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e A brief description of the verification and the project

Earthood Services Pvt. Ltd. (Earthood) has carried out the verification assessment of the project activity “Forest
Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko Project” VCS ID 2897 /12/. The assessment covered the monitoring period from
01/01/2022 - 31/12/2023 period. The project activity falls under sectoral scope 14, Agriculture Forestry and Other
Land Use (AFOLU) type and category Improved Forest Management (IFM) under the activity type Conversion from Logged
Forest to Protected Forest (LtPF) as per the latest VCS Standard, version 4.7 /4/. The Forest Conservation in Boumba-
et-Ngoko Project is in the Moloundou district, Boumba-et-Ngoko department, in the East Region of the Republic of
Cameroon. The project activity is located inside UFA 10-064. The project is being implemented by Carbonsink Group
S.r.l. The project applied VCS approved methodology VM0010 “Methodology for Improved Forest Management:
Conversion from Logged to Protected Forest”, version 1.3 /9/, and its associated tool VCS tool VTO001 v3.0 /10/ to
guantify the amount of greenhouse gas reductions achieved through this project. The calculation of project emissions
reductions achieved for the current monitoring period has been carried out in a transparent and conservative manner
and were made available in emission reductions calculations spreadsheets for the verification assessment.

e The purpose and scope of verification

This assignment is an independent assessment by a Third Party (Earthood) of the project “Forest Conservation in
Boumba-et-Ngoko Project” (VCS 2897) against all defined criteria set for the registration under the VCS Standard,
version 4.7 /4/. Verification is conducted using Earthood procedures which are developed in line with the requirements
specified in the VCS Validation and Verification Manual v3.2 /7/. The purpose of the Verification is to confirm that the
project and all related project documentation are in accordance with all rules and requirements of the VCS Standard
v4.7 /4/, applied methodology VMO0O010, version 1.3 /9/ and its associated tools /10/.

e  The monitoring period
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This is the second monitoring period spanning from 01/01/2022 - 31/12/2023.

e The method and criteria used for verification

The verification team has reviewed the project activity in accordance with the rules and requirements specified in the
latest versions of VCS standard and checked the applicability of the project against the applied methodology and tools
which includes the following:

- VCS Standard, version 4.7 /4/

— VCS Program Guide, version 4.4 /5/

— VCS Program Definitions, version 4.5 /6/

— VCS Validation and Verification Manual, version 3.2 /7/

— AFOLU Non-Permanence Risk Tool, version 4.2 /8/

e The number of findings raised during verification

During the verification process 11 clarification (CL), 12 corrective action requests (CAR) were raised and successfully
resolved. No forward action requests (FARs) were raised during the last verification period. One FAR hasbeen raised
during this verification period.

e Any uncertainties associated with the verification

There were no uncertainties associated with the verification process. The verification team has checked the information
given in the monitoring report and checked the calculation of emission reductions achieved in this monitoring period.
Each detail has been checked through document review which is not only confined to information provided by project
proponent (PP) but also by undertaking an independent evaluation of relevant publicly available information by making
use of technical expertise of the assessment team. Project implementation activities, monitoring activities and
contributed SDGs have also been confirmed during on-site visit and through the responses provided by stakeholders.
Thus, there are no evident uncertainties associated with the verification in this monitoring period.

e  Summary of the verification opinion

In conclusion, it is Earthood’s opinion that the project activity “Forest Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko Project” (VCS
2897) implemented in the project area, meets all relevant requirements for VCS standards and guidelines, and correctly
applies the methodology VM0010, version 1.3 /9/ for the calculation of baseline, for determining additionality and to
monitor emission reductions. For the current monitoring period, the implementation of the project activities has resulted
in emission reductions of 477,382 tCO2e. Buffer credits allocation is 24% and eligible Verified Carbon are 362,811
tCO2e.
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INTRODUCTION

Objective

Earthood was contracted by Carbonsink S.r.l. to undertake the second verification of the project
activity “Forest Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko Project” (VCS ID 2897) /12/.

The objective of the verification is to undertake an independent third-party assessment and to
approve the monitoring report, emission reductions and all the related project documentation &
supporting documents are in accordance with the rules and requirements of the VCS Standard
va4.7 /4/.

Especially the project's implementation plan, and the quantification of emission reduction &
removal and non-permanence risk analysis is in line with relevant VCS requirements and host
Country criteria are assessed to confirm that the project implementation, as documented, is
comprehensive and practical and meets the identified criteria. Independent third-party
assessment is a requirement for all VCS projects and is mandatory to provide assurance to the
Verra and other stakeholders of the quality of the project and its achieved Verified Carbon Units
(VCUs) generation.

Scope and Criteria

The scope of the services provided by the Earthood for the project is to perform VCS verification
of the Forest Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko Project (VCS 2897). The scope of verification is
to assess the emission reductions achieved in this monitoring period as presented in the
monitoring report (VCS MR) and emission reduction calculation sheets against the VCS Standard
version 4.7, applied methodology VM0010, version 1.3 and its associated tool and other relevant
rules and requirements established for VCS project activities.

Verification Process and Methodology

The verification process is undertaken by a competent verification team and involves the
following:

— the desk review of documents and evidence submitted by the project participant in context
of the reference VCS guidelines issued by Verra.

— verify whether the project, implementation plan, and calculated emission reductions
achieved in this monitoring period meets the requirements of VCS Standard v4.7 /4/, VCS
program guide v4.4 /5/ & VCS program definition v4.5 /6/.

— evaluate whether the implementation of the project activity is in conformance with the
registered and approved implementation plan given in VCS PD.



v VCS

1.3

VCS Verification Report Template, v4.3

— undertaking/conducting site visit, interview, or interactions with the representative of the
project participant,

— reporting audit findings with respect to clarifications and non-conformities and the closure
of the findings, as appropriate and

— preparing a draft verification opinion based on the auditing findings and conclusions

— technical review of the draft verification opinion along with other documents as appropriate
by an independent competent technical review team

— finalization of the verification opinion (this report)

— anindependent technical review team reviews the verification report made by the verification
team. After the final report is accepted by the technical reviewer it is then approved by
Earthood which is processed further according to the VCS procedures

Earthood has performed verification based on a risk-based approach focusing mainly on the
significant risks to meet the qualification criteria and the ability to generate VCUs. The verification
is not meant to provide any consulting towards the client. However, stated requests for
clarifications and/or corrective actions may provide input for improvement of the project design.

Level of Assurance

In accordance with the VCS Standard v4.7 para 4.1.2 and 4.1.10 /4/, the level of assurance of
this verification report is reasonable. VVB has reviewed sufficient evidence to verify the project
implementation, data, and parameters, and achieved emission reductions calculations for this
monitoring period. Further clarifications were asked, and all the discrepancies found during the
verification assessment have been raised as audit findings, and successfully closed. With respect
to VCS Standard version 4.7 para 4.1.10.4, 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. The scale of the project is large scale. Therefore, 1% (large scale project).
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Summary Description of the Project

Earthood Services Pvt. Ltd. (Earthood) has carried out the verification assessment of the project
activity “Forest Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko Project” VCS ID 2897. The assessment
covered the monitoring period from 01/01/2022 - 31/12/2023 period. The project activity falls
under sectoral scope 14, Agriculture Forestry and Other Land Use (AFOLU) type and category
Improved Forest Management (IFM) as per the latest VCS Standard, version 4.7 /4/. The Forest
Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko Project is in the Moloundou district, Boumba-et-Ngoko
department, in the East Region of the Republic of Cameroon. The project aims to stop planned
logging activities, protect the forest, and avoid emissions generated by logging, transport, and
processing of raw material as well as collateral damage to vegetation and biodiversity,
decomposition of material left in the forest, construction of forest tracks for transport to the
storage point, construction of hydraulic engineering works, construction of bridges and other
infrastructure. The project activity is located inside UFA 10-064. The project is being
implemented by Carbonsink Group S.r.l. The project applied VCS approved methodology VM0010
“Methodology for Improved Forest Management: Conversion from Logged to Protected Forest”,
version 1.3 /9/, and its associated tool VCS tool VTO001 /10/ to quantify the amount of
greenhouse gas reductions achieved through this project.

VERIFICATION PROCESS

The verification process adopted by the VVB is in accordance with the Earthood internal auditing
procedures and VCS Standard version 4.7 /4/ and VCS Validation and Verification Manual
version 3.2 /7/ and are as follows:

Method and Criteria

The verification process involved the following.

- A review of the data and information presented by the project proponent in context of the
reference VCS rules and guidelines to verify their completeness.

- Undertaking site visit, interview, or interactions with the representative of the project proponent,
project employees and local stakeholders,

- A review of the monitoring plan, the monitoring methodology including applicable tool(s) and,
where applicable, the applied standardized baseline, and the quality assurance and quality
control procedures.
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- A review of calculations and assumptions made in determining the GHG data and emission
reductions.

- An evaluation of data management and the quality assurance and quality control system in the
context of their influence on the generation and reporting of emission reductions.

- In order to ensure the deliverables on time the VVB has designed the timelines for the expected
milestones. Kick-off call with PP followed by initiation of desk review of all the evidences received
from PP. NOVS was submitted to VERRA on 18 April 2024. Onsite audit, conducted from 20 May
2024 to 23 May 2024. Opening meeting was conducted on 20 May 2024 with the members of
LFB, Carbon sink and South Pole followed by site visit activities. VVB has provided the table of
key milestone and dates of main activities below. .

Key milestones* Date

Establishment of 27-09-2023
VVB PP contract

MR and supporting | 29-03-2024
documentation
received by VVB

Kick-off call 02-04-2024

NOVS sent to 18-04-2024

VERRA

On-site visit 20-05-2024 to 23-
05-2024

Submission of VR to | 08-08-2024

VERRA

PRR Round | 13-09-2024

received

*Kindly note that desk review and assessment of project documents is a continues process and
therefore had been added as independent milestone of the project.

Sampling approach for the on-site assessment.

There is no sampling approach adopted for the verification of the project. It is to be noted that
this project is an IFM project where the sampling could be applied on the biomass plot monitoring
activities. However, in this project PP has taken deviation from the methodology requirements at
the time of validation which allowed them to calculate the carbon stocks in commercial timber
volumes in the baseline scenario using pre-existing forest inventory data. As per the MR, the
methodological deviation is to use the censuses (Annual Operation Permissions, PAO) instead of
the limited samplings (from the CDM Tool’s sample plots) to validate the UFA 10-064 forest
inventory. Furthermore, as per the applied methodological requirements, PP has used remote
sensing techniques to assess and quantify forest cover loss (illegal logging) in the project area.
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For this verification, VVB has checked the entire dataset and remote sensing files. The
assessment has been provided in section 4 of this report. During on-site visit, VVB visited the
forest concession areas, carried out inspection of monitoring activities at South Access UFA 10-
064 and part of the southern border and PK27, as control access point of the UFA 10-064 from
the north. Further, interviews with the FB monitoring team and stakeholders were conducted.
Section 2.3 of the verification report has list of interviewees, section 2.4 has the summary of site
visit activities. CL#07 and CL#08 tables in the Appendix 5 includes the site visit observations
and assessment of project carried out on site. Other combined assessment of site visit and desk
review are communicated to PP in another audit finding tables added in Appendix 5.

The methodology, criteria, and rationale for the sampling and stratification procedures has been
explained above. It to be confirmed that the requirements of the VCS standard v4.7, Section
4.1.21 has been met by VVB, as this verification report describes the verification process,
included all findings raised during verification and their resolutions, and the opinion reached by
the validation/verification body.

2.2 Document Review

The VCS verification of the project was performed by Earthood through the document review and
on-site visit completed in line with the requirements specified in the VCS standard v4.7 /4/, VVB
manual /7/ and applied methodology VM0010 /9/ and other VCS documents.

Additionally, cross checks were performed for information provided in the monitoring report (MR)
using other independent source of information. The list of documents reviewed during the
verification process is provided under appendix Il of this verification report. On-site inspection
was carried out by Team Leader, TA Expert and Local area expert that covered interviews with PP
and relevant stakeholder, review of photographic evidence and videos of sampled sites of
monitoring plots. Below are the details of verification team members and technical reviewer.

Verification team members

Last name First Affiliation Involvement in

name (e.g. name of central or
other office of VVB or

3
outsourced entity) 2
o )
@ = S 2
(3] c = =
= o © S
o ENRC] £
8 3 2 ¢ ¢
5 g€ 5 & 2
S > £ = 8
= & § £ S
1. | Team Leader | IR | Sharma Riya Earthood Y |[Y |Y |Y
2. | TAExpert (TA | IR | Sharma Riya Earthood Y |[Y |Y |Y
14.1) (New)
2. | TA Expert IR | Kulavmode | Amol Earthood Y |[Y |Y |Y
(TA14.1) (Old) Ramesh
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3. | Verifier IR | Das Suparna Earthood Y N N |Y
4. RS & GIS IR | Hooda Waris Earthood Y N [N |Y
Expert

Technical reviewer and approver of the verification report

Type of Last name
resource

Affiliation
(e.g. name of

First name

central or other
office of VVB or
outsourced entity)

1. Technical Reviewer IR Gautam Ashok Kumar Central Office

2. TA Expert (14.1) to TR IR Nazneen Sadaf Central Office

3. Approver IR Singh Kaviraj Central Office
2.3 Inferviews

An onsite audit was conducted for the project activity from 20/05/2024 to 23/05/2024 /17/,
/18/. The details of the people interviewed are mentioned in the table below.

Interviewee Affiliation
Last name @ First
name
1 Piazzalunga | Angelo Resc. Commander | 20/05/2024
FB
2 Falcucci Francesco | Site Manager, FB 20/05/2024
3 Casagrande | Enrico Project Manager, 20/05/2024
Maria CarbonSink
4 Castaner Jorge Forest Engineer, 20/05/2024
Pla South Pole
5 Likaa Gweth Resposable, FB 20/05/2024
6 Blaise Boussilon | Chief Police Officer | 22/05/2024
of Socambo
7 Camille Rippiro Chief Military 22/05/2024
Officer of Socambo

Subject

Team
member(s)

Project design Riya

and Sharma,
implementation, | Amol
documentation | Ramesh
and Kulavmode,
management, Neh Julie
project

additionality
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8 Raymond Darna CPFSN, chef de 22/05/2024
poste frontiére de
la sOreté nationale
de socambo
9 Emvo D Ekomo Forest ranger and 22/05/2024
Chief of forest and
hunting post of
Socambo
10 | Felicien Mbamlio CPF President 22/05/2024
11 | Servais Oyono J. Chief of medical 22/05/2024
center
12 | Charles Nyebele Director of public 22/05/2024
school of Socambo
13 | Mbang Abolo Botanist 22/05/2024
14 | Isotta Jean Socambo COVILAB | 22/05/2024
member (Baka
community)
15 | Andobo Patrice LFB cartographer 22/05/2024
2.4  Site Visits

Site inspection was conducted by ESPL Team Leader, Technical Expert (TA 14.1) and Local area
Expert from 20/05/2024 t0 23/05/2024 /18/. The team was accompanied by PP during site visit.
The site visit has been planned and executed in accordance with the VCS Validation and Verification
manual v3.2 /7/, VCS Standard V4.7, Section 4 /4/.

The onsite visit was performed in order:

To understand and evaluate the project area/boundary, project additionality and expected
outcomes

Interviews with relevant personnel to confirm that the operational and data collection procedures
are implemented in accordance with the Monitoring Plan

To validate the measurement of carbon pools to calculate carbon stock

To interact with the communities directly and indirectly dependent/impacting/impacted by the
project and understand the socioeconomic dimension of the project
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To check the project management, meet the management team, check the monitoring plan and its
on ground implementation practices

Review the financials audits and fund flow

Interviews were conducted with the team members of LFB, Carbon sink and South Pole who
confirmed the project activities and benefits as reported in the MR. During the on-site visit,
interviews with representatives of project proponents and other entities involved in the project,
local communities and other relevant stakeholders were conducted. The reviewed evidence along
with other supporting documents were also provided to the verification team for assessment by the
PP as listed in Appendix 2. The records of interviews conducted have been maintained in the form
of audio recordings of interviews, photographs taken at project sites and audit reports. Meetings
with the local stakeholders were also scheduled during the on-site visit.

Interviews with the PP team were conducted to confirm the project objectives, current monitoring
and implementation plan, monitoring activities, or programs delivered under this monitoring period.
Other project details such as present status of logging activities, patrolling against illegal activities
inside UFAs, controlling access to the barriers of the UFA, risk of illegal activities were also
discussed. PP and local stakeholders also discussed potential environmental and socio-economic
impacts, continuous mechanism of stakeholder consultation, stakeholder feedback and any
grievances received from the locals.

The verification team has reviewed the shared evidence and considered all the responses of the
interviewees during the site visit. The records of photographs and videos were also checked. All the
stakeholders supported the project and shared their feedback. The site visit was completed for the
project in compliance with the VCS VVB Manual, v3.2 /7/. Evidence along with other supporting
documents submitted by PP to the verification team for the assessment are listed in Appendix II.

Resolution of Findings

The process for raising the findings (corrective actions, non-conformities, or other findings) by
the verification team is carried out after thoroughly reviewing supporting documents shared by
project proponent. Observations of remote site visit inspection were also raised as audit findings.
As an outcome of the verification process, the verification team can raise different types of
findings as per the following understanding;:

A Clarification Request (CL) is raised if information is insufficient or not clear enough to determine
whether the applicable VCS requirements have been met

Where a non-conformance arises the team leader shall raise a Corrective Action Request (CAR).
A CAR is issued, where:

— The project participants have made mistakes that will influence the ability of the project
activity to achieve real, measurable additional emission reductions.



v VCS

2.5.1

VCS Verification Report Template, v4.3

— The VCS standard, methodology and modules requirements have not been met; - there is a
risk that emission reductions cannot be monitored or calculated.

— The validation process may be halted until this information has been made available to the
team leader’s satisfaction. Information or clarifications provided as a result of a CL may also
lead to a CAR.

A Clarification Request (CL) will be issued where information is insufficient, unclear or not
transparent enough to establish whether a requirement is met.

A Forward Action Request (FAR) will be issued when certain issues related to project
implementation should be reviewed during the following verification assessment.

During the verification process, total 11 CLs and 12 CARs were raised and resolved satisfactorily.
The list of CARs/CLs raised, and the responses provided, the means of verification, reasons for
their closure, and references to correction in the relevant documents are provided in Appendix
IV of this report.

Forward Action Requests
One FAR has been raised in this verification.

