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This document tracks the findings raised in Verra’s review of the project specified below. The VVB must address the findings before the project request can be considered by Verra for approval. The document will be made publicly available on the Verra Registry. Confidential information may be provided as separate attachments.

	Review Type
	Verification

	Project ID
	2082

	Project Name
	Qianbei Afforestation Project 

	Program(s)
	VCS / CCB 

	Verification Period
	01-January-2021 ~ 31-December-2021 

	Project Proponent
	Guizhou Xinzhanxin Agricultural Technology Co., Ltd.

	Methodology 
	AR-ACM0003/Version 2.0.0 ‘Afforestation and reforestation of lands except wetlands’ 
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	TÜV NORD Cert GmbH

	Assessment Criteria
	VCS Version 4 / CCB Standard v.3.1

	Date of First Issue
	19 September 2022
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	19 December 2022 

	Date of Final Issue
	19 December 2022 



	FINDINGS

	#
	Description
	Response
	Status

	1
	Sampling Method for Stakeholder Survey

Issue:  Section 4.3.1 of the monitoring report states that 100 questionnaires were issued and collected during the project, but no sampling methods were provided to justify this number of questionnaires.

Action item:  The VVB must request the PP update section 4.3.1 to include and justify the sampling method used for stakeholder monitoring. The VVB is requested to explain how they determined that this number is representative of all stakeholders.

Program rule(s) or methodology section
Section G1.10: Climate, Community and Biodiversity Standard, v3.1

	Round 1:
VVB Response: 
Section 4.3.1 of the MR has been updated and checked by VVB, it is confirmed that the sampling methods were provided to justify the number of questionnaires has been provided by PP as below. 
[bookmark: _Hlk115189438]Via checking the MR, it is confirmed that the total stakeholder number impacted during this monitoring period is 16,449 including 110 long-term technicians in 169 villages of 1 district and 7 counties and 16,339 villagers who own forest land tenure of this project. To interview all the impacted stakeholders, three different channels have been utilized by PP for community monitoring survey,
a. [bookmark: _Hlk105764791]Stakeholder meeting invited stakeholders in 23 villages (the stakeholders of local villagers account for 16%),
b. [bookmark: _Hlk105764802]Questionnaire survey covering 60 villages (the stakeholders of local villagers account for 72%),
c. Opinion logbook collected from 86 villages (the stakeholders of local villagers account for 12%)
[bookmark: _Hlk105764898]Due to the above mentioned 60 villages including higher proportion of the stakeholders (72%), PP conducted questionnaire survey using a sampling method, details are stated as below, 
There are total number of 16,449 including 110 long-term technicians in 169 villages of 1 district and 7 counties and 16,339 villagers who own forest land tenure of this project impacted during this monitoring period as identified in MR and verification report. While there are 72% technician and local villagers located in 60 villages, which includes 11,843 villagers, all the 11,843 villagers are located in 60 villages which is a limited area. Hence, a simple random sampling approach was selected by PP for this project to do the questionnaire survey due to relatively homogenous life and living conditions and same impacts to villagers being studied. 
Therefore, simple random sampling (SRS) approach was followed by the PP to determine the sample size for community questionnaire survey, and it is able to confirm the selection of sampling approach is appropriate as per verification team’s local knowledge. Target population is defined as 11,843 villagers. 
As per the MR, a simple random sampling was drawn by the PP from the list of 11,843 villagers in line with the Guidelines for Sampling and Surveys for CDM Project Activities and Programme of Activities (hereafter can be referred to as the ‘sampling guideline’) (version 04.0). 
Following “Sampling and Surveys for CDM Project Activities and Programme of Activities” version 09.0 and “Guideline of Sampling and surveys for CDM project activities and programmes of activities” version 04.0, the verifier checked the sampling results of PP with the following steps:
For determine the sample size, to verify the accuracy and correctness of sampling survey data, VVB has checked the sampling approach as per the “Guideline of Sampling and surveys for CDM project activities and programmes of activities” version 04.0, this simple random sampling approach found to be appropriate as the villagers are assumed as homogenous as per the identification in the registered PD.
Via checking the paragraph 12 of 2.1.1 section of the guideline, it confirmed that the Sample size calculation by Simple Random Sampling can be done using following formulae:
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Where 
	n
	Sample size

	N
	Total number of farmers

	P
	Expected proportion, which is defined as 0.75 based on the experience of PP combined with the local condition

