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APPENDIX 4

Working Group 1 (Project-level Standards and Criteria) Scope of Work

Revised by john Nickerson

Dogwood Springs Forestry

july 9, 2009

Introduction  

Th	 is	work	plan	provides	the	structural	approach	to	developing	project-level	forest	off	set	criteria	and	standards,	compare	
current	forest	protocols	and	projects	to	the	criteria	and	standards,	and	provide	a	report	that	documents	the	fi	ndings	of	
the	protocol	assessment.		Th	 e	tasks	identifi	ed	in	this	work	plan	are	part	of	the	framework	of	the	Joint	Action	Plan	that	
has	 been	 developed	 to	 implement	 the	 forest	 sector	 provisions	 of	 the	 November	 2008	 Memoranda	 of	 Understanding	
(MOU)	executed	between	nine	states	and	provinces	in	the	United	States,	Indonesia,	and	Brazil	to	address	climate	change.	
Th	 e	work	plan	consists	of	tasks	to	be	accomplished	by	a	Criteria	and	Standards	Working	Group	and	tasks	that	will	be	
accomplished	by	John	Nickerson,	a	consultant	to	the	MOU	eff	ort.

Identifying the Tasks

Several	key	tasks	have	been	identifi	ed	that	will	assist	in	the	development	of	the	Protocol	Assessment	Report.		Th	 e	key	tasks	
envisioned	in	completing	the	protocol	assessment	report	include:

Consultant	and	Working	Group	Tasks
	 1.	 Assemble	a	Criteria	and	Standards	Working	Group.
	 2.	 	Working	 Group	 to	 identify	 and	 defi	ne	 critical	 standards	 and	 criteria	 required	 for	 project-level	 accounting.	 	 A	

preliminary	list	of	criteria	and	standards	is	displayed	in	Appendix	A.	

Consultant	Tasks		
	 3.		 Produce	a	comparison	of	existing	protocols	to	standards	and	criteria	developed	by	working	group.
	 4.		 Develop	Draft	 	Protocol	Assessment	Report
	 5.	 	Present	Draft	 	Protocol	Assessment	Report	to	the	GCF	meeting	in	late	September	2009
	 6.	 	Update	 draft	 	 Protocol	 Assessment	 Report	 based	 on	 feedback	 from	 the	 GCF	 meeting	 and	 submit	 revision	 to	

include	scope	of	work	for	2010	activities.

Steps 1 and 2.  Criteria and Standards Working Group
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The task of the Criteria and Standards Working Group is to develop a set of criteria and standards that are deemed 
necessary components of compliance grade project-level offsets. 

The criteria and standards developed by the working group will be used to assess existing project-level protocols and 
methodologies.   

It would be an ideal outcome if the working group achieved consensus on the criteria and standards to be used in the 
assessment.  The final product of the criteria and standards will identify disparities among stakeholders if consensus is not 
achieved.

The State of Amazonas is leading this working group effort.   Ernesto Roessing is the leading the effort for Amazonas.   The 
working group will consist of stakeholders from all of the MOU states and provinces.   Each country will have a country 
facilitator responsible for communications and work product management within the country.  The country facilitators 
are:

•	 Ernesto Roessing/Brazil
•	 Leroy Hollenbeck/Indonesia
•	 John Nickerson/USA

Each facilitator will be responsible for communications within their respective country, to consolidate country work 
products, and to report back to Ernesto in Amazonas.	

Stakeholders Amazonas

July 9: Country facilitators to receive initial 
comments from stakeholders.

July 10: Country facilitators to consolidate and send 
initial comments on draft criteria and standards to 
Amazonas (Ernesto).

July 17: Amazonas to distribute consolidated criteria 
and standards to stakeholders.  

July 21: Communications within each country to 
discuss initial consolidated report received from 
Amazonas.

July 23:  Country facilitators to receive secondary 
comments from stakeholders.

