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Project Title  Proyecto REDD+ JIGRANTU 

Project ID  BCR-CO-296-14-001 

Project holder  

La Grande Community Council  

Jiguamiandó River Community Council 

Turriquitadó Community Council  

Biotrade S.A.S 

Project Type/Project activity  

AFOLU (Agriculture, Forestry, and Other Land 
Use) 

REDD+ Project 

Grouped project  This project is ungrouped 

Version number of the Project 
Document to which this report 
applies  

Project Document V6.1 (16/ 09/2024) 

Monitoring Report V 5.0 (26/08/2024) 

Applied methodology  

BCR STANDARD. From differentiated 
responsibility to common responsibility. 
BioCarbon Registry, Version 3.2 of September 23, 
2023 (Hereinafter BCR Standard). 

METHODOLOGICAL DOCUMENT AFOLU 
SECTOR. Quantification of GHG Emission 
Reductions. REDD+ Projects. BCR0002. Version 3.1 
of September 15, 2022 (Hereinafter REDD+ 
methodological document). 

Project location  

Country: Colombia 

Department: Chocó 

Municipalities: Carmen del Darién and Riosucio 
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Project starting date  January 2, 2019 
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Contribution to Sustainable 
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Version and date of issue  V3.1 (16/09/2024) 

Work carried out by   
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Laura García ɀ Auditor  

Víctor Nieto ɀ Technical Reviewer 
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1 Executive summary  

The JIGRANTU REDD+ Project is in the category of projects in the AFOLU sector 
(Agriculture, Forestry and Other Land Uses), sectoral scope 14 Forest, REDD+ activities. It 
is in the Colombian Pacific region towards the northeastern part of the department of 
Chocó and has a total area of 74,012.27 hectares belonging to the municipalities of Carmen 
del Darién and Riosucio. A large part of the project area is framed within the territories of 
the Community Council of La Grande, the Community Council Río Jiguamiandó and the 
Community Council Turriquitadó, which are configured as the owners of the project, 
together with Biotrade S.A.S. 

The ecosystems that present the greatest representativeness in the area correspond to 
Humid Basal Forest and Basal Flood Forest, which have vegetation cover characteristic of 
dense terra firma forest and dense floodable forest (1.05%), swampy areas (3%) and mosaic 
of crops, pastures, and natural spaces (5.77%). As of the project's start date (2019), 
68,898.97 hectares correspond to eligible areas, i.e. areas of stable forest. 

Figure 1. Project Location Map 

 

Source: Project Document V6.1 

The main objective of the project is the reduction of GHG emissions caused by 
deforestation of forests through the execution of mitigation actions of four (4) strategic 
lines: i) strengthening of governance and culture, ii) capacity building, iii) actions for the 
sustainable development of the territory, and iv) monitoring and control. Additionally, 
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through the special category (co-benefits) of Biodiversity Conservation, the project focuses 
on the conservation and recovery of the swamps as a measure to protect the populations 
of the Manatee (Trichechus manatus) and the Hicotea turtle (Trachemys callirostris), 
species that inhabit these ecosystems and are in a high degree of vulnerability. 

During its 30 year quantification period  (02/01/2019 to 01/01/2049), the project seeks the 
certification of activities that allow a net reduction of emissions equal to 10,159,307.91 
tCO2e. Specifically, during the first monitoring period (02/01/2019 to 31/12/2022) the 
project achieved, under the development of the strategic lines, a total reduction of 

1,520,100.51 tCO2e. 

During validation and verification, ICONTEC's audit team identified a total of 32 findings: 
22 Requests for Corrective Action, 8 Requests for Clarification, and 2 Requests for Future 
Action; these were satisfactorily attended by the project owners during the audit process, 
ensuring that the documentation conforms to the reference parameters. 

The scope of the validation and verification included documentary review, on-site tours 
and interviews with direct and indirect actors, consultation of official sources of 
information, issuance of findings and preparation of the final report; under compliance 
with the criteria of ISO /IEC 17029:2019, the BCR Standard, the REDD+ Methodological 
Document REDD+ and the respective BCR tools. 

ICONTEC confirmed that the reported GHG emission reductions (ex-ante and ex post) 
are based on an adequate and consistent estimate, and do not incur material errors. 

2 Objective, scope and criteria  

Considering the provisions of the reference frame, which constitutes the requirements for 

the audit, its objectives are as follows: 

Ɇ Assess the likelihood that implementation of the planned GHG Project will result in 
increased removals or reduced GHG emissions reported by the project proponent.  

Ɇ Validate compliance with the regulatory requirements and those established by the 
program and the reference to determine the viability of the implementation of the 
GHG Project. 

Ɇ Verify compliance in the implementation of the mitigation project activities, including 
those associated with the methodology selected for the project. 

Ɇ Evaluate and verify compliance with the principles of the monitoring, verification, and 
reporting system necessary to comply with current legislation. 

Ɇ Provide an independent third-party opinion that has evaluated the implementation 
and reduction/removal of GHG emissions of this project registered under BioCarbon 
Registry.  

Ɇ Evaluate and verify compliance with the principles of the monitoring, verification, and 
reporting system necessary to comply with current legislation. 
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Ɇ Provide confidence to different stakeholders in the quality of the project and its ability 
to achieve certified GHG reductions/removals. 

The scope of validation and verification involves an objective review to determine that the 
GHG project meets the following criteria: 

Ɇ ISO Standards 
- ISO/IEC 17029:2019 Conformity assessment ɂ General principles and 

requirements for validation and verification bodies 
- ISO 14064-2:2019 Greenhouse gases ɂ Part 2: Specification with guidance at the 

project level for quantification, monitoring and reporting of greenhouse gas 
emission reductions or removal enhancements  

- ISO 14064-3:2019 Greenhouse gases ɂ Part 3: Specification with guidance for the 
verification and validation of greenhouse gas statements 

- ISO 14065:2020 Greenhouse gases ɂ Requirements for greenhouse gas validation 
and verification bodies for use in accreditation or other forms of recognition 

 
Ɇ METHODOLOGICAL DOCUMENT AFOLU SECTOR. Quantification of GHG 

Emission Reductions. REDD+ Projects. BCR0002. Version 3.1 of September 15, 2022 

(Hereinafter REDD+ methodological document) 

Ɇ BCR STANDARD. From differentiated responsibility to common responsibility. 

BioCarbon Registry, Version 3.2 of September 23, 2023 (Hereinafter BCR Standard). 

GHG Project Validation and Verification Manual. Version 2.1 as of February 13, 2023. 

Ɇ BCR TOOL.  SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS (SDG).  Version 1.0. June 2023  

Ɇ BCR TOOL TO DEMONSTRATE COMPLIANCE WITH THE REDD+ SAFEGUARDS. 

Version 1.1. January 2023 

Ɇ BCR TOOL. AVOIDING DOUBLE COUNTING (ADC). BCR avoid double counting of 

emissions reductions/removals. Version 1.0 March 2023 

Ɇ BCR TOOL. PERMANENCE AND RISK MANAGEMENT. BCR project holder take 

actions to ensure the project benefits are maintained over time. Version 1.0 March 2023 

Ɇ BCR TOOL. NO NET HARM ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL SAFEGUARDS 

(NNH). BCR project activities do not cause any net-harm to the environment or to 

local communities and society in general. Version 1.0 March 2023 

Ɇ BIOCARBON GUIDELINES. BASELINE AND ADDITIONALITY. BCR projects 

generate verified carbon credits (VCC) that represent emissions reductions, avoidance, 

or removals that are additional. Version 1.1 February 2023 

Ɇ Specific national regulations on carbon markets 
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- Resolution 1447 of 2018 of the Ministry of Environment and Sustainable 

Development 

- Resolution 831 of 2020 of the Ministry of Environment and Sustainable Development 

 
Ɇ Other documents 

- IPCC 2006 Guidelines for National GHG Inventories 
- Good Practice Guidance for Land Use Land-Use Change and Forestry (2003) 
- Proposed Reference Level of Forest Emissions from Deforestation in Colombia for 

REDD+ Payment for Results under the UNFCCC (2020) 

Thus, the scope of the project's validation and verification audit involved: 

Ɇ Validation and verification of the projected GHG emission reductions during the 
quantification period  (02/01/2019 to 01/01/2049) and those reported during the 
monitoring period (0 2/01/2019 to 31/12/2022). 

Ɇ Validation and verification of compliance with the provisions of the BCR Standard and 
others that may be applicable, considering the limits of the GHG project, the reference 
scenario and baseline scenario, additionality criteria, ownership and rights of carbon, 
co-benefits, consultation with stakeholders, environmental and social aspects, among 
others.  

Ɇ Assessment of the project's uncertainty, conservative approach, and mitigation 
objectives.  

ICONTEC conducted the validation and verification audit of the GHG project in 
accordance with its code of ethics, regulations, and internal procedures, which are 
consistent with the requirements established in the corresponding GHG program. In 
addition, the audit exercise carried out used a risk-based approach, which focuses on the 
identification and assessment of the potential risks associated with the declaration of GHG 
emission reductions and the controls put in place to mitigate them.  

In accordance with the above, the audit team (Alejandra Torres and Laura García) together 
with the project owners (La Grande Community Council, Río Jiguamiandó Community 
Council, Turriquitadó Community Council and Biotrade SAS) planned the validation and 
verification. The validation and verification plan included communication with project 
owners, stakeholders, service providers, technical team, and on-site tours to corroborate 
the project boundaries and obtain evidence of the approaches set out in the 

documentation, assessing its level of assurance and materiality. 

The validation and verification were not intended to provide consultancy services to the 
GHG project holder(s). However, requests for clarification (CL), corrective action (CAR), 
or future action  (FAR) issued in the audit exercise may have provided clarification on the 
requirements to improve project delivery. 
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3 Validation and verification planning  

3.1 Validation and verification plan 

The validation and verification audit corresponds to an objective, systematic and 
documented evaluation of a GHG project with respect to compliance with established 
criteria, seeking to demonstrate that it conforms to the requirements specified in national 
standards and BCR methodological documents. 

In accordance with the requirements established in ISO 17029:2019 and ISO 14064-3:2019, 
the procedure performed to complete the validation and verification contemplated:  

a) Pre-engagement activities (To be agreed with the client) 
- The type of service: Validation and Verification 
- Objectives, criteria and scope (described in section 2) 
- Assurance level and materiality: 95% and 5%, respectively (described in section 

3.3). 
b) Selection of a validation and verification team (described in section 3.2). 
c) Planning of validation and verification (described in section 3.4). 

- Strategic analysis and risk assessment  
- Development of an evidence collection plan/sampling plan 
- Development of a validation and verification plan 

d) Socialization of the audit plan and sampling plan with the client. 
e) Execution of validation and verification activities in accordance with the 

established audit plan (described in section 4). 
f) Collection of documentary and on-site evidence in accordance with the 

established sampling plan (described in section 4). 
g) Evaluation of GHG declarations (described in sections 5 and 6). 
h) Issuance of the final validation and verification report and opinion (described in 

section 8). 

In compliance with PE-PS-013 Specific validation and verification procedure for ICONTEC 

GHG mitigation projects, the planning of the validation and verification service included: 

- Development of strategic analysis and risk assessment (F-PS-1001). During 
November 2023, the audit team conducted a detection, control, and inherent risk 
assessment to evaluate the sources and magnitude of potential errors, omissions, 
or distortions for GH G project activities. This evaluation considered as the main 
input the Project Document, the Monitoring Report, Calculation sheets for 
baseline, project and leaks, and records of the implementation of the monitoring 
plan (Table 1). 

- In accordance with the results of the risk assessment, the audit team considered it 
necessary to coordinate a visit to the site to corroborate aspects related to the 
relevance of GHG sources, sinks and reservoirs, spatial limits of the project, 
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property and carbon rights, project implementation status, data control and 
management, among others (see section 3.4). This means that the evidence 
collection plan included a documentary review of the information declared by the 
proponent, cross-referencing of secondary information and a site visit (tours and 
interviews). 

- The established audit plan (Annex 2) was consistent with the criteria, scope, 
objectives and level of assurance mentioned in literal a, and was developed 
following the sampling plan. The audit plan presented a detailed schedule of on-
site audit activities, allowing the evaluation of qualitative and quantitative 
evidence to be addressed in an organized manner. The on-site assessment was 
conducted from November 27 to December 02, 2023. 

During the document review and site visit stages, the probability that the implementation 
of the planned GHG project will produce the GHG reductions declared and projected by 
the project proponents was evaluated, to subsequently establish an independent opinion 
on the validation and verification of the GHG reduction of the project and approve a 

baseline scenario for the monitoring period. 

3.2 Audit team 

Listed below is ICONTEC's regulatory framework to carry out the selection of the 
validation and verification team for GHG projects and the monitoring of the qualification 
of personnel in technical services: 

- PE-PS-013 SPECIFIC VALIDATION AND VERIFICATION PROCEDURE FOR GHG 
MITIGATION PROJECTS, section 5.3. Personnel qualification. 

- E-PS-114 QUALIFICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR VALIDATION AND 
VERIFICATION SERVICES FOR GHG MITIGATION PROJECTS 

- E-PS-0064 MONITORING THE PERFORMANCE OF VALIDATION AND 
VERIFICATION PROFESSIONALS 

- P-CP-0001 PROCEDURE TO QUALIFY AND/OR AUTHORIZE PERSONNEL IN 
TECHNICAL SERVICES 

- P-CP-0002 MAINTENANCE OF QUALIFICATIONS AND/OR COMPETENCE 
FOR TECHNICAL SERVICES 

- F-PS-625 SERVICE BASE TECHNICAL UNIT VALIDATION AND VERIFICATION 

ICONTEC ensures that the designation of validation and verification audit teams for GHG 
projects follows the guidelines of the procedures described above and, therefore, the 
selected audit team has the required professional skills and the respective qualification in 
the AFOLU sector (Annex 1). 

The qualification described in Annex 1 was taken from the internal document 
Ȱ&#0ΪΪά#/.3/,)$!$/6!,)$!#)/.96%2)&)#!#)/.02/&%3)/.!,%3#!,)&)#!-
$/3άΪάήΪίάαȱ ÕÐÄÁÔÅÄ ÏÎ -ÁÙ άαȟ άΪάήȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÉÓ ÃÏÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÅÄ ÁÓ ÁÎ ÏÆÆÉÃÉÁÌ ÃÏÎÓÏÌÉÄÁÔÅÄ 

document of the validation and verification technical unit.  
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The validation and verification roles and activities carried out by each professional during 
the audit are detailed below: 

Table 1. Audit team 

Full name(s)  Role(s) or responsibility(s)  Activity(s) carried out  

María Alejandra Torres 
Gómez 

Lead Auditor Documentary Review 

On-site visit 

Joint Validation and Verification 
Report 

Declarations 

Laura María García Murillo Auditor  Documentary Review 

On-site visit 

Joint Validation and Verification 
Report 

Víctor Manuel Nieto 
Rodríguez 

Technical Reviewer Technical Review 

Camilo Andrés Carvajal 

Guerra 
Technical Unit Leader Review of final documents 

Martha Ivón Corredor 
Rodriguez 

Validation & Verification 
Manager 

Final Documentation Approval 

Sign declarations 

Source: This report 

In compliance with the provisions of the BCR Validation and Verification Manual v2.3, 
ICONTEC establishes a policy framed in the guarantee of impartiality, confidentiality, 
independence and management of the conflict of interest that is required to act and make 
decisions objectively, autonomous, suitable and reliable, during all activities associated 
with the provision of the service and commercial management. 

https://www.icontec.org/wp -
content/uploads/2019/12/POGE009POLTICADEIMPARCIALIDADCONFIDENCIALIDA

DINDEPENDENCIAYMANEJODELCONFLICTODEINTERESESVS00.pdf 

To ensure that there is no conflict of interest in conformity assessment activities, 
ICONTEC does not assign professionals who declare a conflict of interest, familiarity, 
affinity or consulting activities related to the services or project participants. If an 
ICONTEC professional has been part of said activities, this professional will not be able to 
provide services to said organization for at least two years following the cessation of the 
activity. Specifically, during the audit team selection stage, qualified professionals sign the 
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ÄÅÃÌÁÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÉÍÐÁÒÔÉÁÌÉÔÙ ÕÓÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÆÏÒÍ Ȱ&-GV-119 Declaration of Impartiality CDM-
ΫήΪΰίȱȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÃÏÎÓÔÉÔÕÔÅÓ Á ÄÅÃÌÁÒÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÎÏÎ-existence of conflicts of interest. 

The terms of confidentiality are referred to in the contract signed between the parties 
(client and ICONTEC) in the thirteenth clause and, additionally, within the contract of 
each professional is provided the code of ethics "PO-GE-001 Code of Ethics V2.0". 

The Code of Ethics seeks to materialize ICONTEC's philosophy, by establishing guiding 
criteria  for action based on the highest principles and values of all its members and 
stakeholders. This Code is applied by all ICONTEC employees, bound by an employment 
contract, whether for a fixed term or indefinite; for the provision of  services (contractors 
and subcontractors); and all those who, without a contractual relationship, have any type 
of relationship with ICONTEC, under any modality  (members of the Board of Directors 
and other collegiate bodies). Contractors and subcontractors are those natural or legal 
persons who at any time provide their services to ICONTEC or on its behalf. 

As a mechanism to safeguard impartiality, the ICONTEC Board of Directors established 
an Impartiality Committee as an advisory body to deal with issues related to Impartiality 
Risk Management. This initiative responds to the interest of this collegiate body to ensure 
trust and transparency in the provision of validation and verification services. The 
composition of the Committee considers the participation of external and independent 
people, and on their own behalf or on behalf of an entity associated with the interest 

groups related to the services provided by the institution. 

ICONTEC assesses the risks resulting from its validation and verification activities and has 
taken appropriate provisions to cover the legal liabilities resulting from its operations in 
each of its fields of activity and geographical areas in which it operates. In this regard, 
ICONTEC has taken the contractual and extra-contractual civil liability insurance policy 
identified LRCG-126201966-1 with the insurer Zurich Colombia Insurance S.A. in force 
until December 31, 2024, for an amount of up to COP $3,000,000,000. Likewise, it has the 
civil liability insurance policy for errors and omissions identified with the same insurer, 
policy EOFF-126070543-1 valid until December 31, 2024, with coverage up to USD 

$5,000,000. 

3.3 Level of assurance and materiality 

In accordance with the guidelines of the BCR v3.1 Standard and ISO 14064-3:2019, the 
information declared by the client presented the level of assurance agreed upon at the 
beginning of the validation and verification activities, that is, it was not less than 95%. The 
validation and verification team evaluated the materiality of the information through the 

audit plan and considered that the relative importance was not greater than 5%. 

In this regard, ICONTEC executed a validation and verification audit plan (section 3.1) by 
developing: 1) strategic analysis and risk assessment and 2) evidence collection 
plan/sampling plan, which made it possible to minimize the risk (control, inherent and 
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detection) that the validation and verification team did not detect a material discrepancy 
that could affect the GHG declaration. 

Table 2 identifies and evaluates the level of risk associated with potential errors, omissions 
or misrepresentations that could occur during validation and verification activities, and 
Table 3 establishes the control mechanisms (evidence collection plan) to minimize the 

potential risks identified.  

The validation and verification team defined the following criteria for evaluating the level 

of assurance (95%) and materiality (5%) of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project: 

- Project owners and development team. The ownership information effectively 
delivered corresponds to the Jiguamiandó River Community Council, La Grande 
Community Council and Turriquitadó Community Council. Additionally, the legal 
makeup of the Biotrade team was evident. There are no material discrepancies in 
this information.  

- Project limits. The cartographic information related to the project limits conforms 
to the BCR criteria for its delimitation. This information was cross-referenced with 
official cartography and information recorded during the site visit. The 
cartographic adjustments requested by the audit team are not configured as 
material errors. 

- Baseline and Additionality. Identification of the most plausible baseline scenarios 
and demonstration of additionality meets BCR methodological criteria. During the 
site visit, the social, political and environmental context of the territory was 
confirmed. The material discrepancy from baseline was no more than 5%. 

- Property and rights over carbon. The information related to the ownership or 
ownership of the land in the project areas was consistent with what was described 
in the resolutions and/or agreements for the allocation of the collective territory 
to the Community Councils, the alliance agreements between the parties and the 
governance structures. of the Community Councils. There were no material 
discrepancies. 

- Carbon calculator. The information sources associated with the activity data, 
emission factors, carbon pools and emission sources included were relevant for the 
development of the baseline scenario and project scenario. The adjustments made 
in the quantifi cation of the emissions reduction are not derived from errors greater 
than 5%. 

- Uncertainty evaluation. The evaluation of precision, uncertainty and error 
associated with the geographical information sources used, emission factors and 
other quantification parameters meet the criteria established by BCR. There were 
no material discrepancies. 

- Design and monitoring of the Monitoring Plan. The evaluation of the design of the 
Monitoring Plan and its implementation did not present any material 
discrepancies. 
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- Compliance with the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG). The evaluation of 
compliance was carried out by reviewing activities implemented. There were no 
material errors. 

- Control and management of data quality. The project has an Operational Plan that 
allows it to periodically manage the quality of the recorded data. There were no 
material discrepancies. 

- Consultation with interested parties. Through information recorded in meetings 
and interviews with the project's stakeholders, the occurrence of spaces for 
consultation and socialization around the implementation of the project was 
corroborated. There were no material discrepancies with respect to what was 
declared. 

- Compliance with national legislation. The legal framework of the project is 
complete and relevant. No material errors were detected. 

- Criteria and indicators related to Cobenefits. Information related to project co-
benefits was evaluated as provided in BCR and implementation activities. 

- BCR specific tools and guides. This information was evaluated in accordance with 

the criteria and guidelines established by BCR. 

All versions of the validation and verification report, before being sent to the customer, 
are subject to an independent internal technical review to confirm that all validation and 
verification activities have been completed in accordance with ICONTEC's procedures. 
Therefore, ICONTEC has issued its conclusion with respect to this verification exercise 

(section 8). 

3.4 Sampling plan 

In accordance with ISO/IEC 17029:2019, the audit planning process included risk 
assessment, preparation of the sampling plan/evidence collection plan and design of the 
audit plan (Annex 2). The sampling plan considered the risk assessment of potentially 
erroneous statements, and designed evidence collection activities to control the sources 
of potential errors, omissions or misrepresentations and the logistical arrangements with 

holders for access to the territory. 

Tabla 2 shows the risks and treatments that may occur within the audit process in its 
different phases and that may result in errors in the estimation of the carbon calculation. 
This assessment was considered to define the audit sampling plan following the 
indications of "PE-PS-013 Specific Validation and Verification Procedure for GHG 

Projects". 

Table 2. Strategic analysis and risk assessment 

No. Risks that may lead to 
errors, omissions and 
potential distortions  

Risk Assessment  Risk control system in the 
verification plan and/or in the 

sampling or evidence collection plan  
Risk 
Level  

Justification  

Control Risks:  
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No. Risks that may lead to 
errors, omissions and 
potential distortions  

Risk Assessment  Risk control system in the 
verification plan and/or in the 

sampling or evidence collection plan  
Risk 
Level  

Justification  

1 Human error in 
quantifying emissions. 

  
Inaccuracy: 
double counting, 
significant manual 
transfer of key data, or 
inappropriate use of 
emission factors 

Middle  Activity data and emission 
factors are downloaded 

from official and traceable 
sources. 

100% of the data indicated in the 
spreadsheets is cross-checked with the 

information available in the source of 
the activity data and emission factors. 

2 Lack of full data coverage: 
Exclusion of significant 
sources, incorrectly 
defined limits, leakage 
effects. 

Low Lack of knowledge of the 
requirements of the 
methodology related to its 
applicability.  

In the validation, it was ensured that 
the applicability requirements of the 
methodology were included in the audit 
plan. 
 
In the verification, it was ensured to 

include in the audit plan that the total 
data from the monitoring period have 
been considered within the defined 
limits of the project.  

3. Inconsistency: lack of 

documentation of 
methodological changes 
in the calculation of GHG 
emissions or removals in 
relation to those used in 
previous years. 

Middle  Lack of knowledge of the 

requirements of the 
quantification 
methodology and/or the 
requirements of the BCR 
program. 

The audit plan considers reviewing the 

status of the project for changes that 
could affect the quantification of GHG 
removals or reductions. 

Inherent Risk:  

4. Dependency on a 
technology platform 
designed for data capture:  
Occurrence of omissions 
and errors in the transfer 
of raw or raw data to the 

emission reduction excel 
spreadsheet. 

Middle  Failures in data transfer 
quality control due to an 
unclear QA/QC procedure. 

Verify the quality management 
procedures and instructions designed 
for this purpose. 
 
The auditor established a space in the 
audit plan to conduct interviews with 

the personnel responsible for recording 
data and verifying it through compliance 
with its procedures. 

5. Facts Discovered After 
Validation or Verification  

Middle  Project changes that may 
affect the GHG Validation 

and Verification statement. 

The audit plan included an in-person 
visit to the project facilities to confirm 

the implementation status. 

Detection Risk:  

6. Delays in the calibration 
of measurement or 
monitoring equipment 

related to the 
quantification of GHG 
reductions. 

High  There is no record of the 
frequency of calibration of 
the equipment established 

to carry out the 
measurements in the 
monitoring.  

The audit plan included the time period 
to verify the calibration status of 100% of 
the monitoring equipment.  

7 Insufficient information 
to demonstrate the 

possession of the rights to 
use the land on which the 
forestry activity takes 
place.  

Low All land tenure documents 
are up to date. 

The auditor included in the audit plan 
the time period to verify if the 

measurement equipment is installed 
according to the monitoring plan and 
conducted interviews with the 
responsible personnel to determine their 
level of knowledge regarding quality 
controls and corrective maintenance. 

Source: This report 
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The criteria chosen within the sampling plan allowed us to generate a validation and 
verification procedure that detected the statements with the highest risk of material 

discrepancy and minimized the probability of audit errors. 

Table 3. Sampling plan criteria 

Criteria  Type of 
evidence  

Evidence collection plan  Cross check  

Project holders 
and developer 
team  

Qualitative  Review of the documents that 
establish the legitimacy of the 
Community Councils and evidence of 
legal formation of the Biotrade team. 

Interviews with the legal 
representatives of the Community 
Councils and the Biotrade team. 

Interviews with residents of the 
communities that are part of the 
Community Councils. 

Review of the documents that 
establish the legitimacy of the Review 
of the official cartography of the 
National Land Agency -ANT 
associated with the Community 
Councils. 

/313/-/321/ 

/40/ -/42/  

/44/ -/55/  

/56/ -/65/  

 

Project limits  Qualitative and 

quantitative 

Review of the mapping of the project 
boundaries in accordance with the 
BCR criteria for their delimitation.  

Site tours to evaluate the 
correspondence of the vegetation 
coverage present in the project area 
and the spatial context of the 
reference area and leakage area. 

/56/ -/65/  

/169/-/201/ 

Baseline and 
Additionality  

Qualitative  Review of the identification of the 
most plausible baseline scenarios and 
demonstration of additionality under 
the BCR methodological criteria. 

Field tours and interviews to 
corroborate the social, political and 
environmental contexts described in 
the project documentation. 

/1/ 

/123/-/149/ 

/151/-/163/ 

/204/ -/206/  

/336/-/344/  
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Carbon 
ownership and 
rights  

Qualitative  Review of the resolutions and 
agreements for the allocation of the 
collective territory to the Community 
Councils that own the project. 

Legal review of the contractual 
agreements between the parties and 
review of the benefit distribution 
system. 

Review of the governance structures 
of the Community Councils. 

Interviews with representatives of the 
Councils and habitants of the 
territory to corroborate aspects 
related to compliance with social and 
environmental Safeguards and SDGs. 

/313/-/321/ 

/34/ -/39/  

/43/ -/55/  

Carbon 
calculator  

Quantitative  Review and evaluation of the 
relevance of the information sources 
associated with the activity data, 
emission factors, carbon pools and 
emission sources included. 

Review of the temporal limits of the 
project in accordance with the 
methodological criteria established 
by BCR. 

Review of other sources of 
information that relate annual 
deforestation rates for the region or 
other nearby projects. 

Review of satellite images and 
historical dynamics of deforestation 
in the region. 

/60/ -/65/  

/29/ -/32/  

/349/  

/350/ 

/1 /  

/3/  

/29/ -/32/  

/202/-/203/ 

Uncertainty 
assessment  

Quantitative  Evaluation of the precision, 
uncertainty and error associated with 
the geographical information sources 
used, emission factors and other 
quantification parameters. 

Review of control and quality systems 
to periodically evaluate the accuracy 
of activity data and emission factors. 

/60/ -/65/  

/29/ -/32/  

/349/  

/350/ 

/146/ 
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Non -permanency 
and reversal risk 
assessment  

Qualitative and 

quantitative 

Review and evaluation of the 
development of the BCR non-
permanency tool. 

/5/ -/13/ 

/1/ 

Design and 
monitoring of the 
Monitoring Plan  

Qualitative and 
quantitative 

Evaluation of the design of the 
Monitoring Plan and monitoring its 
implementation through the review 
of indicators. 

Evaluation of relevance and 
compliance with the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDG). 

On-site tours to the areas where 
REDD+ activities were implemented 
and interviews with those responsible 
for monitoring.  

/1/ 

/17/-/18/ 

/20/ -/22/  

/15/ 

/241/-/312/ 

Control and 
management of 
data quality  

Qualitative  Review of the Project Operational 
Plan. 

Review of the timing, responsible 
party, result, among others, of the 
indicators of the project Monitoring 
Plan. 

Interviews with the development 
team and those responsible for 
monitoring activities to demonstrate 
control processes in the monitoring 
records. 

/14/ 

/220/ 

/323/ 

Consultation 
with 
stakeholders  

Qualitative  Interviews with project stakeholders 
to corroborate the occurrence of 
socialization of the project's 
objectives and activities in the 
territory.  

Review of evidence (meeting 
minutes, attendance lists, 
photographs, emails, etc.) of the 
socialization spaces provided. 

/82/ -/111/ 

/211/ 

/240/  

Compliance with 
national 
legislation  

Qualitative  Legal review of the legal framework 
applicable to project activities. 

Review of the environmental legal 
matrix of the project. 

/33/ 

/1/ 
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Interviews with project stakeholders 
to inquire about the occurrence (or 
potential occurrence) of conflicts or 
impacts derived from project 
implementation or non -compliance 
with REDD+ activities under the local 
and regional regulatory framework. 

Criteria and 
indicators 
related to 
Cobenefits  

Qualitative and 
quantitative 

Review and evaluation of compliance 
of the Cobenefits with the 
requirements established by BCR. 

/275/ 

/292/ 

/1/ 

/3/  

BCR Specific 
Tools and Guides  

Qualitative and 
quantitative 

Evaluation of the application of the 
tools and guides provided by BCR. 

/1/ 

/3/  

/15/ 

/22/  

/5/ -/13/ 

/19/ 

Source: This report 

The sampling plan or evidence collection plan made it possible to evaluate the conformity 
of the documentation provided, including the control and assurance of the quality of the 
information and the risk management associated with the audit. 

Together with the project developer, the strategic points to visit during the on-site audit 
were specified, based on accessibility conditions, population density, implementation 
actions and security issues. By prior call (via telephone or WhatsApp), the inhabitants of 
the three (3) Community Councils and interested parties were invited to participate in the 
meetings and interviews carried out by the audit team at the selected strategic points 

(details in section 4.3 and section 4.4).  

In accordance with the provisions of section 10.2.4 of the BCR Validation and Verification 
Manual v2.3 and literal a. From section 3.1 of this report, the development and execution 
of the evidence collection plan (Table 2) allowed us to achieve an assurance level of no less 
than 95%. 
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Through the different rounds of findings, the proponent made the pertinent modifications 
and clarifications based on the observations issued by the audit team to reach the agreed 

assurance level. 

Considering the evaluation and treatment of non-conformities evidenced throughout the 
audit exercise, ICONTEC determines that: 

- The analysis procedures used in the sampling plan and audit plan remain 
representative. 

- The evidence collected is appropriate and sufficient to generate a conclusion of the 
validation and verification process. 

4 Validation and verification procedures and means. 

4.1 Preliminary assessment 

As described in section 3.1 of this report and in accordance with section 10.2.1 of the 
Validation and Verification Manual v2.3, the preliminary validation and verification 
activities contemplated the evaluation of the relevance of the type of service, objectives, 
criteria and scope of service. 

The information reviewed by ICONTEC to determine the purpose and scope of the 
validation and verification was: 

- Project Document /1/ y /2/, so that it was confirmed that the project activity 
(reduction of GHG emissions) and the selected methodological reference 
(BCR0002 v3.1) correspond to an activity and methodology applicable under the 
conditions of the BCR program, respectively. 

- Project Document /1/ y /2/ and Monitoring Report / 3/  y /4/ , so that the relevance 
of the Monitoring Plan and its implementation was verified under the 
requirements of the BCR0002 v3.1 methodology 

- Project Document /1/ y /2/ , context of deforestation in the territory /151/-/163/ and 
legal compliance matrix /33/, so that it was evident that the determination of the 
baseline considered the criteria established by the BCR standard and is in line with 
the current legal regulatory framework. 

4.2 Document review 

The documentary review is the corroboration of information to verify that the project 
documentation meets the criteria and scope established in section 2 of this report. This 
corroboration was carried out by reviewing the data and information from the GHG 
project, cross-checking the information sources used and recalculation procedures. 
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In accordance with the development of preliminary activities (section 4.1) to establish the 
purpose and scope of the validation and verification activities, the audit plan began with 
the documentary review by the audit team during November 22 and 23, 2023 (4 days in 
total, 2 days each auditor). 

Annex 4 details the list of all documents reviewed during the audit; however, the elements 

evaluated during the documentary review are summarized and referenced below: 

- Project Document /1/-/2/ and formulation evidence /24/ -/28/ and /324/ -348/, 
where the application of BCR methodology and tools/guides was verified. 

- Monitoring Report /3/ -/4/ and evidence of implementation in the monitoring 
period /241/-/312/, where compliance with the Monitoring Plan established in the 
validation and implementation status of the project was verified. 

- Carbon calculator /29/-/32/, where the sources of information and parameters 
used in the estimation of the baseline and scenario of the project were reviewed 
(sources and sinks of GHG, estimation of the deforestation rate, factors emissions, 
quantification  of emissions and GHG reductions, among others) and was crossed 
with the information /349/ , /350/, /153/, /202/ and /203/. 

- Primary cartography /56/-/65/ and official cartographic sources /169/-/201/ used 
in the delimitation of the project area and monitoring the dynamics of land use 
change. 

- Compliance with the environmental, social and carbon regulatory framework /33/-
/55/ through the legal matrix of the project.  

- Supporting documents for land tenure and carbon rights /313/-/321/, where the 
legitimacy of the ownership of the territory in the project areas was verified. 

- Controls and procedures established to ensure the quality, control and 
management of project information /11/, /14/, 17/, /19/, /322/ and /323/. 

- Communication with interested parties /66/ -/122/ and spaces for consultation 
with project proponents /211/-/240/.  

In this sense, the documentary review activity, as a means of validation and verification, 
followed the criteria established in the evidence collection plan (section 3.4). The declared 
GHG data and information have documentary support developed and systematized by 
BIOTRADE SAS and the Community Councils that comply with the principles of the BCR 
Standard: 

Ɇ #ÏÍÐÒÅÈÅÎÓÉÖÅÎÅÓÓȡ 4ÈÅ ÃÏÎÔÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÄÏÃÕÍÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÄÄÒÅÓÓÅÄ ÓÏÃÉÁÌȟ ÅÎÖÉÒÏÎÍÅÎÔÁÌȟ 
biological, legal and quantification issues in detail, providing a complete description of the 
context of the project area. 

Ɇ !ÃÃÕÒÁÃÙȡ 4ÈÅ ÃÏÎÔÅÎÔ ÒÅÖÉÅ×ÅÄ ×ÁÓ ÂÁÓÅÄ ÏÎ ÒÅÌÉÁÂÌÅ ÓÏÕÒÃÅÓ ÏÆ ÉÎÆÏÒÍÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÍÅÔ 
benchmarking criteria. 
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Ɇ #ÏÈÅÒÅÎÃÅȡ 4ÈÅ ÄÅÃÌÁÒÅÄ ÉÎÆÏÒÍÁÔÉÏÎ ÈÁÄ ÔÈÅ ÒÅÓÐÅÃÔÉÖÅ ÓÅÃÏÎÄÁÒÙ ÄÏÃÕÍÅÎÔÁÒÙ 
references and associated documentary annexes. There is documentary consistency in all 

project documentation. 

Ɇ 5ÐÄÁÔÅÄȡ 4ÈÅ ÄÏÃÕÍÅÎÔÁÒÙ ÃÏÎÔÅÎÔ ÉÓ ÃÕÒÒÅÎÔ ÁÎÄ ÃÏÍÐÌÉÅÓ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ ÇÕÉÄÅÌÉÎÅÓ 
established in the applicable legal regulations as well as the guidelines of the ISO standards 

(section 2). 

4.3 Interviews  

The development of the interviews was carried out mainly in person during the on-site 
visit, from November 27 to December 2, 2023. As evidenced in Table 4, during the on-site 
audit, a total of 8 meetings/interviews were conducted and approximately 135 people 
attended: 

- Project holders. In-person interviews with habitants and legal representatives of 
the three (3) Community Councils (La Grande, Río Jiguamiandó and 
Turriquidadó) . In accordance with the information recorded in the population 
censuses /324/-/326/, the audit team conducted interviews in 12 of the 13 
communities that make up the Community Councils that own the project.  
Additionally, in -person interviews were carried out with Biotrade technical staff. 

The evidence of assistance is provided in Annex 3. 

Community Council  Number of 
communities  

Attending Communities  

Río JiguamiandóCommunity Council 11 10 (72 people) 

La Grande Community Council 1 1 (36 people) 

Turriquitadó Community Council  1 1 (6 people) 

TOTAL 13 (100%) 12 (92,3%) 

- Other stakeholders. In-person interviews with Community Councils of bordering 
territories, Environment Secretariat of Carmen del Darién -SAMA, Association of 
Community Councils and Territorial Ethnic Organizations of Bajo Atrato -
ASCOBA, Affairs for Black Communities of the Mayor's Office of Carmen del 
Darién. Evidence of attendance is provided in Annex 3. 

Through the different topics addressed during the interviews, it was evident that the 
owners and interested parties have an acceptable knowledge of the project, recognize the 
main objectives and the status of the implementation of the project in the territ ory; this 
information corroborates the evidence related to the spaces for socialization, consultation 
and concertation annexed /82/ -/11/, /211/-/235/, /274/ and /276/. The occurrence and 
theme of the supports referenced above was consistent with the information described by 
the interviewees, who expressed the occurrence of sessions that addressed safeguards, 
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distribution of benefits, implementation activities, co -benefits, conservation agreements, 
among others. 

Table 4. Interviews conducted during the on-site audit. 

Date  Activity  Participants  Place Topics  

27.11.2023 Audit Opening 
Meeting 

7 participants  

Biotrade Team 

 

Presential: 
Hotel Belén 

de Bajirá 

Remote: via 
Teams 

Audit Plan 

Sampling Plan 

27.11.2023 Interview with 
legal 

representatives, 
neighbors and 

institutions  

9 participants  

Association of Community Councils of 
Bajo Atrato (ASCOBA) 

Villanueva Montaño Community 
Council 

Curvaradó Community Council  

Murindó Community Council  

La Grande Community Council 

Río Jiguamiandó Community Council  

Ministry of Agriculture and 
Environment of the Carmen del Darién 

Mayor's Office (SAMA) 

Black Communities Issues Mayor's 
Office Carmen del Darién 

Presential: 
Hotel Belén 

de Bajirá 

- Introducing 
attendees and 
permission to 

record 

- Knowledge of 
the REDD+ 

project and the 
holders 

- Objective of 
the GHG 
Project 

- Duration and 
commitments 

-Climate 
change 

- Acronym 
REDD+ 
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Date  Activity  Participants  Place Topics  

 

-Deforestation 

- Importance 
and 

conservation 
of forests 

- Dates of 
socializations 
of the project 

with the 
different 

actors and 
start date of 
the project 

- Trainings 
received 

- Other 
companies 

with REDD+ 
projects in the 

territory  

- Lines of 
action 

- Contract 
and/or 

contractual 
agreements 
between the 

parties 

- Profit sharing 

- Project 
owners and 
project areas 

- Records of 
deforestation 
monitoring in 
the verification 

period 

- Carbon credit 
market 

28.11.2023 Interview with 
La Grande 

Community 
Council 

36 participants 

 

Presential: 
La Grande 

Community 
Council 

29.11.2023 Interview 
Turriquitadó 
Community 

Council 

6 participants 

 

Presential: 
Turriquitadó 
Community 

Council 

30.11.2023 Interview with 
the Nueva 
Esperanza 

Community 
(Community 

Council 
Jiguamiandó) 

23 participants 

 

Presential: 
Nueva 

Esperanza 
Community 

01.12.2023 Interview with 
the Pueblo 

Nuevo 
Community 
(Community 

27 community participants  Presential: 
Pueblo 
Nuevo 

Community 
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Date  Activity  Participants  Place Topics  

Council 
Jiguamiandó) 

 

- Resource 
management 

and 
accountability 

- 
Environmental 

and social 
safeguards 

- Consult 
beforehand 

- Free, prior,  
and informed 

consent 

01.12.2023 Interview with 
the Jigua 
Center 

Community 
(Community 

Council of the 
Jiguamiandó 

River) 

22 community participants  

 

Presential: 
Centro Jigua 
Community 

05.12.2023 Audit Closing 
Meeting 

5 participants  

BIOTRADE Biotrade Team 

Remote: via 
Teams 

Closure 
meeting 

Socialization 
of findings 

Source: This report 

Through the topics addressed, it was evidenced that the direct and indirect actors of the 
project presented an acceptable knowledge in terms of the objective and state of 
implementation of the project in the territory. In this sense, the audit team issued two (2) 
Future Action Requests (FAR) framed both in strengthening the document management 
of the project activities (templates for the attendance record and Monitoring Plan) and 
differentiating the different groups of the population (c hildren, women, elderly, 
minorities), as well as in carrying out the due monitoring and control of the forestry uses 
in force since 2019 in the project areas. 

