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PROJECT REVIEW REPORT 

This project review report includes findings raised during Verra’s review of the project specified below. The VVB must address the findings before 

the project request can be considered for approval by Verra. The project review report will be made publicly available on the Verra Registry. 

Confidential information may be provided in separate attachments. 

 

Project ID 0960 

Project Name 
‘Lumin/Eucapine Uruguay’ Forest Plantations on degraded grasslands 

under extensive grazing 

Review Type VCS Verification Approval; CCB validation and verification approval 

Program(s) VCS Program and CCB Program 

Verification Period 
VCS: 08 April 2013 – 31 December 2020  

CCB: 22 February 2006 - 31 December 2020  

Project Proponent LUMIN/EUCAPINE SRL 

Methodology  AR-ACM0001: Afforestation and reforestation of degraded land --- Version 5.2.0 

VVB SCS Global Services 

Assessment Criteria  VCS Standard, v4.1, CCB Program Rules, 3.1 

Date of First Issue 22 Dec 2022 

Date of Second Issue 17 Aug 2023 

Review Conclusion Approved 

Date of Final Issue 19 Oct 2023 
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FINDINGS 

# Finding Description VVB Response Status 

1 Non-Permanence Risk Report not submitted 

 Issue 

The project proponent did not upload a Non-Permanence Risk 

Report (NPRR) to the Verra Registry 

 

Action Required 

1.The VVB must ensure an NPRR is uploaded to the Verra 

Registry 

 

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 3.4.4 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The project has indicated the NPRR has now been uploaded. 

The VVB will also send the latest version of the NPRR with this 

PRR to Verra when responding to this Round’s findings.  

 

Verra Response 

The NPRR was provided.  

 

2 Long-term average (LTA) is not reported 

 Issue 

The LTA is not reported in the monitoring report  

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure the LTA is reported in Section 3.2.4 of 

the monitoring report  

2. The VVB must assess if the LTA was calculated according to 

Section 3.2.22 of the VCS Standard, v4.3 

 

Program Rule(s) 

VCS Standard, v4.3, Section 3.2.22 

 

Background 

VCS Standard, 4.3, Section 3.2.21: ARR and IFM projects with 

harvesting activities shall not be issued GHG credits above the 

long-term average GHG benefit maintained by the project. 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The project added the LTA in section 3.2.4 of the monitoring 

report. 

 

Verra Response 

The finding cannot be closed. 

 

Issue 

1. The LTA was not updated with monitored data. 

2. The total GHG credits issued for this monitoring period 

will exceed the LTA. 

    LTA: 6,258,973 tCO2e  

    To-date issuance: 2,624,257 VCUs 

    Remaining issuance available: 3,634,716 VCUs  
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 Action required 

1. The VVB must ensure the LTA is updated with 

monitoring data  

2. The VVB must ensure the project will not issue credits 

exceeding the long-term average.  

3. The VVB must ensure the VR is updated accordingly. 

 

Background 

VCS Standard, v4.3, Section 3.2.25(7): A project may seek GHG 

credits during each verification event until the long-term average 

GHG benefit is reached. Once the total number of GHG credits 

issued has reached this average, the project can no longer issue 

further GHG credits. The long-term average GHG benefit shall be 

calculated at each verification event, meaning the long-term 

average GHG benefit may change over time based on monitored 

data.  

 

Round 2 

VVB Response 

 

1. The project provided a detailed comparison of ex ante tree 

volume projections from the INIA growth model against ex post 

tree volume estimates (see ‘Comparisson between volume 

monitored data and model estimations for LTA.xlsx’, now 

reference /30/ in the verification report). After concluding that the 

original INIA parameterization led to volume (and subsequently 

tree carbon) projections that were substantially lower than the ex 

post on average, the project re-calibrated INIA and re-ran for each 

species to produce carbon projections that were still overall lower 

than ex post estimates, but on average closer to ex post 

estimates. The project opted to keep these modified projections 

for the first cycle, but kept the original projections they had in 

previous submittals for cycles 2-4.  
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2. SCS has clarified that the LTA threshold should not be 

surpassed by verified credits with Verra. The project calculated 

4,319,102 VCUs for this monitoring period, and the long-term 

average is now 5,812,948. Given 4,319,102 + 2,624,257 = 

6,943,359 and is above the LTA, the project may only report a 

maximum of 3,188,691 verified VCUs for this monitoring period. 