	1.645
	Represents the 90% confidence required

	0.1
	Represents the 10% relative precision


N is 11,843 as defined above, P is determined as 75%, as per the level of confidence, VVB expects that 90% of the samples taken shall comply with the project requirements. 
Hence the n is calculated as 
1.6452*11,843*0.75*(1-0.75)/{( 11,843-1)*0.12*0.752+1.6452*0.75*(1-0.75)}=90.
The sample size of the questionnaire survey considering the parameters is calculated in a conservative way, and the least number of the sample size is 90 as above calculation method according to the “Guideline of Sampling and surveys for CDM project activities and programmes of activities” version 04.0. The sample size calculation process is verified and confirmed as in line with the sampling guideline, thus the result is confirmed as correct and reasonable. Furthermore, to be conservative, PP has randomly selected 100 samples in 60 villages to conduct the community questionnaire survey.
Hence, based on above assessment, it is confirmed that the sampling approach was consistent with the related requirements and 100 questionnaires are considered as reasonable level for conducting the community questionnaire survey. 
The section 4.3.4 of the verification report is updated with the above assessment.
Verra Review: 
The information was updated in the verification report and this finding is now closed.


	Closed

	2
	A discrepancy in the number of villages

Issue:  The project proponent nor the VVB have justified why the distribution of surveys in 60 villages and the attendance of 23 village officials in stakeholder meetings are a representative sample of all stakeholders. 

Action item: The VVB must ensure the project proponent update Section 2.3.3 of the monitoring report to explain how the number of villages involved in Section 2.3.3 is representative of all stakeholders. The VVB must update the verification report to provide an assessment and conclusion of the justification.

Background: Section 2.3.3 of the monitoring report says 60 villages received the questionnaire and village officials from 23 villages attended a stakeholder meeting. However, there are 174 villages participating in the project. 

Program rule(s) or methodology section
CCB VCS Project Description Template CCB v3.0 and VCS v3.4 and Climate, Community & Biodiversity Standards, v3.1 Section G1.3

	Round 1:
VVB Response:
The section 2.3.3 of the monitoring report has been updated accordingly.  
Firstly, a stakeholder meeting was held on 25-October-2021 with invitation of 35 villagers from 23 villages (the stakeholders of local villagers account for 16%), also the meeting site, meeting time and the meeting agenda have been made known to the meeting participants via the notice of meeting posted on the bulletin of the involved 23 villages so that to collect the views of stakeholders before the project verification. The meeting shared the information with stakeholders on project registration date, emission reduction date and amount of the previous two monitoring periods, the plan of the verification work, and how to collect and summarize the data which is confirmed as actual by site interview with the local stakeholders and checking the notice of meeting and meeting records.
Secondly, a questionnaires survey conducted in October 2021 covering 60 villages (the stakeholders of local villagers account for 72%) has been confirmed by checking the 100 filled questionnaires collected during this period and cross verified by on-site interview with the local stakeholders. Due to the above mentioned 60 villages including higher proportion of the stakeholders (72%), PP conducted questionnaire survey using a sampling method. Refer to above findings for the details of the sampling method used. 
[bookmark: _Hlk115189689][bookmark: _Hlk105765331][bookmark: _Hlk105683507]Thirdly, due to on-site questionnaires or stakeholder meeting are not appropriate to be conducted in the remaining 86 villages because of the scattered geographical location and the COVID-19 pandemic, PP posted questionnaires and feedback hotline telephone numbers on the bulletin boards of the 86 village committees and appointed a village official in each village to collect and summarize everyone's feedback and suggestions, which were eventually registered in the opinion logbook. Via checking the book, it is confirmed that totally 175 stakeholders provided their feedbacks on the project and 100% of the villagers expressed their support for the project and believed that the project would bring benefits to the local environment and their own living standards.
[bookmark: _Hlk115189763]Based on the above three channels assessment, it is confirmed that the stakeholders in all related villages have access to provide the comments to the project and there are total 16,449 villagers are identified as the impacted local villagers, and based on the above sampling method, if using 16,449 as the target population number, the sample size n is calculated as 
1.6452* 16,449*0.75*(1-0.75)/{( 16,449-1)*0.12*0.752+1.6452*0.75*(1-0.75)}=90
However, as above three channels utilized for community monitoring survey, the PP has collected total 310 people’s comments, which is confirmed more than above calculated sample size of 90, thus verified that participated representatives is sufficient representation of all stakeholders.
The section 4.3.4 of the verification report is updated with the above assessment.
Verra Review:
The information was updated in the verification report and this finding is now closed.


