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Expert Assessment Guide 

Commodities/ Jurisdictions 

 

Introduction 

The Commodities/Jurisdiction Approach seeks to provide an international platform to link jurisdictional 

programs that reduce deforestation and the associated greenhouse gas emissions, with companies 

committed to reducing deforestation in their supply chains. To qualify for preferential sourcing by 

participating companies, jurisdictional programs (programs at a national or subnational scale) need to 

fulfill a set of defined criteria established by participating companies, which have been elaborated 

through more detailed subquestions.   

 

To evaluate whether a jurisdictional program is consistent with the criteria and subquestions, a group of 

independent experts evaluates the program using a “stoplight” system to determine whether a criterion 

or subquestion has been met, partially met, or not yet met. Jurisdictional programs must meet each of 

the criteria to be eligible for prioritized sourcing. However, not all subquestions must be fully met for a 

jurisdiction to qualify; some subquestions are applicable only once monitoring begins, or recognize the 

ability of a program to improve over time. Information on the results of the assessments is made 

available on the Commmodities/Jurisdictions website. Procurement managers may use this information 

to inform their sourcing decisions for relevant commodities.  

 

Per the Commodities/Jurisdictions Approach, global standards for jurisdictional programs may also be 

evaluated to determine whether a jurisdictional program approved by the standard would be highly 

likely to be consistent with the established criteria and subquestions. These global standards are also 

assessed by a group of independent experts, using the same stoplight system. An additional set of 

questions evaluates the robustness and objectivity of the process a global standard uses to set 

requirements and evaluate programs. Once a global standard has been recognized by the 

Commodities/Jurisdictions Approach, individual jurisdictional programs approved by the standard will 

qualify for prioritized sourcing without a separate assessment (except to fill any gaps noted in the 

evaluation of the standard).1   

 

Additional information on the Commodities/ Jurisdictions Approach can be found here:  

https://commoditiesjurisdictions.wordpress.com/ 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
1 For example:  
Case 1: Jurisdiction “A” has signed a contract (ERPA) with the Forest Carbon Partnership Facility --> No assessment of the Jurisdiction “A” 

program is required, other than to check a national climate target is in place. FCPF has been recognized under the Commodities/Jurisdictions 

approach.  

Case 2: Jurisdiction “B” is validated under the VCS Jurisdictional and Nested REDD standard, Approach 2. --> No assessment of the Jurisdiction 

“B” program is required, other than to check a national climate target is in place. VCS JNR has been recognized under the 

Commodities/Jurisdictions approach.  

Case 3: Jurisdiction “C” runs an individual landscape-wide multi-stakeholder commodities programme against deforestation and wants to 

qualify as preferential sourcing region --> Expert Assessment required. 

Case 4: Jurisdiction “D” working with FCPF and VCS, but is not yet approved --> Expert Assessment required for preferred sourcing.  

 

https://commoditiesjurisdictions.wordpress.com/
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Expert Assessment Guide 

This Expert Assessment Guide is intended to guide the work of expert assessment teams that review 

either a jurisdictional program, or global standard, which is interested in recognition under the 

Commodities/Jurisdictions Approach. It is intended to enhance consistency among the assessments by 

individual reviewers, and improve the uniformity of the evaluation process over time.  The guide is 

based on the Expert Assessment Template, and includes the following sections:  

1. Scoring summary: A brief summary of what Green, Yellow, Orange “stoplight” scoring system 

means in the context of the evaluation of jurisdictional programs and global standards.  

2. Scoring for Criteria and Subquestions: An explanation for reviewers on how jurisdictional 

programs or global standards should be evaluated against each criterion or subquestion. Within 

this section are:  

a. An explanation of the reasoning behind each criterion;  

b. Reference materials for each criterion, to facilitate assessments;  

c. A summary of how the scoring of each subquestion should be considered when 

determining the criterion score;  

d. Guidance on how each subquestion should be scored, based on the information 

provided;  

e. A note of which subquestions are “mandatory,” i.e. must be assessed as Green for a 

criterion to be marked as Green; 

3. Scoring for Global Standards questions: Guidance on how each additional question for global 

programs should be scored, based on the information provided;  

4. Supporting text : Provided for reference. The Assessment Template includes this section to 

collect relevant text from program or standard documents for ease of reference.  

 

… 

Scoring Summary 

 

Jurisdictional Programs 

In your expert judgement, does the jurisdictional forest and climate under assessment meet the criteria 

and subquestions below? Please provide an assessment for each criteria and subquestion following the 

following guide:  

 Green: Fully met. The jurisdictional program fully meets the criterion or subquestion.  

 Yellow: Partially met. The jurisdictional program partially meets the criterion or subquestion.  

 Orange: Not met. The jurisdictional program does not yet meet the criterion or subquestion.  

 

 

Global Standards 

In your expert judgement, will any jurisdictional forest and climate program accepted by the standard 

noted above meet the criteria and subquestions below? To what degree does the standard require the 

jurisdictional programs to meet criteria and provide information consistent with those listed below? 

Please provide an assessment for each criteria and subquestion following the following guide:  

 Green: Fully met. The standard requires jurisdictional programs to meet equivalent criteria or 

provide the specified information.  
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 Yellow: Partially met. The standard requires jurisdictional programs to meet related criteria or 

provide relevant information, but is not fully consistent with the criterion or question below.  

 Orange: Not met. The standard does not require jurisdictional programs to meet related criteria 

or provide the specified information.  