July 24:   Country facilitators to consolidate and 
send secondary comments on draft criteria and 
standards to Amazonas (Ernesto).

July 31: Amazonas to distribute final consolidated 
criteria and standards to stakeholders, identifying 
disparities as needed.  

Steps 3, 4, and 5.  Developing a Draft Protocol Assessment Report

Existing protocols and methodologies will be compared to the consolidated criteria and standards from Steps 1 and 2.   
John Nickerson will complete the draft and distribute to the stakeholders for comments.  The protocols and methodologies 
considered for comparison to the criteria and standards include:

	 •	The Voluntary Carbon Standard (VCS)
	 •	Climate, Community, and Biodiversity Alliance (CCBA)
	 •	Clean Development Mechanism (CDM)
	 •	Climate Action Reserve (CAR)
	 •	Chicago Climate Exchange (CCX)
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Stakeholders John Nickerson

August 28: Draft protocol assessment report to be 
distributed to stakeholders.

September 11: Comments on draft protocol 
assessment report to be sent to John Nickerson.

September 25: Final protocol assessment report 
delivered to Governor’s Climate and Forest’s Task 
Force

Step 6.   Update Protocol Assessment Report Based on Feedback from Governor’s Climate and 

Forests Task Force

The protocol assessment report will be revised based on feedback from the GCF meeting in late September.   A final 
document which will include identified gaps and recommendations will be prepared by John Nickerson by December, 
2009.

The matrix below identifies many important project-level criteria.  Providing detail to the desired qualities of the 
standards must consider the relative complexity of administering and verifying the standard and how the standard will 
be linked to regional and national accounting approaches.  

Ref Criteria Description Desired Qualities of Standards

1. Project Description Description of project’s 
physical, legal, and 
biological attributes, 
historical context, and 
current land use.

Well-defined project attributes.

Jurisdictional boundaries clearly defined.

2. Eligibility The rules that determine if 
a set of planned activities 
on a specific site to remove, 
reduce, or prevent GHG 
emissions should be eligible 
for generating carbon 
credits.

Rules designed to include broad landowner 
participation.  

Fungible across a wide range of carbon registries and 
markets.

Excluded entities or activities clearly defined.

a. Entity Discrete legal unit or 
individual who owns trees, 
or the land and trees within 
the entity’s boundary

Identification of specific entity or group of entities 
with demonstrated legal ownership or long-term 
management rights over project area.

b. Project Term The start date and duration 
of project activities and 
associated monitoring, 
verification and crediting 
periods.

The start date to be defined as when carbon project 
activities begin.  

Limits defined to retroactive start dates where carbon 
project activities started in the past and baseline data can 
be established.

The standard should define minimum and maximum 
timeframes in terms of project lifetime and crediting 
period.

3. Additionality GHG reductions that are 
above and beyond what 
would have occurred under 
“Business as Usual”.

Should clearly identify link to clearly baseline (business 
as usual)  assessment, which is developed under clearly 
defined standards and methodologies (and is verifiable).



58 GOVERNORS’ CLIMATE & FORESTS TASK FORCE  ¬  joint action plan (2009-2010)  ¬  appendices 59

a. Carbon Stocks Baseline 
Determination

An assessment of the 
changes in carbon stocks 
that would occur in the 
absence of a project.

Baseline approaches must be reconciled across 
projects within sub-regions and across sub-regions in 
terms of linking to regional and national targets.

REDD  Projects

The probability of forestland conversion or degradation 
should be substantiated and include a clear description 
of the specific deforestation and/or degradation drivers.  

Removal of carbon and rate of conversion estimates take 
into consideration similar practices on similar landscapes 
relevant to the project.

IFM Projects

Business as usual management practices defined 
in terms of silvicultural practices, rotation ages, and 
restoration activities.

Reforestation/Afforestation Projects

Business as usual addresses probability of reforestation  
activities in absence of project and describes how 
carbon stocks existing prior to reforestation activities are 
quantified.

