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SCSglebal

Comments regarding proposed modifications to Compliance Offset Protocols

Introduction

I
SCS Global Services thanks the California Air Resources Board (ARB) for the ability to comment on the proposed Regulatory Review
Update to the Compliance Offset Protocol for U.S, Forest Projects (“Forest Protocol”) and Compliance Offset Protocol for Rice
Cultivation Projects (“Rice Protocol”). SCS appreciates the opportunity to suggest improvements to these protocols.

Having verified 75% of the compliance projects under the Farest Protocol and with far-reaching expertise in the verification of offset
projects under several standards in the voluntary market, SCS has drafted the following comments for the ARB’s consideration.
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Comments Regarding the Draft Revision to the Compliance Offset Protocol U.S. Forest Projects

The draft revision to the Compliance Offset Protocol U.S. Farest Projects (“the Protocol”) will be known, within this section, as the
“draft revision”.

No Section(s) Language Comment
1w 1.2(21) *“Forest Management” means the Definition too narrow and does not include multiple forest
commercial or noncommercial management objectives outside of harvesting.

growing and harvesting of forests.
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No.

2

Section|s)
1.2(38)

Language
“Professlonal Forester” means a
prafessional engaged in the sclence
and profession of forestry, For forest
projects that occur in a jutisdiction
that has professional forester
licensing laws and regulations, a
professional forester must be
credentlabed in that Jurlsdiction,
Where a Jurlsdiction does not have a
professional forester law or
regulation, then a professional
forester is defined as either having
the Certified Forester credantials
managed by the Society of American
Foresters, or other valid professional
forester license or credential
approved by a government agency in
a different jurisdiction.

For forest projects that ocour an
lands held In trust by the United
States for a tribe or a tribal member,
or oh tribally owned fee land, a
Professional Forester with credentials
managed by the Soclety of American
Foresters, Tribal Forest Manager,
Tribal Timber Sale Officer, Tribal or
BIA Officerin

Chatge, or BIA Regional Forester is

Comment’

The professional forestry credentials from a jurisdiction {2.g. a CA.
Registerad Professional Forestar] should alse be suitable for tribal
lands since a SAF CF is allowed.

In addition, jurisdictions that have a profassional foraster licensing
law but It is net a requirement to practlce forestry the professional
forester credential should not ba required. For examgle, In the
state of Michigan, you do not need to be a “registered forester” to
practice forestry; it is a voluntary registration.

It would be helpful for ARB to provide a Hist of the states which
have a professional forester law or regulations so koth OPCs and
Verification Bodies are aware of the requirements. -

Séctlun(s]

sufficiant,
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211

Involve rotational harvesting of
refarasted trees...

Fhe term "rotational harvesting |s'not defined. It Is recommended
that this term be dafined or replaced with a defined term.
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No.  Section{s) Language

st 95%;nativel |t is:
it carbon |
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No.  Section(s) Language Comment

) 3.1{a}1} Native species are identified under It is recommended that ARB personnel confirm, through careful
the heading “Associated Species” in tonsultation with outside experts, that this is, in fact, the case for
the Assessment Area Data File all assessment areas within the geographlc scope of the draft
associated with this protocel version | revision, it has been SC5' experience, in past verification audits,
availabla on the Forest Offset that the species [dentifted wthin the heading “Assoclated Specles”
Protoco| Resources section of ARB’s | in the Assessmant Area Data File are exemplary of a specific
website, assessment area, but that the list of species under this heading Is

| not necassarily an exhaustive list of species that are native to any
glven assessment area, As one example of this, many hardwood
species (a.g,, blue oak, California black oak, Californla live oak) that
naturally oceur within the "Coast Redweaod/Douglas-fir Mixed
Conlfer" assessment area of the "Northern Californla Coast”
supersaction are not llsted within the heading “Associated
Specles” for that assessment area.
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Sectlonis}

Sridicat .g'-’that.i:h prd}ef

and:maintains native forests.-

3.1[ali1)

Assessed at initial and ak subsequent | It is stated in Table 3.1 that the "Native Specles” and "Compaosition
verifications from Inventary data of Natlve Species” criterla are "Assessed at inltial and ail
subsequent verlflcations from Invantory data." However, it is
unclear how this assessment can happean pricr to the second site-
visit verification for reforestatien projects, since inventory data
may not be avallable for reforestation projects prior to the second
site-vislt verificatlon (as allowed by the Protozol).

. Sectiqn(s
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Comment
T his tent i
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No.
10

Section(s}
3.1{aK1}

Language

All forest landheldings within
geographic areas eligibie under this
protocol [the contiguous Unitad
States and eligible portions of Alaska
Identlifiad on the map avallable from
the Forest Offset Protocel Resources
saction of ARB's webslte), including
the project area, owned or controlled
by the forest owner(s) and its
affillates {as defined in subchapter
3.1(a)(2)) =re currently under onz or
a combinatlon of the following...