	Closed

	3
	Informational Meetings with Stakeholders 

Issue:  Section 2.3.3 of the monitoring report does not describe how the meetings have been publicized.  

Action item: The VVB must ensure the PP updates Section 2.3.3 of the monitoring report to describe how the meetings have been publicized and assess it accordingly in the verification report.  

Program rule(s) or methodology section
CCB VCS Project Description Template CCB v3.0 and VCS v3.4 

	Round 1:
VVB Response:
[bookmark: _Hlk115189825][bookmark: _Hlk105766127]Section 2.3.3 of updated MR has been checked by VVB, it is confirmed that how the meetings have been publicized have been clarified accordingly by PP. Via on-site visiting the notice of meeting posted on the bulletin board in some villages and checking the photo of bulletin board with notice of meeting posted of these villages, it is verified that publicized methods are actual and reasonable for the local villagers who access to the bulletin board easily and see the information of the village frequently which has been also verified during site interview with local stakeholders.
The section 4.3.4 of the verification report is updated with the above assessment.
Verra Review:
The information was updated in the verification report and this finding is now closed.

	Closed

	4
	Data from Survey Result

Issue:  Section 2.3.7 of the monitoring report includes a summary of the survey results. The full data gathered from the survey has not been made available and there is no explanation of the methods used to summarize these results.

Action item: The VVB must request the PP update section 2.3.7 to include the methods used to summarize the survey results. The VVB also needs to confirm that the PP provided access to the raw data gathered from the surveys. The VVB needs to update the relevant sections of the verification report and confirm that they have reviewed the individual responses or verified the methods used to summarize the survey results.  

Program rule(s) or methodology section
CCB VCS Project Description Template CCB v3.0 and VCS v3.4 and Climate, Community & Biodiversity Standards, v3.1 Section CM2.1

	Round 1:
VVB Response:
Section 2.3.7 of updated MR has been checked by VVB, it is confirmed that the methods used to summarize the survey results have been provided accordingly. 
[bookmark: _Hlk115190076][bookmark: _Hlk105766835]A summary of survey results which including all the survey results in above mentioned three ways have been used by PP to sum all the collected results, the summary of survey results have been verified by VVB as completed by checking the original raw data and the original raw data gathered from the surveys including meeting records, questionnaires and opinion books have been provided to VVB during site visit, hence based on checking these original raw data, it is confirmed that the methods used to summarize the survey results have been provided and reasonable. 
The section 4.3.5 of the verification report is updated with the above assessment.
Verra Review:
The information was corrected in the monitoring report and verification report and this finding is now closed.

	Closed

	5.

	Authorization for Implementing Project Activities
Issue:  Section 2.5.1 of the monitoring report does not include a description of the authorization process that was followed to grant Guizhou Xinzhanxin permission to implement project activities on communal land.

Action item:  The VVB must request the PP to update section 2.5.1 to include the authorization process conducted to ensure Guizhou Xinzhanxin has the rights needed to implement the project activities. The VVB is requested to assess the updates and revise the relevant sections of the verification report. 

Program rule(s) or methodology section
CCB VCS Project Description Template CCB v3.0 and VCS v3.4 and Climate, Community & Biodiversity Standards, v3.1 Section G1.10

	Round 1:
VVB Response:
[bookmark: _Hlk105767266]Section 2.5.1 of updated MR has been checked by VVB, it is confirmed that the authorization process conducted to ensure Guizhou Xinzhanxin has the rights needed to implement the project activities has been clarified. 
[bookmark: _Hlk115190162]VVB verified that all the village collectives entrust Guizhou Xinzhanxin as the project owner to apply for carbon sink projects for them through signing the legal agreement for development, i.e. carbon sink project development agreements signed with total 169 village collective. 
In addition, based on the contents in the agreement, it is verified that the development of the project will not transfer the ownership of the forest land tenure of the village collective and the villagers which has been guaranteed in the agreement. 
VVB had checked all the signed agreements during the verification process and confirm the above assessment.
Therefore, Guizhou Xinzhanxin has the right to handle all matters related to the development of this project has been authorized by all the land owners. 
The section 4.3.12 of the verification report has been updated accordingly.
Verra Review:
The information was corrected in the monitoring report and verification report and this finding is now closed.

	Closed

	6
	Information about Site Visit by VVB
Issue:   TÜV NORD Cert GmbH did not inform Verra of the site visit for this project when it was it was scheduled. 

Action item:  The VVB shall provide Verra with the dates of the site visit as soon as they have been established. 

