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	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)

	Clause No.    ISO 14065, 14066,
14064
	Description
	REFERENCE DOCUMENTS
QM/ Procedure no./ Document no./ Format/ WI no. with Clause No., where a particular requirement is addressed
	COMPLIANCE
(Yes/ No)
	NABCB AT Review Comments

	
	
	VVB to identify the specific clause/ sub-clause for the standard requirement in Reference Documents
	Yes
	No
	

	
	IAF MD 6:2014 requirements are in red font. ISO 14064 -3:2019 and ISO 14066:2011 have corresponding clauses written against them. The rest are clauses w.r.t ISO 14065:2020.

	5
	General Requirements 
	

	



5.1
	Legal Entity
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 5.1, shall be followed.
The body shall have a documented description of its legal status including, if applicable, the names of its owners and, if different, the names of the persons who control it.
	
	
	

	IAF MD6 A 5.1.1
	A Government V/VB is deemed to be legal identity on the bases of its Governmental status.
	
	
	

	5.2
	[bookmark: _Toc41653]Responsibility for validation/ verification statements
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 5.2, shall be followed.
NOTE The reference to “validation/verification statements” in ISO/IEC 17029 means “validation/verification opinions” in this document.
The body shall be responsible for the activities that it performs in AUP engagements and for the reports of factual findings that it issues as a result of the application of the procedures.
	
	
	

	5.3
	[bookmark: _Toc41654]Management of impartiality
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 5.3, shall be followed.
The body shall ensure, through a mechanism independent of its operations, that impartiality is being achieved.
	
	
	

	5.4
	[bookmark: _Toc41655]Liability
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 5.4, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	6
	Structural requirements
	

	6.1
	Organizational structure and top management
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 6.1, shall be followed.
	

	IAF
MD6 A.5.3.1
	The V/VB shall ensure it carries out validation or verification processes consistent with the requirements of ISO 14065. In addition, the V/VB shall ensure that its systems are sufficiently documented to ensure the consistent application of any specific validation or verification criteria (reference A.1.1), which they choose to offer.
	

	6.2
	[bookmark: _Toc41658]Operational control
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 6.2, shall be followed.
	

	7
	[bookmark: _Toc41659]Resource requirements
	
	
	

	7.1
	[bookmark: _Toc41660]General
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.1, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	7.2
	[bookmark: _Toc41661]Personnel
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.2, shall be followed.
For ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.2.4, note that verifiers and validators demonstrate compliance with ethical requirements by adhering to the principles included in Clause 4.
For ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.2.5, the period specified shall not be less than two years.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.1
	The application of principles is fundamental to ensure that GHG-related information is a true and fair account. The principles are the basis for, and will guide the application of, the requirements in this document.
	

	
	
	

	7.3
	[bookmark: _Toc41662]Management process for the competence of personnel
	
	
	

	7.3.1
	ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.3, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	7.3.2
	In addition to having the process required by ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.3.1, the body shall establish, implement and maintain a process for:
a) defining required competencies for each programme and sector in which it operates;
b) ensuring that verifiers, validators, technical experts and reviewers have appropriate competencies;
c) ensuring that there is access to relevant internal or external expertise for advice on specific matters relating to the environmental information programme, validation/verification activities, sectors or areas within the scope of their work.
The additional requirements and competencies for personnel given in Annexes D, E and F shall be followed as applicable.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.6.2.1
	The V/VB shall have personnel evaluated by a competent evaluator.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.6.2.2
	The V/VB shall demonstrate how personnel have been evaluated and found to satisfy the following competence requirements as applicable: 
• Competence related to management of an engagement; 
• Generic validation competencies as per ISO 14065 Clause 6 and ISO 14066, plus any specific and/or sector specific competence, validation or project specific validation criteria (refer to A 1.1); and 
• Generic verification competencies as per ISO 14065 Clause 6 and ISO 14066, plus any specific and or sector specific competence verification criteria (refer to A.1.1). Note 1 - In cases where organisation verification includes project verification, the V/VB competence criteria needs to take account of all relevant competence criteria as per above, including those associated with project validation or project verification.
Note 2 - There are a number of tools used to evaluate personnel; these can be combined in any suitable manner. Typical tools include: 
• Witnessing of a verification and/or validation activity as applicable; 
• Internal peer review of validation or verification documentation;
• Structured interview to test knowledge and technical competence; 
• Examination; 
• Performance review - by management and/or other team member; 
• Certification by an accredited personnel Certification Body to the extent that the certification provides a demonstration of the competencies specified in this V/VB system; 
• Recognised technical standing in terms of being asked to speak at conferences, or publish papers if peer reviewed; and 
• Adequate evidence of relevant previous experience. 
Note 3 - Annex A provides guidance to clarify the three different types of competences based on ISO 14065 Clause 6 and ISO 14066 Clause 5.
	
	
	

	7.3.3
	Regarding ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.3.3, note that performance monitoring shall be periodic. Monitoring techniques may include annual performance reviews, review of the reports, on the job monitoring and interviews. The monitoring techniques used shall be in proportion with the impact of the performance on the outcome of the validation/verification.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
Annex B
	To verify the knowledge of validation team or verification team members
	
	
	

	
	To receive information about how the performance of the validation team or verification team is perceived, including behaviour
	
	
	

	
	To evaluate personal behaviour and communication skills, to verify information, to test knowledge and to acquire additional information
	
	
	

	
	To evaluate personal behaviour and the ability to apply knowledge and skills
	
	
	

	
	To evaluate knowledge or performance.
	
	
	

	7.3.4
	The body shall establish competent validation/verification teams and shall provide appropriate management and support services. If one individual fulfils all the requirements for a validation/verification team, then that person may be considered as a validation/verification team.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
Table D.1,6.3.3
	⎯ Identify and understand which key operations impact the project's or organization's GHG performance. 
⎯ Understand the actual operational processes being used
	
	
	

	
	⎯ Identify and understand which key operations impact the project's or organization's GHG performance. 
⎯ Understand the actual operational processes being used.
	
	
	

	
	⎯ Identify information that needs to be verified. 
⎯ Assess the selection, use and maintenance of measurement and calibration devices. 
⎯ Determine the extent of testing needed to validate the completeness, accuracy and reliability of information used in the analysis. 
⎯ Identify corroborating information that will strengthen the ability to draw sound conclusions about the information. 
⎯ Conclude, based on the work done, whether to accept or reject the information or whether to modify the testing. ⎯ Identify the purpose of the computation(s) and whether a precise calculation, an estimate, a forecast, or a projection is required. 
⎯ Identify supporting facts, data, and knowledge of trends necessary (i.e. when a computation involves a forecast or projection) to achieve the purpose, and state key assumptions. 
	
	
	

	
	⎯ Develop an understanding of the project's or organization's operating environment using information obtained from a variety of sources, including: 
⎯ stakeholders, 
⎯ critical success factors for the industry/sector, 
⎯ exposure to uncertainties (e.g. political, financial, technological, etc.), 
⎯ environmental shifts that might affect the organization (e.g. emerging market trends, legislative and regulatory changes, etc.). 
⎯ Identify the specific risks that could result in material misstatement of the subject matter, including fraud risk factors based on the team's independent risk assessment of the project or organization. 
⎯ Assess the specific risk level. 
⎯ Evaluate the impact of the risk assessment on the nature, timing and extent of assurance work to be performed. 
⎯ Identify the factors that affect materiality. 
⎯ Determine a planning materiality level.
	
	
	

	
	⎯ Seek familiarity with the legal framework within which the organization operates. 
⎯ Assess the impact of relevant regulations on routine and long-term activities and decisions. 
⎯ Obtain and apply a general understanding of basic legal concepts when performing work such as financial, operational, contractual or other agreements that could affect the GHG assertion.
	
	
	

	7.3.5
	The validation/verification team shall have the ability to apply detailed knowledge of the applicable programme, including its:
a) eligibility requirements;
b) implementation in different jurisdictions, as applicable;
a) validation or verification requirements and guidelines.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066
Annex C
	1 Direct GHG emissions (excluding process emissions) and energy indirect GHG emissions
Sector competence requires knowledge and understanding of the generation, reduction, or avoidance of GHG emissions 
and monitoring activities associated with: 
⎯ the production of energy due to the stationary combustion of fossil fuel, 
⎯ energy generation from renewable sources (if applicable), 
⎯ mobile sources (if applicable) generally associated with the combustion of fossil and biofuels, 
⎯ fugitive and venting sources (if applicable), 
⎯ flaring sources (if applicable), and 
⎯ co-generation (if applicable). 
NOTE 1 This sector includes, but is not limited to, oil and gas production, manufacturing, mining, metals production, construction, 
pipeline, and energy generation. 
NOTE 2 Mobile emission sources can include, but are not limited to, emissions from aviation, road transportation, railways, marine 
and off-road transportation.
	