Comment

All language within this row of Table 3.1 is redundant, as it
duplicates requlrements contained within Section 3.14a){2){C). It is
recommended that the radundant text be déleted,

BAE) T

o fecently tndergons salvage:
projectarea‘that have-hof

Ne.

Section(s)
3.1(a)(1)
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Language
Assessed during inftial and all
subsequent verifications from
inventory data

Comment

The row under the heading "Structural Elements {Standing and
Lying Dead Wood)" within Table 3.1 indicates that compliance
with these requirements are "Assessed during initial and all
subsequent verlficatlons from Inventory data". However, the row
also contalns references to determination of whether “the
quantity of lving dead wood Is commensurate with recruitment
from standing dead trees" ar, in other words, whether there is
evidence "that lylng dead wood has been actively removed",
Strictly speaking, it will typically net be pessible to assess whether
"iying dead wood has been actively removed" from inventory
data, as Inventories of lylng dead wood are typleally not
malntained {nor are they reguired to be maintained by the
Protocol), h practice, a determination of this Is. typically made
during a site visit and during meetings with project personnel,
Therefore, it Is recommended that "Assessed during initial and all
subsequent verifications from Inventory data" be changed to
"Assessed during initial and all subsequent verifications froin
inventory data and, where relevant, observations from site visits
and other verificatlon activities",
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No.  Section(s) Language . Comment
| standing:dedd:we i

14 3.1{a)i1) salvage harvesting The Protocol dees not have a definltiop of the term "salvage
harvesting”, as applied in the row under the heading "Structural
Elements [Standing and Lying Dead Wood)" within Table 3.1. It Is
recommended that such a definition can be provided, The
Dictionary of Forestry (http:f fwww.dictionaryofferestry.orgf},
publishad by the Society of American Foresters, is one helpful
saurce for this type of dafinition.

a
;
|

5c5 Global Services | 2000 Powell Street, Ste, 600, Emeryyiliz, CA 94608 USA | +1510.452.5000 maln | +1.510.452.8001 fax | Page1lof42

Language Commen
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Ne.  Section{s) © language Comment

16 3.1{b)}{1)({E} The decrzase In standing live tree The criteria by which it should be evaluated whether "the residual
carben stocks acours after tha final live carbon stocks are maintained at a level that asstres all

craditing period {during the required | credited standing live tree carbon stocks are permanently

100 year monitoring period) and the | maintained” are unclear. It is recommended that additional

residual live carbon stocks are criteria be added to clarify this requirement.

malntained at a level that assures all

creditad standing live tree carben

stocks are permanently maintalned;
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No.  Section{s) FEDEATER Comment : i E -
18 3.4.1{c) The legal reguirement tast is satisfiad | The guoted text Is grammatically incorrect. Itis recommendad

If... {3) Avoided conversion projects that "Avolded conversion projects must submit offcial
must submit official documentation" be replaced with "Avalded conversion projacts
documentation...” submit official documentation®

urrerit forested fand us
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]
3
;
3

Na.  Sectlon(s) Language - Comment

20 3.4.2{b)(3){A)(?) | Tha Offset Project Operator or The language is somewhat confusing. it is correct if the appraised
Autherlzed Project Designee snust valuas for each parcel are first calculated on a total basls (i.e.,
sum the Individual appralsed values equal to the appraised value of each parcel, on a per-acre basis,
fur each parcel within the project multiplied by the area of that parcel). Howaver, if the appraised
area when cafculating the ACD. values for each parcel are first calculated on a per-acre basis (as

thiey often are In real-gstate appralsals), application of this
language will result in failure to properly weight values by parcel
area. It Is recommended that "sum the individual appraised valuas
for each parce] within the project area" be replaced with either
"take the weighted average {weighted by area of each parcel
within the project area) of the individual appraised values for each
parcel”.
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Section(s)
<1ib), 4.2(b},
EE)

Comment

No.

22

Section(s)
5{c), 3,5.2(c}
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Language’
...for reporting period y...

Comment

The temporai scopes of the variables A AConsite and A BConsite
have been defined as "since the last reporting period". Thisis a
helpful improvement in clarity over the previous version of the
Protecol, However, this is not entirely conslstent with the
definitions of the variables AConsite,y, AConsite,y-1, COy, CDy-1,
BConsite,y, and BConsite,y-1, which Indicate that the respect
variables ara quantified "for reporting period y" or "for reporting
perfod y-1". This raises the guestlon: for which time in in the
reporting period should these varlables should be quantified? For
greater clarity, It s recommended that all instances of ™'for
reporting period y" be replaced with "at the end of reporting
peried y' and all Instances of "for reporting period y-1" be
replaced with "at the end of reporting period y-1", which is
consistent with the definitions of the variables A AConsite and A
BConslte.

