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Overview of post registration changes 
 

 
 

Type of post registration change Are the changes of a type 

specified in Appendix 1 

of the CDM Project 

Standard? 
Note: In case of “No”, prior 

approval by the EB is required 

A: Temporary deviations from the registered monitoring plan 

and/or monitoring methodology (refer to section ‎A) 
☐ Yes 

☐ No 

☒ No post registration 

change of this type 

Applicable period for 

proposed deviations 

(inclusive): 

From DD/MM/YYYY  
start date of the earliest included deviation 

to DD/MM/YYYY 

end date of the latest included deviation) 

B: Corrections (refer to section ‎B) ☒ Yes 

☐ No 

☐ No post registration 

change of this type 

C: Changes to the start date of the crediting period (refer to 

section ‎C) 
Prior approval by the CDM EB is not required in case of (a) bringing 

forward the start date up to one year earlier or (b) postponing the start date 

by up to one year (by up to two years for project activities in LDCs). 

☐ Yes 

☐ No 

☒ No post registration 

change of this type 

Proposed start date of the 

crediting period: 

DD/MM/YYYY 
(changed from DD/MM/YYYY) 

D: Permanent changes from the registered monitoring plan or 

applied methodology 
☒ Yes 
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(refer to section ‎D) ☐ No 

☐ No post registration 

change of this type 

E a): Changes to the project design of a registered project 

activity 

(refer to section ‎0) 

☒ Yes 

☐ No 

☐ No post registration 

change of this type 

E b): Changes to the programme design of a registered PoA 

(refer to section ‎0) 

Note: All changes to the 

programme design of a 

registered PoA require prior 

approval by the EB.  

☒ No post registration 

change of this type 

F. Changes specific to afforestation or reforestation project 

activities (refer to section ‎0‎F) 
☐ Yes 

☐ No 

☒ No post registration 

change of this type 

 

A. Temporary deviations from the registered monitoring plan and/or 

monitoring methodology 

A.1 Description of deviation (including the reason for requesting a deviation) 

Not applicable since there are no temporary deviations identified. 

 

A.2 Assessment of deviation 

Assessment that the deviation does not require a revision of monitoring plan or the changes 

from the project activity as described in the registered project design document 

Not applicable since there are no temporary deviations identified. 

 

Assessment of the impact of the deviation on the estimates of the emissions reductions for 

the proposed project activity with the use of approved methodology as existing and with the 

deviation 

Not applicable since there are no temporary deviations identified. 
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B. Corrections 

B.1 Description of corrections 

B.1.1 Correction 1 

The registered PDD has been modified in order to correct a mistake in the value defined ex-

ante‎ for‎ the‎“Average pre-existing stock non-tree pre-project biomass on land to be planted 

before the start of a proposed A/R CDM project activity for baseline stratum i, stand model k, 

time t” (Bpre,ikt) assumed originally in the registered PDD. 

In version 7 of the PDD /35/ which was initially registered under the UNFCCC /35/ the PDD 

defined ex-ante‎ the‎ values‎ of‎ “Average pre-existing stock non-tree pre-project biomass on 

land to be planted before the start of a proposed A/R CDM project activity for baseline 

stratum i, stand model k, time t” (Bpre,ikt) for the three baseline strata: Clean pastures (BLS1); 

Pastures with fallows (BLS2); and Fallows (BLS3). As per the applicable methodology 

A/R.AM0004 Version 4 /49/ this parameter would be used to estimate the decrease in the 

carbon stock in the living biomass carbon pools of non-tree vegetation in the year of site 

preparation (Ebiomassloss).  

According to Section C.5.2 of the registered PDD /35/ the value for the mentioned parameter 

for the three baseline strata were sourced from Dufour (2005) /33/ based on in-situ data, and 

would be as follows: 

Table 1. Aboveground biomass of pre-existing non-tree vegetation in baseline scenarios. Tr: Trunks (t d.m.  ha
-

1
); Br: branches (t d.m.  ha

-1
); L: leaves (t d.m.  ha

-1
); Bu: bush (t d.m.  ha

-1
); Li: litter (t d.m.  ha

-1
); Dw: 

deadwood (t d.m.  ha
-1

); R: roots (t d.m.  ha
-1

); Bpre,ik: Average pre-existing stock of non-tree pre-project biomass 

before the start of the proposed A/R CDM project activity for baseline stratum i (t d.m. ha
-1

). 