 

… 

Scoring for Criteria and Subquestions 

Criteria and Subquestions 

Overarching criteria: Consistency with UNFCCC decisions 
REDD+ programs should be consistent with UNFCCC REDD+ decisions, as captured in 
https://unfccc.int/files/land_use_and_climate_change/redd/application/pdf/compilation_redd_decision
_booklet_v1.1.pdf. Broader Sustainable Landscape programs should follow the same decisions for 
forest-related portions, and be consistent with any other relevant UNFCCC decisions. The criteria below 
have been designed to be consistent with UNFCCC decisions.  
 
Each criterion must be Green in order for a jurisdiction to be eligible for prioritized sourcing.  
 

Criterion 1: A strategy for how to reduce emissions from forests and other lands whilst increasing 
agricultural productivity and improving livelihoods 

Explanation: To be eligible for prioritized sourcing, a jurisdiction must be implementing a strategy that is 
expected to reduce deforestation and forest-related emissions, while allowing agricultural production to 
continue or increase.  
 
Green: Subquestions 1.1 and 1.2 must be Green in order for Criterion 1 to be Green. Subquestion 1.3 
must be Green or Yellow in order for Criterion 1 to be Green.   
 
Yellow:  Criterion 1 should be marked Yellow if either subquestion 1.1 or 1.2 is marked Yellow.  
 
Orange: Criterion 1 should be marked Orange if either subquestion 1.1 or 1.2 is marked Orange.  
 
Reference materials[1]: 
 FCPF Carbon Fund Methodological Framework 

 FCPF Readiness Assessment Framework 

 VCS Guidance for Jurisdictional and Nested REDD+ Program Design 
 

1.1 Is a strategy or action plan to reduce deforestation adopted and being implemented for the 
entirety of the relevant national-scale or subnational jurisdiction? (Jurisdiction is defined in this case 
as a full country, or one or more politically-defined areas that are no more than one administrative 
level below the national level, e.g. a state or province. Note that while policy measures, monitoring, 
and safeguards should cover a full jurisdiction, on the ground activities may cover only specific 
portions of the jurisdiction.) 

MANDATORY  
Green: A strategy or action plan has been developed to reduce deforestation, guiding REDD+ or 
sustainable landscape actions in the relevant jurisdiction. The strategy or action plan covers the entirety 
of the jurisdiction. This strategy has been formally approved, adopted, or recognized by the 
government, as appropriate in the jurisdiction.  A broad set of activities included in the strategy or 
action plan are under implementation.  

https://unfccc.int/files/land_use_and_climate_change/redd/application/pdf/compilation_redd_decision_booklet_v1.1.pdf
https://unfccc.int/files/land_use_and_climate_change/redd/application/pdf/compilation_redd_decision_booklet_v1.1.pdf
https://commoditiesjurisdictions.wordpress.com/criteria-and-assessment-process/
https://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/fcp/files/2014/MArch/March/FCPF%20Carbon%20Fund%20Methodological%20Framework%20Final%20Dec%2020%202013.pdf
http://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/fcp/files/2013/July2013/FCPC%20framework%20text%207-25-13%20ENG%20web.pdf
http://database.v-c-s.org/sites/vcs.benfredaconsulting.com/files/JNR%20Guidance%20-%20Part%20A%20_%20final%202%20June%202015_0.pdf
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Yellow: A strategy or action plan has been developed to reduce deforestation, guiding REDD+ or 
sustainable landscape actions in the relevant jurisdiction. However the strategy or action does not cover 
the entirety of the jurisdiction, has not been formally approved, adopted, or recognized by the 
government, or is not under implementation. 
 
Orange: A strategy or action plan has not been developed to reduce deforestation, guiding REDD+ or 
sustainable landscape actions in the relevant jurisdiction.  
 

1.2 Does this strategy or action plan contain a feasible plan for how emissions reductions from forests 
will be achieved in the jurisdiction, including by addressing the main drivers of deforestation? 

MANDATORY 
Green: The strategy or action plan contains a proposal to reduce deforestation and forest-related 
emissions in the jurisdiction that can reasonably be expected to be effective in reducing net emissions 
from forests beyond the life of the program. This plan clearly identifies the main drivers of deforestation 
and forest-related emissions, as well as approaches to address these drivers.  
 
Yellow: The strategy or action plan contains a proposal for reducing deforestation and forest-related 
emissions in the jurisdiction that can reasonably be expected to reduce net emissions from forests 
beyond the life of the program. However, it does not clearly identify the main drivers of deforestation 
and forest-related emissions, or propose approaches to address these drivers. 
 
Orange: The strategy or action plan does not contain a proposal for reducing deforestation and forest-
related emissions in the jurisdiction that can reasonably be expected to be effective in reducing net 
emissions from forest beyond the life of the program. It does not clearly identify the main drivers of 
deforestation and forest-related emissions, or propose approaches to address these drivers. 
 

1.3 Are the results of the program expected to include the continuation/ enhancement of agriculture, 
while protecting standing forests? (For example, does the program envision the continuation of 
agriculture, or include elements such as land use planning, enforcement, and technical assistance on 
agricultural productivity?) 

Green: The implementation of the program strategy or action plan should permit the continuation or 
enhancement of agricultural production in the jurisdiction while protecting standing forests. The 
strategy specifically addresses agriculture, for example through land use planning or zoning or technical 
assistance to enhance agricultural productivity.  
 
Yellow:  The implementation of the program strategy or action plan should not impede agricultural 
production in the jurisdiction while protecting standing forests. The strategy does not clearly constrain 
agriculture. However, agricultural production may not be specifically addressed in the strategy.  
 
Orange: The implementation of the program strategy or action plan might impede agricultural 
production in the jurisdiction while protecting standing forests. The strategy The strategy contains 
elements that may be expected to constrain agricultural production. 
 