MR section 2.1.5 (Public Comments) reported in the summary of comments received that
“several participants pointed out that the road between Socambo and Moloundou is in bad
condition, and it could be fixed. VVB has checked the comment origin in the project supporting
documents dated LSC Socambo questionnaires dated 06/12/2023. VVB further discussed the
status of comments addressal and actions taken have also been checked with stakeholders
during on-site interview sessions. As provided in MR, VVB assessed that it is confirmed that the
road that passes through the UFA 10-064 concession is a department road (Départmentale 77,
D77): the maintenance of this kind of road is not directly related to the forest concession.
However, considering that the road repairment is asked by communities, as part of action taken,
communities will be timely informed of all the progress made by the responsible entity for the
road construction. PP will update the road maintenance work to communities and take their
further feedback in future stakeholder consultation meetings to seek resolutions on this
comment. The dialogue established in this context requires further updates on ground which
could not be captured in the current verification cycle (MP2). Therefore, VVB in the next
verification (MP3) shall assess whether the road between Socambo and Moloundou has been
repaired. The other public comment related to the establishment of a hospital, housing and a
school for the Baka shall also be confirmed by the next verifying VVB.

Please refer to the Appendix 5 for the FAR table.
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Eligibility for Validation Activities

Earthood is accredited for validation and verification for the VCS sectoral scope 14 AFOLU as
well as by VERRA board.

VALIDATION FINDINGS

Methodology Deviations

There are two methodological deviations sought for this project as provided in MR section 2.2.1

/3/.
e Validation of the forest inventory (baseline scenario emissions)

In this project, to assess carbon stocks in commercial timber volumes under baseline conditions,
existing forest inventory data may be utilized. However, if the data is over 10 years old, validation
through limited sampling within the project area is required. For instance, the UFA 10-064
inventory conducted in 2005 exceeds this limit. The proponent suggested a deviation from the
methodology, proposing validation based on Cameroonian law requiring annual or biennial forest
inventories covering 100% of AAC surface. These inventories, certified by the Cameroonian’s
Forestry Ministry, guide logging plans, determining allowable volumes per species above a set
minimum diameter. Extractable wood volumes from these inventories inform internal operational
plans for logging companies.

VVB checked the justification to use the above-mentioned censuses (Annual Operation
Permissions, PAO) instead of the limited samplings (from the CDM Tool’s sample plots) to validate
the UFA 10-064 forest inventory. It was found that the current deviation from the registered
monitoring plan is justified correctly.

VVB confirmed that the deviation meets with the criteria and specifications for permitted
methodology deviations. It is not negatively impacting the conservativeness of the quantification
of forest inventory, and thus the related GHG emission reductions or removals from the project.
It is concluded that the methodology deviations applied to the project are valid.

o lllegal logging monitoring (project scenario GHG emissions)
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In Section 8.2.2.2 of the VCS YM0010 methodology v1.3 /9/, it is stated that Participatory Rural
Appraisals (PRAs) are needed for identifying illegal logging activities within the project area.
However, the methodology also suggests that remote sensing techniques can complement PRAs
by providing more conservative and comprehensive assessments of forest cover loss, including
illegal logging activities. The dense nature of moist deciduous forests makes ground-based
patrolling challenging, necessitating alternative methods for monitoring illegal logging. Remote
sensing analyses offer a solution by enabling the detection of forest canopy changes across the
entire project area with high accuracy and temporal granularity.

The proposed approach involves utilizing cartographic information derived from supervised
classification of Sentinel-2A satellite images (from 2022 to 2023) /16/ to differentiate between
Forest and Non-Forest areas. This classification is based on supervised remote-sensing
techniques, with training areas randomly assigned to satellite images and interpreted by
geospatial experts.

By analyzing spatiotemporal datasets generated from remote sensing data, the project aims to
identify and assess the extent of illegal logging activities within the project area. This method
ensures a comprehensive and reliable analysis of illegal forest loss, enhancing the efficacy of
conservation efforts.

Project Description Deviations
PP has not implemented any project description deviations during the current monitoring period
(2022-2023).

New Project Activity Instances in Grouped Projects

Not applicable since the project is not a grouped project.

Baseline Reassessment
Did the project undergo baseline reassessment during the monitoring period?
] Yes No

The baseline reassessment for the project should be done in 2028 (10 years after the start date
of the project).
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4 VERIFICATION FINDINGS

4.1  Project Details

Item

Audit history

Double counting and
participation under other
GHG programs

No double claiming with
emissions trading
programs or binding
emission limits

No double claiming with
other forms of
environmental credit

Supply chain (scope 3)
emissions double

claiming

Sustainable development
contributions

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and
assessment conclusion:

The details of the audit history as described under section 1.2
of the MR/03/ have been confirmed from the publicly available
information and is found consistent/12/

It was confirmed that there is no risk of double counting
associated as mentioned in the validated MR (section 1.10) /3/.
The project is registered under VCS ID 2897 /12/. The PP has
submitted the declaration/19/ which states that the net GHG
emission reductions generated by the project activity will not be
used for double counting and participation under other GHG
programs for the same period.

The project has not, nor does it intend to participate in any other
GHG emission trading program or binding emission limits as
mentioned in the validated MR (section 1.11.1) as confirmed
through a risk-based review by the verification team. The non-
participation declaration has been shared by the PP/19/.

It was confirmed that there is no risk of double claiming (as
mentioned in the validated MR (section 1.11.2). Also, PP has not
received or pursued any other form of environmental credit as
confirmed through a risk-based review by the verification team.
The non-participation declaration has been shared by the
PP/19/.

It was confirmed that the PP is not a buyer or seller of a product
whose emissions footprint is changed by the project activities
and also a public statement regarding the same has been posted
by the PP on their website with the VCS program requirements as
verified by the verification team.

It was concluded during site visit and through the review of
supporting documents
communities and other stakeholders that the project sustainable

provided and interviewing PP,
development goals were implemented as mentioned in the

validated MR (section 1.12) /03/.
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SDG 13.0: promotes tons of greenhouse gas emissions avoided
or removed; the project activity led to net GHG emissions and
removal of 477,382 tCO2e during this MP as verified from the
calculation in the ER sheet/15/.

SDG 15:

Target 15.1: By 2020, ensure the conservation, restoration and
sustainable use of terrestrial and inland freshwater ecosystems
and their services, in particular forests, wetlands, mountains and
drylands, in line with obligations under international agreements.

Indicator 15.1.1, Promotes Forest area as a proportion of total
land area. 100% of the project area for the monitoring period
(about 13,500 ha) was not logged and forest degradation from
logging activities (including infrastructure and log trail
development) was thus avoided during this monitoring period as
verified from KML file /16/ and the evidence provided by PP
/21/. (FMP)

SDG 15:

Target 15.2: By 2020, promote the implementation of
sustainable management of all types of forests, halt
deforestation, restore degraded forests and substantially
increase afforestation and reforestation globally.

Indicator 15.2.1 Promotes progress towards sustainable forest
management. 100% of the project area for the monitoring period
(about 13,500 ha, considering the AAC 5-1 and 5-2 that would
have been selectively logged in the baseline scenario) was not
logged as verified from the evidence provided by PP /21/. (FMP)

N/A, as in the monitoring report, no commercially sensitive
information is present

Additional information
relevant to the project

4.2 Safeguards and Stakeholder Engagement

4.2.1 Stakeholder Identification

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment

conclusion
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Stakeholder
identification

Legal or customary
tenure/access rights

Stakeholder diversity
and changes over
time

Expected changes in
well-being
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During site visit, VVB have verified that in accordance with the
Cameroonian forestry law /22/ and in collaboration with local
communities and authorities /23/ LFB has established and
maintained a strong network of relationships with local authorities,
communities, and their representatives in the region. The first local
stakeholder consultation was successfully held on 12 April 2022 with
participation from all identified stakeholders /2//24/, as verified by
VVB by consulting with local stakeholders during on-site visit /17/.
The local communities of Socambo and Mongokélé, along with the
Farmer-Forest Committee (CPF) of these villages, are actively involved
in the project. Governmental bodies including the Ministry of Forestry
and Wildlife (MINFOF), forest police, gendarmerie, border police, and
BIM are fundamental actors in the project. The Committee of Poaching
Prevention (COVILAB) also participates in project-related
activities/25/.

LFB holds the exploitation rights for UFA 10-064, acquired through
order n°0974 of 20th November 2007 and decree n°2012/1001 of
10th April 2012 as verified by VVB by documentation presented by PP
during site visit and these are publicly available /26/. Local
populations are granted usage rights or customary rights to harvest all
plant, animal, and fish resources in the UFA, excluding protected
species, as per Cameroonian forestry law (Loi n°94/01, 20 January
1994) /27//28/.

The project area is situated in the Moloundou district (arrondissement
or commune), Boumba-et-Ngoko department, in the East Region of
Cameroon. As of 2018, the district's population was estimated at
31,621 inhabitants, residing across 29 villages /30/. Most the
commune's population consists of Bantu groups (Bangando, Bakwélg,
Sangha-sangha), with the Baka population being a minority,
accounting for approximately 17%. Gender distribution shows
significant equity.

Since the last verification, no significant changes in stakeholder
diversity or demographic trends have been identified. This was
confirmed by the VVB through supporting documents /31/, /32/, and
/33/ provided by PP.

Local communities surrounding the project area will continue to
benefit from customary usage rights within the project area, including
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Location of
stakeholders

Location of resources
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traditional and subsistence hunting, the harvest of vegetal material
for food and medicinal use, and fuelwood collection. They will not
experience any disruption to these rights. The VVB verified through a
review article /34/ provided by PP that, in the considered cases,
including Cameroon, logging activities negatively impact the
availability of Non-Timber Forest Products (NTFPs).

Therefore, preserving the forest concession from logging activities will
enhance the availability of NTFPs for local communities. This
information was confirmed by the assessment team during the on-site
visit and interviews with local stakeholders /17/.

The project area is in the most remote and with the lowest population
density in the Moloundou arrondissement, as verified by VVB from
Figure 3 of the Joint Project Document and Verification document /2/
and Figure 4 from the Moloundou District Development Plan, 2018

/35/.

The local communities have customary access inside the whole
project area, located inside the UFA 10-064 in the Boumba-et-Ngoko
department as verified by VVB from the supporting documents /27/,
/28/ provided by PP. Several project stakeholders, such as the forest
ranger and the gendarmerie station chief, have competence that
overlaps with the project area and are thus collaborating with LFB in
protecting and securing the area from illegal activities as confirmed by
the assessment team during the on-site visit and interviews /17/ with
project stakeholders.

4.2.2 Stakeholder Consultation and Ongoing Communication

Ongoing consultation

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment
conclusion

Ongoing consultation with stakeholders and the communities involved
in the project was undertaken on 6 December 2023 in the village of
Socambo and the prefect of Moloundou was informed about the
meeting and gave consent as verified by VVB from ‘Receipt of
declaration of public meeting /36/. The communication with the local
stakeholders regarding any project aspect including project design
and implementation, results of monitoring, risks, costs, and benefits,
all relevant laws and regulations covering workers’ and the process of

20
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4.2.3

Date(s) of stakeholder

consultation

Communication of
monitored results

Consultation records

Stakeholder input
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VCS validation/verification process and site visit, were conveyed
through a meeting with the stakeholders.

During the site visit, local stakeholders were interviewed about the
ongoing consultation/17/ and they have no negative feedback
regarding the project activity. Also, it has been confirmed that the
locals have knowledge about the grievance mechanism /38/.

The previous LSC was held in Socambo on 12/04/2022, as part of the
consultation period for the project validation and first monitoring
period (2018-2022). The outcomes of this consultation were verified
by VVB from section 2.2 of the Joint Validation and Verification
document /2/ provided by PP, and it is also publicly accessible in
VERRA Registry /12/.

Meeting notes and signature by the participants/37/ on the meeting
held on 6 December 2023 has been provided by PP.

Stakeholders were informed by PP about the implementation of the
LtPF project, the areas involved in the project, certification process
under the VCM market and about the visit of the auditor team. This
information was verified by VVB from the document ‘Declaration of
public meeting’ /36/ provided by PP. This information was further
confirmed by the assessment team during the on-site visit and through
interviewing the local stakeholders/17/.

Scanned copies of Participants signature list, Meeting notes and
Questionnaire /37/ are provided by PP as consultation records.

Stakeholder input was collected in a public intervention section and
with specific questionnaires during the meeting held in Socambo.
During the onsite visit/17/ local stakeholders were interviewed /18/
and they have no negative input regarding the project activity.

Free, Prior, and Informed Consent

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment

conclusion

N/A, as there are no ongoing conflicts or issues with stakeholders
since the IPs and LCs have the full right to benefit from NTFPs present
in the project area.
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Outcome of FPIC
discussion
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The project has not encroached on land, relocated people without
consent, and forced physical or economic displacement, as verified by
the assessment team during onsite visits and interviews with local
stakeholders /17/.

4.2.4 Grievance Redress Procedure

Grievance received
and steps taken to
resolve the grievance
including the
outcomes of the
resolution

Grievance redress
procedure

4.2.5 Public Comments

Comments received

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment
conclusion

No grievance was received during the current monitoring period. The
grievance record book has been checked and no feedback has been
provided by the local stakeholders. During the onsite visit/17//18/
local stakeholders were interviewed, and they have no negative inputs
regarding the project activity.

During the current verification, it was communicated by PP and
confirmed by assessment team that there is no grievance registered
in the grievance record book /38/.

The project proponent has informed project participants that any
concerns, grievances, or requests can be addressed to any member
of CPF or the Socambo forest ranger (chef de poste forestier). These
individuals are responsible for forwarding them to the company Filiére
Bois, which will address them promptly. Furthermore, LFB adheres to
and implements the company's internal grievance procedure (revision
3, 10/09/2020) /39/, a fact also verified by the assessment team
during onsite visits and interviews with local stakeholders /17//18/.

Actions taken by the project Evidence gathering
proponent activities, evidence

checked, and
assessment conclusion
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Participants in the LSC are
informed about the contact
persons to reach for
grievance,
suggestion on the current
project. They're also keen that
the project continues to
protect the forest from legal
logging and illegal activities
(LSC Socambo questionnaires,
06/12/23).

any

concern, and

One respondent to the
questionnaires suggested the
presence of tree diseases and
fire along the Ngoko River
border. However, all the other
respondents did not mention
any fire, illegal logging activity
or disease in the project area
(LSC Socambo questionnaires,
06/12/23).
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No actions nor any project design
updates were necessary.

Monitoring actions carried out
during the monitoring period
(remote sensing analysis and in-
situ patrolling) didn’t show any
sign of plant
spotted the presence of illegal
fires along the Ngoko River in the
project area
results in Section 4.2).

diseases and

(see monitoring

LFB adheres to and
adapts the company's
internal grievance
procedure (revision 3,
10/09/2020) /39/. This
procedure outlines the
mechanism for resolving
grievances between the
and local

Since this

company
populations.
procedure was already in
place, no further action
was necessary in this

regard.

During this monitoring
period, remote sensing
analysis and
patrolling conducted by
the PP showed no signs of
plant diseases or illegal
fires along the Ngoko
River in the project area.

in-situ

This was verified by the
VVB using the KML file
/16/ Monitoring
report of illegal activities
/40/ provided by the PP.

and
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A respondent mentioned that
in the UFA 10-064 illegal
mining activities are present in
the illegal camping site of
Mbongoli (LSC  Socambo
questionnaires, 06/12/23).
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A significant verification and
dismantling activity were carried
out on 18-19 July 2023 in the
illegal mining site of Mbongoli by
the forest authority (poste de
controle forestier de Socambo)
and the Socambo gendarmerie
(poste de gendarmerie de
Socambo). The outcome of this
mission was to identify the illegal
mining activity on the site and to
denounce the illegal
moreover, several tools to carry

miners;

out illegal mining activities were
confiscated. All mining activities
present in the UFA 10-064 were
officially banned by the Ministry of
Mines (MINIDT). A commission

has been also formed (‘Note
Service n°042/NS/B12, 07
December  2023) by the

Youkadouma prefect (capital city
of the Ngoko
department) to raise awareness

Boumba et

of the regulations in force among
people living illegally in Forest
Management Unit 10-064. All the
pieces of evidence regarding the
patrolling, and
activities to contrast illegal
logging activities in the Mbongoli
site are provided to the
Auditor/Standard:

communication,

Verification and

dismantling activities
were carried out on July
18-19, 2023, at the
illegal mining site in
Mbongoli by the forest
authority the
Socambo gendarmerie.
The VVB verified all

evidence related to

and

communication,
patrolling, and efforts to
illegal logging
from the
supporting document
"lllegal Mining  Risk
Activity Report 2023"
/41/ provided by the PP.

counter
activities
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Several participants pointed
out that the
Socambo and Moloundou is in

road between

bad condition, and it could be
fixed (LSC Socambo
questionnaires, 06/12/23).

Two respondents suggested
more support to raise public
forest
(LSC

questionnaires,

awareness of
conservation activities
Socambo
06/12/23).

Some participants from the
Baka ethnic group requested
housing facilities for the Baka.
There was also the request of
a hospital and school for the
Baka’s (LSC Socambo
guestionnaires, 06/12/23).
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Road maintenance is not related
to the forest concession and is
currently not LFB's responsibility.
It has been assigned to "Confex-
Cam," which began clearing road
D77  from PK27  towards
Socambo (Congo border). After a
pause, maintenance
resumed in April 2024

work

Efforts in this regard have been
taken by LFB by implementing an
meeting  with
communities living close to the
with  updates
regarding the activities developed
during  the
Moreover, more training sessions

annual local

project area,

previous year.

and forest conservation
awareness activities will be
implemented by the project

management team.

This was verified by
supporting  information
/49/ /50/ provided by
PP. VVB has raised FAR to
be addressed by next
verifying  VVB.
refer to Appendix 5 of this
report for the assessment
of public comments and
FAR context.

Please

Records of annual

meeting and
sessions are verified by
VVB from the supporting

documents provided by

training

PP /36//37/.
This was verified by
supporting information

/30/ /51/ provided by
PP. VVB has raised FAR to
be addressed by next
verifying  VVB.
refer to Appendix 5 of this
report for the assessment
of public comments and
FAR context.

Please

25



v VCS

Fauna has increased in the
UFA 10-064 area since the

start of the project
Socambo
06/12/23)

No other

received during the monitoring

period outside the

stakeholder

(LSC

questionnaires,

comments were

local

consultation

meeting held in Socambo on

06/12/2023
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LFB/SEFAC has

launched

recently
several social
initiatives, as documented by
MINFOF.
supporting the Baka communities
with school care and making the
Socambo clinic accessible to
them. The Baka also
healthcare support from district
social services (Plan Communal
du Developpement de
Moloundou, 2018, Section 4.6).
LFB/SEFAC is planning to deliver
medical supplies to enhance
healthcare, subject to logistics.
They are also considering
communicating the Baka
community's housing request to
the appropriate governmental
authority.

These include

receive

No actions nor any project design
updates were necessary.

N/A

PP has not taken any
action as the increase in
fauna does not affect
project-related activities
or impact the
stakeholders associated
with the project. This was
confirmed by the VVB
during onsite stakeholder
interviews /17//18/.

N/A
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4.2.6 Risks to Local Stakeholders and the Environment

Risks to
stakeholder
participation

Working
conditions

Safety of women
and girls

Safety of minority
and marginalized
groups, including
children

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment
conclusion

The main risk identified is the potential failure to inform all stakeholders
in a timely manner about the consultation, potentially preventing their
attendance. To mitigate this risk, a stakeholder consultation was held on
06/12/2023 as a preventive measure. Representative members of the
community were present at the Local Stakeholder Consultation (LSC) held
in Socambo, and interviews were conducted with them to ensure their
participation and freedom to express comments, suggestions, and
grievances regarding the project as verified by VVB from the supporting
documents provided by PP /37//42/.