Scenario 
Shrubs and fallows Others Total 

(Bpre,ik) Tr Br L Bu Li Dw 

BLS1 0.28 0.16 0.28 0.28 0.28 0.28 3.60 

BLS2 5.32 3.18 5.59 5.32 5.59 5.32 16.97 

BLS3 4.09 4.36 9.72 4.09 9.72 4.09 20.57 

 

However, Annex-4 of version 7 of the PDD /35/ provides values which should be considered 

in the monitoring plan which differs from the above values: 

Table 2: Parameters used to calculate ex-post carbon stocks in A/R CDM project activities 

Parameter Value Source 

Bcleanpasture 18.74 Pre-existing stock for clean pasture, from Dufour (2005) 

Brastrojo 26.70 Pre-existing stock for rastrojo, from Dufour (2005) 

CFj 0.5 According to the applied methodology, IPCC default value 

Rj 0.27 Table A1.3.8 of IPCC GPG LULUCF 2003 

 

In version 9 of the PDD /35/ which includes the post-registration changes /35/, the above 

values were modified in order to make them in line with the applicable methodology 

A/R.AM0004 Version 4 /49/ and consistent with the results provided in Dufour (2005) /33/. 

Furthermore, the project participant has included in the above values the belowground 

biomass component provided in Dufour (2005) /33/. As a result the ex-ante calculations of net 

anthropogenic GHG removals by sinks were updated /37/ by updating these values and 

deleting the root-shoot ratio for existing non-tree vegetation. 
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B.1.2 Correction 2 

The ex-ante calculations have been modified in order to correct a mistake in the root-shoot 

ratio considered for the existing trees. 

According to the ex-ante calculations provided with version 7 of the PDD /37/ the root shoot 

ratio of existing trees is 0.27.  

In the ex-ante calculations of version 09 of the PDD /37/ the root-shoot ratio has been 

considered equal zero as the value of the average pre-existing stock tree biomass on land to be 

planted before the start of a proposed A/R CDM project activity for baseline stratum i, stand 

model k, time t (Bikt) of 1.66 t d.m. ha
-1

 applied, already includes the belowground biomass. 

 

B.2 Assessment of corrections 

B.2.1 Correction 1 

In line with paragraphs 257-259 of the VVS /46/, DNV conducted an assessment of the 

changes in order to confirm whether the corrected information reflects the actual project 

information and the corrected parameters reflect the application of the applied methodology. 

According to the applied methodology A/R-AM0004 Version 04, Section III, subsection 5, 

the decrease in the carbon stock in the living biomass carbon pools of non-tree vegetation in 

the year of site preparation (Ebiomassloss) would have to be estimated in order to determine the 

project sum of changes in living biomass carbon stocks (∆CP,LB). As such, the Ebiomassloss 

represents only the loss of living non-tree biomass and it would be determined out from the 

“Average pre-existing stock non-tree pre-project biomass on land to be planted before the 

start of a proposed A/R CDM project activity for baseline stratum i, stand model k, time t” 

(Bpre,ikt) which does not include litter and dead wood. 

The values assumed in version 7 of the PDD /35/ for Bpre,ikt, included also dead wood and 

litter which was not correct as the Ebiomassloss shall consider only the living biomass. 

Furthermore, the ex-ante calculations /37/ applied a root-shoot ratio to the above value in 

order to determine the total non-tree biomass. However, the project participant has actual 

values of below ground biomass provided by the baseline survey /33/. 

Hence, the project participant modified the PDD /35/ and the ex-ante calculations /37/ in order 

to correct the inconsistencies which existed in the PDD. Furthermore, the project participant 

has deleted the root-shoot ratio applied to non-tree biomass as Bpre,ikt already includes the 

below ground biomass component. The project participant has updated the ex-ante and ex-

post calculations applying a Bpre,ikt (Average pre-existing stock non-tree pre-project biomass 

on land to be planted before the start of a proposed A/R CDM project activity for baseline 

stratum i, stand model k, time t; t d.m. ha
-1

) which includes both the aboveground and below 

ground biomass. This would be equal to 1.81 t d.m. ha
-1

 for Clean pastures (BLS1), 17.18 t 

d.m. ha
-1

 for Pastures with fallows (BLS2) and 21.49 t d.m. ha
-1

 for Fallows (BLS3) as 

evidenced by the revised PDD /35/ and by the baseline study conducted by Thomas Dufour in 

the project area /33/. 

DNV checked the revised PDD and confirmed that the inconsistencies have been corrected. 