	
	

	
	2 Process GHG emissions (non-combustion, chemical reaction and other) 
Sector competence requires knowledge and understanding of the generation, reduction, or avoidance of GHG emissions 
and monitoring activities associated with: 
⎯ industrial processes including, but not limited to, chemical production, manufacturing, oil and gas refining, and non-combustion processes involving the avoidance, replacement, destruction, decomposition or mitigation of industrial gas emissions (HFCs, PFCs, SF6, N2O, Ozone depleting substances, etc.), and 
⎯ purification processes associated with carbon capture and storage (e.g. amine solution capture systems).
	
	
	

	
	3 GHG emissions and removals from Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use (AFOLU) 
Sector competence requires knowledge and understanding of the generation, reduction, avoidance, removal or removal 
enhancements of GHG emissions and monitoring activities associated with: 
⎯ carbon sequestration in biomass and vegetation, 
⎯ estimation of rates of vegetation growth and crop yield, 
⎯ precipitation/evapo-transpiration process, 
⎯ biological nitrogen fixation process, crop residue nitrogen, and N2O emissions, and 
⎯ soil organic carbon stock. 
NOTE This sector includes, but is not limited to, reforestation, deforestation, forest management, agriculture, croplands/soil 
management, grassland management, revegetation, avoided deforestation, wetlands and sediments.
	
	
	

	
	4 GHG emissions from livestock 
Sector competence requires knowledge and understanding of the generation, reduction, or avoidance of GHG emissions 
and monitoring activities associated with: 
⎯ livestock/enteric fermentation and its variation due to changes in its management
	
	
	

	
	5 Carbon storage in geological reservoirs 
Sector competence requires knowledge and understanding of the generation, reduction, or avoidance of GHG emissions 
and monitoring activities associated with: 
⎯ evaluation of appropriate sites for storage, 
⎯ carbon storage in geological formations (e.g. reservoir), and 
⎯ seepage from carbon storage (e.g. permanence).
	
	
	

	
	6 GHG emissions from decomposition of waste material 
Sector competence requires knowledge and understanding of the generation, reduction, or avoidance of GHG emissions 
and monitoring activities associated with: 
⎯ disposals including, but not limited to, landfills, composting facilities, waste water treatment, manure management, 
and other waste management processes
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.2.1
	A validation team or a verification team collectively shall have GHG programme knowledge, including the
following:
a) eligibility requirements,
b) applicable legal requirements,
c) implementation in different jurisdictions as applicable,
d) restrictions associated with geographic locations,
e) validation or verification requirements and guidelines, and 
f) scope of the GHG emissions subject to reporting (see ISO 14064-3:2006, A.2.3.7, for guidance on validation or verification scope).
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.2.2
	A verification team shall have additional GHG programme knowledge for organization level verification,
including, as applicable, eligible processes and sectors.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.2.3
	A project validation team or a project verification team collectively shall have additional GHG programme
knowledge for project validation or verification, including the following:
a) established project boundaries and project types, including industry sectors and technology areas,
b) applicable project methodologies, and
c) eligible emission reductions or removal enhancements.
	
	
	

	7.3.6
	The validation/verification team shall have sufficient technical expertise to evaluate:
a) relevant activities and technologies;
b) quantification, monitoring and reporting, including relevant technical and sector issues
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.3.1
	A validation team or a verification team collectively shall have technical knowledge, including (as applicable)
the following:
a) GHGs, global warming potentials, activity data and emission factors,
b) application of materiality and material discrepancy,
c) application of quantification and reporting principles (e.g. completeness, consistency, accuracy,
transparency and relevance),
d) relevant sector (3.1.1) GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs (SSRs), and
e) relevant sector quantification methodologies, monitoring techniques and calibration procedures and their
consequences for data quality.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.3.2
	A verification team collectively shall have additional technical knowledge for organization level verification,
including (as applicable) criteria, processes, procedures and/or methodologies for setting:
a) organizational boundaries, and
b) operational boundaries
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.3.3
	A project validation team or a project verification team collectively shall have additional project-specific
technical knowledge including (as applicable) the following:
a) the application of the following principles and concepts:
⎯ conservativeness,
⎯ equivalence,
⎯ additionality,
⎯ leakage, and
⎯ permanence;
b) common criteria, processes, procedures and/or methodologies for:
⎯ selecting baselines,
⎯ setting GHG project boundaries,
⎯ assessing additionality (as exemplified by benchmarking and financial, technological and policy
barriers), and
⎯ the treatment of uncertainty;
c) key factors that influence the GHG emission reduction and/or removal enhancement;
d) the views of relevant stakeholders.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.3.4
	A verification team collectively shall have additional technical knowledge for the verification of other GHG
assertions, including as applicable criteria, processes, procedures and/or methodologies for the following:
a) life cycle assessment for the purposes of carbon footprint declarations (see ISO 14040, ISO 14044, ISO/TR 14047, ISO/TS 14048, ISO/TR 14049 and the future ISO 14045 and ISO 14067),
b) environmental declarations and labels (see ISO 14020, ISO 14021, ISO 14024 and ISO 14025), and
c) statements of carbon neutrality and other related assertions.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
6
	A validation team or a verification team collectively shall have applicable sector (3.1.1) knowledge and skills.
Sector knowledge is covered in 5.2.3.
NOTE 1 Annex C provides examples of sector competence.
For each sector, the validation team or verification team's collective technical competence shall include (as
applicable) the capability to:
a) identify GHG SSRs from process flow diagrams, site plans, site inspections, process and instrumentation
drawings, approvals and permits or other data sources,
b) identify GHG SSRs relative to the sector (3.1.1),
c) identify sources of leakage,
d) identify project baselines associated with a specific project type,
e) identify situations that could affect the materiality of the GHG assertion, including typical and atypical
operating conditions,
f) demonstrate equivalence between the type and level of activities, goods or services of the baseline
scenario and GHG project, and
g) apply industry knowledge in assessing the project and baseline scenarios.
NOTE 2 Annex B outlines methods that can be used to evaluate the sector competence and capability of validation
team and verification team members.
	
	
	

	7.3.7
	The validation/verification team shall have data and information auditing expertise to evaluate the environmental information statement, including the ability:
a) to evaluate the information system to determine whether the responsible party has effectively identified, collected, analysed and reported on relevant environmental information, and has systematically taken corrective actions to address any misstatements and nonconformities;
b) to design an evidence-gathering plan;
c) to analyse risks associated with the use of data and data systems;
d) to identify failures in data and data systems;
e) to evaluate the impact of the various streams of data on the materiality of the environmental information statement.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
Table D.1,6.3.4
	⎯ Identify the purpose of gathering information or researching
an issue.
⎯ Use appropriate methods for obtaining or developing the
information needed (e.g. internal or external resources,
document reviews, observation of activities, interviews, etc.).
⎯ Identify the purpose of the analysis and the information or
ideas and material to be considered.
⎯ Integrate ideas and information from various sources.
⎯ Compare information from internal or external sources as
needed to achieve the identified purpose.
⎯ Make logical inferences.
⎯ Form an opinion on the outcome of an issue or on the
impact of the information on a situation, taking into account
the identified purpose, the information gathered and the
analysis of that information
	
	
	

	
	⎯ For a given set of circumstances, decide on:
⎯ the form, the extent and quality of evidence required to
support the GHG assertion,
⎯ the most efficient testing procedures (e.g. tests of
control and/or substantive procedures) to obtain the
evidence,
⎯ the need for an IT specialist or the need to use
computer-assisted audit techniques to gather evidence.
⎯ Communicate the plan to relevant stakeholders.
⎯ Alert to changes in circumstances not co nsidered in the
sampling plan and adjust appropriately.
	
	
	

	
	⎯ Evaluate data, data sources, applicable processes, and
controls to determine significant sources of risk.
⎯ Identify, analyse and discuss how the organization manages
risks related to data systems/the IT environment, processes
and emerging technologies in order to ensure system
availability, integrity and security, i.e.:
⎯ how the project or organization manages the risk
related to the IT environment,
⎯ how the project or organization manages the risk
associated with each application,
⎯ how the project or organization manages the
implementation of new technologies.
	