4.4 On-site visit 

The site visit (November 27 to December 2, 2023) initially included travel of the Biotrade 
audit team and technical team to the municipality of Apartadó (Antioquia) and then 
included travel to the urban area of the municipality of Belén de Bajirá (Chocó), where the 
opening meeting, socialization of the audit plan and interviews with interested parties 

were held. 
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Subsequently, the audit team and the Biotrade technical team began the river tours along 
the Atrato River towards the main population centers of the Community Councils, such 
as: La Grande community, Turriquitadó community, Nueva Esperanza community, Pueblo 
Nuevo community, Centro Jigua community and Pueblo Nuevo community (Table 5). 

Table 5. On-site audit activities 

Date  Route description  Place Implementation activities  

28.11.2023 River tour in the 
Atrato River with 

BIOTRADE team and 
artisanal fishermen 
from the La Grande 
Community Council  

Ciénaga del Burro 

Ciénaga La Chiquita 

Ciénaga Grande 

Maintaining Conditions for the 
Conservation of the Caribbean Manatí 

and the Hicotea Turtle 

Recognition of fauna and flora 

Replacement of wooden boats with 
fiberglass boats 

Prioritization of the productive activity 
of artisanal fishing as the main form of 
subsistence and income generation for 

communities 

29.11.2023 River tour on the 
Atrato River with 

BIOTRADE team and 
artisanal fisherman 

from the Turriquitadó 
Community Council  

Ciénaga del Tigre 

30.11.2023 River tour in 
Jiguamiandó River 
and land tour in 
Nueva Esperanza 

community  

Humanitarian Zones 
and Biodiversity 

Zones  

Follow-up of the restoration process in 

the Jiguamiandó River area 

Recognition of Humanitarian Zones 
and Biodiversity Zones 

01.12.2023 River tour in 
Jiguamiandó 

Community Council  

Pueblo Nuevo 
Community 

Recognition of fauna and flora 

 

01.12.2023 River tour in 
Jiguamiandó 

Community Council  

Jigua Center 
Community 

Source: This report 

The activities carried out within the framework of the on -site audit are detailed below: 

- November 28, 2023. River tour of the Atrato River and wetlands with Biotrade team 
and artisanal fishermen from the La Grande Community Council 
 
With the accompaniment of some artisanal fishermen from the community of La 
Grande, river tours were carried out along the Ciénaga del Burro, Ciénaga La 
Chiquita and Ciénaga Grande located in the territory of the La Grande Community 
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Council. Given that these ecosystems are home to a great diversity of aquatic fauna 
and flora, the project has implemented REDD+ activities framed mainly in 
conservation actions for species such as the Manatee and the Hicotea turtle. These 
ecosystem characteristics, described in /1/ and /275/, were corroborated on site 
through the sighting of the Manatee feeders, the habitat of the Hicotea turtle, the 
state of conservation of the water bodies, relicts of Cativales (plant associations 
with predominance of th e forest species Prioria copaifera located in flooded areas) 
and artisanal fishing activities. The replacement of wooden boats with boats made 
of fiberglass was also evident, with the aim of exerting less pressure on forests and 
avoiding degradation due to selective forestry activities. 
 

- November 29, 2023. River tour of the Atrato River and wetlands with Biotrade team 
and artisanal fishermen from the Turriquitadó  Community Council  
 
With the accompaniment of an artisanal fisherman from the community of 
Turriquitadó, river tours were carried out along the Ciénaga del Tigre located in 
the territory of the Community Council of Turriquitadó. There, areas where 
conservation actions have been implemented, mainly framed in the care of the 
Manatee and the Hicotea turtle, were also visited. These ecosystem characteristics, 
described in /1/ and /275/, were corroborated on site through the sighting of the 
Manatee feeders, the habitat of the Hicotea turtle, the state of conservation of the 
water bodies and artisanal fishing activities. Landscape reading activities were also 
carried out where the geography of the foothills of the western mountain range 
(east of the swamp) and administrative limits with the department of Antioquia 
(Atato River at the height of Murindó) were located. 
 

- November 30, 2023. River tour of the Jiguamiandó River and tour of the community 
of Nueva Esperanza with the Biotrade team and legal representatives of the 
Community Councils.  
 
On the way to the communities of the Jiguamiandó River Community Council, 
observation activities were carried out along the Jiguamiandó River, such as: 
recognition of reforestation activities along the banks of the river and adaptation 
of the river channel (affected years ago due to the diversion of waters for mining 
activities), recognition of important forest species (Caracolí, Choibá, Cativo, 
Cedro, Congo de agua, among others). Subsequently, a tour was carried out 
throughout the Humanitarian Zones and Biodiversity Zones, cataloged by the 
communities as centers of peaceful resistance of the civilian population where 
armed actors are not received or supported and the governance structures of the 
Community Council are legitimized. 
 

- December 01, 2023. Tour in the communities of Pueblo Nuevo and Centro Jigua 
with the Biotrade team and legal representatives of the Community Councils. 
 



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

33 | 334 

Activities were carried out to recognize important forest species (Caracolí, Choibá, 
Cativo, Cedro, Congo de agua, among others) along the banks of the river and tours 
inside the population centers of said communities. 
 

In all cases, during the activities the audit team collected GPS tracking data, conducted 
interviews and took georeferenced photographs to correlate and analyze the 
correspondence of the information in the project documents with the realities of the 
territory evidenced on site (Photographs 1 and Figure 2). 

The river routes along the Atrato River and the Jiguamiandó River made it possible to more 
efficiently corroborate the information related to the plant coverage and project limits 
described in the project cartography /56/-/65/. No additional deforested areas were 
evident than those reported during the monitoring period, nor were there any other 
sources of emissions other than those included in the quantification of GHG reductions. 
The site visit allowed us to satisfactorily verify that the procedures, calculations and 
methodologies used to obtain the activity data and emission factors are robust and 
representative /29/-/32/. Additionally, on -site activities evidenced the relevance and 
occurrence of the implementation activities reported for the monitoring pe riod /241/-

/312/. 
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Source: This report 

 

Photographs 1. On-site audit tours and meetings 
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Figure 2. Detail on-site audit tours. 

  

 Source: This report 

4.5 Clarification, corrective and forward actions request. 

During the validation and verification audit, ICONTEC detected a total of 32 findings (22 
CAR, 8 CL and 2 FAR), these non-conformities were presented to the project developer 
and, subsequently, were resolved through communications and meetings between the 
parties and adjustments to project documents. The findings mainly addressed issues 
related to contractual agreements, monitoring plan and implementation activities, 
mapping, document management and data registration, REDD+ safeguards, SDGs, start 
date, baseline, among others. 

Annex 5 of this validation and verification report details the types of findings issued by the 
audit team (CAR, CL or FAR), the non-compliance reference, the date of issuance of the 
finding, the description of the request, the responses provided by the project owners and 
the information or documentation attached to deal with the non -conformity, and the 
conformity evaluation made by the audit team in response to said responses. All requests 
were satisfactorily attended to by the project owners during the audit process, 

guaranteeing that the documentation is in line with the criteria and scope of section 2. 
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ICONTEC considers a finding to be satisfactorily closed only if the persons responsible for 
the GHG project modify or rectify the project document or monitoring report and provide 

additional information or evidence that the responses comply with the identi fied finding.  

The evaluation of the project stakeholder consultation was addressed through findings 
CAR 4, CAR 19 and CAR 20 (Annex 5). During the monitoring period, compliance with the 
following Sustainable Development Goals was verified through evidence /15/: SDG 4. 
Quality education, SDG 9. Industry, innovation and infrastructure, SDG 11. Sustainable 
cities and communities, SDG 15. Life in terrestrial ecosystems. 

The evaluation of compliance with the project's stakeholder consultation processes was 
addressed through findings CAR 1, CAR 2, CAR 7 and CAR 12 (Annex 5). Through evidence 
/33/-/39/, /215/, /217/ and /218/ the audit team corroborated the consultation, consultation 
and socialization procedures. 

The evaluation of compliance with the project's legal regulatory framework was addressed 
through finding CAR 12 (Annex 5). Through the evidence /33/-/55/, /208/ -/210/, /313/-/321/ 
the audit team verified that the project complies with the current environme ntal, legal 
and social regulatory framework. 

The evaluation of compliance with the design and implementation of the project 
Monitoring Plan was addressed through CAR 4, CAR 6, CAR 17 and CAR 19 (Annex 5). 
Through evidence /20/-/23/ and /241/-/312/ the audit team verified the relevance of the 
design of the Sampling Plan and the implementation activities executed during the 
monitoring period.  

4.5.1 Clarification requests (CLs) 

During the validation and verification, a total of eight (8) clarification requests were 
issued, which were related to updating the project information on the BCR platform, 
identification and correction of spatial limits, filing of procedures and consultat ions with 
institutions, detail of spaces for socialization and consultation, occurrence of forest 
harvesting , among others. The solution to all the findings and the related documentation 
to respond to them can be found in Annex 5 of this document. 

4.5.2 Corrective actions request (CARs) 

During the validation and verification, a total of twenty -two (22) requests for corrective 
actions were issued, which were related to the emission factors used to quantify GHG 
reductions, estimation of uncertainty, compliance with environmental and social 
safeguards, compliance to the SDGs, correspondence of figures and values in all 
documents presented, adjustment of typographical errors in GHG documents, updating 
of land tenure documents and registration minutes of Community Councils, delimitation 
of the reference region, adjustments to the Monitoring Plan, Benefit Distribution System, 
adjustments to the contractual agreements between the parties, adjustment of the Project 
Document and Monitoring Report according to the BCR template, adjustments to the 
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cartography, adjustment to the start date, baseline and causes and agents of deforestation, 
among others. 

The solution to all the findings and the related documentation to respond to them can be 
found in Annex 5 of this document. 

4.5.3 Forward action request (FARs) 

During the validation and verification, the audit team identified two (2) requests for future 
action framed both in strengthening the document management of the project activities 
(templates for the attendance record and Monitoring Plan) and differentiatin g the 
different groups of the population (children, women, older adults, minorities), as well as 
in carrying out the proper monitoring and control of the forestry uses in force since 2019 
in the project areas. 

5 Validation findings  

5.1 Project description 

The evaluation of compliance with the validation activity was framed within a systematic, 
independent and documented procedure. The declared project information was evaluated 
in accordance with the scope and criteria described in section 2, the BCR Validation and 

Verification Manual v2.3 and the guidelines of the ISO 14064-3:2019 standard. 

During the validation phase, ICONTEC reviewed the project design documentation and 
information to ensure compliance with the BCR standard and the BCR002 methodology 
through cross-referencing of information with interviews, visits to project areas and 
verification of parameters and calculations used in the quantification of GHG emissions 
and reductions. The audit team's evaluation included the following: 

- Project owners and development team. The land ownership information delivered 
/313/-/321/ corresponds to the Río Jiguamiandó Community Council, La Grande 
Community Council and Turriquitadó Community Council. In addition, the legal 
composition of the Biotrade team /40/ -/42/ and the governance structures of the 
Community Councils /44/ -/55/ were verified. 

- Project limits. The cartographic information related to the limits of project /56/ -
/65/ meets the BCR criteria for its delimitation. This information was cross-
referenced with official cartography /169/-/201/ and information recorded during 
the site visit (section 4.3 and 4.4). 

- Baseline and Additionality. The identification of the most plausible reference 
scenarios and the demonstration of additionality /1/, /123/-/149/, /151/-/163/, /204/-
/206/, /336/ -/344/ comply with the BCR methodological criteria. During the site 
visit and interviews, the social, political and environmental context of the territory 
was verified. 
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- Property and rights over carbon. The information related to the ownership or 
ownership of the land in the project areas was consistent with what was described 
in the resolutions and/or agreements for the assignment of the collective territory 
to the Community Councils /313/-/321/, the alliance agreements between the 
parties /34/-/39/ and the governance structures /43/-/55/ of the Community 
Councils. 

- Carbon calculator and GHG mitigation results. The information sources associated 
with the activity data /60/ -/65/ and /29/ -/32/, emission factors /29/-32/, /349/  and 
/350/, carbon pools and emission sources included /1 / /3/ and /29/-/32/, were 
corroborated and consistent with the BCR criteria established for the development 
of the baseline scenario and the project scenario. Additionally, historical 
deforestation in the reference scenario was consistent with the official information 
crossing from IDEAM /202/ -/203/. 

- Uncertainty evaluation. The evaluation of the precision, uncertainty and error 
associated with the geographical information sources used /60/-/65/, emission 
factors and other quantification parameters /29/-/32/, /349/  and /350/ meet the 
criteria established by the BCR. The audit team also verified the sources of 
uncertainty through:  
Å https://storage.googleapis.com/earthenginepartners-hansen/GFC-2022-

v1.10/download.html 
Å https://www.researchgate.net/publication/258529161_High 

Resolution_Global_Maps_of_21st-Century_Forest_Cover_Change 
Å http://www.gofcgold.wur.nl/redd/sourcebook/GOFC -GOLD_Sourcebook.pdf 

 
- Design of the Monitoring Plan. The evaluation of the design of the Monitoring Plan 

/1/ /17/-/18/ /20/ -/22/ shows compliance with the requirements of the BCR. 
- Compliance with the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG). The evaluation of 

compliance was carried out by reviewing Monitoring Plan 1/ /17/-/18/ /20/ -/22/ and 
the activities implemented /15/ and /241/-/312/ during the monitoring period  

- Control and management of data quality. The project has an Operational Plan that 
allows it to periodically manage the quality of the recorded data. This information 
was verified through evidence /14/ /220/ /323/. 

- Consult interested parties. Through information obtained through interviews with 
the project actors (section 4.3 and Annex 3), the existence of spaces for 
consultation and socialization around the implementation of the project /82/ -/111/ 
and /211/ was confirmed. -/240/. 

- Compliance with national legislation.  It was verified that the development of the 
project's legal framework is robust and relevant /33/, complying with the BCR 
criteria. 

- Criteria and indicators related to Cobenefits. The information related to the co-
benefits of the project was evaluated through the design of activities framed in the 
conservation of biodiversity /1/ /17/-/18/ /20/ -/22/ 

- Application of the BCR methodology, tools and specific guides. This information 
was evaluated through the Project Document /1/, Monitoring Report /3/, SDG /15/, 
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REDD+ Safeguards /22/, and evaluation of social and environmental aspects /5/-
13/ and /19/. 

5.2 Project type and eligibility 

The step-by-step carried out to assess the conformity of the information provided by the 
project owners, based on the conditions established in the BCR Standard v3.2 and the BCR 

Validation and Verification Manual v2.3, was as follows: 

1. Preliminary evaluation: The project developer submitted to ICONTEC a form with 
sufficient information to determine and know the purpose, scope and validation and 
verification criteria. This form contains, among others, the specificity of the standard, 
the type of project and its location, the applicable methodology, the type of data (own 
or national) for the estimation of emission reductions and the regulations in force. 
 

2. Contractual Agreement: Based on the information mentioned above, ICONTEC 
presented the client with a commercial proposal that included a detailed schedule for 
the development of the audit and the designation of the audit team in charge of its 
execution; this selection was based on the criteria of qualification and impartiality of 
the professionals (section 3.2). Since the commercial proposal was accepted, the 
contractual agreement between the parties was concluded. 
 

3. Validation and Verification Plan: The audit team, using the documentation provided 
by the developer, began the document review according to the schedule and criteria 
set forth in the service proposal. The audit team reviewed the set of documents and 
based on this information, developed an audit plan (section 3.4), which included the 
criteria, scope, project description, level of assurance, sampling plan activities, 
resources, sampling plan/evidence collection plan, and schedule of on-site activities. 
This document is socialized and agreed with the developer, since he is the one who 
has the most contextualized logistical panorama, which mainly favors the execution 
of the on-site audit. 
 

4. Development of the validation and verification audit:  

- On-site audit. Once the audit plan was consolidated, the audit team executed the 
sampling plan/evidence collection plan during the on-site visit, which included 
the development of interviews/meetings with stakeholders and indirect actors, 
tours along the project boundaries, verification of the activities of the monitoring 
period,  inter alia (sections 4.3 and 4.4); This is in order to review the 
correspondence and coherence of what is documented by the developer against 
what is evidenced in the territory by the audit team. 

- Preliminary audit report. This document included a general discussion of the 
details captured and evidenced through the interviews and communication with 
the parties, as well as the conformity assessment of the scope of service. The audit 
team informed and presented to the developer the non-compliances (CAR, CL or 
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FAR) detected during the document review and on-site visit, providing clarity on 
the origin of the non -conformity.  

- Resolution of audit findings: After the developer acknowledged the reported 
breaches, resolved the requests submitted in a timely manner and described the 
mechanisms or adjustments it made to process the resolution of the breaches. The 
audit team verified whether these proposed changes or annexes were appropriate 
and wrote its conclusion in the audit report.  

- Final Audit Report: The audit report reflected responses to findings, discussions, 
and modifications to the validation and verification service documents. The audit 
report presented the conclusions regarding compliance with the requirements and 
criteria for validation and verification set out. 

- Technical Review Stage and Final Decision: Once the final audit report is 
completed, the document is presented to the assigned technical review team. This 
technical reviewer issued the final opinion on the audit and reviewed whether the 
audit process was satisfactory in relation to the specific requirements of the 
validation and verification program. After the adjustments proposed in the 
technical review, the Validation and Verification Management endorsed the final 
opinion of the validation and verificatio n service, which confirms the conformity 
of the service performed.  

- Statement of Validation and Verification: ICONTEC issued a statement of 
validation and verification addressed to intended users (section 9 and section 10), 
describing the level of assurance, objectives, scope, audit criteria, and mitigation 
goals expected/achieved during the quantification period  or monitoring period, 
respectively. 

- Request for final decision to the GHG program: After the successful completion of 
the audit and in accordance with the BCR certification program, the project 
registration procedure will be carried out. The program will conduct a review and 
approval and, if applicable, request additional information or propose 
modifications to the audit or project documents; when this situation arises, 
ICONTEC and the developer will process the adjustments and send a new set of 

documents to the GHG program. 

On the other hand, Table 6 presents the detail of how the developer approached the 
identification of the scope, type and scale of the project, project activities. 

Table 6. Project type and eligibility  

Eligibility criteria  Evaluation by validation body  

Scope of the BCR Standard  "Measurable reductions and/or removals of GHG emissions generated 
by the implementation of GHG removal activities and/or REDD+ 
activities (AFOLU Sector)" 

The audit team validated through the criteria of the 
"METHODOLOGICAL DOCUMENT AFOLU SECTOR. Quantification 
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Eligibility criteria  Evaluation by validation body  

of GHG Emission Reductions. REDD+ Project. BCRooo2 v3.1" that the 
main activity of the project is the reduction of emissions from 
deforestation in a project area of 74,088.67 hectares. 

Project type  "REDD+ Activities" 

The project is in the category of projects in the AFOLU (Agriculture, 
Forestry and Other Land Uses) sector, sectoral scope 14 Forest. The 
implementation of the project includes activities aimed at reducing 
emissions due to deforestation, as well as promoting the conservation 
and sustainable management of forests and the increase of forest 
carbon stocks. 

Project activity(es)  The Project activities were designed based on the analysis of the causes 
and agents of deforestation, as well as the Ethnodevelopment Plans of 
the three (3) Community Councils. During autonomous spaces such as 
the General Assembly of the Community Councils, the lines of action, 
programs and activities were defined, framed in a Benefit-Sharing 
System and implemented through an Operational Manual (both 
documents designed by the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project). 

In summary, the lines of action or strategic lines were coded as follows: 

A. Strengthening Governance and Culture  

B. Capacity building  

C. Sustainable development 

D. Conservation and Monitoring 

The design or descriptive sheet of each activity has an ID, direct or 
underlying cause, compliance with the Ethnodevelopment Plan, 
consultation mechanism, responsibility and roles in implementation, 
implementation schedule and progress indicators. 

Project scale (if applicable)  According to the BCR v3.2 Standard, REDD+ projects are not 
subdivided into categories related to project scale, so the scale 
assignment does not apply to this project. 

Fuente: Based on the joint validation and verification report template v1.2 and developed in this report 

5.3 Grouped project (if applicable) 

The JIGRANTU REDD+ Project is not a grouped project. 
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5.4 Other GHG program 

The audit team verified using RENARE (available at https://renare.ideam.gov.co/GPY2-
web/#/gpy/iniciativas/datos -basicos/consultar/4181) and cartographic analysis (Figure 5) 
that the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project has not been registered in any other GHG program. 
The cartographic verification of this information was carried out on March 205, 2024, 
through the registration platforms of the different GHG certification programs (BCR, VCS, 
#ÅÒÃÁÒÂÏÎÏȟ #/,#8 ÁÎÄ 'ÏÌÄ 3ÔÁÎÄÁÒÄɊȢ )ÎÉÔÉÁÌÌÙȟ ÔÈÅ ÆÉÌÔÅÒ ȰÃÏÕÎÔÒÙК#ÏÌÏÍÂÉÁȱ ×Ás 
applied in the search engine and, subsequently, the cartography1 associated with each of 
the AFOLU projects located in the department of Chocó was reviewed. 

Table 7. AFOLU Projects in GHG Certification Program Platforms 

N° 
Certifying 
Program  

Project 
ID  

Project Name  Localization  State 

1 Gold Standard  - 
No AFOLU projects in the 

department of Chocó 
- - 

2 

Verra  

4480 
REDD+ Mangroves of 

Bajo Baudó1 

Cuevita Community Council 
 

Pavasa Community Council 
 

Villa María de Purrichá 
Community Council  

 
Virudó Community Council  

 
San Agustín de Terrón 

Community Council  

Rejected by 
Administrador  

3 3210 Bajo Atrato REDD+Project 

Community Council of the 
Quiparadó River Basin 

 
Community Council of the 

Curbaradó River Basin 
 

Community Council of the 
Salaquí River Basin 

 
Cacarica River Basin Community 

Council 
 

Community Council of the 
Middle Truandó River Basin 

 
La Teresita Community Council 

 
Bocas de Taparal Community 

Council 
 

Under 
validation 

 

 

1 If the cartographic file is not available for download or problems with its visualization in GIS software, the textual description of the location is 

used. 
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N° 
Certifying 

Program  

Project 

ID  
Project Name  Localization  State 

Dos Bocas Chintadó Community 
Council 

 

La Nueva Truandó Community 
Council 

 
Clavellino Community Council  

4 3218 
Origen Atrato -Baudó 

REDD+ Project 

San Isidro Community Council 

 
Villa Conto Community Council  

 
Major Community Council of 

the Popular Peasant 
Organization of Alto Atrato  

Under 
validation 

5 2723 Condoto REDD+ 
Condoto-Iró Community 

Council 
Registered 

6 2356 

REDD+ Conservation of 
Ethno Sustainable Afro-

Colombian Community in 
the Tropical Rain Forest 

of Colombia 

Bajo Atrato Community Council  
Under 

validation 

7 2071 

Cocomacia Community 
REDD+ Program, 
Choco/Antioquia 

Colombia 

Community Council of the 

Integral Peasant Association of 
Atrato  

Under 
development 

8 1806 Riscales REDD+ Project 
General Riscales Community 

Council 

Registration and 
verification 

approval 
requested 

9 856 
The Chocó-Darién 

Conservation Corridor 
REDD Project 

Community Council of the Tolo 
River Basin and Southern 
Coastal Zone of Acandí 

Registered 

10 1390 
Carmen del Darién 

REDD+ Project 

Domingodó Community Council 

 
La Madre Community Council 

 
Chicao Community Council 

 
Community Council of Vigía de 
Curvaradó and Santa Rosa de 

Limón  
 

Rio Montaño Community 
Council 

 
Apartadó-Buenavista 
Community Council  

Verification 
approval 

requested 

11 1396 
Pepe River and Acaba 

REDD+ Project 

Río Pepe Community Council 
 

Community Council of the 
Baudó River and its Tributaries 

Verification 
approval 

requested 

12 1400 Concosta Red+ Project 
Pacific Coast Community 

Council 

Verification 
approval 
requested 

13 1391 
Sivirú-Usaragá-Pizarro-

Pilizá (SUPP) 
REDD+Project 

Sivirú Community Council  

 
Community Council of San 

Andrés de Usaragá 

Verification 
approval 
requested 
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N° 
Certifying 

Program  

Project 

ID  
Project Name  Localization  State 

 
Pizarro Community Council  

 

Community Council of Pilizá  

14 1399 Mutatá REDD+ Project 
Chontadural Cañero Indigenous 

Reservation 

Verification 
approval 
requested 

15 

BioCarbon 
Registry  

BCR-
CO-259-
14-007 

Emberá Sur REDD+ 

Alto Río Bojayá Indigenous 
Reservation 

 
Pichicora, Chicue, Puerto Alegre 

Indigenous Reservation 

 
Uva Pogue-Quebrada Taparal 

Indigenous Reservation 

Listed 

16 
BCR-

CO-259-
14-006 

Emberá Norte REDD+ 

Alto Río Cuia Indigenous 
Reservation 

 
Indigenous Reservation 

Napipi  
 

Opogadó Doguadó Indigenous 
Reservation 

 
Domingodó Indigenous 

Reservation 

Listed 

17 

PCR-
CO-

BFX-14-
002 

Cupica REDD+ Dolphin 
Conservation Project 

Los Delfines Community 
Council 

Cupica Community Council 
Registered 

18 

CERCARBONO 

99 
Pedeguita and Mancilla 

REDD+ 
Pedeguita and Mancilla 

Community Council  
Certified 

19 61 
Cocoman Frontera 

REDD+ 

Juradó Community Council 
 

Novita Community Council  
Certified 

20 22 
ARLEQUIN REDD+ 
Conservation Project 

ACISANP Community Council  
 

COCOILLO Community Council  
 

COCOMACER Community 
Council 

Certified 

21 COLCX 
COLCX-
14-0035 

Cuenca Alta Baudó 
REDD+ Project 

Community Council of San 
Francisco del Cugucho 

 
Puerto Echeverry Community 

Council 
 

Bellavista Dubaza Community 
Council 

 
Puerto Alegre and La Divisa 

Nauca Indigenous Reservation 
 

Dominico Londoño y Apartadó 
Indigenous Reservation 

 

Complete 
Registration 
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N° 
Certifying 

Program  

Project 

ID  
Project Name  Localization  State 

Aguaclara and Bella Luz of the 
Amporá River Indigenous 

Reservation 

 
Ríos Catrú, Dubasa, Ancoso 

Indigenous Reservation 
 

Ríos Jurubidá, Chorí and Alto 
Baudó Indigenous Reservation 

Source: This report 

As of the date of review, as evidenced in Table 7 and Figure 5, ICONTEC satisfactorily 
verified that the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project is not partially or totally registered in another 
GHG certification program (detail in section 6.8), and that the neighboring AFOLU 
projects do not overlap with the areas of the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project; this indicates the 
permanence of each carbon credit in the long term and the non-occurrence of double 

counting in the areas of project implementation. 

To comply with the criteria of the BCR Standard, the audit team evaluated that: 

a) The project has not been registered on any other registration platform. The audit 
team verified the cartography of other GHG projects through the registration 
platforms of other certifiers and verified through cartographic review (Table 7 and 
Figure 5), that the project areas /60/-/62/ are not registered in another program 

b) The reductions or eliminations generated by project /29/ are not part of any other 
GHG project (Table 7 and Figure 5). 

c) The project developer demonstrates compliance with the requirements 
established in the national legal framework with the legal compliance matrix /33/ 
and all the regulations it complies with for the establishment and operation of the 
project and comply with the rules and procedures established by the standard. 

d) The project complies with the provisions of the "BCR STANDARD OPERATING 
PROCEDURES" 

ICONTEC satisfactorily verified this information and, in addition, found that the project 
has no partial or total registration in other climate change mitigation standards or 
certification programs and is not implemented in areas that overlap with other mitigation 
initiatives.  

5.5 Quantification of GHG emission reductions and removals  

During the audit exercise, the developer used and applied in an appropriate way the 
"METHODOLOGICAL DOCUMENT AFOLU SECTOR. Quantification of GHG Emission 
Reductions. REDD+ Project. BCRooo2 v3.1" and the tools and guides provided by BCR; This 
means that the limits of the project comply with the conditions of applicability set out in 
the methodology and therefore, it is susceptible to registration and certification in the 
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BCR program. In addition, project documentation and monitoring of GHG emission 
reductions was verifiable under the ISO 14064-3:2019 framework. 

The assessment of the quantification of GHG emission reductions considered the review 
of the conservative approach to the data, the management of uncertainty, the carbon pools 
included, the additionality analysis, the estimation of the baseline or reference scenario, 
the management of leakage, the risk of non-permanence, and the mitigation results of the 
analysis period. 

5.5.1 Start date and quantification period 

The audit team verified that the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project had a start date of January 2, 
2019, the compliance evaluation was verified through Resolution 0010 of 2019 issued by 
CODECHOCÓ /28/, in which a Persistent Forest Use is granted in the Jiguamiandó River 
Community Council. In accordance with the criteria of the BCR Standard (section 10.4 and 
section 10.5), BCR0002 Methodology v3.1 (section 9) and Validation and Verification 
Manual (section 9) it was verified that: 

- The evidence associated with the start date /24/ and /28/ is framed within a forest 
management strategy. Additionally, it was confirmed that during 2019 (start year) 
deforestation in the project area /63/-/65/ was not found to be related to the 
location of forest harvesting permits /58/ -/59/ and, Therefore, the start date of the 
project consists of the start of activities that lead to the effective reduction of GHG 
emissions. 

- The start date (January 2, 2019) is within five (5) years prior to the start of the 
validation, since the commercial agreement between Biotrade and ICONTEC was 
signed on November 9, 2023. 

In accordance with the BCR Standard (section 10.5), the audit team verified through 
Project Document /1/ and spreadsheets /29/ that the project contemplates a quantification 
period of 30 years, complying with literal b) REDD+ Projects described in the BCR 

Standard. 

5.5.2 Application of the selected methodology and tools 

5.5.2.1 Title and Reference 

ICONTEC evaluated the application of the most recent versions of the methodology and 
the tools and guidance in accordance with what is described in the BCR Validation and 
Verification Manual v2.3, The following are the documents implemented and developed 
in the project: 

Å METHODOLOGICAL DOCUMENT IN THE AFOLU SECTOR. Quantification of GHG 
Emission Reductions. REDD+ Project. BCRooo2. Version 3.1 

Å BCR Standard. From differentiated responsibility to common responsibility. Version 
3.2 

Å GHG Project Validation and Verification Manual. Version 2.3 
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Å BCR TOOL.  SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS (SDG).  Version 1.0. 
Å BCR TOOL TO DEMONSTRATE COMPLIANCE WITH THE REDD+ SAFEGUARDS. 

Version 1.1. 
Å BCR TOOL. AVOIDING DOUBLE COUNTING (ADC). BCR avoid double counting of 

emissions reductions/removals. Version 1.0. 
Å BCR TOOL. PERMANENCE AND RISK MANAGEMENT. BCR project holder take 

actions to ensure the project benefits are maintained over time. Version 1.0 . 
Å BCR TOOL. NO NET HARM ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL SAFEGUARDS 

(NNH). BCR project activities do not cause any net-harm to the environment or to 
local communities and society in general. Version 1.0  

Å BIOCARBON GUIDELINES. BASELINE AND ADDITIONALITY. BCR projects 
generate verified carbon credits (VCC) that represent emissions reductions, avoidance, 

or removals that are additional. Version 1.2. 

5.5.2.2 Applicability 

The JIGRANTU REDD+ Project is part of the scope of Reducing Emissions from 
Deforestation and complies with the conditions of applicability of the BCR Standard and 
the REDD+ Methodological Document as follows: 

Table 8. Conditions of applicability of the Standard  

Conditions of applicability of the 

Standard  

Meets  Description of Compliance  

The methodological documents 

contain the applicability criteria 

and detailed steps for the 

quantification and monitoring of 

the results against the design and 

implementation of GHG  Projects  

and other GHG projects, by given 

project type.  

Yes It was verified that the project is developed under 

the guidelines of the METHODOLOGICAL 

DOCUMENT AFOLU SECTOR. Quantification of 

GHG Emission Reductions. REDD+ Project. 

BCRooo2. v3.1; which provides REDD+ project 

owners with the procedures, models, parameters 

and data to quantify the GHG emission reductions 

attributable to project activities.  

The holders of GHG  Projects , in the 

AFOLU sector, can only certify and 

register, in this program, those 

initiatives whose start date is 

Yes The project start date is January 2, 2019 and falls 

within the five (5) years prior to the start of 

validation2 (section 5.5.1). 

 

 

2 Validation of the project began in November 9, 2023. 
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Conditions of applicability of the 

Standard  

Meets  Description of Compliance  

defined within the five (5) years 

prior to the start of the validation.  

The owner of the GHG project must 

demonstrate that it complies with 

the legislation related to activities 

carried out in the field of GHG 

activities . 

Yes The project owners have a documented procedure 

"PD-T-GIC-01-01 Procedure for Information 

Management in REDD Projects", which establishes 

the guidelines for the periodic updating and control 

of the legal legislation applicable to the project. In 

addition, t he project owners attached the "Legal 

Compliance Matrix" document, which details the 

laws, decrees, rules and regulations that correspond 

to the project and how they are complied with. 

Source: This report 

Table 9. Conditions of applicability of the REDD+ Methodological Document 

Conditions of applicability of the 

methodology  

Meets  Description of Compliance  

The areas in the geographical 

boundaries of the project 

correspond to the category of forest 

(according to the national 

definitions of forest for the Clean 

Development Mechanism) at the 

start of the project activities and ten 

years before the start date of  the 

project.  

Yes It was verified that the eligible area (stable forest) 

of the project covered an area of 68,898.97 

hectares and was delimited according to the 

criteria set forth in the REDD+ Methodological 

Document: it is framed within the geographical 

limits of the project area (area titled to the three 

Community Councils), corresponds to areas that 

meet the category of forest (according to the 

national definition) at the beginning of the project 

activities and ten (10) years prior to date at the 

beginning of the project. The reference area has a 

total area of 149,105,28 hectares of which 132,858 

ha remain at the time of the start of the project 

(2019). For the definition of the reference region, 

areas with restricted access, associated with 

protected areas of National Natural Parks of 

Colombia, were excluded. verified documentation 

was /56/ to /65/ . 

The causes of deforestation 

identified include  expansion of the 

agricultural frontier, mining, 

Yes An analysis of the causes and agents of 

deforestation identified in the project reference 

area (section 3.3.3 of the PD) was appropriately 
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Conditions of applicability of the 

methodology  

Meets  Description of Compliance  

timber extraction, and 

infrastructure expansion.  

developed by the holders, identifying five (5) 

causes of deforestation including, but not limited 

to, the expansion of the agricultural frontier, 

mineral extraction, timber extraction, and 

infrastructure expansion.  

The identified causes of forest 

degradation include  selective 

logging, logging, forest fires, forest 

grazing and expansion of the 

agricultural frontier - illicit crops.  

N/A  The REDD+ JIGRANTU project does not 

contemplate the quantification of emissions and 

reduction of emissions due to forest degradation. 

Reduction in deforestation or 

degradation is not expected to occur 

in the absence of the project.  

Yes The holders conducted a barrier analysis (section 

3.4 of the PD) which indicated that deforestation 

reduction is not expected to occur in a no-project 

scenario, due to the social, environmental and 

economic dynamics of the region. 

It is possible that, in areas at the 

boundaries of the project, carbon 

stocks in soil organic matter, leaf 

litter and dead wood may decrease, or 

remain stable.  

Yes It was verified that the stock of carbon contained 

in soil organic matter, leaf litter and dead wood 

can decrease (or remain stable) over time within 

the project boundaries, because deforestation 

processes affect the dynamics of decomposition of 

organic matter. 

The quantification of GHGs other 

than CO2 should be included in the 

quantification of emissions caused by 

forest fires during the monitoring 

period.  

Yes It was verified that, in the event of forest fires 

being detected, the associated GHG emissions 

(other than CO2) will be estimated, and these 

emissions will be included in the quantification of 

the emission reduction for the corresponding 

period.  

However, during this verification period there was 

no occurrence of disturbances associated with 

forest fires. 

Source: This report 

5.5.2.3 Methodology deviations (if applicable) 

The JIGRANTU REDD+ project does not present methodological deviations during this 
monitoring period.  
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5.5.3 Project boundary, sources and GHGs 

In accordance with the criteria provided in the BCR Standard and BCR0002 methodology 
(section 8), the audit team successfully validated through mapping and on-site tours 
(section 4.4) and cartography of the project /60/-/65/, that the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 
is located in the Colombian Pacific region in the municipalities of Carmen del Darién and 
Riosucio, in the northeast of the department of Chocó, Colombia (Figure 3). 

Through cartography /63/-/65/ it was verified that the project area has an area of 74,012.273 
hectares, where 68,898.97 hectares correspond to eligible areas, that is, areas with stable 
forest during the period 2009-2018 (10 years). The audit team also evaluated the 
correspondence of land cover /199/ in the project areas against the eligibility analysis /61/ 
/1/ and confirmed that the areas with forest cover (dense forest) correspond to the eligible 
areas of the project. Compliance assessment of the eligibility analysis is addressed in 

section 5.5.3.1 of this report. 

Through the Titling Resolutions of the Community Councils /315/ /318/ /321/ it was verified 
that the project area falls within the territorial limits titled to the Community Council of 
the Jiguamiandó River, the La Grande Community Council and the Council Turriquitadó 
Community, who are configured as owners of the project together with Biotrade S.A.S. 
Additionally, the audit team crossed the cartography of the eligible project area /61/ /64/ 
with the location of the forest harvesting / 58/, and verified that the areas under concession 
are consistent with the definition of stable forest. 

Through the evidence /60/ and the Project Document /1/ it was verified that the reference 
area of the project covers an area of 149,105.28 hectares. The evaluation of compliance with 
the criteria established in the REDD+ Methodological Document was addressed as follows: 

a) The reference area is framed outside the project area /62/ 

b) The agents and determinants of deforestation identified in the reference area can access 

the project areas /336 / /344/ /151/-/163/ and section 3.2.1.1 of the Project Document /1/ 

 c) The project area is of interest to the agents acting in the reference area /336 / /344/ 

/151/-/163/ and section 3.2.1.1 of the Project Document /1/ 

d) The figures of land tenure and land use rights were characterized in the reference region 

/62/ and section 3.2.1.1 of the Project Document /1/ 

 

 

3 The three (3) Community Councils cover a total area of 77,836.22 (as provided in the Titling Resolutions). However, the official cartography of the 

National Land Agency (ANT) for these Community Councils adds up to an area of 74,012.27 hectares, so out of conservatism the latter was taken 

as a project area. 
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d) Exclusion of restricted access areas (protected areas) from the reference region /62/ 
/198/ and section 3.2.1.1 of the Project Document /1/ 

In addition, the audit team verified the delimitation of the reference region /62/ using 
official cartographic information such as: land cover and use /201/ /199/ /190/, biomes and 
ecosystems /197/, drainage /169/-/ 183/, geology and geomorphology /195/, soils /188/, 
protected areas /198/, in a way that corroborated the similarity of biophysical 
characteristics between the reference area and the project area. More details of the 
procedures to delimit the project reference area are described in section 5.5.4 of this 

report. 

Figure 3. Spatial boundaries of the project 

 

Source: Project Document v6.1 

Through the evidence /56/-/57/ /60/ and the Project Document /1/ it was verified that the 
leakage area of the project covers a forest area of 40,330.90 hectares. The evaluation of 
compliance with the criteria established in the REDD+ Methodological Document was 
addressed as follows: 

a) the forest areas that are within the range of mobility (rivers and roads, mainly) of the 
identified deforestation agents were verified based on the analysis of the probability of 
mobilization carried out based on biotic, physical and social components /56/- /57/ /60/ 
and section 3.2.1.2 - 3.2.1.2.1 of the Project Document /1/. 
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b) the exclusion of forest areas with restricted access to deforestation agents was verified 
mainly through mapping of road and drainage infrastructure /169/-/183/, national 

protected areas /198/. 