All Projects

Requires a forecast or simulation model of forest 
stock changes representing what would happen in 
the absence of the project, beginning with inventoried 
stocks at the time of project initiation.  

Guidance for use of modeling and forecasting provided 
in a published protocol reviewed and endorsed by local/
regional experts

Baselines should be established conservatively.

b. Legal and Regulatory 
Considerations

The legal, regulatory, and 
policy factors that influence 
carbon stocks in the 
baseline determination.

Baseline scenario must include demonstration that 
it exceeds all legal requirements (applicable laws, 
regulations, and any legally-binding commitments).  

Documents should include evaluation of public policy 
and relevant trends.

c. Economic 
Considerations

The financial, budgetary, 
and economic factors that 
influence carbon stocks in 
the baseline determination.

For planned deforestation and/or degradation activities, 
the baseline scenario must include a substantiation 
that it is economically feasible (based on assessment of 
similar ongoing activities in the region).

4. Secondary Effects Secondary or unintended 
effects on GHG emissions 
caused by project activities.

Accounting is required for activity shifting leakage and 
market leakage if significant. 

a. Project Emissions Increases in mobile 
combustion emissions from 
project activities.

Should be documented and addressed with standardized 
regional and national methodologies.  Look-up tables 
can be used.

b. Activity Shifting Leakage Geographic shifts in harvest 
or land conversion activities 
due to project activities

Accounting methodology defined

All activity shifting leakage must be appropriately 
accounted for, i.e., subtracted from the number of 
emission reduction credits issued

c. Market Leakage Market based supply shifts 
to substitute products that 
may have negative climate 
effects.

Accounting methodology defined

Market leakage must be accounted for (using look up 
tables or specific analysis) in cases where timber supply 
is significantly reduced as a result of the project.  In line 
with the Kyoto Protocol, market impacts outside the 
country borders do not have to be accounted for.
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5. Measurement Quantification of 
GHGs emissions and 
sequestrations associated 
with the forest project.

All carbon pools expected to significantly change should 
be quantified and reported.  

Requirements for measurements should be updated 
regularly as science improves.

a. Standardized Definitions Set of definitions set up and 
established by authority as 
a rule for the measure of 
quantity, weight, extent, 
value, or quality and applied 
consistently across a set of 
methodologies.

Utilization of clearly identified and, where possible, 
standard definitions for measurements and equations.

b. Quantification of 
Carbon Stocks

Net increases or decreases 
in forest carbon stocks 
including above and below-
ground biomass, dead 
wood, litter, soil organic 
carbon, and harvested wood 
products.

Initial inventory methodology based on a published 
methodology agreed upon by local and regional experts.  
Inventory to continue on a regular basis to determine 
extent of carbon stock changes.  Permanent inventory 
plots utilized.

c. Quantification of other 
GHG emission sources

Certain forest carbon 
activities (e.g., preparing 
land for tree planting) may 
generate emissions not 
associated with specific 
carbon pools.

All significant GHG emission sources associated with 
the project must be accounted for, e.g., emissions from 
biomass burning during site preparation; emissions from 
fossil fuel combustion; direct emissions from the use of 
synthetic fertilizers; and emissions from N-fixing species. 

d. Statistical confidence An interval estimate of a 
population parameter used 
to indicate the reliability of 
an estimate.

Field measurements and estimates should be required 
to meet a specified benchmark for accuracy and be 
reviewed and updated regularly over time.  Discounts 
given to project reductions if statistical confidence levels 
are below requirements.

6. Permanence The removal or storage of 
carbon in forestry projects 
must produce long-term 
climate benefits that are 
substantially equivalent to 
direct emissions reductions.

Requirements for ensuring permanence include 
monitoring and verification, and establishment of buffer 
or insurance to address the risks of reversal.

a. Land Tenure The right to exclusively 
occupy and use a specified 
area of land may be limited 
to certain resources 
(“resource tenure”) such 
as timber or water.  
Demonstrating the right 
to use trees indefinitely is 
especially important in a 
carbon project.