It was confirmed during the on-site audit /17/ that LFB complies with all
conditions outlined in the 'Labour Code.' Additionally, LFB adheres to the
Internal Safety and Health Guidelines established by the SEFAC company
as proved by the Group Certification of SEFAC provided by PP /43/.

It is evident from the meeting notes of the stakeholders' consultations,
that female representatives and people from Baka communities were
present in those meetings and did not share any complaint about the risks
to their communities. These were checked by VVB from the LSC meeting
evidence held on April 2022 /24/, where interviews were made to
stakeholders by PP. During the site visit interviews with women
participants, it was evident from the responses that the project and its
associated activities have not had a significant impact on these group

/17/.

Marginalized groups were always included in the consultations of the
project. Also, during the site visit interview, VVB conducted interviews with
these minority groups /17/ within the project area. It was evident from
their responses that the project and its associated activities have not had
a significant impact on these groups.
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4.2.7

42.7.1

Pollutants (air,
noise, discharges

to water,
generation of
waste, release of
hazardous
materials)
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No risk identified as the project area will not be involved in loggin
activities, eliminating the risk of pollutants spilling into the environment.

g

Respect for Human Rights and Equity

Labor and Work

Discrimination and
sexual harassment

Management
experience

Gender equity in
labor and work

Human trafficking,

forced labor, and
child labor

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment
conclusion

During the second monitoring period, no discrimination and sexual
harassment occurred as verified by VVB during stakeholder interview
in site visit /17//18/.

Carbonsink S.r.l. is a company with over a decade of experience in the
carbon market, specializing in the quantification of avoided emissions
through the conservation of natural forests. For the past 20 years,
Filiere Bois (LFB) has been engaging in sustainable logging activities in
collaboration with local communities in the Boumba et Ngoko

department.

As verified by the VVB during stakeholder interviews conducted on the
site visit/17//18/ no specific activities related to gender equity have
been implemented in the project to date. However, the ethical code of
LFB/SEFAC also promotes gender equity. Also, in VCS MR under section
2.1.1 it has been mentioned that the gender distribution shows
substantial equity /32//33/, Since the last verification, no significant
change in stakeholder diversity and change over time was identified.

It has been confirmed during the onsite visit by interviewing the local
stakeholders that the project does not employ people without any
contract , and the project activity are not related to any human
trafficking, forced labor, and child labor/17/18/.
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4.2.7.2 Human Rights

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment

conclusion

Human Rights The use rights in the project area are temporarily granted to LFB
because all the forests belong to the State; UFA 101-064 is part of
Cameroon concessions where forest development has been entrusted
to private companies. Local communities assert that they can access
resources within the project area. Internal procedures of LFB are in
place as verified by VVB from the document named ‘Declaration-
SEFAC-EN-legality.pdf’ /44/ provided by PP. This ensures that all the
activities related to the project are in line with applicable international
human rights law, the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples, and ILO Convention 169 on Indigenous and Tribal
Peoples.

4.2.7.3 Indigenous Peoples and Cultural Heritage

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment
conclusion

Preservation and Project activities do not imply any influence on indigenous people and
protection of cultural cultural heritage.
heritage

4.2.7.4 Property Rights

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment
conclusion

Disputes over rights to NA, because according to the Cameroonian Forestry Law (1994,
ICHAGIESERNGCEl Article 8), forest usage and customary rights are granted to local
populations, so there is no possible disputes over territory or
resources right.

Respect for property Cameroon's forest legislation recognizes the customary right or right
rights of use for indigenous peoples living in or near a forest. This right
allows them to use forest products to meet their daily subsistence
needs and is freely exercised if they remain geographically close to
the forest. It applies to all forest products except those explicitly
prohibited by law. This has been verified by the VVB through the land
tenure documents /27/ provided by the project proponent and
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4.2.7.5 Benefit Sharing

Summary of the
benefit sharing
plan

Benefit sharing
during the
monitoring period
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Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment

conclusion

There is no specific benefit-sharing agreement within the project. The

these rights are also mentioned in the decision no.
0108/D/MINEF/CAB of 9 February 1998, on the application of
intervention standards in forestry in the Republic of Cameroon /45/.

concession is granted to the forest implementer (LFB), which holds the

legal right to operate activities and claim benefits from these operations

in the project area. Despite the absence of logging activities, LFB

continues to contribute to local development through the payment of an

annual forest tax /20/.

No specific benefit-sharing measures were implemented during the

monitoring period under the project. However, LFB contributed during this

monitoring to local development through the payment of the RFA /20/.

4.2.8 Ecosystem Health

Impacts on
biodiversity and
ecosystems

Soil degradation
and soil erosion

Water
consumption and
stress

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment
conclusion

There are no major risks identified for biodiversity and ecosystems, as
the project is going to foster it. On the contrary, the absence of logging
will reduce forest fragmentation and will increase the resilience of
ecosystems and biodiversity in the area /46/. Stakeholder
engagements and patrolling activities are carried out to gather
information on the exploitation of hunting inside the forest concession
as verified by VVB by consulting the local stakeholders during site visit
/17//18/and also from the supporting information provided by PP
/41/.

NA, Since the area is almost flat and covered by dense vegetation, no
risk of soil degradation and erosion is present in the area.

NA, as water stress and droughts are not common problems in the
project area

30



v VCS

VCS Verification Report Template, v4.3

Usage of NA, no fertilizers are used in the project area since no agricultural
fertilizers activities are being implemented

4.2.8.1 Rare, Threatened, and Endangered species

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment

conclusion
Endangered The project area, the Commune of Moloundou, is rich in wildlife, including
Fauna: class A rats, bats, deer, boa snakes, hares, vipers, hedgehogs, antelopes,

and B, under the porcupines, monitors, moles, wild boars, sloths, tortoises, black snakes,
‘Arrété monkeys, chimpanzees, gorillas, and poultry. While traditional and
ROl ESYAVIINIZOIZN subsistence hunting is permitted for local communities, several species
(18/12/2006) are protected under Cameroonian law (Arrété n°0648/MINFOF du 18
Décembre 2006). These include fully protected species (Class A), partially
protected species (Class B), and species available for hunting and
household consumption (Class C). Despite the risk of illegal hunting for
the trade market, particularly in East Asia, the project has implemented
mitigation activities and monitoring to identify and reduce this risk, as
verified by VVB from the Adaptive Management Plan /47/.

Swamp forest The project does not engage in any activities that adversely affect the
(UFA 10-064 MIT swamp forests adjacent to the project area in the eastern part (located in
ERVIEESTEICI) I the stratum MIT and MIP under the UFA 10-064 forest stratification).
Under the Forest Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko (FCBN) project, these
swamp forests are actively protected against any degradation. Analysis of
satellite imagery by VVB from the KML file /16/ provided by PP clearly
shows no signs of degradation around the project area.

4.2.8.2 Introduction of Species

Species introduced Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and assessment

conclusion

This section does not apply to NA
the current project since no
species will be introduced in

the project area through

project activities.
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4283

4.3

Existing invasive species Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and
assessment conclusion

This section does not apply to NA
the current project since no
existing invasive species were
prrsent in the project area

Evidence gathering activities, evidence checked, and
assessment conclusion

This section does not apply to the current project since no
invasive species were introduced in the project area

Invasive species

Ecosystem conversion

Evidence gathering activities and evidence checked

This section does not apply to the present project since it falls

SESECUESNTE RN, 1 der the Improved Forest Management (IFM) with the activity type
‘Conversion from Logged Forest to Protected Forest (LtPF)'.

Accuracy of Reduction and Removal Calculations

The project monitoring has been carried out in accordance with the registered VCS PDMR/01/.
The monitoring plan laid in the registered PDMR/01/ is being followed at the site. The
assessment team has verified the information flow (coefficients including estimates of area,
carbon stocks, regrowth, and expansion factors) in the MR/03/.

The emission reduction calculations were carried out by applying the formulas for combining
uncertainties in the ‘2000 IPCC Good Practice Guidance and Uncertainty Management in
National Greenhouse Gas Inventories’ (Chapter 6, ‘Quantifying Uncertainties in Practice’) /48/.

The emission reduction calculation is accurate from the point of data collection, transfer and the
formulas applied are in accordance with the applied methodology/09/ and the registered
PD/01/.

The default values applied for calculations were consistent with the registered PD/01/ and all
the calculations are linked and clearly presented in the emission reduction calculation
sheet/15/.
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The calculation of the emission reduction is found to be correct, as verified through the ER
sheet/15/. The calculation method and formulae used in calculating baseline emission, project
emission and leakage emission are found to be appropriate and complies to the applied
methodology. The assessment team can conclude that the monitoring for the concerned period
has been done in accordance with the procedures laid out in the registered documents/01//02/
and the resulting emission reductions are measurable and conservative/15/.

Quality of Evidence to Determine Reductions and Removals

All the data recorded are in compliance with the registered VCS PDMR/01/ and latest monitoring
Report/03/. The assessment team checked all parameters presented in the MR against the
requirements of the methodology. For the monitoring of carbon stock changes, the requirements
and parameter list as per methodology and associated tools were followed.

The list of parameters available at verification and the values used were also checked by VVB
and it is deemed complete and consistent with calculations and assumptions considered. The

following table summarizes the data/parameters available at verification:

Data/Parameter Symbol Value Assessment
available at procedure and result
Verification
Area  potentially ADIST_IL,i Ex-post, about 33 ha in the project Remote sensing
impacted by area from remote sensing analysis analysis /16/ and in-
illegal logging in (considering also the temporary situ monitoring as
stratum i and permanently flooded areasthat verified by VVB

were excluded as project areas). during site  visit

Moreover, during the monitoring /17//18/.

period, the project proponent

gathered in-situ information about

illegal logging through monitoring

reports (in-situ monitoring), and a

conservative estimate of 4.2 ha

was considered impacted by illegal

logging activities (0.7 directly

related to logging activities and 3.5

for subsistence agriculture). A total

of about 37 ha was assumed as

impacted by illegal logging during

the monitoring period.
Area burnt in Aburn,it 0 ha, based on the analysis of The applied value at

stratum i at time t

historical fire events in the area

the beginning of the
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Area disturbed Adist,i,t

from pest and
disease outbreaks
for stratum i at
time t

Area covered by
stratum i

Merchantable

biomass as a
proportion of total
aboveground tree

biomass for
stratum i within
the project
boundaries.

Ai

PMPi

VCS Verification Report Template, v4.3

from the MODIS MCD64A1 Version
6.1 Burned Area data product

0 ha, from the historic analysis of
the project area and from in-situ
monitoring (see Section 5.2 -
Natural Disturbance, Non-Fire)

Various, see ‘project-area-M2-
VCS2897’ shapefile /16/, as
disturbances were demonstrated
as negligible during the current
monitoring period

7.69% (for DHC stratum) and
5.34% (S stratum)

project for areas
burned are based on
the most recent data
available as verified
by VVB from KML file

provide by PP /16/.

Remote sensing
analysis /16/ and in-
situ  monitoring as
verified by VVB
during  site  visit

/17//18/.

Verified by VVB from
KML file provide by
PP/16/.

This value has been
computed following
the VMO0010
requirements and has
been assessed by the

audit team in the
‘ExPost_BoumbaAnd
Ngoko-

VCS2897_VM10_Ver
2-22-23-
v2’'spreadsheet /15/,
as explained in the
Section 5.3 of the
MR.

ERR spreadsheet for the quantification provided by PP and assessed by VVB is
ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v5.
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In the worksheet BSL_ExPost, it is mentioned that the data are retrieved from the ex-ante file
calculations for the project: '[reflExAnte_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VMO0010_v4.xlsx',
provided as supporting information. The data of extractable volumes are calculated in the
spreadsheet '[ref]ExtractableVolumes_Project_UFA1064-VCS2897 .xIsx' (provided as supporting
information). VVB has checked these sheets and confirmed the calculation approach. The values
mentioned in columns C to Q are retrieved from the above-mentioned excel sheet. VVB checked
the calculations and values applied are traceable across the excel sheet. The equations
mentioned is from the applied methodology and correctly applied. Subsections of section 5 of
the MR consistently provide the details of calculation approach, reference of worksheets and
equation applied from the methodology VM0010. VVB tracked the calculations in the ERR
spreadsheet and found it correctly explained in the MR.

The assessment for the illegal logging is as follows.

As per the applied methodology VM0010, v1.3 section 8.2.2.2, it is a requirement that any
greenhouse gas emissions from illegal logging above de minimis that may occur in the project
area (ACDIST_IL,i,t| PRJ) are monitored. Following this requirement, PP has demonstrated that
the emission from illegal logging in below de minimis. Following the VCS methdology
Requirements, v4.4 section 3.3.7 "Specific carbon pools and GHG sources, including carbon
pools and GHG sources that cause project and leakage emissions, may be deemed de minimis
and do not have to be accounted for if together the omitted decrease in carbon stocks (in carbon
pools) or increase in GHG emissions (from GHG sources) amounts to less than five percent of the
total GHG benefit generated by the project. The methodology shall establish the criteria and
procedures by which a pool or GHG source may be determined to be de minimis." This
requirement is also followed in the project.

PP has demonstrated the de-minimis assumption from the emissions from illegal logging. As per
the approach, PP has directly related GHG emissions to potential illegal disturbances and they
were tested for their significance.

In the excel sheet ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v5_highlighted,
worksheets 'PRJ_lllegal_Logging’ and ‘PRJ_ExPost’ have been checked. It was assumed " It was
assumed "from the report of the national forest inventory of Cameroon conducted by MINFOF
and FAO (2005), the value of 292.7 t d.m./ha was estimated for the aboveground biomass in the
forest zone for Cameroon”. The assumption was found appropriate as compared to other
literature available. Comment stands closed." The assumption was found appropriate as
compared to other literature available. For the assumptions, the total areas potentially covered
by illegal activities were used (i.e. 37.4 ha) which is found to be conservative. The deforestation
rate of 50% is detected for 2022 as well as 2023. PP also assumed that all the biomass in those
areas would have been lost. The total carbon emissions associated with the combustion of fossil
fuel (C_FUEL) and the mean volume of extracted timber for forestry infrastructure (V_Ex,inf,BSL)
associated with the baseline were considered zero. It is clarified that parameters (C_FUEL) and
(V_Ex,inf,BSL) were not used in the calculation of illegal logging emissions, since they were
already conservatively excluded from the calculation of the baseline emissions.
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Under these assumptions, the value estimated as the net stock change in carbon related to the
potential illegal disturbances during the 2022-2023 monitoring period was AC_DIST-IL|PRJ =

15,580 tCO2e.

Project Emissions related to lllegal Logging (whole area of AACs included in the project,
conservatively used for accounting) have been checked.

The approach for testing the non-significance of the illegal logging (de-minimis) is provided in
worksheet 'Significance'. The source of emission associated to project and leakage for the
parameter ACDIST-IL,t| PRJ was calculated to be non-significant; and therefore does not need to

be accounted.

CAR#11 was raised and successfully closed. Refer to the Appendix 5 for further details.

Non-Permanence Risk Analysis

The non-permanence risk report /8/ has been provided by PP, the risk assessment was
conducted during the verification according to the VCS “AFOLU Non-Permanence Risk Tool”,

version 4.0 /11/.

Each risk category was calculated based on the VCS guidance. The information was validated
and cross-checked through document review, onsite visits to the project area and interviews
conducted. Details of the assessment are provided as follow:

Risks

| Assessment of the risk factor justification

| Risk rating

Internal risks

Project
Management
(PM)

Q1: The project has an adaptive management plan.

Q2 a: There was no planting of new species, mainly local
tree species present in the project area. So new non-
native species were introduced in the project.

b: The project is managed on the field by Filiere Bois
(FB), a Cameroonian local limited company, who
implementing continuous actions in preventing the
encroachment of outside actors in the project area

c: The management team is well experienced in
designing and in carrying out sustainable forest
management, forest monitoring activities and
engagement with local communities.

d: The implementation team (FB) is continuously
present in the Boumba-and-Ngoko Department (East

score is -2 but in
accordance with the
Tool, total may not
be less than zero

Risk rating: O
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Region). The management team maintains a
continuous presence in the project area.

e: No loss event was detected in the project area
since the project start date (1 January 2018).

f: Not applicable, since no ALM practices are
implemented as project activities.

g: Not applicable, since no ALM practices are
implemented as project activities.

Mitigation actions are taken under Cameroonian law and
are thus compulsory, e.g. panels at the UFA access and
control points at the access points. Additional monitoring
activities are implemented to prevent the risk of this
encroachment and to estimate the risk of encroachment
(e.g. annual patrolling), but the remoteness of the area
will not put in danger more than 50% percent of stocks
on which GHG credits have previously been issued.
Indeed, as verified by the VVB and visible by the illegal
activities monitoring (i.e. field monitoring and GIS
analysis), the risk of potential encroachment is only
visible at the borders of the project area, which covers a
quite a small area to the total project area. VVB checked
the risk rating applied in the NPR report of this project as
per the requirements of NPR tool, v4.2 According to NPR
tool, table 1 Project Management Q2(b) Ongoing
enforcement to prevent encroachment by outside actors
is required to protect more than 50 percent of stocks on
which GHG credits have previously been issued, the risk
score is 2. However, if a project can demonstrate the
ongoing enforcement is in place, then the risk is
mitigated and scored 0. As per the NPR tool section
2.2.1(4), Ongoing enforcement refers to protecting
carbon stocks in the project area from encroachment by
outside actors, which is covered by the project. The risk
is correctly rated in the NPR report.

Q3 h: The management team of the project developer
(Carbonsink) is composed of carbon project developer
experts with extensive technical expertise in developing
AFOLU projects, as well as in-depth knowledge of national
and international carbon markets.
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i: Training plans for farmers regarding implementing
ALM practices is not applicable, as no ALM practices
are implemented as project activities.

Financial
Viability (FV)

The project is expected to reach the breakeven point
during 2025, so during the next year (the project financial
assessment was done during February 2024). As it can
be demonstrated in the current project financial analysis,
the share of total expenses (cash out) covered at this
point by the project partners (FB, CSG) cover 86% of the
total expected expenses before reaching the breakeven
point (2025).

The break-even point will be potentially reached in 2025
with the sale of carbon credits from the first monitoring
period. This has been presented in the financial analysis
provided by PP. This was explained in the financial
analysis attached to the NPRT as Supporting Information,
and already presented as a note (see attached
documents, with the updated version of the NPRT
document and NPRT notes v1.1). VVB found the risk
rating as per the NPR tool, v4.2 is correctly calculated
following the requirements of section 2.2.2(4) which says
“Projects may demonstrate that funding has been
secured through, for example, financial statements, bank
records, executed commodity purchase agreements,
executed emission reduction purchase agreements, or
other signed contractual agreements. Evidence shall be
provided showing agreement counterparties are in good
financial standing and can meet their financial
obligations. Given execution uncertainties, options
contracts shall not be counted as secured funding. The
assumptions made for revenue from both carbon and
other commercial sources (e.g., timber, agricultural
commodities) must be conservative. The source, pricing
assumptions, frequency of verification, and other
relevant variables shall be clearly documented.”