It is recommended thak corresponding changes be made to
Egquatlon 3.1 in Section 3.5.2(c).
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Section{s)

Langliage
cafho!

No. .

4

Section[s)
5,1.1(d}1)(A),
5,2.2(e), 5.2.1{d)
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Language

The baseline for a ferest project
under this version of the protacol is
valid for the duration of the project
life following a suceessful initial

verlfication where the offset project

recelves a pasitive verification
statement.

{1) If correctable errors to the
baseline are detected in subsequent
verlfications, the baseline must be
adjusted prior to a verification
statement betng issuad. The
corrected baseline would then
superseda the originally verifled
baseline for tha purpose of
determining GHG emission
reductions and GHG removal
anhancements going forward.

(A) Previously issues ARB offset
credits will be subject to the
invalidation provisions in section
95985 of the Regulation.

{B) In ho case will additional ARB
offset credit be Issued.

Comment

It is racommended that "Previously Issues ARB offset crediis” be
replaced with "Previously issued ARB offset credits”,

It Is suggested that additional criterla addad for determination of
what constitutes a "correctable arror”. -

It Is recommended that "going forward" be replaced with more
precise language (a.g., "for the reporting period for which the
offset verification services are being ¢conducted and all subsequent
reporting periods").

It Is unclear exactly what is meant by the statement “in no case
will additional ARB offset credit be jssued". This statement could
mean that in no case wlli additional ARB offset cred ts be issuad
for prior reporting pericds (for which credits have already been
issued), It could also mean that in no case will ARB offset cradits
be Issued, througho ut the project craditing period) that ara in
excess of those that would have been issued with the prier
{erroneous) baseiine in place, It could alsa mean that both of the
previous canditions s true, It |s suggastad that clarification be
provided,
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Comment

.ga

galeblation on the basls of the harvested bole only).and are.

ommended for deletion;. .

26 | 5.1.2(a),5.1.4, ..determing the actual amount of For greater ¢larity, it is recommended that this language be linked

5.2.3{a){2}, carbon |n standing live and standing | to the well-written definitlons already Included in the Protocok.
5.2.5{a), dead trees (whole tree Including Thus, it is suggested that "amount of carbon in standing live and
5.3.2{al2}, belowground biemass and bark)... standing dead trees (whole tree Including belowground blomass
5.3.4a} and bark)" be replaced with "Standing Live Tree Carbon Stocks and

StandIng Dead Tree Carbon Stacks".
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‘Mo.  Saction{s) Language ' Comment

28 5.2.3(a}, ...AChw,n for use in equations 5.10, The references to Equations C.8 and €.17 in these sections are
5.2.5(a}, 5.2.5, C.8, and C.17).. Incorrect {and recommended for deletion), since the end result of
5,3.2(a), BChv,n far use in equations 5.10, C.8, | sectlons 5.2.3{a}, 5.2.5(a), 5.8.2(a), and 5.3.5(a) is the calculation
5.3.5(a), 5.2.6 and C.17)... of secondary effects (not the calculations of Appendix C). It is

understood that tha confusion is caused, In part, by the usa of the
vatiable names AChv,n and BChv,h for bath the calculaticn of
secondary effects and the calculations of Appendix C{it Is
recommended that this confusion be minimized by uslng differant
variable names forthe two processes).

f the: forest praject is locafed on il

SC§ Global Services | 2000 Powell Street, Ste, 600, Emeryville, CA B4608 USA § +1,510.452.8000 maia | +1.510.452.8001 fax | Page 23 of 42

No.. Section(s) -Language Comment .

30 N/A Mo specific Janguage] The draft revision contains instances, throughout, where
deflnitions of terms dafinad in Sectlon 1.2{a) are elther repeated
or paraphrased elsewhere within the draft revision. Itis

} recommended that this be avoided, as It results In the following:
1. In some cases, the potentlal for a more cluttered and confusing
text {6.g.,, it is stated in Sectlon 3.1(a}{4}(B) that "Open cancpy

{ harvest unlts, harvast unlis with an area of 8 acres or greater that
have less than 50 sguare feet of basal area retention, must have a
buffer area of forest vegetaticn containing at least 50 square feet
of hasal area retention must surround the harvest unit"; the
definitlon of "open canopy harvest unft” has been repeated within
the text in such a manner that it Is not clear whether "harvest
units with an ares of 3 acres or graater that have less than 50
square feet of basal area retention” are different from, or the
same as, "open canopy harvest units"}