	
	

	
	⎯ Perform the procedures specified in the sampling plan.
⎯ Apply an appropriate level of scepticism, remaining alert to
the possibility of false information (i.e. fraud).
⎯ Identify and gain an understanding of key controls.
⎯ Test the functioning of the IT controls.
⎯ Understand the implications of deficiencies identified.
⎯ For each procedure performed, ensure that the
documentation provides a clear link to significant findings or
issues that arose during the assignment.
⎯ Ensure the documentation contains sufficient information to
support the nature, timing and extent of procedures
performed and the results of the procedures.
⎯ Draw a conclusion on whether the procedure meets its
objective.
⎯ Modify the work/sampling plan as necessary.
	
	
	

	
	⎯ Evaluate the sufficiency and significance of the evidence
and/or results of analysis.
⎯ Identify inconsistencies, unexpected circumstances,
unexpected findings, or findings that indicate possible fraud
or error.
⎯ Determine whether the subject matter conforms with the
rules, standards, or policies used for evaluation.
⎯ Identify the impact of findings on the scope of the
assignment or the assurance/work plan.
⎯ Evaluate the overall adequacy of documentation.
⎯ Analyse and decide on the reasonableness of the
conclusions on the subject matter, based on an
understanding of the nature of the business and its
operations for the period and on the outcome of validation or
verification procedures.
⎯ Analyse the impact of errors in the context of materiality, and
decide on the need to gather additional evidence or to
extend the scope of procedures.
⎯ In the case of the reported GHG assertion, evaluate the
appropriateness of the conclusions in accordance with
applicable criteria.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.4
	A validation team or a verification team collectively shall have data and information auditing knowledge,
including the following:
a) data and information auditing methodologies,
b) risk assessment methodologies,
c) data and information sampling techniques,
d) GHG data and information control systems, and
e) typical internal control systems.
	
	
	

	7.3.8
	The validation/verification team shall be able to communicate effectively in appropriate languages on matters relevant to the validation or verification.
	
	
	

	7.3.9
	The validation/verification team leader shall have:
a) sufficient knowledge and expertise of the competencies detailed in 7.3.1 to 7.3.5 to manage the validation/verification team in order to meet the validation or verification objectives;
b) the demonstrated ability to perform a validation or verification;
c) the demonstrated ability to manage audit teams.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.2.5
	A team leader shall have sufficient validation or verification knowledge (applicable to the engagement),
including the following:
a) the scope, criteria, objective, materiality and level of assurance of the validation or verification,
b) the competence of team members,
c) validation or verification of related risks, and
d) project, resource, and team management.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
5.3
	A validation team or a verification team collectively shall have the necessary skills to perform validation or
verification activities. Examples of applicable skills include the ability to:
a) retrieve relevant information and apply the knowledge in a manner appropriate for the work,
b) understand the meaning, translation, and interpretation of information,
c) think critically and analyse multiple inputs,
d) distinguish between facts and inferences and exercise professional scepticism,
e) carry out independent research to challenge assumptions and evidence asserted by a responsible party
or client,
f) strike a balance between attention to detail and a high-level assessment of the anticipated outcome
during the validation or verification process,
g) manage detail, particularly at the level of ensuring that required checks are performed (e.g. between a
GHG project plan and the GHG project report, and between a GHG inventory and its corresponding
report),
h) evaluate the information, data, and assumptions and make professional judgements,
i) apply validation and verification methods in expected and unanticipated situations, and
j) communicate the validation or verification process and results.
NOTE Annex B outlines methods that can be used to evaluate the skills of validation team and verification team
members.
	
	
	

	7.4
	[bookmark: _Toc41663]Outsourcing
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.4, shall be followed.
For ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 7.4 b), note that “engagement activities” refers to the process by which an agreement between the client and the body is concluded.
	
	
	

	8
	[bookmark: _Toc41664]Validation/verification programme
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, Clause 8, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	9
	[bookmark: _Toc41665]Process requirements
	
	
	

	9.1
	[bookmark: _Toc41666]General
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.1, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	IAF MD 6
A.5.3.2
	The V/VB shall establish a development process for each new validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1.) in which it wishes to operate. This development process shall provide outputs related to the following:
• Identification of key stakeholders, and their expectations and requirements as
applicable to the outcome of validation or verification activities;
• Review and understanding of the applicable validation of verification criteria
requirements, involving the criteria owner where necessary;
• Consideration of V/VB strategic and business risks;
• Identification of the competence requirements for validators or verifiers,
independent reviewers and support personnel, as relevant to each validation
or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1.);
• Validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1.) specific validation or
verification requirements;
• Confirmation that the proposed validation or verification arrangements will
meet the validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1.) requirements; and
• Confirmation that the validation or verification criteria satisfy A.1.1.
	
	
	

	9.2
	[bookmark: _Toc41667]Pre-engagement
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.2, shall be followed.
NOTE A statement to be validated and verified is equivalent to a proposed claim in ISO/IEC 17029.
In addition to the requirements given in ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.2.2, the validation/verification team shall ensure that the engagement type(s) has(ve) been identified.
Engagement type(s) may include verification, validation, AUP or a combination thereof.
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.2.3.1
	The V/VB shall have a documented management system (as per Clause 12) for responding to requests for validation and/or verification. The V/VB procedures shall ensure that prior to any quotation or agreement, sufficient information is obtained regarding the scope, objective, criteria, level of assurance and materiality of the validation or verification. The quotation shall be developed based on the information obtained taking into account the key issues applicable to the GHG assertion and the objectives of the validation or verification consistent with the validation or verification criteria, (refer to A.1.1) and the intended user as applicable to the GHG assertion.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.2.3.2
	When considering quoting for validation or verification of a GHG assertion, the V/VB shall consider the key issues related to developing a quote, as applicable, including the: • Proposed level of assurance, materiality, criteria, objectives and scope; 
• Complexity of the GHG assertion;
• Complexity of the project or organisation and its measurement/monitoring processes; 
• Organisational environment including the structure of the organisation that develops and manages the GHG assertion; 
• Baseline scenario for project validation and verification, including selection and quantification of GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs applicable to the baseline scenario; 
• Identified GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs, and their monitoring for organisation verification; 
• Processes that deliver the information and data in the GHG assertion; 
• Organisational links and interactions between stakeholders, responsible parties, client, and intended users (for definition refer to ISO 14064-3); and 
• Validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1) requirements.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.2.3.3
	The time needed to carry out the validation or verification shall be determined by the V/VB. The time allocation shall be justified based on the review of the above information and recorded by the V/VB. Each engagement has unique aspects and the validation or verification process shall be customized accordingly.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.2.3.4
	In cases where the V/VB quotation/agreement relates to a grouped project, the V/VB shall additionally consider logistics and planning related to validation or verification of the individual project(s) input to the grouped project single GHG assertion, and its impact on the duration of the validation or verification.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.2.3.6
	In cases where the verification body quotation relates to a GHG assertion, which is based on a GHG inventory that includes a number of separate facilities level data and information inputs, the verification body shall additionally consider logistics and planning related to verification of the input from individual and combined facility(ies) data and related information to the GHG assertion, and its impact on the verification duration.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.2.3.8
	The V/VB agreement (including any schedules or attachments) shall identify the proposed level of assurance, materiality, criteria, objectives and scope, including the agreed validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1.) as applicable, as well as the proposed validation or verification duration, and time frame for the proposed validation or verification. 
Note - The term “agreement” and “contract” in ISO 14065, Clause 8.2.3 has the same meaning.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.1.1
	The verifier/validator shall confirm the following aspects of the engagement:
a) type;
b) objectives: verification/validation;
c) scope: boundary, period;
d) criteria: materiality, level of assurance, etc.
NOTE Engagement types specified in this document include verification and validation. Annex C describes 
an engagement type called “agreed-upon procedures”.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.1.2
	The verifier/validator and the client shall agree on the engagement type(s) and shall consider the 
needs of the intended user. The verifier/validator shall assess the appropriateness of the proposed 
engagement type.
NOTE A verifier/validator can conduct a mixed engagement, as described in Annex D, when:
a) the scope of each type of engagements is clearly defined;
b) the GHG statements are developed in accordance with criteria.
	