Program rule(s) or methodology section
CCB Program Rules, v3.1 Section 4.3.11


	Round 1:
VVB Response:  
VERRA has informed VVB to inform VERRA with notice of site visit since August in this year as below link, so after received this information, VVB will notice the site visit time each time, but the project site visit was in April 2022. 
https://verra.org/verra-to-resume-project-site-visits/ 
In the future, VVB will provide Verra with the dates of the site visit as soon as they have been established.
Verra Review:
The information provided was sufficient to close this finding.

	Closed

	7
	No Description of Afforestation Goals
[bookmark: _Hlk105262439]Issue: Section 4.1.1 of the monitoring report does not describe the afforestation goals that Forestry Bureaus of the given districts/counties are able to achieve because of the project.

Action item:   The VVB must request the project proponent to include a minor change to the project description to include a more detailed explanation of the goals of the Forestry Bureaus. The VVB is requested to assess the updates and revise the relevant sections of the verification report.

Program rule(s) or methodology section
CCB Program Rules, v3.1  Section CM2.1


	Round 1:
VVB Response:
Section 4.1.1 of updated MR has been checked by VVB, it is confirmed that the afforestation goals that Forestry Bureaus of the given districts/counties are able to achieve because of the project has been described clearly, 50,061 hectares of forest has formed and the green area has expanded is the afforestation goals that local Forestry Bureau are able to be achieved because of the project which is verified by checking the Afforestation Project Design Report and interview with the representative from local officers from forestry bureau.  
And via checking the 1st verification report and MR, it is confirmed that the afforestation goals have been achieved during the 1st monitoring period and via site inspection and checking the map of the project area, it is verified that no change of the achieved goals during this monitoring period. 
Verra Review:
The information provided was sufficient to close this finding.

	Closed

	8
	No description of problem-solving mechanism
Issue: Section 4.1.2 of the monitoring report assures that the project has developed a problem-solving mechanism to mitigate negative well-being effects caused by the project but does not explain what the problem-solving mechanism is.

[bookmark: _Hlk105263159]Action item:  The VVB must request the project proponent to include a minor change to the project description to include a description of this problem-solving mechanism employed to mitigate potential negative effects on communities.  The VVB is requested to assess the updates and revise the relevant sections of the verification report.

Program rule(s) or methodology section
CCB Program Rules, v3.1 Section CM2.2


	Round 1:
VVB Response:
Section 4.1.2 of updated MR has been checked by VVB, it is confirmed that project has developed a problem-solving mechanism to mitigate negative well-being effects caused by the project, and the related description of this problem-solving mechanism employed for mitigation has been added accordingly. 
[bookmark: _Hlk105767644]Problem-solving mechanism in this context refers to an open and transparent way to raise issues, a clear way to receive issues and a standardized process for dealing with them. In order to effectively manage and run a successful project, project leaders have to develop problem-solving techniques that are viable and suitable. The problem-solving techniques can include the definition of problem, generation of alternative solutions, evaluation of alternatives and follow-up on solutions. To be more specific, since this is an afforestation project, human-induced risks may affect community, climate and biodiversity. In this light, problem-solving mechanism should be kicked into the gear to make sure that once issues related to community, climate and biodiversity surface, the relevant personnel shall report the issues to the PP, and the PP shall bring solutions, say, patrol inspection that can help mitigate the risk in place. At the same time, the effectiveness of mitigation measures will be measured and well-recorded to help to improve the mechanism in a constant manner.
Besides, the PP has provided a variety of ways for communities to report problems, including setting up an exclusive liaison in each village, make sure the opinion books are in place in the village committee and telephone numbers of project leaders readily available. In these ways, the problems and negative well-being impacts of community groups can be smoothly and timely reported to the project proponent. Once the project proponent is informed of these problems, the project leader will be designated to conduct thorough investigation at the place where the problems occur and solve these negative effects.
Via site interview with PP and checking the Integrated Forest Management Manual and Monitoring Manual, it is verified that explanation of the problem-solving mechanism provided by PP is actual and reasonable and has been included by PP in both the manuals to mitigate potential negative effects on communities.
The section 4.5.2 of the verification report has been updated accordingly.
Verra Review:
The information was corrected in the monitoring report and verification report and this finding is now closed.

	Closed

	9
	KML includes water bodies and settlements
Issue:   
The KML file includes areas not part of the project area such as roads, water bodies, settlements, etc.