2. In some cases, tha patential for slightly differant definitions to
be applied, leading to a potential for internal incensistency (e.g.,
"Significant Disturbance" appears to be paraphrased within
Section 2,1[a}(2) as an event that "resulted In a loss of at |2ast 20
percent of the land's above-ground standing live tree biomass”;
this Is not entirely consistent with the full definftion of this term,
but is sufficiently simllar to make it unclear whether the two
desctiptions of "Significant Disturkance" are contradictory)

In semmary, It is recommended that al} descriptions of defined
terms be restricted to Section 1.2{a), unless a compelling reason
exlsks to the contrary for a specific instance.
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No. - Secticn(s} Langua ]

32 N/A [No specific language] The terms "above-ground standing live tree carbon stocks” and
"above-ground standing live kree biomass® are used several times
within the draft revision, but are not defined within Section 1.2(a).
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No. Section(s) Language Comment

"Above-Ground Live Biomass" is defined within Section 1.2{a) but
used only once, in Section 7.1.2{a){1). "Below-ground standing live
tree carbon stocks” Is not defined within Section 1.2{a). The
followIng actions are suggested:

1. Provide a definition for "above-graund standing live tree carbon
stocks” and "below-ground standing live tree carbon stocks”
within Sectfon 1.2(a).

2. Replace "akbove-ground standing live tree biomass" with
"above-ground standing live tree carbon stocks” {"above-ground
standing live tree biemass" is only used in the context of the
definitlon of a significant disturbance as a "natural impact that
results in a ioss of at least 20 percent of the above-ground
standing live tree biomass”, and, as calculated using the approach
mandated by the Protocel, 20 percent of the above-ground
standing llve tree carbon stocks is, by definltion, equivalent to 20
percent of the above-graund standing live tree blomass, so the
Inciusion of the two separate terms is redundant),

3, Replace "Above-Ground Live Biomass" with "above-ground
standing live tree carbon skocks” for conslstency with the
definition of "Sighlificant Disturbance” {as in action #2 abova),
(Biemass in shrub cover is generally not quantlflable and generally
not of interast with respect to the definition of a "Significant
Disturbance”. Any loss in blomass in shrub cover is likely to be
transtent in any case, as shrubs are, generally speaking, Iikely to
re-occupy a site within a few years of a disturbance.)

4. Remove the definitlon of "Above-Ground Live Biomass from
Section 1.2{a).
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No.

~Section(s]
WA

language

34

Sectionis)
throughout
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Language

Comment -
It is recommaended that the parameters BChy,n.and AChy,n be
renamed BChy,y and AChv,y, respectively, for greater consistency

with the symbology usad elsewhere In the Protocol.

35

1.1.1112)

If the project is located on one of the
above categories of land, a
description and capies of
documentation demonstrating that
the Yand Is owned by {or subject to an
awnership or possessory Interest of}
a tribe or private entitles

|t §s unclear what "abova categories of land” refers to. From
comparison with the currently prevalling Protocol, it appears that
the Intent Is to refer to the categorles of land set out in Section
7.1.1(11Ha)-{c). If so, It Is sugpested that this be more ¢learly
indicated, perhaps by replacing “che of the above categories of
Jand” with “lands falling within one of the categories set out in
subchapter 7.1,1{11}{a}{c)".

36

7.1.1(32)

Declaration that the project is not

belng imptemented and conducted as
the result of any law, statute,
regulation, court erder, or other
legally binding mandate?

The sentence Is not grammatically correct, 1t is recommended that
It be replaced with "an indicatlon as to whather the project Is
being implemented and/or conducted as the result of any law,
statute, regulatlon, court order, or ather legally binding mandate”.

37

7.1.4{a)

In additicn to the requirernents of
7.1.1, improved forest management
projects an public lands must
provide..,

The retuirerments for Section 7.1.4 should be applicable only when
the public land baseline procedure In Section 5.2.2 Is applicable
{per Sectien 5.2], It Is recommended that “en public lands" be
repkaced with "on land that was publicly owned prior to the offset
project commencement date”™.
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Sectionis)

Language

Comment

38 7.1.3(a) in addition to the requiremants of The requirements for Section 7.1.3 should also be applicable on
7.1.1, improved forest management | public lands for which the private land baseline procedure in
projects en private lands must Section 5.2.1 Is applicable [per Sectlen 5.2{b)). Itis recommended
provide.,, that "on grivate lands" be replaced with "on private land —or on

land that Is transferred to public-ownershlp at the time the project
is initiated",

39 7.1.4{a)(3) “policy item” [t is not clear exactly what is meant by “palicy item®, This term

should be deflned,

40 | Appendix E{bM4) | The category must be consistant with | It Is not clear what action must be taken In the event that the
the stated site class previded at time | stated site cless provided at the time of lIsting Is found to be
of listing. ingorrect. It is recommended that this requirement be removed. A

competent veriflcation body would then ensure, with reasonable
assurance, that the identified site class Is correct,