	
	

	9.3
	[bookmark: _Toc41668]Engagement
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.3, shall be followed.
In addition to the requirements given in ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.3.2, the client shall communicate any facts to the body that can affect the validity of an issued opinion.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.1.3
	For verification, the verifier and the client shall agree on the level of assurance to be applied and shall consider the needs of the intended user. The verifier shall assess the appropriateness of the level of assurance. The verifier shall not change the level of assurance during the verification, but may terminate the engagement and start a new engagement with a different level of assurance. The level of assurance shall be specified prior to the start of the verification because the level of assurance establishes the nature, extent and timing (the design) of the evidence-gathering activities. This document describes requirements applicable for verification at a reasonable level of assurance. In cases of limited level of assurance, the requirements in Annex A shall be met. Considerations for verification are given in Annex B
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.1.4
	The verifier/validator and client shall agree on the verification/validation objectives at the beginning of the verification/validation engagement. Verification objectives shall include reaching a conclusion about the accuracy of the GHG statement and the conformity of the statement with criteria. Validation objectives shall include an assessment of the likelihood that implementation of the GHGrelated activities will result in the achievement of GHG outcomes as stated by the responsible party, if included in the validation scope.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.1.5
	The verifier/validator and client shall agree on the criteria taking into account the principles and requirements of the standards or GHG programme to which the responsible party subscribes. The verifier/validator shall assess the suitability of the criteria proposed by the client, considering: a) the method for determining engagement scope and boundaries; b) the GHGs and sources, sinks and reservoirs (SSRs) to be accounted for; c) the quantification methods; d) requirements for disclosures. Criteria shall be relevant, complete, reliable and understandable. It shall be available to the intended user. The criteria shall be referenced in the opinion.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.1.6
	The verifier/validator and client shall agree on the verification/validation scope at the beginning of the 
verification/validation process. The scope, as a minimum, shall include the following:
a) boundaries;
b) facilities, physical infrastructure, activities, technologies and processes;
c) GHG SSRs;
d) types of GHGs;
e) time period.
For GHG statements that contain emission reductions or removal enhancements, the scope shall also 
include:
— any material secondary effects;
— baselines (verification); 
— baseline scenarios (validation).
NOTE GHG emission reductions or removal enhancements can be offset by affected GHG SSRs (see 
ISO 14064-2:2019, 3.1.11). GHG emission reductions or removal enhancements affected by GHG SSRs are often 
referred to as leakage or other secondary effects.
	
	
	

	9.4
	[bookmark: _Toc41669]Planning
	
	
	

	9.4.1
	ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.4, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.1
	The agreed validation or verification criteria shall include one of the options from A.1.1.
	
	
	

	9.4.2
	In addition to the planning activities required in ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.4.1, the validation/verification team shall:
perform a strategic analysis to understand the nature and complexity related to the environmental information statement and to determine the extent of the validation/verification activities based on the engagement type;
assess the risk of nonconformity to the criteria.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.4.1
	The validator or verifier shall conduct a review of the organization's or project's GHG information to assess
 — the nature, scale and complexity of the validation or verification activity to be undertaken on the client's behalf,
— confidence in the responsible party's GHG information and assertion,
— completeness of the responsible party's GHG information and assertion, and the eligibility of the responsible party to participate in the GHG programme, if applicable ISO 14064-3 4.4.1 If the information supplied by the responsible party is not sufficient to conduct a review of the organization's or project's GHG information, the validator or verifier shall not proceed with the validation or verification.
	
	
	

	
	The validator or verifier shall assess sources and the magnitude of potential errors, omissions and misrepresentations for further validation or verification activities. The categories of potential errors, omissions and misrepresentations assessed shall be the following:
a) the inherent risk of a material discrepancy occurring;
b) the risk that the controls of the organization or GHG project will not prevent or detect a material discrepancy;
c) the risk that the validator or verifier will not detect any material discrepancy that has not been corrected by the controls of the organization or GHG project.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.4.2
	The validation or verification body shall develop a validation or verification plan to conform to the requirements of ISO 14064-3:2006, 4.4.2.
	
	
	

	
	The validator or verifier shall develop a documented validation or verification plan that addresses, as a minimum, the following:
4.4.2 a) level of assurance;
4.4.2 b) validation or verification objectives;
4.4.2 c) validation or verification criteria;
4.4.2 d) validation or verification scope;
4.4.2 e) materiality;
4.4.2 f) validation or verification activities and schedules.
	
	
	

	
	The validation or verification plan shall be revised as necessary during the course of the validation or verification process. The validator or verifier shall communicate the validation or verification plan to the client and the responsible party.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.4.3
	The validation or verification body shall develop a sampling plan to conform to the requirements of ISO 14064-3:2006, 4.4.3.
	
	
	

	
	The validator or verifier shall develop a sampling plan to take account of the following:
4.4.3 a) level of assurance agreed with the client;
4.4.3 b) validation or verification scope;
4.4.3 c) validation or verification criteria;
4.4.3 d) amount and type of evidence (qualitative and quantitative) necessary to achieve the agreed level of assurance;
4.4.3 e) methodologies for determining representative samples;
4.4.3 f) risks of potential errors, omissions or misrepresentations
	
	
	

	
	The sampling plan shall be amended, when necessary, based on any new risks or material concerns that could potentially lead to errors, omissions and misrepresentations that are identified throughout the validation or verification process.
	
	
	

	
	The validator or verifier shall use the sampling plan as an input to develop the validation or verification plan.
	
	
	

	
	The validation or verification body's team leader shall approve the validation or verification plan and sampling plan.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.2
	The principles of the agreed criteria for validation or verification shall be used during the validation or verification process. The validation and verification criteria shall meet requirements as set down in A.1.1.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.3
	The principles as applicable to the agreed validation or verification criteria, (refer to A.1.1.), shall be used by the V/VB and the validation or verification team to guide the validation or verification process, including evaluation of findings, conclusions, opinions and decisions reached regarding the GHG assertion.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.4
	For project validation, the validation objectives shall include whether the planned project could reasonably be expected to achieve the claimed reduction and /or removal enhancements.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.5
	When verification criteria include ISO 14064-1, where a GHG report is optional, and if the client chooses to issue a public GHG report which is verified, the V/VB shall confirm that the GHG report conforms to the applicable requirements for a GHG report (reference Clause 7.2 and 7.3 of ISO 14064-1).
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.6
	When the verification criteria include ISO 14064-1, the verification body shall ensure that if the organisation makes public a GHG assertion claiming conformance to ISO 14064-1, the organisation shall make available to the public a GHG report prepared in accordance with ISO 14064-1 or an independent third-party verification statement related to the GHG assertion. If the organization's GHG assertion has been independently verified, the verification statement shall be made available to intended users.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.9
	The development of the validation and verification approach shall be based on the agreed criteria, scope, objectives, level of assurance and materiality; not just the quoted validation or verification duration. The validation or verification duration shall be increased or decreased as necessary throughout the planning process. The team competencies shall be reviewed as a result of the outcome of the planning process.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.10
	The V/VB shall obtain sufficient information using a systematic, interactive, and where necessary, iterative process to input to the planning process.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.11
	The V/VB shall review the outcome of the planning process in light of evidence and information gathered during the validation or verification process and amend the plans accordingly.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.12
	The output from the strategic analysis shall be used as an input to the assessment of risks, sampling plan and validation or verification plan.
Note 1 - Assessment of risks takes into account the level of assurance, materiality, criteria, scope and objective of the validation or verification; changes in these will affect the depth and detail of the assessment of risks. 
Note 2 - Refer to Annex B for issues to be considered in developing the validation or verification plan for a GHG assertion covering either a grouped project or that includes more than one facility in the GHG inventory.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.13
	The V/VB shall ensure that the planned man-days are appropriate to meet the sampling plan and validation or verification plan developed as the outcome of the strategic analysis and assessment of risks.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.14
	The V/VB shall ensure that any conflict between the man-days quoted and the man-days needed to deliver the engagement, based on the outcome of the strategic analysis and assessment of risks, is resolved.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.15
	The V/VB shall revise the validation or verification plan and sampling plan where the V/VB has identified or agreed to changes with the client related to validation or verification criteria, scope, materiality, level of assurance or objectives, or findings emerge that affect the conclusion of the strategic analysis and/or the assessment of risks.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.16
	The specific data and information to be sampled shall be determined as part of the validation or verification planning and not on a spur of the moment during the data and information validation or verification. The sampling plan shall be detailed and documented before the commencement of the data and information validation or verification and shall be revised as necessary during the validation or verification. The development of the sampling plan shall determine the amount of information, evidence and data necessary to achieve the agreed scope, criteria, objectives, level of assurance and materiality.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.17
	In approving the validation or verification plan, the validation or verification team leader shall ensure that it is complete and that all sub-elements of the plan provide for a complete integrated validation or verification process consistent with the agreed criteria, scope, objectives, level of assurance and materiality of the engagement.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.18
	In approving the validation or verification plan, the validation or verification team leader shall confirm that the validation or verification duration, team competencies and team member assignments are adequate and fit the needs of the validation or verification.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.19
	The validation and verification team shall ensure that there is consistency between the validation or verification plan and the contractually agreed objectives, scope, criteria, level of assurance and materiality. The validation or verification documentation shall clearly identify any approved variations to the agreement.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.20
	Annex C may be used to explain and support validation or verification processes and systems.
	