 

The audit team has updated the verification report where 

relevant and included a note about the VCU cap for this 

monitoring period below the table in section 5 of the verification 

report. 

Verra Response 

The VVB ensured the LTA calculations were updated with ex-post 

data and that the project will not verify credits beyond the LTA.  

 

3 Buffer contributions and net change in carbon stocks are not reported 

 Issue 

The buffer contributions and net change in carbon stocks are 

not reported in the monitoring report or verification report 

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure the buffer contributions AND the net 

change in carbon stocks for this monitoring period are reported 

in Section 3.2.4 of the monitoring report 

2. The VVB must verify the total buffer contribution in Section 5 

of the verification report 

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 3.2.4 

 

 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The buffer contributions and net change in carbon stocks are 

now reported in section 3.2.4 of the monitoring report. The VVB 

updated Section 5 of the verification report to represent the most 

recently verified buffer credits.  

 

Verra Response 

The buffer contributions and net change in carbon stock were 

reported in the project documents.  

 

4 Increase in project area must be reported and assessed as a project description deviation 

 Issue Round 1 Closed 
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The increase in the project area must be reported and assessed 

as a project description deviation not a ‘minor change’ to the 

project description  

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure the change to the project area is 

reported as a project description deviation in the monitoring 

report and verification report 

2. The VVB must assess if the deviation impacts the 

applicability of the methodology (including the eligibility of the 

added area), appropriateness of the baseline scenario, or the 

additionality (i.e., assess whether IRR reaches benchmark IRR) 

3, The VVB must ensure leakage calculation in Section 3.2.3 of 

the monitoring report is updated with the new project area  

 

Program Rule(s) 

CCB Program Rules, v3.1, Section 3.5.7. VCS Standard, v4.3, 

Section 3.19.3 

 

Background 

The CCB Program Rules, v3.1, Section 3.5.7, identifies changes 

to the project area as a project description deviation 

VVB Response 

The project added an explanation regarding changes in the 

project area in section 2.2.4 of the MR. 

After a detailed study of the project areas according to species, 

standard, year of planting, among other variables, it was 

possible to distinguish areas that were erroneously included in 

the project and helped to define more precisely the total project 

area. First, a preliminary study was carried out to identify the 

areas (document called "Preliminary study of project areas 

according to shapefiles"), and then a more qualitative analysis 

was carried out in which the areas were identified according to 

whether or not they met the requirements to be presented in 

the project (please see document "Analysis of area added to 

LUMIN Project through satellite imagery"). 

 

• The areas corresponding to the strata "ZCenturionE 

grandis2014", "ZCenturionE grandis2015" and "ZRuta 

7E grandis2014" are excluded from the project 

because they do not meet the conditions to be included 

in the project, as demonstrated in the document 

"Analysis of area added to LUMIN Project through 

satellite imagery".  

• The sampling plots of these stratum are eliminated for 

the ex-post estimation of the carbon stock, as can be 

seen in the spreadsheet "V8_Carbon Stock 

Weyerhaeuser as of DIC 2020_ 20230531", in which 

data from plots 301, 302, 303, 304, 305 and 306 are 

eliminated.  

• A recalculation of areas per stratum was performed in 

which a reduction in the area of the "ZOctavaE 

grandis2019" stratum was identified due to the 

exclusion of the project from the area corresponding to 

this stratum in the Santa Clara establishment. The 
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sampling plots in this case are located in this property, 

but it was decided to keep them for the ex-post 

estimation of the carbon stock since it is considered 

that the conditions of the E grandis plantations in the 

project are similar to those sampled in Santa Clara.  

