies) and/or standardized baseline's official title and version number in the format specified above.
For framework methodology, include both the framework methodology name and module, along with their corresponding version numbers.

	PA-Aligned Methodology applied
		Methodology/Standardized baseline title
	Version No. 

	Insert here
	Insert here

	ADD as necessary
	Insert here

	
	


Enter the methodology(ies) and/or standardized baseline's official title and version number in the format specified above.
For framework methodology, include both the framework methodology name and module, along with their corresponding version numbers.

	Project Status
	☐ Design Certified
☐ Performance certified

	Crediting Period number and duration
	☐ 1st ☐ 2nd  ☐ 3rd ☐ …
Select the appropriate option and provide the duration in DD/MM/YYYY to DD/MM/YYYY

	Monitoring Period under review (if applicable)
	DD/MM/YYYY to DD/MM/YYYY 
(including both start and end dates)

	Transition Type
	☐ Mandatory
☐ Voluntary Early Adoption

	Date of PAA submission
	DD/MM/YYYY



[bookmark: _Toc227098205][bookmark: _Toc229656457]VVB Information
	Version number of completion of the validation/verification report
	>>Insert version number of validation/verification report submitted for GS review

	Date of completion of the validation/verification report
	DD/MM/YYYY
Enter the date when the completed  validation/verification report was submitted to the GS 

	Name of the VVB
	>> Insert name

	GS approval expiry date
	DD/MM/YYYY

	Is the VVB approved for the applicable sectoral scope?
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	Is the lead auditor PA training certified?
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	Name, position of the approver of the validation report
	Insert name and position

	Signature of Approver
(Final version only)
	Insert signature

	VVB signing date
	DD/MM/YYYY




[bookmark: _Toc229656458]FAR Raised for PROJECT DEVELOPER/CME

	List the FARs raised for Project Developer/CME here.

	FAR 1.
	

	FAR 2.
	

	FAR 3.
	







[bookmark: _Toc229656459]Project Impact summary

	Emission Reductions/Removals

	Estimated Annual emission reductions/ removals over the crediting period of the proposed activity
	Emission reduction /removals for
	☐ 1st Crediting period 
☐ 2nd Crediting period
☐ 3rd Crediting period
☐ ….

	
	Select the crediting period type that applies to the information below.

	
	Emission types
	tCO2e/year – annual average before application of PA-aligned methodology
	tCO2e/year – annual average after application of PA-aligned methodology

	
	☐ Emission reductions
	Insert the amount per year 
	Insert the amount per year 

	
	☐ Removals
	Insert the amount per year
	Insert the amount per year 

	
	Select the emission types of the proposed project and enter the estimated average annual emission reductions or net removals expected from the proposed project before and after the Paris aligned methodology is applied
When the proposed project involves both types of emissions, insert the estimated average annual emission for each type separately.

	Estimated annual emission reductions/removals per project technology or measure or appropriate units distributed/ implemented in the proposed project activity
	 Technology/measure 
	tCO2e/year – annual average per technology/ measure or appropriate unit

	
	Example 1- Clean cookstove
	3.2 tCO2e/year per cookstove 

	
	Example 2- Water filter
	2.1 tCO2e/year per water filer

	
	Example 3- Forestation
	3.5 tCO2e/year per hectare

	
	Example 4- Forestation SOC
	0.30 tCO2e/year per hectare

	
	Provide the annual emission reductions/removals estimates for the first crediting period or total crediting period. 
For projects with multiple technologies/measures, break down emission reductions/removals by each component. For example: 
For ARR projects: Mention separate values for biomass and soil organic carbon sequestration 
For Multi technology projects: Detail emissions separately (e.g., cookstove emissions and methane avoidance from animal waste management for biogas project) 
If calculating emissions by technology/measure is not feasible, provide a clear justification. 
Here are two examples:
Example 1: ARR Project
For the afforestation project, the annual carbon sequestration per hectare is:
· Biomass carbon sequestration: 3.5 tCO2e/year per hectare
· Soil organic carbon sequestration: 0.30 tCO2e/year per hectare
Example 2: Biogas Cooking Project
Annual emission reductions per unit for 1st crediting period:
· Reduction from avoided wood fuel use: 3 tCO2/year per stove
· Reduction from methane avoidance: 1.5 tCO2/year per stove



[bookmark: _Toc225760399][bookmark: _Toc222493120]
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PART I -  [bookmark: _Toc208579125][bookmark: _Toc227098207][bookmark: _Toc229656460]EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
>> Provide a summary of the project (including the purpose and general description and location), the validation/verification process and its conclusion
[bookmark: _Ref125613797][bookmark: _Toc208579126][bookmark: _Toc227098208]
PART II -  [bookmark: _Toc229656461]VALIDATION/verification TEAM, TECHNICAL REVIEW team AND APPROVER
2.1 [bookmark: _Toc227098209]Validation/verification team member(s)

	No.
	Role
	Type of resource
	Last Name
	First Name
	Affiliation
(e.g. name of central or other office of VVB or outsourced entity)
	Involved in

	
	
	
	
	
	
	Desk/document review
	On-site inspection
	Interviews
	Validation/Verification findings

	>>
	Team leader/Validator/Expert etc.
	External/internal
	>>
	>>
	>>
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	
	(Copy/paste rows as necessary)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Provide the details of the validation/verification team members along with the roles they played.

2.2 [bookmark: _Toc227098210]Technical Reviewer(s) and approver(s) of the validation/verification report
(Copy/paste rows as necessary)
	No.
	Role
	Type of resource
	Last Name
	First Name
	Technical competences (technical expertise and GS expertise – Yes/No)
	Affiliation
(e.g. name of central or other office of VVB or outsourced entity)

	>>
	Technical reviewer/Approval, etc.
	External/internal
	>>
	>>
	>>
	>>



Provide the details of the technical reviewer(s) and approver(s) in the table above. It shall be noted that technical reviewer and approver should not be same.

2.3 Is VVB required to comply with any government regulations regarding VVBs?
☐  Yes 
☐  No
☐ Not Applicable

>>
If yes, brief about the same: 
Please provide a brief whether the VVB and/or the audit team members are required to comply with government regulations like registration of the VVB with national authorities, national accreditation of the VVB etc.