	
	

	9.4.3
	In addition to the requirements of ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.4.2, the validation/verification plan shall include the level of assurance and materiality.
	
	
	

	IAF 
MD 6
A.8.3.3.12
	The output from the strategic analysis shall be used as an input to the assessment of risks, sampling plan and validation or verification plan.
Note 1 - Assessment of risks takes into account the level of assurance, materiality, criteria, scope and objective of the validation or verification; changes in these will affect the depth and detail of the assessment of risks.
	
	
	

	9.4.4
	The validation/verification plan and evidence-gathering plan shall be approved by the team leader.
	
	
	

	9.4.5
	Amendments to the validation/verification plan and evidence-gathering plan shall be approved by the team leader in the following circumstances:
a) change in scope or timing of validation/verification activities;
b) change in evidence-gathering procedures;
c) change in locations and sources of information for evidence-gathering;
d) when the validation/verification process identifies new risks 
or concerns that could lead to material misstatements or nonconformities.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
6.1.7
	The verification plan and evidence-gathering plan shall be approved by the team leader.
Amendments to the verification plan and evidence-gathering plan shall be approved by the team leader 
in the following circumstances:
a) change in scope or timing of verification activities;
b) change in evidence-gathering procedures;
c) change in locations and sources of information for evidence-gathering;
d) the identification during the verification process of new risks or concerns that could lead to material misstatements or nonconformities.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
7.1.7
	The validation plan and evidence-gathering plan shall be approved by the team leader.
Amendments to the validation plan and evidence-gathering plan shall be approved by the team leader 
in the following circumstances:
a) change in scope or timing of validation activities;
b) change in evidence-gathering procedures;
c) change in locations and sources of information for evidence-gathering;
d) the identification during the validation process of new risks or concerns that could lead to material misstatements or nonconformities.
	
	
	

	9.5
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ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.5, shall be followed.
NOTE Guidance for sufficient and objective evidence is provided in ISO 14066:2011, Annex A.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.7
	When the validation criteria include ISO 14064-2, the review of a GHG assertion and its associated GHG project information shall include the validation of the client’s justification for “selection or establishment of the criteria and procedures” relating to Clauses 5.3, 5.4, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7, 5.8 and 5.10 of ISO 14064-2.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.3.3.8
	When the validation criteria (refer to A.1.1.) allow the project proponent or client to select or establish criteria or procedures that relate to the determination of the baseline scenarios, GHG sources, sinks or reservoirs, monitoring processes etc. (refer to ISO 14064-2 for an indication of areas) the validation shall include an assessment of the project participant’s or client’s justification for the selection of criteria or procedures.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.1
	The validation or verification shall be conducted with an attitude of professional scepticism, which assumes that the presented information and data may be wrong until proven differently, and take account of relevant stakeholder or market concerns and the applicable validation or verification criteria and associated principles.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.2
	The verification body shall review any changes to GHG project or organization structure, GHG project plan or GHG inventory since the last verification. For GHG project verification the verification body shall additionally consider: • Outstanding issues from the validation report; 
• The status of the implementation of the project; and 
• Reliability of the external information and data used to justify the GHG emission determination.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.3
	Verification of a project GHG assertion includes, in addition to verification of an organisation GHG assertion: 
• Review of the validation report for the project; 
• Verification of any changes to the GHG project plan including: 
• The identified GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs; 
• Baseline scenario; 
• Selection and quantification of GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs applicable to baseline scenario; and 
• Monitoring of the GHG project. 
• Verification of any changes to the justification for “selection or establishment of the criteria and procedures” referred to in A.8.3.3.7 and A.8.3.3.8 and its implementation; and 
• Verification of any changes to the organisational links and interactions between stakeholders, responsible party (project proponent in some GHG program), client, and intended users; (for definitions refer to ISO 14064-3).
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.4
	The level of risk mitigation provided by the GHG information systems and controls shall impact the detail and level of validation or verification sampling. 
Note - ISO 14064-3 does not impose a formal requirement on an organisation or project to have GHG information systems or controls or for such GHG information system or controls to meet ISO 14064-3, Clause 4.5.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.5
	Where the validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1.) impose requirements related to the GHG information systems or controls, conformance with these requirements shall be validated or verified.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.7
	The assessment of GHG data and information includes confirmation of the operability of the software and hardware used to process or generate the GHG data and information. 
Note - Consideration should be given to controls of such hardware and software including issues such as validation of software, where relevant, backup of data, calibration of monitoring equipment, reliability of external data, etc.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.8
	The V/VB shall consider the applicable definitions in the agreed validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1) when determining whether a GHG assertion conforms to the validation or verification criteria.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.9
	Input into the assessment of the GHG assertion shall include: 
• Contract requirements related to scope, criteria, objectives, level of assurance and materiality as well as any validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1) specific requirements; 
• GHG assertion; 
• Output from the strategic analysis and assessment of risks; 
• Output from the assessment of GHG information system and controls;
• Output from the assessment of GHG data and information; and 
• Output from the assessment against validation or verification criteria.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.10
	In evaluating the risk of material discrepancies related to the GHG assertion, the V/VB shall consider: 
• Views of the intended user; 
• Relevance and relative contribution of the various GHG emissions from all GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs; 
• Adequacy of the GHG information system and controls; 
• Complexity of organisation or GHG project operations; 
• Monitoring process applicable to the GHG project or organisation; and 
• Relevant evidence from previous validations or verifications, as applicable.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.11
	The output from the assessment of the GHG assertion shall confirm that: 
• Evidence gathered is sufficient to validate or verify the GHG assertion in line with the scope, criteria, objectives, materiality and level of assurance as agreed in the contract; 
• The validation and verification process, as carried out, has delivered the level of assurance as agreed; 
• Sampling and its results support, or not, a conclusion that there are no material discrepancies in the GHG assertion; • The GHG assertion is free from material discrepancy based on the evidence and findings from the validation or verification process and the agreed scope, objective, criteria, materiality and level of assurance. If the evidence and findings are not sufficient to reach this conclusion then; either: 
• The level of assurance and / or materiality of the engagement shall be amended; OR 
• One of the following types of opinion may be formed: o “adverse”; o “qualified”; o “a disclaimer of opinion”.
Note 1 - For support in developing a “qualified” and “adverse” validation or verification statement, refer to ISO 14064-3, A.2.9.2 and A.2.9.3. 
Note 2 - “qualified” or “adverse” validation or verification statements should not be confused with the terminology associated with limited level of assurance or reasonable level of assurance; refer to ISO 14064-3, A.2.3.2.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.12
	The validation or verification team shall submit to the V/VB, evidence and findings to substantiate and support its recommendations related to the GHG assertion (the proposed V/V statement). The evidence and findings shall link to the agreed validation or verification plan and sampling plan and be sufficient for the V/VB to carry out an effective independent review (refer to ISO 14065, Clause 8.5).
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.4.14
	The validation or verification team shall ensure that all material discrepancies are reported to the client including explaining their potential impact on the validation or verification statement.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
6.2
	The verifier shall conduct the verification according to the verification plan and conduct the evidencegathering activities according to the evidence-gathering plan. Whenever the responsible party makes changes to the GHG statement as a result of requests for clarification, misstatements and nonconformities, the verifier shall assess these changes.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
7.2
	The validator shall conduct the validation according to the validation plan and the evidence-gathering activities according to the evidence-gathering plan.
The validator shall use his/her assessment and evaluations and the evidence gathered to assess the responsible party’s GHG statement against validation criteria. The validator shall assess, individually and in the aggregate, whether uncorrected misstatements are material to the GHG statement. The validator shall assess conformity with the criteria and re-assess recognition.
The validator shall evaluate the GHG statement for proper disclosure and shall ensure that material disclosures occur. In assessing proper disclosure, the validator shall: 
a) assess whether the GHG statement is accurate and complete; 
b) assess whether the disclosure is a fair reflection of the GHG-related activity; 
c) assess whether the disclosure contains unintended bias; 
d) assess whether the disclosure addressed the intended users’ requirements and needs.