Land tenure in project area is defined and legally 
recognized.  Ownership summary included in project 
documentation and annual reporting.  Assurances 
of forest tenure security include demonstration that 
people with perpetual legal rights to the trees are the 
people who will participate in project development and 
submittal.   

Consideration included of traditional land tenure 
systems

b. Risk of Reversal – fires, 
pests, changes in 
management

Future risks of reversing 
CO2 reductions and project 
climate benefits from 
illegal logging, forest fires, 
disease, pests, agricultural 
expansion, etc.

Establish an assessment methodology for different kinds 
of reversals.   Assignment of clear obligation for reversals 
including liabilities and rules for replacement, including 
utilizing the buffer reserve system.

c. Buffers Carbon emission reductions 
generated by project 
activities but withheld from 
the market that represent 
insurance against reversals. 

All projects required to establish buffer pool at first 
verification of carbon reductions.  The size of the buffer 
pool is based on a standardized project risk evaluation 
and periodically updated.  Buffer pools are used to 
compensate for any reversals.
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7. Monitoring and 
Verification

Process of assessing status 
of project’s carbon stocks.

Systematic monitoring plan included in project 
submittal to ensure project reductions and other project 
requirements are sustained for duration of project.   
Verification conducted by trained and approved third-
party auditors.

a. Guidance Rules and procedural 
methods which guide how 
project activities should be 
verified. 

Guidance should establish standards that can be 
understood and replicated by  third party verifiers.  

b. Enforcement Procedures and 
mechanisms to ensure that 
the agreed upon terms and 
conditions are carried out, 
and articulates corrective 
actions or other remedies 
when project obligations are 
breached.

Binding contractual relationship with a registry or other 
governance authority for duration of crediting period.  
Third-party verification of reported reductions should be 
completed before reduction tons registered for offset 
credits. Project documentation should be transparent 
and available to variety of stakeholders.  

8. Project Co-Benefits Benefits in addition to 
long-term climate benefits 
provided by project 
activities.

Projects should benefit biodiversity and local forest 
dependent communities and indigenous people.

a. Ecosystem Preservation 
- Native Species/Wildlife 
Habitat Elements

Project benefits that 
improve or sustain natural 
ecosystem processes and 
enhance biodiversity.

Projects must generate demonstrable net biodiversity 
benefits.

b. Forest-Dependent  
Communities

Project benefits that 
positively impact lifestyle, 
levels of economic activity 
and sources of earned 
income for residents who 
rely heavily on forests 
and other activities linked 
directly or indirectly to 
natural resources.

Project information is available, accessible and 
understandable to local stakeholders.  Appropriate 
involvement of forest-dependent communities in project 
development and management.  Active participation 
of all stakeholder groups.  Evaluate and report on the 
rights of forest-dependent communities.  Must provide 
clear benefits to local communities, e.g. investment in 
sustainable livelihoods, benefit sharing mechanisms, 
employment, etc.

c. Indigenous Peoples Project benefits that 
positively impact culture, 
lifestyle, levels of economic 
activity and sources of 
earned income for people 
who inhabit a geographic 
region with which they have 
the earliest known historical 
connection.

Project information is transparent and understandable.  
Appropriate involvement of legitimate indigenous 
authorities, institutions, and organizations in project 
development and management.  

Project documentation includes evaluation on the legal 
situation of pertinent indigenous territories, lands and 
resources.  Must provide clear benefits to indigenous 
peoples who may be affected by the project, including 
investment in sustainable livelihoods, benefit sharing 
mechanisms, employment, and protections for 
indigenous cultural traditions (food security, spiritual 
calendar, etc.) within project area.
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APPENDIX 5
Working Group 2 (Accounting Frameworks & Coordination 
Mechanisms) Scope of Work

I.	Introduction & Working Group Members 

The Accounting Frameworks & Coordination Mechanisms Working Group is chaired by Jefferson de Castro (Mato 
Grosso) and assisted by GCF Advisor William Boyd.  