PART III -  [bookmark: _Toc225764884][bookmark: _Ref125613798][bookmark: _Toc208579127][bookmark: _Toc227098211][bookmark: _Toc229656462]MEANS OF VALIDATION/VERIFICATION
3.1 [bookmark: _Toc227098212]Desk review/planning 
>>

	Milestone
	Date

	Start date of project activity
	DD/MM/YYYY

	Date of previous site visit
	DD/MM/YYYY

	Deadline for next site visit
	DD/MM/YYYY

	Current site visit date
	DD/MM/YYYY

	Mode of current site visit
	☐  Physical Site visit
☐  Remote audit




Detail on desk review/Planning and justification on risk assessment:
>> Explain how the desk/document review process was conducted, including summarising the different types of documents reviewed and justification on risk assessment as part of the validation/verification process. List all documents reviewed or referenced during the validation in Appendix 3 below.
Also confirm that in case of combined validation of design change and verification, single site visit was conducted, if applicable. 
 
3.2 [bookmark: _Toc225764887][bookmark: _Toc227098213]Physical Site visit or Remote audit (if applicable) 
>> Summarise all on-site inspections performed during the validation/verification, including auditors’ names in the tables. Remove this table if not applicable.

	DURATION OF PHYSICAL SITE VISIT: DD/MM/YYYY TO DD/MM/YYYY

	NAME
	ROLE
	LOCATION OF VISIT
	ACTIVITY PERFORMED ON-SITE

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



>> If the VVB have not conducted an on-site inspection, describe the alternative means used and justify that they are sufficient for the purpose of validation/verification in accordance with applicable requirements in the validation and verification standard. Remove this table if not applicable.
	DURATION OF REMOTE INSPECTION: DD/MM/YYYY TO DD/MM/YYYY

	NAME
	ROLE
	REMOTE AUDITING MEANS/METHODS
	TOPICS COVERED

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	




3.3 [bookmark: _Toc227098214] List of interviewees
[bookmark: _Toc222493129]>> List all interviews (i.e. in-person interviews, web/teleconferences, etc.) conducted during the validation/verification in the table.
	No.
	INTERVIEWEE
	DATE
	SUBJECT
	TEAM MEMBER INVOLVED

	
	Name
	Affiliation
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	



3.4 [bookmark: _Toc227098215]Sampling approach
>> 
· Where a sampling approach is used for the validation/verification, summarise the sampling approach used during the validation/verification (e.g. random sampling).
· Where a sampling approach is used for the on-site inspection, include a description of how the sample size was determined and field check was carried out. 

3.5 [bookmark: _Toc227098216]Application of materiality
1. 
2. 
3. 
3.1. 
3.2. 
3.3. 
3.4. 
3.5. 
3.5.1. [bookmark: _Toc227098217]Consideration of materiality in planning the verification (if applicable)

	No.
	Risk that could lead to material errors, omissions or misstatements
	Assessment of the risk
	Response to the risk in the verification plan and/or sampling plan

	
	
	Risk level
	Justification
	

	>>
	>>
	>>
	>>
	>>


· Describe in the table above, risks that could lead to material errors, omissions or misstatements, assessment of the risk and response to the risk in the verification plan and/or sampling plan.
· For “Assessment of the risk”, rank the level of each risk with one of the following options and present the justification on the judgement of the risk level considering the elements of the risk such as its likelihood and impacts:
a. High;
b. Medium; or
c. Low
3.5.2. [bookmark: _Toc227098218]Consideration of materiality in conducting the verification (if applicable)
>>
· Describe how materiality concept was applied in determining whether detected errors, omissions or misstatements were material or immaterial either individually or in aggregate.
· Describe whether and how the verification plan and/or sampling plan were revised to take into account the need for further audit procedures due to the nature/type of the errors, omissions or misstatements detected.

3.6 [bookmark: _Toc222493131][bookmark: _Toc227098219]Clarification requests (CLs), corrective action requests (CARs) and forward action requests (FARs)

	Area of validation findings
	No. of CLs
	No. of CARs
	No. of FARs

	Compliance with the design documentation form
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Methodology selection and technical implementation
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Paris alignment integrity and eligibility assessment
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Compliance of design change components
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Poa-specific validation
	>>
	>>
	>>




	Area of verification findings
	No. of CLs
	No. of CARs
	No. of FARs

	Compliance with MR form 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Compliance of general description of project activity with design certified/revised design documentation 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Compliance of project activity location 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Compliance with the reference of applied methodology and standardized baselines
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Implementation of project activity 
	
	
	

	Compliance of description of implemented project activity 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Assessment of FARs from previous certifications
	
	
	

	Compliance of description of monitoring system applied by the project activity 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Compliance of data and parameters 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Data and parameters fixed ex ante or at renewal of crediting period 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Data and parameters monitored 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Comparison of monitored parameters with previous monitoring period 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Implementation of sampling plan 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Compliance of monitoring and addressing of reversals
	
	
	

	Compliance of calculation of emission reduction/removal
	
	
	

	Assessment of baseline emission calculation 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Assessment of project emission calculation
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Assessment of leakage emission calculation
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Assessment of calculation of net benefits 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Comparison of actual emission reduction/removal with estimates in approved design documentation
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Remarks on increase in achieved reduction/removal from estimated value in approved PDD 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Assessment of safeguards reporting 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Gender reporting 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Sustainable development contribution 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Stakeholder inputs and legal disputes 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Benefit sharing 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Assessment of any other co-benefits 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Confirmation of avoidance of double issuance 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Annual reports 
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Others (please specify)
	>>
	>>
	>>

	Total
	>>
	>>
	>>



Indicate the numbers of CLs, CARs, and FARs raised for each of the items above. Provide the details (description, responses from project developer and outcome from the VVB) in Appendix 4.
PART IV -  [bookmark: _Ref125613799][bookmark: _Toc208579128][bookmark: _Toc227098220][bookmark: _Toc229656463]VALIDATION ASSESSMENT of paris Agreement alignment design change 
4.1 [bookmark: _Toc227098221][bookmark: _Toc203500696][bookmark: _Toc208579129]Compliance with the design documentation form
	VVB confirmation
	Is the correct Design Document (PDD/PoA-DD/VPA-DD) form used to draft the revised document and is reporting in line with the instructions to fill the form?

Check that the project developer has used the latest GS4GG-approved form version applicable to the project type (PDD, PoA-DD, or VPA-DD).
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Has the relevant Design Document been revised to reflect the new PA-aligned methodology and all required changes?

Review the revised Design Document holistically to confirm that all sections affected by the methodology transition have been updated, including the project description, applicability conditions, baseline calculations, additionality assessment, leakage, and monitoring plan. Sections referencing the superseded methodology should have been updated or clearly replaced.
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	Means of validation
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



4.2 [bookmark: _Toc227098222]Methodology selection and technical implementation
	VVB confirmation
	Has the Project Developer explicitly identified which PA-aligned methodology the project will apply?