Criterion 2: A system for measuring and monitoring reductions in greenhouse gas emissions from 
deforestation and an established baseline 

Explanation: To be eligible for prioritized sourcing, a jurisdiction must have in place a system to measure 
and monitor decreased deforestation and decreased net forest-related emissions. Independent experts 
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should have reviewed and approved both the benchmark against which results (in tonnes of Co2e) are 
measured, and the results themselves.  While the baseline is expected to be fixed for the specific period 
of implementation of the jurisdictional program (typically 5-8 years), the baseline should be revised for 
each subsequent implementation period to ensure net emissions reductions from forests eventually 
approach zero.   
 
Green: Subquestions 2.1 -2.6 must be Green in order for Criterion 1 to be Green.  
 
Yellow:  Criterion 1 should be marked Yellow if any subquestion from 2.1-2.6 is marked Yellow.  
 
Orange: Criterion 1 should be marked Orange if any subquestion from 2.1-2.6 is marked Orange.  
 
Reference materials: 
 UNFCCC decisions 

 GOFC-GOLD sourcebook 

 Carbon Fund Methodological Framework 

 VCS Technical Guidance for Jurisdictional and Nested REDD+ Programs 

 VCS Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Use (AFOLU) Requirements 

 LEAF Technical Guidance on Development of a REDD+ Reference level 
 

2.1 Has reference level (measured in tonnes of CO2e) been finalized by the jurisdictional program?  

MANDATORY 
Green: A REDD+ or other landscape-level reference level (baseline) for the jurisdiction has been 
established, and will be the benchmark against which the results of the implementation of the strategy 
or action plan will be measured. The reference level is measured in terms of CO2 equivalent. The 
reference level is not expected to change during the implementation period for the program, apart from 
technical corrections.  
 
Yellow: A REDD+ or other landscape-level reference level (baseline) for the jurisdiction is in an advanced 
stage of development, but has not yet been finalized. This reference level will be the benchmark against 
which the results of the implementation of the strategy or action plan will be measured. The reference 
level is measured in terms of CO2 equivalent.  
 
Orange: A REDD+ or other landscape-level reference level (baseline) for the jurisdiction has not yet been 
developed to serve as the benchmark against which the results of the implementation of the strategy or 
action plan will be measured. –Or- A reference level is in place, but it does not cover the entire 
jurisdiction. – Or - The reference level is not measured in terms of CO2 equivalent. 
 

2.2 Has this reference level been assessed and approved by an independent 3rd party?  

MANDATORY 
Green: The reference level has been reviewed or assessed by independent third party experts, and 
these independent experts have affirmed that the data, methodologies, and assumptions used in the 
construction of the reference level are consistent with internationally-recognized good practice for 
jurisdictional programs (including IPCC guidance and guidelines, and relevant UNFCCC decisions). 
Approval might include validation under a certification standard, acceptance for a major multi/bilateral 
results based payment program, or a equivalent endorsement of quality by independent experts.  
 
Yellow: The reference level has been reviewed or assessed by independent third party experts, but has 

http://unfccc.int/land_use_and_climate_change/lulucf/items/6917.php
http://www.gofcgold.wur.nl/redd/index.php
https://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/fcp/files/2014/MArch/March/FCPF%20Carbon%20Fund%20Methodological%20Framework%20Final%20Dec%2020%202013.pdf
http://database.v-c-s.org/sites/vcs.benfredaconsulting.com/files/JNR%20Guidance%20-%20Part%20B_%20final%202%20June%2015.pdf
http://database.v-c-s.org/sites/vcs.benfredaconsulting.com/files/AFOLU%20Requirements%2C%20v3.4.pdf
http://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/pnaec279.pdf
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not been approved by these independent experts. Technical assessment for REDD+ reference levels 
under the UNFCCC, which does not include a formal approval or rejection by the experts, is one example 
of assessment without approval.  
 
Orange: The reference level has not been reviewed or assessed by independent third party experts. – Or 
- Experts have assessed the data and assumptions used, and the construction of the reference level, and 
have found these to be inconsistent with good practice (including IPCC guidance and guidelines, and 
relevant UNFCCC decisions). 
 

2.3 Is a robust monitoring system in place to allow measurements of net emissions reductions 
consistent with the assessed baseline?  

MANDATORY 
Green: The jurisdictional program has in place a system to measure, monitor and report net forest-
related emissions from across the jurisdiction. This system provides measurements of results that are 
consistent with the assessed and approved reference level. The results measured and monitored by this 
system permit a clear understanding of whether net forest-related emissions have decreased, and 
whether deforestation has decreased in the jurisdiction. This system is consistent with the National 
Forest Monitoring System where available, or explanations for divergences have been provided.  
 
Yellow: The jurisdictional program has an advanced design for a system to measure, monitor and report 
net forest-related emissions from across the jurisdiction, but this system is not yet fully operational. This 
system will provide measurements of results that are consistent with the assessed and approved 
reference level. The results measured and monitored by this system will permit a clear understanding of 
whether net forest-related emissions have decreased, and whether deforestation has decreased in the 
jurisdiction. This system is somewhat consistent with the National Forest Monitoring System where 
available, or explanations for divergences have been provided. 
 
Orange: The jurisdictional program does not yet have in place a system to measure, monitor and report 
net forest-related emissions from across the jurisdiction. – Or - The jurisdictional program has in place a 
system to measure and monitor net emissions from forests, but the system does not cover the full 
jurisdiction. –Or - This system does not provide measurements of results that are consistent with the 
assessed and approved reference level.  
 