The other GCF members of the Working Group are:
	 	 •	 Amazonas;
	 	 •	 California;
	 	 •	 Illinois; and
	 	 •	 Papu

In addition, the Working Group includes the following NGOs: 
	 	 •	 Forest Trends; 
	 	 •	 Environmental Defense Fund; 
	 	 •	 IPAM; and 
	 	 •	 IDESAM

The Accounting Frameworks & Coordination Mechanisms Working Group is tasked with assessing and advising the GCF 
on carbon accounting frameworks and coordination mechanisms for ensuring that REDD project activities are properly 
accounted for and credited at state/province and/or national levels, coordinated with state/province and national REDD 
strategies, and consistent with requirements for local participation and benefit-sharing.    

II.	 The Need for Accounting Frameworks & Coordination Mechanisms

As described in more detail in the Joint Action Plan and Appendix 3, in addition to satisfying project-level criteria and 
standards, REDD activities capable of being recognized in emerging compliance regimes in United States must be properly 
accounted for and credited in accordance with national and/or sub-national accounting frameworks.  This must be done 
in a manner that is consistent across different jurisdictions and that avoids the problem of double-counting as states and 
provinces move toward national-level accounting frameworks.  

For example, the California ARB Scoping Plan expressly endorses the concept of accepting offsets from “those jurisdictions 
that demonstrate performance . . . in reducing emissions or enhancing sequestration through eligible forest carbon 
activities in accordance with appropriate national or sub-national accounting frameworks” 86 (emphasis added).

Likewise, proposed federal legislation in the U.S. (notably H.R. 2454, often referred to as the “Waxman-Markey” climate 
bill) provides that offsets from subnational REDD activities in Brazil and Indonesia will be awarded based on performance 
relative to a state/province-level deforestation baseline.  The proposed legislation also requires that any state/province-
level activities be consistent with existing nationally-appropriate mitigation commitments or actions.  And there is strong 
language in the proposed legislation regarding the rights and interests of and sharing of benefits with local communities 
and indigenous peoples.  In its current form, the proposed legislation also phases out offsets from subnational activities five 
years after the U.S. compliance system takes effect, at which point only national-level reductions from Brazil or Indonesia 
would be recognized.

86	 California Air Resources Board, Climate Change Proposed Scoping Plan (October 2008; approved December 2008), at 38 and 115. 
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Although the details of these provisions will likely change during the upcoming legislative and regulatory debates, their 
general elements are likely to survive.  Thus, project-level REDD activities that meet appropriate standards and criteria will 
also have to be embedded within appropriate national and sub-national accounting frameworks.  Likewise, coordinating 
mechanisms will need to be developed that can ensure consistency across jurisdictions and between state/province and 
national levels as well as provide sufficient confidence that carbon revenues will benefit local communities.   

The Working Group tasks below are designed to help the GCF states and provinces meet these requirements.

III.	Tasks

	 	 A.	 Accounting Frameworks & Capabilities

				    1.	 Assess Forest Carbon Inventory and Monitoring Capabilities

	 	 •  �Assess the current capability of the GCF states and provinces to use remote sensing technologies combined with 
“ground truthing” (consistent with the existing IPCC Good Practice Guidance for Land Use Land Use Change and 
Forestry) to provide information about and monitor changes in forest carbon stocks.

	 	 •  �Identify and work with technical experts to develop a transparent and user-friendly platform to map changes in 
forest carbon stocks over time in a manner that allows for rigorous carbon accounting.   

	 	 •	 �Determine the actions and resources needed to develop state- and province-level forest carbon maps that can be 
used as a basis for monitoring performance going forward and that are compatible with similar state /province 
and/or national mapping efforts. 