As per the submitted NPR report, which is also available
on VERRA Project Hub, the risk factor of financial viability
indicator has been assessed as follows. Following AFOLU
Non-Permanence Risk Tool, v4.2, PP has appropriately
selected (i) 'Project has secured 80 percent or more of
the funding needed to cover the total cash out before the

score is -2 but in
accordance with the
Tool, total may not
be less than zero

Risk rating: O
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project reaches breakeven' for the percentage of funding
project has secured to cover the total cash out required
before the project reaches breakeven. Based on the risk
factor, the overall risk rating for the financial viability
calculated is O, considering that the risk factor shall not
be less than 0. For the review, VVB checked
"Excel_BoumbaAndNgoko_2Ver_FinancialAnalysis_v1.2"
worksheet "PRJ Cashflow" column K calculations /52/.
Further crosschecks to verify the values have been
performed by reviewing PP's financial documentation.
Please note that all these documents are confidential
and contain commercially sensitive information as per
the VCS Program definition, v4.5 page no. 22 and VCS
Standard v4.7 section 3.5.4. VVB reviewed the financial
statements of Carbon sink Group S.R.L dated
31/12/2023 /53/ to review the financial values. Another
piece of evidence reviewed is 'Certificate of non-royalty of
La Filiere Bois dated 02/01/2024 /54/, which confirmed
that the company is not liable for any tax to the tax
administration. VVB also checked the Invoice sheet /55/
for the latest cost of VCUs. VVB confirmed and found the
risk rating justified appropriately in the NPR report. All the
evidence checked provides reasonable level of
assurance to VVB and it was assessed that project
conform to NPR tool v4.2 section 2.2.2 requirements.
2.2.2 (4) states "Projects may demonstrate that funding
has been secured through, for example, financial
statements, bank records, executed commodity
purchase agreements, executed emission reduction
purchase agreements, or other signed contractual
agreements. Evidence shall be provided showing
agreement counterparties are in good financial standing
and can meet their financial obligations", and the
condition has been met.

Opportunity
Cost (OC)

The baseline activity is sustainable selective logging in
the UFA 10-064, which is not a subsistence-driven
activity.

* The request for the renewal of the definitive forest
logging convention (obtained in 2012 and valid until
2027) has already been demanded to the
Cameroonian government and competent Ministry
(MINFOF). The new forest convention will thus hold
until 2042, which is over than the project crediting

score is -2 but in
accordance with the
Tool, total may not
be less than zero

Risk rating: O
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period (2018-2037). However, the project partners
(CSG/FB) have the intention to extend the forest
convention at least until the 2042-2057 period, in
order to cover the project longevity.

As can be verified in the financial analysis, the NPV
of baseline (most profitable alternative LU activity) is
about 95% of the NPV of project. However, this
situation does not fit in with any of the proposed
alternatives by the NPRT tool (see Opportunity Cost,
Q2). The most suitable option would be d) "NPV of the
most profitable alternative land use activity is
expected to be 20 percent or less than that of the
project" because our situation does not fit in with any
other option. VVB found the risk rating as per the NPR
tool, v4.2 is correctly calculated following the
requirements of section 2.2.3 and the risk score O is
rated as per the Q2(d). It is also to be noted that the
opportunity cost as per the NPR tool is calculated for
the most profitable alternative land use activity.
Therefore, risk is correctly calculated and justified by

PP.
Project * The project’s longevity is 40 years on the basis that | Risk rating: 17
Longevity (PL) the project activities.

» During the longevity period, the project will covered
by two forest management plans (2022-2031 and
2032-2061), which implies the formulation and
implementation of a management, financial, and
monitoring plan.

» The project is protected by a legally binding
agreement to continue management practices that
protect the credited carbon stocks over the duration
of the project crediting period. For the sake of
conservativeness, only the next first renewal of the
forest concession (2027-2042) is considered as
legally agreed. For the moment, it is thus considered
that the entire project longevity period is not fully
covered by a legal agreement.

Total Internal | PM + FV + OC + PL Internal risk score =
Risk 17

External Risk
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Land Tenure | » The project is on private land with clear land | Risk rating: O

(Ownership) ownership.

and Resource

Access or | * The project has executed a binding legal agreement
Impacts (LT) to securing the legal right to control and operate

project activities over the entire project area with all
entities that have verified ownership claims or
verified land, resource access, or use rights.

* Land ownership and resource access or use rights
are held by the same entities.

* The project proponents have been active in the
project area for over 20 years, and in this time, there
have been no instances of Government expropriation
of land

* Only areas that are demonstrably free from dispute
or conflict are admitted to the project, therefore no
disputes exist.

Stakeholder * Communities within and around the project area are | Risk rating: O
Engagement predominantly subsistence farmers.
(CE)

* The project area is made up entirely of individual
farmer’s fields, all of whom (100%) were consulted
prior to agreeing to participation in the project.

* Only those farmers that have agreed to participate in
the project are reliant on the project area

Political ~ Risk | « The governance score for Republic of Cameroon is - | score is -2 but in
(PC) 1.11. accordance with the
Tool, total may not
* The projectis in a country that: 1) is party to the Paris | pe less than zero
Agreement and has submitted an NDC to the
UNFCCC Secretariat in the last five years, 2) includes | Risk rating: O
AFOLU commitments (conditional or unconditional) in
its NDC, and 3) has a documented and active climate
change plan that includes the project activity.

Total External | LT + SE + PC External risk score
Risk =4
Natural Risk
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Fire (F) Chances of occurrence is every 25 to less than 50 years | (LSxM) = (2*%0.5)
=1

The end of logging activities in the area is in itself a

mitigation process Risk rating: 1
Pest and | No infestations by pests nor infections by diseases are | (LSxM) = (0*0.5)
disease recorded by direct routine observation on the field. =0
outbreaks (PD)

Stop of logging activities in the project area is considered | Risk rating: O

as a mitigation measure against pest and disease

occurrence
Extreme Once every 100 years or less frequently and Insignificant | (LSxM) = (1*1) =1
weather (W) carbon losses.

Risk rating: 1

No mitigation measures proposed by the PP.
Geological risk | No carbon stock losses are expected due to geological | Risk rating: O
(G) risks.

No mitigation measures proposed by the PP.
Future Impact | PP has explained the risk associated under this category. | Risk rating: 1.20
Factor NPR report provided complete information of Natural risk

associated with climate change impact (NR-c).
Total  Natural | Agg sub-total risk*Future Impact factor Risk rating: 2.4
Risk
Overall risk | Internal risk + external risk + natural risk 17+4+24=24
rating

The calculation has been validated as per the VCS tool applied for the non-permanence risk
calculation and it was concluded to be appropriate. Overall rating calculated was 24. The
calculation of total tradable VCUs is done by multiplying the risk factor with the calculated net
emission reductions as per the excel calculation sheets. The risk rating should not be used for
any other purpose than reserving buffer credits and calculation of VCUs according to the VCS
permanence rules. The risk will be reassessed at the time of the next verification as the risk

rating may change.

CAR#12 was raised and successfully addressed. Please refer to the appendix 5 of this report.
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VERIFICATION OPINION

Verification Summary

Earthood has been contracted by Carbonsink S.r.I to conduct the second verification of the
project activity titled “Forest Conservation in Boumba-et-Ngoko Project” (VCS ID: 2897). PP is
responsible for the information about the implementation of the project activity.

Earthood completed the verification assessment of the final version of MR, emission reductions
calculation sheets, project documents, and evidence provided by PP in line with the requirements
based on the applied methodology VM0010, version 1.3. and its associated tools, VCS standard
and VVB manual.

Earthood’s verification approach is based on the understanding of the risks associated with
reporting the project activity, estimates of GHG emission data and the controls to be
implemented to mitigate these. Earthood planned and performed the verification by obtaining
evidence, on-site visit, other information, and explanations that Earthood considered necessary
to give reasonable assurance that the estimated GHG emission reductions are fairly achieved.

The verification team confirms that:

- the project activity is in accordance with all relevant host country criteria (Republic of
Cameroon) and VCS rules and requirements.

- the monitoring and implementation plan of the project activity is in accordance with all
conditions of the latest version of applied methodology.

- the local stakeholders’ consultation has been performed in accordance with host country
and VCS requirements.

- the environmental assessment is appropriate and sufficient.

- the monitoring plan is transparent and adequate and has been correctly applied in this
verification.

- all information has been consistently applied in the VCS MR.

- the implementation of the project has been done as per description in the VCS MR.

Verification Conclusion

Quantity of GHG emission reductions or removals in tCO2 equivalent achieved by the project
during the verification period is as follows:

Verification period: From 01-January-2022 to 31-December-2023
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Verified GHG emission reductions and carbon dioxide removals in the above verification period:

i) Provide a conclusion on the following 24%
information The non-permanence risk rating
(%)

If applicable, the Long-term Average (LTA), No. The current project is not an IFM
whether it has been properly updated, and if project with harvesting.
it has been reached.

Whether a loss has been appropriately No loss event occurred in the project
accounted for, in accordance with the VCS at the current date.
Program rules, if applicable.

Vintage period Baseline | Project Leakage Buffer pool | Reductions | Removals | Total VCU
emissions | emissions | emissions allocation VCUs VCUs issuance
(tCO2¢) (tCO2€) (tCO2e) (tCO2€) (tCO2¢) (tCO2¢) (tCO2¢)

01-Jan-2022 to

31-Dec.2022 212679 g 54,536 52,354 165,789 0 165,789

01-Jan-2023 to

31-Dec-2023 324,049 0 64,810 62,217 197,022 0 197,022

Total 596,728 0 119,346 114,572 362,811 0 362,811

5.3 Ex-ante vs Ex-post ERR Comparison

The percentage difference between the ex-ante estimated reductions/removals and the ex-post
values for the current monitoring period is presented below, with an explanation of the value
obtained.

Vintage period Ex-ante Achieved Percent Explanation for the
estimated reductions difference difference

reductions/ /
removals removals

The difference is explained
by the different value of
01-Jan-2022 to the non-permanence risk
31-Dec-2022 196,329 165,789  -18% factor between the
validation and first
verification (10%) and the
value of the same factor in
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01-Jan-2023 to
31-Dec-2023

233,315

197,022
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-18%

the current monitoring
period (24%)

The difference is explained
by the different value of
the non-permanence risk
factor between the
validation and first
verification (10%) and the
value of the same factor in
the current monitoring
period (24%)
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Approved by

<
Dr. Kaviraj Singh
Managing Director Date: 19/12/2024
Earthood Services Private Limited Place: Gurugram, Haryana
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APPENDIX 1: COMMERCIALLY SENSITIVE
INFORMATION

No commercially sensitive information is present in the present monitoring period.

Section Information Justification Assessment method and

conclusion

N/A N/A N/A N/A

APPENDIX 2: LIST OF DOCUMENTS
REFERRED

- e

Registered VCS Joint Project Description & Monitoring Report 4. 17/07/2023
2. Registered VCS Joint Validation & Verification Report 5 20/06/2023
3. VCS Monitoring Report 9.0 06/11/2024
(latest) (latest)
1.2 28/03/2024
4. VCS Standard 4.7 16/04/2024
5. VCS Program Guide 4.4 -
6. VCS Program Definitions 4.5 -
7. VCS Validation and Verification Manual 3.2 -
8. VCS Non-Permanence Risk Report, version 4.2 1.0 04/04/2024
9. Approved methodology- VM0O010 Methodology for Improved 1.3 -
Forest Management: Conversion from Logged to Protected
Forest

10. VCS tool VTO001 Tool for the Demonstration and Assessment 3.0 -
of Additionality in VCS Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use
(AFOLU) Project Activities
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11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24,
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

30.

31.

32.
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VCS AFOLU Non-Permanence Risk Tool

VCS Webpage for the project ID-2897

AFOLU VCS Non-Permanence Risk Report

AFOLU VCS Non-Permanence Risk Report Calculation Tool
GHG Emission Reduction calculation files
ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v5
KML file

Site visit interview Checklists

Site visit photographs

Declaration of non-double counting and non-participation
under other GHG Programs

UFA 10-064 Management Plan

Forest Management Plan (FMP, or Plan d’Aménagement - PDA)
The Forest Code, No. 94/01 of 20 January 1994
Sefac-proces-verbal-attestation-de-realisation-des-oeuvres-
sociales-prevues-aux-cahiers-des-charges-2022-12-19
Questionnaires Socambo 120422

E.S.E 2005.pdf, and E.S.E 2004.pdf
http://www.groupesefac.com/certification/due-diligence/
Arrété n°® 0222/A/MINEF/ 25 mai 2002 - Art. 6, - Affectation

des terres et droits d’usage

Arrété n°0648/MINFOF du 18 décembre 2006 fixant la liste
des animaux des classes de protection A, Bet C

Attestation de Non Activité

Plan Communal de Développement (PCD) de Moloundou, May
2018
https://www.pndp.org/documents/PCD_MOLOUNDOU 2018.pd

f
PCD Moloundou, May 2018

PCD Moloundou, May 2018

4.2
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35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
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47.
48.
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Hebga Nyongo et al., 2019. «Décentralisation et régulation
sociale inclusive enquéte sociodémographique pilote sur la
participation des peuples autochtones de la forét (Baka-Bakola-
Bagyeli et Bedzang) a la prise de decision locale
https://auf.hal.science/hal-02320601/

L. Rist et al., “The impacts of selective logging on non-timber
forest products of livelihood importance,” Forest Ecology and
Management, vol. 268, pp. 57-69, Mar. 2012,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2011.04.037

Moloundou District Development Plan, 2018

Recepisse Reunion Publique 6 Decembre 2023

Meeting notes, Signature of meeting participants and
Questionnaires held on 6 December 2023

Grievance Record Book

FB-Procédure du GCS pour la gestion des conflits et le
dédommagement des populations riveraines.pdf

Rapport Annuel de Surveillance des Activités lllégales 2022

Rapport Activité Risque Miniére lllégale 2023

PV Reunion de concertation populations riveraines/FB - 6
Decembre 2023

FB-Procédure sur la sécurité et santé dans les travaux
forestiers et ses secteurs d'activité.pdf

Declaration-SEFAC-EN-legality.pdf

Evaluation of the monitoring of Forest Law Enforcement in
Cameroon
https://www.traffic.org/site/assets/files/1340/evaluation-
monitoring-forest-law-enforcement-cameroon.pdf

Rogers et al., 2022. Using ecosystem integrity to maximize
climate mitigation and minimize risk in international forest
policy. Front. For. Glob. Change 5:929281. doi:
10.3389/ffgc.2022.929281

VCS2897 CAM IFM Adaptive Management Plan 2022-2023 v1

2000 IPCC Good Practice Guidance and Uncertainty
Management in National Greenhouse Gas Inventories
https://www.mintp.cm/en/news/1926/43/Region-de-I-Est-I-
entreprise-s-est-fortement-mobilisee-pour-l-entretien-aux-
produits-stabilisants-de-la-route-en-terre-Nguili-Inter-N10--
Keke-Mengokele--Mawa-Frontiere-Congo-150-km
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50. https://canalinfos24.com/article/entretien-periodique-aux- - -
produits-stabilisants-de-la-route-en-terre-nguilili-inter-n 10-keke-
mengokele-mawa-frontiere-congo-lentreprise-sest-remobilisee

51. ATTESTATION DE REALISATIONS DES CEUVRES SOCIALES - -
N°000526/ARS/MINFOF/DRE/DDBN/SDF (28 February

2022
52. Exoel_)BoumbaAnngoko_2Ver_FinanciaIAnaIysis_v1.2 V2.1 -
53. Financial statements of Carbon sink Group S.R.L dated - 31/12/2023
54, 'Certificate of non-royalty of La Filiere Bois - 02/01/2024
55. Invoice sheet - -

APPENDIX 3: ABBREVIATIONS

Abbreviations ‘ Full texts

AAC Assiette Annuel de Coupe

AFOLU Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use

CARs Corrective Action Requests

CDM National Clean Development Mechanism

CLs Clarification Requests

CPF Comité Paysans Forét (Farmer Forestry Committees)
ER Emission Reduction

FARs Forward Action Requests

GHGs Greenhouse Gases

IFM Improved Forest Management

KML Keyhole Markup Language

LFB Filiere Bois

LSC Local Stakeholder Consultation

LtPF Conversion from Logged Forest to Protected Forest
MODIS Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer
MP Monitoring Period

MR Monitoring Report

NA Not Applicable

NTFPs Non-Timber Forest Products

PAO Annual Operation Permissions
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PDD Project Design Document

PP Project Proponent

PRAs Participatory Rural Appraisals
SDGs Sustainable Development Goals
TAE Technical Area Expert

TR Technical Reviewer

UFA Unité Forestiere d’Aménagement
VCU Verified Carbon Unit

VCS Verified Carbon Standard

VVB Validation / Verification bodies

APPENDIX 4: COMPETENCE OF TEAM

MEMBERS AND TECHNICAL

REVIEWERS

Competence Statement (ISO 14065)

Name Riya Sharma

Education M.Sc. Biodiversity & Conservations

Experience 2+ years

Field Climate Change & Environment, Forestry
Approved Roles

Team Leader YES (VM)

Validator YES (VM)

Verifier YES (VM)

Local expert YES (INDIA)

Financial Expert NO

Technical Reviewer | YES (VM)

TA Expert (X.X)

YES (TA 14.1, 15.1)

Reviewed by

Shifali Guleria, Quality Manager

Date

10/05/2024

Approved by

Deepika Mahala, Technical
Manager

Date

16/05/2024

Competence Statement

Name

Amol Ramesh Kulavmode

Education

M.Sc. Botany




v VCS

VCS Verification Report Template, v4.3

Experience Direct work- 6 months, Related work- 3 years

Field Climate Change & Environment, Vegetation
Approved Roles

Team Leader NO

Validator NO

Verifier NO

Local expert YES (India)

Financial Expert NO

Technical Reviewer NO

TA Expert (14.1)

YES (TA 14.1)

Reviewed by Shifali Guleria (Quality Manager) Date 27/03/2024
Approved by Deepika Mahala (Technical Date 27/03/2024
Manager)
Competence Statement
Name Neh Julie Chiangong
Country Cameroon
Education LLB in English Private Law
Experience 2+ years
Field Tourism, travel guide
Approved Roles
Team Leader No
Validator No
Verifier No
Methodology Expert No
Local expert Yes (Cameroon)
Financial Expert No
Technical Reviewer No
TA Expert No
Reviewed by Shreya Garg Date 09/08/2018
Approved by Anshika Gupta Date 09/08/2018

Competence Statement

Name Suparna Das

Education M.Sc. Forestry

Experience 1.5 Years

Field Climate Change & Environment

Approved Roles

Team Leader

NO

Validator

YES (VM only)
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Verifier YES (VM only)