Section 5.5.7 of this report also describes the procedures for delineating the project leak 
area. 

Within the REDD+ JIGRANTU project, the inclusion of carbon reservoirs contained in 
aboveground biomass, belowground biomass and organic carbon in the soil, the source of 
emissions associated with the combustion of woody biomass and types of GHGs such as 
CH4 and N2O was verified / 29/ /1/ and /3/. This information is in line with the provisions 
of the REDD+ Methodological Document (Table 11, Table 12), which: 1) describes 
aboveground biomass and belowgroud biomass are configured as significant reservoirs 
and are therefore mandatory to be included within the project boundaries, while carbon 
stocks contained in soil organic carbon are optionally included; and 2) it is mentioned that 
CH4 and N2O emissions must be included in the quantification of the respective 
monitoring period in the event of forest fires.  

The review of the project documents (specifically the PD, RM and carbon calculator) 
showed that the quantification of GHG emission reductions was estimated considered the 
emission factors /349/  /350/ associated with the included reservoirs. Specifically, the NREF 
2018-2022 emission factors /349/ were used to quantify GHG emissions for the period 2019-
2022 (monitoring period), while the NREF 2023-2027 emission factors /350/ were used to 
project GHG emissions from the year 2023 onwards. 

Table 10. Details on emission factors in the baseline scenario and project scenarios 

Scenario  Quantification period  Emission factors  

B
a

s
e

lin
e

 

2019-2022 NREF 2018-2022 /349/ 

2023-2048 NREF 2023-2027 /350/ 

E
x 

A
n
te

 2019-2022 NREF 2018-2022 /349/ 

2023-2048 NREF 2023-2027 /350/ 

E
x 

P
o
s
t 2019-2022 NREF 2018-2022 /349/ 

Source: This report 
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During this monitoring period, there were no fires and therefore the emissions associated 
with CH4 or N2O were not quantified.  

In accordance with the above, ICONTEC verifies that the project satisfactorily supported 
the choice and inclusion of the carbon pools defined to quantify the changes in the carbon 
stocks at the project boundaries, as well as the selection of emission sources and GHG 

types. 

5.5.3.1 Eligible areas in the GHG project boundaries (for AFOLU projects) 

The audit team verified that the eligible area (stable forest) of the project covered an area 
of 68,898.97 hectares /63/-/65/ and was delimited according to the criteria established in 
the REDD+ Methodological Document: it falls within the geographical limits of the project 
area /315/ /318/ /321/ (area titled to the three Community Councils), corresponds to areas 
that meet the forest category at the beginning of the project activities and ten (10) years 
before the date of start of the project (2009-2018) /60/ -/65/.  

Regarding the cartographic inputs used to determine the forest/non-forest areas during 
the historical period and the monitoring period: Hansen et al. (2013) and Hansen et. al 
(2010), it was confirmed that the technical sheet (available at 
https://www.globalforestwatch.org/map/ ) of the inputs complies with the definition of 
national forest /349/  /350/ and the cartographic precision required by the BCR /146/. 

Table 11. Eligible Project Areas by Community Council 

Community Council  Area (ha)  Forest (ha)  % Forest 

Jiguamiandó 51,504.33 50,854.48 73,8 

La Grande 13,252.14 11.363,09 16,5 

Turriquitadó  9,255.80 8.635,62 12,5 

Total  74,012.27 68,898.27 100,0 

Source: Biotrade S.A.S (2023), taken from Areas deforestación V4.0.xlsx  

In accordance with the above, ICONTEC verified that the project satisfactorily supports 
the choice and delimitation of the eligible areas within the project boundaries, in line with 

the provisions of the REDD+ Methodological Document. 

5.5.4 Baseline or reference scenario 

The determination of the base scenario or reference scenario was carried out as described 
in the REDD+ Methodological Document and the BioCarbon Gidelines Baseline and 
Additionality v1.2 tool. The audit team verified that the assumptions and sources of 
information used in determining the baseline are adequately justified and considered 
reasonable. The steps followed to evaluate the project's reference scenario are detailed 

below: 
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a) the assumptions /123/-/163/ and the methods, parameters, data sources and factors /29/ 
/349/  /350/, are applied transparently and adequately justified. 

Table 12. Baseline Compliance Assessment 

Baseline assumptions  
Evaluation of the evidence supporting the 
baseline  

1. Legal Analysis of Community Councils (/123/)  
 
Topic: Functions and rights of community councils 
in collective territories.  
Focus: Legal and operational framework.  

Understanding and effectively implementing the 
legal and community rights framework is crucial 
to project implementation. A robust legal analysis 
ensures that the rights of local communities are 
respected and that they actively participate in 
forest resource management. 

2. Population Structure and Endangered Fauna 
(/124/) 
 
Topic: Bocachico and Manatee in the Atrato River 
basin.  
Focus: Conservation of endangered species.  

The conservation, protection and population 
monitoring of endangered species is a key 
component, since it contributes to the 
conservation of ecosystems and sustainable food 
sovereignty. 

3. Carmen del Darién Development Plan 2020 -2023 
(/125/) and Riosucio Development Plan 2020 -2023 
(/126/) 
 
Topic: Territorial and socioeconomic development 
strategies.  
Focus: Local planning.  

Development plans should be integrated and 
aligned with REDD+ activities so that local 
development does not lead to further 
deforestation 

4. Comprehensive Climate Change Plan for the 
Department of Chocó (/127/) 
 
Topic: Measures against climate change.  
Focus: Adaptation and mitigation.  

Strategies for climate change adaptation and 
mitigation should be aligned with REDD+ 
objectives. 

5. Atrato Ecoregion and Territorial Planning (/128/, 
/129/) 
 
Topic: Sustainable management of territory and 
territorial planning.  
Focus: Integrated strategies.  

Territorial planning strategies must be integrated 
into the legal and implementation framework of 
REDD+ activities 

6. State of Natural Resources and Environment 
(/130/)  
 
Topic: Environmental health and natural resources.  
Focus: Environmental assessment.  

The impact of the effects of project 
implementation must be assessed under a 
diagnosis of the state of natural resources, so that 
monitoring initiatives respond to an effective 
management strategy. 

7. Conservation of Forest Species (/131/)  
 
Topic: Protection of threatened forest species.  
Focus: Management and conservation.  

Conservation and monitoring of forest species is 
essential to maintain the integrity of forest 
ecosystems 

8. Institutional Action Plan (/132/)  
 
Topic: Sustainable development for subregions.  
Focus: Institutional strategies.  

Alignment with institutional regulatory 
frameworks guarantees the coordination of 
actions and strategies between actors 

9. Issues Associated with Illegal Drugs (/133/, /159/)  
 
Topic: Impact of illegal drugs.  

The problems associated with the cultivation of 
illicit drugs in the territory can be addressed by 
promoting more profitable and safer productive 
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Baseline assumptions  
Evaluation of the evidence supporting the 
baseline  

Focus: Characterization and analysis.  activities, discouraging the expansion of the 
agricultural frontier.  

10. Deforestation and Illegal Mining (/136/, /137/, 
/152/, /153/) 
 
Topic: Impact of deforestation and illegal mining.  
Focus: Assessment and mitigation.  

The problems associated with deforestation and 
illegal mining in the territory can be addressed by 
promoting more profitable and safer productive 
activities, discouraging unsustainable practices 
that cause irreversible damage to the landscape 
and ecosystems. 

11. Pedagogical Model  (/138/, /135/) 
 
Topic: Ethnoeducational education and territorial 
conflicts.  
Focus: Education and territorial rights.  

Education and the promotion of land rights 
strengthen community participation in REDD+ 
activities, ensuring that local communities are 
active participants in conservation. 

12. Comprehensive Agropecuary Development Plan 
(/142/) 
 
Topic: Rural and agropecuary development.  
Focus: Territorial planning.  

Agricultural development must be sustainable 
and aligned with REDD+ activities to avoid the 
expansion of agricultural areas into forests 

13. Wetlands Management Plan (/143/)  
 
Topic: Conservation and management of wetlands.  
Focus: Sustainable management.  

Wetland conservation contributes to reducing 
emissions and maintaining biodiversity 

14. Strategic Project for the Pacific Colombian 
Macrobasin (/144/)  
 
Topic: Management of water resources.  
Focus: Integrated planning.  

Alignment with institutional regulatory 
frameworks ensures the coordination of actions 
and strategies that promote the supply of basic 
service needs to communities. 

15. Recognition of the Atrato River as a Subject of 
Rights (/145/)  
 
Topic: Legal rights of the Atrato River.  
Focus: Legal recognition.  

Strengthening self-government promotes the 
vindication of sociocultural structures and the 
implementation of contextualized actions 

16. Impact of Socioeconomic Activities (/154/, /156/)  
 
Topic: Effects of mining and logging.  
Focus: Evaluation and mitigation.  

Diagnosing the negative effects of some economic 
activities will allow for changes in production 
practices and mitigation policies to be 
implemented to address the impacts caused. 

17. Strategies and Proposals on Deforestation (/162/, 
/163/) 
 
Topic: Control and mitigation of deforestation.  
Focus: Proposals for mitigation.  

Deforestation control activities are essential for 
the project to achieve its objectives of reducing 
emissions and conserving forests. 

Source: This report 

The details of the evaluation of the methods, data and parameters used to establish the 
quantification of the baseline are presented in sections 6.2.2 and 6.2.3.1 of this report. 

b) the uncertainty of the data from the reference period is considered using the technical 
sheets of the cartographic inputs of Hansen et al. (2013) and Hansen et. al (2010) and the 
uncertainty of emission factors /349/  /350/. The details of the evaluation of the 
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management of uncertainty of the baseline data and parameters were addressed in section 
6.2.2 of this report. 

c) national policies and circumstances /33/ were considered relevant, listed in Project 
Document /1/ 

d) the procedures to identify the base scenario are consistent with the emission factors 
/349/  /350/, activity data /30/, GHG emissions projection variables and other relevant 
parameters /29/. The details of the assessment of the data and parameters used to establish 

the quantification of the baseline are presented in sections 6.2.2 and 6.2.3.1 of this report. 

e) the implementation of procedures to guarantee data quality according to the ISO 14064-

2 standard and the requirements of the applied methodology /14/ and /323/.  

The audit team considers that these attached documents are considered credible evidence 
of the diagnosis and identification of the baseline, since they provide a comprehensive 
overview of the socioeconomic, environmental and cultural situation of the reference area. 
Each document provides key data regarding the progress and challenges faced by national, 
regional and local strategies regarding the social context of the territory, the conservation 

of biodiversity, the impacts of economic activities and the rights of communities. 

Below is a step-by-step guide to evaluating the development of the Baseline and 

Additionality v1.2 tool: 

The JIGRANTU REDD+ Project chose criterion (c) "changes in carbon stocks within the 
project boundaries, identifying the most likely land use at the start of the project" to 
support the development of the baseline. The steps taken to identify the no-project 
scenario are presented below:  

a) Step 0. Preliminary screening base on the starting date of the Project activity 

b) Step 1. Identification of alternative scenarios 

c) Step 2. Barriers analysis (section 5.5.5) 

d) Step 3. Impact of project registration (section (5.5.5) 

a) Step 0. Preliminary screening base on the starting date of the Project activity  

In accordance with what is mentioned in section 5.5.1, the relevance of the supports that 
support the project start date (January 2, 2019), which is defined within the five (5) years 
prior to the start of the project validation, was verified  /24/ and /28/.  

b) Step 1. Identification of alternative scenarios  

Sub-step 1a. List of credible alternative land use scenarios that would have occurred on the 
land within the project boundary of the project activity.  
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The audit team verified that the probable land use alternatives in the project areas are 
credible and realistic, since they obey the spatial and temporal context of the territory 
/ 133/-/145/ and /336/-/344/ . As a result of this previous identification of the economic 
practices or trends of the region and their dynamics over time, three (3) possible land use 
alternatives were established in the scenario without a project:  

Alternative 1) Continuation of the previous land use (prior to project implementation); a 
scenario that involves the use of timber for housing development and social infrastructure, 
the expansion of the agricultural frontier, illegal timber extraction, illegal mining and 

illicit crops.  

Alternative 2) REDD+ projects without certification of emission reductions; voluntary 
control of the activities that cause the loss of forests in their territory, preventing the 
expansion of the agricultural frontier, illegal extraction of timber and illeg al mining, and 
promotion of the development of activities framed in the monitoring of biodiversity and 

conservation actions. 

Alternative 3) Optimization of agricultural practices and development of environmentally 
friendly value chains; Adoption of sustainable strategies that improve agricultural 
productivity and allow the development of value chains aligned with fair trade and the 
valorization of local agroecological products. 

This list of alternatives was duly supported and consistent with the attached documentary 
supports, such as: development of surveys for the socioeconomic characterization of the 
Community Councils /325/-/ 335/, Analysis of the incentives of the agricultural sector with 
impacts on biodiversity in Colombia /161/, Comprehensive Plan for Agricultural and Rural 
Development with a Territorial Focus in the Department of Chocó /142/, Sustainable 
Production Model with a focus on Biocultural Rights for Chocó biogeographic plan 
proposed by the IIAP /128/, Carmen del Darién Development Plan 2020-2023 /125/, 
Riosucio Development Plan 2020-2023 /126/, Integrated Management Plan for the Lower 
and Middle Atrato Wetlands  /143/, Comprehensive Climate Change Plan for the 
Department of Chocó /127/, Strategic Plan Project for the Colombian Pacific Macro-basin 

/144/, among others. 

Sub-step 1b. Consistency of land use alternatives with applicable laws and regulations. 

The audit team evaluated the legal consistency of the three (3) land use alternatives in the 
scenario without a project under the regulations of the official documents attached by the 
owner: Carmen del Darién Development Plan 2020-2023 /125/, Riosucio Development Plan 
2020-2023 /126/, Integrated Management Plan of the Lower and Middle Atrato Wetlands 
/ 143/,  Comprehensive Climate Change Plan for the Department of Chocó /127/, Strategic 
Plan Project for the Colombian Pacific Macro-basin /144/, Comprehensive Strategy for 
Deforestation Control and Forest Management /162/, Analysis of Incentives in the 
Agricultural Sector with Impacts on Biodiversity in Colombia  /161/, Monitoring of 
Territories Affected by Illicit Crops 2021 /160/, Atlas of the Regional Characterization of 
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the Problem Associated with Illicit Drugs in the Department of Chocó /159/. These 
documents are framed in compliance with the laws and regulations of national and 
sectoral policies. In this sense, it was evidenced that Alternative 2 and Alternative 3 comply 
with current national and local regulations, since they are scenarios that are configured 
from the development of productive or conservation activities that respect the 
environment; On the contrary, Alternative 1 describes activities that do not comply with 

the legal framework but obey systematic dynamics in the territory. 

Thus, it was satisfactorily verified that the list of alternatives that comply with national 
and/or sectoral mandatory legislation and standards includes the three (3) likely land use 
alternatives in the no-project scenario identified. 

In this sense, and in accordance with the guidelines of the REDD+ Methodological 
Document, it was corroborated that the baseline scenario corresponded to Alternative 1, 
since it was the only scenario that was not affected by the identified barriers /1/. 

ICONTEC validated that Alternative 1 is the most plausible land use scenario for the 
project baseline, given that the previous occurrence of economic and subsistence activities 
in the project area is highly probable (permanence of deforestation for expansion of areas 
agriculture, illegal mining and logging, expansion of infrastructure and illicit crops). In 
compliance with the BCR 002 Methodology version 3.1, ICONTEC validated and verified 
the determination of the geographical limits of the Reference Region, meeting the 
following criteria:  

a) The reference region may include all or part of the project area:  

The project includes part of the project area, this was corroborated based on the 
delimitation of the reference region based on the incidence of navigable rivers speaking in 
terms of access to the area, enclosing the main basins and evaluating the similarity of 
biophysical characteristics, soil cover and land tenure rights. Considering this and the 
deforestation trend, the reference region reflects what is happening in terms of land use 
change in the project area. 

b) The agents and determinants of deforestation identified in the reference region can 
access the project area:  

By reviewing the information described in (Table 12), the audit team verified that the direct 
causes of deforestation identified by the proponent (infrastructure development, 
expansion of the agricultural frontier, extraction and commercialization of wood, mining 
and illicit crops) are consistent and respond to the socioeconomic dynamics of the 
territory. Based on this information, the proponent collected primary information 
(diagnosis of the state of ecosystems /257/, interviews /336/-/344/, community mapping 
/348/ and sociodemographic characterization /324/-/326/ /328/ -335/) to identify the 
agents present in the territory that drive the causes of deforestation and degradation 
described.  
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The identified agents of deforestation were divided into two groups: indirect (outlaw 
groups, government institutions, companies in the mining and energy sector, absentee 
investors) and direct (miners, coca growers, communities engaged in subsistence 
activities, loggers). The audit team verified that the identification of these agents 
corresponds and is consistent with the secondary information (Table 12) and the primary 
information compiled by the project proponent. Through this cross -referencing of 
secondary and primary information, it was verified that the identified agents and 
determinants of deforestation/degradation can access the project area. 

c) The project area is of interest to the agents identified in literal b:  

The project area is of interest to the stakeholders identified in section b: As mentioned 
above, through the collection of primary information (diagnosis of the state of ecosystems 
/257/, interviews /336/-/344/, community mapping /348/ and sociodemographic 
characterization /324/ -/326/ /328/ -335/) the proponent demonstrated that the direct and 
indirect stakeholders identified are interested in the project areas since their activities 
(causing deforestation) also take place within the project area. 

d) The land tenure and use rights in the reference region must be characterized:  

The project showed from national cartography and legal documentation that both the 
project area and the reference area are collective territories of three Community Councils. 
of Afro-descendant communities, Río Jiguamiandó, La Grande and Turriquitadó, with 
recognition and titling of collective territories according to Law 70 of 1993. These councils 
have their own titling resolution as collective territories. Therefore, they are considered to 
adequately comply with the characterization of land tenure and land tenure rights in the 
reference region. 

e) Exclude areas with restricted access to agents and drivers of deforestation and 
degradation:  

It was validated and verified that zoning in accordance with the legal and regulatory 
framework contemplates the restrictions or exclusions determined by current standards 
or laws. In addition, restricted access areas associated with protected areas of the National 
Natural Parks of Colombia were excluded from the definition of the reference region. 
Likewise, the tree covers of commercial forest plantations, palm plantations and trees 
planted for agricultural production is excluded. 

It was verified that the REDD+ project carried out a land cover analysis where the main 
covers in the project area and the reference area correspond to dense forest, clean 
grasslands, secondary or transitional vegetation and a mosaic of crops, grasslands and 
natural areas. Based on the cartographic validation carried out by the land covers indicated 
in Table 10 of section 3.2.1.2 of the Project Document /1/ and the above, it is considered 
that the reference region is similar to the project area in terms of access, agents and 
determinants of deforestation/degradation and possible changes in land use and that the 
Project complies with the methodological criteria of BCR002. 
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The audit team satisfactorily verified that the project implementation activities are 
consistently and coherently aligned with the drivers and causes of deforestation identified 
in the baseline scenario, as follows: 

Table 13. Compliance assessment of agents and causes of deforestation 

Stetegic line  Assessment of correspondence with project activities  

A. Strengthening Governance and 
Culture  

Promotes the creation, regulation and application of internal guidelines that can 
help control the identified causes of deforestation 

Seeks to strengthen the participation and inclusion of all members of the 

community in decision -making on land use and forest management 

Promotes respect for traditional cultural knowledge and practices 

B. Capacity Building  Generates technical capacities in key actors to implement strategies against 
deforestation 

Generates technical capacities to formulate and implement productive projects 

or more sustainable economic activities. 

Promotes the professional development of people through formal and 
specialised education scholarships. 

C. Sustainable Development  Promotes balanced economic development by reducing pressure on forests 
through infrastructure and projects that do not contribute to deforestation.  

Offers economic alternatives that do not depend on deforestation, such as 
sustainable agriculture or ecotourism. 

D. Conservation and Monitorin  Promotes the conservation and protection of strategic ecosystems. 

Generates a temporal and spatial monitoring system that allows the effects of 
REDD+ activities to be evidenced. 

Favours the design of strategies to rehabilitate areas degraded by deforestation, 
mining and illicit crops.  

Ensures that REDD+ activities respect social and environmental standards. 

Source: This report 

The audit team, after evaluating compliance with the reference scenario or baseline 
detailed above, considers that the chosen reference scenario potentially represents what 
would occur in the project area in the absence of the implementation of REDD+ activities 
(scenario without the project) and, therefore, supports its additionality.  

5.5.5 Additionality  

The audit team validated compliance with the additionality criteria under the guidelines 
of the BCR Standard (section 10.6), REDD+ Methodological Document (section 9), BCR 
Baseline and Additionality tool v1.2. (section 8.2) and BCR Validation and Verification 
Manual. The steps followed to evaluate the additionality of the project are detailed below: 

c) Step 2. Additionality analysis: Barriers analysis  

The additionality demonstration of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project was carried out based 
on the analysis of barriers /5/ -/13/  and /1/, determining: i) which barriers (investment, 
social, institutional, among others) prevent or limit the implementation of the project, 
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and ii) which do not prevent at least one of the probable land use alternatives of sub-step 
1b. 

Sub-step 2a. Identification of barriers that would prevent the implementation of at least 
one alternative land use scenarios. 

The audit team successfully assessed the identification of barriers impeding the 
implementation of the project (investment barriers, social barriers, institutional barriers, 
barriers due to local environmental conditions, barriers related to the market and 

transport, and barriers related to land tenure) /5/ -/13/  /275/. 

Sub-step 2b. Show that the identified barriers would not prevent implementation of at 

least one of the identified land use alternatives (except the project activity). 

The audit team verified, using the information described in section 3.4.1.2 of Project 
Document /1/, that some of the barriers identified in substep 2a prevent the 
implementation of Alternative 2 and Alternative 3. While investment and social barriers 
directly affect the activities of Alternative 2, since the lack of investment capital prevents 
an effective transition to sustainable production systems, which results in an ineffective 
mechanism to counteract business as usual; Alternative 3 is affected by investment, social, 
institutional, market and transport barriers, and land tenure barriers, which delay and 
delay the adoption of sustainable strategies that improve agricultural productivity and 
allow the development of value chains aligned with fair trade and the valorization of local 
agroecological products. 

d) Step 3. Project registration impact  

The audit team corroborated the information that supports how the certification and 
registration of the project, and the benefits and incentives associated with its 
implementation, reduce the identified barriers /1/ /13/ /19/. Benefits and incentives such 
as financial income obtained from the sale of CCV, employment opportunities derived 
from income generation, strengthening of territorial management and governance 
capacity and the reduction of GHG emissions derived from the implementation of project 
activities, they guarantee the continuity of actions that seek to reduce deforestation. 
Considering the above, it was satisfactorily verified that the project does not correspond 

to the base scenario and, therefore, the project is additional. 

Through the interviews carried out (section 4.3) with interested parties (mainly 
institutions), ICONTEC verified that the activities of the GHG Project do not derive from 
compliance with a defined environmental regulation nor are they part of a mandatory 
environmental compensation. 

In accordance with the compliance evaluation described, it was confirmed that the project 
demonstrates that the reference scenario does not correspond to the project scenario, 
which supports the additionality of REDD+ activities, and indicates how the project record 
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and the benefits of its implementation they manage to reduce the impact of the identified 
barriers. 

5.5.6 Conservative approach and uncertainty management 

In accordance with the BCR Standard and BCR0002 Methodology, uncertainty 
management is determined by the accuracy of the maps used to estimate activity data 
values and the application of discounts on emission factors (if necessary). The audit team 
confirmed that the monitored data and parameters have a conservative approach and 
adequate management of uncertainty, since they are monitored under a REDD+ Project 
Information Management Procedure /323/ designed by the project proponents. 

Specifically, it was verified that the technical sheets of the activity data (available at 
https://www.globalforestwatch.org/map/) associated with the baseline and scenario of the 
project: forest/non -forest maps /60/-/62/ prepared by Hansen et al. (2010) and Hansen et 
al. (2013), meet the definition of national forest /349/  /350/ and present a precision in the 
ȰÌÏÓÓ ÏÆ ÔÒÅÅ ÃÏÖÅÒȱ ÄÁÔÁ ÓÅÔ ÏÆ γγȢίГ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ÔÒÏÐÉÃÓ ÁÎÄ Á ÓÔÁÎÄÁÒÄ ÅÒÒÏÒ ÏÆ ήȢαГȟ ×ÈÉÃÈ ÉÓ 
ÉÎ ÌÉÎÅ ×ÉÔÈ ÔÈÅ 2%$$Е -ÅÔÈÏÄÏÌÏÇÉÃÁÌ $ÏÃÕÍÅÎÔ Ȱ&ÏÒ ÁÃÔÉÖÉÔÙ ÄÁÔÁȟ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÅÃÉÓÉÏÎ ÍÕÓÔ 

ÂÅ ÇÒÅÁÔÅÒ ÔÈÁÎ γΪГȢȱ 

The emission factors associated with the carbon contents per deposit were taken from 

NREF (2020) / 349/  and NREF (2024) /350/, as folowws: 

- For the NREF (2020), associated with the period 2018-2022, the uncertainty values of the 
carbon reservoirs or pools were verified: 8.8% for aboveground biomass and 8.1% for 
underground biomass and soil organic carbon. The calculation of the combined 
uncertainty of these pools was carried out using the methodology proposed by GOFC-
GOLD (2016) /146/; thus, the estimate of the total uncertainty associated with the NREF 
(2020) emission factor corresponds to 6.94% /1/. It was also verified that the combination 
of uncertainties from the activity data and the NREF (2020) emission factors estimated a 
total uncertainty associated with the project's GHG reductions of 8.38%. 

- For the NREF (2024), associated with the period 2023-2027, the uncertainty values of the 
carbon reservoirs or pools were verified: 15.85% for aboveground biomass, 14.22% for 
belowground biomass and 26.71% for soil organic carbon. The calculation of the combined 
uncertainty of these reservoirs was carried out using the methodology proposed by GOFC-
GOLD (2016) /146/; thus, the estimate of the total uncertainty associated with the emission 
factor of the NREF (2024) corresponds to 12.98% /1/. It was also verified that the 
combination of uncertainties from the activity data and the NREF (2024) emission factors 
estimated a total uncertainty associated with the project's GHG reductions of 13.80%. 

The audit team evaluated uncertainty management in the baseline scenario as follows: 
The application of uncertainty management procedures /146/ was verified. In accordance 
with the methodology (section 13.1) and the BCR Standard (11.1), the precision of the 
activity data was greater than 90% /1/ and the emission factors used /29/ /1/ were 
consistent with the inventories of GHG and national reference scenarios /349/  /350/. 
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The audit team evaluated the management of uncertainty in the project scenario as 
follows: The application of uncertainty management procedures /146/ was verified. In 
accordance with the methodology (section 13.1) and the BCR Standard (11.1), the precision 
of the activity data of the scenario with project was greater than 90% /1/ and the emission 
factors used /29/ /1/ /3 / were consistent with GHG inventories and national reference 
scenarios /349/  /350/. 

Compliance assessment of the consistency and coherence of activity data, emission factors 
and estimation of GHG emissions and reductions is addressed in section 6.2.3. 

Given that the emission factors used in the quantification of GHG emissions reductions 
are consistent with the emission factors used for the construction of the national reference 
scenarios /349/  /350/, the owner did not apply them in the calculations /29/ and 
documents of the project /1/ /3/ percentages defined for the discount factor established in 
the GOFC-GOLD (2016) /146/. 

The audit team validated and verified that the levels of uncertainty associated with the 
activity data and emission factors comply with the criteria of the BCR Standard and the 
REDD+ Methodological Document. Thus, it was concluded that the project uses reliable 

data and has a conservative approach to uncertainty management.  

5.5.7 Leakage and non- permanence 

During the documentary review, it was evidenced that the project owners identified risks 
of non-permanence associated with  fires, floods, land tenure disputes, conflict between 
project actors, non-appropriation of project activities, governance deficit and community 
participation; Each of them was assigned a risk level, mitigation measure, monitoring 
indicator, reporting proc edure, and monitoring frequency. In addition, the risk of leaks 
will be managed through spatial and mapping monitoring of the leak area and community 
monitoring, to reduce the displacement of GHG emissions.   

The project owners guarantee that the project activities will be maintained during the 
quantification period through mechanisms such as: contractual agreements signed 
between the parties, design and development of a risk management plan, design and 
implementation of the Monitoring Plan, and reserve of 20% of the total quantified 
emission reductions for each verified period, 10% it´s an individual reserve and the other 
10% it´s a general reserve. 

The audit team validated and satisfactorily verified that the risks of leakage and non-
permanence of the project will be evaluated during each monitoring period according to 
the guidelines of the Permanence and Risk Management v1.0 tool and the procedures of 
the established Monitoring Plan. 
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5.6 Monitoring plan  

The audit team reviewed the documentation related to the design of the project's 
Monitoring Plan under the criteria of the BCR Standard (section 21), the BCR002 
methodology (section 14) and the BCR Monitoring, Reporting and Verification (MRV) 
(section 10). The audit team's evaluation included the following criteria: 

a) data and information necessary to estimate GHG reductions or emissions during the 
quantification period ; sources of information associated with activity data /60/-/65/ and 
/29/ -/32/, emission factors /29/-32/, /349/  and /350/, carbon pools and emission sources 
included /1 / /3/ and /29/ -/32/, were corroborated and consistent with the BCR criteria 
established for the development of the base scenario and the project scenario. 
Furthermore, historical deforestation in the reference scenario was consistent with the 
official information crossing from IDEAM /202/ -/203/. Additionally, the audit team 
verified the inclusion of GHG emissions from the granted forest harvest and corroborated 
the use of the respective data/parameters in the quantification of biomass /58/ /32/ /29/. 
It was confirmed that the sustainable use of forests and other productive activities are part 

of the Monitoring Plan of the project /16/ /18/. 

b) complementary data and information to determine the base or reference scenario; the 
assumptions /123/-/163/ and the methods, parameters, data sources and factors /29/ /349/  
/350/ are applied in a transparent manner and adequately justified; the uncertainty data 
is considered using the cartographic input technical sheets of Hansen et al. (2013) and 
Hansen et. al (2010) and the uncertainty of emission factors /349/  /350/; national policies 
and circumstances /33/, listed in /3/,  were considered relevant; the procedures to identify 
the base scenario are consistent with the emission factors /349/  /350/, activity data /30/, 
GHG emissions projection variables and other relevant parameters /29/; the 
implementation of procedures to guarantee data quality according to the ISO 14064-2 
standard and the requirements of the applied methodology /14/ and /323/. 

c) the specification of all potential emissions occurring outside the project boundaries, 
attributable to the activities (leak ages) of the GHG Project, were verified by monitoring 
deforestation in the leakage area /30/ /3/.  

d) information related to the evaluation of the environmental and social effects of the 
project activities; it was verified through the evaluation matrix with project /19/ . In 
addition, the audit team considered the evaluation of the following aspects: 

- Monitoring the permanence of the REDD+ project. The identification of the risks of 
permanence of the project and the design of mitigation measures were verified /11/ 
/19/. It was confirmed that these mitigation measures are framed in the activities of 
the Monitoring Plan /18/ /20/ /21/.  
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Specifically, the audit team verified the design of twelve (12) indicators aimed at 
monitoring potential non -permanence risks, identified through the development of the 
Permanence and Risk Management v1.0 tool. The monitoring indicators, reporting 
methodology and monitoring frequency were considered to be coherent and relevant to 
address the identified potential non-permanence risks and the mitigation actions 
designed: 

Table 14. Potential risks of non-permanence and mitigation actions 

Risk  Mitigation measures  
Monitoring 
indicators  

Frecuency  

Fires  -Visual observation of fires during walks 
conducted by community members. 
- Analysis and interpretation of satellite 
images. 
-Establish a system of communication and 
request for assistance with emergency 
response organizations. 

-CCV reserves as an integral part of the 
reversal risk management strategy. 

1. Number of fires 
detected 
2. Number of 
hectares affected by 
fires 
3. tCO2 emitted by 
fire incidence 

4. tCH4 emitted by 
fire incidence 

Anual 

Floods  -Visual identification of flooding during the 
movement of community members. 
-Analysis and interpretation of satellite 

images. 
-Establish a system of communication and 
request for assistance with emergency 
response organizations. 
-CCV reserves as an integral part of reversal 
risk management strategy 

5. Number of 
hectares affected by 
floods 

Anual 

Land tenure 

disputes  

Creation of a space for dialogue and 

definition of mechanisms to resolve conflicts 
related to land tenure. 

6. Number of 

hectares subject to 
land tenure 
disputes. 

Anual 

Conflicts 
between 
project 

stakeholders  

Creation of a space for dialogue and 
definition of mechanisms to resolve conflicts 
between project stakeholders. 

7. Number of 
reported conflict 
events between 

stakeholders 

Anual 

Non -
ownership 
of project 
activities  

-Execution of actions agreed with the 
community, following previously established 
stages. 
-Monitoring of progress and expected results 
in each phase. 
-Identification and implementation of 
improvement measures to address problems 

in the execution of activities. 
-Provide ongoing support to the participants 
involved in the project.  

8. Number of 
REDD+ activities 
that cannot be 
implemented due 
to low ownership 
by the project 
stakeholders. 

9. Number of 
hectares of forest 
deforested. 

Anual 

Governance 
deficit  

Update or create internal regulations for the 
councils with the integration of priority 
activities. 

10. Number of 
hectares deforested 

Anual 
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Risk  Mitigation measures  
Monitoring 
indicators  

Frecuency  

Community 
involvement  

-Ensure full participation of all community 
members involved in project activities. 
-Share in an open and understandable 
manner the progress of project activities 
according to the established schedule. 
-Ensure the participation of community 

members in project-related decision making. 

11. Number of 
community 
members 
participating in 
project activities. 
12. Number of 

hectares of forest 
deforested 

Anual  

Source: Project Document v6.1 

- Monitoring of REDD+ Safeguards. It was verified that the project designed thirteen 
(13) indicators within the Monitoring Plan to monitor the REDD+ Safeguards /18/ /20/ 
/21/. The audit team considered that the criteria: Safeguard ID, Indicator ID, Indicator 
name, type, objective, unit of measurement, monitoring methodology, monitoring 
frequency, person responsible for the measurement, and result of the indicator in the 
reporting period, are consistent with the guidelines of the Tool to demonstrate 
compliance with REDD+ Safeguards v1.1, since the monitoring actions of these 
indicators are aligned with the seven (7) interpretations of the safeguards established 
by BCR. 

Table 15. Compliance assessment of REDD+ Safeguards indicators 

Interpretation of Safeguards  
ID 

Safeguard 
ID 

Indicator  
Indicator name  

ΫȢ Ȱ4ÈÅ ÃÏÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÁÒÉÔÙ ÏÒ 

compatibility of the measures with 
the objectives of national forestry 
programs and international 
conventions and agreements on 
the ÓÕÂÊÅÃÔȱȢ 

SVG-1 SVG-1.1 Complementarity and compatibility of 

REDD+ activities with national and 
international agreements 

2. "Transparency and effectiveness 
of national forest governance 
structures, taking into account 
national legislation and 
sovereignty. Provide transparent 
and consistent information that is 
accessible to all stakeholders and 

regularly updated. Be transparent 
and flexible to allow for 
improvements over time. Build on 
existing systems, if any."  

SVG-2 SVG-2.1 Legal compliance 

SVG-2 SVG-2.2 Socialization, dissemination and 
transfer of information  

SVG-2 SVG-2.3 PQRDS system 

3. Respect for the knowledge and 
rights of indigenous peoples and 
members of local communities, 
taking into consideration relevant 

international obligations and 
national circumstances and 
legislation, and bearing in mind 
that the United Nations General 
Assembly has adopted the United 
Nations Declaration on the Rights 
of Indigenous Peoples".  

SVG-3 SVG-3.1 Ancestral knowledge and local wisdom 

SVG-3 SVG-3.2 Recognition of local communities 

SVG-3 SVG-3.3 New forms of sustainable use of the 
territory  
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Interpretation of Safeguards  
ID 

Safeguard 
ID 

Indicator  
Indicator name  

4. "The full and effective 
participation of stakeholders, in 
particular indigenous peoples and 

local communities, in the 
measures referred to in 
paragraphs 70 and 72 of this 
decision".  

SVG-4 SVG-4.1 Full and effective participation of local 
communities 

5. The compatibility of the 

measures with the conservation of 
natural forests and biological 
diversity, ensuring that the 
measures identified in paragraph 
70 of the present decision are not 
used for the conversion of natural 
forests, but instead serve to 

incentivize the protection and 
conservation of these forests and 
their ecosystem services and to 
enhance other social and 
environmental benefits.  

SVG-5 SVG-5.1 Conservation, protection, restoration 

and sustainable use of ecosystems 

SVG-5 SVG-5.2 Use and exploitation of natural 
resources 

SVG-5 SVG-5.3 Forest control and surveillance 

6. Adoption of measures to deal 
with the risks of reversion.  

SVG-6 SVG-6.1 Reduce reversal risks 

7. Adoption of measures to reduce 
the displacement of emissions.  

SVG-7 SVG-7.1 Forest monitoring and surveillance to 
control the displacement of emissions 

Source: Project Document v6.1 

- Monitoring the implementation of REDD+ activities. It was verified that the project 
designed, based on the matrix of environmental and social effects derived from the 
project activities /19/, a total of 72 indicators framed in 42 activities and four (4) lines 
of action /17/ and an implementation and monitoring schedule /16/ /18/ /20/ /21/. The 
audit team confirmed that each activity has an activity ID, indicator ID, indicator 
name, type, goal, measurement unit, monitoring methodology, monitoring frequency, 
person responsible for the measurement, result of the indicator in the reporting period 
and documents supporting the information, so that it complies with the references of 
the REDD+ Methodological Document. Additionally, it was verified that these REDD+ 
activities are coherent and consistent with the consultation and socialization spaces 
with the Community Councils /215/ /217/ /218/ and the special characterization plans 
of the communities /204/ -/206/.  
 
Regarding the design and monitoring of activities related to persistent forest uses 
within the project area, the audit team considered appropriate the inclusion of 
monitoring of the community sustainable forest management strategy /20-/23/ 
through activity  Ci31: Implementation of sustainable productive projects with 
emphasis on adaptation to climate change, which is part of strategic line C: Sustainable 
Development and program i: Sustainable productive projects. 
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Table 16. Strategic lines and REDD+ implementation programs 

#ÏÄÉÎÇ 3ÔÒÁÔÅÇÉÅÓ #ÏÄÉÎÇ 0ÒÏÇÒÁÍÓ 

!Ȣ 3ÔÒÅÎÇÔÈÅÎÉÎÇ 'ÏÖÅÒÎÁÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ 
#ÕÌÔÕÒÅ 

!ÁȢ &ÏÒÍÕÌÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÔÏÏÌÓ ÆÏÒ ÇÏÖÅÒÎÁÎÃÅȢ 
!ÂȢ 3ÔÒÅÎÇÔÈÅÎÉÎÇ ÔÈÅ ÐÁÒÔÉÃÉÐÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ×ÏÍÅÎȟ ÙÏÕÔÈ ÁÎÄ ÏÔÈÅÒ ÍÉÎÏÒÉÔÙ 

ÇÒÏÕÐÓ ÉÎ ÔÈÅ #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÙ #ÏÕÎÃÉÌÓȢ 
!ÃȢ 3ÔÒÅÎÇÔÈÅÎÉÎÇ ÏÆ !ÆÒÏ ÃÕÌÔÕÒÅ ÁÎÄ ËÎÏ×ÌÅÄÇÅȢ 
!ÄȢ %ÑÕÉÐÍÅÎÔ ÆÏÒ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔȢ 

"Ȣ #ÁÐÁÃÉÔÙ ÂÕÉÌÄÉÎÇ 
"ÅȢ #ÁÐÁÃÉÔÙ ÂÕÉÌÄÉÎÇ ÆÏÒ 2%$$ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔ ÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎȢ 
"ÆȢ #ÁÐÁÃÉÔÙ ÂÕÉÌÄÉÎÇ ÆÏÒ ÔÈÅ ÉÍÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ÁÃÔÉÏÎÓȢ 

"ÇȢ 3ÃÈÏÌÁÒÓÈÉÐ ÐÌÁÎ ÆÏÒ ÐÒÏÆÅÓÓÉÏÎÁÌÓȢ 

#Ȣ 3ÕÓÔÁÉÎÁÂÌÅ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔ 
#ÈȢ )ÍÐÒÏÖÅÍÅÎÔ ÏÆ ÓÏÃÉÁÌȟ ÃÕÌÔÕÒÁÌ ÁÎÄ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÖÅ ÉÎÆÒÁÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅ ÆÏÒ 
ÓÕÓÔÁÉÎÁÂÌÅ ÄÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔȢ 
#ÉȢ 3ÕÓÔÁÉÎÁÂÌÅ 0ÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÖÅ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔÓȢ 

$Ȣ #ÏÎÓÅÒÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ -ÏÎÉÔÏÒÉÎÇ 

$ÊȢ "ÉÏÄÉÖÅÒÓÉÔÙ ÃÏÎÓÅÒÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÅÃÏÓÙÓÔÅÍ ÓÅÒÖÉÃÅÓȢ 
$ËȢ #ÏÎÔÒÏÌȟ ÓÕÒÖÅÉÌÌÁÎÃÅ ÁÎÄ ÍÏÎÉÔÏÒÉÎÇ ÏÆ 2%$$ ÐÒÏÊÅÃÔ ÁÃÔÉÏÎÓȢ 
$ÌȢ 012$3Ȣ 
$ÍȢ -ÏÎÉÔÏÒÉÎÇ ÏÆ ÓÏÃÉÁÌ ÁÎÄ ÅÎÖÉÒÏÎÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÓÁÆÅÇÕÁÒÄÓȢ 
$ÎȢ .ÁÔÕÒÅȤÂÁÓÅÄ ÓÏÌÕÔÉÏÎÓ ɉ3Â.ɊȢ 

Source: Project Document v6.1 

e) established procedures for the management of GHG reductions or removals and related 
quality controls for monitoring activities; it was verified that the project has an 
Operational Plan that allows it to periodically manage the quality of the data and 
parameters monitored /14/ /220/ /323/. As shown below, the audit team confirmed that 
the quality procedures designed and applied by the project are appropriate and consistent 
and comply with the quality procedures set forth in the REDD+ Methodological Document 
and BCR Standard. 