				    2.	 Assess and Develop Recommendations re Baselines and Reference Scenarios

	 	 •	 �Examine existing approaches to establishing baselines and reference scenarios in light of the requirements of 
emerging compliance regimes in the U.S. 

	 	 •	 �Develop recommendations for developing a set of baseline methodologies for the GCF states and provinces that 
are flexible enough to capture the different circumstances prevailing in different jurisdictions while also meeting 
the needs of the compliance regimes.  

				    3.	 Forest Carbon Registries

	 	 •	 Assess and compile relevant lessons from existing carbon registry practices.

	 	 •	 �Develop a prototype or model forest carbon registry that could be used in the different MOU states/provinces for 
all project-level activities (either at the state/province level or at the regional and national levels). 

	 	 •	 Determine how to facilitate the development of public forest carbon registries in the MOU states/provinces.

				    4.	 Verification and Enforceability

	 	 •	 �Assess practices for verifying REDD activities in Brazil and Indonesia in the context of reductions accounted 
for at sub-national and/or national levels, including the possibilities of combining third-party certification and 
verification of project-level activities with sub-national-level performance indicators.  

	 	 •	 �Assess mechanisms for ensuring the enforceability of international offset credits, such as the possibility of using 
liability rules, insurance instruments, buffers, and/or credit reserves as tools for dealing with the question of 
enforceability of offsets across jurisdictions.  
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	 B.	 Coordinating Mechanisms

			   1.	 REDD Planning

	 	 •	 �Using existing approaches, develop a menu of best practices for REDD planning that can be used by the MOU 
states and provinces and that is consistent with larger national-level REDD planning efforts.  

	 	 •	 Assess regional institutions and programs as possible models for multi-state cooperation on REDD planning.  

			   2.	 Carbon Revenue Tracking and Distribution

	 	 •	 �Explore and present possible models and institutions to ensure the equitable, transparent, and accountable 
mechanisms for tracking and distributing REDD offset revenues within and between relevant jurisdictions and to 
relevant actors on the ground (see, e.g. infra at section V. Model Framework for REDD Coordination).

			   3.	 Local Participation and Benefit-Sharing Frameworks

	 	 •	 �Review current activities that ensure local participation and benefit-sharing and distill the key lessons and best 
practices from them.

	 	 •	 Develop model framework(s) for community involvement and benefit-sharing in REDD activities.  

IV.	Timeline 

(in development)

V.	 Example of Framework for REDD Coordination (see below; others in development)
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Sub-National and/or National GHG  
Compliance Markets in the U.S.

Regulated Entities and/or Offset Providers in United States

•	� Option 1: Identify eligible project activities in state or province; purchase 

reductions based on performance relative to state or national baseline; 

reconcile verified credits with national or state accounting registries

•	� Option 2: Identify eligible project activities in state or province; purchase 

recorded reduction credits (based on performance relative to national or state 

baseline) from national or regional coordinating institution; earmark $$ for 

purchased reductions for specific REDD projects in state or province 

Project-level Activities

National and/or State GHG or
Forest Sector Inventories & 

Forest Carbon Registries

•	� Accounting for reductions 

relative to national or sub-

national baselines

•	� Register project-level activities 

and reconcile verified project 

reductions with national or sub-

national accounting

Option 1

National or Regional 
Coordinating 

Institution 

•	� Record and sell verified 

reductions relative to 

national or sub-national 

baselines (based on 

coordination with national 

or sub-national GHG 

accounting systems)

•	� Receive earmarked $$ and 

put in trust for specific 

REDD projects or activities 

consistent with State Plan

State REDD Plan
Identify & prioritize 

project level activities

Option 1
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APPENDIX 6

Working Group 3 (Needs Assessment) Scope of Work

The following is a proposed draft template to be used for REDD project proponents to complete as best they can.  The 
suggested template is supposed to be revised and agreed upon between the GCF Task Force prior to sending it out to the 
proponents in Indonesia and Brazil to fill it out.