41 7.2(c} The listing informatian in subchapter | 5C5 understands that, under most circumstances, lisking

7.1 must be inchided in the initial
Offset Project Data Report, and is
subject to verlfication at the initial
and all subsequent offset project
varificatians,

information Is not subject to change. This belng the case, itis
unclear how listing information can be "subject to verification”
during the initial verification, SCS undarstands that the intent here
is that the infermation provided within the inltial OPDR must be
subject to verificatfon during the tnitial verification audit, but this
cauld be mare clearly explained. In addltion, It is unclear how, or
under what ¢ircumstances, the informatlen in the Initial OPDR can
or should be assessed durlng “all subsequent offset project
verifications” (since neither the Protocol nor the Regulation

No.

Sectton(s)
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Language

Comment

appear to otherwise contaln any indication that the initial OPDR is
subfect to assessment during all subsequent verification audits).

42 721 The COffset Project Operator or It Is unclear in what form “the information required by section
Authorized Project Designee must 95976 of the Regulation and the following Information” must be
submlt the information required by submitted. While it appears to be implled, from the placement of
section 85876 of the Regulation and | Section 7.2.1 as a sub-section of Sectlon 7.2 (the heading for which
the following infarmatlon Is "Offset Project Data Report”), that the informatlon set out in

Section 7.2.1 must be submitted in an OPDR, this is not explicitly
stated.

43 7.2.1(a)4) Any technical consultants; It is unclear exactly what is meant by “technical consultant”.

44 7.2.1{a}15), An estimate of reporting perlod

7.2.1{al24)(A)

harvest volumes {may be reported in
tC02e or t1CO2e/acre as appropriate)
and associated carbon in harvested
wood products

Projections of baselne and actual
harvesting volumes from the project
area over 100 years (may ba reported
in tCO2e or tCO2e/acra as
approprigte}

Harvest voluma is typically reported in terms of board feet or
cubic feet, so it s unclear how volume could be reperted “in -~
tC02e or tCO2e/acre”,
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45

" Section{s)

7.2.4{a)(19)

Langua'ge

The avoided conversion discount
factor, as datermined following the
reguirements of subchapter 5.2.1
and approved at offset project’s
initial verification

Comment - . -
As the avoided cenversion discount factor is only applicable to
avoided conversian projects, [t Is suggested that the guoted
language he preceded with “For avoided conversion projects,

a6

T.2.1{8){24)B)

If the forest project is located on
public land, provide documentation
demanstrating explicit approval of
the offset project’s management
actlvities and baseline Including any
public vetting processes necessary to
evaluate management and policy
decisions concerning the offset
project;

This requirement Is applicable only when the publiic |land baseline
procedure in Section 5.2.2 Is applicable (per Sectlon 5.2). Itis
recommended that "on public land" be replaced with "on land
that was publicly owned prior to the offsat project
commencement date".

47

8(c)

The Offset Verlfication Statement for
the initial reporting perlod must be
received by ARB or an Offset Project
Registry within 13 months after the
conclusion of the Reporting Period
far which ofiset verification services
were performed

This appears to conflict with the reguirement In Section 95977(d)
of the Regulation that “Any Offset Varificatlon Statement must be
received by ARB or an Offset Project Registry within eleven
maonths after the conclusion of the Reporting Pariod for which
offset varlfication services were performad.”

48

[no speclic language]

The prevailing Protocal explicitly Identifies the initial verffication as
a full verlfication, However, such an explicit identification ls
missing from the draft revision,

49

-_Sectio'n[s]

8lg).
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Language

.| At least a less-intensive veriflcation is

required anytime there (s a change to
the forest project's revessal risk
rating as a result of employing a
qualified conseryation easement,

Comment
It is not clear what Is meant by "At least a less-intensive
verification”.

50

8.1{b)2)EN2)

Verifiers must use professional
Judgment as determined by the
Registered Professional Forester
when assessing the basal area
retentlon levels, size limitatlons, and
buffer area requirements and may
make detarminations by visual
inspection, if obvlous, or sampling
according to the following basal
retentioh sampling guidance

"Registerad Profassional Forester” is not defined. Perhaps this was
meant as a reference to “Professional Forester? It Is also unclear
which “Professional Forester” is being referred to. In addition, itis
suggested that criteria for determination of when determinations
can be made “by visual inspection”, Verlfication bodies ara likely
to experience a high level of pressure to forego the time-intensive
fleld sampling procedure set out in Section 8.2(E}{2)(EN2), and,
therefore, a high level of pressure to make determinations by
visual Inspection. Additional criteria would assist in ensurlng that
verification bodies provide the level of rlgor in assessing these
requirements that is required by ARB.