2.4 Is there periodic monitoring of and reporting results against the reference level?  

MANDATORY 
Green: The results from the implementation of the jurisdictional program are measured, monitored, and 
reported at least twice in a 5 year period through the system described above. Reporting of results is 
transparent and accessible to stakeholders. The periodicity is sufficient to allow detection of increases in 
deforestation or forest related emissions.  
 
Yellow: The results from the implementation of the jurisdictional program are measured, monitored, 
and reported at least every 5 years through the system described above. Reporting of results is available 
upon request. The periodicity is likely sufficient to allow detection of increases in deforestation or forest 
related emissions. 
 
Orange: The results from the implementation of the jurisdictional program are not measured, 
monitored, and reported periodically through the system described above. – Or - Reporting of results is 
not done at least every 5 years. – Or - Reporting of results is not transparent and accessible to 
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stakeholders. 
 

2.5 Are the measured results below the agreed baseline?  (Once reporting and verification begins) 

MANDATORY 
NOTE: This subquestion applies only once reporting and verification begins.  
 
Green: The results (in tonnes of CO2e) measured and reported by the jurisdictional program are below 
the assessed and approved baseline. This indicates that net forest-related emissions in the jurisdiction 
have been reduced from the benchmark values.  
 
Yellow:  n/a 
 
Orange: The results (in tonnes of CO2e) measured and reported by the jurisdictional program are at or 
above the assessed and approved baseline. This indicates that net forest-related emissions in the 
jurisdiction have remained unchanged, or have increased from the benchmark values. 
 

2.6 Are results verified or approved by an independent 3rd party every 5 years at a minimum?  

MANDATORY 
NOTE: Jurisdictional programs must have in place a plan to have results independently verified or 
approved at least every 5 years. Once verification or approval begins, experts assess the data and 
assumptions used.  
 
Green: The measured and reported results are reviewed or assessed by independent third party experts, 
and have been verified or approved by these independent experts. Verification or approval is done at 
least every 5 years. Verification and approval might include verification of results under a certification 
standard, acceptance of assessed results by a major multi/bilateral results based payment program, or a 
equivalent endorsement of quality by independent experts (NOTE: The verification or approval may take 
as a basis the Technical Analysis of REDD+ results under the UNFCCC.)  Once verification or approval 
begins: Experts have assessed the data and assumptions used and have found these to be consistent 
with the reference level and with good practice (including IPCC guidance and guidelines, and relevant 
UNFCCC decisions).  
 
Yellow:  The measured and reported results have been reviewed or assessed by independent third party 
experts, but has not been approved by these independent experts. Review and approval is done at least 
every 5 years. Technical Analysis of REDD+ results under the UNFCCC alone does not constitute a green 
score as it does not include a formal approval or rejection by the technical experts..  
 
Orange: The measured and reported results have not been reviewed or assessed by independent third 
party experts, or have not been verified or approved by these independent experts at least every 5 
years. – Or - Once verification or approval begins: Experts have assessed the data and assumptions used, 
and have found these to be inconsistent with the reference level or with good practice (including IPCC 
guidance and guidelines, and relevant UNFCCC decisions). 
 

2.7 If verification/ approval is not more frequent than every 5 years, is reporting of measured results 
carried out at least once in the interim period?  

MANDATORY 
NOTE: This subquestion applies only if the verification or approval specified in 2.6 is not carried out 
more frequently than every 5 years.  
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Green: The measurement, monitoring, and reporting of results specified in 2.4 is carried out at least 
once in between verification and approval events. (There will be at least two measurement, monitoring, 
and reporting events in a 5 year period.) 
 
Yellow: n/a 
 
Orange: The measurement, monitoring, and reporting of results specified in 2.4 is not carried out at 
least once in between verification and approval events. (There measurement, monitoring, and reporting 
will happen no less frequently than every 5 years.)  
 

2.8 Over time: For each subsequent program period, is the baseline increasingly ambitious, to lead 
towards zero emissions over time?  

NOTE: This subquestion applies to the second and subsequent program periods for any jurisdictional 
program. For example, if a jurisdictional program included an initial 6-year implementation phase, the 
subquestion would be applicable to a second phase starting in year 7.  
 
Green: The reference level (baseline) for a subsequent program period has been adjusted to reflect 
more recent data, and is more ambitious than the previous reference level (i.e. the benchmark net 
emissions level is lower than it was in the previous period.) 
 
Yellow:  n/a 
 
Orange: The reference level (baseline) for a subsequent program period is not more ambitious than the 
previous reference level (i.e. the benchmark net emissions level is not lower than it was in the previous 
period.) 
 

Criterion 3: A commitment to adhere to social and environmental safeguards and monitor these 
efforts 

Explanation: To ensure that the implementation of a jurisdictional program respects and addresses 
social and environmental considerations, the program should adhere to social and environmental 
safeguards, and provide information on how these safeguards have been applied. Jurisdictional 
programs should address and respect the Cancun Safeguards (decision 1/CP16 Annex 1), but may also 
apply other country-, jurisdiction-, or institution-specific safeguards. If the safeguard information system 
used by the jurisdictional programs is not the national Safeguard Information System, the jurisdictional 
program should provide relevant information to the authorities responsible for the national Safeguard 
Information System and the required summary of information on safeguards provided to the UNFCCC to 
help ensure the completeness and transparency of this reporting.  
 
Green: Subquestions 3.1 and 3.3 must be assessed as Green for this Criterion to be marked Green. 
Subquestion 3.4 must be assessed as Green or Yellow for this Criterion to be marked Green. 
 
Yellow: This criterion should be marked as Yellow if subquestions 3.1 or 3.3 are assessed as Yellow. 
 
Orange: This criterion should be marked as Orange if subquestions 3.1 or 3.3 are assessed as Orange. 
 