• The project provided a workbook 

“V2_Areas_2023_Estratos LUMIN”, which summarizes 

the area changes. The audit team cross-checked 

information in this document with the project’s 

calculation workbooks. 

• The ex-ante and ex-post estimation of the carbon stock 

was updated according to the areas obtained from the 

study. 

The audit team reviewed a folder provided by the client 

"Comparison_Areas_2012-2021" contains all the 

documentation used for the study of areas, as well as 

processing results (shp., kmz. files, maps). 

The audit team updated section 3.3 of the verification report to 

include our assessment process and conclusion regarding the 

project’s Project Description Deviation. The IRR has been 

updated following the area updates, and the audit team 

reviewed the updated cash flow analysis. Finally, the audit 

team confirms the updated area has been applied in section 

3.2.3 of the monitoring report. 

 

Verra Response 

The finding cannot be closed.  

 

Issue 

Non-grouped projects are not permitted to include further activity 

instances after the initial validation. New properties and areas 

annexed into existing properties constitute further activity 
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instances.  

 

Required action 

1. The VVB must ensure the newly acquired or annexed 

properties are not added to the project area. The only 

permitted change to the project area are the mapping 

adjustments. 

 

Program Rule(s) 

VCS Standard, v4.3, Section 3.6.5; VCS Program Definitions, 

v4.3 

 

Background 

VCS Standard, v4.3, Section 3.6.5 : Inclusion of further project 

activity instances subsequent to initial validation of a non-

grouped project is not permitted (see Sections 3.6.10 – 3.6.17 

for information on grouped projects). 

 

VCS Program Definitions, v4.3 : Project activity instance - A 

particular set of implemented technologies and/or measures 

that constitute the minimum unit of activity necessary to comply 

with the criteria and procedures applicable to the project activity 

under the methodology applied to the project 

Round 2 

VVB Response 

The project has removed all new project instances either 

annexed into existing properties or based in new properties. The 

only changes made to the project area were mapping 

adjustments based upon new high-resolution imagery. 

 

The audit team re-calculated areas and inspected the project’s 

updated shapefile with high resolution imagery. The audit team 

also checked that the updated areas had been accounted for in 

the project’s various calculations and in section 3.2.3 of the MR.  
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Section 3.3 of the verification report has been updated to 

accurately document the evaluation of these mapping 

adjustments on the project area. 

 

Verra Response 

The newly acquired or annexed properties were removed from 

the project area and the only adjustment was to reduce the 

project area based on new high-resolution imagery that increases 

the accuracy and conservativeness of the ERRs.  

 

5 Baseline GHG removals by sinks not accounted for 

 Issue 

Section 3.2.1 of the monitoring report states that the baseline 

GHG removals by sinks does not need to be accounted for, but 

the methodology requires quantification of such removals  

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure Section II.4 of the methodology is used 

to calculate baseline net GHG removals by sinks 

 

Program Rule(s) 

AR-ACM0001: Afforestation and reforestation of degraded land, 

v5.2, Section II.4 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The project has updated section 3.2.1 to explain why net GHG 

removals by sinks in the baseline scenario is zero and cites the 

IPCC Good Practice Guidance for Land Use, Land Use Change, 

and Forestry.  

 

Verra Response 

The VVB verified that the baseline GHG removals by sinks is 

accounted for according to the methodology. 

 

6 Informational stakeholder meetings not publicized  

 Issue 

Section 2.3.3 of the project description does not give details 

about how the informational meetings with the stakeholders 

were conducted and how they were publicized.  

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure that the project proponent 

reports how the informational meetings were 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The projected updated Section 2.3.3 of the PD as follows: 

 

The process of public consultation and communication of the 

project was carried out in a way that did not violate the COVID-

19 prevention protocols, since it was developed duribang a 

sanitary emergency. Therefore, email, WhatsApp groups, 
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conducted and how they were publicized in Section 

2.3.3 of the project description. 

