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Developing Consensus-based Standards and Criteria 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 



 

 

 

 

 





Additionality and Baselines 

1. 

 
 

 

 

 



Leakage 

 

 

 

 

5. How to incorporate a wide variety of leakage methodologies, data gaps & research needs?   



Permanence 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Co-benefits and Stakeholder Participation 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Summary of Each Protocol’s Strengths and Areas for 
Possible Modification 

VCS 
Key Strengths Areas for Possible Modification 

Full range of forest project activities 
currently eligible. 

Multiple complicated methodologies 
with consistency dependent on 

double approval process. 

Workable framework for multiple 
geographies and landscapes. 

Ability to reconcile accounting across 
projects. 

Mechanism in place to account for 
both activity shifting and market 

leakage.  
Low levels of co-benefits required. 

Risk assessment and robust buffer 
pool contributions provides 

incentives for reducing reversals . 

Sole reliance on a buffer pool system 
which may lack calibration to a 

permanence timeframe. 



CAR 
Key Strengths Areas for Possible Modification 

Standardized baseline determination. Only U.S. Forest Projects eligible. 

Permanence backed by remedies 
established with mandatory contract. 

Limited workability for additional 
geographies at this time. 

Mechanism in place to account for 
both activity shifting and market 

leakage.  

Extensive up-front development 
required for expansion. 

Moderate to high levels of 
environmental co-benefits required. 

Low levels of social co-benefits 
required 

CDM 
Key Strengths Areas for Possible Modification 

Well-vetted and conservative 
accounting. 

Only A/R Projects types eligible. 

Framework potential for multiple 
geographies and landscapes. 

Only temporary credits available. 

Mechanisms in place to account for 
leakage.  

Multiple methodologies with 
consistency dependent on multiple 

approval process. 

Validation and verification carried out 
with experienced process and 

replication is clear goal. 
Low levels of co-benefits required. 



CCBS 
Key Strengths Areas for Possible Modification 

High levels of co-benefits required. No issuance of credits. 

High levels of stakeholder 
participation required. 

Little specific guidance for carbon 
accounting for baselines, etc. 

CCBS validation and verification 
guidance in place. 

Specific approaches for leakage not 
identified. 

Works well in combination with other 
carbon accounting standards. 

No clear definition of permanence or 
remedies for reversals. 

CCX 
Key Strengths Areas for Possible Modification 

High volume of voluntary market 
transactions. 

Additionality and baseline lacks rigor of 
other protocols. 

Efficient, easy to qualify for credits. No Leakage assessment required. 

Simplified submission and annual 
reporting requirements. 

Falls short of equivalence to direct 
emissions reductions. 

Forest certification requirements for 
Sustainably Managed Forestry project 

type. 

Lacks transparency and any 
requirements for social benefits. 



Moving Forward 
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