[image: C:\Users\Nikwa\Downloads\NABCB-05 (1).jpg]National Accreditation Board 
for Certification Bodies

Validation and Verification as per VCS Standard v 4.7
Cross Reference Matrix cum Documentation Review Report

	 Name of the VVB:
	

	1. Address of VVB:
	

	2. Accreditation applied for: 			
	
	

	3. Accreditation Standard: 			
	

	4. Accreditation Scopes and Sectors applied for:
	

	Brief information about the VVB

	 

	Summary of observations


	Recommendations       






	                                       
	Names
	Date –Initial completion
	Date -First response
	Date –Second response

	VVB Representative
	
	
	
	

	NABCB Assessor 1
	
	
	
	

	NABCB Assessor 2
	
	
	
	









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

	Clause No. VCS Standard v4.7
	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
	

	Validation and Verification Requirements
	
	
	

	4.1.1
	Validation and verification are risk-based processes and shall be carried out in conformance with ISO 14064-3 and ISO 14065. Additional requirements with respect to validation and verification are set out in this section 4 and shall be adhered to.
	
	
	

	4.1.2
	The validation/verification body shall gather evidence to:
1. Validate a project to determine conformance with the VCS Program rules and evaluate the reasonableness of assumptions, limitations, and methods that support a statement about the outcome of future activities, and/or;
2. Verify a statement of historical data and information of a project to a reasonable level of assurance and ensure that the project meets the relevant materiality requirements.
	
	
	

	4.1.3
	The project shall be validated, and GHG statements of emission reductions or removals verified, by a validation/verification body that meets with the eligibility requirements set out in the VCS Program Guide.
	
	
	

	4.1.4
	Validation and verification of the project may be undertaken by the same validation/verification body, noting the rules on rotation of validation/verification bodies set out in Section 4.1.27 below. Validation may occur before the first verification or at the same time as the first verification.
	
	
	

	4.1.5
	The validation/verification body shall ensure that the project is listed on the project pipeline with a status of under validation before the opening meeting with the project proponent, such opening meeting representing the beginning of the validation process. Further, validation shall not begin until the 30-day public comment period has begun, and the validation/verification body shall not complete validation until after the 30-day public comment period has ended.
	
	
	

	4.1.6
	The validation/verification body shall evaluate the project proponent’s response to comments received during the 30-day public comment period.
	
	
	

	4.1.7
	Where a comment on a project has been submitted to Verra outside the 30-day public comment period, in accordance with Section 3.18.15,  the validation/verification that conducts the next validation and/or verification body shall evaluate the project proponent’s response to such comment.
	
	
	

	
4.1.8
	Where the project applies a methodology from an approved GHG program that does not have an independent validation step the project shall be validated in accordance with the VCS Program rules.
	
	
	

	
4.1.9
	Validation/verification bodies are expected to follow the guidance provided in the VCS Validation and Verification Manual when validating or verifying projects and conducting methodology assessments under the VCS Program.

	
	
	

	Validation and Verification Processes
	
	
	

	
4.1.10
	In addition to the requirements set out in ISO 14064-3, the following shall apply:
1. The level of assurance for verifications shall be reasonable, with respect to material errors, omissions, and misrepresentations.
2. The criteria for validation shall be the VCS Version 4, or approved GHG program where the validation is performed under an approved GHG program (as in cases of participation under the VCS Program and an approved GHG program). The criteria for verification shall be the VCS Version 4 (regardless of the VCS version or GHG program under which the project was validated). This means the validation or verification shall ensure conformance of the project with the VCS Program rules, or rules and requirements of the approved GHG program, as applicable.
3. The objective of validation or verification shall be in conformance with the VCS Program rules and the methodology applied to the project.
4. The threshold for materiality with respect to the aggregate of errors, omissions, and misrepresentations relative to the total reported GHG emission reductions and/or removals shall be five percent for projects and one percent for large projects.
	
	
	

	4.1.11
	A site visit that includes a visit to facilities and/or project areas shall be conducted at validation and project crediting period renewal validation.
	
	
	

	
4.1.12
	A site visit that includes a visit to facilities and/or project areas shall be conducted at validation. Such a site visit shall be conduct at verification under the following circumstances:
1. The first verification of the project after validation;
2. Verification of project baseline reassessments; and
3. Verifications that assess a project description deviation where the deviation impacts the applicability of the methodology, additionality or the appropriateness of the baseline scenario.
	