2. The VVB must update the validation report accordingly. 

 

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Project Description Template, Section 2.3.3; CCB 

Standard, Section G3.1 

 

telephone contact and face-to-face meetings with key 

community stakeholders were used when possible (for example 

during the audit process) and the project's reference material 

was made available on the website. 

 

The following table shows the details of the scope of the 

communication carried out: 

 

CCB project communication summary 

Total stakeholders contacted 197 

Responses received 69% 

By mail 134 

Telephone communication Beekeepers 25 

Telephone communication Grazers 30 

Telephone communication Police 2 

Telephone communication School 2 

Telephone communication Municipality-NGO 4 

 

Attached below are examples of project communication via 

WhatsApp: 
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The project sent the audit team an example of communication 

and e-mail response from a stakeholder from the Ministry of 

Industry, Energy, and Mining informing them about the validation 

process (Ref /23/ in the validation report). In this case, the 

official acknowledged receipt and mentioned they would inform 

their department about the message.  

 

The audit team’s in-country specialist also conducted interviews 

and asked stakeholders about their knowledge of the project, 

the project’s outreach to them, and their knowledge of the audit 

process. This has been better explained in section 3.3.3 and 

throughout section 3.3 of the validation report. 
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Verra Response 

Section 2.3.3 of the project description has been updated to 

include information on public consultation and communication. 

Sections 3.3.3 of the validation report have been updated 

accordingly. This finding has been closed. 

 

7 Community costs and risks not provided 

 Issue 

It is unclear from Section 2.3.4 of the project description what 

process was used to identify the costs, risks, and benefits to 

communities and whether communities were involved or 

informed of the process. 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure that the project proponent 

updates the project description to clarify the process 

used to identify the indirect costs, risks, and benefits of 

the project on the communities.  

2. The VVB must update the validation report accordingly. 

 

Background 

Section 2.3.4 of the project description explains that 

communities “can perceive projects costs, risks, and benefits in 

an indirect way, through the market”. While in the validation 

report, VVB states, "During the interviews, the audit team 

confirmed that the potential costs, risks and benefits were 

discussed with communities" 

 

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 2.3.4; CCB 

Standard, Section G2.2 

 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The project updated section 2.3.4 was updated as requested. 

Lumin carries out community assessments associated with 

project activities in collaboration with social experts to evaluate 

the effect of the company's activities on the communities in the 

area. A reference and description to the report associated with 

the community assessment (now Ref /24/ in the validation 

report) has been added to section 2.3.4 of the PD and section 

3.3.2 of the validation report. 

 

The audit team conducted interviews with multiple types of 

stakeholders, including direct beneficiaries of the project area 

(eg, cattle ranchers) and local community members. The direct 

beneficiaries acknowledged that they discussed benefits and 

risks associated with project activities on the phone. Community 

members mentioned they had meetings with Lumin, which were 

more frequent prior to the Covid-19 pandemic.  

 

The project also takes the opportunity here to note that during 

the CCB certification public consultation process the costs 

associated with these projects, the risks and benefits were 

presented, discussed, and understood by the relevant 

community stakeholders. 

Verra Response 

Section 2.3.4 of the project description has been updated to 
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include information on the project’s process for to identify the 

indirect costs, risks, and benefits of the project on the 

communities . Sections 3.3.2 of the validation report have been 

updated accordingly. This finding has been closed. 

 

8 Feedback and grievance redress procedure is not publicized and accessible 

 Issue 

Section 2.3.13 of the project description does not explain how 

the feedback and grievance redress procedure is publicized and 

accessible. 

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure that the project proponent 

reports on the measures taken to publicize the 

feedback and grievance redress procedure and make it 

accessible.  

2. The VVB must change the validation report accordingly. 

 

Program Rule(s) 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The audit team requested more information about the project’s 

feedback and grievance redress procedure and received 

additional documentation. The project also updated section 

2.3.13 of the PD. 