Table 17. Information quality assessment procedure 

Scope Verified quality procedure  

Primary information  

Temporary recording of forest cover, project boundaries and activities. 

GIS analysis to assess changes in forest cover 

GIS storage (shape, kml, geodatabase) 

Creation of recording templates 

Debugging typing errors 

Creation of databases and thematic folders 

National legislation  Creation and updating of the environmental legal matrix 

Secundary information  

Review of official information sources 

Cross-checking of secondary information 

Selection of conservative and consistent data 

Monitoring plan  
The indicators for REDD+ activities, contribution to the SDGs and 
compliance with REDD+ Safeguards have compliance targets, product or 
report, responsible party and implementation schedule. 

Uncertainty management for activity data and emission factors 
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Scope Verified quality procedure  

Emissions and Reduction 
of GHG emissions  

Cross-checking with official cartographic or documentary information  

Documentary control of data sources and parameters 

Monitoring the harvested forest volume 

Relevant methodological updates 

Source: This report 

f) description of the methods defined for the periodic calculation of GHG reductions or 
removals and leakages; the audit team verified that the procedures carried out to design 
the Monitoring Plan contemplate : 

- Monitoring of project limits. It will be verified that the limits will have periodic 
(annual) monitoring of deforestation or disturbance events through satellite 
monitoring of forest cover (forest/non -forest maps) /30/. 
 
Specifically, the audit team confirmed through cartographic analysis that the project 
area (68,898.97 ha), leakage area (40,330.02 ha) and reference area (132,857.70 ha), are 
consistent with the reported data of stable forest at the start date of the project (2019) 
and during the monitoring period (2019-2022) and verified that the activities of the 
Monitoring Plan are strictly limited within these limits.  

 
The following table presents the annual monitoring of deforestation that occurred in 
the project area and leakage area during the monitoring period 2019-2022. The annual 
detail of deforestation that occurred within the forest exploitation polygons ( Figure 7) 
and its proportion with respect to the total deforestation recorded for each year are 
also described. The audit team assessed deforestation (forest loss) within the forestry 
polygons and verified that its quantification was included as emissions from 
deforestation in the ex post scenario. It should be noted that emissions from forestry 
×ÅÒÅ ÑÕÁÎÔÉÆÉÅÄ ÓÅÐÁÒÁÔÅÌÙ ÁÓ ȰÆÏÒÅÓÔÒÙ ÅÍÉÓÓÉÏÎÓȱ ɉÓÅÃÔÉÏÎ ΰȢάȢέȢάɊ. 

Table 18. Monitoring of project limits  

 Year Forest (ha)  
Total 

deforestation 
(ha)  

Resolution 
forest harvest  

Deforestation in 
forest harvest 

(ha)  

% Total 
deforestatio
n in forest 

harvest  

Project area  

2019 68,898.97 379.91 0010 de 2019 0.7 0.18 

2020 68,519.06 288.12 

1712 de 2019 85.19 29.57 

1713 de 2019 1.97 0.68 

2021 68,230.94 249.62 
1310 de 2020 0.5 0.2 

1311 de 2020 5.98 2.4 

2022 67,355.20 626.12    
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 Year Forest (ha)  
Total 

deforestation 
(ha)  

Resolution 
forest harvest  

Deforestation in 
forest harvest 

(ha)  

% Total 
deforestatio
n in forest 

harvest  

Leakage area 

2019 40,330.02 155.16 

2020 40,174.86 61.97 

2021 40,112.89 110.00 

2022 39,843.42 159.47 

Reference 
region  

2019 132,857.70 1,544.64 

2020 131,313.05 920.52 

2021 130,392.54 799.50 

2022 128,232.49 1,360.55 

Source: This report 

- Monitoring of emissions and reductions of the project. It was verified that the 
monitoring of the estimation of emissions and reductions in the project is derived from 
the cartographic analysis of the limits of the project (forest/non-forest maps) /30/ /31/. 
The data conversion parameters /29/ are used correctly and, therefore, the mitigation 
results /3/ are consistent and traceable.  
 
Specifically, the assessment of the monitoring of forestry activities is addressed in 
paragraph d (monitoring within the Monitoring Plan) and paragraph f (monitoring at 
project boundaries) of section 5.6, while the assessment of the data and conversion 
parameters to quantify the GHG emissions from these forestry activities is detailed in 
section 6.2.3.2. 

 
Ɇ DAredd+,year Annual deforestation in Project Area /  CSBproy,year Annual change 

in forest cover in Project Area 
Ɇ DAf,year Annual deforestation in Leakage Area /  CBSf,year Annual change in 

forest cover in Leakage Area 
Ɇ EAredd+,year Annual emissions in the Project Area 
Ɇ EAredd+,fh,year Annual emissions from forest harvest in the Project Area 
Ɇ EAf,year Annual emissions in the Leakage Area 
Ɇ REDEF, REDD+ Reduction of Emissions from Deforestation Avoided in the 

Monitoring Period.  

g) the assignment of roles and responsibilities to monitor and report the variables relevant 
to the calculation of reductions or eliminations; was verified by evidence /16/ /18/ /20/ /21/ 
/3/ . Additionally, it was verified that the project has the design of a total of 72 indicators 
framed in 42 activities and four (4) lines of action /17/ and an implementation and 

monitoring schedule /16/ /18/ /20/ /21/ (detail in literal d).  

h) procedures related to the evaluation of the project's contribution to the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs); the SDG monitoring design was verified using evidence /15/ 
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and the monitoring plan associated with its compliance was corroborated /22/ /20 /21/ 
/18/ /1/ /3/.  

i) criteria and indicators related to the project's contribution to sustainable development 
objectives; Compliance with the SDG criteria and indicators was verified through evidence 
/15/ /22/ /20 /21/ /18/ /1/ /3/. 

j) procedures associated with the monitoring of co-benefits of the special category, as 
appropriate; It was verified that the project has a monitoring plan for REDD+ activities, 

which includes monitoring and compliance with co -benefits /17/ /18/ /20/ /21/. 

k) defined criteria and indicators to demonstrate additional benefits and measurement of 
co-benefits and the specific category, as appropriate; It was confirmed that the project has 
a monitoring plan for REDD+ activities, which includes the methodology, frequency and 
those responsible for monitoring the criteria and indicators of the co-benefits /17/ /18/ 

/20/ /21/. 

The audit team considers that the design of the Monitoring Plan satisfactorily addresses 
the monitoring of REDD+ activities, GHG mitigation results, SDGs, co-benefits, among 
others. The design of the Monitoring Plan consistently records the monitoring of relevant 
data and parameters of the monitoring period /20/ /21/ (activity ID, indicator ID, indicator 
name, type, goal, unit of measurement, monitoring methodology, monitoring frequency, 
responsible for measurement, indicator result in the report period, documents supporting 
the information and observations) and the associated information quality procedures. 
Furthermore, in accordance with the implementation schedule of the Monitoring Plan 
/16/, it was verified that all project activities have a reasonable execution schedule that 
contemplates the entire quantification period (30 years). 

It is confirmed that the quantification, monitoring, reporting and verification of the 
project's GHG emission removals complies with the requirements of the Monitoring, 
Reporting and Verification (MRV) tool. This means that it was satisfactorily verified that 
the data and parameters monitored and to be monitored come from conservative, precise, 
consistent and transparent procedures, and have mechanisms for managing uncertainty 
and managing the quality of information . 

5.7 Compliance with applicable legislation 

The audit team verified the project's compliance and monitoring with the requirements 
related to regulations, laws, decrees and resolutions framed in the scope of the GHG 
project, environment, human rights, ethnic communities, among others, in the REDD+ 
Legal Compliance Matrix /33/. In addition, it was confirmed that the project has a 
documented procedure /14/ /323/ that establishes guidelines for the updating and control 
of, among other things, legal information, that is, the periodic evaluation of the applicable 
national legislation. 
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5.8 Carbon ownership and rights 

In accordance with the BCR Standard, the audit team verified that the three (3) 
Community Councils have certification of land ownership through titling resolutions 
/313/-/321/: Resolution 2801 of November 22, 2000, Resolution 2806 of November 22, 2000, 
Resolution 2799 of November 22, 2000. 

Given that the project area is entirely within the territories titled to the Community 
Councils (owners of the collective territory), it was confirmed that the participation of 
Biotrade S.A.S. In the execution and implementation of the project, the company was 
subject to consultation and participation processes through free, prior and informed 
consent procedures carried out in meetings and socializations with the communities 
linked to the Community Councils /213/-/235/, complying with the guidelines of Law 70. 
The audit team verified this information by reviewing the minutes of the General 
Assemblies /208/-/210/ (highest authority according to article 4 of Decree 1445 of 1995) 
and verified that the participation of Biotrade S.A.S in the project was approved 
democratically and under the internal regulations of the Community Councils. 

Table 19. Detail of the occurrence of General Assemblies in the Community Councils 

Communiy 
Council  

Mechanism free, prior and informed consent  Date  

La Grande The minutes of the General Assembly (Minutes 005-La Grande) 
and attendance lists were submitted as evidence /217/ 

October 28 and 
29, 2022 

Río Jiguamiandó  The minutes of the General Assembly (Minutes 003-
Jiguamiandó River) and attendance lists were submitted as 
evidence /215/ 

October 22 and 
23, 2022 

Turriquitadó  The minutes of the General Assembly (Minutes 006-
Turriquitadó) and attendance lists were submitted as evidence 
/218/ 

October 28 and 
29, 2022 

Source: This report 

The audit team successfully verified through the alliance contracts (Table 20) that the 
ownership of the REDD+ JIGRANTU project /313/-/321/ /40/-/42/ /44/ -/55/ /56/ -/65/ is in 
the name of the three (3) Community Councils: Community Council of the Jiguamiandó 
River, Community Council of La Grande and Community Council of Turriquitadó, and the 
company Biotrade S.A.S, who supervises the technical component of implementation. 

It was verified that the alliance contracts signed between Biotrade S.A.S and each 
Community Council consider /34/ -/39/: REDD+ definitions, legal framework of the 
agreement, purpose of the alliance, responsibilities of the parties, benefit distribution 
system, term of the contract, assignment of the contract, causes of loss of quality, causes 
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of dissolution of the alliance, intellectual property, commercialization of carbon credits, 
socio-environmental safeguards, liquidation of the alliance contract, inspection and 

surveillance, among others. 

Table 20. Detail Alliance Contracts 

Community Council  Alliance contract  Signatories  Signature date  

La Grande 

Contract 010 of 2022 /35/ 
Ruby Acosta 

Fawer Paz Córdoba 

23/10/2022* 
 

*Addendum changes the 
subscription date to 
29/10/2022 

Addendum to the 
Contract 010 of 2022 /38/ 

Ruby Acosta 
Fawer Paz Córdoba 

3/01/2024 

Río Jiguamiandó  

Contract 009 of 2022 
/34/  

Ruby Acosta 
Melkin Romaña Cuesta 

23/10/2022 

Addendum to the 
Contract 009 of 2022 
/37/  

Ruby Acosta 
Melkin Romaña Cuesta 

3/01/2024 

Turriquitadó  

Contract 011 of 2022 /36/ 
Ruby Acosta 

Alcides Panesso Palacio 

23/10/2022* 
 

*Addendum changes 
the subscription date to 

29/10/2022 

Addendum to the 
Contract 011 of 2022 /39/  

Ruby Acosta 
Alcides Panesso Palacio 

3/01/2024 

Source: This report 

The audit team corroborated, through the information described in Table 20 and Table 21 
that, on the date of signature of the alliance contracts (2022), the persons who signed as 
legal representatives of the Community Councils demonstrated their legitimacy to sign 
such agreements and act on behalf of the communities of the three (3) Community 
Councils. Additionally, at the date of signature of the other yes of the contract (2024), 
these persons also demonstrated their legitimacy to act as legal representatives during that 
year. 

The legitimacy of the legal representatives was addressed through the review of the 
certificates of registration of the Community Councils issued by the Mayor's Office of 
Carmen del Darien and the Ministry of the Interior, where the elected legal representative 
and the composition of the board of directors of each Community Council are explicitly 
stated. 
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Table 21. Certification of legitimacy of Community Councils  

Community 
Council  

Council 
Representative  

Evidence provided  Filing date  

La Grande  
Fawer Paz 
Córdoba 

Resolution 02806 was delivered, awarding the territory to CC La 
Grande /315/ 

22/11/2000 

A certification from the Ministry of the Interior was submitted 
indicating Fawer Paz Cordoba as the legal representative /316/ 

7/05/2021 

A certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 
Office of Carmen del Darien was delivered, in which Fawer Paz 
Cordoba continues as legal representative /45/  

31/05/2022 

A certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 
Office of Carmen del Darien was delivered, in which Fawer Paz 
Cordoba continues as legal representative /314/ 

28/06/2023 

A certification from the Ministry of the Interior was delivered 
indicating the continuity of Fawer Paz Cordoba as legal 

representative /46/  

15/09/2023 

The certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 
Office of Carmen del Darien was delivered indicating the 
continuity of the legal representation in the name of Fawer Paz 
Cordoba /313/ 

29/04/2024 

A right of petition request was delivered to the Ministry of the 
Interior to obtain the 2024 registration certification  /44/  

13/06/2024 

Río 
Jiguamiandó  

Melkin Romaña 
Cuesta 

Resolution 02801 was delivered, awarding the territory to the 
Jiguamiandó River CC /318/ 

22/11/2000 

A certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 
Office of Carmen del Darien was submitted indicating Melkin 
Romaña Cuesta as the legal representative /319/ 

8/09/2021 

A certificate issued by the Ministry of the Interior indicating 

Melkin Romaña Cuesta as legal representative was submitted 
/50/ 

1/08/2023 

A certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 
Office of Carmen del Darien was delivered in which Melkin 
Romaña Cuesta continues as legal representative /48/ 

20/11/2023 

The certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 
Office of Carmen del Darien was delivered, in which Melkin 
Romaña Cuesta continues as legal representative /49/  

24/06/2024 

The application for certification of registration of the CC before 
the Ministry of the Interior was submitted  /351/ 

16/08/2024 

Turriquidadó  
Alcides Panesso 

Palacio 

Resolution 02799 was delivered, awarding the territory to the 
CC /321/ 

22/11/2000 

Certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's Office 

of Carmen del Darien was submitted, indicating Alcides 
Panesso Palacio as the legal representative /54/  

19/07/2021 

Certification from the Ministry of the Interior was delivered 
indicating Alcides Panesso Palacio as the representative /55/ 

19/09/2023 

A certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 

Office of Carmen del Darien was delivered, in which Alcides 
Panesso Palacio continues as legal representative /320/ 

20/11/2023 
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Community 
Council  

Council 
Representative  

Evidence provided  Filing date  

A certificate of registration of the CC issued by the Mayor's 
Office of Carmen del Darien was delivered, in which Alcides 

Panesso Palacio continues as legal representative /53/ 

2/08/2024 

A right of petition request was submitted to the Ministry of the 
Interior to obtain a registration certification (2024)  /52/ 

13/08/2024 

Source: This report 

In this way, ICONTEC considers that the information evaluated is sufficiently robust to 
justify the land tenure, the carbon rights of the project and the periods of legal 
representation of each Community Council. 

5.9 Risk management 

The audit team adequately verified compliance with the guidelines established in the 
Permanence and Risk Management Tool v1.0, which seeks to comprehensively evaluate 
the risks associated with the GHG project in social, environmental and financial terms /11/ 
/19/. In these reviewed documents, a characterization of the potential risks in each 
Community Council was corroborated under the social, environmental and financial 
dimensions, as input for the creation of a probability and impact matrix (probability o f 
occurrence and impact of the affectation), following the PMBOK® Guide (Project 
Management Fundamentals Guide). Furthermore, each identified risk is associated with a 
specific mitigation measure, which is in line with the strategic lines defined in the 

Monitoring Plan /18/ /20/ /21/.  

It was confirmed that the probability of facing social risks was addressed considering the 
history /123/-/129/ and current situation of the communities, evidenced by the information 
collected during the socialization and participation spaces /324/-/335/. Environmental 
risks were addressed by estimating the probability of their occurrence based on official 
data from IDEAM, the Colombian Geological Service (SGC), the Participatory Rural 
Diagnosis of the project and secondary data from the Special Characterization Plans of 
each Community Council /5/ - /12/ /204/-/206/. It was verified that the financial risks were 
analyzed using detailed information on the project's cash flow /13/, market trends and 
previous experience in implementing similar projects. 

To avoid the risk of reversal, alliance agreements were entered into between Biotrade SAS 
and each Community Council for a duration of 30 years, detailing all responsibilities and 
other clauses associated with the Parties /34/-/39/. As mentioned above, it was verified 
that the risks identified as potential by the implementation activities present a specific 
mitigation measure, which is in line with the strategic lines defined in the Monitoring Plan 
/18/ /20/ /21/. Additionally, in line with the provisions o f the BCR Standard, the program 
makes a reserve of 20% of the total GHG emissions reductions quantified in each verified 
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period, in order to ensure a LCC reserve that can counteract the materialization of any risk 
that occurs within the limits of the project /1/ /3/ /29/.  

5.10 Environmental aspects 

The audit team satisfactorily verified that the evaluation of the environmental aspects was 
carried out using the Conesa methodology (2010) and under the application of the 
guidelines of the BCR Net Environmental Harm and Social and Environmental Safeguards 
v1.0 tool. This methodology assigns an importance value to each effect using value scales 
for the criteria established by it, which allows them to be classified into different ranges 
depending on their nature. 

By means of previous analysis, an area of direct and indirect influence and a 
characterization of the biotic environment were defined; The result of this analysis 
resulted in an important value matrix, which identifies the possible impacts or effects 
(positive or negative) that the project's activities may generate on biodiversity and 
ecosystems. Of the nine (9) impacts identified, three (3) were categorized as potentially 

negative and six (6) as potentially positive. 

5.11 Socioeconomic aspects 

The audit team verified the socio-economic assessment carried out by the project under 
the guidelines of the No Net Environmental Harm and Social and Environmental 
Safeguards v1.0 tool.  of BRC. This analysis included a socioeconomic characterization 
based mainly on the municipality of Carmen del Darién, since it represents the 
municipality with the greatest territorial influence in the Community Councils that are 
part of the project and allowed to evaluate the main socioeconomic effects of the project 
activities under credible and reliable assumptions. 

The socioeconomic characterization analyzed the following components: main 
settlements, demography and population, history of the settlement of the territory, land 
uses and economic activities, and sociocultural information; this was considered 

appropriate as it represents the social and economic context of the project. 

6 Verification findings  

6.1 Project and monitoring plan implementation 

6.1.1 Project activities implementation 

The audit team verified that the activities implemented during the verification period /20/ 
/21/ /3/ follow the guidelines established in the validated Monitoring Plan /1/. There is 
consistency and coherence between monitoring and the design of the Monitoring Plan in 
terms that the implemented activities are aligned with the methodologies and objectives 
of the indicator and follow the established execution schedule /16/. 
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Below is the detail of the evaluation of compliance with the Monitoring Plan in the 
verification period:  

Table 22. Activities implemented during the reporting period  

Strategic Line: Strengthening Governance and Culture  

 Cross check 

Program: Aa. Formulation and 
development of tools for governance  

Aa1. Formulation of the Ethnodevelopment 
Plan.  

One (1) document for the formulation of the 
REDD+ JIGRANTU Project /1/, for the 
management of own resources that allows 
progress in the construction of self-
government instruments such as the Ethno-
Development Plan and the Environmental 
Management Plan for Collective Territories 

Program: Ac. Strengthening Afro culture 
and knowledge  

Ac6. Strengthening of cultural events with the 
participation of different generations.  

- Cultural recovery plan /276/-/278/ 
- Realization of the patron saint festivities 

/280/ -/284/ 

Strategic line Capacity Building  

Program. Bee. Capacity building for the 
implementation of the REDD+ project  

Be8. Strengthening of REDD technical 
capacities with emphasis on increasing socio-
ecosystem resilience for adaptation to climate 
change.  

The workshops, meetings and socialization 
spaces /213/-/218/ carried out with the 
community of the Community Councils during 
the formulation process of the REDD+ 
JIGRANTU project are reported, considering 
that knowledge was imparted on the REDD+ 
mechanism, climate change, actions to reduce 
GHG, carbon market, among other related 
topics (6 events) 

Program. Bf. Capacity Building for the 
Implementation of Actions  

Bf12. Capacity building in sustainable 
productive actions with emphasis on 
increasing socio-ecosystem resilience. 

2 events were presented during the first 
monitoring period for the strengthening of 
Sustainable Productive Projects: 

- Progress through the ASOPESVIGRAN 
association in the Community Council of 
La Grande /241/ -/243/ 

- Strengthening and sustainable production 
of banana cultivation in the Jiguamiandó 
River Community Council /244/-/261/ 

Sustainable Development Strategic Line  
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Program. Ch. Improvement of Social, 
Cultural and Productive Infrastructure for 
Sustainable Development  

Ch26. Construction and maintenance of 
bridges and roads 

One (1) report on the construction and 
maintenance of bridges and roads carried out 
in the Community Council of the Jiguamiandó 
River /262/-/271/ 

Conservation and Monitoring Strategic Line  

Program. Dj. Conservation of biodiversity 
and ecosystem services  

Dj34. Diagnosis of the state of ecosystems and 
ecosystem services 

One (1) diagnostic document of the 
conservation actions of the REDD+ JIGRANTU 
Project carried out by the social team of 
Biotrade SAS detailing the conservation 
actions that have been carried out by the 
Community Councils that are part of the 
Project, and the degree work carried out by one 
of the members of the Community Council of 
La Grande in which it is intended to know the 
traditional use of meat and by-products of wild 
birds in Curvaradó and La Grande /272/-/275/ 

Program. Dj. Conservation of biodiversity 
and ecosystem services  

Dj36. Strengthening the conservation and 
monitoring of the Manati (Trichechus 
manatus) and the Hicotea turtle (Trachemys 
callirostris) 

One (1) Manati sighting record document in 
the Community Councils of La Grande and 
Turriquitadó during the first monitoring 
period /292/-/295/ /296/ -/301/ 

Program. Dj. Conservation of biodiversity 
and ecosystem services  

Dj37. Design and Implementation of a 
Community Monitoring Program for 
Conservation 

One (1) report of the conservation actions 
report detailing the follow -up to the 
restoration of the Jiguamiandó River 
unblocking process in the Community Council 
of La Grande /285/-/291/ 

Source: This report 

6.1.2 Monitoring plan implementation and monitoring report 

The audit team verified that the Monitoring Plan /1/ /16/ /18/ of the REDD+ JIGRANTU 
project was executed in accordance with the requirements of the selected methodology, 
since it specifies and details the data and information necessary to estimate GHG 
emissions and emissions reductions during the project quantification period /3/ /29/ -/32/, 
data and complementary information to determine the baseline /123/-/163/ /29/ /349/  
/350/ /30/ /14/ /323/, the documentary supports that evidence the implementation of 
REDD+ activities (section 6.1.1), compliance with safeguards /22/ and SDG /15/, the 
evaluation related to the environmental and social effects of the activities of the project 
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/19/ /11/ and the procedures established for document management and quality control 
/14/ /323/. 

In accordance with the above, the evaluation carried out supports reliable monitoring, 
follow -up and control practices of the GHG project activities, as well as the procedures to 
ensure the quality of this data, in accordance with the ISO 14064-2 standard. 

The auditor has verified all the parameters presented in the monitoring plan against the 
criteria of the BCR Standard (section 21), the BCR002 methodology (section 14) and the 

BCR Monitoring, Reporting and Verification (MRV) (section 10). 

6.1.2.1 Data and parameters 

The audit team verified that the REDD+ JIGRANTU project presented the monitored data 
and parameters of the activities, as follows: 

Å Data and parameters determined at registration and not monitored during the 
monitoring period, including default values and factors. 

Data / Parameter  A(REDD+proy,1) 

Data unit  Hectares (ha) 

Description  Forest area in the project area at the start of the monitoring period  

Source of data used  Hansen et al. (2010) and Hansen et al. (2013) 

University of Maryland Global Land Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) 

Laboratory in partnership with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

Value(s)  68,898.97 ha /3/ /29/-/30/  /61/ 

Indicate what the data 

are used for (Baseline/ 

Project/ Leakage 

emission calculations)  

It is used to quantify the annual change in the area covered by forest 
in the project area 

Justification of choice of 

data or description of 

measurement methods 

and procedures applied  

Calculated from the result of remote sensing (GIS) data analysis. 

Additional comments  N/A  

 

Data / Parameter  A1,f 

Data unit  Hectares (ha) 
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Description  Forest area in the leakage area at the start of the monitoring period 

Source of data used  Hansen et al. (2010) and Hansen et al. (2013) 

University of Maryland Global Land Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) 

Laboratory in partnership with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

Value (s)  40,330.02 ha /3/ /29/ -/30/ /56/ -/57/ /60/  

Indicate what the data 

are used for (Baseline/ 

Project/ Leakage 

emission calculations)  

It allows us to know the forest losses that have occurred between two 
periods of time in leaks area 

Justification of choice of 

data or description of 

measurement methods 

and procedures applied  

Calculated from the result of remote sensing (GIS) data analysis. 

Additional comments  N/A  

 

Data / Parameter  Reference Area 

Data unit  Hectares (ha) 

Description  Forest area in the reference area at the start of the monitoring period 

Source of data used  Hansen et al. (2010) and Hansen et al. (2013) 

University of Maryland Global Land Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) 

Laboratory in partnership with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

Value (s)  132.857.70 ha /3/ /29/ -/30/ /62/  

Indicate what the data 

are used for (Baseline/ 

Project/ Leakage 

emission calculations)  

They are used to quantify the annual change in the area covered by 
forest in the project area 

Justification of choice of 

data or description of 

measurement methods 

and procedures applied  

Calculated from the result of remote sensing (GIS) data analysis. 

Additional comments  N/A  

 

Data / Parameter  CTeq 
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Data unit  tCO2e/ha/year 

Description  Tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent per hectare per year 

Source of data used  NREF 2018-2022 (IDEAM, 2020) 

NREF 2023-2027 (IDEAM, 2024) 

Value (s)  313.3 tCO2e/ha/year /3/ / 349/  

486.4 tCO2e/ha/year /1/ /350/  

Indicate what the data 

are used for (Baseline/ 

Project/ Leakage 

emission calculations)  

313.3 tCO2e/ha/year = It is used for the calculation of emissions in 
the base scenario and project scenario (ex post) during the period 
2019-2022 

486.4 tCO2e/ha/year = It is used for the calculation of emissions in 
the base scenario and project scenario (ex ante) during the period 
2023-2048 

Justification of choice of 

data or description of 

measurement methods 

and procedures applied  

Emission Factors for Carbon Reservoirs in the Pacific Biome 

Additional comments  N/A  

 

Data / Parameter  Year of Initiation  

Data unit  Year 

Description  Year of project start 

Source of data used  Default 

Value (s)  It is validated on January 2, 2019 / 24/ /28/  

Indicate what the data 

are used for (Baseline/ 

Project/ Leakage 

emission calculations)  

2019 

Justification of choice of 

data or description of 

measurement methods 

and procedures applied  

The start year is used to indicate the exact date of the start of the 
CO2 emissions quantification during the monitoring report  
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Additional comments  The start year is established 5 years before the start date of the 
validation according to the BCR guidelines, considering that the 

validation began in November 2023 (section 5.5.1) 

 

Data / Parameter  Year of End of Monitoring Period 

Data unit  Year 

Description  This is the year in which the first monitoring period ends 

Source of data used  Default 

Value(s)  2022 

It is established 4 years after the start of the project considering a 
conservative approach to quantification /29/ /24/ /3/  

Indicate what the data 

are used for (Baseline/ 

Project/ Leakage 

emission calculations)  

2022 

Justification of choice of 

data or description of 

measurement methods 

and procedures applied  

The start year is used to indicate the exact date of completion of the 
CO2 emissions quantification during the monitoring report  

Additional comments  The year of completion is established 4 years after the start date of 
validation 

 

Å Data and parameters monitored 

The variables related to the validation and verification process of the project are presented, 
considering that its execution horizon is 30 years /1/. These parameters evaluate the 
generalities of the project, related to the deforestation of the eligible areas. 

Data/ Parameter  CSByear 

Data Unit  Ha/year 

Description  Annual change in forest area covered in the reference region  
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Measured/Calculated/Default  Calculated 

Source of data used  University of Maryland's Global Land Analysis and Discovery 
(GLAD) Laboratory in partnership with Global Forest Watch 
(GFW) 

Monitored Parameter Value  1,541.74 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /62/  

Indicate what the data is 
used for  

Deforestation is used as part of the quantification of 
emissions within the project 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

The data for the calculation of deforestation in the REDD+ 
JIGRANTU Project were taken from the Global Land Analysis 
and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory at the University of 
Maryland in partnership with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 
that provide up-to-date annual data on forest loss on a global 
scale, using Landsat-type imagery with a resolution of 30 x 30 
meters. 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest Report 2022 

Measurement Frequency  Annual 

Calculation Method  Satellite Imagery Processing 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

According to the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

 

Data/ Parameter  EAlb 

Data Unit  tCO2e/ha 

Description  Annual emission in the baseline scenario (tCO2/ha) 

Measured/Calculated/Default  Calculated 

Source of data used  NREF 2018-2022 (IDEAM, 2020) and the University of 
Maryland's Global Land Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) 
Laboratory in partnership with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

Monitored Parameter Value  482,994.75 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /62/  /349/  

Indicate what the data is 
used for  

Provides insight into annual emissions in the baseline 
scenario from Global Forest Watch deforestation and carbon 
dioxide equivalent data taken from NREF 2018-2022 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

The data used are taken from the national reference 2018-
2022 and data from the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) with resolutions of 30 x 30 
meters. 
 
From 2023 onwards, the values of the NREF 2023-2027 will be 
taken as a reference. 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest report presented in NREF 2018-2022 

Measurement Frequency  Annual 

Calculation Method  Based on the provisions of the REDD+ Methodological 
Document 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

N/A  
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Data/ Parameter  A(REDD+proy,2)  
Data Unit  ha 

Description  Forest area in the project area at the end of the monitoring 
period (ha) 

Measured/Calculated/Default  Measured 

Source of data used  University of Maryland Global Land Analysis and Discovery 
(GLAD) Laboratory in partnership with Global Forest Watch 
(GFW) 

Monitored Parameter Value  67.355,20 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /6 1/ 
Indicate what the data is 
used for  

They are used to quantify the annual change in the area 
covered by forest in the project area (ha) 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

Calculated from the result of remote sensing data analysis. 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest Report 2022 

Measurement Frequency  Annual 

Calculation Method  Satellite Imagery Processing 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

According to the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

 

Data/ Parameter  CSBproj,year  

Data Unit  ha 
Description  Annual change in forest area covered in the project area (ha) 

Measured/Calculated/Default  Measured 

Source of data used  - Year of project start 

- Year of completion of the project 

- Forest area in the project area at the start of the 
monitoring period (ha)  

- Forest area in the project area at the end of the 
monitoring period (ha)  

Monitored Parameter Value  514.59 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /6 1/  
Indicate what the data is 
used for  

It allows us to know the forest losses that have occurred 
between two periods of time in the project area 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

Based on annual changes in deforestation, CO2 emissions 
during the monitoring period are quantified  

Monitoring Equipment  Latest Report 2022 

Measurement Frequency  Annual 
Calculation Method  Satellite Imagery Processing 
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Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

According to the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

 

Data/ Parameter  EAREDD+project,year  
Data Unit  tCO2e 

Description  Annual emission in the project area (tCO2/ha) 
Measured/Calculated/Default  Calculated 

Source of data used  NREF 2018-2022 and the University of Maryland's Global 
Land Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in 
partnership with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

Monitored Parameter Value  161,211.20 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /61/ /58/ /32/  

Indicate what the data is 
used for  

Allows you to know the annual emissions in the project area 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

The data used are taken from the national reference NREF 
2018-2022 and data from the Global Land Analysis and 
Discovery Laboratory (GLAD) of the University of Maryland 
in partnership with Global Forest Watch (GFW) with 
resolutions of 30X30 meters. 
 
From 2023 onwards, the values of the NREF 2023-2027 will be 
taken as a reference. 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest Report 2022 

Measurement Frequency  Annual 
Calculation Method  Satellite Imagery Processing 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

According to the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

 

Data/ Parameter  A2,f 

Data Unit  ha 

Description  Forest area of the leakage area at the end of the monitoring 
period (ha) 

Measured/Calculated/Default  Measured 
Source of data used  University of Maryland Global Land Analysis and Discovery 

(GLAD) Laboratory in partnership with Global Forest Watch 
(GFW) 

Monitored Parameter Value  39.843,42 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /6 0/  

Indicate what the data is 
used for  

It allows us to know the forest losses that have occurred 
between two periods of time in the leakage area 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

Calculated from the result of remote sensing data analysis. 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest Report 2022 
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Measurement Frequency  Annual 

Calculation Method  Satellite Imagery Processing 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

According to the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

 

Data/ Parameter  CSBf,year 
Data Unit  ha 

Description  Annual change in forest area covered in leakage area (ha) 

Measured/Calculated/Default  Calculated 
Source of data used  - Year of project start 

- Year of completion of the project 

- Forest area in the leak area at the start of the monitoring 
period (ha) 

- Forest area in the leak area at the end of the monitoring 
period (ha) 

Monitored Parameter Value  162.20 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /6 0/  

Indicate what the data is 
used for  

It allows quantifying the annual change in the area covered 
by forest in the project area (ha) 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

Calculated from the result of remote sensing data analysis. 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest Report 2022 

Measurement Frequency  Annual 

Calculation Method  Satellite Imagery Processing 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

According to the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

 

Data/ Parameter  EAf,year 

Data Unit  tCO2e 
Description  Annual emission in the leakage area (tCO2/ha) 

Measured/Calculated/Default  Calculated 

Source of data used  - Annual deforestation in the leakage area 

- Carbon dioxide 
Monitored Parameter Value  10,702.19 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /6 0/  /349/  

Indicate what the data is 
used for  

Quantifies net GHG emission reductions 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

It represents the leaks that correspond to the displacement 
of deforestation due to the implementation of project 
activities 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest report presented in NREF 2018-2022 
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Measurement Frequency  Annual 

Calculation Method  Based on the provisions of the methodological document of 
the AFOLU Sector 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

N/A  

 

Data/ Parameter  REDEF,REDD+proy 
Data Unit  tCO2e 

Description  Reduction of emissions from deforestation avoided in the 
project scenario 

Measured/Calculated/Default  Calculated 

Source of data used  - Year of project start 

- Year of End of the First Monitoring Period 

- Annual Emission from Deforestation in the Baseline 
Scenario 

- Annual emission of deforestation in the project area 

- Annual emission from deforestation in the leakage area 

Monitored Parameter Value  1,520,100.51 /3/ /29/ -/30/ /6 2/ 

Indicate what the data is 
used for  

It allows us to know the reduction of emissions due to 
deforestation avoided in the scenario with the project 

Justification for the choice of 
data or description of the 
measurement methods and 
procedures applied  

Based on this value, the total GHG reduction is quantified, 
subtracting discounts for uncertainty and forest harvesting 

Monitoring Equipment  Latest Report 2022 
Measurement Frequency  Annual 

Calculation Method  Satellite Imagery Processing 

Quality Control Procedures 
Applied  

According to the University of Maryland's Global Land 
Analysis and Discovery (GLAD) Laboratory in partnership 
with Global Forest Watch (GFW) 

 

The audit team verified the application of the Monitoring and Verification Report Tool 
V3.0 of April 2022 (section 9 and section 10), as follows: 

- Confirmation of applicability conditions  (detail of the compliance evaluation in 
section 5.5.2) 

- Description of the Monitoring System, including data collection, procedures (detail of 
the compliance evaluation in section 5.6 and section 6.1) 

- Information about data generation, aggregation, recording, calculation and reporting 
(detail of the compliance evaluation in section 6.1) 

- organization structure, roles and responsibilities of personnel, and emergency 
procedures for de the monitoring procedure /1/ /3/ 

- parameters used to calculate baseline, project emissions reductions, and leakage as 
well as other relevant parameters required by the applied methodology and the 
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monitoring plan ( detail of the compliance evaluation in section 5.5.4, section 6.2.3 and 
section 6.1.2) 

- processes related to models and methods used to sampling and quality control /3/  
(detail of the compliance evaluation in section 6.1.2) 

- specific information on how data and parameters will be monitored during the 
monitoring period /3/ (detail of the compliance evaluation in section 6.1.2) 

6.1.2.2 Environmental and social effects of the project activities 

The audit team verified that the project carried out an environmental assessment using 
the effects categorization methodology developed by Conesa (2010). This methodology 
assigns a level of relevance to each effect by applying value scales to the criteria established 

by it, thus allowing classification into different levels according to their nature.  

With the implementation of activities during this monitoring period (section 6.1.1), 
positive impacts on the elements of the biotic environment (flora, fauna, and ecosystems) 
were identified due to the repopulation of fauna species due to relocation activities and 
recovery of ecosystems due to reforestation activities. 

Regarding the social factor, positive impacts were evidenced by the implementation of the 
project's activities, such as: actions aimed at strengthening REDD technical capacities for 
the administration, formulation and execution of projects, capacity buildi ng for the 
implementation of community monitoring actions of biodiversity and ecosystems and 
design of the diagnosis of the environmental and social supply to favor the 
implementation of projects Productive. 

6.1.2.3 Procedures for the management of GHG reductions or removals and related quality control 
for monitoring activities 

The audit team verified that the information associated with GHG emissions and 
reductions monitoring activities presents associated control and quality procedures /3/ 
/323/ /14/ /220/. The reliability and consistency of the data and information necessary to 
estimate GHG reductions or emissions during the quantification period and monitoring 
period was verified, such as: sources of information associated with activity data /60/-/65 
/ and /29/ -/32/, emission factors /29/-32/ and /349/  /350/, carbon pools and emission 
sources included /1 / /3/ and /29/-/32/, data conversion parameters /29/ /3/; and it was 
confirmed that they have adequate uncertainty management (detail of compliance 

evaluation in section 5.5.6) 

6.1.2.4 Description of the methods defined for the periodic calculation of GHG reductions or 
removals, and leakage 

The audit team evaluated compliance with the defined methods for the periodic 
calculation of GHG reductions or removals, and the leak data and information as follows: 

- Information sources associated with activity data (2019-2022) /60/ -/65/ and /29/ -/32/, 
emission factors / 29/-32/ and /349/  /350/, carbon pools and emission sources included /1 
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/ /3/ and / 29 / -/32/, were corroborated and consistent with the BCR criteria established 
for follow -up to the monitoring period. Additionally, the audit team verified the inclusion 
of GHG emissions from the granted forest use and corroborated the use of the respective 
data/parameters in the quantification of biomass /58/ /32/ /29/.  

- The specification of all potential emissions occurring outside the project boundaries, 
attributable to GHG Project activities (leakages), were verified by monitoring 
deforestation in the leakage area /30/ /3/. 

- The procedures established for the management of GHG reductions or removals and 
related quality controls for monitoring activities were verified through control and quality 
procedures established by project /14/ /220/ /323/. 

- It was verified that the monitoring of the limits has periodic (annual) monitoring of 
deforestation or disturbance events through satellite monitoring of forest cover 

(forest/non -forest maps) /30/. 

- It was verified that the monitoring of project emissions and reductions (2019-2022) is 
derived from the cartographic analysis of the project boundaries (forest/non-forest maps) 
/30/ /31/. The data conversion parameters /29/ are used correctly and therefore the 
mitigation results /3/ are consistent and traceable. 