	
	
	

	9.6
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	9.6.1
	ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.6, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.5
	14064-3, 4.5 The validator or verifier shall assess the organization or project's GHG information system and its controls for sources of potential errors, omissions and misrepresentations, taking the following into consideration:
4.5 a) selection and management of the GHG data and information;
4.5 b) processes for collecting, processing, consolidating and reporting GHG data and information;
4.5 c) systems and processes that ensure the accuracy of the GHG data and information
4.5 d) design and maintenance of the GHG information system;
4.5 e) systems and processes that support the GHG information system;
4.5 f) results of previous assessments, if available and appropriate.
	
	
	

	
	The results of the assessment of the GHG information system and its controls shall be used by the validator or verifier to amend the sampling plan, if necessary.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.6
	14064-3, 4.6 The validator or verifier shall examine the GHG data and information to develop evidence for assessment of the organization's or project's GHG assertion. This examination shall be based on the sampling plan. The results of this examination shall be used by the validator or verifier to amend the sampling plan, if necessary.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.7
	The validator or verifier shall confirm whether or not the organization or GHG project conforms to the validation or verification criteria.
	
	
	

	
	When evaluating material discrepancy, the validator or verifier shall consider principles of the standards or GHG programme to which the responsible party subscribes.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
4.8
	The validation or verification body shall evaluate whether the validation or verification evidence collected supports the GHG assertion, in conformity with ISO 14064-3:2006, 4.8.
	
	
	

	
	The validator or verifier shall evaluate whether the evidence collected in the assessments of controls, GHG data and information, and applicable GHG programme criteria is sufficient and if it supports the GHG assertion. The validator or verifier shall consider materiality in evaluating the collected evidence.
	
	
	

	
	The validator or verifier shall conclude whether or not the GHG assertion is without material discrepancy, and whether the verification or validation activities provide the level of assurance agreed to at the beginning of the validation or verification process.
NOTE Some standards (such as ISO 14065) and GHG programmes require that, for third-party validation or verification, conclusions on the GHG assertion are drawn by person(s) different from those who conducted the validation or verification activities.
	
	
	

	
	If the responsible party amends the GHG assertion, the validator or verifier shall evaluate the modified GHG assertion to determine whether the evidence supports the modified GHG assertion.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
8
	An independent reviewer(s) shall be selected that is competent and different from the persons who 
conducted the verification/validation.
An independent review shall be completed before the opinion is issued. The independent review may 
be conducted during the verification/validation process to allow significant issues identified by the 
independent reviewer to be resolved before the opinion is issued.
The independent reviewer(s) shall evaluate:
a) the appropriateness of team competencies;
b) whether the verification/validation has been designed appropriately;
c) whether all verification/validation activities have been completed;
d) significant decisions made during the verification/validation;
e) whether sufficient and appropriate evidence was collected to support the opinion;
f) whether the evidence collected supports the opinion proposed by the verification/validation team;
g) the GHG statement and the verification/validation opinion;
h) whether the verification/validation was performed according to this document, including whether:
1) the risk assessment, verification/validation plan and evidence-gathering plan address the 
objective, scope and level of assurance;
2) for verification:
i) the evidence-gathering activities address the risks identified;
ii) a data trail has been established for material emissions, removals and storage;
3) for validation:
i) the evidence-gathering activities address the GHG-related activity characteristics;
4) verification/validation team decisions are supported by sufficient and appropriate evidence;
5) any restatements have been adequately assessed;
6) the GHG statement is in accordance with the criteria;
7) significant issues have been identified, resolved and documented.
NOTE Significant issues are misstatements and nonconformities identified by the verification/validator 
team that could affect the verifier/validator opinion.
The independent reviewer shall communicate with the verification/validation team when the need for 
clarification arises. The verification/validation team shall address concerns raised by the independent reviewer.
The independent review results shall be documented.
	
	
	

	9.6.2
	In addition to the requirements in ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.6.2, the review shall be carried out by persons who have not been involved in the planning (see 9.4) and are not part of the validation/verification team.
NOTE As long as personnel conducting a review have not participated in validation or verification activities under the direction of the team leader, they are not considered members of the validation/verification team.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.5.1
	In concluding (refer to ISO 14065, Clause 8.5) the independent reviewer shall take into account the evidence resulting from the following: 
• Whether the validation or verification plan, sampling plan and validation or verification process and its stated conclusions and opinions are consistent with the agreement related to level of assurance, materiality, criteria, objectives and scope; 
• Findings from the strategic analysis and the assessment of risks; 
• Whether the design of the validation and verification process and its stated conclusions and opinions are consistent with the requirements in the contract; 
• Changes to the validation or verification plan or the sampling plan;
• The conclusion reached on GHG data and information; and 
• The recommendation related to GHG assertion
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.5.2
	The independent reviewer shall determine whether the validation or verification statement is consistent with findings from the validation or verification activities and that its stated conclusions and opinions are consistent with findings from the validation or verification and that nothing material has been omitted.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.5.3
	The independent reviewer shall determine whether the validation or verification statement meets the requirements in validation or verification statements set out in the validation or verification criteria (refer to A.1.1.). Where there is no validation or verification statement requirement(s) set out in the validation or verification criteria, the validation or verification statement shall meet ISO 14064-3, Clause 4.9.
	
	
	

	9.6.3
	For ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.6.3 c), note that “significant findings” are misstatements and nonconformities identified by the validation/verification team that could affect the opinion.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.5.4
	An accredited validation and/or verification statement related to a GHG assertion that does not include quantified GHG emissions data related to an organisation or GHG project shall only be issued if: 
• There is a legal agreement between the V/VB and the client that any new GHG report, GHG project plan or GHG assertion released by the client subsequent to the initial validation or verification statement is validated or verified; • For an organisation, a (internal) GHG verification report conforming to ISO 14064-1, Clause 7.3, is part of the scope of the verification; 
• ISO 14064-1 or ISO 14064-2 is part of the validation or verification criteria and the requirements are not reduced; and 
• The validation or verification statement is clear about what has been validated or verified and does not use language associated with management system certificates or conformity statements.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.5.5
	The validation and verification statement shall: 
• Conform with ISO 14064-3, Clause 4.9, except in cases where regulated requirements overrule this; 
• Be consistent with the outcome of the V/VB review; and • Contain a validation/verification opinion and conclusion that reflects material discrepancies that remain after the conclusion of the validation or verification, and be issued to the responsible party.
	
	
	

	IAF
MD6
A.8.5.6
	The level of assurance for non-regulated markets can vary across a validation or verification so some data or information is assured to a reasonable level of assurance and some data or information is assured to a limited level of assurance. In this case, the validation or verification statement shall identify the applicable level of assurance related to each conclusion and how each conclusion influences the final opinion.
	
	
	

	9.6.4
	In addition to the requirements of ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.6.3, the review shall confirm:
a) the competencies of validation/verification team members for the activities that they conducted;
b) whether the validation/verification planning has been designed appropriately, including whether the objective, scope and materiality are addressed by:
1) the strategic analysis and risk assessment;
2) the validation/verification plan;
3) the evidence-gathering plan;
c) significant decisions made by the validation/verification team during the validation/verification;
d) whether the opinion is appropriately drafted;
e) whether the environmental information statement is fairly stated and conforms to criteria.
	
	
	

	ISO 14066,
7
	Personnel carrying out the review of the validation or verification statement shall be competent to carry out the 
functions or activities set out in ISO 14065:2007, 8.5. 
NOTE As long as personnel conducting a review have not participated in validation or verification activities under the 
direction of the team leader, they are not considered members of the validation team or verification team (even if they 
observed all or a portion of the validation team or verification team's activities).
	