The revised design document must clearly state the name and version number of the PA-aligned methodology being adopted.
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Is the target PA-aligned methodology published and approved by GS?

Cross-check the identified methodology against the official GS PA-Alignment Schedule. If the required PA-aligned methodology has not yet been published, the VVB cannot validate or verify 2026+ vintages and the project is in Deferred Issuance status. Do not proceed with PA-Alignment validation for post-2026 credits until the methodology is available.
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Is the identified PA-aligned methodology applicable to the project's activity type, scale, and location?

Review the applicability conditions in the PA-aligned methodology document and confirm the project meets each criterion: technology type, scale thresholds, geographic scope, and any host country-specific conditions. If the project does not meet an applicability condition, raise a CAR. Consider whether the methodology's transition provisions allow historically implemented activities to remain eligible under amended conditions.
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Are there any specific methodology transition provisions applicable and if yes are they considered appropriately?

Some PA-aligned methodologies include specific transition provisions for projects converting mid-crediting period (e.g., provisions on technology eligibility lifetime, simplified additionality tests for ongoing projects, or specific data requirements). Check the methodology text for any such provisions and confirm the PD has correctly applied them. Where no transition provisions exist, mark NA

	☐ Yes
☐ No
☐ NA

	
	Has the baseline been recalculated per the PA-aligned methodology, incorporating below-BAU baseline and all applicable policies?

Assess and confirm if the baseline calculation has been done in line with the requirements of the PA-aligned methodology.
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	Has the applicable Downward Adjustment Factor (DAF) been calculated using the GS4GG Tool 5- Downward Adjustment Factor Determination?

VVB shall confirm that the DAF has been calculated appropriately using the applicable tool and under the provisions of applicable methodology. VVB shall assess the calculations, assumption and all other relevant details to establish correctness. 
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Is the DAF value correctly calculated based on the host country's national climate ambition (Net-Zero targets, NDC)?

VVB shall assess if the country’s national climate ambitions have been considered appropriately in line with the requirements of Tool 5 or methodological requirements.
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	Has leakage been re-assessed with broader scope including upstream AND downstream emissions?

VVB shall assess and report if leakage has been assessed in line with the methodological requirements. 
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	Has the monitoring plan been revised to fully align with PA-aligned methodology requirements?

VVB shall assess and report is the revised monitoring plan is in line with the methodology applied and the applicable methodological tools/standards, as necessary.
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	Has the Monitoring Plan been updated to include all parameters required by the PA-aligned methodology?

VVB shall assess and confirm if all the applicable ex-ante and monitoring parameters have been added to the monitoring plan.
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	Has formal uncertainty assessment been conducted applying PA-aligned methodology standards (where required)?

If the applicable methodology needs uncertainty assessment, VVB shall confirm if the assessment is inline with the requirements.
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	Has the project applied the PA-Aligned Methodology in its entirety (DAF, additionality, leakage, monitoring) without selectively retaining elements of the old methodology?

The VVB shall confirm if any aspects are carried forward from the older methodology under exceptional provisions like an approved deviation request.
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	AVOIDING TECHNOLOGY LOCK-IN: Has the VVB assessed that the project activity does not lock in high-carbon technologies or practices that would obstruct the host country’s transition to sustainable alternatives?

Per the PA alignment Guidance document (para 2.2.1c), PA-aligned methodologies are designed to prevent lock-in of high-carbon technologies. The VVB should assess whether the project technology or practice is consistent with the host country’s long-term decarbonisation trajectory. It shall be assessed in line with the methodological requirements. 
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	DATA QUALITY AND UNCERTAINTY – CONSERVATIVENESS FACTORS: Has a formal uncertainty assessment been conducted where required by the PA-aligned methodology, and have conservativeness factors been applied where high uncertainty is present in key parameters? 

Per PA alignment guidance para 2.5, data quality requirements can indirectly reduce credit volume by applying conservativeness factors if high uncertainty is present. Data that does not meet quality standards may be deemed ineligible for calculations. The VVB must confirm that: (a) a formal uncertainty assessment was conducted per methodology requirements; (b) conservativeness factors have been applied where triggered; (c) the resulting impact on verified credit volume has been documented.
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	Means of validation
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



4.3 [bookmark: _Toc227098223]Paris alignment integrity and eligibility assessment
	VVB confirmation
	Has the project assessed and incorporated ALL enforced national policies affecting baseline and additionality?

The VVB shall assess and confirm if the project developer has reported consideration of national polices on aspects related to baseline and additionality, as required by the applicable methodology. VVB shall also assess any other areas where this is relevant as per the methodology.
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Has the project demonstrated regulatory surplus - that credits are only generated for emission reductions EXCEEDING mandated requirements?

The VVB shall assess and confirm project’s compliance with demonstration of regulatory surplus as required by the applied methodology.
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Has additionality been re-assessed per PA-aligned methodology requirements, focusing on ongoing financial need?

For projects transitioning mid-crediting period, this assessment shall typically focus on confirming the ongoing reliance on carbon finance for the sustained operation of the project (ongoing financial need), and ensuring compliance for any forward-looking expansion, unless the methodology stipulates otherwise.
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	If project is voluntarily adopting PA-aligned methodology for pre-2026 vintages, has this been explicitly declared?

The PA-alignment of projects is mandatory for post-2026 vintage issuance, however, PDs can voluntarily also conduct the alignment. VVB shall assess and report it specifically.
	☐ Yes
☐ No
☐ NA

	Means of validation
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



4.4 [bookmark: _Toc227098224]Compliance of design change components
	VVB confirmation
	Is the scope of this PA-Alignment Design Change Validation correctly limited to assessing the changes required by the new methodology, and does it avoid re-assessing project elements unaffected by the transition?