Furthermore, DNV checked Dufour (2005) /33/ and confirmed that the values reported in the 

modified PDD are correct and consistent with the mentioned reference which was used 

initially. Furthermore, DNV confirmed that the applied values already consider the 

belowground biomass so the root-shoot ratio should be considered zero in the ex-ante 

calculations. 
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This correction would not require prior-approval from the board as it is a type of change 

included in Appendix 1 of the PS /47/, i.e. since it is a correction on project information that 

does not affect the design of the project activity. 

 

B.2.2 Correction 2 

DNV confirmed that the value of the average pre-existing stock tree biomass on land to be 

planted before the start of a proposed A/R CDM project activity for baseline stratum i, stand 

model k, time t (Bikt) of 1.66 t d.m. ha
-1

 for the project area sourced from Thomas Dufour /33/ 

already considered the below-ground biomass. Therefore, the ex-ante calculations provided 

with version 07 of the PDD double counted the belowground biomass in it estimates and it 

would‎be‎correct‎not‎to‎consider‎it.‎According‎to‎the‎‘Guidelines‎on‎accounting‎of‎specified‎

types‎ of‎ changes‎ in‎ AR‎ CDM‎ project‎ activities‎ from‎ the‎ description‎ in‎ registered‎ PDD’‎

(version 02.0) /53/ “Changes‎ in‎ parameters,‎ equations,‎ or‎ methods‎ used‎ in‎ tree‎ biomass‎

estimation, if the applicability of the changed parameters, equations, or methods is 

demonstrated‎at‎verification‎using‎the‎“Tool‎ for‎demonstration‎of‎applicability‎of‎allometric‎

equations‎ and‎ volume‎ equations‎ in‎ A/R‎ CDM‎ project‎ activities”‎ when‎ available,‎ or‎ if‎ the‎

changed parameters, equations, or methods do not result in a decrease in precision of the 

estimate‎of‎tree‎biomass”‎are‎considered‎as‎minor.‎Since‎this‎is‎an‎increase‎in‎the‎accuracy‎of‎

the estimates, this change is considered as a minor change. 

The ex-ante calculations have been revised accordingly. 
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C. Changes to the start date of the crediting period 

No changes have occurred to the project activity that would result in a less conservative 

baseline 

Not applicable since there is no change in the start date of the crediting period. 

 

Substantive progress has been made by the project participants to start the project activity 

Not applicable since there is no change in the start date of the crediting period. 
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D. Permanent changes from the registered monitoring plan or applied 

methodology 

D.1 Description of the revision of the monitoring plan 

The project participant has made the following changes to PDD which are specific to 

afforestation or reforestation project activities: 

Section in PDD Changes made Ref. 

E.4.  Monitoring 

of the actual net 

GHG removals 

by sinks: 

(Including 

Annex 4) 

This section has been modified in order to include provisions for the 

calculation‎“Above-ground and below-ground biomass”;‎the‎estimation‎

will be done following the BEF method for Gmelina arborea, 

Eucalyptus tereticornis, Bombacopsis quinata and Tabebuia rosea and 

the allometric method for Tectona grandis. 

The project participant has included a table the latest volume equations 

and allometric equations used. 

 Gmelina arborea:‎ Volume‎ equation‎ for‎ age‎ ≤4‎ years‎ it‎ has‎ been‎

sourced from López et al. (2011) /9/ while‎for‎stands‎with‎age‎≥5‎years‎it‎

has been sourced from Vallejo  (1991) /10/. 

 Tectona grandis: Allometric equation sourced from Torres (2004) 

/11/. 

 Bombacopsis quinata: Volume equation sourced from CIRAD-Forêt 

(2003) /12/. 

 Tabebuia rosea: Volume equation sourced from Tabares (2002) /11/. 

 Eucalyptus tereticornis: Sourced from López et al. (2011) /13/. 

 

1 

The following densities have been changed for ex-post purposes: 

Species Basic density 

Version 7 of PDD Version 9 of PDD 

Gmelina 

arborea 
Allometric method 0.53 

Bombacopsis 

quinata  
0.39 0.45 

Tectonia 

grandis 
0.5 Allometric method 

 

Furthermore, the BEF has been changed from 3.4 provided in Version 7 

of the PDD to a value of 2.7 provided in Version 9 of the PDD. The 

value of 2.7 is a conservative value as per the ‘Guidelines‎ on‎

conservative choice and application of default data in estimation of net 

anthropogenic‎GHG‎removals‎by‎sinks’‎(version‎2).‎ 

 

2 

In section E.4.1 the following parameter was included: 