Methodology Expert NO

Local expert NO

Financial Expert NO

Technical Reviewer NO

TA Expert (X.X) NO

Reviewed by Shifali Guleria, Quality Manager Date 13/06/2024
Approved by Deepika Mahala, Technical Date 14/06/2024

Manager

Competence Statement

Name Waris Hooda

Education Master of Science (Geo-Information Science and Earth Observation)
Bachelor of Engineering (Computer Engineering)

Experience 2 years +

Field Geo-Information Science and Earth Observation (Specialization: Geo-

informatics)

Approved Roles

Team Leader NO

Validator YES

Verifier YES

Local expert NO

Financial Expert NO

Technical Reviewer NO

TA Expert (X.X) NO

Reviewed by Shifali Guleria (Quality Manager) | Date 02/07/2024
Approved by Deepika Mahala (Technical Date 02/07/2024

Manager)

Competence Statement

Name Ashok Gautam
Country India
Education M. Sc. (Environmental Sciences)
M. Tech. (Energy & Environmental Management)
Experience 16 Years +
Field Energy, Climate Change & Environment
Approved Roles
Team Leader YES
Validator YES
Verifier YES
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Methodology Expert

AMS-I.D., AMS-I.A., AMS-I.C., AMS-I.E, AMS-II.D., AMS-II.G., AMS-
LE., AMS-IIL.H., AMS-1I1.Q, AMS-III.Z., AMS-IIlLAV., AMS Il AR,
AMO0029, AM0025, AM0056, ACM0001, ACM0002, ACM0004,
ACMO0012, ACM0006, AM0018, ACM0017, ACM0009, AM0034,
AMS.1.B, ACM0016, AMS-II1.BL, AMS-II.L, AMS-L.I., AMS-IIILA.O.,
ACMO0010, ACM0025

Local expert YES (India)
Financial Expert YES
Technical Reviewer YES

TA Expert YES (TA1.1, TA12, TA3.1, TA13.1)
Reviewed by Shifali Guleria Date 06/03/2023
Approved by Deepika Mahala Date 06/03/2023
Competence Statement
Name Dr. Sadaf Nazneen
Education PhD (Environmental Sciences)
Experience 4 Years
Field Climate Change & Environment
Approved Roles
Team Leader NO
Validator NO
Verifier NO
Methodology Expert NO
Local expert NO
Financial Expert NO
Technical Reviewer NO
TA Expert (X.X) YES (14.1)
Reviewed by Shifali Guleria (Quality Date 06/09/2023
Manager)
Approved by Deepika Mahala (Technical Date 06/09/2023
Manager)
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APPENDIX &5: CLARIFICATION REQUESTS,
CORRECTIVE ACTION REQUESTS AND
FORWARD ACTION REQUESTS

Table 1. Remaining FAR from validation and/or previous verification

FARID | | Section no. | | Date : DD/MM/YYYY
Description of FAR

There are no FAR raised in the previous verification.

Project participant response | Date : DD/MM/YYYY

Documentation provided by project participant

VVB assessment | Date: DD/MM/YYYY
Table 2. CL from this verification
CL ID | 01 | Section no. [ 1.4 | Date : 06/05/2024

Description of CL
The UFE wise area has been mentioned in the shp. where total area is 38,310 ha, which is also
mentioned in the PDD as project accounting area. But in the MR, it has been mentioned that the
UFE (4-2 to 4-5, 5-1 and 5-2) have been monitored in the current period (2022-23) which is only
16,257.2 ha of area.
PP is requested to clarify the inconsistency between the accounting area and the area to be
monitored in this monitoring period.
Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
We apologize for the lack of clarity. We amended the MR to clarify this topic (Section 1.1, 1.8).
The project area includes all the AACs from 4-2 to 6-5: these are all the forest concession portions
that will be prevented from logging during the project crediting period. The AACs specifically
mentioned in the MR (4-2 to 4-5, 5-1 and 5-2) are the ones that should have been already logged
from the start of the project implementation (2018-2023). Thus, they are the AACs of the project area
that are already “producing” credits, following the VM0010 v1.3 calculation guidelines (ex-post).
Otherwise, all the other AACs included in the project have been monitored during the project period
(remote sensing for illegal logging and natural disturbances, monitoring of the access points of the
UFA 10-064).
Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track changes.docx
VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
As per registered PD, the area that will be exempted from logging is approximately 44,413 ha, but
this area includes temporary flooded areas, which cannot be considered in the project area: for this
reason, the actual extension of the project area is 38,309 ha, including primary and secondary forest
strata, which is checked by VVB from the KML file provided by PP. PP has also updated the actual
extension of the project area to 38,309 ha as verified by VVB from the MR section 1.1 and section
1.8.

In the current monitoring period (1st January 2022 to 31st of December 2023), AAC 5-1 and 5-2
would have been logged but prevented and the other AACs included in the project areas (4-2 to 4-5,
and 5-3 to 6-5) have also been monitored during this period for illegal logging and natural
disturbances. This area was verified by VVB from KML file provided by PP. PP also clearly explained
the areas under this monitoring period in the MR section 1.1 as verified by VVB.
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| CL#01 was raised and closed successfully. |

CL ID | 02 | Section no. | 4.1 | Date : 06/05/2024
Description of CL
In the PDD, under section 1.1 it has been mentioned that the area that will be exempted from the
work is approximately 38’309 ha, while in the MR the area that will be exempted from logging is
mentioned as approximately 44,413 ha
PP is requested to clarify the reason of this inconsistency.
Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
For the sake of clarity, this inconsistency was better explained in Section 1.1/1.7. The total area set
aside for conversion from logged-to-protected forest is 44'413 ha of productive forest, which includes
the primary and secondary forest strata, and the temporary flooded forest (see the 2006 UFA 10-064
forest management plan for more information on this). This area encompass the ‘productive’ forest in
AACs 4-5 to 6-5. By the way, only 38,309 ha of productive forest were finally considered as project
area, since this area excludes the temporary flooded areas (which cannot be considered for
accounting as project area).
Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track changes.docx
VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
VVB has assessed the MR. Project area 38,309 ha is verified from registered PD and supporting
shape file (‘shp-IFM2897-Total_strata_with_MIT.shp’ and ‘project-strata-AAC-230405.shp’) and was
found to be consistent with PD and AACs. As per PD and ex-post calculations, AACs mentioned in
the MR (4-2 to 4-5, 5-1 and 5-2) would have been logged in this monitoring period which was
prevented. VVB confirms that project area 38,309 ha under section 1.1 and 1.8 of MR is consistent
with registered PD.
CL#02 was raised and closed successfully.

CL ID | 03 | Section no. | 5.3 | Date : 06/05/2024
Description of CL
In the PDD it has been mentioned that the project pretends to avoid 5538682 tonnes of GHG
emissions through the 20 years (from 01 January 2018 to 31 December 2037) of implementation of
the project while in the MR it has been mentioned that net total of 6,517,703 tons of GHG emissions
will be avoided through the 20 years of implementation of the project
PP is requested to clarify the reason of this inconsistency.
Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
This was a mistake by the PP. The ex-ante value of GHG emissions through the 20 years is
5'5638’'682 tons. This was amended in Section 1.1 of the MR.
Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track_changes.docx

- ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897 VM10 Ver2-22-23-v2
VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
PP has updated the ex-ante value of GHG emission through 20 years to 5538’682 tons in MR
section 1.1. This update has been verified by the VVB using the VCU sheet from the
“ExAnte_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897 VMO0010_v4” spreadsheet. The calculation adheres to
Equation 41 of the VM0010 Methodology for Improved Forest Management: Conversion from Logged
to Protected Forest, version 1.3, which details the process for determining net GHG emission
reductions.
CL#03 was raised and closed successfully.

CL ID | 04 | Section no. | 1.4 | Date : 06/05/2024
Description of CL
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In the PDD, under section 1.1 it has been mentioned that the project surface corresponds
approximately to the 33 % of total UFA 10 064 surface, while in the MR, PP has mentioned that the
project surface corresponds approximately to 38% of the total UFA 10-064 surface.
PP is requested to clarify why there is inconsistency in the percentage of the area?
Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
There was a mistake by the PP. The project surface (without considering temporary flooded areas)
corresponds approximately to 33% of the UFA 10-064 surface. This was amended in Section 1.1 of
the MR.
Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track changes.docx
VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
PP has updated the project area to 38% of the total UFA 10-064 surface as verified by VVB from
section 1.8 of the updated MR.
CL#04 was raised and closed successfully.

CL ID | 05 | Section no. [ 5.3 | Date : 06/05/2024
Description of CL
PP is requested to clarify the following findings from ER sheet-

1. Ex post monitoring ER sheet (Areas_TimberHarvestSchedule) has given land parcel and
stratum wise timber harvest areas and yearly plan. Additionally provided “UFA 10-064
Management Plan” does not include yearly harvest plan. Thus, VVB cannot access details of
given harvest areas; PP is requested to provide further details of harvest plan to verify given
information.

2. Vex,iesL values given in BSL_ExPost sheet of “ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-
VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v1” spreadsheet and values given “UFA 10-064 Forest
Inventory and the Forest Management Plan” does not corresponds to each other. PP is
requested to provide further details of Vex,issL in Ex-post sheet and forest management plan.

3. Values given for ‘Merchantable biomass per species, per area’ in market leakage sheet
“MarketLeakage_PA” does not provide any source. VVB cannot verify how these values are
estimated?

4. LFwe (Leakage Factor) in MarkageLeakage Cameroon sheet considered 20% leakage;
however, it is unclear how this value is estimated. PP is requested to provide further details
for market leakage.

5. As per PD section 4.3 Market leakage is estimated using “PMLForest and PMP” parameter,
same parameters are given in sheet “Market Leakage”. However, in MR section Market
leakage stated that “each project must calculate within each stratum the ratio of
merchantable biomass to total biomass (PMP;). This shall then be compared to the ratio of
merchantable biomass to total biomass for each forest type (PMLFt). The factors to be
calculated during this monitoring period are the PMP; for each forest stratum i". It is unclear
how PMLrFr and PMP; ratio was estimated.

6. Section 4.4 of MR states that “The calculations for GHG Emission Reductions from the
implementation of project activities are presented in the ‘'VCU’ sheet of the
‘ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v1’ spreadsheet. The ex-post total
net greenhouse gas emissions for the baseline scenario during the 2022-2023 monitoring
period was 596,728 tCO2e”; however, the values are not presented in ER spreadsheet. PP
is requested to provide further details of baseline ER values.

7. Inthe excel sheet ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v1, worksheet
"Areas_TimberHarvest Schedule" the total area and AACs under IFM to be verified in this
monitoring period is not clear.

8. Inthe worksheet "lllegal_Logging", it is not clear how PP has estimated the area under loss
2022-2023 in column C.

9. Inthe worksheet "lllegal_Logging", table "in site monitoring 2022-2023", it is not clear how
the types given in column D have been identified. PP is to clarify which documents should be
referred to cross-verify the types and the other values provided in table.

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
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1. This sheet includes the concession parcels (AACs) that would have already been logged
under the baseline scenario, since the start of the project. The forest management plan does
not include the yearly harvest plan, but just provide the extractable timber volume for each
UFE (Table 4.11) and the AAC surface (Table 4.13). Yearly harvest plan, called Plan
Annuelle d’Operation (PAQ), are formulated annually by the forest exploiter and approved by
the Minister of Forestry (MINFOF). These PAOs are not formulated if logging would not
happen, so they were not developed in the project scenario. Moreover, Forest Management
Plan does not provide the share of timber volume of a species in each forest stratum, but
only the total volume of extractable timber in each stratum. For this reason, we decided to
assume that the share of extractable timber volume for a single species in each forest
stratum and UFE is proportional to the relative share of the extractable timber volume of that
species in each forest stratum in the UFA 10-64 (calculated from the Forest Inventory), i.e.
the relative shares of the UFA are representative also for the shares in each forest stratum.
Those calculations were developed during the validation and first verification, and are thus
now included in the Supporting Information: the spreadsheet we used to calculate the
extractable timber volume for the project area is hamed
‘ExtractableVolumes_Project_ UFA1064-VCS2897.xlsx’.

2. As presented in the above point, calculations of the extractable volumes for each tree
species in each stratum of the project area (primary DHC and secondary S) were carried out
in a separate file that was send to the VVB, but not presented in a clear way:
‘ExtractableVolumes_Project_ UFA1064-VCS2897.xIsx’. Here, the calculations of the total
merchantable volumes of each species in the project area are presented (excluding MIP and
MIT strata). These values were estimated based on the merchantable volumes from the
forest inventory (TIAMA), forest management plan, and annual logging values of the AAC
4.1.

3. These values were calculated starting from the Vj;gs. values, and taking into consideration
the wood densities for the tree species present in each forest stratum (D;) and a biomass
expansion fraction to transform the wood volume to biomass (BEF). We provided the
updated links in the ex-post calculations spreadsheet to trace these values. We also
uploaded the pieces of evidence for market leakage in the supporting information folder,
specifically in the ‘Market leakage-reference’ folder. The rationale of those calculations is
presented in the Section 4.3 of the monitoring report (v1.2). In the ‘MarketLeakage PMP’
sheet, the merchantable biomass as a proportion of total aboveground tree biomass for each
forest stratum (PMPi) was calculated using data from the estimated merchantable biomass in
the project area. The calculation of total biomass, both for the project areas and for the forest
areas where the leakage could occur was carried out using a dataset of total above -ground
biomass at 100-m resolution (version 4) developed through remote sensing measurements
by ESA, for the year 2017. The tile used for the calculation is provided as a piece of
evidence to the VVB in the ‘Market leakage-reference’ folder. The ratio of merchantable
biomass to total biomass for each forest type (PMLgr) was instead calculated in validation
and first verification (see for reference the Section 4.1 of the first validation and verification
project document, provided to the VVB). Since the South-Eastern portion of Cameroon is all
covered by dense and moist forest, the analysis to define the leakage factor to apply to the
current project was based on the forest management units (UFA) from the Cameroon
production forest estate which are close to the UFA 10-064. To calculate market leakage
factor, the PP considered the UFAs located in two arrondissements (administrative sub-
divisions) of the Boumba-et-Ngoko département (administrative department): Moloundou,
which is the sub-division where the UFA 10-064 is located, and Salapoumbé, where the
Libongo sawmill is located. All the UFAs located, or even intersecting, in those administrative
sub-divisions were used to calculate the potential market leakage factor; in total 10 UFAs
were selected for the analysis. The information regarding the merchantable volumes and
surface areas of the productive part of these forest units were retrieved from the forest
management plans in the Cameroon forest atlas. The wood volumes for these forest areas
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where transformed in biomass through an average wood density of the merchantable
species located in the project area and a biomass expansion factor specific to south-east
Cameroon. The calculation of the ratio of merchantable to total biomass in outside the
project area is presented in the ‘MarketLeakage Factor’. The leakage factor is thus
calculated by dividing the PMLi (calculated for this verification period) and the PMLgr for
each stratum. Since PMLegr is >15% greater than each PMLI, the market leakage factor used
for the project is 20%.

4. See point 3 for a clarification of this comment.
5. See point 3 for a clarification of this comment.

6. This value was presented in the ‘BSL_ExPost_total’ sheet. The reference to this table was
updated in the new amended version of the MR.

7. The sheet ‘Areas_TimberHarvest Schedule’ in the ex-post calculations was amended with
explanations that help in the understanding of the calculations of the project areas that are
producing credits during this monitoring period. Future AACs that would be logged under the
baseline scenario were not introduced in the calculations, since they did not participate in the
generation of credits for the present monitoring period.

8. These areas were calculated based on the result shapefiles from the supervised
classification analysis. Areas flagged as “deforestation” were included in the calculations.
The shapefiles are now provided to the VVB for consultation.

9. The values used in column D of the “lllegal Logging” table has been retrieved from the
annual monitoring report of the LLFB monitoring team, provided in ‘Supporting
Information/Monitoring Documents’ in the ‘Rapport Annuel de Surveillance des Activités
Illégales 2022’ (Table 5 and 6) and ‘Rapport Annuel de Surveillance des Activités lllégales
2023’ (Table 5 and 6) documents

Documentation provided by project participant

- Supporting Information/Previous Validation and Verification
Documents/ExtractableVolumes_Project UFA1064-VCS2897.xlIsx

- Documentation provided by project participant

- Supporting information for the market leakage in the ‘Market leakage-reference’ folder

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track changes.docx

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

1. Yearly harvest plan, called Plan Annuelle d’Operation (PAO) is not prepared under the
project scenation; VVB has verified Ex post monitoring ER sheet
(Areas_TimberHarvestSchedule) and supporting document
‘ExtractableVolumes_Project_ UFA1064-VCS2897.xIsx’. Documents provide clarity on
estimations of extractable timber volume for each UFA area.

2. VVB has verified document ‘ExtractableVolumes_Project UFA1064-VCS2897.xIsx’ provides
clarity of VexjissL values given in BSL_ExPost sheet spreadsheet and values given “UFA 10-
064 Forest Inventory and the Forest Management Plan”.

3. 4. And 5. Values given for ‘Merchantable biomass per species, per area’ in market leakage
sheet “MarketLeakage PA” is verified with supporting information ‘Market leakage-reference’
folder and the Section 4.3 of the monitoring report (v1.2). In the ‘MarketLeakage PMP’
LFve (Leakage Factor) 20% leakage is verified with the ratio of merchantable to total
biomass in outside the project area is presented in the ‘MarketLeakage_ Factor’. As leakage
factor is PMLgr is >15% greater than each PMLi, the PP has appropriately applied the
market leakage factor which is 20%. PMLrr and PMP; ratio were verified with merchantable
to total biomass in outside the project area is presented in the ‘MarketLeakage Factor’
sheet.

6 The ex-post total net greenhouse gas emissions for the baseline scenario during the 2022 -
2023 monitoring period 596,728 tCO2e has been verified with ‘BSL_ExPost_total’ sheet.
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7 The sheet "Areas_TimberHarvest Schedule" the total area and AACs under IFM to be
verified in this monitoring period is verified and provides clarification of AACs that would
have been logged under baseline scenario.

8 In the worksheet "lllegal_Logging", estimated the area under loss 2022-2023 in column C is
verified with shapefiles and found to be consistent.

9 The worksheet "lllegal_Logging", table "in site monitoring 2022-2023", types given in column
D have been verified with the ‘Rapport Annuel de Surveillance des Activités lllégales 2022’
(Table 5 and 6) and ‘Rapport Annuel de Surveillance des Activités lllégales 2023’ (Table 5
and 6) documents. Reported illegal activity types and values found to be consistent with
worksheet “lllegal logging”.

CL#05 was raised and closed successfully.

CL ID | 06 | Section no. | 4.2.8 | Date : 29/05/2024
Description of CL

It is given in MR section 1.1 that mitigation actions are implemented, such as refreshing the forest
boundaries, patrolling against illegal activities inside UFAs, and controlling access to the barriers of
the UFA, aimed at minimizing the risk of illegal activities.