The VVB shall confirm that during the design change validation, only the elements of PA-alignment were assessed and it did not involve re-assessing other components of the project
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	Means of validation
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



4.5 [bookmark: _Toc227098225]PoA-specific validation
	VVB confirmation
	Has the PoA-DD been updated and validated under the PA-Aligned Methodology prior to any VPA issuing 2026+ credits?
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	
	Is the PoA-DD revised to include all relevant aspects of PA-aligned methodology?
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	Is the VPA eligibility re-assessed in line with the requirements of PA-aligned methodology?
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	
	If the answer to question above is yes, does the revised structure meet all requirements of the GS4GG PoA Requirements and the applicable PA-aligned methodology?
	☐ Yes
☐ No


	Means of validation
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>




PART V -  [bookmark: _Toc224121266][bookmark: _Toc227098226][bookmark: _Toc229656464]VERIFICATION ASSESSMENT
Complete the tables in this section to verify the compliance with each specific requirement in accordance with applicable verification requirements in the validation and verification standard by describing:
0. （a) Means of verification: describe how the compliance was verified. 
0. （b) Findings: provide a brief description of the findings.
（c) Conclusion: provide a conclusion on the compliance based on the findings.
Extra sections could be added as per the project type/uniqueness

[bookmark: _Ref49860651][bookmark: _Toc224121267][bookmark: _Toc227098227][bookmark: _Toc229656465]DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT activity
[bookmark: _Toc40962734][bookmark: _Toc224121268][bookmark: _Toc227098228]Compliance with MR form 
	[bookmark: _Toc40962735]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



State whether the MR has been completed using the valid version of the applicable Monitoring Report form, following the instructions in the Template Guide.

[bookmark: _Toc224121269][bookmark: _Toc227098229]Compliance of general description of project activity with design certified/revised design documentation
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



Assess and report if the description of the project is in compliance with the implementation plan in the PDD/VPA-DD


[bookmark: _Toc224121270][bookmark: _Toc227098230]Compliance of project activity location 
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



In this section, the auditor shall report the project’s precise geographic identification as assessed during validation or verification, including the host country, relevant region(s)/state(s)/province(s), and cities, towns, or communities, with street name and number where applicable. 
The auditor shall provide their opinion on the consistency with the design documentation.


[bookmark: _Toc40962736][bookmark: _Toc224121271][bookmark: _Toc227098231]Compliance with the reference of applied methodology and standardized baselines
	[bookmark: _Toc40962737]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall report if the applied methodology or standardised baseline is in compliance with the revised/ design certified design documentation.
Provide the exact references (titles and version numbers where available) for:
a) Selected methodologies: List the methodologies chosen for the project
b) Other methodological regulatory documents: Include any additional standards, methodologies, tools, and guidelines used in accordance with the selected methodologies
c) Selected standardised baselines (if applicable): List any standardised baselines selected for the project



[bookmark: _Toc228529486][bookmark: _Toc228530342][bookmark: _Toc228529496][bookmark: _Toc228530352][bookmark: _Toc228529497][bookmark: _Toc228530353][bookmark: _Toc40962738][bookmark: _Ref47706306][bookmark: _Ref49860659][bookmark: _Toc224121273][bookmark: _Toc227098233][bookmark: _Toc229656466]IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECT activity
[bookmark: _Toc40962739][bookmark: _Toc224121274][bookmark: _Toc227098234][bookmark: _Ref418094175]Compliance of description of implemented project activity 
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall assess whether the information provided by the Project Developer (PD) on the implementation and actual operation of the project is complete, accurate, and consistent with applicable requirements and supporting evidence.
Specifically, the VVB shall:
· Verify project implementation timeline 
· Confirm the reported dates for key milestones (e.g., construction, commissioning, and start of operation). 
· Cross-check these dates against supporting documentation (e.g., commissioning certificates, contracts, permits, operational records). 
· Assess multi-site project information (if applicable) 
· Verify that the PD has clearly described the implementation status and start date of operation for each site. 
· Confirm consistency between reported site-level information and available evidence. 
· Assess phased implementation (if applicable) 
· Confirm that the PD has clearly described each phase of implementation and the progress achieved in each phase. 
· Verify that phase-wise timelines and status are supported by appropriate documentation. 
· Check consistency with Design Certified PDD 
· Compare the reported implementation details with those described in the Design Certified PDD. 
· Identify any deviations (e.g., changes in technology type, specifications, scale, or configuration). 
· Assess reported changes 
· Verify that any changes from the Design Certified PDD are clearly disclosed and transparently described. 
· Assess whether such changes are permissible under applicable requirements and whether they impact eligibility, baseline, monitoring, or crediting. 
· Evaluate completeness and transparency 
· Confirm that the information provided is sufficiently detailed to understand the implementation and operational status of the project. 
· Identify any gaps, inconsistencies, or ambiguities requiring clarification.

The VVB shall:
· Provide a clear conclusion on whether the implementation and operational information is accurate and compliant with the requirements. 
· Clearly document: 
· Any deviations from the Design Certified PDD 
· Any missing or inconsistent information 
· Any requests for clarification (CLs) or corrective action requests (CARs) raised 
· Provide justification for the assessment, referencing the evidence reviewed.


[bookmark: _Toc215295443][bookmark: _Toc224144155][bookmark: _Toc224144205][bookmark: _Toc227098235]B.1.1 Forward Action Requests 
(Copy/paste tables for each FAR left open from the validation or from the previous verification)
	FAR ID:
	>>

	FAR raised at:
	|_|	Validation for design certification
|_|	Validation for design certification renewal
|_|	Previous verification

	VVB that raised the FAR:
	>> 

	
	Validation or verification report version number and date:
	Date:
	Enter a date
	
	
	Version:
	>> 

	Description of the issue:
	>> 

	
	Requirements:
	>> 

	Responses from project developer:
	>> 

	
	Evidence provided:
	>> 
	Date:
	Enter a date
	VVB assessment and conclusion:
	>> 

	
	
	Date:
	Enter a date




[bookmark: _Toc40962746][bookmark: _Ref47706319][bookmark: _Ref49860669][bookmark: _Toc224121276]

[bookmark: _Toc227098236][bookmark: _Toc229656467]compliance of DESCRIPTION OF MONITORING SYSTEM APPLIED BY THE PROJECT activity

	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall assess whether the monitoring system and monitoring plan, as implemented by the Project Developer (PD), are consistent with the Design Certified PDD and comply with all applicable methodological and regulatory requirements.
Specifically, the VVB shall:
· Verify description of the monitoring system 
· Assess whether the PD has accurately described the monitoring system implemented for the project. 
· Confirm that the description is consistent with the monitoring system outlined in the Design Certified PDD. 
· Verify that all key elements (e.g., parameters monitored, data collection procedures, roles and responsibilities, QA/QC procedures, data management systems) are clearly described and supported by evidence (e.g., monitoring manuals, SOPs, data logs, system screenshots). 
· Assess consistency with actual implementation 
· Verify that the monitoring system described is reflective of the actual practices observed during site visits (if applicable) and/or through remote assessment. 
· Identify any discrepancies between documented procedures and actual implementation. 
· Assess monitoring plan compliance with applied methodologies 
· Evaluate whether the monitoring plan, as implemented, complies with the requirements of the applied methodologies, including: 
· Correct parameters monitored 
· Appropriate measurement methods and frequency 
· Use of prescribed formulas and emission factors 
· Confirm that any methodological requirements related to data handling, conservativeness, and uncertainty are adhered to. 
· Assess compliance with standardized baselines (if applicable) 
· Verify that the monitoring plan aligns with the requirements of any applied standardized baselines, including data collection, eligibility conditions, and parameter monitoring requirements. 
· Assess compliance with other applicable methodological/regulatory documents 
· Confirm that the monitoring plan complies with all other relevant methodological documents and requirements under the applicable validation and verification standard. 
· Cross-check that any updates, clarifications, or guidance issued by the standard have been appropriately considered. 
· Evaluate changes from Design Certified PDD 
· Identify any deviations in the monitoring system or plan compared to the Design Certified PDD. 
· Assess whether such changes are clearly justified, transparently reported, and permissible under applicable requirements. 
· Evaluate whether changes impact the accuracy, completeness, or conservativeness of monitoring. 
· Assess data integrity and reliability 
· Evaluate whether the monitoring system ensures robust, transparent, and traceable data collection and management. 
· Verify the presence and implementation of QA/QC procedures.