Reference materials: 
 UNFCCC decisions 

http://unfccc.int/land_use_and_climate_change/lulucf/items/6917.php
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 REDD+ Social and Environmental Safeguards Initiative 

 World Bank Safeguard Policies and the UNFCCC REDD+ Safeguards Note 

 UN-REDD Programme REDD+ Safeguard Information Systems: practical design considerations 
 

3.1 Does the program have in place relevant policies, laws and regulations and/or safeguard plan(s) to 
address social and environmental risks of the strategy or action plan, and to address and respect 
relevant social and environmental safeguards, including the UNFCCC Cancun safeguards? 
 

MANDATORY 
Green: The jurisdictional program has in place policies, laws, regulations, or plans to address social and 
environmental risks associated with program development, and to report on how these risks are being 
addressed. These policies, laws, regulations, or plans are consistent with the UNFCCC Cancun Safeguards 
for REDD+, as well as with relevant national safeguards or multilateral safeguards (e.g. World Bank 
environmental and social safeguards for World Bank-funded programs). The policies, laws, regulations, 
or plans are already in force and under implementation.  
 
Yellow: The jurisdictional program has in place policies, laws, regulations, or plans to address social and 
environmental risks associated with program development, and to report on how these risks are being 
addressed. These policies, laws, regulations, or plans are consistent with the UNFCCC Cancun Safeguards 
for REDD+, as well as with relevant national safeguards or multilateral safeguards (e.g. World Bank 
environmental and social safeguards for World Bank-funded programs). The policies, laws, regulations, 
or plans are not yet in force and under implementation, but are expected to be implemented in the near 
future.   
 
Orange: The jurisdictional program does not have policies, laws, regulations, or plans to address social 
and environmental risks associated with program development, and to report on how these risks are 
being addressed. – Or - These policies, laws, regulations, or plans are not consistent with the UNFCCC 
Cancun Safeguards for REDD+, as well as with relevant national safeguards or multilateral safeguards 
(e.g. World Bank environmental and social safeguards for World Bank-funded programs).  
 

3.2 Is the country’s national-level Safeguard Information System in place and operational?  

Green:  The country has in place the UNFCCC-specified system to provide information on how the 
Cancun safeguards are addressed and respected for REDD+ activities. This national-level Safeguards 
Information System is fully operational and is providing regular information on how safeguards are 
addressed and respected.  
 
Yellow:  The country has in place the UNFCCC-specified system to provide information on how the 
Cancun safeguards are addressed and respected. This national-level Safeguards Information System is 
operational but is not yet providing regular information on how safeguards are addressed and 
respected.  
 
Orange: The country does not yet have in place the UNFCCC-specified system to provide information on 
how the Cancun safeguards are addressed and respected. 
 

3.3 Once under implementation, is this Safeguard Information System, or another system, being used 
to monitor and regularly report on how the safeguards are addressed and respected?  
 

MANDATORY 

http://www.redd-standards.org/
https://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/fcp/files/2013/june2013/FMT%20Note%20CF-2013-3_FCPF%20WB%20Safeguard%20Policies%20and%20UNFCCC%20REDD%2B%20Safeguards_FINAL.pdf
http://www.unredd.net/index.php?view=download&alias=15043-technical-resource-series-1-redd-safeguards-information-systems-practical-design-considerations&category_slug=studies-reports-and-publications-1364&option=com_docman&Itemid=134
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NOTE: This subquestion applies once a jurisdictional program is under implementation.  
Green: The jurisdictional program has in place a system to monitor and report on how the safeguards 
are addressed and respected. This system may be the Safeguard Information System referenced in 3.2, a 
jurisdictional system, or a program-specific system.  
 
Yellow: The jurisdictional program has in place a system to monitor and report on how the safeguards 
are addressed and respected, but this system is not providing regular information on how the 
safeguards are addressed and respected. 
 
Orange: The jurisdictional program does not have in place any system to monitor and report on how the 
safeguards are addressed and respected.  
 
 

3.4 Is this information accessible to all stakeholders on a regular basis? 

MANDATORY 
Green: The system to monitor and report on how the safeguards are addressed and respected regularly 
provides relevant information to stakeholders. This information is easily accessible, or readily available 
to all stakeholders upon request.  
 
Yellow: The system to monitor and report on how the safeguards are addressed and respected provides 
relevant information to stakeholders. However, this information is not provided regularly to 
stakeholders. When provided, this information is easily accessible.  
 
Orange: This system has not provided relevant information on how the safeguards are addressed and 
respected to stakeholders. –Or - This information is not easily accessible, or available upon request.  
 
 

3.5 Are the relevant safeguards identified for the program consistent with the national safeguards 
approach for REDD+? 

Green: The approach to social and environmental safeguards being applied to the jurisdictional program 
is the same as approach being used at a national level for REDD+ (or is consistent with the emerging 
approach, if the national level safeguards approach is under development). The jurisdictional program 
may go beyond the national approach by applying additional safeguards, or jurisdiction-specific 
interpretations or indicators.  
 
Yellow: The approach to social and environmental safeguards being applied by the jurisdictional 
program is not the same approach being used at a national level, but does not contradict or undermine 
the approach being used at the national level for REDD+.  
 
Orange: The approach to social and environmental safeguards being applied by the jurisdictional 
program is not consistent with the approach being used at a national level for REDD+.  
 

3.6 Is the program contributing to the national Safeguards Information System and the summary of 
information on safeguards submitted to the UNFCCC? 