PP is to provide the explanation how these mitigation actions are implemented in line with registered
monitoring plan. Please share sufficient evidence to confirm the implementation done in this
monitoring period.

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The activities mentioned in Section 1.1. of the MR were implemented during the monitoring period:

e The refreshing of forest boundaries was carried out by the SEFAC/LFB monitoring team
during 2023, particularly in the Southern part of UFA 10-064 forest concession, at the limit
with the agroforestry zone of Socambo/Mongokélé. Photographical pieces of evidence are
provided to the VVB in the folder ‘Monitoring Documents/Limit refresh 2023’;

e Patrolling against illegal activities inside the UFAs was carried out by anti-poaching
(COVILAB, Comité Villageois Lutte Anti-Braconnage) team members during the monitoring
period. The role of this committee is to support the local enforcement corps (especially the
forestal rangers) with awareness raising activities and the provision of intelligence around
poaching in their concession. The COVILAB also supports the local enforcement corps in
anti-poaching-missions and missions against illegal activities in the area. The evidence of
these patrolling activities was gathered during the VVB site visit in May 2024 (Wednesday 22
May 2024). On the other side, the SEFAC/LFB team annually carries out a patrolling activity
on the UFA 10-064 limits at risk, as identified in the ‘Strategies pour la lutte contre les
activités illégales dans concessions forestiéres du groupe SEFAC’: the reports of these
activities are provided to the VVB in the ‘Supporting Information/Monitoring Documents’
folder;

e Finally, the control access to the barriers is permanently assured at the southern and
northern access points of the UFA 10-064, following the provisions by the MINFOF. The
southern access point is monitored by the Socambo and Mongokélé village committee
(Comité Paysans-Foréts, CPF), under the provision of the SEFAC/LFB company.
Photographical evidence of this access point and examples of the entry/exit registry are
provided in the folder ‘Supporting Information/Monitoring Documents/Southern Limit”. The
northern access point (PK27) is instead continuously monitored by MINFOF rangers, in
service for the nearby Lobéké Park. Their role is also to participate in illegal activities
patrolling in the nearby area: people who are caught in carrying out illegal activities are
handed over to local authorities for trial. The evidence of these patrolling activities was
gathered through interviews to the forest rangers during the VVB site visit in May 2024
(Tuesday 21 May 2024). The registries of access to the Lobéké park entries are maintained
remotely by using cameras: data from these registries can be requested from the PP for
consistency.

Documentation provided by project participant
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- All the pieces of evidence mentioned in the previous paragraph are provided to the VVB in
the ‘Monitoring Documents’ folder.

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
The evidence related to refreshing of forest boundaries is provided by PP in form of photographs in
the folder ‘Monitoring Documents/Limit refresh 2023’.
The evidence of patrolling activities was verified by VVB during site visit as well as from the
documents provided by PP in the folder ‘Supporting Information/Monitoring Documents’.
Photographical evidence of southern access point and examples of the entry/exit registry are verified
by VVB from the folder ‘Supporting Information/Monitoring Documents/Southern Limit” provided by
PP.
CL#06 was raised and closed successfully..

CL ID | 07 | Section no. | 2.4 | Date : 29/05/2024
Description of CL
Site visit observations-

VVB has checked the project implementation activities in the UFA 10-064 north and south control
access points. It was found that the monitoring team uses SMART tool in the north control access
point to monitor the activities. While, in the south control access point, motoring team maintains
monitoring log and manually captures the monitoring activities. PP is to provide clarifications/
information for the followings:

(a) Please share the records from SMART tool with respect to implementation activity for the current
monitoring period. VVB did not find any mention or reference of SMART tool in registered PD or the
monitoring report.

(b) Please share the records of manually maintained records in south control access points
maintained for the current monitoring period.

(c) Itis to be clarified how this monitoring system is in line with the registered monitoring plan

(d) Please clarify and provide supporting information/ documents how PP collects the data for
analysis.

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
The following clarifications/information are provided to the VVB:

a) These activities were not mentioned in the registered PD&MR, since LFB only recently discovered
that Lobéké Park was using this tool (i.e. SMART tool) to improve conservation efforts in the area. In
the validated and registered PD&MR, the monitoring activities relevant to the IFM project located
inside the UFA 10-064 were thus the ones related to the control of the access to the northern border
carried out by forestal rangers from MINFOF at PK27. This is why there is no mention of the SMART
tool in the previous documentation. However, the data related to these patrols are not carried out in
the IFM project area but are just carried out in the Lobéké Park (particularly around permeable
borders) and in the immediate surroundings. The most relevant activity related to the IFM project is
indeed the control of the access by the forest rangers (verified on 21 May 2024 during the site visit).

b) Examples of these records are provided in the ‘Monitoring Documents/Southern access’ folder,
along with photographic pieces of evidence of the control post. A visit to the UFA 10-064 southern
access point, along with the collection of photographic pieces of evidence of the registries, was
carried out by the VVB during the site visit;

¢) Both the access points are monitored continuously by local communities (southern access, as part
of a collaboration with the CPF of Socambo/Mongokélé) and by Lobéké rangers (northern access).
These collaborations with critical stakeholders allow to monitor the access to the UFA 10-064, and
thus into the project area. Indeed, the control of the access points in such a remote area could be
effective only if carried out in collaboration with local stakeholders, as in the case of this project.
Socambo and Mongokélé village committee affiliates (south) and MINFOF forestal rangers (South)
are in the first line to control the access into the project area from the most accessible points, so they
strengthen the control of the area and act as a deterrent for potential illegal activities.
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d) The information gathered at the monitored access points is not collected directly by LFB/CSG for
data analysis. This was not prescribed under the registered monitoring plan. Indeed, these activities
are carried out to counteract and discourage illegal activities that can take place in the project area.
Proper monitoring activities, such as in-situ monitoring by the LFB/SEFAC team and remote sensing
analysis, are carried out to estimate the actual number and extent of disturbances in the project area.

Documentation provided by project participant

The information provided as supporting information in the ‘Monitoring Documents’ folder (mentioned
specifically in the previous paragraph).

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

a. VVB has assessed the registered PD and field data collection process (SMART tool) found
during site visit is in line with the validated monitoring plan of PD. However, PP has not
included details of monitoring activities that confirm SMART tool usage and PP has not
provided evidence of data collated (which support monitoring activities such as anti-poaching
and illegal logging monitoring) in SMART tool. PP needs to update the section 4.1 monitoring
plan of MR with clear justification of SMART tool usage.

b. VVB has verified supporting documents provided by PP. Documents include photographic
evidence of entry register and other monitoring activity.

c. VVB has verified registered PD and current MR and confirms that newly added monitoring
procedures and evidence provided are in line with the registered PD.

d. VVB has verified MR QA/QC monitoring procedures. Supporting monitoring documents has
sufficient information to conclude QA/QC monitoring policies include in-situ monitoring done
by ground implementation team and remote sensing monitoring and reporting by project
developer.

CL #07 stands open.

Project participant response | Date : 28/06/2024

The SMART tool was not mentioned in the registered PD&MR nor the current monitoring report since
these data were not used to gather monitoring parameters related to the project (Monitored
Parameters, Section 4.2 of the current MR).

The LFB monitoring team didn’t use the SMART tool to track patrols during the monitoring period.
SMART tool data from Lobéké Park ranger patrols are thus not used at the moment in the project as
a monitoring tool and the SMART tool was therefore not mentioned in the current MR. The use of
SMART tool data from patrols of Lobéké rangers was thus an initiative by the PP to provide
additional data demonstrating the efforts in mitigating the illegal activities risks in the area.

The PP and implementation partner (LFB) are currently investigating with the Lobéké Park
administration and monitoring team if it would be possible to use this tool in future monitoring
periods. If monitoring data will be gathered through the SMART tool, PP will explain in future
monitoring reports how this tool would align with the field data collection process included in the
registered PD.

Documentation provided by project participant

VVB assessment | Date: 16/07/2024

VVB has noted the response provided by PP for SMART tool application. Following the registered
monitoring plan, it was found that PP has correctly followed the monitoring procedures on field. In
addition to it, PP is now enhancing the patrolling system with SMART tool application. Therefore, the
response found sufficient.

CL#07 was raised and closed successfully.

CL ID 08 Section 2.4 Date : 29/05/2024
no.

Description of CL
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During the site visit, upon reviewing the monitoring sheets, the following observations were recorded.
PP shall clarify.

(a) How the recordings are made when there is no date added to the monitoring sheet. How PP is
ensuring that the data is collected within the monitoring period

(b) The procedure of recording the field data to the monitoring system maintained at LFB office is not
clear. PP is to clarify what is the procedure and justify its conformance with registered monitoring
plan

(c) It was found that not all entries of the monitoring sheet were converted to digital version or in the
reports. Please clarify the documentation system and justify its conformance with registered
monitoring plan.

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The monitoring on the field is done following the SOP procedures? (explained in Section 4.3 of the MR)
designed for this purpose by the LFB/SEFAC monitoring team. These activities are carried out by the
LFB/SEFAC monitoring team:

(&) The recordings are made using a GPS and that information is processed by the Cartographer
of LFB and added to the LFB GIS system. The dates of the GPS records are retrieved from
the GPS and added to the database. The locations of the points identified as illegal activities
are now provided as a shapefile in the ‘2022 2023 Indice_Activ_lllégal 100642 zipped folder:
these data contain information about the location, the date/time, and the disturbances with their
extent identified in the field by the LFB/SEFAC patrolling team;

(b) The field procedure of collecting data is done using a GPS, recording the points where illegal
activities happened, and writing down (in the notepad) the coordinates and the illegal activity
plus other details/or comments (e.g. extension of it or any other comment). The Team goes
through the borders of the project area (focusing more on the South) looking for illegal
activities. Then all these records are copied into the GIS of LFB manually. All these registries
are used afterward to produce reports about the illegal activity status. This is aligned with
section 4.3. of the MR (Project area permanent access points control and in-situ monitoring
patrol)

(c) As presented in the previous point, the GPS device is used to save the location and date/time
of the identified disturbances (illegal fields, camping sites, illegal logging, etc.), while the
comments and extent of illegal activities are annotated in a notepad (pieces of evidence were
checked by the VVB during the site visit). All these data are then used by the LFB cartographer
to create report tables and shapefiles of the identified disturbances. These data are then stored
in the LFB and CSG system, for at least 2 years after the end of the monitoring period, and
accessible for consultation by the VVB and Standard.

Documentation provided by project participant

The information mentioned previously were added to the ‘Monitoring Documents’ folder

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

1 Patrolling SOPs are presented in the document ‘LFB Patrol SOP monitoring v1.pdf’, located in the ‘Monitoring
Documents’ folder

2 Located in the ‘Monitoring Documents’ folder
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a.

C.

CL#08 was raised and closed successfully.

VVB has verified supporting shapefile in the ‘2022 2023 Indice_Activ_lllégal_10064’ zipped
folder’. Shapefile metadata contains only two dates (15/12/2022 and 12/04/2023) for all GPS
records. Data was found complete and appropriate. Findings stands closed.

VVB has verified section 4.3 of MR and related supporting documents. VVB confirms that
field monitoring activity and records at LFB office are in line with monitoring plan of registered
PD.

VVB found the project data collection system in in conformance to registered PD and
adequately implemented on field. Finding stands closed.

CL ID

| 09 | Section no. | NPRR | Date : 29/05/2024

Description of CL

NPRT
[ ]

Please update the date and version of the NPR report.

In table 1.4, the response to the Q4 Does the project have a management, financial and
monitoring plan for the entire project longevity? Is given yes. It is given in project joint
validation and first verification report that Project longevity is 44 years and is proved by the
approved Management Plan that has a duration of 30 years renewable. The actual
concession will expire in 2027, but the project implementer started the process for the
renewal in 2022. Please clarify and substantiate the basis of risk rating of Q4.

There is no justification provided in the AFOLU_NPRT_Notes file or VCS_NPR_REP_2897
file of how the risk is rated for the Q7a Without legal agreement or requirement to continue
the management practice.

MR consists of mention of pest and disease outbreaks. However, the category is rated 0
under natural risk of NPR. Please provide justification for the same.

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The version and the date were automatically assigned by VERRA through their Project Hub.
The Word version that was initially sent to the VVB it’s just a copy of the information that was
uploaded to the VERRA website. The version and date will be uploaded when we upload the
revised version of the document in the VERRA Project Hub, in case of modification to the
actual NPRT;

The value of project longevity was changed from 44 to 40 years during this monitoring period
for the sake of conservativeness. The entire project longevity was considered previously as
the period covering the actual (2022-2031) and the following UFA 10-064 forest
management plan (2032-2061). However, the most important document to have legal
ownership of forest concession and to carry out project activities is the definitive forest
concession agreement with Cameroon government. As mentioned in the NPRT, LFB
obtained the definitive convention to carry out sustainable managed logging in the UFA 10-
064 concession on 10 Avril 2012, with the Decree 2012/1001/PM. The definitive forest
concession document lasts 15 years, so the enforced one needs to be renewed by LFB in
2027. However, the company already requested for the renewal of this document (a proof of
the engagement of the company in continuing the project activities). This new concession
renewal will last until 2042. The new renewal of the agreement to manage the forest
concession will thus be held until 2042. During this period (2027-2042), the new Forest
Management Plan for the UFA 10-064 will be drafted by LFB and approved, with a validity
period of 30 years (2032-2062). A definitive forest concession should also be requested
during the validity period of the 2032-2063 management plan. This latter definitive forest
concession on UFA 10-064 will held from 2042 to 2057. It is thus considered here the legal
validity of these UFA 10-064 concession renewals as the longevity period of the project, i.e.
40 years from the start of the project activities (2018-2057). So, this modification concerning
the project joint validation and first verification report was done for the sake of
conservativeness. During the longevity period, the project will thus be covered by two forest
management plans (2022-2031 and 2032-2061), which implies the formulation and
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implementation of a management, financial and monitoring plan;

e As mentioned in Table 3, Q4i of the NPRT v1.0, the project is protected by a legally binding
agreement to continue management practices that protect the credited carbon stocks
throughout the project crediting period. So, For the sake of conservativeness, only the next
first renewal of the forest concession (2027-2042) would be considered as legally agreed
(notification already sent and positive answer already received from the government). For the
moment, it is thus considered that the entire project longevity period is not fully covered by a
legal agreement. This explanation will be updated in the VERRA Project Hub for the next
version of the NPRT document.

e Pests and disease outbreaks are mentioned in the MR because it's mandatory to monitor
this kind of occurrence under the VM0010 methodology. They are thus monitored in each
monitoring period by the LFB monitoring team. However, in the MR is evidenced that the risk
of outbreaks in the project area is really low (no historical occurrences). In the MR is
specified that the LFB monitoring team did not identify any presence of pests and diseases
during the patrolling in the area. “Not applicable” category was thus selected since this
natural risk is not significant for the project area.

Documentation provided by project participant
e VCS2897-MR2-NPR-Report-v4.2-v2
e The actual modifications for the NPRT will be updated in the VERRA Project Hub at the end
of the verification with the VVB
VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
e PP will upload the latest version of NPRT at VERRA hub while submitting the final monitoring
and verification report. All documents are find consistent, the NC is closed.
e VVB noted that the project longevity will be covered by two forest management plans (2022 -
2031 and 2032-2061.
e PP will provide the explanation about why entire project longevity period is not fully covered
by a legal agreement in the next version of the NPRT document. Hence, the NC is closed.
e PP has provided the justification of not mentioning the outbreak of pest and diseases in the
NPRT.
e CL#09 was raised and closed successfully.

CL ID | 10 | Section no. | 4.2.5 | Date : 22/07/2024
Description of CL

TR observations

In Section 2.1.5 (public comments) of the VCS MR, VVB reviewed the ‘summary of comments
received; and its corresponding ‘action taken’. Under the "Actions Taken" column, VVB would like to
seek clarifications as following:

e Regarding the 4th comment received, it is noted that "actions will be taken into consideration
during the next monitoring period." PP is requested to provide clarification on (a) when and
how the road between Socambo and Moloundou will be repaired; (b) Please share the
evidence of records of implementation, if already implemented; (c) any feedback/ closure of
comments received from communities after resolution of comment.

e Regarding the 6th comment received, it is similarly noted that "actions will be taken into
consideration during the next monitoring period." PP is requested to clarify how the comment
get resolved which is concerning the provision of the requested house, hospital, and school
facilities for the Baka community.

Project participant response | Date : 25/07/2024
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e Regarding the 4" comment, these are the clarifications:
a) The road that passes through the UFA 10-064 concession is a department road
(Départmentale 77, D77): the maintenance of this kind of road is not directly related to the
forest concession, but it's assigned through another process. At the moment, road
maintenance is not under the responsibility of LFB. Indeed, the road maintenance of this
road has been granted to the company “Confex-Cam”. The company responsible for the
maintenance of the main road has thus started to clean road D77 from PK27, in the direction
of Socambo (Congo border). The maintenance works were arrested for some time, but they
started again in April 202434, Furthermore, despite not doing specific reparations, every time
the road is used and some trees are found lying on the ground the workers cut them into
pieces removing them from the center of the road to let other vehicles pass without
problems. These activities are essential to allow the transportation inside and outside of the
project area;
b) There are no direct implementation records regarding the road maintenance because as
explained in a) this duty does not belong to LFB but to Confex-Cam. However, PP, the
project implementer, and VVB verified (during the May 2024 site visit) that this road is
currently under maintenance: pictures are added as supporting information. The company
responsible for the maintenance of the main road has thus started to clean road D77 from
PK27, the direction of Socambo (Congo border);
¢) The situation will be communicated to the communities that are part of the project
stakeholders.

e Regarding the 6" comment, LFB/SEFAC has taken several social activities in the latest
period. This can be verified in a MINFOF document related to the implementation of social
works by the SEFAC group (documentation provided by the PP). Some of these activities
also concerned the Baka communities, as the school care (‘Prise en charge scolaire des
enfants Baka’'). It will be taken into consideration to renew social activities with the Baka
communities by LFB. Moreover, it has been explained to the participants of the LSC meeting
(Socambo, 6/12/2023) that the Socambo clinic (centre de santé intégré) is also available for
the Baka community who live in the surroundings. Indeed, the Baka community lives in
provisory camping sites inside the forest and along the road, so the construction of a
medical center for this community is difficult to implement (location and logistics). By the
way, the community is followed by the district social services (Plan Communal du
Developpement de Moloundou, 2018, Section 4.6), who are supporting healthcare for the
Baka. LFB/SEFAC is also programming a tentative medical delivery for the community to
support healthcare (depending on the logistics and availability). Regarding the housing
request, LFB is considering communicating to the relevant governmental authority this
request by the Baka community, since the decisional power regarding housing activities and
programs relies on the government.