[bookmark: _Toc40962747][bookmark: _Ref47706326][bookmark: _Ref49860677][bookmark: _Toc224121277][bookmark: _Toc227098237][bookmark: _Toc229656468]compliance of DATA AND PARAMETERS
Section A. [bookmark: _Ref418094907][bookmark: _Toc40962748][bookmark: _Toc224121278][bookmark: _Toc227098238]
Section B. 
Section C. 
Section D. 
D.1. Data and parameters fixed ex ante or at renewal of crediting period
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



Explain how each of the ex-ante parameters applied for the GHG calculations were assessed in accordance with the applicable requirements of the applied methodologies, standardized baselines and the other applied methodological regulatory documents to calculate baseline emissions/removals, project emissions/removals and leakage as well as GHG emission reductions or net Removals in accordance with the applicable requirements in the validation and verification standard.


D.2. [bookmark: _Ref418094911][bookmark: _Toc40962777][bookmark: _Toc224121279][bookmark: _Toc227098239]Data and parameters monitored
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



Explain how the data and parameters to be monitored that are used in the equations to calculate GHG emission reductions or net Removals were assessed in accordance with the applicable requirements in the validation and verification standard.
Determine whether the monitoring activities comply with the design certified monitoring plan in accordance with the applicable verification requirements related to the compliance of monitoring activities with the design certified monitoring plan in the validation and verification standard.
Where the project developer applied a sampling approach for the determination of data and parameters monitored, determine in section D.4 whether the sampling efforts and surveys comply with the validated sampling plan in accordance with the applicable verification requirements related to the compliance of monitoring activities with the design certified monitoring plan.
For each item of data and parameter monitored, determine whether the calibration was conducted at the frequency as specified by the design certified monitoring plan, applied methodologies, and applied standardized baselines and the other applied methodological regulatory documents in accordance with the applicable verification requirements related to the compliance with the calibration frequency requirements for measuring instruments in the validation and verification standard.


D.3. [bookmark: _Toc224121280][bookmark: _Toc227098240][bookmark: _Toc341456040][bookmark: _Toc40962778]Comparison of monitored parameters with previous monitoring period
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



For Community Service Activities, please state and compare monitored parameters in D.2 with the previous monitoring period. Provide a short explanation for any values that have increased/ or are less conservative.

D.4. [bookmark: _Toc224121281][bookmark: _Toc227098241]Implementation of sampling plan
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



Explain how the sampling plan is assessed in accordance with the latest available standard for sampling and surveys from CDM/Paris Agreement Crediting . 

D.5. [bookmark: _Toc224121282][bookmark: _Toc227098242]Compliance of monitoring and addressing of reversals
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



Explain how the risk of non-permanence of GHG emission reductions or net Removals and the measures to address risks of reversals were assessed in accordance with the applicable requirements in the validation and verification standard.
Determine whether the monitoring of reversals complies with the design certified monitoring plan and risk mitigation plan and is in accordance with the applicable verification requirements related to the compliance of monitoring activities in the validation and verification standard. 
Determine whether the addressing of reversals, if any, complies with the requirements of the validation and verification standard and respective requirements of the applied methodologies and other applied methodological regulatory documents. 
Determine whether the risks of reversals were addressed, consistent with the risk mitigation measures as per risk mitigation plan and respective requirements.

[bookmark: _Toc315189228][bookmark: _Toc317860226][bookmark: _Toc341474081][bookmark: _Toc40962779][bookmark: _Ref47706333][bookmark: _Ref49860683][bookmark: _Toc224121283][bookmark: _Toc227098243][bookmark: _Toc229656469]COMPLIANCE OF CALCULATION OF EMISSION REDUCTION/REMOVAL
E.1. [bookmark: _Ref315873983][bookmark: _Ref418095428][bookmark: _Toc40962780][bookmark: _Toc224121284][bookmark: _Toc227098244]Assessment of baseline emission calculation`
	[bookmark: _Ref315873986][bookmark: _Ref418095432][bookmark: _Toc40962781]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>


[bookmark: _Toc224121285]
VVB shall assess the sample calculations for all formulae used to calculate baseline emissions applying actual values. Check the spreadsheets used (including sheet names as necessary) and evidence mentioned in the monitoring report.

E.2. Assessment of project emission calculation
	[bookmark: _Toc40962782]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>


[bookmark: _Toc224121286]
VVB shall assess the sample calculations for all formulae used to calculate project emission, applying actual values. Check the spreadsheets used (including sheet names as necessary) and evidence mentioned in the monitoring report.


E.3. [bookmark: _Toc227098246]Assessment of leakage emission calculation 
	[bookmark: _Toc40953319][bookmark: _Toc40953601][bookmark: _Toc40962783][bookmark: _Ref315873988][bookmark: _Toc40962784]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>


[bookmark: _Toc224121287]
VVB shall assess the sample calculations for all formulae used to calculate leakage emission values , applying actual values. Check the spreadsheets used (including sheet names as necessary) and evidence mentioned in the monitoring report.

E.4. [bookmark: _Toc227098247][bookmark: _Toc40962785]Assessment of calculation of net benefits 
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>


[bookmark: _Toc40962786][bookmark: _Toc224121288]
Verify the estimates for each design certified SDG impact, starting with SDG 13 first.


E.5. [bookmark: _Toc227098248]Comparison of actual emission reduction/removal with estimates in approved design documentation
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



VVB shall check the comparison of estimated (ex-ante) impacts for this monitoring period (i.e. this monitoring period number) with the values actually achieved.