Green: The jurisdictional program contributes relevant information on how the safeguards are being 
addressed and respected in the program to the authority responsible for the national Safeguards 
Information System and for the corresponding summary of information submitted to the UNFCCC.  
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Yellow: n/a 
 
Orange: The jurisdictional program does not contribute relevant information on how the safeguards are 
being addressed and respected in the program to the authority responsible for the national Safeguards 
Information System and for the corresponding summary of information submitted to the UNFCCC. 
 

3.7 Has the country submitted their summary of information on safeguards to the UNFCCC? 

Green: The country has regularly provided the required summaries of information on how the Cancun 
safeguards are being addressed and respected to the UNFCCC through National Communications or 
other UNFCCC channels.  
 
Yellow: The country has provided at least one of required summaries of information on how the Cancun 
safeguards are being addressed and respected to the UNFCCC through National Communications or 
other UNFCCC channels. 
 
Orange: The country has not yet provided the required summaries of this information to the UNFCCC 
through National Communications or other UNFCCC channels. 
 

Criterion 4: High-level political commitment to, and support for, the program’s design and 
implementation from government partners 

Explanation: For successful implementation and sustainable results, a jurisdictional program should have 
the support of relevant authorities in a country. The jurisdictional programs’s strategy or action plan 
should be reflected in relevant national or sub-national laws, programs, plans or strategies to facilitate 
implementation.  
 
Green: Subquestion 4.1 must be assessed as Green for this Criterion to be marked Green.  
 
Yellow: This criterion should be marked as Yellow if subquestion 4.1 is assessed as Yellow. 
 
Orange: This criterion should be marked as Orange if subquestion 4.1 is assessed as Orange. 
 

4.1 Does the program demonstrate the support and commitment of high-level officials in country 
and/or sub-national jurisdiction (for example through statements of support by the president, 
minister or governor, or through incorporation into national development plans or sectoral 
strategies)?  

MANDATORY 
Green: The jurisdictional program has the support of multiple high-level authorities and government 
institutions with relevance to forest and land use decisions in the country and/or sub-national 
jurisdiction. The program’s strategy or action plan, activities, or priorities are clearly incorporated into 
relevant national or sub-national plans or strategies such as investment plans, agricultural development 
strategies, rural loan programs, or climate change laws. High-level support might be also demonstrated 
by letters or statements of support from officials such as the president or prime minister, ministers, or 
governors.  
 
Yellow: The jurisdictional program has the support of some high-level authorities and government 
institutions with relevance to forest and land use decisions in the country and/or sub-national 
jurisdiction. The program’s strategy or action plan, activities, or priorities are clearly incorporated into at 
least one relevant national or sub-national plans or strategies such as investment plans, agricultural 
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development strategies, rural loan programs, or climate change laws. – Or - High-level support has 
demonstrated by letters or statements of support from officials such as the president or prime minister, 
ministers, or governors. 
 
Orange: The jurisdictional program has not demonstrated the support of high-level authorities or 
institutions in the country and/or sub-national jurisdiction. The program’s strategy or action plan, 
activities, or priorities are not clearly incorporated into at least one relevant national or sub-national 
plans or strategies such as investment plans, agricultural development strategies, rural loan programs, 
or climate change laws. No high-level support has demonstrated by letters or statements of support 
from officials such as the president or prime minister, ministers, or governors. 
 

4.2 Does the program participate in an international initiative that provides technical or financial 
support for jurisdictional forest and climate programs (for example FCPF Carbon Fund, VCS 
Jurisdictional and Nested REDD Initiative, Governors Climate and Forest Fund, REDD Early Movers, 
major bilateral results-based payment partnership)?  

Green: The jurisdictional program formally participates in one or more international initiative that 
provides technical or financial support for jurisdictional REDD+ or sustainable landscape programs. 
(Examples may include the FCPF Carbon Fund, VCS Jurisdictional and Nested REDD Initiative, Governors 
Climate and Forest Fund, REDD Early Movers, BioCarbon Fund Initiative for Sustainable Forest 
Landscapes or major bilateral results-based payment partnerships.)  
 
Yellow:  The jurisdictional program does not participate in one or more international initiative that 
provides technical or financial support for jurisdictional REDD+ or sustainable landscape programs. 
 
Orange: n/a 
 

4.3 If no, are there other partners involved in supporting the implementation of the program?  

Explanation: This subquestion need only be answered if the answer to subquestion 4.2 is Yellow. 
 
Green: The jurisdictional program benefits from significant design and implementation support from 
one or more partners such as bilateral partners, major foundations, NGOs, private sector enterprises, or 
development banks. – Or – The jurisdictional program has sufficient resources to design and fully 
implement the strategy or action plan.  
 
Yellow: The jurisdictional program does not yet benefit from significant design and implementation 
support from one or more partners such as bilateral partners, major foundations, NGOs, private sector 
enterprises, or development banks and does not have sufficient resources to design and fully implement 
the strategy or action plan. 
 
Orange: n/a 
 

Criterion 5: Stakeholder engagement in the program’s development and implementation 

Explanation: Engagement in the design and implementation of a jurisdictional program by a full range of 
relevant stakeholders, including marginalized groups, helps ensure that the program’s strategy or action 
plan enjoys broad support amongst the people critical to its success. It also helps ensure that planned 
activities or reforms address the concerns of people affected by the program, and that any benefit 
sharing reflects circumstances within the jurisdiction. Grievance redress mechanisms help ensure any 
concerns associated with program implementation are addressed.  
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Green: Subquestion 5.1 must be assessed as Green for this Criterion to be marked Green. Subquestion 
5.2 must be assessed as Green or Yellow for this Criterion to be marked Green. 
 
Yellow: This criterion should be marked as Yellow if subquestion  5.1 is assessed as Yellow or 
subquestion 5.2 is assessed as Orange. 
 