 Tree height - H 

3 
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D.2 Assessment of the revision of the monitoring plan 

DNV checked the registered PDD Version 07 dated 28 April 2011and confirmed that the 

following changes were made in the modified PDD Modified version 09 dated 14 February 

2013 and that these would be acceptable by the EB as per the ‘Guidelines‎on‎accounting‎of‎

specified types of changes in AR CDM project activities from the description in registered 

PDD’‎(version‎02.0)‎/53/. DNV’s‎assessment‎of‎these‎changes‎are‎listed‎below: 

 

Ref. Assessment of changes from PDD  

1 DNV checked the PDD and confirmed that it has been updated in order to include site-specific 

group-of-species-specific allometric or volume equations which will be used for the estimation 

of tree total biomass. The following equations will be used: 

 Gmelina arborea:‎Volume‎equation‎for‎age‎≤4‎years‎it‎has‎been‎sourced‎from‎López et al. 

(2011) /9/ while‎for‎stands‎with‎age‎≥5‎years‎it‎has‎been‎sourced‎from‎Vallejo‎ (1991) /10/. 

 Tectona grandis: Allometric equation sourced from Torres (2004) /11/. 

 Bombacopsis quinata: Volume equation sourced from CIRAD-Forêt (2003) /12/. 

 Tabebuia rosea: Volume equation sourced from Tabares (2002) /11/. 

 Eucalyptus tereticornis: Sourced from López et al. (2011) /13/. 

 

According‎to‎the‎‘Guidelines‎on‎accounting‎of‎specified‎types‎of‎changes‎in‎AR‎CDM‎project‎

activities from the description in registered PDD’‎(version‎02.0)‎/53/ “Changes in parameters, 

equations, or methods used in tree biomass estimation, if the applicability of the changed 

parameters, equations, or methods is demonstrated at verification using the “Tool for 

demonstration of applicability of allometric equations and volume equations in A/R CDM 

project activities” when available, or if the changed parameters, equations, or methods do not 

result in a decrease in precision of the estimate of tree biomass”‎ are‎ considered‎ as‎minor.‎

According to the tool for ‘Demonstrating appropriateness of allometric equations for 

estimation of aboveground tree biomass in AR CDM project activities’‎(version‎1.0.0) and the 

tool for ‘Demonstrating appropriateness of volume equations for estimation of aboveground 

tree biomass in AR CDM project activities’‎(version‎01.0.1) “a species-specific or group-of-

species-specific … equation derived from trees growing in edapho-climatic conditions similar 

to those in the project area is considered appropriate, and hence can be used for ex post 

estimation of tree biomass, if at least one of the following conditions is satisfied:(a) The 

equation is used in the national forest inventory, or the national GHG inventory, of the host 

Party; (b) The equation has been used in commercial forestry sector of the host Party for ten 

years or more; (c) The equation was derived from a data set of at least 30 sample trees, and 

the value of coefficient of determination (R
2
) obtained was not less than 0.85”. 

DNV checked the publications from which the above equations are sourced 

/12//14//13//9//10//11//11/ and confirmed that all equations were based on a data set of at 

least 30 sample trees and the coefficient of determination is in all cases > 0.85 as required by 

the tool for ‘Demonstrating appropriateness of allometric equations for estimation of 

aboveground tree biomass in AR CDM project activities’‎ (version‎ 1.0.0) and the tool for 

‘Demonstrating appropriateness of volume equations for estimation of aboveground tree 

biomass in AR CDM project activities’‎ (version‎01.0.1). Therefore, DNV can conclude that 

this change does not result in a decrease in precision of the estimate of tree biomass as 

accepted by the ‘Guidelines‎on‎accounting‎of‎specified‎types‎of‎changes‎in‎AR‎CDM‎project‎

activities‎from‎the‎description‎in‎registered‎PDD’‎(version‎02.0)‎/53/. 

2 The species Gmelina arborea was planned in the registered PDD to be estimated through 

allometric equations; however, in the modified PDD the aboveground biomass will be 

estimated through the BEF method so the basic density would be used in this case. DNV 
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Ref. Assessment of changes from PDD  

checked the supporting evidence for the basic density of the Gmelina arborea /21/ and 

confirmed that it shows a basic density that ranges from 0.42 to 0.64 t/m
3
. Therefore, a value 

of 0.53 would be reasonable. Since this value is species-specifc and for the same edapho-

climatic conditions as the project area. DNV is able to confirm that this change do not result in 

a decrease in precision of the estimate of tree biomass; hence this change would not require the 

prior-approval from the board as per the ‘Guidelines‎ on‎ accounting of specified types of 

changes‎in‎AR‎CDM‎project‎activities‎from‎the‎description‎in‎registered‎PDD’‎(version‎02.0)‎

/53/. 