ICONTEC considers that the methods defined for the periodic monitoring of the 
quantification of GHG emissions and removals are robust and consistent. 

6.1.2.5 Assignment of roles and responsibilities for monitoring and reporting the variables relevant 
to the calculation of reductions or removals 

The audit team verified the assignment of roles and responsibilities to monitor and report 
the relevant variables for the calculation of reductions or eliminations /16/ /18/ /20/ /21/ 
/3/. Additionally, it was verified that the project has assignment of roles and responsibility 
throughout the 72 indicators of REDD+ implementation activities /17/ and an 
implementation and monitoring schedule /16/ /18/ /20/ /21/.  

The process of assigning roles and responsibility was verified through the Governance 
Structure for the design, implementation and verification of REDD+ actions /1/ which, 
among other things, aimed to consolidate a Technical Committee for the operation and 
coordination of monitoring, reporting and check.  
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Figure 4. Governance Structure JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 

 

Source: Project Document V6.11 

It was confirmed that both the Community Councils and Biotrade S.A.S. are effectively 
articulated to strengthen the capacities of the teams in the field and the correct execution 
of the actions /16/ /18/, since shared responsibilities are presented to address the 
monitoring of the project area, monitoring of the Safeguards and SDGs, monitoring of 
REDD+ activities and monitoring of emissions and emissions reductions within the project 
boundaries. 

6.1.2.6 Procedures related whit the assessment of the project contribution whit the Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs) 

The audit team verified that the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project presented compliance with 
the contribution to the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) through the use of the 
SDG Tool v1.0 It was verified that the project proponent filled out the tool through excel 
/3/ /15/ and therein recorded all those project activities that were identified to be linked 
to the SDG targets. 

In accordance with the criteria contained in the Excel tool, each SDG monitoring activity 
presented the following information: project activity, contribution of the activity, type of 
activity, unit of measurement of the activity (activity indicator) and th e respective 

supports for each monitoring period. 

As shown in Table 23, the audit team verified that the selected project activities are 
consistently aligned with the contribution of the respective SDGs /18/ /20/ /21/; i.e. each 
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REDD+ activity indicator corresponds to the SDG target, so the audit team concludes that 
the design to monitor the contribution to the SDGs is consistent and traceable. 

Table 23. Compliance assessment of SDG indicators 

SDG 
Global SDG 
indicator  

Project activity  Indicador compliance  

1. End of 

poverty  

1.4.1 Proportion of the 

population living in 
households with 
access to basic services 

Ch19. Home improvement  Design of housing improvement plans 

and % housing improved 

Ch21. Basic Sanitation 
Infrastructure  

Design of basic sanitation 
infrastructure plans and % basic 
sanitation infrastructures built  

Ch23. Communications 
infrastructure  

Design of communication 
infrastructure plans and % of 
communication infrastructure built.  

1.5.3 Number of 
countries with disaster 
risk reduction 
strategies at the 
national and local 
level 

Dn41.  Risk management 
plan in accordance with 
Nature-based Solutions 
(NBS). 

Design of a Risk Management Plan 
based on SnB 

2. Zero 
hunger  

2.4.1 Proportion of the 
agricultural area in 
which productive and 
sustainable agriculture 
is practiced 

Ci31. Implementation of PPS 
with emphasis on climate 
change adaptation. 

Reports of implementation of 
sustainable productive projects, 
increase % of families that improve 
their income through productive 
projects, decrease % of unemployment 
rate, number of hectares transformed 

to sustainable productive projects 

3. Health and 
wellness  

3.8.1 Essential health 
services coverage 

Ch22. Health infrastructure  Design of health infrastructure plan 
and % health infrastructure built  

4.  Quality 
education  

4.3.1 Participation rate 
of youth and adults in 
formal and non-formal 
education and training 
in the previous 12 
months, broken down 

by sex 

Bg17. Formulation and 
implementation of the plan 
for undergraduate and 
graduate scholarships, 
courses or training 
programs. 

Scholarship plan design and number 
of scholarships awarded broken down 
by gender 

Bg18. Formulation of a 
strategy for special quotas 
for women in the scholarship 
plan. 

Design strategy scholarship plan for 
women 

Be8. Strengthening of REDD 
technical capacities with 
emphasis on increasing 
socio-ecosystemic resilience 
for climate change 
adaptation. 

Design scholarship plan and number 
of scholarships awarded broken down 
by gender 

Be9. Capacity building for 
REDD project management. 

Number of training events on REDD 
techniques 

Be10. Capacity building for 
project formulation and 
implementation.  

Number of project formulation 
training events 

Bf11. Capacity building in 

sustainable productive 
actions led by women. 

Number of training, planning and 

follow-up events for the strengthening 
of productive projects for women 

Bf12. Capacity building in 
sustainable productive 

actions with emphasis on 

Design plan for capacity building in 
productive projects with emphasis on 

climate change and number of training 
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SDG 
Global SDG 
indicator  

Project activity  Indicador compliance  

increasing socio-ecosystemic 
resilience. 

events in productive projects with 
emphasis on climate change 

Bf13. Capacity building in 
ecosystem restoration and 
conservation actions.  

Number of training events in 
ecosystem restoration and 
conservation 

Bf14. Capacity building in 
social infrastructure  

Number of training events in 
sustainable construction for social 
infrastructure  

Bf15. Capacity building in 
governance and culture 
actions. 

Number of training events on 
governance and culture 

Bf16. Capacity Building in 
Community Monitoring  

Number of training events for 
community monitoring  

4.a.1 Proportion of 
schools offering basic 
services, broken down 
by type of service 

Ch20. Improvement of 
educational infrastructure  

Design plan for improvement of 
educational infrastructure and % 
improvement of educational 
infrastructure  

 

5. Gender 
equality  

5.1.1 Determine 
whether or not there 
are legal frameworks 
to promote, enforce 
and monitor gender 

equality and non-
discrimination  

Ab4. Design and 
implementation of a 
participation, empowerment 
and governance strategy for 
women, youth, elderly, 

disabled and other minority 
groups.  

Design of participation strategy for 
women, youth, senior citizens, people 
with disabilities and other minority 
groups and % participants broken 
down 

 

5.a.2 Proportion of 
countries in which the 
legal system 

(including customary 
law) guarantees 
women's equal rights 
to own and/or control 
land 

Bf11. Capacity building in 
sustainable productive 
actions led by women. 

Number of training, planning and 
monitoring events to strengthen 
productive projects for women 

 

6. Water and 
sanitation  

6.2.1 Proportion of the 
population using: a) 
safely managed 
sanitation services and 
b) hand washing 
facilities with soap 
and water 

Ch21. Basic Sanitation 
Infrastructure  

Design of basic sanitation 
infrastructure plans and % basic 
sanitation infrastructures built  

 

6.3.1 Proportion of 
wastewater safely 
treated 

 

7. Affordable 
and non -
polluting 

energy  

7.2.1 Share of 
renewable energy in 
total final energy 
consumption  

Ch28. Infrastructure for 
alternative energies  

Design of infrastructure plan for 
alternative energy and % 
implementation of alternative energies 

 

8. Decent 
work and 
economic 

growth  

8.5.2 Unemployment 
rate, by sex, age and 
persons with 
disabilities 

Ci31. Implementation of PPS 
with emphasis on climate 
change adaptation. 

Implementation reports of sustainable 
productive projects, increase % of 
families improving their income 
through productive projects, decrease 
% of unemployment rate, number of 
hectares transformed into sustainable 
productive projects. 

 

9. Industry, 
innovation 

9.1.2 Volume of 
passenger and cargo 

Ch25. Adequacy of 
waterways  

Number of reports on unclogging of 
rivers and adequacy of waterways 
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SDG 
Global SDG 
indicator  

Project activity  Indicador compliance  

and 
infrastructure  

transportation, by 
means of transport 

Ch26. Construction and 
maintenance of bridges and 
roads  

Design of construction and 
maintenance plan for bridges and 
roads and number of bridges and 
roads constructed and maintained 

 

9.3.1 Share of small-
scale industries in the 
total value added of 
the sector 

Ch24. Infrastructure for 
sustainable productive 
alternatives  

Design of infrastructure plan for 
productive alternatives with emphasis 
on climate change and % of 
infrastructure for productive 
alternatives constructed 

 

Ci29. Diagnosis of the 
environmental and social 
supply for the 
implementation of PPS.  

Diagnosis of the environmental and 
social supply for productive projects 
and number of contracts contracted to 
prepare the diagnosis 

 

Ci30. Technical and 
accounting formulation of 
the PPS to be executed.  

Number of consolidated project 
reports formulated 

 

Ci32. Strengthening for the 
commercialization of PPS 
products, and development 
of its own brand.  

Increase % of sales of products from 
sustainable productive projects 

 

Ci33. Strengthening of 
productive associations of 
women and men. 

Number of associations benefited and 
number of reports of improvement in 
administrative and management 
capacity. 

 

11. 

Sustainable 
cities and 

communities  

11.1.1 Proportion of the 

urban population 
living in slums, 
informal settlements, 
or inadequate housing 

Ch19. Home improvement  Design of housing improvement plans 

and % housing improved 

 

Ch21. Basic sanitation 
infrastructure  

Design of basic sanitation 
infrastructure plans and % basic 
sanitation infrastructure constructed  

 

Ch27. Construction of 
recreational scenarios (such 
as parks, etc.).  

Design of recreational scenarios 
construction plan and % recreational 
scenarios constructed 

 

11.4.1 Total per capita 
expenditure on the 
preservation, 
protection and 
conservation of all 
cultural and natural 
heritage, broken down 

by source of funding 
(public and private), 
type of heritage 
(cultural and natural) 
and level of 
government (national, 
regional and 
local/municipal).  

Ac5. Formulation and 
implementation of a strategy 
for the rescue and 
multiplication of ancestral 
knowledge. 

Design of a strategy to rescue and 
multiply ancestral knowledge 

 

AC6. Strengthening of 
cultural events with the 
participation of different 
generations.  

Number of cultural events for the 
rescue and multiplication of ancestral 
knowledge 

 

Ad7. Facilities for recreation 
and sports, health, education 
and culture.  

Number of families benefited with 
equipment for recreation, sports, 
health and culture and % of 
equipment delivered. 

 

11.b.2 Proportion of 
local governments 
adopting and 
implementing local 
disaster risk reduction 

strategies in line with 
national disaster risk 
reduction strategies. 

Dn41.  Risk management 
plan in accordance with 
Nature-based Solutions 
(NBS).  

Design of a Risk Management Plan 
based on snb 
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SDG 
Global SDG 
indicator  

Project activity  Indicador compliance  

13. Climate 
Action  

13.1.3 Proportion of 
local governments 
adopting and 
implementing local 
disaster risk reduction 
strategies in line with 

national disaster risk 
reduction strategies. 

Dn41.  Risk management 
plan in accordance with 
Nature-based Solutions 
(NBS). 

Design of a Risk Management Plan 
based on snb 

 

Dn42. Integral strategy for 
adaptation to climate 
change. 

Design of a comprehensive climate 
change adaptation plan strategy and 
number of strategy implementation 
reports 

 

13.2.2 Total 
greenhouse gas 
emissions per year 

Dk38. Oversight and 
monitoring of the 
implementation of REDD 
actions  

Number of monitoring and control 
reports 

 

15. Life of 
terrestrial 
ecosystems  

15.1.1 Forested area as a 
proportion of total 
area 

Dj34. Diagnosis of the state 
of ecosystems, ecosystem 
services and vulnerability to 
the effects of climate change.  

Design of the diagnosis of the state of 
ecosystems, ecosystem services and 
vulnerability of ecosystems to the 
effects of climate change and number 
of contracts contracted to prepare the 
diagnosis. 

 

Dj35.  Design and 
implementation of the 
ecosystem protection and 
restoration strategy.  

Design of the ecosystem protection 
and restoration strategy, number of 
hectares under restoration for land 
reclamation due to the effect of proven 
titles, number of agreements with 
proven properties for the reclamation 
and restoration of collective land 

 

Dj37.  Design and 
implementation of a 
community monitoring 
program for the conservation 
and enhancement of 

ecosystem resilience.  

Design of community monitoring 
program and number of community 
monitoring reports  

 

15.2.1 Progress in 
sustainable forest 
management 

Bf12. Capacity building in 
sustainable productive 
actions with emphasis on 
increasing socio-ecosystemic 

resilience. 

Design of capacity building plan for 
productive projects with emphasis on 
climate change and number of training 
events on productive projects with 

emphasis on climate change. 

 

Ci31. Implementation of PPS 
with emphasis on climate 
change adaptation. 

Reports of implementation of 
sustainable productive projects, 
increase % of families that improve 
their income through productive 

projects, decrease % of unemployment 
rate, number of hectares transformed 
into sustainable productive projects. 

 

Dm40.  Definition of 

strategies for monitoring and 
evaluation of environmental 
and social safeguards.  

Design of strategy for monitoring and 

evaluation of environmental and social 
safeguards, number of monitoring and 
evaluation reports on safeguards 

 

15.5.1 Red List Index Dj36. Strengthening the 

conservation and monitoring 
of the manatee (Trichechus 
manatus) and the slider 
turtle ( Trachemys 
callirostris ). 

Design of strategy to strengthen 

manatee and leatherback turtle 
conservation and monitoring, number 
of reports with measures and actions 
to improve the protection and 
monitoring of manatees and 
leatherback turtles 

 

15.6.1 Number of 
countries that have 
adopted legislative, 
administrative, and 

Aa1.  Formulation of the 
Ethnodevelopment Plan  

Number of documents elaborated for 
the ethno-development plan, number 
of contracts contracted to elaborate 
the ethno-development plan 
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SDG 
Global SDG 
indicator  

Project activity  Indicador compliance  

regulatory frameworks 
for fair and equitable 
benefit-sharing 

Aa2.  Construction of the 
environmental management 
plan of the community 
councils.  

Design of the environmental 
management plan, number of 
contracts contracted to prepare the 
environmental management plan 

 

Ab3. Articulation in the 
execution of REDD actions 
with the ethno -development 
plan and environmental 
management plan of the 
Community Councils. 

Number of documents with actions to 
articulate the REDD project with 
REDD project's own government 
instruments. 

 

16. Peace, 
justice and 

strong 
institutions  

16.7.2 Proportion of 
population that 
considers decision-
making to be inclusive 
and participatory, 

broken down by 
gender, age, disability, 
and population group. 

Ab4. Design and 
implementation of a 
participation, empowerment 
and governance strategy for 
women, youth, elderly, 

disabled and other minority 
groups.  

Design of participation strategy for 
women, youth, senior citizens, people 
with disabilities and other minority 
groups and % participants broken 
down 

 

Dl39. PQRDS System  Number of PQRDS resolution reports 
 

Source: This report 

During this monitoring period, the contribution to the following SDGs was confirmed:  

Ɇ 3$' ήȢ Quality education (Activit ies Be8 and Bf12) /213/-/218/, /241/-/243/, /244/ -/261/ 

Ɇ 3$' γȢ )ÎÄÕÓÔÒÙȟ ÉÎÎÏÖÁÔÉÏÎ ÁÎÄ ÉÎÆÒÁÓÔÒÕÃÔÕÒÅ (Activity Ch26)  /262/ -/271/ 

Ɇ 3$' ΫΫȢ 3ÕÓÔÁÉÎÁÂÌÅ #ÉÔÉÅÓ ÁÎÄ #ÏÍÍÕÎÉÔÉÅÓ (Activity Ac6) /276/-/278/, /280/ -/284/  

Ɇ 3$' ΫίȢ ,ÉÆÅ ÏÆ ÔÅÒÒÅÓÔÒÉÁÌ ÅÃÏÓÙÓÔÅÍÓ (Activities Dj34, Dj37, Bf12, Dj36 and Aa1) /241/-
/243/, /244/ -/261/, /272/-/275/, /285/-/291/ 

6.1.2.7 Procedures associated with the monitoring of co-benefits of the special category, as 
applicable 

The audit team verified that the project owners designed a model of criteria or indicators, 
in line with the criteria of the BCR Standard, which allow monitoring of the "Biodiversity 
Conservation" component through activity Dj36. Strengthening the conservation and 
monitoring of the manatee Trichechus manatus and the turtle Trachemys callirostris, 
which seeks to generate positive effects on the populations of the manatee (Trichechus 
manatus) and the turtle (Trachemys callirostris) with actions aimed at improving the 
protection and monitoring of these species in their natural habitats, as they are marine 
animals that face various threats such as habitat loss, water pollution, bycatch, climate 

change and poaching. 

Specifically, the Dj36 activity has two (2) indicators to report its progress during the 

monitoring periods:  
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Name 
No. of Strategy Documents for Strengthening the Conservation and 
Monitoring of the Manatee (Trichechus manatus) and the Hicotea 
Turtle (Trachemys callirostris) 

Indicator ID  
Indicator 63Dj36 

Guy 
Product 

Goal 
Two (2) documents in the third monitoring period (V3)  

Unit of Measurement  
Number of documents 

Responsible for 
measurement  

Monitoring, Reporting and Verification Coordinator; Project Director 
of Jiguamiandó, Project Director of La Grande, Project Director of 
Turriquitadó; Biotrade S.A.S development team 

 

Name 
Reports with measures and actions aimed at improving the 
protection and supervision of the manatee (Trichechus 
manatus) and the turtle (Trachemys callirostris)  

Indicator ID  
Indicator 64Dj36 

Guy 
Product 

Goal 
One (1) document in each monitoring period  

Unit of Measurement  
Number of documents 

Responsible for 
measurement  

Monitoring, Reporting and Verification Coordinator; Project Director 
of Jiguamiandó, Project Director of La Grande, Project Director of 
Turriquitadó; Biotrade S.A.S development team 

6.2 Quantification of GHG emission reductions and removals  

The JIGRANTU REDD+ Project annually quantified the reduced GHG emissions of the 
monitoring period within the spatial boundaries of the project area from the start date 02 
January 2019 to 31 December 2022. It should be noted that the reserve value applied to the 
total quantified GHG emission reductions for the corresponding period is 20%, in 

accordance with the provisions of the Permanence and risk management v1.0 Tool  

6.2.1 Methodology deviations (if applicable) 

Not applicable, the project does not present methodological deviations with respect to the 

REDD+ Methodological Document during this monitoring period.  
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6.2.2 Baseline or reference scenario 

The quantification of reduced GHG emissions from deforestation for the REDD+ 
JIGRANTU Project is based on the delimitation of the identified forest cover areas within 
the project boundaries and the use of data and parameters required in the calculation 
methods set out in the REDD+ Methodological Document. The project's baseline scenario 
responds to the biophysical conditions and dynamics of deforestation in the territory 
(causes and agents), which are estimated from its historical trend in the decade prior to 

the start date of the project. 

a) Activity data.  

The audit team verified that the baseline scenario activity data described in calculations 
/29/ -/30/ are derived from the forest/non -forest maps /60/-/62/, prepared by Hansen et 
al. (2010) and Hansen et al. (2013). Initially, a historical cartographic analysis was carried 
out to determine the dynamics of annual forest loss that occurred in the reference area 
during the period 2009-2018 (historical period) and to estimate the average historical 
deforestation rate. The annual analysis considered those areas that were covered by forest 
in t1 and that had been deforested in t2, thus ensuring that this change occurred during 
the study period (gross deforestation). 

Table 24. Historical deforestation 2009-2018 occurred in the reference region 

REFERENCE AREA 

Year Forest area (ha)  CSB year Deforestation rate  

(ha)  

2009 141,081.87 863.76 -0.61% 

2010 140,218.11 726.89 -0.52% 

2011 139,491.22 58.07 -0.04% 

2012 139,433.15 813.52 -0.59% 

2013 138,619.63 285.72 -0.21% 

2014 138,333.91 256.69 -0.19% 

2015 138,077.22 225.3 -0.16% 

2016 137,851.92 753.81 -0.55% 

2017 137,098.11 3,168.25 -2.34% 

2018 133,929.87 1,072.17 -0.80% 

    Average -0.60% 

Source: This report 

The average deforestation rate in the reference region (-0.60%) was calculated using the 
Puyravaud equation and allowed to project deforestation (future deforestation) in the 
baseline scenario of the project area during the quantification period (Table 25). 
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It was confirmed that the deforestation analysis described in calculation sheet /29/ /30/, 
forest/non -forest maps /60/-/62/ and Project Document /1/ is estimated based on the 
criteria described in section 13.2.1 of the methodology; that is, using the following equation 
to estimate the change in forest cover at each project boundary (reference region, leakage 
area and project area) over the period 2009-2018: 

ὅὛὄ
ρ

ὸ ὸ
ᶻὃ ὃ  

Where, 

ὅὛὄ = Annual change in the area covered by forest in the study area (ha) 

ὸ= End year of the reporting period  
ὸ=Starting year of the reference period  
ὃ= Wooded area of the area under control at the initial time (ha) 
ὃ= Forest area of the area under control at the final moment (ha)  

On the other hand, the audit team verified that deforestation in the reference area and in 
the project area during the period 2008-2019 shows a net increasing trend: 0.2% and 0.3%, 
respectively. Although the annual loss of forest in these areas has not shown a linear 
growth pattern, the annual deforestation rates have shown a pattern of correspondence, 
especially in those periods with pronounced maximums and minimums, as shown below: 

Figure 5. Historical deforestation rate in the reference region 

 

Source: This report 
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Figure 6. Historical deforestation rate in the project area 

 

Source: This report 

This analysis showed that the behavior of the deforestation rate in the project area, mainly 
in the historical period 2016-2018 (-0.58%), is consistent with the historical deforestation 
rate for the reference region (-0.60%). Additionally, in the baseline scenario, the 
projection of deforestation in the project area corresponds to -0.61%; this means that, in a 
scenario without the project, the dynamics of deforestation in the project area would 
behave in a similar way to deforestation in the reference area, and therefore this 
constitutes a solid baseline. 
 
Table 25. Comparative deforestation in reference area and project area in a baseline scenario 

 REFERENCE REGION  PROJECT AREA 

 Year 
Forest 

area (ha)  
CBSlb  

year (ha)  
Deforestation 

rate  
 Year 

Forest 
area (ha)  

CBSlb  
year 

(ha)  

Deforestation 
rate  

H
is

to
ri

c
 d

e
fo

re
st

a
ti
o
n

 

2009 141,081.87 863.76 -0.61% 

H
is

to
ri

c 
d
e

fo
re

s
ta

tio
n

 

2009 70,853.20 103.12 -0.15% 

2010 140,218.11 726.89 -0.52% 2010 70,750.08 159.77 -0.23% 

2011 139,491.22 58.07 -0.04% 2011 70,590.31 44.06 -0.06% 

2012 139,433.15 813.52 -0.59% 2012 70,546.25 153.82 -0.22% 

2013 138,619.63 285.72 -0.21% 2013 70,392.43 111.28 -0.16% 

2014 138,333.91 256.69 -0.19% 2014 70,281.15 129.82 -0.18% 

2015 138,077.22 225.30 -0.16% 2015 70,151.33 35.17 -0.05% 

2016 137,851.92 753.81 -0.55% 2016 70,116.16 226.27 -0.32% 

2017 137,098.11 3168.25 -2.34% 2017 69,889.89 685.08 -0.99% 

2018 133,929.87 1072.17 -0.80% 2018 69,204.81 305.84 -0.44% 

 

   -0.60% 

M
o

n

ito
ri

n
g
 2019 68,898.97 379.91 -0.55% 

    2020 68,519.06 288.12 -0.42% 
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 REFERENCE REGION  PROJECT AREA 

 Year 
Forest 

area (ha)  
CBSlb  

year (ha)  
Deforestation 

rate  
 Year 

Forest 
area (ha)  

CBSlb  
year 
(ha)  

Deforestation 
rate  

    2021 68,230.94 249.62 -1.29% 

    2022 67,355.20 626.12 -0.54% 

     

P
ro

je
ct

e
d
 d

e
fo

re
s
ta

ti
o

n 

2023 66,994.35 384.86 -0.58% 

     2024 66,609.48 383.79 -0.58% 

     2025 66,225.70 382.71 -0.58% 

     2026 65,842.98 381.64 -0.58% 

     ȣ 

     2047 58,049.70 359.84 -0.62% 

     2048 57,690.87 358.84 - 

Source: This report 

b) Emission factors  

The carbon pools and associated emission factors were described in calculation sheet /29/ 
and Project Document /1/ and presented correspondence with the carbon contents and 
emission factors of the Pacific biome /349/ /350/. The conversion variables applied to the 
calculations /29/ comply with the procedures described in section 13.3.1 of the 
methodology. 

Table 26. Emission factors in the baseline and project scenario 

NREF 2018-2022 t.m.s/ha  tC/ha  tCO2e/ha  
Total emission 

factor 
(tCO2e/ha/year)  

Aboveground biomass (BA)  140.24 65.91 241.68 

313.87 

Underground biomass (BS)  32.05 15.06 55.23 

Total biomass (BT)  172.29 80.98 296.91 

Soil organic carbon (COS)  - 92.49 - 

Soil organic carbon (COS 20 years) - 4.62 16.96 

NREF 2023-2027 t.m.s/ha  tC/ha  tCO2e/ha  
Total emission 

factor 
(tCO2e/ha/year)  

Aboveground biomass (BA)  226.85 106.62 390.94 

486.38 

Underground biomass (BS)  45.98 21.61 79.24 

Total biomass (BT)  272.85 128.24 470.21 

Soil organic carbon (COS)  - 88.20 - 

Soil organic carbon (COS 20 years) - 4.41 16.17 

Source: This report 
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It was verified that the carbon emission factor in total biomass (BT) was estimated from 
the sum of aboveground biomass (BA) and belowground biomass (BS). The carbon 
content of total biomass (CBF) is the product of BT and the carbon fraction of dry matter 
(CF). The carbon dioxide equivalent contained in total biomass (CBFeq) is the product 
between CBF and the molecular ratio constant between carbon (C) and carbon dioxide 
(CO2), as follows: 

ὅὄὊ ὄὝzὊὅz 
ττ

ρς
 

Where:  

ὅὄὊ= Carbon dioxide equivalent contained in total biomass (tCO2e/ha) 

ὄὝ = Total biomass (t/ha) 
Ὂὅ = carbon fraction of dry matter (0.47) 

 
It was verified that the soil carbon emission factor (SOC) was estimated as a gross emission 
in which the carbon content is emitted to the atmosphere in equal proportions for 20 years 
once the deforestation event occurs and, therefore, the annual rate of soil carbon emitted 
in 20 years is calculated as follows: 

ὅὕὛ
ὅὕὛ

ςπ
 z
ττ

ρς
 

Where:  

ὅὕὛ= Carbon dioxide equivalent contained in soils (tCO2e/ha) 

ὅὕὛ= Soil carbon content (tC/ha) 

Finally, it was verified that the total carbon emission factor (CBTeq + COSeq) included the 
total biomass and soil organic carbon compartment, as follows: 

ὅὝ ὅὄὝ ὅὕὛ 

Where:  

ὅὝ = Total Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (tCO2e/ha) 

ὅὄὝ= Carbon dioxide equivalent contained in total biomass (tCO2e/ha) 

 

c) Uncertainty management 

The application of uncertainty management procedures /146/ was verified. In accordance 
with the methodology (section 13.1) and the BCR Standard (11.1), the accuracy of the activity 
data was greater than 90% /1/ and the emission factors used /29/ /1/ were consistent with 
the inventories of GHG and national reference scenarios /349/ /350/. 
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The audit team verified that the estimation of the uncertainty of the activity data and 
emission factors used in the baseline considered the methodology proposed by GOFC-
GOLD (2016). The assessment of the accuracy of the activity data was carried out by 
analyzing the accuracy of the cartographic inputs from Hansen et al. (2013) - forest/non -
forest maps, while the assessment of the accuracy of the emission factors came from the 
NREF 2018-2022 and NREF 2023-2023. The uncertainty of each emission factor (section 
5.5.6) was combined for each case using the error propagation method (method 1) to 
obtain the total value of the uncertainty associated with the emission factor and, finally, 
the potential uncertainty of the project baseline emissions was calculated as follows: 

Table 27. Managing uncertainty in the period 2009-2022 in a reference scenario 

    Baseline p eriod 2009 -2022     

  Uncertainty 
value  

Description  Source Total 
uncentainty  

Data 
activity  

4.70% Annual forest loss data for the period 
2009-2022 using Landsat-type satellite 
images with a resolution of 30 x 30 
meters, through the Global Forest Watch 
(GFW) platform. The global error matrix 
of the forest loss data, reported by 
Hansen et. al. (2010) and Hansen et. al. 
(2013), indicate an accuracy in the tropics 
of 99.5% and a standard error of 4.7%.   

Hansen et. al. 
(2010) and 
Hansen et. al. 
(2013) 

8.38% 

Emission 
factor  

6.94% Uncertainty associated with the 
estimation of gross emissions (BA + BS + 
COS) through the error propagation 
method using emission factors from the 
NREF 2018-2022. 

GOFC-GOLD 
(2016) 

Source: This report 

 
Table 28. Managing uncertainty in the period 2023-2048 in a projected reference scenario 

  Baseline p eriod 2023-2048    
Uncertainty 

value  
Description  Source 

Total 
uncentainty  

Data activity  4.70% Projected annual forest loss data for the 
period 2023-2048 based in Landsat-type 
satellite images (2009-2022) with a 
resolution of 30 x 30 meters, through 
the Global Forest Watch (GFW) 
platform. The global error matrix of the 
forest loss data, reported by Hansen et. 
al. (2010) and Hansen et. al. (2013), 
indicate an accuracy in the tropics of 
99.5% and a standard error of 4.7%.  

Hansen et. al. 
(2010) and 
Hansen et. al. 
(2013) 

13.80% 
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  Baseline p eriod 2023-2048    
Uncertainty 

value  
Description  Source 

Total 
uncentainty  

Emission 
factor  

12.98% Uncertainty associated with the 
estimation of gross emissions (BA + BS 
+ COS) through the error propagation 
method using emission factors from the 
NREF 2023-2027. 

GOFC-
GOLD (2016) 

Source: This report 

The estimation of the uncertainties mentioned in the tables above were verified by 

applying the following equations: 

o Reference equation for combining uncertainties from various emission 

sources: 

ὸ
ὃz ὥ ὄ ὦz ὅz ὧ

Ὕ
 

Where:  

t: Total uncertainty for the emission factor 

T: Total associated GHG emissions (CTeq) 

A: Category A emissions (BA) 

a: uncertainty of category A emissions (BA) 

B: category B emissions (BS) 

b: uncertainty of category B emissions (BS) 

C: category C emissions (COS) 

c: uncertainty of category C emissions (COS) 

 

o Percentage uncertainty in the product of the parameters (data activity + 
emission factor) 

Ὗ Ὗρ Ὗς Ễ  Ὗὲ 

Where:  

Utotal: Percentage uncertainty in the product of the parameters 

Un: Percentage uncertainty associated with each of the parameters 

 

d) GHG emissions 

The audit team verified that the baseline emissions quantification described in the 
calculations /29/ is consistent with the baseline activity data /60/ -/62/ and emission 
factors /349/  /350/ and is estimated based on the criteria described in section 13.4.1 of the 
methodology. In addition, the respective adjustments to national circumstances are 
applied /349/  /350/. 
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Specifically, baseline deforestation (Dlb) was derived from the projection of annual 
historical deforestation at a rate of -0.60%. These annual deforestation values were 
adjusted under national circumstances and multiplied by total carbon dioxide equivalent 
(CTeq), resulting in annual GHG emissions in the baseline scenario (Table 29): 

Ὁὃ Ὀὃ ὅzὝ 

Where:  

Ὁὃ = Annual emission in the baseline scenario (tCO2 /ha) 
Ὀὃ = Annual historical deforestation in the baseline scenario (ha) 

ὅὝ = Total Carbon Dioxide Equivalent (tCO2 e/ha) 

6.2.3 Mitigation results 

6.2.3.1 GHG emissions reduction/removal in the baseline scenario 

The quantification of GHG emissions and reductions in the baseline scenario was 
estimated for the project limits in accordance with section 13.4 of the BCR BCR0002 
Methodology (see section 6.2.2).  

The audit team verified the application of the equations and parameters described in 
section 6.2.2. The baseline estimate was based on the projection of deforestation and 
included increases in deforestation due to national circumstances. 

Table 29. Emissions in the Baseline Scenario 

DEFORESTATION RATE = -0.60% 
 

Year Forest area 
(ha)  

Baseline 
deforestation  
CBS / Dlb (ha)  

Increase due 
national 

circumstances 
(%) 

Baseline emissions 
GHG  

Ealb (tCO2e)  

M
o

n
ito

ri
n

g
 2019 132,857.70 1,544.64 0.39 670,596.96 

2020 131,313.05 920.52 0.45 416,967.68 

2021 130,392.54 799.50 0.50 374,746.95 

2022 128,232.49 1,360.55 0.54 654,480.92 

P
ro

je
ct

e
d

 

2023 127,231.85 1,149.36 0.26 703,788.36 

2024 126,082.49 1,142.45 0.30 721,787.22 

2025 124,940.04 1,135.59 0.34 737,887.54 

2026 123,804.45 1,128.77 0.37 752,121.44 

2027 122,675.68 1,121.99 0.40 764,520.65 

2028 121,553.68 1,115.25 
 

542,418.85 

2029 120,438.43 1,108.55 
 

539,160.98 

2030 119,329.88 1,101.90 
 

535,922.68 

2031 118,227.98 1,095.28 
 

532,703.84 
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DEFORESTATION RATE = -0.60% 
 

Year Forest area 
(ha)  

Baseline 
deforestation  
CBS / Dlb (ha)  

Increase due 
national 

circumstances 
(%) 

Baseline emissions 
GHG  

Ealb (tCO2e)  

2032 117,132.70 1,088.70 
 

529,504.32 

2033 116,044.01 1,082.16 
 

526,324.02 

2034 114,961.85 1,075.66 
 

523,162.83 

2035 113,886.18 1,069.20 
 

520,020.62 

2036 112,816.98 1,062.78 
 

516,897.28 

2037 111,754.21 1,056.39 
 

513,792.70 

2038 110,697.81 1,050.05 
 

510,706.77 

2039 109,647.76 1,043.74 
 

507,639.37 

2040 108,604.02 1,037.47 
 

504,590.40 

2041 107,566.54 1,031.24 
 

501,559.74 

2042 106,535.30 1,025.05 
 

498,547.28 

2043 105,510.25 1,018.89 
 

495,552.92 

2044 104,491.36 1,012.77 
 

492,576.54 

2045 103,478.59 1,006.69 
 

489,618.03 

2046 102,471.90 1,000.64 
 

486,677.30 

2047 101,477.26 994.63 
 

483,754.23 

2048 100,488.60 988.66 
 

480,848.71 

Source: This report 

In conclusion, the audit team satisfactorily verified the quantification associated with the 
baseline scenario, considering the data, parameters and equations described, and 
considers that the estimate is reliable and consistent with the REDD+ Methodological 
Document and the BCR Standard. 

6.2.3.2 GHG emissions reduction/removal in the project scenario 

The quantification of GHG emissions and reductions in the project scenario was estimated 
for the leakage area and project area in accordance with section 13 and section 14.5 of the 
BCR Methodology BCR0002. Specifically, the ex ante project scenario estimated the 
projection of the mitigation potential of REDD+ activities during the period 2019-2048; 
while the ex post project scenario quantified the GHG reductions actually achieved during 
the period 2019-2022. 

a) Activity data 

In the ex ante scenario, the audit team verified that the forest loss data was obtained by 
projecting a decrease (70%) in deforestation due to the implementation of REDD+ 
activities with respect to the baseline; that is, it was estimated that during the project 
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quantification period, deforestation in the project area would decrease by 70% compared 
to the baseline activity data /1/. Likewise, it was verified that deforestation in the leakage 
area was derived from a projection of an increase (10%) in deforestation due to the 
implementation of REDD+ activities with respect to the baseline; that is, it was estimated 
that during the project quantification period, deforestation in the leakage area would 
increase by 10% compared to the baseline activity data /1/.  

It was confirmed that the deforestation projection described in spreadsheet /29/ /30/ and 
Project Document /1/ is estimated based on the criteria described in section 13.2.1 of the 
methodology, i.e. using the following equation to estimate the change in forest cover in 
the project boundaries during the period 2019-2048: 

ὅὛὄ ȟđ  ὅὛὄȟđ  zρ ϷὈὈ 

Where:  

ὅὛὄ ȟđ= Projected annual change in area covered by forest in the scenario with 

project (ha) 
ὅὛὄȟđ= Annual change in the area covered by forest in the without-project 
scenario (ha) 
Ϸ ὈὈ = Projected decrease in deforestation due to the implementation of REDD+ 
activities (70%) 

 

ὅὛὄ ȟ đ  ὅὛὄȟ  zρ ϷὉὪ 

Where:  

ὅὛὄ ȟ đ= Projected annual change in the area covered by forest in the 

leakage area, in the scenario with project (ha) 
ὅὛὄȟ= Annual change in the area covered by forest in the leakage area in the 

without -project scenario (ha) 
Ϸ ὉὪ = Percentage increase in emissions in the leakage area due to the 
implementation of REDD+ activities (10%) 

Furthermore, the audit team verified that the activity data for the monitoring period (ex 
post) described in calculations /29/ -/30/ are derived from the forest/non -forest maps /60/-
/62/, prepared by Hansen et al. (2010) and Hansen et al. (2013), corresponding to the period 
2019-2022. It was confirmed that the deforestation analysis for the monitoring period 
described in spreadsheet /29//30/, forest/non-forest maps /60/-/62/ and Monitoring 
Report /3/ is estimated based on the criteria described in section 14.5 of the methodology, 
as follows: 
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ὅὛὄ ȟđ

ρ

ὸ ὸ
ᶻὃ ȟ ὃ ȟ  

Where:  

ὅὛὄ ȟđ= Annual change in the area covered by forest in the project area (ha) 

ὸ= Year end of monitoring period  
ὸ= Initial year of the monitoring period  
ὃ ȟ= Area of forest in the project area at the beginning of the monitoring 

period (ha) 

ὃ ȟ= Area of forest in the project area at the end of the monitoring period 

(ha).   

 

ὅὛὄȟđ
ρ

ὸ ὸ
ᶻὃȟ ὃȟ  

Where:  

ὅὛὄȟđ= Annual change in area covered by forest in the leakage area (ha) 

ὸ= Year end of monitoring period  
ὸ= Initial year of the monitoring period  
ὃȟ= Area in forest, in the leakage area at the beginning of the monitoring 

period(ha) 
ὃȟ= Area in forest, in the area of leakage at the end of the monitoring period (ha)  

Table 30. Deforestation within the project boundaries  in the ex post scenario and ex ante scenario 

  
PROJECT AREA LEAKAGE AREA 

Period  Year Deforestation with project  Deforestation with Project  

CSB REDD+proy (ha)  CDB f, REDD+proy (ha)  

E
x 

p
o

st
 

2019 379.91 155.16 

2020 288.12 61.97 

2021 249.62 110.00 

2022 626.12 159.47 

E
x 

a
n

te
 

2023 344.81 133.41 

2024 342.74 133.00 

2025 340.68 132.60 

2026 338.63 132.19 

2027 336.60 131.79 

2028 334.58 131.39 

2029 332.57 130.99 
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PROJECT AREA LEAKAGE AREA 

Period  Year Deforestation with project  Deforestation with Project  

CSB REDD+proy (ha)  CDB f, REDD+proy (ha)  

2030 330.57 130.59 

2031 328.58 130.20 

2032 326.61 129.80 

2033 324.65 129.40 

2034 322.70 129.01 

2035 320.76 128.62 

2036 318.83 128.23 

2037 316.92 127.84 

2038 315.01 127.45 

2039 313.12 127.06 

2040 311.24 126.67 

2041 309.37 126.29 

2042 307.51 125.90 

2043 305.67 125.52 

2044 303.83 125.14 

2045 302.01 124.76 

2046 300.19 124.38 

2047 298.39 124.00 

2048 296.60 123.62 

Source: This report 

b) Emission factors 

The carbon pools and emission factors associated with the project scenario were described 
in spreadsheet /29/, Project Document /1/ and Monitoring Report /3/ and presented 
correspondence with the carbon contents and emission factors from the Pacific biome 
/349/  /350/. The conversion variables applied to the calculations /29/ comply with the 
procedures described in section 13 and section 14.5 of the methodology. Since the carbon 
pools included in the baseline and the project scenario coincide, the assessment of the 
emission factors is detailed in literal b of section 6.2.2.  

c) Uncertainty management. The application of uncertainty management procedures 
/146/ was verified. In accordance with the methodology (section 13.1) and the BCR 
Standard (11.1), the precision of the activity data of the scenario with project was greater 
than 90% /1/ and the emission factors used /29/ /1/ /3 / were consistent with GHG 

inventories and national reference scenarios /349/  /350/. 
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The audit team verified that the estimation of the uncertainty of the activity data and the 
emission factors used in the project scenario considered the methodology proposed by 
GOFC-GOLD (2016). The assessment of the accuracy of the activity data for the period 
2019-2022 was carried out by analyzing the accuracy of the cartographic inputs from 
Hansen et al. (2013) - forest/non -forest maps, while the assessment of the accuracy of the 
emission factors came from the NREF 2018-2022.  