Orange: This criterion should be marked as Orange if subquestion 5.1 is assessed as Orange. 
 
Reference materials: 
 FCPF Carbon Fund Methodological Framework 

 FCPF Readiness Assessment Framework 

 REDD+ Social and Environmental Safeguards Initiative 

 Joint FCPF/UN-REDD Programme Guidance Note: Guidance on Stakeholder Participation in 

REDD+ Readiness 

 Joint FCPF/UN-REDD Programme Guidance Note: Designing and Strengthening Grievance 

Redress Mechanisms 
 

5.1 Was the strategy or action plan developed in consultation with representatives of all stakeholder 
groups?  

MANDATORY 
Green: The jurisdictional program’s strategy or action plan was developed through substantial 
consultation with representatives of the range of major stakeholder groups that are relevant to, or 
interested in, the program. These consultations included vulnerable and marginalized groups. 
Consultations were conducted in a manner appropriate to each stakeholder group.  
 
Yellow:  The development of the jurisdictional program’s strategy or action plan included limited 
consultation with the range of stakeholder groups that are relevant to, or interested in, the program.. – 
Or - Consultations were not always conducted in a manner appropriate to each stakeholder group.  
 
Orange: The jurisdictional program’s strategy or action plan was not developed in consultation with the 
range of stakeholder groups that are relevant to, or interested in, the program.  
 

5.2 Is there a plan for stakeholder consultation and engagement during the implementation of the 
program?  

MANDATORY 
Green: There is a clear plan for consultation with all stakeholder groups that are relevant to, or 
interested in, the jurisdictional program to continue during the implementation of the program. These 
plans include marginalized groups. Consultations will be conducted in a manner appropriate to each 
stakeholder group. 
 
Yellow:  There is a an indication that consultation with all stakeholder groups that are relevant to, or 
interested in, the jurisdictional program will continue during the implementation of the program, and 
that these consultations include marginalized groups. Detailed plans are not yet available.  
 
Orange: There is no indication that consultation with all stakeholder groups that are relevant to, or 
interested in, the jurisdictional program will continue during the implementation of the program, and 
that these consultations include marginalized groups.  

https://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/fcp/files/2014/MArch/March/FCPF%20Carbon%20Fund%20Methodological%20Framework%20Final%20Dec%2020%202013.pdf
http://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/fcp/files/2013/July2013/FCPC%20framework%20text%207-25-13%20ENG%20web.pdf
http://www.redd-standards.org/
https://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/forestcarbonpartnership.org/files/Documents/PDF/July2012/Guidelines%20on%20Stakeholder%20Engagement%20April%2020,%202012%20(revision%20of%20March%2025th%20version)%20(1).pdf
https://www.forestcarbonpartnership.org/sites/forestcarbonpartnership.org/files/Documents/PDF/July2012/Guidelines%20on%20Stakeholder%20Engagement%20April%2020,%202012%20(revision%20of%20March%2025th%20version)%20(1).pdf
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwissJr4uprPAhVMVD4KHTEEAw8QFggcMAA&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.forestcarbonpartnership.org%2Fsites%2Ffcp%2Ffiles%2F2015%2FSeptember%2FFCPF_UN_REDDWebReady.pdf&usg=AFQjCNGl3pKMgvA1V1kcPrJLO2GA9Jt7DA
https://www.google.com/url?sa=t&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=web&cd=1&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0ahUKEwissJr4uprPAhVMVD4KHTEEAw8QFggcMAA&url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.forestcarbonpartnership.org%2Fsites%2Ffcp%2Ffiles%2F2015%2FSeptember%2FFCPF_UN_REDDWebReady.pdf&usg=AFQjCNGl3pKMgvA1V1kcPrJLO2GA9Jt7DA
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5.3 Is there an effective, transparent and accessible grievance redress mechanism for the strategy or 
action plan? 

Green: One or more grievance redress mechanisms has been identified to address concerns arising from 
the implementation of the jurisdictional program. The grievance redress mechanism(s) is fully 
operational, and is accessible and transparent.  
 
Yellow:  One or more grievance redress mechanisms has been identified to address concerns arising 
from the implementation of the jurisdictional program, but this mechanism(s) is not yet fully 
operational. –Or- The grievance redress mechanism(s) identified is fully operational, but is not yet fully 
accessible and transparent.  
 
Orange: No grievance redress mechanism has yet been identified to address concerns arising from the 
implementation of the jurisdictional program. 
 

Criterion 6: Location in a country with an ambitious national UNFCCC target (currently called an 
Nationally Determined Contribution or NDC) 

Explanation: A national commitment to addressing climate change is a key sign of the importance a 
government places on this topic. Nationally Determined Contributions (NDCs) are country-identified 
climate targets that may take a variety of forms. The inclusion of forests, agriculture, and/or land use in 
an NDC indicates that a government intends to take action in, and monitor net GHG emissions from, 
these sectors. Inclusion within a national target also helps mitigate the risk of leakage for subnational 
programs.  
 
Green: Through 2020: Subquestion 6.1 must be assessed as Green or Yellow for this Criterion to be 
marked Green. Post-2020: Subquestion 6.1 must be assessed as Green for this Criterion to be marked 
Green. 
 
Yellow: n/a 
 
Orange: This criterion should be marked as Orange if subquestion 6.1 is assessed as Orange. 
 
Reference materials: 
 Paris Agreement 

 UNFCCC Decision 1/CP21 

 

6.1 Has the country submitted an ambitious Nationally Determined Contribution (NDC)2? 

MANDATORY 
Green: The country has submitted a Nationally Determined Contribution (NDC), and this NDC is listed on 
the relevant registry maintained by the UNFCCC Secretariat. (Note that previously-submitted Intended 
Nationally Determined Contributions (INDCs) were converted to NDCs upon a Party joining the Paris 
Agreement, unless the Party indicated otherwise.) 
 