The Needs Assessment Working Group will collect data on the current state of REDD affairs in both Brazil and Indonesia, 
analyze the constraints to fully developing REDD activities in each of the respective countries, and, finally, identify actions 
to address these constraints based on each REDD initiative in each province / state.

The intention of the Working Group 3 is a 2 phases approach. The first phase will take place before the September meeting 
in California and it is orientated to assess the current status carried out by each state or province to develop a REDD 
project. 

The second phase will take place after the September meeting when it is expected to have the definitions for principles 
and criteria made by Working Group 1 and definitions for accountability and governance mechanisms made by Working 
Group 2. In the second phase, necessities to increase states’ and provinces’ capacities to reach the standards proposed by 
the first Working Groups will be identified and processes to overcome will be planned by GCF Task Force.

Elements for the development of a REDD project

The assessment proposed is based on elements required for the development of a REDD project grouped in 3 components 
as described below:

Components / Elements of REDD project Description of the Element

Component 1 : Environmental Service 

1. Deforestation dynamics monitoring Characterization of deforestation dynamics, monitoring 
methodologies used and accuracy

2. Forest degradation dynamics monitoring Characterization of degradation dynamics, monitoring 
methodologies used and accuracy

3. Forest Carbon Stocks quantification Carbon stocks in forests (aerial, litter, soil)

4. �Baseline and emissions reduction targets 
definition

Baseline references, CO2 Reduction Goals, Estimated CO2 savings 
per period and per year

Component 2 : Implementation mechanisms for REDD

1. �Structural policies in place for reduction of 
deforestation and valuing of Forest assets

List and characterization of policies that enable deforestation 
reduction and promote the value of forests

2. Territorial approach for REDD Approaches to implement REDD in the whole territory or project 
base and Description of the areas

3. Payments for environmental services 
mechanisms

Description of the PES mechanisms currently in place or planned

4. �Institutional framework and arrangement to bear 
REDD program and Government’s capacity to 
implement REDD

Existing and to be created organizations and instances related to 
the governance of REDD program; Knowledge and human capital 
within state or province to implement REDD

5. Relationship with National Government Role of and relationship with the Central Government policies on 
deforestation reduction and National Carbon Accounting System

6. Validation and Certification protocols for REDD Protocols being used to validate and certify REDD programs

Component 3 : REDD Financing

1. Current strategies to finance REDDiness Costs and financing sources to elaborate a REDD program

2. Strategies to finance REDD Description of strategies designed and in place to finance REDD 
costs
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The following information is being requested from each REDD project proponent (please be as descriptive as possible). 
The information required here is referred to each element for a REDD project (a brief description of the element in given 
in the table above) and is based on state-of-art of the element in REDD project in the state or province. If necessities for 
each element are already identified it would be interesting to describe them in the document as it will subsidize the second 
phase.

Characterization of the REDD Project

	 A.	 State / Province Name:
	 B.	 Project Name / Brief Description:
	 	 	 �Project start date; physical, legal, and biological attributes; short description of historical context; current land use; 

presence/absence of forest dependent communities and indigenous populations
	 C.	 Project Proponents / Partners:

Component 1 : Environmental Service 

	 1.	 Deforestation dynamics knowledge and monitoring 
	 	 	 1.1 State-of-the-art
	 2.	 Forest degradation dynamics knowledge and monitoring
	 	 	 2.1 State-of-the-art
	 3.	 Forest Carbon Stocks quantification 
	 	 	 3.1 State-of-the-art
	 4	.	 Baseline and emissions reduction targets definition 
	 	 	 4.1 State-of-the-art

Component 2 : Implementation mechanisms for REDD

	 1.	 Structural policies in place for reduction of deforestation and valuing of Forest assets
	 	 	 1.1 State-of-the-art
	 2.	 Territorial approach for REDD 
	 	 	 2.1 State-of-the-art
	 3.	 Payments for environmental services mechanisms 
	 	 	 3.1 State-of-the-art
	 4.	 Institutional framework and arrangement to bear REDD program and Capacity to implement REDD 
	 	 	 4.1 State-of-the-art
	 5.	� Role of and relationship with the Central Government policies on deforestation reduction and National 