Action item
1. The VVB must require the project proponent to exclude areas not part of the project area such as roads, water bodies, settlements, etc from the KML file. 
2. The VVB must assess if the new KML file excludes areas not part of the project area. 
Program rule(s) or methodology section
VCS Standard, v4.2 Section 3.10.2, 3), c)

	Round 1:
VVB Response:
1. The updated KML has been provided by PP and checked by VVB, it is confirmed that PP has exclude areas not part of the project area such as roads, water bodies, settlements, etc in the updated KML file. 
2. VVB confirmed new KML file excludes areas not part of the project area and ensure that the ERRs only generated from the project areas.
Verra Review:
The information provided was sufficient to close this finding. 

	Closed


	10
	Quantification of GHG removals
Issue:   
Reader cannot reproduce the calculation based on the information reported under sections 3.2.1, 3.2.2 and 3.2.4 of the monitoring report.

Action item
1. The VVB must require the project proponent to provide the electronic spreadsheets for the GHG removals quantification as an appendix for Verra to review, including the raw data collected in the forest inventory plots measured. 
Program rule(s) or methodology section
VCCB VCS Monitoring Report Template, CCB v3.0 and VCS v3.4, Section 3.2

	Round 1:
VVB Response:
The GHG removals quantification has been provided as an appendix together with the reply to PRR for Verra to review, VVB confirmed that the sheet including the raw data collected in the forest inventory plots measured.
Verra Review:
An electronic spreadsheet was not provided. The VVB must ensure that an electronic spreadsheet is provided to Verra. 

Round 2:
VVB Response:
	Closed

	11
	Inconsistency in the verification report
Issue:   
The VVB reports under section 2.6.1 of the verification that this is the first verification, however, this is the third verification. 
Action item
1. The VVB must update section 2.6.1 of the verification report to reflect correct the period under review. 

	Round 1:
VVB Response:
Section 2.6.1 of the verification report has been updated accordingly, sorry for the typo. 
Verra Review:
The inconsistency was corrected and this finding is now closed. 

	Closed

	12
	Inconsistency in the verification report summary
Issue:   
The VVB reports under the summary sub-heading ‘A brief description of the verification and the project’ that the land would remain barren without the project, however based on the monitoring report, PD and satellite images, a significant part of the land was not barren before the project activity started.  
Action item
The VVB must update summary sub-heading ‘A brief description of the verification and the project’ to reflect the correct baseline land cover of the project area. 
	Round 1:
VVB Response:
The whole verification report has been updated with change the incorrect word “barren hill suitable for planting trees” to “lands suitable for planting trees” to avoid confusion. 
Verra Review:
The information was sufficient to close this finding. 

	Closed

	13
	Lack of description of community mitigation activities
Issue: 
Section 4.1.2 of the monitoring report does not describe any actions taken to mitigate negative impacts to community well-being.
Action item:
The VVB must ensure the PP update Section 4.1.2 of the monitoring report to describe all activities implemented to mitigate negative impacts to community well-being. 
The VVB must provide an assessment as to whether all negative impacts have been included and if they are being mitigated appropriately. 
Background: 
1. Section 4.1.2 of the CCB & VCS Monitoring Report Template requires projects to describe all mitigation measures needed due to any negative impacts to community well being. The negative impacts included do not need to be limited to HCVs. 
	Round 1:
VVB Response:
Section 4.1.2 of updated MR has been checked by VVB, it is confirmed that potential actions taken to mitigate negative impacts to community well-being has been provided by PP.
[bookmark: _Hlk115190354]PP has identified all the potential negative impacts may occurred in the project area including landslide may pose a recurrent risk to the community life and livelihood, safety is the number one priority when it comes to on-site tree survey and monitoring and individuals and communities can work together to improve preparedness and respond to natural disasters and emergencies, these negative impacts have been verified by VVB as appropriate based on the expertise of VVB and interview with technicians, villagers and local officers. 
In addition, PP has described all the actions to mitigate negative impacts to community well-being if these occurred during the project implementation, including training, patrolling, distribute personal protective equipment and propagandize related knowledges, which have been included by PP in both the Integrated Forest Management Manual and Monitoring Manual to mitigate potential negative effects on community well-beings.
During this monitoring period, via site inspection of technicians, villagers and local officers and checking the training records and patrolling log, VVB confirmed that there was no negative impacts to community well-being occurred. 
Section 4.5.2 of the verification report has been updated accordingly.
Verra Review:
The information was corrected in the monitoring report and verification report and this finding is now closed.

	Closed
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