 

Chapter 5 of the Operations Manual (Ref /10/ of the validation 

report) is shown in this response, which publicly establishes the 

procedure for dealing with complaints, conflicts or disputes, by 

being distributed to all stakeholders involved in LUMIN's 

operations. 
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CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 2.3.13; CCB 

Standard, Section G3.8 
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The project sent a procedural form for receiving complaints that 

was implemented during 2022 in response to a new FSC 

requirement in the update of the standard for Uruguay. This has 

been reviewed by the audit team and added as Ref /25/ to 

documents reviewed in the validation report.  

 

During the audit, two examples of communication ‘matrices’ that 

summarize the methods by which Lumin records and manages 

its requests, requests, and complaints. Theses documents also 

summarize the actual number of communications made across 

different years (now Refs /26-27/). 
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A specific complaint near the project area concerned a 

community in Cerro Largo regarding the company’s use of trucks 

on rural roads. The complaint was resolved when Lumin repaired 

a bridge with its own materials. Evidence of Cerro Largo 

government inspection of this bridge has been added (now Ref 

/28/) to the validation report. 

 

 

Verra Response 

Section 2.3.13 of the project description has been updated to 

include details on the publicization and accessibility of the 

grievance redress process. The VVB has provided additional 

reference material. This finding has been closed.  

 

9 No methods to inform workers about their rights 

 Issue 

Section 2.3.16 of the project description does not provide the 

measures needed and designed to inform workers about their 

rights. 

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure that the project proponent 

provides information on the measures needed and 

designed to inform workers about their rights.  

2. The VVB must change the validation report accordingly. 

 

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 2.3.16; CCB 

Standard, Section G3.11 

 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

During the training process prior to the start of activities, workers 

are informed of their rights and obligations, as evidenced by 

additional documentation provided by the project.  

 

Specifically, the project provided evidence of a presentation made 

by the Uruguayan law firm Posadas, Posadas & Vecino (PPV) to 

workers undergoing training (Ref /29/; firm’s website: 

https://www.ppv.com.uy/). Within the presentation, PPV clearly 

outlines the obligations of the employer to the employee, including 

“obligation to pay wages, to provide work, to preserve the 

environment, to take the necessary measures for the protection of 

the health and safety of the worker, respect for the dignity and 

privacy of the worker.” They also list relevant Uruguayan statutes 

that hold Lumin accountable in their presentation:  

 

Law 18.566 on Collective Bargaining. 

Law 17.940 on trade union immunity and protection of the 

https://www.ppv.com.uy/
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exercise of trade union activity.     

 

Section 2.3.16 of the PD has been updated about this 

presentation, and the audit team updated section 3.3.12 of the 

validation report with more specific information about PPV’s 

training.  

Verra Response 

Section 2.3.16 of the project description has been updated to 

include the measures needed and designed to inform workers 

about their rights. The VVB has updated Section 3.3.12 of the 

validation report. This finding has been closed. 

 

10 No assessment of substantial risks to worker safety 

 Issue 

Section 2.3.17 of the project description only mentions the 

measures taken to increase worker safety but does not 

provide an assessment of substantial risks to worker safety 

that could arise due to project implementation. 

 

Action Required 

1. The VVB must ensure that the project proponent 

provide an assessment of substantial risks to worker 

safety that could arise due to project 

implementation.  

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The audit team requested more specific documentation regarding 

the dissemination of risks to workers. They provided a company 

Safety Plan that provides a table of potential hazards and severity 

(now Ref /30/ in the validation report). 

 

The document states that all activities carried out in the framework 

of the project must be accompanied by a safety planning, including 

risk assessment and mitigation measures. The following is a 

snapshot from pages 14-15 of the document. 
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2. The VVB must change the validation report 

accordingly. 

 

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 2.3.17; CCB 

Standard, Section G3.12 

 

 
 

The audit team now provides additional details in section 3.3.13 

about the safety plan and our interviews regarding occupational 

safety. The project has also updated section 2.3.17 of the PD.  