Section A. [bookmark: _Toc227141456][bookmark: _Toc227141537][bookmark: _Toc227141617][bookmark: _Toc228433777][bookmark: _Toc228529514][bookmark: _Toc228530370][bookmark: _Ref4665389][bookmark: _Toc227098249]
Section B. 
Section C. 
Section D. 
Section E. 
E.1. 
E.2. 
E.3. 
E.4. 
E.5. 
E.5.1. Explanation of calculation of value estimated ex ante calculation of revised/approved PDD/PoA-DD/VPA-DD for this monitoring period
	[bookmark: _Toc40962789]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>


[bookmark: _Toc224121289]
The estimated ex-ante calculation may use slightly different assumptions than the monitored data. VVB shall assess how the estimate was calculated – the aim of this comparison being to detect and understand any anomalous results as compared to what was validated.

E.6. [bookmark: _Toc227098250]Remarks on increase in achieved reduction/removal from estimated value in approved PDD
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



VVB shall assess whether the actual SDG Impacts achieved are greater than the amount based on the ex- ante estimation in the Design Certified PDD. If so, explain the cause of any increase in the actual Impacts achieved by the project activity during this monitoring period, including all information that is different from that stated in the Design Certified PDD. Please mark not applicable for afforestation and reforestation (A/R) projects.

[bookmark: _Toc40962790][bookmark: _Ref47706347][bookmark: _Ref49860694][bookmark: _Toc224121290][bookmark: _Toc227098251][bookmark: _Toc229656470]assessment of SAFEGUARDS REPORTING
	[bookmark: _Toc40962791]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall assess whether the Project Developer (PD) has adequately reported on, implemented, and monitored the Safeguarding Principles included in the monitoring plan, in accordance with applicable requirements and the Design Certified PDD.
Specifically, the VVB shall:
· Verify completeness of safeguarding reporting 
· Confirm that the PD has provided a structured report on all Safeguarding Principles included in the monitoring plan. 
· Assess implementation progress and effectiveness 
· Evaluate whether the PD has provided a clear update on the implementation of safeguarding measures. 
· Assess the reported successes, failures, and any improvements made to mitigation measures. 
· Verify that statements on performance are supported by evidence (e.g., monitoring records, stakeholder feedback, site observations). 
· Verify monitoring of indicators and tolerances 
· Assess whether all key safeguarding indicators identified in the monitoring plan are being monitored as required. 
· Confirm that performance against pre-set tolerances or thresholds is clearly reported. 
· Verify that any exceedances, deviations, or anomalies are transparently documented and appropriately addressed. 
· Assess reporting on ‘Potentially’ risks and re-assessment requirements 
· Verify that the PD has reported on all safeguarding assessment questions previously identified as “Potentially”. 
· Confirm that any requirements for regular re-assessment have been followed. 
· Evaluate whether updated risk assessments are consistent with actual project conditions and supported by evidence. 
· Evaluate consistency with Design Certified PDD and monitoring plan 
· Cross-check that safeguarding monitoring and reporting align with commitments made in the Design Certified PDD and monitoring plan. 
· Identify any deviations, omissions, or inconsistencies. 
· Assess responsiveness and corrective actions 
· Verify that identified issues, risks, or safeguard-related incidents have been appropriately addressed. 
· Assess whether corrective or improvement measures are adequate and implemented in a timely manner.


[bookmark: _Toc224121291][bookmark: _Toc227098252][bookmark: _Toc229656471]GENDER REPORTING
Section F. [bookmark: _Toc227141469][bookmark: _Toc227141550][bookmark: _Toc227141630][bookmark: _Toc228433790][bookmark: _Toc228529527][bookmark: _Toc228530383][bookmark: _Toc224121292][bookmark: _Toc227098253]
Section G. 
G.1. Data and parameters to be monitored for Gender Sensitive certification
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall assess whether the Project Developer (PD) has adequately reported on and implemented the gender indicators included in the monitoring plan for gender sensitive certification, in line with applicable requirements and the Design Certified PDD.
Specifically, the VVB shall:
· Verify applicability and completeness 
· Confirm whether gender indicators are applicable. 
· Verify that all required information under monitoring report is provided for each indicator (e.g., indicator, relevant issue, achieved value, monitoring methods, responsibilities, frequency, QA/QC, and use of results). 
· Assess relevance and consistency 
· Evaluate whether the indicators appropriately address identified gender issues and align with the Design Certified PDD and monitoring plan. 
· Verify implementation and data accuracy 
· Confirm that monitoring methods are implemented in practice and supported by evidence. 
· Cross-check reported values with underlying records. 
· Assess QA/QC and monitoring arrangements 
· Verify that roles, responsibilities, monitoring frequency, and QA/QC procedures are clearly defined and effectively implemented. 
· Evaluate use of results 
· Assess whether monitoring results are used to improve gender outcomes, with evidence of corrective or improvement actions.

G.2. [bookmark: _Toc224121293][bookmark: _Toc227098254]Data and parameters to be monitored for Gender Responsive certification
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



VVB shall verify whether the project has conducted a gender analysis and baseline assessment in accordance with the latest GUIDELINE: GENDER EQUALITY REQUIREMENTS & GUIDELINES V2.0. Confirm that the project has established a monitoring framework with gender-responsive actions, targets, and performance indicators to track progress against the baseline.
[bookmark: _Toc228481573][bookmark: _Toc228514782][bookmark: _Toc229656472]sustainable development contribution
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



VVB shall assess and report on the appropriateness of implementation and reporting of SDG monitoring indicator.
[bookmark: _Toc228529533][bookmark: _Toc228530389][bookmark: _Toc224121294][bookmark: _Toc227098255][bookmark: _Toc229656473]STAKEHOLDER INPUTS AND LEGAL DISPUTES 
Section H. [bookmark: _Toc227141475][bookmark: _Toc227141556][bookmark: _Toc227141636][bookmark: _Toc228433796][bookmark: _Toc228529535][bookmark: _Toc228530391][bookmark: _Toc227098256][bookmark: _Toc224121295]
Section I. 
I.1. Assessment of Inputs and Grievances which have been received via the Continuous Input and Grievance Mechanism together with their respective responses/mitigations. 
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall assess whether all issues identified during the crediting period—through monitoring, grievance mechanisms, audits, or stakeholder feedback—have been comprehensively reported, appropriately addressed, and supported by adequate mitigation measures. The VVB shall verify that each issue has a clear response, that mitigation actions are proportionate and evidenced, and that any measures requiring ongoing tracking are incorporated into the monitoring plan with defined parameters, frequency, and responsibilities. The VVB shall conclude on whether issue management is adequate and compliant, and document any gaps, including unreported issues, insufficient mitigation, lack of integration into the monitoring plan, missing evidence of implementation, and any CLs/CARs raised, with justification based on evidence reviewed.