	
	

	9.6.5
	In addition to the requirements of ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.6.5, the review may be started at any time during the process before the opinion is issued to allow significant issues identified by the reviewer to be resolved, provided that the independence of the reviewer is maintained, and the activities planned and undertaken by the reviewer(s), including the results, are documented.
NOTE A reviewer is sometimes referred to as an “independent reviewer” as given in ISO 14064-3:2019, 3.2.9.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
8
	An independent reviewer(s) shall be selected that is competent and different from the persons who 
conducted the verification/validation.
An independent review shall be completed before the opinion is issued. The independent review may 
be conducted during the verification/validation process to allow significant issues identified by the 
independent reviewer to be resolved before the opinion is issued.
The independent reviewer(s) shall evaluate:
a) the appropriateness of team competencies;
b) whether the verification/validation has been designed appropriately;
c) whether all verification/validation activities have been completed;
d) significant decisions made during the verification/validation;
e) whether sufficient and appropriate evidence was collected to support the opinion;
f) whether the evidence collected supports the opinion proposed by the verification/validation team;
g) the GHG statement and the verification/validation opinion;
h) whether the verification/validation was performed according to this document, including whether:
1) the risk assessment, verification/validation plan and evidence-gathering plan address the 
objective, scope and level of assurance;
2) for verification:
i) the evidence-gathering activities address the risks identified;
ii) a data trail has been established for material emissions, removals and storage;
3) for validation:
i) the evidence-gathering activities address the GHG-related activity characteristics;
4) verification/validation team decisions are supported by sufficient and appropriate evidence;
5) any restatements have been adequately assessed;
6) the GHG statement is in accordance with the criteria;
7) significant issues have been identified, resolved and documented.
NOTE Significant issues are misstatements and nonconformities identified by the verification/validator 
team that could affect the verifier/validator opinion.
The independent reviewer shall communicate with the verification/validation team when the need for 
clarification arises. The verification/validation team shall address concerns raised by the independent reviewer.
The independent review results shall be documented.
	
	
	

	9.6.6
	The review shall be completed before the final opinion, or the report of factual finding for the AUP, is issued.
	
	
	

	9.7
	[bookmark: _Toc41672]Decision and issue of the validation/verification statement
	
	
	

	9.7.1
	[bookmark: _Toc41673]Decision
	
	
	

	9.7.1.1
	ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.7.1, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
6.3.2
	The verifier shall reach a conclusion based on the evidence gathered and draft a verification opinion. NOTE For alternate names to verification opinion types.
	
	
	

	9.7.1.2
	Regarding ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.7.1.1, note that the reference to the word “claim” means “environmental information statement” in this document. A claim can be confirmed when the body concludes that the claim is materially correct and conforms with specified criteria.
	
	
	

	9.7.1.3
	The validation/verification body shall decide whether to confirm an environmental information statement that it has tested using AUP in a mixed engagement. The decision shall be based upon the body’s report of factual findings (see Annex C).
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
Annex C
	Verification and validation of GHG statements developed in accordance with ISO 14064-1, ISO 14064-2 and ISO 14067 are performed in accordance with Clauses 5 to 10 of this document. AUP shall not be used for this purpose. A verifier can perform an AUP engagement if the intended user(s) agree on the evidence-gathering activities and take responsibility for the procedures for their purposes. The verifier shall not provide an AUP engagement when the intended user(s) do not agree to the content and sufficiency of the procedures. AUP is a type of engagement used when the intended user(s) do not require assurance on the GHG statement but require a qualified verifier to test specific aspects of a subject (see C.3) using verification techniques. An AUP engagement may be more or less extensive than verification. AUP are determined by the intended user(s). However, the verifier may provide advice on the ability to effectively perform the procedures. The AUP need to be documented and agreed to. The verifier provides a report only on the results of the AUP, no assurance or opinion is expressed. The intended user(s) assess the results of the activities and draw their own conclusions. The report contains the AUP and the results, including the errors and exceptions identified, even if rectified. Where the intended user(s) wish to distribute the results of the AUP engagement to a wider audience (for example, public disclosure), any limitations on disclosure of report information shall be specified in the report and in the agreement with the intended user(s)
	
	
	

	
	AUP are only used with verification activities. This document anticipates that this type of engagement can be applied to: a) GHG programmes that specify AUP rather than assurance; b) specific indirect emissions and removals (indirect emissions in inventories; upstream emissions and removals for product life cycles); c) compliance to specifications; d) GHG information and data management and controls.
	
	
	

	9.7.1.4
	Regarding ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.7.1.2, note that the person assigned to make the decision may be the reviewer. The decision shall be made by persons who have not been involved in the validation/verification planning (see 9.4).
	
	
	

	9.7.1.5
	Regarding ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.7.1.3, note that the reference to the word “statement” means “verification opinion or validation opinion” in this document.
In the case of AUP, the decision is issued through a report of factual findings.
Bodies may choose not to issue an opinion when the engagement is terminated prior to completion.
	
	
	

	9.7.1.6
	If an opinion is issued, the body shall select one type of opinion, such as:
a) unmodified;
b) modified;
c) adverse.
NOTE Annex A describes types of opinions, including unmodified, modified, adverse and variant terminology.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
6.3.2
	The verifier shall reach a conclusion based on the evidence gathered and draft a verification opinion.
NOTE For alternate names to verification opinion types.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
7.3.2
	The validator shall draft a validation opinion based on the evidence gathered during the validation and choose one of the options in 7.3.2.2 to 7.3.2.5.
NOTE For alternate names to validation opinion types.
	
	
	

	IAF MD 6
A.8.4.11
	The output from the assessment of the GHG assertion shall confirm that:
• Evidence gathered is sufficient to validate or verify the GHG assertion in line with the scope, criteria, objectives, materiality and level of assurance as agreed in the contract;
• The validation and verification process, as carried out, has delivered the level of assurance as agreed;
• Sampling and its results support, or not, a conclusion that there are no material discrepancies in the GHG assertion;
• The GHG assertion is free from material discrepancy based on the evidence and findings from the validation or verification process and the agreed scope, objective, criteria, materiality and level of assurance. If the evidence and findings are not sufficient to reach this conclusion then; either:
• The level of assurance and / or materiality of the engagement shall be amended;
OR
• One of the following types of opinion may be formed:
o “adverse”;
o “qualified”;
o “a disclaimer of opinion”
Note 1 - For support in developing a “qualified” and “adverse” validation or verification statement, refer to ISO 14064-3, A.2.9.2 and A.2.9.3. 
Note 2 - “qualified” or “adverse” validation or verification statements should not be confused with the terminology associated with limited level of assurance or reasonable level of assurance; refer to ISO 14064-3, A.2.3.2
	
	
	

	9.7.1.7
	The body may disclaim the issuance of an opinion when it is unable to obtain sufficient and appropriate evidence to come to a conclusion. In this case, the body shall ensure that it has been unable to obtain sufficient appropriate evidence and can conclude that the possible effects on the environmental information statement of undetected material misstatement(s) are material and pervasive (see Tables A.1 and A.2).
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3
6.3.2.5
	In order to disclaim the issuance of an opinion, the verifier shall ensure that he/she has been unable to 
obtain sufficient appropriate evidence and can conclude that the possible effects on the GHG statement 
of undetected material misstatement(s) are material and pervasive
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3
7.3.2.5
	In order to disclaim the issuance of an opinion, the validator shall ensure that he/she has been unable to obtain sufficient appropriate evidence and concludes that the possible effects on the GHG statement of undetected material misstatement(s) are material and pervasive.
	
	
	

	9.7.1.8
	At the conclusion of an engagement to verify statements of historical information, the verification body shall issue an opinion, unless it has disclaimed the issuance of an opinion or the engagement type is AUP. An opinion providing assurance to intended users shall be based upon the verification of sufficient and appropriate historical evidence.
NOTE Only unmodified or modified opinions provide assurance to intended users.
	
	
	

	9.7.1.9
	At the conclusion of an engagement to validate statements about the outcome of future activities, the validation body shall issue an opinion, unless it has disclaimed the issuance of an opinion. A validation opinion on the reasonableness of the assumptions, limitations and methods used to forecast information shall be based upon the evaluation of sufficient and appropriate information. 
	