Just a final comment: the governmental actors in the area are carrying out several activites
to improve the livelihood in the Moloundou district, which includes the areas surrounding the
project area (see Plan Communal du Developpement de Moloundou, 2018). LFB should not
be perceived as a “government actor” in the area, so the requests by the local populations
that need to be directly addressed by LFB should be those concerning the forest concession
and those related to project activities. Additional requests such as healthcare, housing
facilities, and agricultural development activities, should not be seen as compulsory for LFB,
but they should be seen as optional and additional to improve livelihood in the surroundings
of the project area. This is why only certain activities proposed by the local communities
during stakeholder consultations and other communication mechanisms will be implemented
by LFB. However, LFB will collaborate with the local governmental agencies to
communicate and support the requests of the communities and all the other stakeholders
that are related to the project.

Section 2.1.5 of the MR was updated to reflect the previous updates.

Documentation provided by project participant
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- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v5.docx

- ATTESTATION DE REALISATIONS DES (EUVRES SOCIALES
N°000526/ARS/MINFOF/DRE/DDBN/SDF_2022

- Photographic pieces of evidence regarding the road works from PK27 (Socambo direction)

VVB assessment | Date: 31/07/2024

PP has updated section 2.1.5 of the MR by providing sufficient explanation on the public comment 4
and public comment 6. VVB has also verified the supporting documents provided by PP, associated
with this comments, which are found appropriate.

CL#10 was raised and closed successfully..

CL ID [ 11 | Section no. [ 5.3 | Date : 22/07/2024
Description of CL

TR observations

In Section 5.4 of the VCS MR, the last line of the first paragraph states, "Thus, the net GHG emissions
and removals are 477,382 tCOZ2e." PP is requested to provide clarification and submit revised ERR/
NPR (in case needed) on whether this value has been calculated after deducting for leakage as it is
not clear why the leakage is accounted in ex-post calculations.

Project participant response | Date : 25/07/2024
Clarifications have been made in Section 5.4 regarding calculations. The leakage was deducted for
the baseline total emissions reductions and removals (Table 3 in Section 5.3), as for Equation 41 of
the methodology VM0010 v.13.

Leakage was accounted in ex-post calculations since the parameter PMPi (‘Merchantable biomass
as a proportion of total aboveground tree biomass for stratum i within the project boundaries’) should
be monitored during the project crediting period, i.e. should be revised ex-post.

Documentation provided by project participant

VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v5.docx

VVB assessment | Date: DD/MM/YYYY
PP has provided clear clarification on leakage calculation and also added calculated leakage
emission value table in section 5.3 of the MR.

CL#11 was raised and closed successfully.

Table 3. CAR from this verification

CARID |01 | Section no. | KML file | Date : 06/05/2024

Description of CAR

The supervised classification provided in the word file named
“240218_Supervised_Classification_IFM_Cameroon; PP is requested to provide the classified mask
along with satellite data that was used mentioning date of acquisition, path, and row.

PP is also requested to provide the signature file used during supervised classification. The software
used for classification needs to be mentioned in detail.

List of other documents requested are
e Copy of updated supervised classification of satellite images file

e MODIS raster files (reference to burnt area analysis file)

33 https://www.mintp.cm/en/news/1926/43/Region-de-I-Est-l-entreprise-s-est-fortement-mobilisee-pour-lI-entretien-aux-
produits-stabilisants-de-la-route-en-terre-Nguili-Inter-N10--Keke-Mengokele--Mawa-Frontiere-Congo-150-km

4 https://canalinfos24.com/article/entretien-periodique-aux-produits-stabilisants-de-la-route-en-terre-nguilili-inter-n 10-
keke-mengokele-mawa-frontiere-congo-lentreprise-sest-remobilisee
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Supporting document/ literature review utilized for market leakage calculations.
TIAMA raw database

A raster file of biomass used for leakage.

Declaration for MR section 1.10 Double Counting and Participation under Other GHG
Programs, and Double Claiming, Other Forms of Credit, and Scope 3 Emissions

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The supervised classification analysis lacked of several supporting information for the VVB. These
are now provided in the ‘Supporting Information/Monitoring Documents/Supervised Classification
Analysis 2022-2023’ folder; the summary document was updated
(‘20240510_Supervised_Classification_IFM_Cameroon_v2’).

Moreover, the supporting information related to the fire analysis is now provided in the ‘Supporting
Information/Monitoring Documents/MCD64A1_Fire_analysis-2022-2023’ folder.

Market leakage evidence (supporting document, and raster files used for calculating biomass) are
provided in the ‘Supporting Information/Market leakage-reference’ folder. The TIAMA raw database is
provided as supporting information.

The declarations in Sections 1.10 and 1.11 (updated numbering) were already provided in the
previous version of the MR. The project is indeed not double counted nor participates under other
GHG programs. Moreover, project reductions are not included in an emissions trading program or
binding emission limit, and the project does not implement double claiming and does not participate
in any Scope 3 emissions program. This was already flagged previously: PP followed the latest MR
template to answer these questions, and no further declarations are asked from this template.

Documentation provided by project participant

- For supervised classification, new pieces of evidence are provided in the ‘Supporting
Information/Monitoring Documents/Supervised Classification Analysis 2022-2023’ folder

- For fire analysis, additional documents are provided in the ‘Supporting Information/Monitoring
Documents/MCD64A1_Fire_analysis-2022-2023’ folder

- For market leakage analysis, supporting information is in the ‘Supporting Information/ Market
leakage-reference’ folder

- The supporting information related to raw TIAMA UFA 10-064 forest inventory extractions are
in the ‘Supporting Information7Previous Validation and Verification Documents/TIAMA-Forest
Inventory 2006’ folder

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

1. Provided supporting file ‘20240510_Supervised_Classification_IFM_Cameroon_v2’ include
details of satellite data acquisition details, dates, path/row, etc.

2. PP has now provided details of signature files used during supervised classification; software
used for classification.

3. VVB confirms that following supporting documents received from PP:

e Copy of updated supervised classification of satellite images file. Supervised
classification classes were further verified through interpretation carried out by VVB
using freely available satellite data through QGIS plugin.

e MODIS raster datasets. Burnt area analysis for the project area was further verified
using external source data from Global forest watch.

e Supporting document/ literature review utilized for market leakage calculations.

e TIAMA database

e Araster file of biomass used for leakage

4. Declaration in Sections 1.10 provides details for Double Counting and Participation under
Other GHG Programs. However, PP has not provided supporting documents/evidence of
same. PP is requested to provide documents/evidence which were utilized during validation
and verification.

CAR#01 was raised and closed successfully..

Project participant response | Date : 27/06/2024
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During validation and verification, the PP was not requested to share any documents/evidence to
support these claims, since no piece of evidence was requested by the joint PD and MR template
(v4.1) and the relevant VCS Standard 4.5 (Section 3.23) if the project is not registered/rejected under
other relevant GHG program. Indeed, the template was requested just to indicate whether the project
has been registered or rejected under any other GHG program, and to provide evidence in case of
double registration with other GHG programs. The PP thus proposes a declaration of non-
participation and registration under any other GHG program, which is now shared with the VVB (see
Documentation provided by PP below).

Moreover, the mention “declarations” that we presented in the previous round of findings referred to
what is mentioned in Section 1.15.1-1.15.2 of the registered PD (which is the same as what is
mentioned in the actual MR). We can provide the VVB evidence by pointing out the public registries
of other GHG programs (more relevant GHG programs, not a full list of all the existing GHG
programs), where it can be checked that the project is not present:

- https://cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/Validation/index.html;

- https://reqistry.goldstandard.org/projects?g=&page=1&countries=CM (Gold Standard)

- https://wilder.earth/social_carbon (SOCIALCARBON)

- https://mer.markit.com/br-reg/public/index.jsp?entity=project (Plan Vivo)

- https://projects.globalcarboncouncil.com/pages/approved_projects (Global Carbon Council);

- NoJls, CAR, ACS, Cercarbono projects in Cameroon.
Documentation provided by project participant

- CSG-DeclarationVCS2897-DoubleCounting-2022_2023.pdf (located in the ‘Supporting

Information’ folder)

VVB assessment | Date: 01/07/2024

PP has submitted the declaration form titled ‘CSG-DeclarationVCS2897-DoubleCounting-2022_2023’
confirming that the project is not receiving or seeking credit for reductions and removals from a project
activity under another GHG program, nor that the project is registered or seeking registration under
any other GHG programs for the current crediting period (01 January 2021 to 31 December 2023).
#CARO01 is closed.

CARID |02 | Section no. | KML file | Date : 06/05/2024
Description of CAR
In the PDD and MR it has been mentioned that the burnt area analysis was done using MODIS
product. PP is requested to provide the data along with reclassified map for verification.
Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
The supporting information material requested for this analysis is provided in the ‘Supporting
Information/Monitoring Documents/MCD64A1_Fire_analysis-2022-2023’ folder. This include the
original files used for the analysis, the summary report, and the results files
Documentation provided by project participant

- ‘Supporting Information/Monitoring Documents/MCD64A1_Fire_analysis-2022-2023’ folder
VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
PP has provided the relevant documents as verified by VVB from -‘Supporting Information/Monitoring
Documents/MCD64A1_Fire_analysis-2022-2023’ folder.
CAR#02 was raised and closed successfully.

CARID |03 | Section no. | MR | Date : 06/05/2024
Description of CL

In the PDD, the project implementor La Filiere Bois is abbreviated as LFB, while in the MR the same
has been abbreviated as FB.

PP is requested to be consistent with the abbreviations and maintain this throughout the report.
Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The name used during the monitoring report has been updated to La Filiere Bois (LFB)
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Documentation provided by project participant

MR

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024
PP has updated the name of project implementor as LFB in the MR.

CAR#03 was raised and closed successfully.

CARID |04 | Section no. [ MR | Date : 06/05/2024

Description of CAR

In the Content table of the MR document, the section numbers are inaccurate. PP is requested to
revise the content table accordingly.

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The Table of Content and Section numbers were updated in the new version of the MR.

Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track _changes.docx

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

In the table of content there is a repetition of section no 1.1. Audit History should be in Section 1.2 as
per VCS MR template. Kindly update the table accordingly.
#CARO04 stands open.

Project participant response | Date : 27/06/2024

The ToC was amended as correctly pointed out by the VVB.

Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v4-track changes.docx

VVB assessment | Date: 01/07/2024

PP has updated the ‘Contents’ table in VCS Monitoring Template v4.3 and all the section numbers
are accurate as verified by VVB.
CAR#04 was raised and closed successfully.

CARID |05 | Section no. | 4.1 | Date : 29/05/2024
Description of CAR

MR section 1.11 mentions that GIS monitoring activities are carried out through remote sensing and
forest cover analysis by the CSG team. Please clarify the following:

(a) what GIS monitoring activities have been carried out?

(b) how the results have been utilized for demonstration of SD contributions

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024
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(a) Remote sensing analysis: it is used to be combined with on-the-ground data to determine
illegal activities and forest fires happening inside the project area. These activities include:
o Identification of potential illegal logged areas: cartographic information is used from the

supervised classification of satellite images of Sentinel-2A (2022-2023) to identify Forest
and Non-Forest areas. As stated in the MR: “For the classification from each year, the
methodology based on supervised remote-sensing techniques was used to generate
classes such as Forest, Non-Forest, and Water. The training areas of each group are
randomized and are assigned to the satellite image via interpretation performed by an
expert in geospatial solutions and with a minimum registration of 40 points per class.
Moreover, this methodology is specifically crafted for the project area and not a global
one, with a spatial higher accuracy (10-m of Sentinel 2-A, over the 30-m values by
Hansen et al.). The output of this analysis is then associated with the area potentially
impacted by illegal logging (Adist_L1)”®. The document can be found as supporting
information with the name 240218 Supervised Classification IFM_Cameroon;

e Area burned during the second verification: For that an analysis was carried out using
MODIS MCD64A1 Version 6.1 Burned Area product data for the monitored period (2022-
2023), and in-situ monitoring reports. As stated in the MR: ”it is performed with mapping
information from the MCD64A1 product, version 6, from the Moderate Resolution
Imaging Spectroradiometer6 (MODIS) dataset, developed by the Department of
Geography at the University of Maryland (Giglio et al., 2009). The MCD64A1 product is
organized as a grid of 35 columns and 17 rows covering the entire world, with a spatial
resolution of 500 m. [...]”. The document can be found as supporting information with
the name 240201 IFM-Cameroon Burned area analysis MODIS 2022-2023;

e Geographic position and project boundaries (as well as stratification): These datasets
have been produced by using geo-referenced spatial data such as maps, GIS datasets,
aerial photography, and geo-referenced remote sensing images.

(b) The results of both analyses offered quantitative data that can be used for demonstration of

SD contributions:

e Theillegal logging and wildfires data was used for SDG target 13 (Tons of greenhouse
gas emissions avoided or removed) because illegal logging and wildfires were used for
the calculations by reducing the number of tons of CO2 not emitted to the atmosphere.
Therefore this parameter obtained from remote sensing has been used for the final
estimation of CO2 not released to the atmosphere.

e The geographical project boundaries and stratification (project area shapefiles) were
designed using remote sensing data. These delimitations allow the project to define
guantitative areas (in hectares) for monitoring SDG 15.1.1 (Forest area as a proportion
of total land area): 44,413 ha, including also the areas that are not accounted for in
carbon calculations) will be preserved from logging activities

The MR Section 1.12 regarding Sustainable Development Contributions was updated according to
the suggestions made by the VVB.
Documentation provided by project participant
- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track changes.docx
VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

5 Section 3.2.1 and Section 5.2. Calculations are presented in the ‘ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-
VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v2’, ‘lllegal_logging’ sheet (located in the ‘Supporting Information’ folder).

6 https://modis-fire.umd.edu/index.html
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PP has clearly explained the GIS monitoring activities and also updated the section about SDG
contributions in the MR. Information related to lllegal logging activity analysis was verified by VVB
from “240218_Supervised_Classification_IFM_Cameroon” document. Burned area analysis was
verified by VVB from “240201_IFM-Cameroon_Burned area analysis_ MODIS_2022-2023” document.
CAR#05 was raised and closed successfully.

CARID |06 | Section no. [ 4.1 | Date : 29/05/2024

Description of CAR

MR section 1.11, table 1

For SDG 13.0, the contributions over project lifetime is mentioned as 01-01-2018 to 31-12-2023. It is
not clear why the lifetime or crediting period contribution is not mentioned here. Also, please confirm
where the value of the contributions 845,000 tons CO2e is to be checked from?

Similar comment is applicable for SDG contribution 15.1.

Total project area mentioned in the table is 44,413 ha, however, where this value can be checked
from?

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The PP made a mistake, thinking that the ‘contribution over project lifetime’ should have been
considered from the start of the project until the end of the current monitoring period. Table 1 in
Section 1.12 was amended with the correct (ex-ante) estimate over the total project lifetime.

The total project area is 38,309 ha, while 44,413 ha also accounts for temporarily flooded forest (MIT
stratum): this was amended in Table 1. The PP also provides a shapefile with the two considered
forest strata (primary and secondary) plus the MIT stratum, where the VVB can check the value of
44,413 ha: “shp-IFM2897-Total_strata_with_MIT”

Documentation provided by project participant

- The shapefile “shp-IFM2897-Total_strata_with_MIT”, ‘located in the Supporting
Information/Spatial information’ folder

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

1. VVB has assessed updated SDG 13.0 contributions; updated MR has about 4,984,814 of
CO2e for the period of 01-01-2018 to 31-12-2023, while registered PD has about 4,900,000
of CO2e. PP needed to address discrepancy in MR as per registered PD.

2. SDG 15.2 has an updated area of 38,309 ha which is appropriate as per SDG 15.2
contributions stated in registered PD. Additionally 44,413 ha area is cross verified with
provided shapefile ‘shp-IFM2897-Total_strata_with_MIT’ and attains similar value. Attributed
table was exported from shape file into excel format which has details of all areas estimated
as verified by VVB.

CAR #06 stands open.

Project participant response | Date : 27/06/2024

The discrepancy concerning the registered PD (“about 4,900,000 tons CO2e”) is related to the
clarification of the total emission avoided from the project as calculated ex-ante. In the registered PD,
the value presented was an approximation of the ex-ante value, while in this MR the value was
mentioned as the total calculated ex-ante. This clarification was added in the new version of the MR.

Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v4-.docx

VVB assessment | Date: 01/07/2024

PP has provided a justification for the discrepancy in the ex-ante emission values between the
registered PD and the MR. In the registered PD, the value was an approximation of the ex-ante
emission value, whereas, in this MR, the value represents the total calculated ex-ante emission, as
verified by the VVB from section 1.12 of the updated MR.

CAR#06 was raised and closed successfully.

CARID |o7 | Section no. [ 4.5 | Date : 29/05/2024

Description of CAR
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MR section 2.1, it is stated that "they track the phytosanitary status of the forest by detecting and
alerting in case of forest fires and checking the presence of pests and/or diseases". PP is to
elaborate this procedure of in-situ patrolling and provide the results achieved in this monitoring
period.

MR section 3.3 mentions the archives included of copies of all original field measurement data,
laboratory data, and data analysis spreadsheets. PP is to clarify (a) what all kinds or recording
system is maintained in the project as per registered monitoring plan, (b) which data type is to be
considered in this monitoring period.

MR section 3.3 stated "Standard operating procedures (SOPs) and quality control/quality assurance
(QA/QC) procedures for forest inventory including field data collection and data management will be
applied. SOPs already applied in national forest monitoring or available from published handbooks or
the IPCC GPG LULUCF 2003 will be used". Please elaborate on having the SOP and QA/QC
procedure.

Project participant response | Date : 17/06/2024

The numbering of MR section 3.1 was corrected. Moreover “check for the phytosanitary status” and
“check for pests and diseases” was amended, since the two actions identify the same activity. In-situ
patrolling is one part of the monitoring activities (together with remote sensing) to verify the absence
of illegal activities and fire occurrences, while the presence of pests and diseases is only verified
with in-situ patrolling.. The field procedure of collecting data is done using a GPS, recording the
points where natural disturbances happened and/or where the phytosanitary status is affected. Then
it is written down (in the notepad) the coordinates and the illegal activity plus other details/or
comments (e.g. extension of it or any other comment). The LFB/SEFAC monitoring team goes
through the borders of the project area (focusing more on the South, the border identified as the
riskiest) looking for signs of disturbances and pests and diseases. Then all these records are copied
into the GIS of LFB manually. All these registries are used afterward to produce reports about the
natural disturbances and phytosanitary status (pieces of evidence provided to VVBs during the site
visit). The procedure is presented in MR Section 4.3.

In MR section 4.3 (numbering corrected), it is stated that all data is collected and archived (in paper
or digital form) at least 2 years after the end of the crediting period. LFB has ensured that all the
information is stored in different forms. However, some of them (e.qg. illegal activities or natural
disturbances) are processed for different purposes. The registries for the monitoring activities are
stored as a record of GPS points, together with the notes and pictures of the illegal activities/natural
disturbances. The paragraphs regarding data collection and archives were amended in the new
version of the MR, with more precise information about data formats.