I.2. [bookmark: _Toc224121296][bookmark: _Toc227098257]Assessment of any stakeholder mitigations that were agreed to be monitored. 
	[bookmark: _Toc40962796]Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>


[bookmark: _Toc224121297]
VVB shall assess and provide an opinion on the update on any mitigations proposed to stakeholders that were agreed to be monitored.

I.3. [bookmark: _Toc227098258]Assessment of any legal contest that has arisen with the project during the monitoring period
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall assess whether the Project Developer (PD) demonstrates compliance with all applicable host country legal, environmental, ecological, and social regulations throughout the monitoring period.
Specifically, the VVB shall:
· Verify regulatory compliance 
· Confirm that the project holds all required permits, approvals, and licenses, and that these remain valid. 
· Assess compliance with applicable legal, environmental, ecological, and social requirements based on supporting documentation. 
· Assess legal challenges (if any) 
· Verify whether any legal challenges or disputes related to regulatory compliance have arisen during the monitoring period. 
· Assess whether such cases have been transparently reported and appropriately addressed. 
· Evaluate implications for project eligibility and continued certification. 
· Verify transparency of reporting 
· Confirm that all relevant events, non-compliances, or legal proceedings during the monitoring period have been fully and transparently disclosed. 
· Assess impact on certification status 
· Evaluate whether any identified non-compliance or failure to disclose information may affect the project’s compliance status or eligibility under the standard.



[bookmark: _Toc224121298][bookmark: _Toc227098259][bookmark: _Toc229656474]BENEFIT SHARING

	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



The VVB shall include a summary of its assessment in the Verification Report, including:
a) A description of the proposed benefit sharing arrangement.
b) Implementation the benefit sharing during the monitoring period.
[bookmark: _Toc228514788][bookmark: _Toc229656475]ASSESSMENT OF ANY OTHER CO-BENEFITS 
	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



VVB shall assess if any other co-benefits are being reported for the monitoring plan as a part of registered design. Also provide an opinion on the appropriateness of the implementation and reporting of the same.

[bookmark: _Toc225760453][bookmark: _Toc225764935][bookmark: _Toc224121299][bookmark: _Toc227098260][bookmark: _Toc229656476]CONFIRMATION OF AVOIDANCE OF DOUBLE ISSUANCE 

	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



VVB shall verify that the project has appropriate measures in place to prevent double issuance of carbon credits. Determine whether:
· The project is design certified , or covered by a programme, under any other international, regional, national, or subnational GHG mitigation crediting scheme; and if so
· The project developer have obtained a confirmation from the other crediting scheme that the same GHG emission reductions or net Removals being requested for issuance of GS VERs have not been or will not be credited under the other crediting scheme.

[bookmark: _Ref133929204][bookmark: _Toc224121300][bookmark: _Toc227098261][bookmark: _Toc229656477]Annual Reports

	Means of verification
	>>

	Findings
	>>

	Conclusions
	>>



An annual report shall be submitted for each monitoring year by end of next calendar year for which verification is not completed. If a verification is in progress but not completed, then an Annual Report is still required by the end of calendar year. VVB shall verify if the project is in compliance of annual reporting requirements.


PART VI -  [bookmark: _Toc227098262][bookmark: _Toc229656478]Internal quality control 
(Copy/paste rows as necessary)
	No.
	Role
	Last Name
	First Name
	Technical competences (technical expertise and GS expertise – Yes/No)

	>>
	Internal Quality Control
	>>
	>>
	>>



Provide information on the quality control within the audit team and in the verification process.
Internal Quality Control process:
>> VVB shall explain the quality control process.

PART VII -  [bookmark: _Toc208579186][bookmark: _Toc227098263][bookmark: _Toc229656479]VALIDATION/verification OPINION AND CERTIFICATION STATEMENT 
	Final opinion
	☐ Positive
☐ Negative



>>The VVB shall provide the following details:
(a) A summary of the validation/verification method and the process used, and the validation/verification criteria applied. 
(b) A summary of the validation/verification conclusions. 
(c) A statement on the validation/verification of the estimated GHG emission reductions or net Removals. 
(d) A statement on whether the proposed project meets all applicable GS requirements.


GHG emissions reductions and removals validated according to the design document:
	Year
	Estimated baseline annual GHG emissions
(tCO2e)
	Estimated project activity annual GHG emissions.
(tCO2e)
	Estimated amount of annual GHG
emission reductions or removals
(tCO2e)

	Year 1
	
	
	

	Year 2
	
	
	

	Year 3
	
	
	

	Year 4
	
	
	

	Year 5
	
	
	

	Year …
	
	
	

	Total estimated ERs
	
	
	

	Total number of crediting years
	
	
	

	Annual average over the crediting period
	
	
	




[bookmark: _Ref125613805]GHG emissions reductions and removals verified according to the Monitoring report (MR):

Provide a statement certifying, in writing, that the project achieved the verified amount of GHG emission reductions or net anthropogenic Removals during the specified monitoring period that would not have occurred in the absence of the project.


	Period
	Baseline annual GHG emissions.
(tCO2e)
	Project annual GHG emissions.
(tCO2e)
	Amount of GHG
emission reductions or Removals
(tCO2e)

	DD/MM/YYYY to  DD/MM/YYYY 
	
	
	

	DD/MM/YYYY to  DD/MM/YYYY (delete if N/A)
	
	
	

	Total ERs/Removals
	
	
	




Buffer contribution and vintage wise break up of GS VERs (applicable to only those projects where buffer contribution is required)
	Period within the monitoring period
	Total GS VERs
(tCO2e)
	Buffer percentage
(%)
	Buffer
(tCO2e)
	Net GS VERs
(tCO2e)

	dd/mm/yyyy - dd/mm/yyyy
	
	
	
	

	Repeat based on the number of years in the monitoring period
	
	
	
	

	Total 
	
	--
	
	




Other SDG impact verified according to the Monitoring report (MR):  
	PERIOD
	Baseline estimates
	`Project estimates
	Net benefits

	DD/MM/YYYY to  DD/MM/YYYY
	
	
	

	DD/MM/YYYY to  DD/MM/YYYY (delete if N/A)
	
	
	

	Total 
	
	
	


·  SDG X impact

· SDG Y impact
	PERIOD
	Baseline estimates
	`Project estimates
	Net benefits

	DD/MM/YYYY to  DD/MM/YYYY
	
	
	

	DD/MM/YYYY to  DD/MM/YYYY (delete if N/A)
	
	
	

	Total 
	
	
	











PART VIII -  [bookmark: _Toc203500743][bookmark: _Ref208578919][bookmark: _Toc208579187][bookmark: _Toc227098264][bookmark: _Toc229638963][bookmark: _Toc229656480][bookmark: _Toc208579188][bookmark: _Toc227098265]Appendices
[bookmark: _Toc229656481]Appendix 1: Abbreviations
	S.NO
	ABBREVIATIONS
	FULL TEXTS

	1. 
	