Table 31. Managing uncertainty in the ex-post project scenario 

  Ex post 2019-2022    
Uncertainty 

value  
Description  Source 

Total 
uncentainty  

Data activity  4.70% Annual forest loss data for the 
monitoring  period (2019-2022) using 
Landsat-type satellite images with a 
resolution of 30 x 30 meters, through 
the Global Forest Watch (GFW) 
platform. The global error matrix of the 
forest loss data, reported by Hansen et. 
al. (2010) and Hansen et. al. (2013), 
indicate an accuracy in the tropics of 
99.5% and a standard error of 4.7%. 

Hansen et. al. 
(2010) y 
Hansen et. al. 
(2013) 

8.38% 

Emission 
factor  

6.94% Uncertainty associated with the 
estimation of gross emissions (BA + BS 
+ COS) through the error propagation 
method using emission factors from the 
NREF 2018-2022. 

GOFC-
GOLD (2016) 

Source: This report 

e) GHG emissions 

The audit team verified that the quantification of GHG emissions in the project scenario 
/1/ /3/ corresponds to the calculations /29/, the activity data /60/ -/62/ and the emission 
factors /349/ /350/. GHG emissions are estimated based on the criteria described in section 
13 and section 14.5 of the methodology. Additionally, during the monitoring period, the 
inclusion of GHG emissions from frorest harvesting granted in the Jiguamiandó River 
Community Council /58/ /32/ /29/ was confirmed.  

In the ex ante scenario, the use of the following equations to estimate annual emissions in 
the project area and leakage area was verified: 

Ὁὃ ȟđ Ὀὃ ȟđ ὅzὝ 

Where:  

Ὁὃ ȟđ= Projected annual emission in the project area (tCO2e/ha) 

Ὀὃ ȟđ= Projected annual deforestation in the project area (ha) 
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ὅὝ= Total carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e/ha) 

 

Ὁὃȟđ Ὀὃȟđ ὅzὝ 

Where:  

Ὁὃȟđ= Projected annual emission in the leakage area (tCO2e/ha) 

Ὀὃȟđ= Projected annual deforestation in the leakage area (ha) 

ὅὝ= Total carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e/ha) 

 

In the ex post scenario, the use of the following equations to estimate annual emissions in 

the project area and leakage area was verified: 

Ὁὃ ȟđ ὈὉὊ ȟđ ὸzὧέ 

Where:  

Ὁὃ ȟđ= Annual emission in the project area (tCO2e/ha) 

ὈὉὊ ȟđ= Annual deforestation in the project area (ha) 

ὸὅπ = Total carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e/ha) 

 

Ὁὃȟđ ὈὉὊȟđ ὸzὧέ Ὁὃȟȟđ  

Where:  

Ὁὃȟđ= Annual emission in the leakage area (tCO2e/ha) 

ὈὉὊȟđ= Annual deforestation in the leakage area (ha) 

ὸὅπ  = Total carbon dioxide equivalent (tCO2e/ha) 

Ὁὃȟȟđ= Annual emissions from deforestation in the leakage area in the   

baseline scenario (tCO2e) 

Table 32. GHG emissions occurring at the project boundaries in the project scenario 

  PROJECT AREA  LEAKAGE AREA 

 Year 
Deforestation  

DA  REDD+proy  
(ha)  

Emissions  
deforestation  

EA REDD+proy  

(tCO2e) 

Emission forest 
harvestig  

EA fe (tCO2e) 

Deforestation  
DA  f (ha)  

Emissions 
deforestation  
EA f (tCO2e) 

E
x 

p
o

st
 2019 379.91 129,314.05 10,294.75 155.16 8,497.11 

2020 288.12 125,242.06 34,980.89 61.97 -20,698.00 
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  PROJECT AREA  LEAKAGE AREA 

 Year 
Deforestation  

DA  REDD+proy  
(ha)  

Emissions  
deforestation  

EA REDD+proy  

(tCO2e) 

Emission forest 
harvestig  

EA fe (tCO2e) 

Deforestation  
DA  f (ha)  

Emissions 
deforestation  
EA f (tCO2e) 

2021 249.62 127,641.01 49,439.18 110.00 -5,650.88 

2022 626.12 196,151.30 0.00 159.47 9,846.46 

E
x 

a
n

te
 

2023 344.81 167,701.75  133.41 64,884.89 

2024 342.74 166,694.51  133 64,687.48 

2025 340.68 165,693.31  132.6 64,490.66 

2026 338.63 164,698.13  132.19 64,294.45 

2027 336.6 163,708.92  131.79 64,098.83 

2028 334.58 162,725.65  131.39 63,903.81 

2029 332.57 161,748.29  130.99 63,709.38 

2030 330.57 160,776.81  130.59 63,515.54 

2031 328.58 159,811.15  130.2 63,322.29 

2032 326.61 158,851.30  129.8 63,129.63 

2033 324.65 157,897.21  129.4 62,937.56 

2034 322.7 156,948.85  129.01 62,746.07 

2035 320.76 156,006.18  128.62 62,555.16 

2036 318.83 155,069.18  128.23 62,364.84 

2037 316.92 154,137.81  127.84 62,175.09 

2038 315.01 153,212.03  127.45 61,985.92 

2039 313.12 152,291.81  127.06 61,797.33 

2040 311.24 151,377.12  126.67 61,609.31 

2041 309.37 150,467.92  126.29 61,421.86 

2042 307.51 149,564.18  125.9 61,234.98 

2043 305.67 148,665.87  125.52 61,048.67 

2044 303.83 147,772.96  125.14 60,862.93 

2045 302.01 146,885.41  124.76 60,677.75 

2046 300.19 146,003.19  124.38 60,493.14 

2047 298.39 145,126.27  124 60,309.09 

2048 296.6 144,254.61  123.62 60,125.59 

Source: This report 

Regarding to forest harvest occurred in the CC Río Jiguamiandó during the 2019-2022 
monitoring period, the audit team verified the parameters used to convert the harvest 
volume (m3) into GHG emissions (tCO2e). It should be noted that, through cartographic 
information, it was confirmed that the harvest polygons are not located entirely within the 
project area, but also occupy part of the private properties adjacent to the project area; in 
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this sense, it was verified that the quantification of the volume (m3) and GHG emissions 
(tCO2e) that occurred in the project scenario were estimated in proportion to the area 

occupied by the forest harvest within the project limits  (Table 18). 

The quantification of GHG emissions from forestry operations is limited to the harvest 
polygons delimited in Figure 7. However, within these harvest polygons, the deforestation 
that actually occurred (red color) was also monitored during the monitoring period (2019-
2022). This loss of forest due to deforestation (ha) and its respective GHG emissions were 
considered within the quantification of the ex post project scenario (Table 37). 

Figure 7. Location of forest harvesting in the project area 

 

Source: Project Document v6.1 

As can be seen in Table 33 and Table 34, the forest harvest resolutions have an authorized 

volume (m3) and volume discrimination (m3) by species, respectively: 
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Table 33. Volume per forest harvesting resolution 

Resolution  
Date 

resolution  

Year 
harvestin

g 

Area of 
harvesting in 

the project area 
(ha)  

Total 
Authorized 

volume (m3)  

Volume in 
project area 

(m3)  

0010 of 2019 
January 2, 

2019 
2019 

233.28  
(58.34%) 

11,000 6,417.79 

1712 of 2019 
December 26, 

2019 
2020 485.45 (87.00%) 11,461 9,970.84 

1713 of 2019 
December 26, 

2019 
2020 449.98 (98.38%) 11,074 10,894.21 

1310 of 2020 
November 17, 

2020 
2021 498.42 (99.92%) 14,611 14,598.79 

1311 of 2020 
November 17, 

2020 
2021 494.32 (98.58%) 14,400 14,194.86 

Total  2,161.45 62,546 56,076.49 

Source: This report 

Table 34. Volume of forest harvesting by species 

Resolution  Species Common name  
Total authorized 

volume (m3)  
Volume in 

project area (m3)  

0010 of 2019 

Anacardium excelsum Caracolí 700 408.40 

Dipteryx oleifera Choibá 800 1,166.87 

Carapa guianensis Güino 2,200 1,283.56 

Ficus maxima Higuerón 1,200 466.75 

Tabebuia rosea Roble 4,100 700.12 

Brosimum utile Sande 2,000 2,392.08 

1712 of 2019 

Andira inermis Amargo 1,020 976.99 

Tabebuia rosea Roble 1,064 887.38 

Anacardium excelsum Caracolí 1,123 1,357.17 

Dipteryx oleifera Choibá 1,260 1,739.96 

Ficus schippii Higuerón 1,325 1,096.17 

Carapa guianensis Güino 1,560 1,152.72 

Cedrela odorata Cedro 2,000 1,834.79 

Prioria copaifera Cativo 2,109 925.66 

1713 of 2019 

Tabebuia rosea Roble 1,020 1,500.24 

Dipteryx oleifera Choibá 1,112 1,475.65 

Ficus schippii Higuerón 1,318 1,377.27 

Carapa guianensis Güino 1,400 3,147.06 

Andira inermis Amargo 1,500 1,093.95 

Anacardium excelsum Caracolí 1,525 1,296.60 

Cedrela odorata Cedro 3,199 1,003.44 
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Resolution  Species Common name  
Total authorized 

volume (m3)  
Volume in 

project area (m3)  

1310 of 2020 

Ficus insipida Higuerón 1,900 2,408.99 

Cedrela odorata Cedro 1,900 3,996.66 

Tabebuia rosea Roble 2,000 1,898.41 

Dipteryx oleifera Cativo 2,400 2,398.00 

Anacardium excelsum Caracolí 2,411 1,898.41 

Cariniana pyriformis Abarco 4,000 1,998.33 

1311 of 2020 

Ficus insipida Higuerón 1,800 2,365.81 

Cedrela odorata Cedro 2,000 3,943.02 

Tabebuia rosea Roble 1,800 1,971.51 

Dipteryx oleifera Cativo 2,400 2,365.81 

Anacardium excelsum Caracolí 2,400 1,774.36 

Cariniana pyriformis Abarco 4,000 1,774.36 

Total  62,546 56,076.49 

Source: This report 

Since each harvesting resolution had an authorized volume per species, it was verified that 
the estimate of stem biomass (kg) per species was calculated by the product of the volume 
(m3) and the density of the wood (kg/m3). The project proponent used average values of 
wood density per species and correctly indicated the sources of information for these data 
(Table 35). The audit team verified these secondary sources and considered them to be 
consistent and reliable since they are derived from articles or scientific literature that, in 
all cases, place the study area in the tropics and refer to the density of the wood at the 
species level. 

Table 35. Wood density of forestry harvesting species 

Scientific 
name  

Average 
density of 

wood  
(kg/m3)  

Source 

Anacardium 
excelsum  

391.43 Morales G.A. (2016). Plan de manejo y conservación del Caracolí 
(Anacardium excelsum) en la jurisdicción CAR. Bogotá, Colombia. Pp. 47- 

Reyes, G., Brown, S., Chapman, J. and Lugo, A.E. (1992). Wood densities of 
tropical tree species. General Technical Report SO-88, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Southern Forest Experiment 
Station. Brown's 1997 FAO Primer is a summary of these data. 

Chichignoud, M., Deon, G., Detienne, P., Parant, B. and P. Vantomme. 
(1990). Atlas des Bois Tropicaux d'Amerique Latine. CIRAD-Foret, 
Nogent-Sur-Marne France, and Organisation internationale des Bois 
Tropicaux, Yokohama, Japan. 

Malavassi, I.M.C. (1992). Maderas de Costa Rica: 150 Especies forestales, 
Editorial de la Universidad de Costa Rica. 
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Scientific 
name  

Average 
density of 

wood  
(kg/m3)  

Source 

Worldagroforestry wood density database. (sf). 
http://www.worldagroforestry.org/SEA/Products/AFDbases/WD/index.h
tm. 

Detienne, P. and Jacquet, P. (1983). Atlas d'Identification des Bois de 
l'Amazonie et des Regions Voisines. Centre Technique Forestier Tropical, 
Nogent-sur-Marne, France. 

Proyectos Andinos de Desarrollo Tecnologico en el area de los recursos 
forestales tropicales. 1981. Tablas de propiedades fisicas y mecanicas de la 
madera de 20 especies del Peru. PADT-REFORT, Lima. By T Baker. 

Muller -Landau, M. (2000). sgBCI measured on BCI, 

Andira 
inermis  

640.00 Weaver, P. L. (sf). Andira inermis (W. Wright) D. Pp. 36-36. 

Brosimum 
utile  

420.00 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  

Carapa 
guianensis  

510.00 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  

Hong, L.T., Lemmens, R.H.M.J., Prawirohatmodjo, S., Soerianegara, I., 
Sosef, M.S.M. and Wong, W.C. (Editors). CD-ROM PROSEA Timber trees. 
http://proseanet.org/prosea/product_details.php?cat=3andid=43anduser
_id. 

Cariniana 
pyriformis  

542.50 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  

Chichignoud, M., Deon, G., Detienne, P., Parant, B. and P. Vantomme. 
(1990). Atlas des Bois Tropicaux d'Amerique Latine. CIRAD-Foret, 
Nogent-Sur-Marne France, and Organisation internationale des Bois 
Tropicaux, Yokohama, Japan. 

Chudnoff, M. (1984). Tropical Timbers of the World. Washington, DC, 
USDA Forest Service. 
http://www2.fpl.fs.fed.us/TechSheets/tropicalwood.html.  

Detienne, P. and Jacquet, P. (1983). Atlas d'Identification des Bois de 
l'Amazonie et des Regions Voisines. Centre Technique Forestier Tropical, 
Nogent-sur-Marne, France. 

Cedrela 
odorata  

447.14 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  
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Scientific 
name  

Average 
density of 

wood  
(kg/m3)  

Source 

Reyes, G., Brown, S., Chapman, J. and Lugo, A.E. (1992). Wood densities of 
tropical tree species. General Technical Report SO-88, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Southern Forest Experiment 
Station. Brown's 1997 FAO Primer is a summary of these data. 

Lorenzi, H. (1992). Arboles brasileiras: Manual de identificação e cultivo 
de plantas arbóreas nativas do Brasil. Nova Odessa, SP, Brazil, Instituto 
Plantarum de Estudos da Flora Ltda. ISBN 85-86714-11-9 
www.plantarum.com.br. 

Malavassi, I.M.C. (1992). Maderas de Costa Rica: 150 Especies forestales, 
Editorial de la Universidad de Costa Rica. 

Wiemann, M.C. and Williamson, G.B. (1989). Wood specific gravity 
gradients in tropical dry and montane rain forest trees. American Journal 
of Botany 76(6): 924-928. 

Little, E.L., Jr., and F.H. Wadesworth. (1964). Common trees of Puerto Rico 
and the Virgin Islands, US Department of Agriculture, Agricultural 
Handbook 249, Superintendent of Documents, US Government Printing 
Office, Washington DC. 

Arostegui, A. (1982). Recopilacion y analisis de estudios tecnologicos de 
maderas peruanas. Documento de trabajo No. 2. Proyecto 
PNUD/FAO/PER/81/002 Fortalecimiento de los programas de desarrollo 
forestal en selva central, Lima. By T Baker. 

Fanshawe, D.B. (1961). Forest products of British Guiana I: principal 
timbers. Forestry Bulletin (New Series). Forest Department, Georgetown, 
British Guiana By H ter Steege. 

Database of Brazilian Woods. (2006). 
http://www.ibama.gov.br/lpf/madeira/default.htm.  

Gutierrez Rojas, V.H. and Sandova, l. J.S. (sf). Informacion Technica para 
el Procesamiento Industrial de 134 Especies Maderables de Bolivia. Serie 
Tecnica XII. Ministerio de Desarrollo Sostenible y Planificacion. Santa 
Cruz, La Paz, Bolivia. 352 pp. 

Martins, R. (1944). Livro das Arvores do Parana. Edicao do Diretorio 
Regional de Geografia do Estado do Parana, Curitiba, Brasil. 

Martins, R. (1944). Livro das Arvores do Parana. Edicao do Diretorio 
Regional de Geografia do Estado do Parana, Curitiba, Brasil. 

Barajas-Morales, J. (1987), Wood specific gravity in species from two 
tropical forests in México. International Association of Wood Anatomists 
Bulletin, 8, 143-148. 

Detienne, P. and Jacquet, P. (1983). Atlas d'Identification des Bois de 
l'Amazonie et des Regions Voisines. Centre Technique Forestier Tropical, 
Nogent-sur-Marne, France. 

Vink, A.T. (1983). Surinam Timbers. State Forest Industries, Paramaribo, 
Suriname By H Muller-Landau. 

Dipteryx 
oleifera  

910.00 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  
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Scientific 
name  

Average 
density of 

wood  
(kg/m3)  

Source 

Ficus insipida  320.00 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  

Ficus maxima  300.00 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y U 

Ficus schippii  440.00 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y U 

Prioria 
copaifera  

411.25 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  

Reyes, G., Brown, S., Chapman, J. and Lugo, A.E. (1992). Wood densities of 
tropical tree species. General Technical Report SO-88, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Southern Forest Experiment 
Station. Brown's 1997 FAO Primer is a summary of these data. 

Chichignoud, M., Deon, G., Detienne, P., Parant, B. and P. Vantomme. 
(1990). Atlas des Bois Tropicaux d'Amerique Latine. CIRAD-Foret, 
Nogent-Sur-Marne France, and Organisation internationale des Bois 
Tropicaux, Yokohama, Japan. 
Chudnoff, M. (1984). Tropical Timbers of the World. Washington, DC, 
USDA Forest Service. 
http://www2.fpl.fs.fed.us/TechSheets/tropicalwood.html.  
Van der Slooten, H.J., Richter, H.G., Aune,  J.E. and Cordero, L.L.. (1971). 
Inventariacion y demonstracionces forestales Panama: Propriedades y 
usos de ciento trece especies maderables de Panama. Panama, UNFAO: 
SF/PAN 6. 

Malavassi, I.M.C. (1992). Maderas de Costa Rica: 150 Especies forestales, 
Editorial de la Universidad de Costa Rica. 

Worldagroforestry wood density database. (sf). 
http://www.worldagroforestry.org/SEA/Products/AFDbases/WD/index.h
tm. 

Detienne, P. and Jacquet, P. (1983). Atlas d'Identification des Bois de 
l'Amazonie et des Regions Voisines. Centre Technique Forestier Tropical, 
Nogent-sur-Marne, France. 

Tabebuia 
rosea  

531.90 López Camacho, R., Pulido Rodríguez, E. N., Gónzalez Martínez, R. O., 
Nieto Vargas, J. E. & Vásquez, M. Y. (2014). Maderas: Especies 
comercializadas en el territorio CAR. Guía para su identificación. 
Corporación Autónoma Regional de Cundinamarca (CAR) y Universidad 
Distrital Francisco José de Caldas.  
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Scientific 
name  

Average 
density of 

wood  
(kg/m3)  

Source 

Reyes, G., Brown, S., Chapman, J. and Lugo, A.E. 1992. Wood densities of 
tropical tree species. General Technical Report SO-88, United States 
Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Southern Forest Experiment 
Station. Brown's 1997 FAO Primer is a summary of these data. 

Malavassi, I.M.C. (1992). Maderas de Costa Rica: 150 Especies forestales, 
Editorial de la Universidad de Costa Rica. 

Barajas-Morales, J. (1987). Wood specific gravity in species from two 
tropical forests in México. International Association of Wood Anatomists 
Bulletin, 8, 143-148. 

Worldagroforestry wood density database. (sf). 
http://www.worldagroforestry.org/SEA/Products/AFDbases/WD/index.h
tm. 

Forestry Compendium. (sf). CAB International. 
http://www.cabi.org/compendia/fc/.  

Hidayat, S. and Simpson, W.T. (1994). Use of green moisture content and 
basic specific gravity to group tropical woods for kiln drying. USDA FPL-
RN-0263.  

Woods of the World. (sf). Forestry Compendium, CAB International; 
Wood Density Databse. 
http://www.worldagroforestry.org/Sea/Products/AFDbases/WD/index.ht
m. 

Kukachka, B.F. (1970). Properties of imported tropical woods. Forest 
Products Laboratory Research Paper 125,Forest Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture.  

Kukachka, B.F. (1970). Properties of imported tropical woods. Forest 
Products Laboratory Research Paper 125,Forest Service, United States 
Department of Agriculture.  

Source: This report 

Subsequently, it was confirmed that the calculated stem biomass (kg) was converted to 
tonnes (t), obtaining stem biomass. To obtain the aboveground biomass, the stem biomass 
was multiplied by the aboveground biomass expansion factor for tropical broadleaf trees 
BEF=1.5 (Table 3A.1.10, IPCC 2006); the belowground biomass was obtained from the 
multiplication of the aboveground biomass and the aboveground biomass-to-
belowground biomass ratio R=0.24 (Table 3A.1.8, IPCC 2006). The sum of aboveground 
biomass and belowground biomass (total biomass) was converted to tons of carbon (tC) 
using the fraction of carbon contained in the biomass (FC=0.47, IPCC 2006) and, finally, 
it was multiplied by the molecular ratio constant (44/12) between carbon (C) and carbon 
dioxide (CO2) to obtain the amount of GHG emissions (tCO2e) released into the 

atmosphere by forestry. 
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Table 36. GHG emissions from forestry harvesting by species 

Year Species 
Volume 

(m3)  
Stem 

biomass (t)  
Aboveground 
biomass (t)  

Belowground 
biomass (t)  

GHG 
emissions  

(tCO2e) 

2019 

Anacardium 
excelsum 

408.40 159.86 239.79 57.55 512.42 

Brosimum 
utile 

1,166.87 490.09 735.13 176.43 1,570.92 

Carapa 
guianensis 

1,283.56 654.61 981.92 235.66 2,098.30 

Dipteryx 
oleifera 

466.75 424.74 637.11 152.91 1,361.46 

Ficus 
maxima 

700.12 210.04 315.06 75.61 673.25 

Tabebuia 
rosea 

2,392.08 1,272.35 1,908.52 458.05 4,078.39 

Total  6,417.79 3,211.69 4,817.53 1,156.21 10,294.75 

2020 

Anacardium 
excelsum 

2,477.23 969.66 1,454.49 349.08 3,108.14 

Andira 
inermis 

2,363.03 1,512.34 2,268.51 544.44 4,847.64 

Carapa 
guianensis 

2,734.44 1,394.56 2,091.85 502.04 4,470.13 

Cedrela 
odorata 

4,887.02 2,185.20 3,277.80 786.67 7,004.43 

Dipteryx 
oleifera 

2,190.12 1,993.01 2,989.51 717.48 6,388.39 

Ficus schippii 2,449.32 1,077.70 1,616.55 387.97 3,454.47 

Prioria 
copaifera 

1,834.79 754.56 1,131.83 271.64 2,418.65 

Tabebuia 
rosea 

1,929.10 1,026.09 1,539.13 369.39 3,289.02 

Total  20,865.05 10,913.11 16,369.67 3,928.72 34,980.89 

2021 

Anacardium 
excelsum 

4,774.80 1,868.99 2,803.49 672.84 5,990.87 

Cariniana 
pyriformis 

7,939.68 4,307.27 6,460.91 1,550.62 13,806.54 

Cedrela 
odorata 

3,869.92 1,730.41 2,595.61 622.95 5,546.65 

Dipteryx 
oleifera 

4,763.81 4,335.06 6,502.59 1,560.62 13,895.61 

Ficus insipida 3,672.77 1,175.29 1,762.93 423.10 3,767.26 

Tabebuia 
rosea 

3,772.69 2,006.69 3,010.04 722.41 6,432.25 

Total  28,793.66 15,423.72 23,135.57 5,552.54 49,439.18 

Source: This report 

f) Reduction of GHG emissions.  
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The audit team verified that the quantification of GHG emissions reductions in the 
scenario with project /1/ /3/ corresponds to the calculations /29/, activity data /60/ -/62/ 

and emission factors /349/  /350/.  

The quantification of ex ante reductions /29/ complies with the procedures described in 
section 13.5 of the methodology, as shown below: 

ὙὉ ȟ ὸ  ὸ ᶻὉὃ ȟȟđ Ὁὃ ȟ ȟđ  Ὁὃ ȟȟđ  

Where:  

ὙὉ ȟ  = Emission reductions from avoided deforestation in the project 

scenario (tCO2e) 
ὸ = End year of the reference period 
ὸ = Start year of the reference period 
Ὁὃ ȟȟđ  = Annual emission from deforestation in the baseline scenario (tCO2 

e) 
Ὁὃ ȟ ȟđ  = Projected annual emission from deforestation in the project 

area (tCO2e)  
Ὁὃ ȟȟđ  = Projected annual emission from deforestation in the leakage area 

(tCO2e) 
 

The quantification of ex post reductions /29/ complies with the procedures described in 
section 14.5 of the methodology, as shown below: 

ὙὉ ȟ ὸ  ὸ Ὁzὃ ȟȟđ Ὁὃ ȟ ȟđ Ὁὃ ȟȟđ  

Where:  

ὙὉ ȟ = Emission reductions from avoided deforestation in the 

scenario with project (tCO2e) 
ὸ= Year end of monitoring period  
ὸ= Initial year of the monitoring period  
Ὁὃ ȟȟđ= Annual emission from deforestation in the baseline scenario(tCO2e) 
Ὁὃ ȟ ȟp = Annual deforestation emissions in the project area (tCO2e) 

Ὁὃ ȟȟđ= Annual emission from deforestation in the leakage area (tCO2e) 
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Table 37. Emissions and reduction of GHG emissions in Project Scenario 

Period  Year 
Baseline 

emissions 
(tCO 2e) 

Project 
deforestati

on (ha)  

Emissions 
forest 

harvesting 
(tCO 2e) 

Project 
emissions 

(tCO 2e) 

Leakage 
deforestati

on (ha)  

Leakage 
emissions 

(tCO 2e) 

Reduction 
of GHG 

emissions 
(tCO 2e) 

E
x
 p

o
s
t
 

2019 670,596.96 379.91 10,294.75 129,314.05 155.16 8,497.11 532,785.79 

2020 416,967.68 288.12 34,980.89 125,242.06 61.97 0 291,725.62 

2021 374,746.95 249.62 49,439.18 127,641.01 110 0 247,105.95 

2022 654,480.92 626.12 0.00 196,151.30 159.47 64,884.89 448,483.16 

E
x
 a

n
te

 

2023 703,788.36 344.81  167,701.75 133.41 64,687.48 471,201.72 

2024 721,787.22 342.74  166,694.51 133.0 64,490.66 490,405.23 

2025 737,887.54 340.68  165,693.31 132.6 64,294.45 507,703.57 

2026 752,121.44 338.63  164,698.13 132.19 64,098.83 523,128.87 

2027 764,520.65 336.6  163,708.92 131.79 63,903.81 536,712.90 

2028 542,418.85 334.58  162,725.65 131.39 63,709.38 315,789.39 

2029 539,160.98 332.57  161,748.29 130.99 63,515.54 313,703.31 

2030 535,922.68 330.57  160,776.81 130.59 63,322.29 311,630.34 

2031 532,703.84 328.58  159,811.15 130.2 63,129.63 309,570.39 

2032 529,504.32 326.61  158,851.30 129.8 62,937.56 307,523.39 

2033 526,324.02 324.65  157,897.21 129.4 62,746.07 305,489.26 

2034 523,162.83 322.7  156,948.85 129.01 62,555.16 303,467.91 

2035 520,020.62 320.76  156,006.18 128.62 62,364.84 301,459.27 

2036 516,897.28 318.83  155,069.18 128.23 62,175.09 299,463.26 

2037 513,792.70 316.92  154,137.81 127.84 61,985.92 297,479.80 

2038 510,706.77 315.01  153,212.03 127.45 61,797.33 295,508.82 

2039 507,639.37 313.12  152,291.81 127.06 61,609.31 293,550.23 

2040 504,590.40 311.24  151,377.12 126.67 61,421.86 291,603.97 

2041 501,559.74 309.37  150,467.92 126.29 61,234.98 289,669.96 

2042 498,547.28 307.51  149,564.18 125.9 61,048.67 287,748.12 

2043 495,552.92 305.67  148,665.87 125.52 60,862.93 285,838.37 

2044 492,576.54 303.83  147,772.96 125.14 60,677.75 283,940.65 

2045 489,618.03 302.01  146,885.41 124.76 60,493.14 282,054.87 

2046 486,677.30 300.19  146,003.19 124.38 60,309.09 280,180.97 

2047 483,754.23 298.39  145,126.27 124 60,125.59 278,318.87 

2048 480,848.71 296.6  144,254.61 123.62 64,884.89 276,468.50 

Source: Project Document v6.1 and Monitoring Report V5.0 

In conclusion, during the monitoring period (2019-2022) a total of 1,520,100.51 tCO2e was 
satisfactorily verified, with an annual average of 380,025.13 tCO2e. A total of 10,159,307.91 
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tCO2e corresponding to the ex ante projection of GHG reductions during the duration of 
the project was also correctly verified, with an annual average of 338,643.60 tCO2e. The 
quantification of GHG emissions at the project boundaries (project area and leakage area) 
and GHG emission reductions took into account the data, parameters and equations 
described above, which is why the audit team considers it reliable and consistent with the 
REDD+ Methodological Document and the BCR Standard. 

6.3 Environmental and social effects of the project activities and no net harm 

It was verified that the project proponent followed the guidelines of the No Net Damage 
tool in the social and environmental assessment of the project: it identified the potential 
impacts of the activities on the social and environmental component and assessed the 
environmental and social effect of the implemented activities (this section), designed and 
monitored the indicators related to the REDD+ safeguards (literal d, section 5.6; section 
6.4) and designed a social, environmental and financial risk management plan and the 
respective mitigation measures (literal d, section 5.6). 

Environmental effects of the project 

The audit team satisfactorily verified that the evaluation of the environmental aspects of 
the project followed the guidelines of the BCR No Net Harm Environmental and Social 
Safeguards tool /275/ /5/ -/11/ /19/. In addition, it was confirmed that the identified 
environmental impacts were consistently and traceably derived from the diagnosis of the 
state of the ecosystems in the project area /275/, a document that compiles the 
development of a participatory methodology that included interviews with the 
community, tours of the project area, community mapping and monitoring of natural 
ecosystems. 

The audit team, through the implementation supports of the monitoring activities in the 
period 2019-2022 (Table 22), confirmed that there was indeed no occurrence of adverse 
environmental effects derived from the project activities. On the contrary, it was 
considered that the activities described below promoted spaces for awareness, training 
and monitoring of the flor a, fauna and ecosystem components present in the project area, 
as follows: 

Table 38. Assessment of environmental impacts of project activities 

Component  Environmental impact  
Assessment of environmental  impacts of 

project activities  

Flora  
Change in the structure and function of 

plant communities  

Aa1. Formulation of the Ethno-development Plan: It 
was verified that it is a strategy that seeks to promote 

the sustainable development of communities 
through planning instruments, use, management 
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Component  Environmental impact  
Assessment of environmental  impacts of 

project activities  

Change in the composition of plant 
communities. 

and sustainable use of natural resources and 
ecosystem services. 
 
Be8. Strengthening REDD technical capacities with 
an emphasis on increasing socio-ecosystemic 
resilience for adaptation to climate change: The 
occurrence of training spaces framed in the 
development of skills and technical knowledge to 

reduce GHG emissions from deforestation and 
degradation and in the design of forest conservation 
and restoration strategies was verified. 
 
Bf12. Strengthening capacities in sustainable 
productive actions with an emphasis on increasing 
socio-ecosystemic resilience: It was verified that this 
activity seeks to reduce anthropogenic pressure on 

forest resources and native fauna through the 
promoti on of more resilient productive activities. 
 
Dj34. Diagnosis of the state of ecosystems and 
ecosystem services: It was verified that the 
implementation of this activity represented the 
baseline framework of the state of the natural 
ecosystems in the project area, and therefore, it is 

considered an activity that had a positive impact on 
the environmental components. 
 
Dj36. Strengthening the conservation and 
monitoring of the Manatee (Trichechus manatus) 
and the Hicotea turtle (Trachemys callirostris): It 
was verified that this activity is framed within the 

implementation of conservation and monitoring 
actions for fauna populations that are threatened 
especially by the degradation of their habitat. 
 
Dj37. Design and Implementation of a Community 
Monitoring Program for Conservation: It was verified 
that this activity implemented follow -up and 
monitoring actions on ecosystems under restoration. 

Change in the abundance of the plant 
communities. 

Modification of vegetation cover and/or 
green areas 

Biodiversity  

Change of wildlife populations and 
communities 

Modification of the habitat of wildlife 
species 

Displacement of wildlife species 

Ecosystem  Change in the main ecological structure 

Source: This report 

It should be noted that the climate change adaptation strategy described in section 6 of 
the Monitoring Report corresponds to a regulatory framework that is applied in the 
implementation activities /16/-/18/, and therefore supports the environmental 
management of the project. 

Socioeconomic effects of the project 

The audit team successfully verified that the assessment of the social aspects of the project 
followed the guidelines of the BCR's No Net Harm Environmental and Social Safeguards 
tool. Through a documentary review, it was confirmed that the identified social impacts 
were consistently and traceably derived from the sociodemographic characterization 
carried out as part of the project formulation; it was verified that this characterization 
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included the execution of population censuses /324/-/326/, socioeconomic surveys /327/-
/335/, interviews /336/-/344/ and social mapping activities with the communities /348/. 
The audit team considered that these sources of primary information are reliable and 
relevant to assess the potential social impacts derived from the project activities. 

The assessment of social impacts during the monitoring period was verified through the 
supporting documents of the activities implemented in the period 2019-2022 (Table 22). 
The audit team confirmed that there were no adverse social effects due to the 
implementation of the project activities. On the contrary, it was verified that the social 
activities described below had a positive impact on the social and economic structures of 
the communities of the Community Councils. 

Table 39. Assessment of socioeconomical impacts of project activities 

Socioeconomical impacts  Assessment of socioeconomical impacts of project activities  

 Changes in the displacement of the 
inhabitants of the area 

Aa1. Formulation of the Ethno-development Plan: It was verified that it is a strategy 
with a social and environmental focus that seeks to promote the sustainable 

development of the communities within the framework of the vindication of 
cultural values and traditions of the Afro communities.  
 
Ac6. Strengthening of cultural events with the participation of different 
generations: It was verified that the implementation of this activity seeks to 
strengthen the spaces for participation around the rescue of the cultural heritage 
of the region. 
 

Bf12. Strengthening capacities in sustainable productive actions with an emphasis 
on increasing socio-ecosystemic resilience: It was verified that this activity seeks 
to increase the generation of family income derived from the development of 
sustainable productive projects and social resilience to the effects of climate 
change. 
 
Ch26. Construction and maintenance of bridges and roads: It was verified that this 
activity promotes the economic development of the Community Councils, 

connectivity between population centers, and the improvement of road safety 
conditions.  
 
DJ37. Design and Implementation of a Community Monitoring Program for 
Conservation: It was verified that this activity promotes the active participation 
and improvement of technical capacities of community residents in the design of 
natural territory management strategies. 

Environmental awareness 

Changes in the quality of life of the 
community  

 Modification of territorial planning  

Alteration in the models of 
governance and participation  

 Modification in cultural and 
recreational spaces 

Rescue of cultural traditions and 
ancestral knowledge 

Creation of jobs 

Alteration in economic activities  

Source: This report 

The audit team considers that the project proponent reasonably identified the potential 
social and environmental impacts of the project and considered that the documentary 
information supporting the identification exercise is robust and consistent, since most of 
it was primary evidence collected in the field. On the other hand, through the results of 
the activities implemented during the monitoring period, it was possible to show that the 
indicators had a positive impact on the environmental and social effects and, therefore, 
no net damage was generated on the ecosystem, biodiversity and communities. 



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

125 | 334 

6.4 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

The audit team verified the project's contribution to the SDGs through the guidelines of 
the BCR SDG v1.0 Determination Tool. The monitoring of the SDGs presented the criteria 
and indicators of compliance in a transparent and consistent manner. Table 40 shows the 
details of the monitoring of the SDGs in the current verification period.  

Table 40. Contribution to the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) during the monitoring 
period 

SDGs Global indicators  Project indicators  Results for the monitoring period  

4. Quality 

Education  

4.3.1 Participation 

rate of youth and 

adults in formal and 

non-formal 

education and 

training in the 

previous 12 months, 

disaggregated by sex. 

Be8. Strengthening 

REDD technical 

capacities with 

emphasis on increasing 

socio-ecosystem 

resilience for adaptation 

to climate change 

The project together with the 

developer carried out workshops, 

meetings and socialization spaces with 

the 3 Community Councils during the 

formulation process and the 

development of the project.  

 

These activities were identified by the 

audit team during the on-site visit and 

documentary evidence. 

Bf12. Capacity Building 

in Sustainable 

Productive Actions with 

Emphasis on Increasing 

Socio-Ecosystem 

Resilience 

Through the ASOPESVIGRAN 

Association and the banana project 

that is being implemented in 

Jiguamiandó, it promotes the creation 

of sustainable employment, 

contributes to the development of the 

local economy and resilience to 

environmental challenges, economic 

diversification, among others.  

 

Attached information was provided to 

verify this information.  

9. Industry, 

Innovation 

and 

Infrastructu

re 

9.1.2 Volume of 

transport of 

passengers and 

cargo, by means of 

transport 

Ch26. Construction and 

maintenance of bridges 

and roads 

During the verification period, the 

Jiguamiandó River Community 

Council carried out maintenance and 

construction of some access roads, 

roads and bridges that allow the 

continuous improvement of 

communication and urban 

development.  

 

Attached evidence of its 

implementation was provided. 

11. 

Sustainable 

Cities and 

Communiti

es 

11.4.1 Total per capita 

expenditure for the 

preservation, 

protection and 

conservation of all 

Bc6. Strengthening 

cultural events with the 

participation of 

different generations 

The Community Councils carried out 

cultural rescue activities and patron 

saint festivities, in which a large part of 

the community participated.  
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SDGs Global indicators  Project indicators  Results for the monitoring period  

cultural and natural 

heritage, 

disaggregated by 

source of funding 

(public and private), 

type of heritage 

(cultural and natural) 

and level of 

government 

(national, regional 

and local/municipal)  

The report of expenses and cultural 

activities is presented as attached 

evidence. 

15. Life on 

land  

15.1.1 Forest area as a 

proportion of total 

area  

Dj34. Diagnosis of the 

state of ecosystems, 

ecosystem services and 

vulnerability to the 

effects of climate change  

The project has a stable forest area of 

93% of the total area of the project 

(74,012.27 hectares). 

 

Among the activities carried out by the 

Community Councils, conservation 

actions framed in the care and 

conservation of fauna and flora present 

in the ecosystems of the territory stand 

out. Some of these activities have 

resulted in the publication of scientific 

research articles or material. 

 

These activities were visited by the 

audit team during the audit.  

15.2.1 Progress in 

sustainable forest 

management 

DJ37. Design and 

implementation of a 

community monitoring 

program for the 

conservation and 

increase of ecosystem 

resilience. 

The Community Council of La Grande 

made a report on the follow-up to the 

process of unblocking the Jiguamiandó 

River, framed in the execution of 

restoration activities with native 

species on the banks of the river.  

 

These activities were visited during the 

audit.  

Bf12. Capacity Building 

in Sustainable 

Productive Actions with 

Emphasis on Increasing 

Socio-Ecosystem 

Resilience 

Through the ASOPESVIGRAN 

Association, contracts have been 

generated that help the conservation, 

protection and strengthening of 

artisanal fishing in Afro communities 

in the region.  

 

Evidence supporting the contractual 

processes was delivered. 
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SDGs Global indicators  Project indicators  Results for the monitoring period  

15.5.1 Red List Index Dj36. Strengthening the 

conservation and 

monitoring of the 

manatee (Tricherus 

manatus) and the turtle 

(Trachemys callirostris)  

Within the Community Councils of 

Turriquitadó and La Grande, a report 

was made on the sighting of manatees 

within the territory, where it is 

possible to identify within the lagoons 

that are part of the eligible areas of the 

project, the areas where these 

specimens are found. 

 

During the audit site visit, important 

areas of habitat for this species were 

identified (feeders, transit areas, etc.). 

There was also evidence of activities 

related to the transfer of specimens of 

turtles for the repopulation of some 

lagoons. 

15.6.1 Number of 

Countries that have 

adopted legal, 

administrative and 

regulatory 

frameworks for fair 

and equitable 

benefit-sharing  

Aa1. Formulation of the 

ethno-development 

plan  

Colombia has adopted different 

legislative, administrative, and 

regulatory frameworks to comply with 

the fair and equitable distribution of 

benefits, such as Environmental and 

Social Safeguards.  

 

During the monitoring, the Project 

Document constitutes a first approach, 

in terms of environmental and social 

characterization, to what the 

formulation of the Ethnodevelopment 

Plan proposes as an instrument to 

promote participation in decision -

making and legal and regulatory 

frameworks that promote a fair and 

equitable distribution of the benefits 

derived from the use of natural 

resources.  