51

g.1{bN2EN2Ha)

Establish a 2~chain systematic grid
within each harvest unit or buffer
area sampled,

Itis hot clear how many harvast unlts or buffers pead to be
sampled. The level of auditing time and assessment rigor will
obviously vary widely, depending on the number of areas
sampled, and so it is recommended that this be ciarified.
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No.

52

Section{s)

8.1(b){ZHE)2Hc)

Language

Mavigate through the harvest unit er
buffer area by selecting a course of
successive sample polnts that inltiate
in the lowest stocked ares and
praceed to higher stacked peints
within the harvest unlt;

Comment

[t is unclear exactly what this language means. It is not clear what
“lowest stocked” means. Even In the event that a definition is
provided for this term, it will ba impossible, in most cases, to
precisely identify "the lowest stocked area”, The Instruction to
“proceed to higher stocked points within the harvest unit” is
meaningless as, by definition, all areas within a glven polygon that
are not “the lowest stocked area” of that polygon willbe *higher
stacked points”, It is also unclear how this instructlon s to be
interpreted where a buffer area, rather than a harvest unit, is
being inspected,

53

;3.1(11)(2)[51(2)((!

Sampllng must ba conducted for
basal area retantion and parformed
ustng a prism, relaskop, or angle
gauge using a basal area factor that -
will yield 6-10 trees an average at
each sample point throughout the
harvest unit

The Janguage “on average at each sample point” is self~
contradictory. The quoted lapguage makes sense only with “at
each sample point” stricken. With this modification, it is good
general forest sampling advice, but it becomes challenging when
written inte a regulatery pretacol, It may be difficult to [dentify,
ahead of time, the basal area factor that will yleld 6-10 trees on
average throughout the harvest unit. It does not make sense to
require the verificatlon body to achleve something that may not
be practicable to achieve,

56

8.1.1{a}, 8.1.1{j)

The offsat verifler must re-measura
existing monumented sample plots
when all plot locations within a
project area can be found and it s
statistically appropriate.

A paired test must be used whan
existing menumented sample plots
ware re-measured,

Circumstances may exist whereby ali plot locations within a
project area can ba found but the plets are not considered
“monumented”, |t Is recommended that the term “monumented”
be ramoved, as It adds no information to the discussion. |

No.
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language .

Section(s)

Comment

8.1.1{kJi1) If the Offset Project Operator or It is unclear what Is meant by "combine sample data for” and

Authorized Project Designee did not | "combined the measurement of”.
combine sample data for standing
live and standing dead treas...
if the Offset Project Gperator or
Authorized Project Dasignee
tombined the measurement of
standing live and standing dead
tregs..

58 g.1.1 “agraement” The term "agreement”, as used throughout this section, is not

defined, and it is unclear what this term means,
59 8.1.1{c}{2) When a carbon pool or combinstlen | In practice, this language would mean that the lowest verification

of pools have been stratified into six
or more strata for the purposes of
astimating the forest project’s
inventory, the offset verifler must
select 2 minimum of three strata,
basad on the offset verifier's
avaluation of risk. The strata selacted
for sampling must represent a total
sum of at least 50% of tha total sum
of carbon stocks measured in CO2e,
Sampling of more than three strata
may be required.

costs would always be ensured by selection of the three strata
contalning the highest total carbon stocks. As Ikis always
Important for veriflcation badies to keep verification costs
competitive, verification bodies would therefore be under
considerable pressure to consistentiy select the three strata
containing the highest total carbon stocks, This woulkd lead to the
passibility that strata te be selected for sequential sampling could
be rellably determined beforehand, which may well lead to
negative unintended consequences, As 5C5 feels that successful
Implementation of the sequential sampling procedure on upto
three strata (as is done under the currently prevailing Protocol} is
sufficient to attain a reasenable assurance regarding the guality of
a forast Inventory, it Is recommended that these reguirements be
removed.
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Section[s}
8.1.1{c)(2)

Language

If the preject area has not been
stratified or there are less than 3
strata, the offset verlfier must locate
the plots or clusters usng a process
of thei own design consistent with
the objectives of a random, risk-
based, and efficient approach.

Comment C
This requirement has been remavad from the context within
which It Is located within tha currently prevalling Protorol.
Detached from this context, it is confusing and misleading. It is
recommended that it be deleted.