	
	

	9.7.2
	[bookmark: _Toc41674]Issue of the validation/verification statement
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.7.2, shall be followed.
If the environmental information statement includes a mixture of hypothetical, projected and/or historical information, the validation and verification opinion may be included in the same document.
The opinion shall contain:
· identification of the environmental information-related activity (e.g. organization, project or product);
· identification of the responsible party;
· a statement that the environmental information statement is the responsibility of the responsible party;
· identification of the criteria agreed by the responsible party and the body for the development of the environmental information statement; include a reference to the — identification of the criteria used by the body to validate or verify the environmental information statement;
· where the environmental information statement includes future predictions, an explanation that the actual result can differ from the estimate because the assumptions upon which the estimate is based can change.
The opinion may contain statements that limit the liability of the body.
A modified opinion shall contain a description of the reason for the modification. If the reason for the modified opinion is quantitative, the body’s opinion shall indicate the value of the material misstatement and its effect on the environmental information statement.
An adverse opinion shall include the reason(s) for the adverse opinion.
When disclaiming the issuance of an opinion, the body shall provide an explanation.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
6.3.3
	The verifier shall draft a verification report. A verification report shall include as a minimum: 
a) an appropriate title; 
b) an addressee; 
c) a statement that the responsible party is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of the GHG statement in accordance with the criteria;
d) a statement that the verifier is responsible for expressing an opinion on the GHG statement based 
on the verification;
e) a description of the verification evidence-gathering procedures used to assess the GHG statement;
f) the verification opinion;
g) the date of the report;
h) the verifier’s location;
i) the verifier’s signature;
j) a summary of the GHG statement;
k) reference to the verification criteria;
l) verification scope. 
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
7.3.3
	The validator shall draft a validation report. The validation report shall include as a minimum:
a) an appropriate title;
b) an addressee;
c) a statement that the responsible party is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of 
the GHG statement in accordance with the criteria;
d) a statement that the validator is responsible for expressing an opinion on the GHG statement based 
on the validation;
e) a description of the validation evidence-gathering procedures used to assess the GHG statement;
f) the validation opinion;
g) the date of the report;
h) the validator’s location;
i) the validator’s signature;
j) description of the validated baseline, or reference to it;
k) projected emission reductions or removal enhancements;
l) validation scope
	
	
	

	IAF MD 6
A.8.5.5
	The validation and verification statement shall:
• Conform with ISO 14064-3, Clause 4.9, except in cases where regulated
requirements overrule this;
• Be consistent with the outcome of the V/VB review; and
[bookmark: _GoBack]• Contain a validation/verification opinion and conclusion that reflects material discrepancies that remain after the conclusion of the validation or verification, and be issued to the responsible party.
	
	
	

	9.8
	[bookmark: _Toc41675]Facts discovered after the issue of the validation/verification statement
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.8, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
10
	The verifier or validator shall obtain sufficient appropriate evidence and identify relevant information up to the date of the verification or validation opinion. If facts or new information that could materially affect the verification or validation opinion are discovered after this date, the verifier or validator shall take appropriate action, including communicating the matter as soon as practicable to the responsible party, the client and the GHG programme. The verifier or validator may also communicate to other interested parties the fact that reliance of the original opinion may now be compromised given the discovered facts or new information.
	
	
	

	9.9
	[bookmark: _Toc41676]Handling of appeals
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.9, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	9.10
	[bookmark: _Toc41677]Handling of complaints
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.10, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	9.11
	[bookmark: _Toc41678]Records
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 9.11, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.4.4
	The verifier/validator shall maintain the following records:
a) engagement terms;
b) verification/validation plan;
c) evidence-gathering plan;
d) who performed the evidence-gathering activities and when they were performed;
e) collected evidence;
f) requests for clarification, material misstatements and nonconformities arising from the 
verification/validation and the conclusions reached;
g) communication with the responsible party on material misstatements;
h) the conclusions reached and opinions by the verifier/validator; 
i) the name of the independent reviewer, the date of review and comments of the reviewer.
	
	
	

	10
	[bookmark: _Toc41679]Information requirements
	
	
	

	10.1
	[bookmark: _Toc41680]Publicly available information
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 10.1, shall be followed.
Publicly provided information shall include any requirements regarding the use of the body’s opinion in its entirety (see Annex B).
	
	
	

	10.2
	[bookmark: _Toc41681]Other information to be available
	
	
	

	10.2.1
	ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 10.2, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	10.2.2
	For ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 10.2.2, note that the status of the validation/verification opinion can be confirmation of the identity of the body that issued the opinion, its date of issuance and, if applicable, the revision date.
	
	
	

	10.2.3
	In addition to the requirements of ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 10.2.3, the validation/verification team shall provide a detailed description of the validation/verification process.
NOTE The description of the validation/verification process includes how the body considers previous validation/verification results, where appropriate and if available.
	
	
	

	10.3
	Reference to validation/verification and use of marks
	
	
	

	10.3.1
	ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 10.3, shall be followed.
NOTE Information on third-party marks of conformity is given in ISO/IEC 17030.
	
	
	

	10.3.2
	The body shall ensure its agreement requires that the client shall not use the environmental information statement, opinion, report, marks, logos or labels in a manner that could mislead intended users or impair the reputation of the body.
Marks, logos and labels may include symbols of the body or those associated with a programme.
The body shall establish rules applying to references to data and information in an environmental information statement that were validated or verified.
NOTE References to validation/verification opinions, reports and use of marks are further explained in Annex B.
	
	
	

	IAF MD 6
A.5.2.1
	The legally enforceable agreement shall include a policy governing marketing and other references to the V/VB that the V/VB authorizes its clients to use with respect to any GHG assertion. Where there is a licence to use a validation or verification mark, or specific text, there shall be no ambiguity in the proposed use of the GHG assertion that has been validated or verified. The policy shall ensure, among other things, that no mark (as related to either the V/VB mark licensed to the client or a GHG program mark where the V/VB is responsible for monitoring the use of rules related to the application of the mark) or reference to the V/VB is placed on products or product packaging in a way that may be interpreted as denoting product certification.
	
	
	

	IAF MD 6
A.5.2.2
	The legally enforceable agreement shall include a policy governing statement(s) taken from the validated or verified GHG assertion that the V/VB allows a client to use, including time limits and language (refer to A.1.2). The legally enforceable agreements shall also include requirements related to the use of the V/VB mark that may “endorse” the statement(s) made by the client.
Note - requirements applicable in A.5.2.1 relating to the use of the V/VB mark on products also apply to A.5.2.2.
	
	
	

	10.3.3
	The body’s agreement shall require the client to ensure that any opinions or reports of factual findings made public by the client are communicated in their entirety.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
Annex C.1
	Verification and validation of GHG statements developed in accordance with ISO 14064-1, ISO 14064-2 and ISO 14067 are performed in accordance with Clauses 5 to 10 of this document. AUP shall not be used for this purpose. A verifier can perform an AUP engagement if the intended user(s) agree on the evidence-gathering activities and take responsibility for the procedures for their purposes. The verifier shall not provide an AUP engagement when the intended user(s) do not agree to the content and sufficiency of the procedures. AUP is a type of engagement used when the intended user(s) do not require assurance on the GHG statement but require a qualified verifier to test specific aspects of a subject (see C.3) using verification techniques. An AUP engagement may be more or less extensive than verification. AUP are determined by the intended user(s). However, the verifier may provide advice on the ability to effectively perform the procedures. The AUP need to be documented and agreed to. The verifier provides a report only on the results of the AUP, no assurance or opinion is expressed. The intended user(s) assess the results of the activities and draw their own conclusions. The report contains the AUP and the results, including the errors and exceptions identified, even if rectified. Where the intended user(s) wish to distribute the results of the AUP engagement to a wider audience (for example, public disclosure), any limitations on disclosure of report information shall be specified in the report and in the agreement with the intended user(s).
	
	
	

	10.4
	Confidentiality
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 10.4, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	11
	Management system requirements
	
	
	

	11.1
	General
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 11.1, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	IAF MD 6
A.12.1
	The management system should be sufficiently documented to ensure the consistent application of these standards and relevant operational requirements.
	
	
	

	11.2
	Management review
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 11.2, shall be followed.
The management review shall be conducted at least once a year, not exceeding 15 months between management reviews.
	
	
	

	11.3
	Internal audits
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 11.3, shall be followed.
The internal audit shall be conducted at least once a year, not exceeding 15 months between audits.
	
	
	

	11.4
	Corrective action
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 11.4, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	11.5
	Actions to address risks and opportunities
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 11.5, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	11.6
	Documented information
ISO/IEC 17029:2019, 11.6, shall be followed.
	
	
	

	ISO 14064-3,
5.4.4
	The verifier/validator shall maintain the following records:
a) engagement terms;
b) verification/validation plan;
c) evidence-gathering plan;
d) who performed the evidence-gathering activities and when they were performed;
e) collected evidence;
f) requests for clarification, material misstatements and nonconformities arising from the 
verification/validation and the conclusions reached;
g) communication with the responsible party on material misstatements;
h) the conclusions reached and opinions by the verifier/validator; 
i) the name of the independent reviewer, the date of review and comments of the reviewer.
	
	
	

	IAF MD 6
A.5.3.1
	The V/VB shall ensure it carries out validation or verification processes consistent with the requirements of ISO 14065. In addition, the V/VB shall ensure that its systems are sufficiently documented to ensure the consistent application of any specific validation or verification criteria (reference A.1.1), which they choose to offer.
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