	
	

	
4.1.13
	Where a site visit to facilities and/or project areas is not required under Section 4.1.12 the validation/verification body shall identify whether a site visit is needed based on an independent risk assessment. Such risk assessment shall identify the risk of a material misstatement or nonconformity with the audit criteria. Where it is determined that no site visit is required, the validation/verification body shall justify and document the rationale for the decision.
	
	
	

	4.1.14
	Where a site visit occurs prior to the end of the monitoring period, the validation/verification body shall verify the volume of GHG emission reductions or carbon dioxide removals generated between the site visit and the end of the monitoring period, and clearly describe the additional evidence gathering activities conducted.
	
	
	

	
4.1.15
	Evaluation of the project’s stakeholder engagement shall be done in a culturally appropriate manner, and individual stakeholders and/or stakeholder groups to be interviewed shall be selected by the validation/verification body’s auditor team independently and, to the extent possible, in advance of the site visit. Validation/verification bodies shall plan and conduct interviews in a manner that demonstrates that the stakeholder interviews are free from bias or
influence from the project proponent.
	
	
	

	
4.1.16
	Where the project does not fully conform with the methodology, the validation/verification body shall determine whether this represents a methodology deviation or a methodology revision (in accordance with the specifications for each), and the case shall be handled accordingly.
	
	
	

	
4.1.17
	Where the project applies a revision to an approved GHG program methodology and the version of the (underlying) methodology referenced by the methodology revision is no longer current, the validation/verification body shall determine whether material changes have occurred to the underlying methodology that affect the integrity of the methodology revision. Where such material changes have occurred, the project shall not be approved.
	
	
	

	
4.1.18
	Where the project does not meet the criteria for validation or verification, the validation/verification body shall produce a negative validation opinion and provide the validation or verification report and project description, or monitoring report, to Verra. The project shall be ineligible for registration until such time as corrective action is taken and the same validation/verification body has provided a positive validation or verification.
	
	
	

	4.1.19
	Competence 
	
	
	

	
	The Validation/Verification body and validation and verification team shall meet the competence requirements set out in ISO 14065. 
	
	
	

	Validation and Verification Reporting
	
	
	

	
4.1.20
	The validation report describes the validation process, any findings raised during validation and their resolution, and the opinion reached by the validation/verification body on the GHG statement in the project description document and/or monitoring report. The validation/verification body shall use the VCS Validation Report Template, an approved combined validation report template available on the Verra website, or an approved GHG program validation report template where the project is registered under an approved GHG program, as appropriate, and adhere to all instructional text within the template. The validation report shall be accompanied by a validation representation, which shall be prepared using the VCS Validation Deed of Representation Template.
	
	
	

	
4.1.21
	The verification report describes the verification process, any findings raised during verification and their resolutions, and the opinion reached by the validation/verification body. The validation/verification body shall use the VCS Verification Report Template, or an approved combined verification report template available on the Verra website, and adhere to all instructional text within the template. The verification report shall be accompanied by a verification representation, which shall be prepared using the VCS Verification Deed of Representation Template.
	
	
	

	
4.1.22
	The verification report shall specify the number of GHG emission reductions or carbon dioxide removals generated in each calendar year of the monitoring period.
	
	
	

	Validation and Verification Opinion
	
	
	

	
4.1.23
	The validation report and the verification report shall contain a validation opinion and a verification opinion, respectively.
	
	
	

	
4.1.24
	Validation and verification opinions shall:
1. State the date of the opinion.
2. State the name of project; the GHG statement subject to validation or verification, including the date and period it covers, and that the GHG statement is the responsibility of the project proponent(s).
3. Identify the objectives, scope and criteria used to compile and assess the GHG statement.
4. Describe whether the data and information supporting the GHG statement were hypothetical, projected and/or historical in nature.
5. Include the validation/verification body’s conclusion on the GHG statement. Adverse, disclaimed, modified, or qualified opinions shall include a description of the reason(s) for the opinion, placed before the validation/verification body’s conclusion.
6. Describe the verification body’s conclusion including level of assurance.
7. For validation conclusions of the GHG statement of forecast of future emission reductions/removals, the GHG opinion shall explain that actual results may differ from the forecast as the estimate is based on assumptions that may change in the future.
8. International Accreditation Forum accreditation body approved validation/verification body opinions shall include a declaration that the validation and/or verification of the GHG statement was conducted in accordance with ISO 14064-3. The applicable ISO version shall be included (e.g., ISO 14064-3; 2019).
9. For AFOLU projects, state the version number of the non-permanence risk report or market leakage evaluation documentation upon which the opinion is based. 
	