61

8.1.1{d)

Selectlon of stands must be based on
the following

It Is SCS’ understand|ng that the procadures referring to “stands”
withIn this section of the Protocol are optlonal and may be
followed at the discretion of the veriflzation body, However, this Is
not clear within the currently pievailing Protocol, it is supgasted
that this be clarified in the draft revislen,

62

8.0.1{e){2)

Varification plots must reflect the
varlability In tree species, heights,
and diameters existing in the project
area

In practice, this text may conflict with the requirement of Section
8.1.1(e}(4] that “Plots, or ciusters, must be Independently salected
within a stand using a random or systematic design” (since a
statlstically sound randam or sysiematic design may not resultina
set of plots that reflects “the varlabllity in tree species, heights,
and diameters axisting In the project area”, As the most important
thing is to retaln statistical validity In the selectlon of verification
plots, it Is recommended that this requirement be removed.

63

8.1.1{e){s}

If the offset project is not stratified
far each applicable carbon pool, the
offset verifier must altocate the ploks
or clisters oh a randomlzed basis

It is unclear what this requiremant means, or what It adds to the
Protecol, It is suggested that this requiremeant be removed,
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No.  Section(s). Language i Comment . R

64 8.1.1(e){5) No more than B plots or clusterscan | This language fs confusing in Its context within the draft revision. it
be assigned to a stand, unless the should be movad In a manner that makes its linkage with Section
graups of plots required far 8.1,1{d) clearer.
verification exceed the number of
stands that exist for the offset
project;

65 8.1.1(=){5} The minlmum number of sample It Is recommended that the values in this table be revarted to
plots varies by project size and those within the currently prevalling Protocol {see comment 59
number of strata (table 8.1). above},

66 8.1.1(h) For effective appllication of the It Is unclear what this language means, exactly, or what clarity it is

sequential statistics in the field, the
offset varifier must use thelr
discretion to determine If the
stopiping rules have been met for
each stratum...

intended to add, In SCS' experience, the sequential sampling test
is typically carrled out after at least the minimum number of plots
have been sampled and after 2 number of additional plots have
been sampled, as agreed to with the Offsat Project Operator or
Autharlzed Project Designee, Specific Instructions on when to
carry out the sequsntial sampling test are not contalned within
the currently prevailing Protocol, and SCS Is aware of no reasen
why they should be. Sz far as all ather requirements are complied
with, it should be the veriflcation body's determInation as to when
o undertake the sequential sampling test. It Is recommended that

sub-section 8.1.1{h) be deleted.
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Ne.  Section{s) © language Comment
67 8.1.1(h}(4) The verlfler may defer the It is unclear what this language means or what clarity it is Intended
determination untll no later than the | to add, Itis also unclear why any restrictions are belhg proposed
end of each day of sampling, which regarding the timeline for carrying the sequential sampling
will include the full set of plots process. |n many cases, scheduling constraints preclude
measurad in that day. immadiate implementakion of the sequential sampling test {and a
subsequent decision as to how to proceed). The requlrement to
carry out the daclsion at “the and of each day of sampllihg” would
Impose onerous, and costly restrictions where they are completely
unnecessary. It s also unclear what Is meant by the requirement
that “the determination” must “include the full set of piots
measured In that day”. Strictly speaking, a determination cannot
fnclude anything.
68 8. L1{N(2} Re-sample the strata with a new it s recommended that “a new plots” be replaced with “new
plots selected using the methadology | plots®,
of subchapter 8.1.1
69 8.1.1()(3) If randomization results in the It is unclear whera the verification bady is required to “indicate

Incluston of plots that have already
baen sampled during a previous site
visit and that informaticn has been
shared with the Offset Project
Operator, Authorized Project
Designee, forest ownar{s) or fts
affilistes during that site visit, the
offset verifler must indicate thay
have tested for bias;

they have testad for bias”. [tis unclear how such testing is
intended to be carried out. :

Sectiun(-sl
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No. © Language Commeant
70
71 3.1(a)(4) If harvesting occurs within the SCS is strongly opposed to the language of Section 3.1(a)(4), asitis

project area, meet the fellowing
harvest unit size and buffer area
requirements...

opposed to any language restricting ferest management practices
beyend the sustainable forest management requirements already
contalned within the currently prevalling Protocol. These
reguirements, which originate in the Climate Actlon Reserve's
Farest Project Protocol Version 3.2, were developed during a
lengthy series of work group sessions with a diverse group of
stakehelders that included major landowners, the environmental
comrunity, the agencies, non-governmental organizations and
ather interastad parties {including 5CS). The balanced serles of .
reguirements emarging from that precess ensured appropriate
envitonmental safeguards while also facilitating widespread
participatlon (and, thus, GHG emlssion remaoval enhancements)
across a varlety of geographic locations, awnership categories and
landowner objectives. By contrast, the requirements of Section
3.1{a){4) would restrict forest management far beyond the
requirements of the most restrictive state-level regulations
{ncluding the California Forest Practice Act and Rules), thus
unnecessarily limiting marketplace access and intreducing
burdensome complications with no discernable benefit
{environmental or otherwise),