Yellow:  Through 2020 only: The country submitted an INDC, which is listed on the relevant UNFCCC 
website. The country has not yet submitted an NDC.  
 

                                                           
2
 Note NDCs will replace INDCs when a country formally joins the Paris Agreement.  

https://unfccc.int/files/meetings/paris_nov_2015/application/pdf/paris_agreement_english_.pdf
http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2015/cop21/eng/10a01.pdf
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Orange: The country has not yet submitted an NDC. Through 2020: The country has also not submitted 
an INDC.  
 

6.2 Does the country’s NDC include forests and/ or land use?  

Green: The country clearly includes forests, agriculture, and/or land use in their NDC. (Note this 
inclusion may take a variety of forms, including an economy-wide target, a sectoral target, or a 
commitment to implement specific policies and measures.) 
 
Yellow:  The country includes forests, agriculture, and/or land use in their NDC, but specificity on how 
these sectors are included is lacking.  
 
Orange: The country clearly excludes forests, agriculture, and/or land use in their NDC 
 
 

 

Scoring for Global Standards questions 

Global Standards 
In addition to the substantive criteria addressed above, global standards which are recognized under 
this approach will demonstrate the following characteristics, to ensure the integrity of their process of 
assessment of jurisdictional programs.  
 
Green: All questions must be assessed as Green for a standard to be recognized.  
 

A The standard administrator is an entity that has no conflict of interest with respect to administering 
the standard. 

Green: The standard administrator has policies on conflict of interest. No conflict of interest has been 
identified with respect to the administration of the standard. Neither the institutional standard 
administrator, not the individuals involved in the administration benefits from a positive or negative 
decision on any specific jurisdictional program.  
 
Yellow: The standard administrator does not have clear policies on conflict of interest, but no conflict of 
interest has been identified with respect to the administration of the standard. Neither the institutional 
standard administrator, not the individuals involved in the administration nor benefits from a positive or 
negative decision on any specific jurisdictional program. 
 
Orange: A conflict of interest has been identified with respect to the administration of the standard.  
 

B The standard has been developed through a process of public and stakeholder consultation. 

Green: The process for developing the standard was transparent, and involved opportunities for public 
input as well as consultations with key stakeholder groups.  
 
Yellow: The process for developing the standard involved opportunities for public and stakeholder 
input.  
 
Orange: The process for developing the standard did not involve public or stakeholder consultation. 
 

C The standard is publicly available. 
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Green: Substantial information on the standard is accessible to the public, and is relatively easy to find 
for an informed stakeholder.  
 
Yellow: Some information on the standard is accessible to the public and is relatively easy to find for an 
informed stakeholder. Additional information is available upon request.  
 
Orange: Information on the standard is not relatively easy to find for an informed stakeholder. 
 

D Jurisdictional programs are assessed for compliance with the requirements of the standard through 
a transparent process based on third party assessment and all final documents and associated 
assessments are publicly available.  

Green: Jurisdictional programs are assessed for compliance with the standard through a process that 
includes transparent third-party assessment, validation, or verification of key elements of program 
design. The results of these assessments, as well as final jurisdictional program documents, are available 
to the public and easily accessible.  
 
Yellow: Jurisdictional programs are assessed for compliance with the standard through a process that 
includes third-party assessment, validation, or verification of at least one element of program design. 
The results of these assessments, as well as final jurisdictional program documents, are accessible to the 
public or available upon request. 
 
Orange: Jurisdictional programs are not assessed for compliance with the standard through a process 
that includes third-party assessment, validation, or verification of key elements of program design.  
 

E Jurisdictional programs are assessed periodically, at least every 5 years, for continued compliance 
with the requirements of the standard. 

Green: The standard assesses jurisdictional programs more frequently than every 5 years for continued 
compliance with the requirements of the standard. These assessments include reporting on social and 
environmental safeguards, the system to measure and monitor decreased deforestation and decreased 
net forest-related emissions, and the continuation of measured results that are below the assessed 
baseline. 
 
Yellow:  The standard assesses jurisdictional programs at least every 5 years for continued compliance 
with the requirements of the standard. These assessments include reporting on social and 
environmental safeguards, the system to measure and monitor decreased deforestation and decreased 
net forest-related emissions, and the continuation of measured results that are below the assessed 
baseline. 
 
Orange: The standard does not assess jurisdictional programs at least every 5 years for continued 
compliance with the requirements of the standard. –Or- These assessments do not include reporting on 
social and environmental safeguards, the system to measure and monitor decreased deforestation and 
decreased net forest-related emissions, and the continuation of measured results that are below the 
assessed baseline. 
 

F The standard administrator maintains a public list of jurisdictional programs that meet the 
requirements of the standard. 

Green: A current list of jurisdictional programs that meet the requirements of the standard is accessible 
to the public.  
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Yellow: A current list of jurisdictional programs that meet the requirements of the standard is available 
to the public upon request.  
 
Orange: A current list of jurisdictional programs that meet the requirements of the standard is not 
accessible to the public. 
 

 

… 

Supporting text 
Relevant text from submitted documents should be copied into the text boxes below. This helps provide 
clarity on which information is relevant to each criterion, and how consistency with criteria and 
questions was assessed. It also provides a quick reference for documentation.  
 
Criterion Relevant text 

1  
 
 
 

2  
 
 
 
 

3  
 
 
 
 

4  
 
 
 
 

5  
 
 
 
 

6  
 
 
 
 

Standards  
 
 
 
 

 