	
	

	
4.1.25
	Verification opinions shall state the volume of GHG emission reductions and carbon dioxide removals generated during the monitoring period that have been verified. The verification opinion shall contain separate statements for reductions and removals where these are reported separately in accordance with the applied methodology. For AFOLU projects, the verification opinion shall also include the non-permanence risk rating, leakage emissions, and number of reductions and removals eligible to be issued as VCUs.
	
	
	

	Records of Validation and Verification
	
	
	

	
4.1.26
	The validation/verification body shall keep all documents and records in a secure and retrievable manner for at least two years after the end of the project crediting period, even where they do not conduct verification for the whole project crediting period.
	
	
	

	Rotation of Validation/Verification Bodies
	
	
	

	4.1.27
	Rotation of validation/verification bodies is required in respect of validation and verification, as follows:
1) Initial validation and the first verification of a project may be undertaken by the same validation/verification body. However, the subsequent verification shall be undertaken by a different validation/verification body. For example, if validation and verification were undertaken at the same time, the subsequent verification would have to be undertaken by a different validation/verification body. If validation was undertaken first (i.e., separately), the first verification could be undertaken by the same validation/verification body, but the subsequent verification would have to be undertaken by a different validation/verification body.
Note – The gap validation of a project registered under an approved GHG program may be disregarded when assessing adherence to these requirements.
2) A validation/verification body shall not verify more than six consecutive years of a project’s GHG emission reductions or carbon dioxide removals. The validation/verification body may undertake further verification for the project only when at least three years of the project’s reductions or removals have been verified by a different validation/verification body. Notwithstanding these rules, where AFOLU projects have verification periods longer than six years, a validation/verification body is permitted to verify more than six consecutive years of a project’s reductions or removals, and the subsequent verification shall be undertaken by a different validation/verification body.
3) Crediting period renewal validation and the first verification of the renewed crediting period may be undertaken by the same validation/verification body if that validation/verification body did not complete the final verification of the crediting period. However, the subsequent verification shall be undertaken by a different validation/verification body.
4) Where the final verification of a crediting period and validation of the crediting period renewal are undertaken by the same validation/verification body, the subsequent verification shall be undertaken by a different validation/verification body.
Note – Validations and verifications performed under other GHG programs shall be counted when assessing adherence to these requirements.
	
	
	

	Validation and Verification Requirements for Grouped Projects
	
	
	

	
4.1.28
	Validation and verification of grouped projects shall assess conformance of the project with the requirements for grouped projects set out in the VCS Program rules.
	
	
	

	
4.1.29
	New project activity instances shall be validated, based on the information reported in the monitoring report, against the applicable set of eligibility criteria. The validation/verification body shall specify which instances meet the eligibility criteria for inclusion in the project. Such validation may be reported in the verification report or a separate validation report.  
	
	
	

	
4.1.30
	Where, due to the number of project activity instances, it is unreasonable to undertake an individual assessment of each initial or new instance, the validation/verification body shall document and explain the evidence gathering methods employed for the validation of such instances. Such evidence gathering methods shall be statistically sound. The number of instances included in the project, eligible for monitoring and generation of VCUs shall be proportional to the percentage of sampled instances found to be in conformance by the validation/verification body.
	
	
	

	
4.1.31
	The verification report for grouped projects shall document and explain the evidence gathering methods employed by the validation/verification body for the verification of the GHG statement of reductions or removals generated by the project. Such methods shall be statistically sound. Any subsequent changes to the evidence gathering method(s) required as a result of the verification findings shall be documented.



	
	
	

	Non-Permanence Risk Analysis and Market Leakage Evaluations for AFOLU Projects
	
	
	

	
4.1.32
	Non-Permanence risk analysis and market leakage evaluations shall be assessed by the validation/verification body in accordance with the VCS Program rules.
	
	
	

	
4.1.33
	The validation/verification body shall assess the risk analysis carried out by the project proponent in accordance with the AFOLU Non-Permanence Risk Tool and GCS Non-Permanence Risk Tool. The project proponent shall respond to all and any of the validation/verification body’s findings. As a result of any such findings, the project proponent shall amend the documentation as necessary and update the risk rating accordingly.
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