 

Verra Response 

Section 2.3.17 of the project description has been updated to 

include the risk assessment related to worker safety. The VVB has 

updated Section 3.3.13 of the validation report based on 

additional documents provided by the project proponent. This 

finding has been closed. 

 

11 Table not used for expected benefits 

 Issue 

Sections 4.2.1 and 5.2.1 of the project description do not 

use the tables provided in the template to describe the 

anticipated impacts resulting from project activities. 

Round 1 

Closed 
VVB Response 

The project updated both sections 4.2.1 and 5.2.1 of the PD with the 

required tables. Further details about the anticipated impacts have 
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Action Required 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent provides 

the information required by the template within the tables 

provided.  

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 4.2.1, 5.2.1; 

CCB Standard, Section CM2.1, B2.1 

 

been added to these sections. 

 

The project provided the following pictures to support their additional 

statement in section 5.2.1: “In all the wildlife studies conducted by 

Lumin/Eucapine, strict pasture species have been detected in forest 

plantations, fauna species that mainly inhabit grassland or pasture 

environments, which are classified as "strict" (due to the 

environments they habitually inhabit), were surveyed in forest 

plantation areas. For example, the "Ñandu", which could be sighted 

in the CCB audit process in situ. In fact, the "ñandu" was filmed 

together with its "charabones" in the forest stubble. This is an 

indicator that the plantation management measures are adequate 

and contribute favourably to biodiversity in general. At LUMIN this is 

demonstrated by the indicators that are calculated in the annual 

monitoring.” 
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Verra Response 

Sections 4.2.1 and 5.2.1 of the project description have been 

updated to include the tables related to impacts. This finding has 

been closed. 

 

12 Without-project biodiversity conditions not explained 

 Issue 

Section 5.1.3 of the project description explains the trends in 

land use and biodiversity in Uruguay but does not describe 

how the without-project land use scenario would affect 

biodiversity conditions in the project zone. 

 

Action Required 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The project updated Section  5.1.3 with the following: 

 

“In consultation with local experts, there are no indicators to explain 

the conditions prior to the installation of the project, which is why it 

is not included in the description. However, based on the work 
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The VVB must ensure that the project proponent provides a 

description of how the without-project land use scenario 

would affect biodiversity conditions in the project zone.  

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 5.1.3; CCB 

Standard, Section B1.3 

 

related to the CCB certification, during 2021 and 2022 a 

compilation of historical information available either from the 

Ministry of Environment or from the experts consulted was carried 

out to define the species that "would be expected to be surveyed in 

a baseline scenario".” 

 

The cited study (now Ref /31/ in the validation report) provides a 

summary of species that would be expected in a baseline (without-

project scenario) for the project area. Specifically, shown on page 8  

of the document for the Gallo-Doroteo area: 

 

“36 species of amphibians were surveyed, compiled from the  

available lists. 

  

60 species of reptiles were surveyed, compiled from the  available 

lists. 

  

301 species of birds were surveyed, compiled from the  available 

lists. 

  

61 species of mammals were surveyed, compiled from the  

available lists.” 
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The audit team reviewed section 5.1.3 of the PD, which now 

includes additional information and the reference to the above-

mentioned study.  

 

 

Verra Response 

Section 5.1.3 of the project description has been updated to 

include details on the without-project scenario. The VVB has 

provided additional reference material which is referenced in the 

project description. This finding has been closed. 

 

13 No table used to explain input choices 

 Issue 

Section 5.2.9 of the project description does not provide a 

table to describe the use of any fertilizers, chemical pesticides, 

biological control agents, and other inputs used for the project. 

 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

Section 5.2.9 now includes a table to describe the use of 

chemical inputs and biological control agents.  
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Action Required 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent provides 

provide a table to describe the use of any inputs used.  

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 5.2.9; CCB 

Program Rules, Section 3.5.5 

 

Verra Response 

Section 5.2.9 of the project description has been updated to 

include the tables related to use of inputs. This finding has been 

closed. 