Source: This report based on Monitoring Report V5.0 

6.5 Climate change adaptation 

ICONTEC verified that the project complies with the National Plan for Adaptation to 
Climate Change ɀ PNACC, considering that the promotion of sustainable development in 
the face of Climate Change in Colombia contemplates four (4) strategies: 

1. The National Plan for Adaptation to Climate Change ɀ PNACC 
2. Colombia's Low Carbon Development Strategy ɀ ECDBC 
3. The Comprehensive Strategy for Deforestation Control and Forest Management 

"Forests Territories of Life" (EICDGB) 
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4. The Disaster Financial Protection Strategy. 

The project holders demonstrate the inclusion of the proposed strategic lines in the 
national Climate Change policies and address aspects framed in Colombian regulations, 
such as: improvement of the conditions for the conservation of biodiversity and its 
ecosystem services in the project areas and areas of influence, presents proposals for areas 
with restoration processes in areas of special environmental importance,  It designs and 
implements adaptation strategies based on an ecosystem approach, and strengthens the 
local capacities of communities to make informed decisions that allow them to anticipate 

negative effects of climate change. 

During the documentary review and field visit, it was confirmed that the project integrates 
climate change mitigation with the aim of reducing GHG emissions caused by 
deforestation and tends to develop resilience to the impacts associated with climate 
change and climate variability. 

Table 41. Project actions related to climate change adaptation 

PNACC 
Objective

s 

PNACC Strategies Lines of action/  
Programmes/  

Activities  

Observation  Audit Team Opinion  

K
N

O
W

L
E

D
G

E
 

1A. Strengthening 
the management 
of climate, 

hydrological and 
oceanographic 
knowledge, and 
on the potential 
impacts of their 
variations in the 
context of 
Climate Change  

B. Capacity 
Building:  

Considering that the 
EICDGB and the 
PNACC are strongly 

linked, it is necessary 
to build capacities to 
increase resilience 
both in the 
restoration approach 
and in the productive 
strategies to make 
effective the 

adaptation to climate 
change. 

Through REDD+ projects, it is 
possible to demonstrate that 
capacity building processes 

can provide sufficient 
technical capacity to address 
climate variability events. The 
execution of training framed 
in the mitigation of Climate 
Change adds to this strategy, 
since they are actions that 
generate strategies of climatic 

resilience. 

Bee. Capacity 
building for the 
implementation of 
the REDD project 

Be8. Strengthening of 
REDD technical 
capacities with 
emphasis on 
increasing socio-
ecosystem resilience 

for adaptation to 
climate change. 

1B. Education, 
training, 
communication 

and public 
awareness on 
climate change  

B. Capacity 
Building:  

Communities 
perceive an increase 
in pests, diseases in 

crops and changes in 
rainy and summer 
seasons, as well as an 
increase in 
temperature, which 
directly affects 
agricultural 
production. 

Education on the 

Bee. Capacity 
building for the 
implementation of 
the REDD project 
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PNACC 
Objective

s 

PNACC Strategies Lines of action/  
Programmes/  

Activities  

Observation  Audit Team Opinion  

Bf12. Capacity 
building in 
sustainable 
productive actions 
with emphasis on 
increasing socio-
ecosystem resilience. 

effects of climate 
change is included in 
the process of 
strengthening 
capacity for the 
design and 
implementation of 
PPS.  

P
L

A
N

N
IN

G
 

2 A. 
Incorporating 
Climate 
Variability and 
Change into State 
Planning 
Instruments  

A. Strengthening 
Governance and 
Culture:  

Decree 1384 of 
August 25, 2023, 
which regulates 
Chapter IV and the 
other environmental 
provisions contained 
in Law 70 of 1993, in 
relation to renewable 

natural resources and 
the environment, in 
the collective 
territories awarded, 
in process or 
occupied ancestically 
and/or traditionally 

by black 
communities,  Afro-
Colombian, Raizal 
and Palenquera, and 
is added to Title 12 of 
Part 2 of Book 2 of 
Decree 1076 of 2015 - 
Single Regulatory 

Decree of the 
Administrative 
Sector of the 
Environment and 
Sustainable 
Development Sector 
and other provisions 
are 

issued"Determines 
that the councils for 
environmental 
administration must 
carry out: 

From the Community 
Councils that are part of the 
project, the audit team 
identified that different 
trainings and inductions were 
and will be carried out framed 
in the construction of 
documents that make viable 

and strengthen the 
governance tools of Afro 
communities.  

Aa. Formulation and 
development of tools 
for governance  

In ARTICLE 2.2.12.2.1. 
Ethno-development 
plan and ARTICLE 
2.2.12.2.2. 
Environmental 
management plan for 
collective territories 
adjudicated in 

process or occupied 
ancestry and/or 

Aa1.  Formulation of 

the Ethno-
Development Plan 
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PNACC 
Objective

s 

PNACC Strategies Lines of action/  
Programmes/  

Activities  

Observation  Audit Team Opinion  

Ba2.  Construction of 
the Environmental 
Management Plan for 
the Community 
Councils 

traditionally. For the 
development of these 
two actions, activities 
Aa1 and Aa2 are 
contemplated in the 
SDB, where the 
EACC and the 
analysis of Risks and 

vulnerability will be 
contemplated.  

2B. Development 
of resilient 

investment 
projects  

D. Sustainable 
development  

For the increase of 
both ecosystem and 

social resilience, it is 
necessary for 
productive systems 
to increase their 
biodiversity, so that 
this biodiversity 
increases socio-
ecosystem functions 

and in this way the 
impacts caused by 
climate variability 
and change can be 
absorbed and 
assimilated more 
easily, due to this the 
project has a 

biodiverse 
sustainable 
production strategy 
that generates 
diverse income for 
families but that in 
turn At the same 
time, they are in 

accordance with the 
environmental offer 
of the territory and 
social needs.  

The project has initiated the 
implementation of several 

projects related to sustainable 
development, such as the 
improvement of territorial 
infrastructure and productive 
projects which are framed 
within the lines of action and 
promote the climate resilience 
capacity of communities. 

Ch. Improvement of 
Social, Cultural and 
Productive 
Infrastructure for 
Sustainable 
Development 

D
E

V
E

L
O

P
M

E
N

T
 

T
R

A
N

S
F

O
R

M
A

T
IO

N
 

3A. Managing the 

impacts of 
climate change 
on biodiversity 
and the supply of 
ecosystem 
services 

D. Conservation 

and Monitoring.  

Without an in -depth 

diagnosis of socio-
ecosystem 
vulnerability, it is not 
possible to build 
management plans 
and actions to avoid 
the impacts of 
increasingly frequent 

extreme weather 
events, once 
strategies, 

It was identified during the 

on-site review that Climate 
Change has had a negative 
impact on biodiversity and the 
supply of ecosystem services, 
which has been generating a 
migration of the population 
from forests to cities, 
especially young people. The 

project, with its strategic lines, 
is generating monitoring and 
strategies for conservation, 

DJ34.  Diagnosis of 
the state of 
ecosystems, 
ecosystem services 

and vulnerability to 
the effects of climate 
change.  



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

131 | 334 

PNACC 
Objective

s 

PNACC Strategies Lines of action/  
Programmes/  

Activities  

Observation  Audit Team Opinion  

DJ37.  Design and 
implementation of a 
community 
monitoring program 
for conservation and 
increased ecosystem 
resilience  

management plans 
and actions are 
designed, it is 
necessary to carry out 
monitoring schemes 
in order to 
continuously 
improve based on the 

experience 
generated.  It is 
because of this that 
design and 
evaluation is an 
ongoing process for 
climate change 

adaptation strategies 
to be evolutionary 
and adaptive over 
time.  

culture and recognition 
within the territory.  

3B. Agricultural 

production and 
food security, 
adapted to 
climate change  

C. Sustainable 

development   

PPS is a strategy that 

can help not only 
improve ES and 
ecosystem 
conservation but can 
also contribute to 
building capacity and 
new knowledge that 
contribute to 

generating diversity 
in sources of income.  

Ci31. Implementation 
of PPS with an 

emphasis on 
adaptation to climate 
change. 

3C. Prospective 
Risk Reduction in 
Basic 

Infrastructures  

D. Conservation 
and Monitoring.  

The risk assessment 
will help us to 
identify areas with 

greater vulnerability 
as areas susceptible 
to mass removal, 
places where it is 
necessary to 
implement 
restoration actions to 
avoid the removal 

event, productive 
and restoration 
actions can be used 
to minimize 
territorial risk.   

The developer, through one of 
its strategic lines, will identify 
and carry out a risk 

management plan in 
accordance with Nature-
Based Solutions (NBS), which 
will provide the line to 
identify the vulnerability and 
how the project can mitigate 
those risks. 

DN41.  Risk 
management plan in 
accordance with 
Nature-based 
Solutions (NbS) 

3D. Green Growth 
of Human 
Habitats  

Ch. Improvement of 
Social, Cultural and 
Productive 
Infrastructure for 
Sustainable 
Development 

PPS will help increase 
socio-ecosystem 
resilience. 

The project complies with the 
strategy and aims to generate 
actions that directly increase 
resilience. 

Ci. Sustainable 
Productive Projects 

Source: This report 
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6.6 Co-benefits (if applicable) 

As indicated in chapter 6.1.2.7 of this report, a review of the compliance parameters 
associated with co-benefits was carried out for the current monitoring period; therefore, 
the audit team satisfactorily verified the activities framed in the special category 
"Biodiversity Conservation" and considers that the related information is reliable and 
credible, given that: 

1. The project develops effective actions and measures to halt the loss of biological 
diversity, ensuring that ecosystems continue to provide essential services 

2. Project activities have not included the introduction of invasive species 

6.7 REDD+ safeguards (if applicable) 

The audit team verified that the REDD+JIGRANTU Project addresses the interpretation of 
safeguards using the BCR REDD+ Safeguards Tool /3/ /22/ /23/. The evaluation of 
compliance with the Safeguards during this monitoring period evidenced, through 
documentary support, the conformity of the measures aimed at preventing the impact of 
social, economic or environmental rights.  

It was verified that the project designed thirteen (13) indicators within the Monitoring Plan 
for monitoring REDD+ Safeguards /18/ /20/ /21/ and it was confirmed that each 
compliance indicator includes safeguard ID, indicator ID, name of the indicator, type, 
objective, unit of measurement, monitoring methodology, monitoring frequency, person 
responsible for measurement, result of the indicator in the reporting period, performance 
information, supporting documents and observations /22/. 

Table 42. Monitoring of REDD+ Safeguards 

Interpretation of BCR 
Safeguards 

Project Indicator  Compliance  

1. "The complementarity or 
compatibility of measures 
with the objectives of 
national forest programmes 
and relevant international 
conventions and 
agreements".  

SVG1.1. Complementarity 
and compatibility of REDD+ 
activities with national and 
international agreements 
 

As evidence of compliance, the 
document analyzing the 
complementarity and compatibility of 
the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project is 
presented, relating various national and 
international policies focused mainly on 
forest management and adaptation to 
climate change. The construction of this 
analysis document will be constantly 
updated so that new policies that 
consider these issues are included and 
analyzed /23/ 

2. "The transparency and 
effectiveness of national 
forest governance structures, 
taking into account national 
legislation and sovereignty. 
Provide transparent and 

SVG2.1. Legal Compliance The legal compliance matrix of the 
REDD+ JIGRANT Project was 
developed, which is in line with section 
4 of the DP and will be continuously 
updated considering the advances in the 
national policy  /33/ 
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Interpretation of BCR 
Safeguards 

Project Indicator  Compliance  

consistent information that 
can be accessed by all 
stakeholders and updated 
regularly. Be transparent and 
flexible to allow for 
improvements over time. 
Build on existing systems, if 
any." 

SVG2.2. Socialization, 
disclosure and transfer of 
information.  

There were several meeting spaces with 
project actors, leaders and communities 
of the Community Councils, institutions 
and organizations, displaced 
community and neighbors of the project 
/82/ -/111/ /211/-/235/ 

SVG2.3. PQRDS system The procedure for the follow-up of all 
the requirements for the processing of 
the PQRDS is presented, aligned with 
the Dl39 activity. PQRDS system /3/ 
/322/ 

3. "Respect for the knowledge 
and rights of indigenous 
peoples and members of 
local communities, taking 
into consideration relevant 
international obligations 
and national circumstances 
and legislation, and bearing 
in mind that the United 
Nations General As sembly 
has adopted the United 
Nations Declaration on the 
Rights of Indigenous 
Peoples"  

SVG3.1. Ancestral and local 
knowledge 

As part of the recognition of local 
communities, the project's activities are 
in line with the provisions of Decree 
1384 of 2023 with the formulation of the 
Ethno-development Plan and the 
Environmental Management Plan of the 
community councils (Activities Aa1 and 
Aa2). In addition, the Ac5 activity with 
the strategy document for the rescue 
and multiplication of ancestral 
knowledge, with per capita information 
on the protection of cultural heritage, is 
considered as evidence of compliance 
/204/ -/206/ /276/-/284/  

SVG3.2. Recognition of local 
communities 

As a support for compliance, the 
community mapping document of the 
REDD+ JIGRANTU Project is presented, 
which shows a characterization of the 
communities present in the territory 
and the Benefit Distribution System, 
which was built considering the rights, 
qualities and qualities of the 
communities /207/-/210/ /217/ /236/-
/240/  

SVG3.3. New forms of 
sustainable land use 

The implementation of Sustainable 
Productive Projects (PPS) with 
emphasis on adaptation to climate 
change (Ci31 Activity) considers new 
forms of sustainable use of the territory, 
compliance is linked to indicator 52Ci31 
PPS implementation report document 
/244/-/261/ 

4. "The full and effective 
participation of 
stakeholders, in particular 
indigenous peoples and local 
communities, in the 
measures referred to in 
paragraphs 70 and 72 of the 
present decision"  

SVG4.1. Full and effective 
participation of local 
communities 

For the follow-up and reporting of this 
safeguard, the decisions that must be 
approved in the assembly are 
considered, considering the Internal 
Regulations of the community councils 
and in which it is required to ratify the 
decisions taken.  The minutes of the 
assemblies held for the approval of the 
REDD+ JIGRANTU Project of the 3 
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Interpretation of BCR 
Safeguards 

Project Indicator  Compliance  

Community Councils are presented 
/215/ /217/-/218/ /220/-/222/ 

5. The compatibility of 
measures with the 
conservation of natural 
forests and biological 
diversity, ensuring that those 
referred to in paragraph 70 of 
this decision are not used for 
the conversion of natural 
forests, but instead serve to 
incentivize the protection 
and conservation of those 
forests and the services 
derived from their 
ecosystems and to enhance 
other soc ial and 
environmental benefits  

SVG5.1. Conservation, 
protection, restoration and 
sustainable use of 
ecosystems 

Documents that serve as the basis for 
the diagnosis of the state of ecosystems, 
ecosystem services and vulnerability to 
the effects of climate change are 
considered (Indicator 58Dj34). The 
document on conservation actions 
presents the follow-up of the activities 
carried out by the community for the 
protection and conservation of 
ecosystems. In addition, the document 
on Traditional use of wild birds by Afro -
descendant communities of the lower 
Atrato River basin, Colombia, 
associated with ecosystem services in 
the region, is presented /274/ /275/  
/241/-/243/ /285/-/308/  

SVG5.2. Use and exploitation 
of natural resources 

As evidence of compliance, the 
summary of the persistent forest harvest 
permits and resolutions granted by 
CODECHOCO to the Community 
Council of the Jiguamiandó River, in 
accordance with the provisions of 
Decree 1076 of 2015 and what is related 
to community forestry, is presented. 
/303/-/308/ /32/ /29/  /58/  

SVG5.3. Forest control and 
surveillance 

It includes forest monitoring activities, 
which are carried out through analysis 
of Geographic Information Systems 
(GIS), supervision of the state of the 
covers through tours and actions where 
the areas of GHG emissions are 
identified. Each monitoring report aims 
to reduce at least 10% of the average 
deforestation that occurred in the 
previous 2 years. /30/ /63/ -/65/  

6. Taking measures to 
address reversal risks  

SVG6.1. Decrease Reversal 
Risks 

The risk analysis of the REDD+ 
JIGRANTU Project is shown, mitigation 
measures relate to the project activities 
that address the various risks (section 
5.9) /5/ -/13/ /19/ 

7. Taking action to reduce the 
displacement of emissions  

SVG7.1. Forest control and 
surveillance for the control 
of emission displacement 

To comply with this safeguard, the 
report on the development of GIS 
monitoring actions of the leakage area 
and community monitoring with the 
identification of critical areas and events 
of GHG emissions in order to reduce the 
displacement of emissions are taken 
into account. The establishment of the 
leakage area for the monitoring of 
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Interpretation of BCR 
Safeguards 

Project Indicator  Compliance  

deforestation in this area is presented. 
/3/ / 29/-/30/ /56/ -/65/  

Source: This report based on Project Document V6.1 and Monitoring Report V 5.0 

6.8 Double counting avoidance 

In accordance with the criteria established in the Avoiding Double Counting (ADC) tool, 
the registration platforms of the different GHG certification programs (BCR, VCS, 
CERCARBONO, COLCX and Gold Standard) were reviewed and it was evident that there 

is no double counting for overlapping areas with other projects (Figure 5). 

Specifically, as of June 20, 2024, as evidenced in section 5.4, the audit team satisfactorily 
verified that the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project is not partially or fully registered in another 
GHG certification program, and that neighboring AFOLU projects are not overlap with 
the areas of the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project /60/-/62/ . Additionally, the audit team verified 
that the project already has registration (ID 4181) on the RENARE platform (available at 
https://renare.ideam.gov.co/GPY2-web/#/gpy/iniciativas/datos -basicos/consultar/4181); 
this indicates the permanence of each carbon credit in the long term and the non -
occurrence of double counting in the project implementation areas. 

Additionally, through the cartographic analysis /60/ -/62/ it was evident that the 
boundaries of the project do not overlap each other, thus ensuring that the activity data 
are not being quantified more than once for each analysis period. Below is the cartographic 
detail of the projects closest to the limits of the REDD+ JIGRANTU project, which is in line 
with the projects described in Table 7.  
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Figure 8. REDD+ projects closest to the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project area 

   

 

Source: This report 
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Additionally, the audit team evaluated the following criteria to ensure sound and 
transparent accounting and avoid overestimation of project-related benefits: 

Table 43. Double Counting Criteria 

Criteri a Happens?  Justification  

A ton of CO2e is accounted for more than 
once to demonstrate compliance with the 
same GHG target.  

No A ton of CO2e is not accounted for more 
than once to demonstrate compliance 
with the same GHG target. 

One ton of CO2e is accounted for to 
demonstrate the fulfilment of more than 
one GHG target.  

No One ton of CO2e is not counted to 
demonstrate compliance with more than 
one GHG target. 

A ton of CO2e is used more than once for 
remuneration, benefits or incentives.  

No The serial guarantees that a CCV will not 
be issued more than once. 

A ton of CO2e is verified, certified or 
credited by assigning more than one series 
to a single mitigation result.  

No The serial guarantees that a CCV will not 
be issued more than once. 

Source: Taken from Project Document v6.1 

6.9 3ÔÁËÅÈÏÌÄÅÒÓȭ #ÏÎÓÕÌÔÁÔÉÏÎ 

Community Consultation  

The process of selecting Biotrade S.A.S. as the guarantor of the conditions and compliance 
with the requirements established by the communities of the Community Councils 
(section 5.8) is detailed in a robust manner through the evidence of the minutes of the 
meeting and agreement, and attendance lists attached by the owners. Below is a list of the 
different spaces that have been held with the communities of the Community Councils 
under the procedures of free, prior and informed consent; most of the workspaces have 
been conducted in person in the project area or in urban capitals of the region, using 
audiovisual and printed material in large format with graphic content, images and simple 
texts that facilitate the understanding of the different REDD themes. 
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Table 44. Spaces for meeting and consultation with communities 

No. Date and place  Thematic  Participation  
(total people)  

1 13 and 14 July 2022 
Escalar Room ɀ 

Apartadó 

Socialization about REDD projects, carbon credits 
and work proposal by Biotrade S.A.S 

8 

2 20 and 21 October 
2022 

Jigua Center 
Community Hall  

Work space with leaders of the Community 
Councils of Turriquitadó, La Grande and Río 
Jiguamiandó. Preliminary to the ASSEMBLIES. 

26 

3 October 22 and 23, 
2022  

Jiguamiandó River 
Community Council  

ASSEMBLY 
- What is the REDD+ mechanism? 
- Steps to build the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 
- Alliance Contract Explained 
- Benefit Distribution System and 

Organizational Chart 

- Autonomous space for voting on the 
JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 

- Working group for the collection of 
information on the Participatory Rural 
Diagnosis -DRP. 

  

146 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  

55 

4 October 25, 2022 
Socialization of the 
Caño Seco and Bella 

Flor Remacho 
community project  

- What is the REDD+ mechanism? 

- Steps to build the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 

32 

5 October 28 and 29, 
2022  

La Grande 
Community Council  

ASSEMBLY 
- What is the REDD+ mechanism? 
- Steps to build the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 
- Alliance Contract Explained 
- Benefit Distribution System and 

Organizational Chart 
- Autonomous space for voting on the 

JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 
- Working group for the collection of 

information on the Participatory Rural 
Diagnosis -DRP. 

90 
(27 colony 
displaced) 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  

48 

6 October 28 and 29 
Turriquitadó 

Community Council  

  
  

ASSEMBLY 

- What is the REDD+ mechanism? 

- Steps to build the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 

- Alliance Contract Explained 

- Benefit Distribution System and 
Organizational Chart 

- Autonomous space for voting on the 
JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 

- Working group for the collection of 
information on the Participatory Rural 
Diagnosis -DRP. 

30 

7 November 01, 2022 
Scalar Lounge ɀ 

Apartadó 

Socialization project for displaced population  

- What is the REDD+ mechanism? 

- Steps to build the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project 

29 
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No. Date and place  Thematic  Participation  
(total people)  

- Alliance Contract Explained 

- Benefit Distribution System and 
Organizational Chart 

8 12 June 2023 
Balen de Bajira 

Workspace with Leaders  

- Audit Considerations 

- Socialization Operating Manual 

- Conservation Actions Process Review 

- Fiduciary commitments 

18 

9 June 21, 2023 
Meet platform 

(virtual)  

Logistical preparation and budget for field trip for 
diagnostic survey, conservation actions 

3 

10 August 24, 2023 
Meet platform 

(virtual)  
  

Meeting with leaders to present progress of the 
project formulation  

5 

11 October 13, 2023 
Oceano Apartadó 

Building  

Work meeting with leaders and FIDUCIA 9 
  

12 October 14, 2023 
Apartadó Scalar 

Room 

- Socialization of PdD results in the colony of 
displaced La Grande and Jiguamiandó 
communities, residents of Apartadó. 

- Presentation of FIDUCIA's work methodology. 

52 

13 October 14, 2023 
Saxon Chigorodó 

Hall  

- Socialization of PdD results before Colonia 
community displaced Jiguamiandó, residents 
of Chigorodó. 

- Presentation of FIDUCIA's work methodology. 

39 

14 October 16, 2023 
La Grande 

Community Council  

- Socialization of PdD results. 

- Analysis of risks, barriers, benefits and 
safeguards. 

   

88 

15 October 17, 2023 
Turriquitadó 

Community Council  

  

- Socialization of PdD results. 

- Analysis of risks, barriers, benefits and 
safeguards. 

   

22 

16 October 18, 2023 
Curvaradó 

  

- Socialization of PdD results in the community 
colony of displaced La Grande and 
Jiguamiandó, residents of Curvaradó. 

- Analysis of risks, barriers, benefits and 
safeguards. 

41 

17 October 19, 2023 
Caño Seco 

Community 
Jiguamiandó River 

Community Council  

- Socialization of PdD results. 
   

35 

18 October 20, 2023 
New Hope 

Community 
Jiguamiandó River 

Community Council  

- Socialization of PdD results. 

- Analysis of risks, barriers, benefits and 
safeguards. 

   

42 

19 October 22, 2023 - Socialization of PdD results. 39 
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No. Date and place  Thematic  Participation  
(total people)  

Laguna Community 
Jiguamiandó River 

Community Council  

   

20 October 23, 2023 
Urada Community 
Jiguamiandó River 

Community Council  

- Socialization of PdD results. 19 

21 October 23, 2023 
Puerto Lleras 
Community 

Jiguamiandó River 
Community Council  

- Socialization of PdD results. 
   

25 

22 October 24, 2023 
Pueblo Nuevo 
Community 

Jiguamiandó River 
Community Council  

- Socialization of PdD results. 

- Analysis of risks, barriers, benefits and 
safeguards. 

   

67 

23 October 25, 2023 
Jigua Center 
Community 

Jiguamiandó River 
Community Council  

- Socialization of PdD results. 
   

55 

Source: Taken from Project Document V6.1 

During these spaces, it was estimated that 78% of the Community Councils' involvement 
or participation in the project's workshops and meetings would be involved; This 
considering the census information data of the Councils, an average family composition 

of five (5) members, in which at least one (1) member per family has participated. 

Consult with neighbors 

The neighboring communities, which correspond to three (3) Community Councils and 
an Indigenous Reserve, have been integrated into socialization spaces, through the 
participation of leaders and legal representatives in meetings to present the project, who 
have been personally invited by leaders of Jiguamiandó and La Grande. The documentary 
evidence includes attendance lists and meeting minutes. 

Table 45. Spaces for socialization with neighbors of the REDD+ JIGRANTU project 

Date & Place  Thematic  Neighboring Community  Participants  

01 and 02 
November 2022  
Apartadó Scalar 

Room  

Socialization of the 
REDD mechanism 

Urada Jiguamiandó Indigenous 
Reservation 

11 

October 26  
Nativity scene 

of Bajira  

Socialization of PDD, 
institutional actors 

and neighbors 

- PDI Community Council 

- Vigía de Curvaradó 
Community Council  

3 
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Date & Place  Thematic  Neighboring Community  Participants  

- Montaño Community 
Council 

Source: Taken from Project Document v6.1 

Consultation with Institutions and Organizations  

During this monitoring period, the project owners carried out an analysis of the 
institutional actors and organizations of importance in the participation of socialization 
spaces of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project, in which thirteen (13) organizations and 
institutions within the territory were identified, invited to the presentation of the Project 
Document (October 26, 2023 in Belén de Bajirá).  The identification of important 
organizations and attendance lists of the meeting have the appropriate documentary 
support.  

6.9.1 Public Consultation 

The public consultation of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project on the BioCarbon Registry 
platform began on October 21, 2023, and concluded on November 20, 2023. Throughout 
this period, no public comments were received from stakeholders, institutions, or other 

actors involved in the platform. 

7 Internal quality control  

During the audit, the audit team verified the evaluation of evidence collection activities to 
assess the design and effectiveness of the information and data control system, 

considering the following:  

Å Selection and management of GHG data and information  
Å Procedures for collecting, processing, consolidating, and reporting GHG data and 

information  
Å Control systems and processes to ensure the validity and accuracy of GHG data and 

information  
Å Design and maintenance of the GHG information system 
Å Systems, processes, and specialized personnel that support the GHG information 

system to ensure data quality 
Å Maintenance and calibration of measuring equipment and instruments 
Å Compliance with legal requirements related to the implementation of the forestry 

project 

8 Validation and verification opinion  

ICONTEC successfully validated and verified the JIGRANTU REDD+ Project under 
compliance with the METHODOLOGICAL DOCUMENT AFOLU SECTOR. 
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Quantification of GHG Emission Reductions. REDD+ Projects. BCR0002. Version 3.1 and 
the BCR STANDARD. From differentiated responsibility to common responsibility. 

BioCarbon Registry, Version 3.2. 

The conformity assessment set out in this report demonstrates that the project is in line 
with all the guidelines applicable at the different stages or phases of validation and 

verification: 

1. Documentary review of project design, monitoring plan and Ex Ante and Ex Post 

estimation of GHG emission reductions 

2. Documentary and on-site review and evaluation with interviews 

3. Resolution of non-conformities, issuance of the audit report and final opinion of 

validation and joint verification.  

All requests made by the audit team were successfully closed as indicated in Annex 5 to 
this report. 

Specifically, the conclusions can be summarized as follows:  

Å The project is aligned with all the criteria of the REDD+ Methodological Document 

and the BCR Standard; as well as BCR's tools and guides: 

- BCR TOOL.  SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS (SDG).  Version 1.0. 
- BCR TOOL TO DEMONSTRATE COMPLIANCE WITH THE REDD+ 

SAFEGUARDS. Version 1.1. 
- BCR TOOL. AVOIDING DOUBLE COUNTING (ADC). BCR avoid double counting 

of emissions reductions/removals. Version 1.0 
- BCR TOOL. PERMANENCE AND RISK MANAGEMENT. BCR project holder take 

actions to ensure the project benefits are maintained over time. Version 1.0 
- BCR TOOL. NO NET HARM ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL SAFEGUARDS 

(NNH). BCR project activities do not cause any net-harm to the environment or to 
local communities and society in general. Version 1.0 

- BioCarbon Registry. 2023. BIOCARBON GUIDELINES. BASELINE AND 
ADDITIONALITY. BCR projects generate verified carbon credits (VCC) that 
represent emissions reductions, avoidance, or removals that are additional. 
Version 1.2 
 

Å The development and justification of the additionality of the project is sufficiently 
justified in the Project Document  
 

Å The design and follow-up of the Monitoring Plan is coherent and adequate. 

 
Å The Ex-Ante projection of the project's GHG emission reductions during the 30-year 

quantification period  (02.01.2019 to 01.01.2049), has been conducted in a concrete, 

precise, transparent, and conservative manner. A total of 10,159,307.91 tCO2e is 
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estimated during the quantification period and an average annual reduction of 

338,643.60 tCO2e. 

 
Å The Ex-Post estimation of the project's GHG emission reductions during the 

monitoring period from 0 2.01.2019 to 31.12.2022, has been conducted in a concrete, 

accurate, transparent and conservative manner. A total of 1,520,100.51 tCO2e was 

reached, with an annual average of 380,025.13 tCO2e. 

ICONTEC has verified, with a reasonable level of assurance, that the GHG emission 
reductions mentioned above have been achieved. 

ICONTEC considers that the project developer monitors and reports its GHG actions in 
accordance with the principles and rules of the quantification of emission reductions that 

are verifiable within the framework of the ISO 14064-3:2019 Standard. 

In conclusion, the audit team issues a positive validation opinion for the reduction of 
quantified GHG emissions for the total duration of the project and a positive verification 

opinion for the reduction of quantified GHG emissions in the current monitori ng period.  

ICONTEC's audit team drafted this joint validation and verification report in accordance 

with the respective format provided on the BCR platform. 

9 Validation statement   

The project validation statement can be found as an attachment 

10 Verification statement   

The project validation statement can be found as an attachment. 

11 Annexes 

11.1 Annex 1. Competence of team members and technical reviewers
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Table 46. Acreditation audit team.  

Last Name First 
Names 

Email  Profession  Regional  Current 
Qualification  

Initial 
Qualificat
ion Date  

Lead 
Auditor  

Auditor  Technical 
Expert  

AT/sector  Remarks  

Carvajal Guerra 
Camilo Andres  

Ccarvajal@ic
ontec.org 

Ing. 
Ambiental 

Antioquia  Lead Auditor 
Sustainability 

Seal - 
ICONTEC 

12/10/2017 
     

Carvajal Guerra 
Camilo Andres  

Ccarvajal@ic
ontec.org  

Ing. 
Ambiental 

Antioquia  EFR 1/01/2016 
     

Carvajal Guerra 
Camilo Andres  

Ccarvajal@ic
ontec.org  

Ing. 
Ambiental 

Antioquia  ISO 26000 
Social 

Responsibility 
Assessor 

1/10/2014 
     

Carvajal Guerra 
Camilo Andres  

Ccarvajal@ic
ontec.org  

Ing. 
Ambiental 

Antioquia  ISO 20400 
Sustainable 

Procurement 
Assessor 

2/09/2019 
     

Carvajal Guerra 
Camilo Andres  

Ccarvajal@ic
ontec.org  

Ing. 
Ambiental 

Antioquia  Evaluator 
Equips 

28/10/2019 
     

http://unknown/?id=rId43
http://unknown/?id=rId43
http://unknown/?id=rId44
http://unknown/?id=rId44
http://unknown/?id=rId45
http://unknown/?id=rId45
http://unknown/?id=rId46
http://unknown/?id=rId46
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Last Name First 
Names 

Email  Profession  Regional  Current 
Qualification  

Initial 
Qualificat
ion Date  

Lead 
Auditor  

Auditor  Technical 
Expert  

AT/sector  Remarks  

Carvajal Guerra 
Camilo Andres  

Ccarvajal@ic
ontec.org 

Ing. 
Ambiental 

Antioquia  GRI 
Sustainability 

Memory 
Checker 

27/07/2015 
  

X 
  

Carvajal Guerra 
Camilo Andres  

Ccarvajal@ic
ontec.org  

Ing. 
Ambiental 

Antioquia  Lead Auditor 
Poultry 

Sustainability 
Seal 

9/09/2022 
     

García Murillo 
Laura María  

lmgarciam@i
contec.org  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 

Sector AFOLU 
3C Aggregate 

Sources 

5/02/2021 X X X 14.1 Qualified as 
technical rev on 
23/05/2022Auth

orized to provide 
services under 
the scope of 

ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

García Murillo 
Laura María  

lmgarciam@i
contec.org  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 

Sector AFOLU 
3B Land Use-

REDD 

5/02/2021 X X X 14.1 Qualified as 
technical rev on 
23/05/2022Auth

orized to provide 
services under 
the scope of 

ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

http://unknown/?id=rId47
http://unknown/?id=rId47
http://unknown/?id=rId48
http://unknown/?id=rId48
http://unknown/?id=rId49
http://unknown/?id=rId49
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Last Name First 
Names 

Email  Profession  Regional  Current 
Qualification  

Initial 
Qualificat
ion Date  

Lead 
Auditor  

Auditor  Technical 
Expert  

AT/sector  Remarks  

García Murillo 
Laura María  

lmgarciam@i
contec.org  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator / 
Verifier in 

GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

reforestation 
Cercarbono 

21/05/2021 X X X 14.1 Qualified as 
technical rev on 
23/05/2022Auth

orized to provide 
services under 
the scope of 

ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

García Murillo 
Laura María  

lmgarciam@i
contec.org  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

reforestation 
Biocarbon 
Registry 

21/05/2021 X X X 14,1 Qualified as 
technical rev on 
23/05/2022Auth

orized to provide 
services under 
the scope of 

ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

García Murillo 
Laura María  

lmgarciam@i
contec.org  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

5/02/2021 X X X 14.1 Qualified as 
technical rev on 
23/05/2022Auth

orized to provide 
services under 
the scope of 

ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

http://unknown/?id=rId50
http://unknown/?id=rId50
http://unknown/?id=rId51
http://unknown/?id=rId51
http://unknown/?id=rId52
http://unknown/?id=rId52
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Last Name First 
Names 

Email  Profession  Regional  Current 
Qualification  

Initial 
Qualificat
ion Date  

Lead 
Auditor  

Auditor  Technical 
Expert  

AT/sector  Remarks  

reforestation 
VCS 

García Murillo 
Laura María  

lmgarciam@i
contec.org  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center GHG Inventory 
Assessor - ISO 
14064-1:2018 

GHG Program 
for Mexico's 

National 
Emissions 
Registry 

7/07/2021 
 

X 
 

INDUSTR
IALSsubse

ctor 
METAL 

PRODUC
TION  

Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

Nieto Rodriguez 
Victor Manuel  

vnieto@icont
ec.net  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 

Sector AFOLU 
3C Aggregate 

Sources 

2/02/2021 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

Nieto Rodriguez 
Victor Manuel  

vnieto@icont
ec.net  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 

Sector AFOLU 
3B Land Use-

REDD 

2/02/2021 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

http://unknown/?id=rId53
http://unknown/?id=rId53
http://unknown/?id=rId54
http://unknown/?id=rId54
http://unknown/?id=rId55
http://unknown/?id=rId55
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Last Name First 
Names 

Email  Profession  Regional  Current 
Qualification  

Initial 
Qualificat
ion Date  

Lead 
Auditor  

Auditor  Technical 
Expert  

AT/sector  Remarks  

Nieto Rodriguez 
Victor Manuel  

vnieto@icont
ec.net  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator / 
Verifier in 

GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

reforestation 
Cercarbono 

21/05/2021 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

Nieto Rodriguez 
Victor Manuel  

vnieto@icont
ec.net  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

reforestation 
Biocarbon 
Registry 

21/05/2021 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

Nieto Rodriguez 
Victor Manuel  

vnieto@icont
ec.net  

Forestry 
Engineering 

Center Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

14/04/2020 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

http://unknown/?id=rId56
http://unknown/?id=rId56
http://unknown/?id=rId57
http://unknown/?id=rId57
http://unknown/?id=rId58
http://unknown/?id=rId58
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Last Name First 
Names 

Email  Profession  Regional  Current 
Qualification  

Initial 
Qualificat
ion Date  

Lead 
Auditor  

Auditor  Technical 
Expert  

AT/sector  Remarks  

reforestation 
VCS 

Torres Gomez 
Maria Alejandra  

mtorres@ico
ntec.org 

Ing. Forestal Antioquia  Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

reforestation 
VCS 

12/01/2023 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

Torres Gomez 
Maria Alejandra  

mtorres@ico
ntec.org 

Ing. Forestal Antioquia  Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

reforestation 
Biocarbon 
Registry 

12/01/2023 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
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Last Name First 
Names 

Email  Profession  Regional  Current 
Qualification  

Initial 
Qualificat
ion Date  

Lead 
Auditor  

Auditor  Technical 
Expert  

AT/sector  Remarks  

Torres Gomez 
Maria Alejandra  

mtorres@ico
ntec.org 

Ing. Forestal Antioquia  Validator / 
Verifier in 

GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 
Sector 

Afforestation 
and 

reforestation 
Cercarbono 

12/01/2023 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

Torres Gomez 
Maria Alejandra  

mtorres@ico
ntec.org 

Ing. Forestal Antioquia  Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 

Sector AFOLU 
3B Land Use-

REDD 

12/01/2023 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

Torres Gomez 
Maria Alejandra  

mtorres@ico
ntec.org 

Ing. Forestal Antioquia  Validator/Verif
ier in GHG 
mitigation 
projects in 

14064-2: 2006 
and 2019 

Sector AFOLU 
3C Aggregate 

Sources 

12/01/2023 X X X 14.1 Authorized to 
provide services 
under the scope 

of ISO/IEC 
17029:2019 and 
ISO 14065:2020 

mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org
mailto:mtorres@icontec.org


BCR Joint validation and verification report template 
Version 1.2 

January 2024 

151 | 334 
 

 

11.2 Annex 2. Audit Plan 

GHG 
Mitigatio
n Project 
Initiative 
Title 

JIGRANTU REDD+ PROJECT 

Full 
name 
and job 
title of 
the 
project 
manager 

Favre Paz Cordoba  
Legal Representative - Community Council  
Black Communities of La Grande  
fapazcor@hotmail.com 
Tel: 3206380744 
 
Melkin Romaña Cuesta 
Legal Representative - Rio Community Council  
Jiguamiandó 

Melkinto@.com 

Tel: 3103868552 
 
Alcides Panneso Palace 
Legal Representative - Community Council  
Turriquitadó 
replegalturriquitado@gmail.com 
Tel: 3113480798 
 
Biotrade S.A.S 
 

Email gerencia@biotradeco2.com Cellular (+57) 3016279136 

Address, 
including 
the 
Country. 

Bogota, Colombia 

Details 
and job 
title of 
the 
contact 
person 

Ruby Acosta Bastidas 
Legal representative Biotrade S.A.S 
gerencia@biotradeco2.com 
Tel: 3016279136 

Type of 
audit 

Validation X Verification x 

Fully remote  Partially remote x 

With cordial greetings, I am writing to you to submit the proposal for the audit plan to be carried out on 
the GHG mitigation project presented by your organization. Also, for the opening and closing meeting of 
the audit, I would like to thank you for inviting the relevant people from the areas that will be audited. 

 

For the daily balance of information of the audit team, I thank you for having an agenda and a physical or 
remote space to hold the meeting, as well as access to the basic documentation of the GHG Project.  

 

Regarding the occupational health and safety conditions applicable to your organization, please inform 
them before making the on-site visit so that the audit team can request the necessary personal protection 
elements from ICONTEC. 

 

The information that becomes known from the execution of this audit will be treated confidentially by the 
audit team and Icontec. The language of the audit and its report will be in Spanish. 
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The conditions of this service are indicated in R-PS-012 REGULATIONS FOR VALIDATION AND 
VERIFICATION SERVICES. 