The density for Bombacopsis quinata was also changed in order to use a most precise value 

since in the PDD the project participant assumed as value a default value sourced from Table 

A1.3.9 of IPCC GPG LULUCF 2003 /45/. The basic density has been set to 0.45 t/m
3
 as 

confirmed through Cordero & Boshier (2003) /15/ which is this basic density for this species 

and for the same edapho-climatic conditions as the project area. DNV is able to confirm that 

this change do not result in a decrease in precision of the estimate of tree biomass; hence this 

change would not require the prior-approval from the board as per the ‘Guidelines‎ on‎

accounting of specified types of changes in AR CDM project activities from the description in 

registered‎PDD’‎(version‎02.0)‎/53/.  

 

The BEF was changed from 3.4 to 2.7 which is considered a conservative IPCC value (c.f 

Table A1.3.10 of IPCC GPG LULUCF 2003) /45/ as per the ‘Guidelines‎on‎conservative‎

choice and application of default data in estimation of net anthropogenic GHG 

removals‎by‎sinks’‎(version‎2). DNV deems that it would be appropriate to use the BEF of 

2.7 since it is conservative as ‘Guidelines‎ on‎ conservative‎ choice‎ and‎ application‎ of‎

default data in estimation of net anthropogenic GHG removals‎by‎sinks’‎ (version‎2). 
DNV is able to confirm that this change do not result in a decrease in precision of the estimate 

of tree biomass but an increase in the conservativeness and its use is demonstrated through the 

tool for ‘Demonstrating appropriateness of volume equations for estimation of aboveground 

tree biomass in AR CDM project activities’‎(version‎01.0.1) which requires the application of 

the ‘Guidelines‎on‎conservative‎choice‎and‎application‎of‎default‎data‎in‎estimation‎of‎

net anthropogenic GHG removals‎ by‎ sinks’‎ (version‎ 2). Hence this change would not 

require the prior-approval from the board as per the ‘Guidelines‎ on‎ accounting‎ of‎ specified‎

types‎ of‎ changes‎ in‎ AR‎ CDM‎ project‎ activities‎ from‎ the‎ description‎ in‎ registered‎ PDD’‎

(version 02.0) /53/. 

 

3 The project participant‎has‎added‎the‎parameter‎“H, Tree Height”‎to‎the‎monitoring‎plan.‎DNV‎

confirmed that the monitoring of this parameter would be necessary as the volume tables to be 

used for determining the mean volume require the use of tree height data 

/12//14//13//9//10//11/. 

This change would be considered as minor as per the ‘Guidelines‎on‎accounting‎of‎specified‎

types‎ of‎ changes‎ in‎ AR‎ CDM‎ project‎ activities‎ from‎ the‎ description‎ in‎ registered‎ PDD’‎

(version 02.0) /53/, since these guidelines state that “Changes in parameters, equations, or 

methods used in tree biomass estimation, if the applicability of the changed parameters, 

equations, or methods is demonstrated at verification using the “Tool for demonstration of 

applicability of allometric equations and volume equations in A/R CDM project activities” 

when available, or if the changed parameters, equations, or methods do not result in a 

decrease in precision of the estimate of tree biomass”‎are‎considered‎as‎minor.  

DNV confirmed that the proposed revision of the monitoring plan ensures that the level of 

accuracy or completeness in the monitoring and verification process is not reduced as a result 

of the revisions. 
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DNV confirmed that the proposed revision of the monitoring plan is in accordance with the 

approved monitoring methodology applicable whilst ensuring the conservativeness of the 

removals. 

 

 

The proposed revision of the monitoring plan ensures that the level of accuracy or 

completeness in the monitoring and verification process is not reduced as a result of the 

revisions 

As discussed above, DNV confirmed that the proposed revision of the monitoring plan 

ensures that the level of accuracy or completeness in the monitoring and verification process 

is not reduced as a result of the revisions. 

 

The proposed revision of the monitoring plan is in accordance with the approved 

monitoring methodology applicable to the project activity whilst ensuring the 

conservativeness of the emission reductions calculation 

As discussed above in section ‎D.2, DNV confirmed that he proposed revision of the 

monitoring plan is in accordance with the approved monitoring methodology applicable 

whilst ensuring the conservativeness of the emission reductions. 