Furthermore, in MR section 4.3 is mentioned that “quality control/quality assurance (QA/QC)
procedures for forest inventory including field data collection and data management will be applied”..
For forest inventory, the Cameroonian national guidelines are followed as SOPs, each time an
activity related to forest inventory is carried out. In particular, the following reference documents will
be followed for forest inventory SOPs :

e ONADEF, 1991. Normes d'Inventaire d’/Aménagement Et De Préinvestissement;

e ONADEF, 1995. Normes d’Inventaire d’Exploitation;

e MINFOF, 2016. Décision N°0546/AMINFOF/SG/DF/CI/SDIAF Du 05 Octobre 2016 Rendant
Exécutoire Les Directives d’'Inventaire D’exploitation

e MINFOF, 2019. Décision n° 536/D/MINFOF/SETAT/SG/DF/SDIAF du 23 Juillet 2019
Rendant exécutoires les directives d'inventaire d'aménagement et de préinvestissement
intégrant les spécificités de biodiversité pour les foréts de production du domaine forestier
permanent du Cameroun;

However, during the current monitoring period, no activities related to forest inventory were carried
out in the forest area.
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Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v3-track_changes.docx
- The laws mentioned in the previous paragraph were added to the ‘Laws\Forest inventory
Cameroon SOPs’ folder

VVB assessment | Date: 26/06/2024

PP has updated section 3.1 of the MR and all the necessary information are added in MR section
4.3.

Information about the field measurement data and spreadsheet related records are added MR
section 4.3.

PP has provided all the relevant information about SOP and QA/QC procedure on section 4.3 of MR.
CAR#07 was raised and closed successfully.

CARID |08 | Section no. | | Date : 22/07/2024

Description of CAR

TR observations

In the VCS MR, the version number of the VCS standard is referred to as VCS Standard v4.6. However,
the latest standard version available on VERRA website is v4.7. PP is requested to update the standard
version number throughout the MR to reflect the most current version and update the context to
establish the compliance with VCS standard version 4.7, as appropriate.

Project participant response | Date : 25/07/2024

The PP has provided to update the VCS Standard version to v4.7.

Documentation provided by project participant

VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v5.docx

VVB assessment | Date: 31/07/2024

The VCS standard version has been updated to 4.7 throughout the document.
CAR#08 was raised and closed successfully..

CARID |09 | Section no. [ MR | Date : 22/07/2024

Description of CAR

TR observations
In Section 5.1 of the VCS MR, Table 2 represents the baseline emission values of the project. PP is
requested to include the total emission reduction value in the last row of the table to provide clarity.

Project participant response | Date : 25/07/2024

PP thinks there could be a misalignment between this comment related to Table 2 and the one in the
MR. Indeed, the first one requested to include a row and the second mentioned that “a column [...]
could also be included”.

PP agreed to include a row with total baseline emission reductions for the monitoring period.

The emissions in Table 2 are related to the baseline total emission reductions calculated ex-post for
the 1st and 2nd monitoring periods. We suggest that it would be confusing to include total emission
reduction values here since Section 5.1 is related only to the baseline. Project emissions and
leakage are then mentioned in the next Sections, and the total emission reductions for the monitoring
period are included later in a table in Section 5.4.

Documentation provided by project participant

VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v5.docx

VVB assessment | Date: 31/07/2024

Necessary addition has been made in Table 2 in the MR. The total Baseline emission values have
been added in the table for clarity.
CAR#09 was raised and closed successfully.

CARID |10 | Section no. [ 4.3 | Date : 22/07/2024

Description of CAR
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In Section 5.1 of the VCS MR, under "Activity Shifting Leakage," the first line states, "The VCS VM0010
v1.3 methodology requires that '[...]"." PP is requested to provide details on what the bracketed content
represents.

Additionally, in the same paragraph, it is written that "Since the only logging concession held by LFB
is the 1060 one, related to the forestry resource rights of UFA 10-064...". The PP is requested to clarify
what is meant by "1060 one."

Project participant response | Date : 25/07/2024
Regarding the first corrective action required, the bracket was just included to show that the sentence
was taken from a broader paragraph of the methodology (Section 8.3.1). The brackets are now
avoided for the sake of clarity.

The 1060 is the concession number related to the UFA 10-064. For the sake of clarity, the PP

specified this in the paragraph.

Documentation provided by project participant

VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v5.docx

VVB assessment | Date: 31/07/2024

The PP has made the corrective actions in MR.
CAR#10 was raised and closed successfully.

CAR ID | 11 | Section no. | | Date : 23/10/2024

Description of CAR

Under Section 5.2 of the MR, methodology provisions have not been followed to consider emissions from
illegal logging as de minimis. Instead, the area of illegal logging has been compared to the total project
area.

PP is to explain the application of methodology deviation and how the methodology de minimis requirement
have been conservatively applied.

Project participant response | Date : 30/10/2024

The approach for testing the non-significance of the illegal logging (de-minimis) was carried out in the
first monitoring period by comparing the area potentially covered by illegal logging to the total project
area (see Section 6.1 from the validated and verified joint PD+MR). This approach was validated by both
the VVB and VERRA. This approach was also proposed during the second verification to demonstrate
the de-minimis assumption for this emission source. However, the PP deemed that a change in the
approach should be carried out to accommodate the comments of the VVB and VERRA.

The GHG emissions were thus now directly related to potential illegal disturbances and they were tested
for their significance. Calculations are made available to the VVB and the Standard in the sheets
‘PRJ_lllegal_Logging’ and ‘PRJ_ExPost’ of the updated version of the ex-post estimates spreadsheet
(ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_Ver2-22-23-v4.xIsx, in attachment). The area potentially
covered by illegal activities (a conservative estimate of 36.4 ha, ‘PRJ_lllegal_Logging’ sheet) was thus
used to estimate the net carbon stock changes as a result of illegal activities, using Equation 37 of the
VMO0010 v1.3 methodology.

Several assumptions were considered in the calculation of this GHG emission source during the
monitoring period:

- For conservativeness, the total areas potentially covered by illegal activities were used (i.e. 37.4
ha, mentioned above), including both the project area and the areas of the forest concessions
covered by hydromorphic soils (check sheet ‘PRJ_lllegal_Logging’ in the ex-post calculations
spreadsheet);

- It was assumed that all the biomass in those areas would have been lost: this is highly
conservative, as the logging activities in the area are not based on clear-cut, since the majority
are logged under artisanal logging to provide fuel wood (main energy source where the level of
connection to the electricity grid is absent) and construction materials. Moreover, it was assumed
that disturbance happened in the primary forest stratum, which has a higher biomass density. It
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was thus considered that the biomass removed through illegal logging is equal to the IPCC
default value for forest aboveground biomass, for Primary Tropical Moist Deciduous Forest in
Africa (236.6 t d.m./ha from Table 4.7, IPCC 2019, Volume 4, Chapter 4). This value was then
transformed into an equivalent mass of carbon;

- Detected deforestation was assumed to happen proportionally in each monitoring year (e.g. 50%
in 2022 and 50% in 2023);

- The total carbon emissions associated with the combustion of fossil fuel (C_FUEL) and the
mean volume of extracted timber for forestry infrastructure (V_EXx,inf,BSL) associated with the
baseline were considered zero. Indeed, these values were conservatively excluded in the
calculation of baseline emissions, so they are not considered here.

Under these assumptions, the value estimated as the net stock change in carbon related to the potential
illegal disturbances during the 2022-2023 monitoring period was AC_DIST-IL|PRJ = 15,580 tCO2e. This
calculation was updated in the ex-ante calculation spreadsheet, and the PP managed to update Section
5.2 of the MR (VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v7-***.docx, track-changes and clean version).

Moreover, the significance of this emission (de-minimis assumption) was tested, in line with the
prescriptions highlighted by the Standard (VM0010 v1.3, Section 8.2; VCS Methodology Requirement
v4.2, Section 3.3.6). The share of illegal logging and leakage emissions was compared to the total GHG
benefits generated by the project: this was estimated in the new 'Significance' sheet of the updated ex-
post calculations spreadsheet. GHG emissions from illegal logging were found to be below de minimis
(4.2%) and were thus not accounted for in the final estimates of the net GHG benefits of the project.
Section 5.4 of the MR was updated to account for testing the significance of the project scenario and
leakage emissions. The PP also provided a version of the ex-post calculations with the new calculations
highlighted in red font.

Documentation provided by project participant

- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v7-*** . docx
- ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897 VM10_Ver2-22-23-v4.xIsx
- ExPost BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897 VM10 Ver2-22-23-v4 highlighted.xlsx

VVB assessment | Date: 04/11/2024

VVB has assessed updated MR and ERR spreadsheet.

In the updated ERR spreadsheet "ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_ Ver2-22-23-
v4_highlighted”, VVB has checked worksheet titled PRJ_lllegal_Logging and also reviewed the approach
for testing the non-significance of the illegal logging (de-minimis). PP is to address the following points:
(1) It was assumed "biomass removed through illegal logging is equal to the IPCC default value for forest
aboveground biomass, for Primary Tropical Moist Deciduous Forest in Africa (236.6 t d.m./ha from Table
4.7, IPCC 2019, Volume 4, Chapter 4)." However, PP is requested to also confirm whether they have
checked other literature such as peer reviewed research paper of African region to establish
conservativeness.

(2) The deforestation rate of 50% is detected for 2022 as well as 2023. PP is to provide the rationale of
the same and explain in the PD as well.

(3) The calculation for parameters (C_FUEL) and (V_Ex,inf,BSL) is to be clearly presented in the ERR
spreadsheet. The parameter values and its table were missing the MR.

(4) PP mentioned that the GHG emissions from illegal logging were found to be below de minimis and
that the illegal disturbances were not significant (4.2%). However, the claim of 4.2% is to clearly
represent in the ERR spreadsheet.

CAR#11 stands open.

Project participant response | Date : 06/11/2024

1. It was assumed that disturbance happened in the primary forest stratum, which has a higher
biomass density. It was thus considered that the biomass removed through illegal logging is
equal to the IPCC default value for forest aboveground biomass, for Primary Tropical Moist
Deciduous Forest in Africa (236.6 t d.m./ha from Table 4.7, IPCC 2019, Volume 4, Chapter 4).
To ensure conservativeness, we compare this value with aboveground biomass estimates from
similar forests that share key characteristics with those in the project area. From the report of the
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national forest inventory of Cameroon conducted by MINFOF and FAO (2005), the value of
292.7 t d.m./ha was estimated for the aboveground biomass in the forest zone for Cameroon.
Another study, from Zapfack et al. (2013), reports aboveground biomass values of 263.3 t
d.m./ha for the primary forest stratum and 252.5 t d.m./ha for the secondary forest stratum in the
Lobeke National Park, located north of the UFA 10-064 concession. These values are in line with
the one of the IPCC, but this latter is not the most conservative one: it was thus decided to use
the most conservative value of 292.7 t d.m./ha for the aboveground biomass;

2. This assumption was not well explained. Here is a more precise presentation.
The potential deforestation was mainly calculated using a remote sensing approach. Supervised
classification was carried out considering data that encompassed the whole monitoring period
(e.g. 01/01/2022-31/12/2023), as a unique time interval. Since illegal logging emissions need to
be calculated annually, we assumed that the estimated illegal activities (i.e. 37.4 ha) were
carried out 50% in 2022 (i.e. on 18.7 ha) and 50% during 2023;

3. These parameters were not used in the calculation of illegal logging emissions, since they were
already conservatively excluded from the calculation of the baseline emissions. Indeed,
emissions related to infrastructure and fossil fuel use were conservatively not accounted for in
the definition of the baseline scenario. This can be verified in the validated PD and first
monitoring report of the project (2018-2021). These factors were thus not presented as ‘Data
and Parameters Available at Validation’. These parameters were not calculated and
conservatively excluded in the calculation of baseline emissions; to be consistent with this
assumption, they are also excluded from this calculation;

4. This value is present in the ex-post calculations spreadsheet, particularly in the ‘Significance’
sheet.

Moreover, for the sake of clarity, the calculation of this emission source for the project scenario was
presented in Section 5.4, while considerations on the significance of this emission source were moved to
Section 5.4.

Documentation provided by project participant

- ExPost_BoumbaAndNgoko-VCS2897_VM10_ Ver2-22-23-v5
- VCS MR 2897 01012022-31122023-v9

VVB assessment | Date: 07/11/2024

VVB assessed the open comments as follows

(1) It was assumed "from the report of the national forest inventory of Cameroon conducted by MINFOF
and FAO (2005), the value of 292.7 t d.m./ha was estimated for the aboveground biomass in the forest
zone for Cameroon”. The assumption was found appropriate as compared to other literature available.
Comment stands closed.

(2) The deforestation rate of 50% is detected for 2022 as well as 2023. The assumption is that the
estimated illegal activities (i.e. 37.4 ha) were carried out 50% in 2022 (i.e. on 18.7 ha) and 50% during
2023. The assumption was found appropriate as compared to other literature available. Comment stands
closed.

(3) It is clarified that parameters (C_FUEL) and (V_EXx,inf,BSL) were not used in the calculation of illegal
logging emissions, since they were already conservatively excluded from the calculation of the baseline
emissions. No further clarification required; comment stands closed.

(4) The claim of 4.3% is to clearly be represented in the ERR spreadsheet and the calculation is found to
be traceable and the found to be completed.

CAR#11 stands closed.

77




v VCS

VCS Verification Report Template, v4.3

CARID | 12 | Section no. | | Date : 04/11/2024
Description of CAR
NPR report

PP is to address the following concerns pertaining to risk rating of NPR.

1. Project management: It is unclear why, under internal risk Q2(b), the risk score is 0, despite the
implementation of mitigation actions such as patrolling against illegal activities (see background).

2. Financial viability: It is unclear how the project, which is ceasing harvesting, is expected to reach the
breakeven point by 2025, as indicated in Section 4.5 of the VR.

3. Opportunity cost: It is unclear how the NPV of the most profitable alternative land use activity is 20% or
less than that of the project activities, given that the baseline involves commercial harvesting while the
project does not.

Project participant response | Date : 06/11/2024

1. Therisk score is 0 since the risk of encroachment is not such high as to endanger 50% of stocks
on which GHG credits have been issued. The mitigation actions that were mentioned are taken
under Cameroonian law and are thus compulsory, e.g. panels at the UFA access and control
barriers at the forest concession access points. Additional monitoring activities are implemented
to prevent the risk of this encroachment and to estimate the risk of encroachment (e.g. annual
patrolling on the boundaries with permeability risk), but the remoteness of the area will not put in
danger more than 50% percent of stocks on which GHG credits have previously been issued.
Indeed, as verified by the VVB and visible by the illegal activities monitoring (i.e. field monitoring
and GIS analysis), the risk of potential encroachment is only visible at the borders of the project
area, which covers quite a small area to the total project area.

2. The breakeven (BE) point was calculated from the start of the monitoring period (2022). It was
found that BE will be reached in 2025. For this reason, the BE point was set as 4 years with the
sale of carbon credits. This has been presented in the financial analysis provided by PP. This
was explained in the financial analysis attached to the NPRT as Supporting Information and
already presented as an NPRT note (version 1.1 from the VERRA Project Hub).

3. From the previously mentioned financial analysis, it was proven that the NPV of the baseline
(most profitable alternative land use activity) is about 95% of the NPV of the project (starting the
assessment from this monitoring period). However, this situation does not fit in with any of the
proposed alternatives by the NPRT tool (see Opportunity Cost, Q2). The most suitable option
would be d) "NPV of the most profitable alternative land use activity is expected to be 20 percent
or less than that of the project” because this situation does not fit in with any other option.

Documentation provided by project participant

- Excel BoumbaAndNgoko 2Ver_ FinancialAnalysis v1.2

VVB assessment | Date: 08/11/2024

1. Project management risk score — VVB checked the risk rating applied in the NPR report of this project
as per the requirements of NPR tool, v4.2 According to NPR tool, table 1 Project Management Q2(b)
Ongoing enforcement to prevent encroachment by outside actors is required to protect more than 50
percent of stocks on which GHG credits have previously been issued, the risk score is 2. However, if
project can demonstrate the ongoing enforcement is in place, then the risk is mitigated and scored 0. As
per the NPR tool section 2.2.1(4), Ongoing enforcement refers to protecting carbon stocks in the project
area from encroachment by outside actors, which is covered by the project. The risk is correctly rated in
the NPR report. Comment stands closed.

2. Comment stands closed as the financial analysis sheet has been checked and the project is expected
to expected to reach the breakeven point by 2025. VVB found the risk rating as per the NPR tool, v4.2 is
correctly calculated following the requirements of section 2.2.2(4) which says “Projects may demonstrate
that funding has been secured through, for example, financial statements, bank records, executed
commodity purchase agreements, executed emission reduction purchase agreements, or other signed
contractual agreements. Evidence shall be provided showing agreement counterparties are in good
financial standing and can meet their financial obligations. Given execution uncertainties, options
contracts shall not be counted as secured funding. The assumptions made for revenue from both carbon
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and other commercial sources (e.g., timber, agricultural commodities) must be conservative. The source,
pricing assumptions, frequency of verification, and other relevant variables shall be clearly documented.”
3. As can be verified in the financial analysis, the NPV_baseline (most profitable alternative LU activity)
is about 95% of the NPV _project. However, this situation does not fit in with any of the proposed
alternatives by the NPRT tool (see Opportunity Cost, Q2). The most suitable option would be d) "NPV of
the most profitable alternative land use activity is expected to be 20 percent or less than that of the
project" because our situation does not fit in with any other option. VVB found the risk rating as per the
NPR tool, v4.2 is correctly calculated following the requirements of section 2.2.3 and the risk score 0 is
rated as per the Q2(d). It is also to be noted that the opportunity cost as per the NPR tool is calculated
for the most profitable alternative land use activity. Therefore, risk is correctly calculated and justified by
PP.

CAR#12 stands closed.

Table 4. FAR from this verification

FARID |01 | Section No. | | Date : 08/11/2024
Description of FAR

MR section 2.1.5 (Public Comments) reported in the summary of comments received that “several
participants pointed out that the road between Socambo and Moloundou is in bad condition, and it
could be fixed. VVB has checked the comment origin in the project supporting documents dated LSC
Socambo questionnaires dated 06/12/2023. VVB further discussed the status of comments addressal
and actions taken have also been checked with stakeholders during on-site interview sessions. As
provided in MR, VVB assessed that it is confirmed that the road that passes through the UFA 10-064
concession is a department road (Départmentale 77, D77): the maintenance of this kind of road is not
directly related to the forest concession. However, considering that the road repairment is asked by
communities, as part of action taken, communities will be timely informed of all the progress made by
the responsible entity for the road construction. PP will update the road maintenance work to
communities and take their further feedback in future stakeholder consultation meetings to seek
resolutions on this comment. The dialogue established in this context requires further updates on
ground which could not be captured in the current verification cycle (MP2). Therefore, VVB in the next
verification (MP3) shall assess whether the road between Socambo and Moloundou has been
repaired. The other public comment related to the establishment of a hospital, housing and a school for
the Baka shall also be confirmed by the next verifying VVB.

Project participant response | Date : DD/MM/YYYY

Documentation provided by project participant

VVB assessment | Date: DD/IMM/YYYY
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