	

	2. 
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc208579189]Use the table above to list all the abbreviations used in this report
		
[bookmark: _Toc227098266][bookmark: _Toc229656482]Appendix 2: Competence of team members and technical reviewers
>> Provide documentation to substantiate the required competence of team members and technical reviewers.
The VVB shall provide the following details in the validation/verification report:
1. Details of the audit team, technical experts and internal technical reviewers involved, together with their roles in the validation/verification activity and details of who conducted the on-site or remote inspection. 
2. Appointment certificates or curriculum vitae of the VVB’s team members, technical experts and internal technical reviewers for the proposed project which are not part of the Gold Standard Approved Auditor list at the time of start of the validation/verification contract.


[bookmark: _Toc208579190][bookmark: _Toc227098267][bookmark: _Toc229656483]Appendix 3: Documents/Evidence reviewed or referenced
List of all applicable regulatory documents applicable to the audit and other supporting documents
	S.NO
	AUTHOR
	TITLE
	APPLICABLE VERSION OF THE DOCUMENT
	SOURCE(S)
	PROVIDER

	1. 
	Gold Standard
	Principles and Requirements
	
	
	N/A

	2. 
	Gold Standard
	Stakeholder consultation and engagement requirements
	
	
	N/A

	3. 
	Gold Standard
	Safeguarding principles & requirements
	
	
	N/A

	4. 
	Gold Standard
	Design change requirements
	
	
	N/A

	5. 
	Gold Standard
	Validation and verification standard
	
	
	N/A

	6. 
	Gold Standard
	Site visit and remote audit requirements and procedures
	
	
	N/A

	7. 
	Gold Standard
	Validation & verification body requirements
	
	
	N/A

	8. 
	Gold Standard
	Community services activity requirements
	
	
	N/A

	9. 
	Gold Standard
	Renewable energy activity requirements
	
	
	N/A

	10. 
	Gold Standard
	Land-use & forests activity requirements
	
	
	N/A

	11. 
	Gold Standard
	Gold standard eligible impact quantification methodologies
	
	
	N/A

	12. 
	>>
	
	
	
	

	13. 
	
	
	
	
	

	14. 
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


[bookmark: _Toc208579191][bookmark: _Toc227098268]
[bookmark: _Toc229656484]Appendix 4: Findings
Section 1: CLs from the validation/verification
	CL ID
	Insert here

	Section no.
	Indicate the relevant section of the PDD where the issue was identified.

	Date
	Date should be in dd/mm/yyyy format.

	Status
	☐ Open
☐ Closed
☐ Turned to a FAR

Select the applicable option

	Description of CL
	The VVB shall raise a Clarification Request (CL) if information is insufficient or not clear enough to determine whether the applicable GS4GG requirements and procedures have been met.

	Project developer response
	Summarize the response or explanation addressing the CL.

	Documentation provided by PD
	List or reference the documents submitted by the Project Developer to support their response

	VVB assessment
	Present the assessment of the response and supporting evidence, concluding whether the CL is satisfactorily addressed or if further clarification is required.



Section 2: CARs from the validation/verification
	CAR ID
	Insert here

	Section no.
	Indicate the relevant section of the PDD where the issue was identified.

	Date
	Date should be in dd/mm/yyyy format.

	Status
	☐ Open
☐ Closed
☐ Turned to a FAR

Select the applicable option

	Description of CAR
	The VVB shall raise a Corrective Action Request (CAR) if one of the following situations occurs: 
a. The Project Developer(s) has made mistakes that will influence the ability of the proposed project to achieve real, measurable, verifiable and additional emission reductions/Removals and SDG impacts (e.g., establishment of inaccurate baseline scenario(s), implementation of incorrect/inapplicable methodological steps and/or data and parameter values for calculation of emission reductions and SDG impacts, adoption of erroneous estimations/assumptions for demonstration of additionality etc.)
b. The applicable GS4GG requirements and procedures have not been met (e.g., partial or complete non-compliance with applicable regulatory documents)
c. There is a risk that GHG emission reductions and SDG impacts cannot be monitored or calculated.

	Project developer response
	Summarize the response or explanation addressing the CAR.

	Documentation provided by PD
	List or reference the documents submitted by the Project Developer to support their response

	VVB assessment
	Present the assessment of the response and supporting evidence, concluding whether the CAR is satisfactorily addressed or if further clarification is required.




Section 3: FARs from the validation/verification
	FAR ID
	Insert here

	Section no.
	Indicate the relevant section of the PDD where the issue was identified.

	Date
	Date should be in dd/mm/yyyy format.

	Status
	☐ Open
☐ Closed
Select the applicable option

	Description of FAR
	The VVB shall raise a Forward Action Request (FAR) during validation to identify issues related to project implementation that require review during the first verification(s) of the proposed project, (e.g., confirm implementation status of the activity, establishing the technical specifications of the equipment installed, demonstrating compliance with relevant monitoring/measurement requirements etc.).

	Project developer response
	Summarize the response or explanation addressing the FAR.

	Documentation provided by PD
	List or reference the documents submitted by the Project Developer to support their response

	VVB assessment
	Present the assessment of the response and supporting evidence, concluding whether the FAR is satisfactorily addressed or if further clarification is required.



Section 4: FARs from the Design Certification or previous performance certification 
	FAR ID
	Insert here

	Section no.
	Indicate the relevant section of the PDD where the issue was identified.

	Date
	Date should be in dd/mm/yyyy format.

	Status
	☐ Open
☐ Closed
☐ Concluded as a FAR for next verification

Select the applicable option

	Description of FAR
	Describe the Forward Action Requests (if any) from the Preliminary Review stage.

	Project developer response
	Summarize the response or explanation addressing the FAR.

	Documentation provided by PD
	List or reference the documents submitted by the Project Developer to support their response

	VVB assessment
	Present the assessment of the response and supporting evidence, concluding whether the FAR is satisfactorily addressed or if further clarification is required.







Document Information 
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