Carbon Accounting System 
	 	 	 5.1 State-of-the-art
	 6.	 Validation and Certification protocols for REDD 
	 	 	 6.1 State-of-the-art

Component 3 : REDD Financing

	 1.	 Current strategies to finance REDDiness 
	 	 	 1.1 State-of-the-art
	 2.	 Strategies to finance REDD
	 	 	 2.1 State-of-the-art
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APPENDIX 7: Timeline for 2009-2010 Activities

GCF Meetings
GCF Deliverables
California Global Warming Solutions Act (AB 32) Deadlines87 

Date Description Location Attendees/Responsible 
Parties

2009

Feb/March 2009 Select Protocol Consultants and 
Workshop Coordinators

n/r • GCF Advisor
• Project Leader

Feb/March 2009 Fact-finding Trips Brazil, D.C., California • �CA delegation & core group of 
advisors

• Project Leader 
• GCF Advisor
• Protocol Consultant

April –June 2009 Draft Joint Action Plan for steps to 
implement MOUs

n/r • GCF
• GCF Advisor 

June 18-19, 2009 GCF Meeting 1 to review 
Draft Joint Action Plan, MOU 
implementation efforts

Belem, Brazil • GCF 
• GCF Advisor
• Project Leader
• Protocol Consultant
• GCF Advisory Council 
• Core GCF reps and observers

 June/July 2009 Final Joint Action Plan with input 
from GCF Meeting and Advisory 
Council

n/r • GCF 
• GCF Advisor
• Protocol Consultant

July 28, 2009 California Air Resources Board 
workshop on international forest 
offsets.

Sacramento, CA • �GCF participants who wish to 
attend

August 15, 2009 Draft GCF Protocol Assessment 
Report

n/r • Protocol Consultant

August 30, 2009 Draft GCF Progress Report and 
interim Working Group and Task 
Force Reports

n/r • GCF
• GCF Advisor
• GCF Advisory Council

End September-
October 1, 2009

GCF Meeting 2 to discuss Protocol 
Assessment Report, interim 
Working Group and Task Force 
Reports, and GCF Progress Report

Governors’ Climate Summit

Los Angeles area, 
California

• GCF
• GCF Advisor
• Project Leader
• Protocol Consultant
• Workshop Coordinator
• GCF Advisory Council 
• Core GCF reps and observers

November 2009 Final Protocol Assessment Report 
with input with input from GCF  
Meeting 2 and GCF Advisory 
Council

n/a • Protocol Consultant

November 2009 Final GCF Progress Report for 
2009 Activities

n/a • GCF
• GCF Advisor

December 1, 2009 Media materials produced for 
Copenhagen

•TBD

December 15, 2009 GCF Meeting/Presentation at 
COP-15

Denmark, 
Copenhagen 

• GCF Governors
• GCF
• GCF Advisor
• Project Leader
• GCF Advisory Council if possible

87	 http://www.climatechange.ca.gov/ab32/index.html. 
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Date Description Location Attendees/Responsible 
Parties

2010 and beyond

2010 California Air Resources Board 
(ARB) conducts series of 
rulemakings, after workshops 
and public hearings, to adopt 
GHG regulations including rules 
governing market mechanisms

June 2010 GCF Meeting 1 TBD TBD

September 2010 GCF Meeting 2 TBD TBD

January 1, 2011 ARB completes major rulemakings 
for reducing GHGs including 
market mechanisms.  ARB may 
revise the rules and adopt new 
ones after 1/1/2011 in furtherance 
of the 2020 cap

January 1, 2012 GHG rules and market 
mechanisms adopted by ARB take 
effect and are legally enforceable

	

Timeline for 2009-2010 Activities (continued)