The requirements of Section 3.1(a){4){A) would Impose an
atbitrary opening size that Is far smaller than the industry
standard In many areas, The requirements of Section 3.1(a}{4)(B)
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No.  Section(s) lLanguage . Comment

would impose a buffer area that is fram 330% (for a 10-acre
harvest unlt) to 881% (for @ A0-acre harvast unit) as large as the
harvest area itself. Mareover, unlike many compatable state
forest prackice regulations {which allow for “buffer” areas to ba
harvested after “green-up” has occurred, i.e., after the harvest
unit is stocked with regeneration of & preseribad size and dens/ty),
the draft reviskon would contalns no such prevision, theraby
requiring retentlon of the buffer areas in perpatuity. Such
requlrements can only be described as punitive, Ih many
circumstances, harvests that leave a rasidual basal area of lass
than 50 squara feat per acre are completely compatibie with
sound forest management strategies, including mahagement
strategies that are geared at maximization of envirenmentat
benefits. For example, landowners may choose to Implement such
harvests in order to shift spacies mixes {Including favoring species
that provide better habitat for certain wildllfe specles) or
accelerate development of late-successional forest structures,
pravide habltat for animals and plants that thrive in early-
successional forested settings, in addition to meetlng financlal and
othar management objectives, 5CS is aware of no reason that such
management strategles should be disincentivized in such a
dramatic fashlon.

Finally, [mpositicn of the proposed reguirements wouid nlase
verlfication bodies In the role of forest practice inspectors and
substantively (if not dramatically) increase the level of effort
required for offset verification services, As outlined above, this
Increasa in required verification effort would carry with it no
discernable benefit, In summary, the requirements of Section
3.1(a}{4) constitute a completely unwarranted and unnecessary
additlon to the Protocol, It is recommended that they be removed
in thelr entirety.
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Comments Regarding the Draft Revision to the Compliance Qffset Protocol Rice Cultivation Projects

No Sactions(s) Language Comment
1 Compliance This clause states that no more than 10% of a participatlng fieid’s
Offsat Protocol perimeter may be sharad with another field that also employs
Rica Cultivation early dralnage, however it is not clear how that may be verified If
Frojects, 2.2(¢} the adjoining field is not participating in the project. Please
provide additional guldanca on ARB’s expectations for verification
of this eligibility criterion.
2 Compliance Section 2.2(d) is confusing as written, Please provide clarity on ;
Offset Pratocol what the eligibility requirement is. Additlonally, verification }
Rice Cultivation guidance on how to assess whether or not the standing water was ;
Projects, 2.2(d) apparent at the beginning of drainage is requested,
|
\
:
;
3 Comnpliance Tha first paragreph on page 10 indicates that a single verffication ‘
Offset Protocok can oceur for multiple prajects coverad in one (1) OPRR, Plaase :
Rice Cultivation clarlfy If each project will require lts own verlfication reportor If i
Projects, one report per OPDR will suffice,
Appendlix B:
staff Repert, Pg. :
20
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Compllance
Offset Protocol
Rice Cuitivation
Projects, 8.1(f)-
{g): Tide 17,
Californfa Code
of Regulations,
Article 5,
Subchapter 13;
Section
95978(d)-(e}

In the proposed Rlce Cultivation Protacol, section 8{f) requires that
each verification team must include either an agrenomist or a
local/state agricultural cooperative rice farming advisor. In what
capaclty will the expert be allowed to serve on the audit team?
Will they be allowed to conduct field visits? In section 95978(e) of
the Regulation adepted in ly 2014, it defines “Direct supervision”
of a technlcal expert as “dally, on-slte close contact with an ARB-
accredited verifier acting as a supervisor who s able to respond to
the neads of the technlcal expert. The supervisor must be
physically present, or within 4 hours travel tline and available to
respond to the needs of the technlcal expert”. If an ARB-
accreditad verifier must be on-site or within 4 hours of the expert,
then having them conduct fleld visits is a moot point as thls will
also increase verification costs as it increases the total assessment
time we will need to spend an the verlfication.

Compllance
Offset Protocol
Rice Cultivation
Projects, 8.1(i)

Clarification is requested on when the Notice of Verification
Services & Caonflict of Interest forms can be submitted If the
OPO/APD contract with the ¥B before the end of a reporting
period, Addftionally, if a vetifier s allowed to witness project
activities, they are very likely to conduct the initial phase of the
risk assessment, devetop a sampling plan as well as an audit plan,
Piease elaborate on what the audit team is allowed to do before
the OPDR is submitted.

Compliatice
Offset Protocol
Rice Cultlvation
Projects, 8.1(i)

COPDR Is Incorrectly referenced as OPRD in this section.
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