 

14 Monitoring plan not presented 

 Issue 

Sections 4.4.1 and 5.4.1 of the project description do not 

provide a monitoring plan that includes variables to be 

monitored, areas, sampling methods, and frequency of 

monitoring. 

 

Action Required 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent provides a 

complete plan for monitoring that includes the variable to be 

monitored, areas, sampling methods, frequency of monitoring, 

etc.  

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 4.4.1, 5.4.1; 

CCB Standard, Section B4.1, B4.2, GL1.4, GL3.4, CM4.1, 

CM4.2, GL2.2, GL2.3, GL2.5 

 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The project has added details regarding the requested 

components in sections 4.4.1 and 5.4.1 of the PD. 

 

 

Verra Response 

Sections 4.4.1 and 5.4.1 of the project description have been 

updated to include the missing information from the monitoring 

plan. This finding has been closed. 

 

15 Tables not provided in English 

 Issue 

Table 10-12 in project description and monitoring report are in 

Spanish with no English translation. 

Round 1 

Closed VVB Response 
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Action Required 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent provides these 

tables in English for both project description and monitoring 

report.  

Program Rule(s) 

Tables 12, 13, and 20-22 of the PD are in English (correspond to 

tables noted in Verra’s Issues that were previously in Spanish).  

 

Tables 8, 9, and 14-16 of the MR were translated to English 

(correspond to tables noted in Verra’s Issues that were previously 

in Spanish). 

 

Verra Response 

The English version of the table is provided in the monitoring 

report. This finding is now closed. 

 

16 Worker safety does not mention risks 

 Issue 

Section 2.3.16 of the monitoring report does not provide an 

assessment of substantial risks to worker safety that have 

arisen due to project implementation. 

 

Action Required 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent provides an 

assessment of substantial risks to worker safety that have 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

Please see a detailed response to finding 10. Furthermore, the 

following list showing hazards/risks to workers is included in 

page 15 of the Safety Plan (Ref /30/ of the validation report, 

mentioned above in finding 10).  

 

Risk Identification List: 
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arisen due to project implementation before explaining the 

measures taken to ensure workers’ safety.  

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 2.3.16; CCB 

Standard, Section G3.12 

 

 
 

 

Verra Response 

This finding cannot be closed.  

 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent updates Section 

2.3.16 of the monitoring report to include the risk information 

from the reference material. 

Round 2 

VVB Response  

Section 2.3.16 has been updated with information from the 

referenced material (Ref /30/ in the validation report). This 

includes a description of Lumin’s adopted risk management 

methodology (INSHT) and a list of relevant risks with associated 

qualifiers (tolerable, moderate, important, intolerable) based 

upon a risk’s probability of occurrence and severity of 

consequence. 

 

The project also provides an explanation of their management 
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system in section 2.3.16, which they use to record safety 

incidences and track incident-related statistics.  

 

Verra Response 

Section 2.3.16 of the monitoring report has been updated to 

include information on risk management. This finding is closed. 

 

17 Type of impact not provided 

 Issue 

Section 4.1.1 of the monitoring report does not describe 

whether each impact is predicted or actual, direct or indirect 

and whether it is a benefit, cost, or risk. 

 

Action Required 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent describes 

whether each impact is predicted or actual, direct or indirect 

and whether it is a benefit, cost, or risk. 

  

Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 4.1.1; CCB 

Standard, Section CM2.1 

 

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The project has now included the requested information in 

section 4.4.1 of the MR. 

 

Verra Response 

Section 4.4.1 of the monitoring report has been updated to 

provide the type of impact. This finding has been closed. 

 

18 Removing instructional text 

 Issue 

Section 4.1.2 of the monitoring report contains instructional 

text from the template. 

 

Action Required 

The VVB must ensure that the project proponent removes this 

text. 

  

Round 1 

Closed 

VVB Response 

The instructional text from section 4.1.2 of the MR was deleted. 

 

 

Verra Response 

The instructional text has been removed. This finding is closed. 
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Program Rule(s) 

CCB-VCS Monitoring Report Template, Section 4.1.2 

 

 

 