 

The findings of previous verification reports, if any, have been taken into account 

There were no findings of previous verification reports as this request for changes has been 

requested as part of the first periodical verification which is being conducted by DNV. 
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E. Changes to the project or programme design of a registered project 

activity or PoA 

E.1 Description of the changes as compared to the description in the registered 

PDD and description of the changes to the monitoring plan 

At the time of the validation the proposed project activity was not fully implemented as 

evidenced by the validation report /36/ and the registered PDD /35/ which indicate that at least 

2/3 of the total planned area (i.e. 4 373 ha) was under the control of the project participant. At 

the time of the current verification the project participant has established control of a total 

area of 3 137.32 ha /25/,‎which‎is‎equal‎to‎≈72%‎of‎the‎area‎initially‎planned.‎From‎this‎area,‎

only 11.8 ha have not been planted yet /23//22/. 

The project participant has updated the project area in Section A.2 of the PDD. 

 

E.2 Assessment of the changes to the project design (applicable to project 

activities only) 

DNV was able to confirm that this change in the project boundary would be a reduction in 

project area from 4 373 ha to 3 137.32 ha /23//39/, and that this changes would not have an 

impact in the baseline identification or the additionality demonstration, so it would be 

considered as a minor change not requiring prior approval from the board as per paragraph 

4(n) of the ‘Guidelines‎ on‎ accounting‎ of‎ specified‎ types‎ of‎ changes‎ in‎ AR‎ CDM‎ project 

activities‎from‎the‎description‎in‎registered‎PDD’‎(version‎02.0) /53/. 

 

E.3 Assessment of the impact of the changes to the project design (applicable to 

project activities only) 

In the case of a project 

activity, do the changes 

adversely impact any of the 

following? 

☐ The applicability and application of the applied methodology 

under which the project activity has been registered  

☐ The additionality of the project activity 

☐ The scale of the project activity 

☒ None of the above 
 

Assessment of impacts of the changes on the applicability and application of the applied 

methodology under which the project activity has been registered 

No impacts on the applicability and application of baseline methodology since the changes do 

not affect the applicability of the methodology or the identification of the baseline scenario. 

Assessment of impacts of the changes on the additionality of the project activity 

No impacts on additionality have been identified. 

Assessment of impacts of the changes on the scale of the project activity 

No impacts on the scale of the CDM project activity have been identified. 

 

E.4 Assessment of the change to a PoA (applicable to PoAs only) 

In the case of a 

PoA, do the 

changes relate to: 

☐ Changes to programme boundary to expand geographical coverage or to 

include additional host Parties 

☐ Changes to the eligibility criteria under the circumstances indicated in 

the‎“Standard‎for‎demonstration‎of‎additionality,‎development‎of‎

eligibility criteria and application of multiple methodologies for 
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programme‎of‎activities”‎(e.g.‎to‎implement‎changes decided by the 

Board if an issue related to environment integrity is identified) 

☐ If a PoA includes more than one generic CPA-DD, addition of specific 

actual case CPA-DDs corresponding to generic CPA-DDs for which a 

specific case CPA-DD has not been submitted at the time of request for 

registration of the PoA 

☐ Changes to apply the provisions of the most recent versions of the 

“Standard‎for‎sampling‎and‎surveys‎for‎CDM‎project‎activities and 

programme‎of‎activities” 
Note: No other types of changes are permitted 
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F. Changes specific to afforestation or reforestation project activities 

There are some changes specific to afforestation or reforestation project activities which are 

described above. 
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G. Validation opinion 

It‎ is‎DNV’s‎opinion‎ that‎ the‎proposed‎corrections to the PDD accurately reflects the actual 

project information and that the corrected parameters reflect the application of the applied 

methodology and/or monitoring plant. 

It‎is‎DNV’s‎opinion‎that‎the‎proposed‎revision‎of‎the‎monitoring‎plan‎ensures that the level of 

accuracy or completeness in the monitoring and verification process is not reduced as a result 

of the revisions. Furthermore, DNV confirms that the revised PDD reflects the application of 

the approved guidance from the Board regarding the permanent changes from the provisions 

of the registered monitoring plan and methodology. 

It‎is‎DNV’s‎opinion‎that‎the‎registered‎PDD‎reflects‎the‎application‎of‎the‎approved‎guidance‎

from the Board regarding the proposed or actual changes from the provisions of the registered 

monitoring plan and methodology and as per the applicable provisions of the project standard. 
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