Audit 
Criteria 

- ISO 14064-2:2019 

- BCR V3.2 Standard 

- Quantifying GHG Emission Reductions REDD+ Projects BCR0002 V3.1 

 

Tools: 

- BIOCARBON GUIDELINES Baseline and Additionality V1.2 

- BCR Tool Avoiding Double Counting V1.0 

- Tool to demonstrate compliance with REDD+ Safeguards V1.1 

- Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) V1.0 Tool 

- BCR Tool Monitoring, Reporting and Verification (MRV) V1.0 

- BCR Tool No Net Harm Environmental And Socia Safeguards (NNH) V1.0 

- BCR Tool Permanence and Risk Management V1.0 

 

The validation and verification of the GHG mitigation project will be carried out by: 

- Auditing with the support of technological means, partially remote 

Objective
s of the 
audit 

For validation: 

Assess the likelihood that the implementation of the planned GHG project will result in the 
GHG removals/reductions declared by the project owner, considering the following:   

Compliance with applicable validation criteria, including the principles and requirements of 
relevant GHG standards or programs within the scope of validation. 

The establishment, justification and documentation of the GHG mitigation project. 

The relevance of the planned GHG project controls. 

For verification: 

Verify compliance in the implementation of mitigation project activities, including those 
associated with the methodology selected for the project, considering the following: 

Compliance with applicable verification criteria, including the principles and requirements of 
relevant GHG standards or programs within the scope of verification. 

 

Information and documentation of GHG project planning, including procedures and criteria 
for the project, baseline, quality control and assurance, risk management, and GHG 
verification documents. 

The emissions, removals, emission reductions, and removal increases that are reported in 
the GHG baseline and project. 

Any significant changes in emissions, removals, emission reductions, and increases in GHG 
removals since the last reporting period, or since project validation, 
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Compliance with the actual principles and controls of the project and the monitoring, 
verification and reporting system necessary to comply with its documented procedures and 
current legislation in accordance with the audit criteria. 

 

Scope of 
the audit 

¶ Project boundaries including project scenarios and baseline scenarios: 
 
The PMCC REDD+ JIGRANTU Project is in the Colombian Pacific region, in the department 
of Chocó and has an area of 76,173 hectares belonging to the municipalities of Carmen del 
Darién (85%) and Riosucio (15%). Within these areas are the Community Councils of La 
Grande, Río Jiguamiandó and Turriquitadó, who are configured as the proponents of the 
project. 
 
The main objective of the project is to promote integral sustainable development under the 
principles of participation, transparency, trust, justice and equity through the REDD 
mechanism in the community councils of Río Jiguamiandó, La Grande and Turriquitadó. In 
this sense, the initiative is part of the execution of mitigation actions through the reduction 
of GHG emissions caused by deforestation and forest degradation. 
 

 
Source: DDP Jigrantú REDD+ Project V2.0 

 
Reference area: 146,964.19 hectares 
Leakage area: 44,633 hectares 
Project area: 76,173.36 hectares 
Eligible area (stable forest): 71,172.47 hectares 
 
 

¶ Physical infrastructure, activities, technologies and processes of the GHG project  
 
Since 2015, the community councils of La Grande, Río Jiguamiandó and Turriquitadó have 
been exploring economic options to manage their territory independently. Its main objective 
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has been to protect its territory, preserve biological diversity, develop sustainable production 
projects, improve access roads and strengthen social infrastructure, as well as public 
services.  
 
Therefore, to more effectively achieve the objectives established by the community, the 
Councils generate alliances with Biodrate, a private consulting firm whose current focus is 
the formulation of REDD+ projects in indigenous and Afro-descendant collective territories 
in the Amazon and in the Colombian Pacific, to manage a project on Emission Reductions 
Due to Deforestation and Forest Degradation. 
 
Conservation activities and/or actions are framed within the following specific objectives: 
- Formulate and execute the ethno-development plan, promoting governance and 

rescuing cultural practices  
- Improve the social, cultural and productive infrastructure for the sustainable 

development of the communities that live in the project area. 
- Strengthen the technical capacities of leaders, youth and women to give long-term 

sustainability to the project's actions.  
- Design and implement the strategy for the restoration, conservation and monitoring of 

nature, the mechanism of oversight and participatory control. 
 

¶ Sources, sinks and/or reservoirs of GHGs and types of GHGs 
 
Source: Combustion of woody biomass, in case of forest fires. 
 
Sinks and/or Reservoirs: Aboveground biomass, groundwater biomass, soil organic carbon 
using NREF emission factors for the Pacific biome. 
 

Sink Included? Justification/Explanation 

Aboveground tree 
biomass 

Yes 
 

It is the most representative carbon 
deposit originated by the execution of 
the project's actions 

Underground biomass 
 

Yes Significant carbon accumulation from 
the implementation of project activities 

Soil Organic Carbon 
 

Yes This deposit is included considering 
that the carbon content is expected to 
change in the project scenario 

 
Type of GHG: CO2 and, if applicable, CH4 and N2O. 
 

¶ Defined time periods to execute the project activity 
Project duration: 10.01.2017 to 10.01.2047 (30 years). A reduction in total GHG emissions 
of 5,253,855.88 tCO2e is projected, which when applying the uncertainty discounts 
(489,860.34 tCO2e), results in 4,763,995.54 net tCO2e. 
 
First verification: 10.01.2017 to 31.12.2021.  
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Level of 
Assuranc
e 

Agreed with the client ï 95% 
Materiality - 
Materiality 

Agreed with the client ï 
5% 

Sampling 
Plan / 
Evidence 
Collectio
n Plan 

 
Information and documentation of GHG mitigation project planning, including procedures 
and criteria for the project, baseline, quality control and assurance, risk management, and 
verification documents, are listed in the following table: 
 

Parameters Sampling (%) Assurance Level (100%) 

Methodologies and tools used 
for the calculation of removals 

100 100 

Formulas for Calculating 
Removals 

100 100 

Evidence collection Interviews in the 3 
Community Councils 
 
Indirect Actor 
Interviews 
 
Walkthroughs at 
project boundaries 
 
Evidence of 
conservation actions 
implemented 

100% 

 
 

Name of 
Lead 
Auditor 

Alejandra Torres Gómez (AT) Email mtorres@icontec.org 

Auditor Laura María García (LG) Technical Expert Víctor Nieto 

Opening 
meeting 

27/11/2023 Hour  

Closing 
Meeting 

 Hour  

Date on 
which the 
audit 
plan was 
complete
d 

23/11/2023 
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Remarks: 

- During the interviews, the audit team will review the documentation referenced in the project 
description and/or in the monitoring report. 

- This business plan is flexible and can be modified in agreement with the project owner. 
- All project owner personnel related to the GHG Projects must be available if requested by the audit 

team for the purpose of assessing any requirements 
- During any phase of this evaluation process (document review, prior to the site visit, site visit, 

drafting of the audit report or technical review) findings may be declared, which must be resolved 
before the relevant documentation (project description, monitoring report, spreadsheets, audit 
reports, among others) is sent to the GHG program.  

- The schedule of Validation/Verification activities is described in document F-GV-086 
NOTIFICATION OF SERVICES VALIDATION AND VERIFICATION 
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11.3 Annex 3. Interviews 
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11.4 Annex 4. Documentation review 



BCR Joint validation and verification report template 
Version 1.2 

January 2024 

169 | 334 
 

 

ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

1 
Project Document 

BCR_-Formato-Proyectos-de-GEI_sp - 
Español V6.1.docx 

Project Document 
v6.1 (Spanish) Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

2 
BCR_-Formato-Proyectos-de-GEI_sp -
English_v6.1.docx 

Project Document 
v6.0 (English) Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

3 
Monitoring Report 

RM_JIGRANTU_V5 ESP.docx 
Monitoring Report 
v5.0 (Spanish) Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

4 BCR_Monitoring-Report-Format.docx 
Monitoring Report 
v5.0 (English) Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

5 

Risk analysis 

Amenaza por cambio climatico.jpg 
Environmental risk 
mapping Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

6 AmenazaPorMovimientosEnMasa.jpg 
Environmental risk 
mapping Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

7 
CapacidadAdaptativaalCambioClima
tico.jpg 

Environmental risk 
mapping Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

8 RiesgoalCambioClimatico.jpg 
Environmental risk 
mapping Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

9 Susceptibilidad a inundación.jpg 
Environmental risk 
mapping Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

10 
Vulnerabilidadambientaldelterritorio.j
pg 

Environmental risk 
mapping Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

11 Analisis de riesgos JIGRANTU.xlsx 
Social, 
environmental and 
financial risk matrix 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

12 
Caracterizacion_CarmenDarien_2011
.pdf 

Characterization of 
risk scenarios 
Carmen del Darién 

CLOPAD (2011) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

13 Flujo de fondo proyecto JIGRANTU 
V2.0.xlsx 

Project cash flow 
details 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

14 Operational manual Manual Operativo Proyecto REDD+ 
JIGRANTU V4..pdf 

JIGRANTU Project 
Operational Manual 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

15 SDG Herramienta-ODS_REDD+JIGRANTU-
V3.xlsx 

SDG tool 
development 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

16 

Benefit Sharing 
System 

Cronograma de implementacion SDB 
V2.0.xlsx 

Activity 
implementation 
schedule 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

17 SDB_JIGRANTU-V3.0 23012024.xlsx 
Benefit distribution 
system (SDB) by 
strategic line 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

18 
1. Plan de seguimiento acciones 
REDD V3.0.xlsx 

Monitoring plan for 
REDD+ activities 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

19 
Environmental 
assessment 

Matriz de Evaluación Con Proyecto 
V1.0.xlsx 

Impact evaluation 
matrix derived from 
implementation 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

20 

Follow-up 
Monitoring Plan 

1. Fichas actividades REDD 
monitoreo periodo V1.xlsx 

Monitoring activities 
of the monitoring 
report 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

21 2. Fichas indicadores monitoreo 
periodo V1.xlsx 

Monitoring 
indicators of the 
monitoring report 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

22 
1. Plan de seguimiento de 
Salvaguardas.xlsx 

Monitoring of REDD 
safeguards Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

23 SVG-1.1 Analisis politicas.xlsx 
Complementarity 
and compatibility 
analysis 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

24 

Start date 

1. Anexo Sustento fecha de Inicio 
Proyecto REDD.pdf 

Project start date 
annex 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

25 
1. Memorial Sentencia T-622 
(2)_Facilitado La Grande.pdf 

Report to Sentence 
T-622 of 2016 Río 
Atrato as a subject 
of rights 

Centro Sociojurídico 
para la Defensa 
Territorial SIEMBRA 

Biotrade 

26 
2. 2018_diciembre_Tercer-Informe-
de-avance-de-cumplimiento-de-la-
sentencia-T-622.pdf 

3rd follow-up report 
to Sentence T-622 of 
2016 

MADS (2018) Biotrade 

27 
3. Diciembre_Plan-de-Accion-Orden-
Quinta-cuenca-rio-atrato_opt.pdf 

Environmental 
Action Plan 
Sentence T-622 of 
2016 

MADS Biotrade 

28 Resolución 0010 de 2019.pdf 
Forest Harvesting 
Authorization 

CODECHOCÓ 
(2019) 

Biotrade 

29 

Carbon calculator 

Calculadora JIGRANTU 
V4_260824.xlsx 

Quantification of 
project emissions 
and reductions 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

30 Areas deforestación V4.0.xlsx 
Project 
deforestation 
analysis 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

31 Mapa de bosque no bosque.pdf Forest Non-forest 
map detail 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

32 InformaciónRelevanteMF.xlsx 

Detailed 
quantification of 
emissions from 
forestry exploitation 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

33 

Legal compliance 

Matriz de cumplimento 
legal_REDD+JIGRANTU.xlsx 

Project legal 
compliance matrix 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

34 
Contrato No 009 de 2022 CC Mayor 
de la Cuenca del Río Jiguamiando.pdf 

CC Jiguamiandó-
Biotrade alliance 
agreement 

Biotrade and Project 
Holders (2022) 

Biotrade 

35 Contrato No 10 de 2022 CC 
Comunidad Negra de la Grande.pdf 

CC La Grande-
Biotrade alliance 
agreement 

Biotrade and Project 
Holders (2022) 

Biotrade 

36 
Contrato No 11 de 2022 Consejo 
Comunitario de Turriquitadó.pdf 

CC Turriquitadó-
Biotrade alliance 
agreement 

Biotrade and Project 
Holders (2022) Biotrade 

37 Otrosi 009. Jiguamiando.pdf 

CC Jiguamiandó-
Biotrade alliance 
agreement 
(amendment) 

Biotrade and Project 
Holders (2024) Biotrade 

38 Otrosi 010. La Grande.pdf 

CC La Grande-
Biotrade alliance 
agreement 
(amendment) 

Biotrade and Project 
Holders (2024) 

Biotrade 

39 Otrosi 011. Turri1uitado.pdf 

CC Turriquitadó-
Biotrade alliance 
agreement 
(amendment) 

Biotrade and Project 
Holders (2024) Biotrade 

40 CAMARA DE COMERCIO_Biotrade.pdf 
Biotrade Chamber 
and Commerce 
Certificate 

Cámara de 
Comercio de Bogotá 
(2023) 

Biotrade 

41 CC_RubyAcosta.pdf 
Biotrade legal 
representation 
documents 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 
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42 RUT Biotrade.pdf Single Tax Registry 
Biotrade 

DIAN (2021) Biotrade 

43 
Cedula Fawer Paz Rep Legal La 
Grande.pdf 

Legal representation 
documents CC La 
Grande 

Project holders Biotrade 

44 
130624_Solicitud de Actualización en 
el Registro Único Nacional de La 
Grande.pdf 

Request for 
updating the registry 
of CC La Grande of 
the Ministry of the 
Interior 

Project holders Biotrade 

45 
2022_Constancia_Faer Paz La 
Grande.pdf 

Proof of registration 
of CC La Grande 
before the Mayor's 
Office Carmen del 
Darien updated 

Ministerio del 
Interior (2022) Biotrade 

46 
1. Resolucion_MinisterioInt_La 
Grande.pdf 

CC La Grande 
registry update of 
the Ministry of the 
Interior 

Ministerio del 
Interior (2023) Biotrade 

47 
Cedula Melkin Romaña Rep Río 
Jiguamiando.pdf 

Legal representation 
documents CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

48 
2023_Constancia _Repre_legalL 
Melkin Romaña Río Jiguamiandó.pdf 

Proof of registration 
of the CC 
Jiguamiandó before 
Mayors Office 
Carmen del Darien 
updated 

Secretaría general 
Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2023) 

Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

49 
2024_Certificacion_Represen_Legal_j
iguamiando.pdf 

Proof of registration 
of the CC 
Jiguamiandó before 
Mayors Office 
Carmen del Darien 
updated 

Secretaría general 
Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2024) 

Biotrade 

50 
1. 
Resolucion_MinisterioInt_Jiguamiand
o.pdf 

CC Jiguamiandó 
registry update of 
the Ministry of the 
Interior 

Ministerio del 
Interior (2023) 

Biotrade 

51 
Cedula Alcides Panneso Rep Legal 
Turriquitado.pdf 

Legal representation 
documents CC 
Turriquitadó 

Project holders Biotrade 

52 13082024_solicitud de certificacion 
de CC Turriquitado.pdf 

Request for 
updating the registry 
of CC La Grande of 
the Ministry of the 
Interior 

Project holders Biotrade 

53 2024_Constancia_Representacion_L
egal_Alcides.pdf 

Proof of registration 
of the CC 
Turriquitadó before 
Mayor Carmen del 
Darien 

Secretaría general 
Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2024) 

Biotrade 

54 2021_Constancia_Represen_Legal_Al
cides P_Turriquidado.pdf 

Proof of registration 
of the CC 
Turriquitadó before 
Mayor Carmen del 
Darien 

Secretaría general 
Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2021) 

Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

55 
1. 
Resolucion_MinisterioInt_Turriquitad
o.pdf 

CC Turriquitadó 
registry update of 
the Ministry of the 
Interior 

Ministerio del 
Interior (2023) Biotrade 

56 

Cartography 

GDB_Fugas.gdb 
Geodatabase 
leakage area 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

57 Análisisfugas.pdf 
Detail of leakage 
area delimitation 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

58 AREAS_APROVECHAMIENTO.gdb 
Geodatabase 
forestry exploitation 
areas 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

59 
Mapa Áreas de aprovechamiento 
Forestal.pdf 

Detail of 
delimitation of 
forestry exploitation 
areas 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

60 Area de bosque_AF.gdb 
Geodatabase forest 
stable leakage area 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

61 Area de bosque_AP.gdb 
Geodatabase stable 
forest project area 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

62 Area de bosque_AR.gdb 
Geodatabase stable 
forest reference 
area 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

63 Area de bosque_LaGrande.gdb 
Geodatabase stable 
forest CC La Grande 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

64 Area de bosque_RioJiguamiando.gdb 
Stable forest 
geodatabase CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 
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65 Area de bosque_Turriquitado.gdb 
Stable forest 
geodatabase CC 
Turriquitadó 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

66 

Communications 
with institutions 

Correo Solicitud de cartografía EOT 
Carmen del Darien.pdf 

Evidence of 
cartography request 
Territorial Planning 
Scheme Carmen del 
Darien 

Project holders Biotrade 

67 
Correo Solicitud de cartografía EOT 
Riosucio.pdf 

Evidence of request 
for mapping of the 
Riosucio Land 
Management 
Scheme 

Project holder Biotrade 

68 Respuesta ANT sobre Cartografia.pdf 

Ethnic Affairs 
response to request 
for mapping of 
private properties 

ANT (2024) Biotrade 

69 
Respuesta ANT sobre Resolucion 
2159 de 2007.pdf 

Response from the 
Ministry of 
Agriculture to 
private land 
mapping request 

ANT (2024) Biotrade 

70 Solicitud Predios.pdf 

Private land 
mapping request 
filed with Agencia 
Nacional de Tierras 

Project holders Biotrade 

71 Carta aclaracion AR BioCarbon.pdf 
Request to BCR on 
delimitation of 
reference area 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 
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72 RespuestaBioCarbon.pdf 
Response from BCR 
on delimitation of 
the reference area 

BCR (2024) Biotrade 

73 
Solicitud de información BioCarbon - 
Titularidad.pdf 

Request to BCR on 
project owners Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

74 
Carta Ecoregistry - Exclusion del 
poligono.pdf 

Request to 
EcoRegistry and 
Carbo Sostenible on 
overlap with project 
ID 99 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2024) Biotrade 

75 
Respuesta a Carta Solicitud proyecto 
ID 99 EcoRegistry .pdf 

Response 
EcoRegistry on 
overlap with project 
ID 99 

EcoRegistry (2024) Biotrade 

76 
Derecho de peticion Ecoregistry - 
CarboSostenible SAS.pdf 

Right of petition to 
EcoRegistry and 
Carbo Sostenible on 
overlap with project 
ID 99 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2024) 

Biotrade 

77 Derecho de petición 
CERCARBONO.pdf 

Right of petition to 
CERCARBONO on 
overlap with project 
ID 99 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2024) 

Biotrade 

78 
Respuesta al derecho de petición ID 
99 CERCARBONO.pdf 

CERCARBONO 
response to right of 
petition on overlap 
with project ID 99 

Cercarbono (2024) Biotrade 

79 Respuesta CERCARBONO 
18012024.pdf 

CERCARBONO 
response to right of 

Cercarbono (2024) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
petition on overlap 
with project ID 99 

80 
1. Consulta permisos de 
aprovechamiento.pdf 

Request to 
CODECHOCÓ 
regarding 
salvoconducts of 
forest harvesting 
permits 

Project holders Biotrade 

81 
SOLICITUD DE INFORMACION 
CODECHOCO.pdf 

Request to 
CODECHOCÓ on 
Forestry 
Management Plans 
and Forest 
Harvesting 
Resolutions. 

Project holders Biotrade 

82 1. Inv_Apartadó 14 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in Apartadó 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

83 10_Inv_Pto LLeras 23 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in en Puerto Lleras 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

84 11. Inv_Pueblo Nuevo 24 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in Pueblo Nuevo 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

85 12. Inv_Centro jigua 25 octubre.pdf 
Evidence of 
invitation to 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
socialization spaces 
in Centro Jigua 

86 2. Inv_Chigorodó 15 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in Chigorodó 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

87 3. Inv_La Grande 16 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in CC La Grande 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

88 4. Inv_Turri 17 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in CC Turriquidadó 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

89 5. Inv_Curvarado 18 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in Curvaradó 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

90 6. Inv_Caño Seco 19 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in Caño Seco 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

91 
7. Inv_Nueva Esperanza 20 
octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in Nueva Esperanza 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

92 8. Inv_Laguna 21 octubre.pdf 
Evidence of 
invitation to 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
socialization spaces 
in Laguna 

93 9. Inv_Uradá 22 octubre.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
in Uradá 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

94 Inv_institucional-1.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with IIAP 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

95 Inv_institucional-10.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with Pastoral Social 
de Apartadó 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

96 Inv_institucional-11.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with SENA 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

97 Inv_institucional-13.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with CC Murindó 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

98 Inv_institucional-14.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with CC Vigía de 
Curvaradó 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 
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99 Inv_institucional-15.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with CC Montaño 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

100 Inv_institucional-16.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with RI Uradá 
Jiguamiandó 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

101 Inv_institucional-17.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with Justicia y Paz 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

102 Inv_institucional-18.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with Personería 
Carmen del Darien 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

103 Inv_institucional-19.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with RI Uradá 
Jiguamiandó 2 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

104 Inv_institucional-2.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with CODECHOCÓ 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

105 Inv_institucional-3.pdf 
Evidence of 
invitation to 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
socialization spaces 
with Mayor's Office 
Carmen del Darien 
(enviroment 
secretary) 

106 Inv_institucional-4.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with the Mayor's 
Office Carmen del 
Darien 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

107 Inv_institucional-5.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with representation 
of black 
communities 
Carmen del Darien 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

108 Inv_institucional-6.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with ASCOBA 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

109 Inv_institucional-7.pdf 

Evidence of an 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with the 
Ombudsman's 
Office Carmen del 
Darien 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 
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110 Inv_institucional-8.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with the Parroquía 
de Riosucio 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

111 Inv_institucional-9.pdf 

Evidence of 
invitation to 
socialization spaces 
with the Black 
Communities 
Representant of the 
Mesa de Víctimas 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

112 Radicado 2912.pdf 

Response filed with 
the Ministry of 
Agriculture and 
Rural Development 
regarding Resolution 
2159 of 2007 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2024) 

Biotrade 

113 
Respuesta MinAgricultura Gestion 
documental.pdf 

Response from the 
Ministry of 
Agriculture 
regarding Resolution 
2159 of 2007 

MADS (2024) Biotrade 

114 Respuesta MinAgricultura.pdf 

Response from the 
Ministry of 
Agriculture and 
transfer of the 
request to ANT 

MADS (2024) Biotrade 
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115 Solicitud de inscripción Proyecto 
REDD+ JIGRANTU.pdf 

Request to Ministry 
of Environment to 
register the project 
in RENARE and host 
country certificate 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

116 Proceso Judicial.pdf 

Biotrade's tutela 
action to the 
Ministry of 
Environment 
regarding 
registration of the 
project in RENARE 
and host country 
certificate 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

117 RTA PETICIÓN BIOTRADE SAS.pdf 

Response from the 
Ministry of 
Environment to 
register the project 
in RENARE and host 
country certificate 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

118 
Solicitud certificación de consulta 
previa Proyecto REDD+ JIGRANTU.pdf 

Request to Ministry 
of Interior on 
relevance of prior 
consultation 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

119 Solicitud MinInterior.pdf 

Right of petition to 
Ministry of the 
Interior on relevance 
of prior consultation 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 
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120 Respuesta MinInterior.pdf 

Response from 
Ministry of the 
Interior on relevance 
of prior consultation 

Ministerio de Interior 
(2024) Biotrade 

121 
anexo-1-solicitud-determinacion-
procedencia-oportunidad-consulta-
previa-v8 JIGRANTU.pdf 

Sending of annexed 
documents to the 
Ministry of the 
Interior regarding 
prior consultation 

Biotrade (2024) Biotrade 

122 Solicitud de informacion Oficina de 
registros publicos de Quibdo.pdf 

Request to the 
Public Registry 
Office of Quibdó 
regarding 
cartographic 
information on 
private properties 

Project holders Biotrade 

123 

Regional context 

Análisis jurídico de las funciones de 
los consejos comunitarios en 
territorios colectivos de comunidades 
negras.pdf 

Legal analysis of the 
functions of 
community councils 
in collective 
territories of black 
communities 

Cuesta, J. & 
Hinestroza, L. 
(2017) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

124 

Estructura poblacional y etología de 
dos especies de fauna en peligro de 
extinción Bocachico y Manatí, en la 
cuenca media y baja del Río 
Atrato.pdf 

Population structure 
an ethology of two 
endangered species 
of wildlife 
Prochilodus 
magdalenae 
(Bocachico) and 

Causil-Velasco, Y. F. 
(2022) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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Trichechus manatus 
(Manatí) in the 
middle and lower 
basin of the atrato 
river, Chocó, 
Colombia 

125 Plan de Desarrollo Carmen del Darien 
2020-2023.pdf 

Development Plan 
Carmen del Darien 
2020-2023 

Alcaldía Municipal 
de Carmen del 
Darién (2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

126 
Plan de Desarrollo Riosucio 2020-
2023.pdf 

Development Plan 
Riosucio 2020-2023 

Alcaldía Municipal 
de Riosucio (2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

127 Plan integral de Cambio Climático del 
Departamento de Chocó.pdf 

Integral Climate 
Change Plan for the 
Department of 
Chocó 

MADS and IIAP 
(2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

128 
Ecorregión Atrato. Una estrategia de 
planificación integral y conjunta para 
el manejo sostenible del territorio.pdf 

Atrato Ecoregion. An 
integral and joint 
planning strategy for 
the sustainable 
management of the 
territory 

IIAP and Alcaldía 
Municipal de 
Quibdó (2014) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

129 
Insumos técnicos para la formulación 
del Plan de Ordenamiento Territorial 
del departamento del Chocó.pdf 

Technical inputs for 
the formulation of 
the Land 
Management Plan 
for the Department 
of Chocó 

IIAP et al. (2017) Cross-referenced 
information 
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130 
Informe del estado de los recursos 
naturales y del ambiente en el 
departamento del Chocó.pdf 

Report on the state 
of natural resources 
and the environment 
in the department of 
Chocó 

Contraloría general 
del departamento 
del Chocó (2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

131 

Estado de conservación de las 
especies forestales amenazadas, 
abarco, jigua negro, guayaquil, 
guayacán amarillo y pino amarillo.pdf 

Conservation status 
of threatened forest 
species: abarco, 
jigua negro, 
guayaquil, guayacán 
amarillo and pino 
amarillo in the 
Chocó 
municipalities of 
Riosucio, Carmen 
del Darién, Istmina, 
Río Quito and Juradó 

Klinger Brahan 
(2009) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

132 

Plan de acción institucional. 
Oportunidades y Desarrollo 
Sostenible para las subregiones 
2020- 2023.pdf 

Institutional Action 
Plan. Opportunities 
and Sustainable 
Development for the 
subregions 2020- 
2023. 

Codechocó (2020) 
Cross-referenced 
information 

133 

Atlas de la Caracterización regional 
de la problemática asociada a las 
drogas ilícitas en el departamento de 
Chocó.pdf 

Atlas of the regional 
characterization of 
the problems 
associated with 
illicit drugs in the 

ODC (2015) Cross-referenced 
information 



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

188 | 334 

ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
department of 
Chocó. 

134 

Análisis de las estrategias 
ambientales de conservación de 
bosques tropicales en el municipio de 
Riosucio- Chocó.pdf 

Analysis of 
environmental 
strategies for the 
conservation of 
tropical forests in 
the municipality of 
Riosucio- Chocó in 
the light of local 
sustainable 
development. 

Ibarguen Moreno 
(2017) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

135 
Etnocidio, daño al territorio y 
perspectivas de armonización Atrato- 
Chocó.pdf 

Ethnocide, damage 
to the territory and 
prospects of 
harmonization 
Atrato- Chocó 

CIVP (2021) 
Cross-referenced 
information 

136 

Análisis espacial de la deforestación 
a escala municipal. Estudio de caso: 
departamento del Chocó 2005- 
2010.pdf 

Spatial analysis of 
deforestation at the 
municipal scale. 
Case study: 
Department of 
Chocó 2005- 2010. 

Jiménez Joven and 
Lombana Zorro 
(2016) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

137 
Vulnerabilidad de los bosques 
naturales en el Chocó biogeográfico 
colombiano.pdf 

Vulnerability of 
natural forests in the 
Colombian 
biogeographic 
Chocó: Mining 
activity and 

Valois Cuesta and 
Martínez Ruiz (2016) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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biodiversity 
conservation. 

138 
Modelo pedagógico etnoeducativo 
emancipador "Champalampa 
pedagógica".pdf 

Emancipatory 
ethno-educational 
pedagogical model 
"Champalampa 
pedagógica". 

Min Educación and 
ASCOBA (2013) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

139 
Caracterización biofísica y 
socioeconómica y cultural de la 
reserva forestal del Pacífico.pdf 

Biophysical and 
socioeconomic and 
cultural 
characterization of 
the Pacific forest 
reserve.  

MADS and IIAP 
Cross-referenced 
information 

140 
Plan Departamental de 
Desarrollo.pdf 

Departmental 
Development Plan  

Gobernación del 
Chocó (2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

141 
Estructura Ecologica Principal de la 
región del Chocó Biogeográfico.pdf 

Main Ecological 
Structure of the 
Biogeographic 
Chocó region.  

IIAP (2011) 
Cross-referenced 
information 

142 

Plan Integral de Desarrollo 
Agropecuario y Rural con Enfoque 
Territorial Departamento del 
Chocó.pdf 

Integral Plan for 
Agricultural and 
Rural Development 
with a Territorial 
Approach 
Department of 
Chocó 

FAO and Agencia de 
Desarrollo Rural 
(2021) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

143 
Plan de Manejo Integrado de los 
Humedales del Bajo y Medio 
Atrato.pdf 

Integrated 
Management Plan 
for the Lower and 

FCA et al. (2006) Cross-referenced 
information 
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Middle Atrato 
Wetlands: 
Municipalities of 
Carmen del Darién, 
Riosucio, Bojayá 
and Unguía in the 
Department of 
Chocó and Vigía del 
Fuerte, Turbo and 
Murindó in 
Antioquia. 

144 
Proyecto plan estrategico de la 
macrocuenca del pacifico 
Colombiano.pdf 

Project for the 
strategic plan of the 
Colombian Pacific 
macrobasin  

IIAP (2013) Cross-referenced 
information 

145 
El reconocimiento del Río Atrato, sus 
cuencas y sus afluentes como 
sujetos de derechos.pdf 

The recognition of 
the Atrato River, its 
watersheds and 
tributaries as 
subjects of rights 

Cantillo Ramirez et 
al. (2019) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

146 

 A sourcebook of methods and 
procedures for monitoring and 
reporting anthropogenic greenhouse 
gas emissions and removals 
associated with deforestation.pdf 

 A sourcebook of 
methods and 
procedures for 
monitoring and 
reporting 
anthropogenic 
greenhouse gas 
emissions and 
removals 

Sourcebook (GOFC-
GOLD, 2016) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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associated with 
deforestation, gains 
and losses of 
carbon stocks in 
forests remaining 
forests, and 
forestation 

147 
Cuantificación de la reducción de 
emisiones de GEI proyectos REDD+ 
BCR0002.pfd 

Quantification of 
GHG emission 
reductions in REDD+ 
projects BCR0002 

Quantification of 
GHG emission 
reductions from 
REDD+ projects 
BCR0002 (BCR, 
2022) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

148 

Protocolo de Procesamiento Digital 
de Imágenes para la Cuantificación 
de la Deforestación en Colombia, 
Nivel Nacional Escala Gruesa y 
Fina.pdf 

Digital Image 
Processing Protocol 
for the 
Quantification of 
Deforestation in 
Colombia, National 
Level Coarse and 
Fine Scale. 

Cabrera et al (2011) 
Cross-referenced 
information 

149 

Estimación de la tasa de 
deforestación a través del análisis 
multitemporal de imágenes 
satelitales.pdf 

Estimation of 
deforestation rate 
through 
multitemporal 
analysis of satellite 
images in the 
provinces of Pastaza 
and Orellana in the 

Quezada Quezada 
and Sevilla Tapia 
(2021) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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2020. 

151 

Análisis del impacto 
multidimensional del monocultivo de 
palma africana en las comunidades 
de Curvaradó y Jiguamiandó bajo 
Atrato Chocoano 1996 2005.pdf 

Analysis of the 
multidimensional 
impact of African 
palm monoculture 
in the communities 
of Curvaradó and 
Jiguamiandó under 
the Atrato 
Chocoano 1996-
2005.  

Ospina Neira (2021) 
Cross-referenced 
information 

152 

Deforestación y minería ilegal љÖŰċН
mirada a los mecanismos dirigidos a 
la protección del medio ambiente en 
Colombia".pdf 

Deforestation and 
illegal mining "A look 
at the mechanisms 
aimed at protecting 
the environment in 
Colombia, from the 
issuance of 
sentence T-622 of 
2016. 

Mayorquin Tovar 
and Moreno Carvajal 
(2022) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

153 

Deforestación en el Departamento 
del Chocó por medio de imágenes 
satelitales LANDSAT y SENTINEL 
durante el periodo 2015-2019.pdf 

Deforestation in the 
Department of 
Chocó by means of 
LANDSAT and 
SENTINEL satellite 
images during the 
period 2015-2019. 

Cortes Riveros 
(2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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154 

Efectos de las actividades socio-
económicas (minería y explotación 
maderera) sobre los bosques del 
departamento del Chocó.pdf 

Effects of socio-
economic activities 
(mining and logging) 
on forests in the 
Department of 
Chocó. 

Ramirez Moreno and 
Ledezma Renteria 
(2007) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

155 
El medio ambiente como víctima del 
conflicto armado en el departamento 
del Chocó.pdf 

The environment as 
a victim of the 
armed conflict in the 
department of 
Chocó.  

Asprilla Panesso et 
al., (2018) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

156 
Minería del platino y el oro en Chocó: 
pobreza, riqueza natural e 
informalidad.pdf 

Platinum and gold 
mining in Chocó: 
poverty, natural 
wealth and 
informality. 

Lara Rodriguez, Tosi 
Furtado and 
Altimiras Martin 
(2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

157 
Análisis de la Responsabilidad del 
Estado Colombiano por la Minería 
Ilegal.pdf 

Analysis of the 
Colombian State's 
Responsibility for 
Illegal Mining 

Ebratt Carr, Duran 
Castro and 
Calderon Rangel 
(2023) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

158 

La responsabilidad del Estado frente 
al daño ambiental causado por la 
minería ilegal al rio Atrato en 
Colombia.pdf 

The responsibility of 
the State for the 
environmental 
damage caused by 
illegal mining in the 
Atrato river in 
Colombia. 

Varela Ospina, 
Valencia Vargas and 
Garcia Rivas (2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

159 Atlas de la caracterización regional 
de la problemática asociada a las 

Atlas of the regional 
characterization of 

UNODC (2015) Cross-referenced 
information 
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drogas ilicitas en el departamento de 
Chocó.pdf 

the problems 
associated with 
illicit drugs in the 
department of 
Chocó. 

160 
Monitoreo de territorios afectados por 
cultivos ilicitos 2021.pdf 

Monitoring of 
territories affected 
by illicit crops 2021 

UNODC (2022) 
Cross-referenced 
information 

161 
Analisis de los incentivos del sector 
agropecuario con impactos sobre la 
biodiversidad en Colombia.pdf 

Analysis of 
agricultural sector 
incentives with 
impacts on 
biodiversity in 
Colombia. 

PNUD (2023) Cross-referenced 
information 

162 
Estrategia integral de control a la 
deforestación y gestión de los 
bosques en Colombia.pdf 

Integral strategy to 
control 
deforestation and 
forest management 
in Colombia. 

MADS and IDEAM 
(2018) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

163 
La deforestación en Colombia-
propuestas para la mitigación de sus 
efectos.pdf 

Deforestation in 
Colombia-proposals 
for the mitigation of 
its effects. 

Mateus Guerrero 
(2019) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

164 
Valores de Referencia del Potencial 
de Carbono Almacenado en áreas 
licenciadas por ANLA.pdf 

Reference Values of 
Carbon Storage 
Potential in areas 
licensed by ANLA. 

Castro Amado, 
Gualdron Duarte 
and Moreno (2021) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

165 
Estimación de carbono orgánico del 
suelo en Colombia.pdf 

Estimation of soil 
organic carbon in 

Bolivar et al., (2019) 
Cross-referenced 
information 
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Colombia, a land 
management tool. 

166 
Carbono aéreo almacenado en tres 
bosques del Jardín Botánico del 
Pacifíco.pdf 

Aerial carbon stored 
in three forests of 
the Pacific Botanical 
Garden, Chocó, 
Colombia. 

Torres Torres, Mena 
Mosquera and 
Alvarez Avila (2017) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

167 

Estimación del carbono almacenado 
en la biomasa aérea de un bosque 
húmedo tropical en Paimadó, 
Chocó.pdf 

Estimation of 
carbon stored in the 
aboveground 
biomass of a 
tropical rainforest in 
Paimadó, Chocó, 
Colombia. 

Paipa Rios and 
Triana Gomez 
(2017) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

168 

Estructura florística y carbono 
almacenado en la biomasa de tres 
ecosistemas estratégicos del pacifico 
colombiano.pdf 

Floristic structure 
and carbon stored in 
the biomass of three 
strategic 
ecosystems of the 
Colombian Pacific.  

Mena Mosquera, 
Torres Torres and 
Ruiz Asprilla (2021) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

169 Hoja 102IVA.shp 

The map sheet 
covers partially or 
totally the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Riosucio 
(Chocó), Riosucio 
(Chocó), and 
Riosucio (Chocó). 

Sheet 102IVA (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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170 Hoja 102IVB.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Mutatá 
(Antioquia), 
Riosucio (Chocó) 
(IGAC, 2015). 

Sheet 102IVB (IGAC, 
2015)         

Cross-referenced 
information 

171 Hoja 102IVC.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó). 

Sheet 102IVC 
(IGAC, 2015)         

Cross-referenced 
information 

172 Hoja 102IVD.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Dabeiba (Antioquia), 
Mutatá (Antioquia), 
Riosucio (Chocó). 

Sheet 102IVD (IGAC, 
2015)         

Cross-referenced 
information 

173 Hoja 103IIIC.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Dabeiba 

Sheet 103IIIC (IGAC, 
2015)         

Cross-referenced 
information 
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(Antioquia), 
Riosucio (Chocó). 

174 Hoja 113IB.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Dabeiba 
(Antioquia), 
Riosucio (Chocó). 

Sheet 114IA (IGAC, 
2015)         

Cross-referenced 
information 

175 Hoja 113ID.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó). 

Sheet 113IIB (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

176 Hoja 113IIA.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Dabeiba 
(Antioquia), Murindó 
(Antioquia). 

Sheet 113IIA (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

177 Hoja 113IIB.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 

Sheet 113IID (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

198 | 334 

ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
(Chocó), Murindó 
(Antioquia). 

178 Hoja 113IIC.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Murindó 
(Antioquia). 

Sheet 113IIC (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

179 Hoja 113IID.shp 

The map sheet 
covers partially or 
totally the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Murindó 
(Antioquia). 

Sheet 113IB (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

180 Hoja 113IIIB.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Bojayá (Chocó), 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Murindó 
(Antioquia). 

Sheet 113ID (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

181 Hoja 113IIID.shp 

The map sheet 
partially or totally 
covers the 
municipality(ies) of 
Bojayá (Chocó), 

Sheet 113IIIB (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Murindó 
(Antioquia), Vigía 
Del Fuerte 
(Antioquia). 

182 Hoja 113IVA.shp 

The map sheet 
covers partially or 
totally the 
municipality(ies) of 
Carmen Del Darién 
(Chocó), Murindó 
(Antioquia). 

Sheet 113IIID (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

183 Hoja 114IA.shp 
Reference level of 
villages  

Sheet 113IVA (IGAC, 
2015) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

184 Nivel de referencia veredas.shp 
National 
Geostatistical 
Framework  

Nivel de referencia 
veredas (DANE, 
2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

185 Marco Geoestadístico Nacional.shp 

Digital Terrain 
Model. Department 
of Chocó. 
Municipality of 
Riosucio. 

Marco 
Geoestadístico 
Nacional (DANE, 
2021) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

186 
Modelo Digital de Terreno. 
Departamento de Chocó. Municipio 
Riosucio.shp 

Rural Orthoimage. 
Municipality of 
Carmen del Darién, 
Chocó. 

Modelo Digital de 
Terreno. 
Departamento de 
Chocó. Municipio 
Riosucio (IGAC, 
2021). 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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187 Ortoimagen Rural. Municipio de 
Carmen del Darién, Chocó.shp 

Soils Chocó 

Ortoimagen Rural. 
Municipio de 
Carmen del Darién, 
Chocó (IGAC, 
2022). 

Cross-referenced 
information 

188 Suelos Chocó.gdb Soils Antioquia Suelos Chocó 
(IGAC, 1997) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

189 Suelos Antioquia.gdb 
Land use capacity. 
Department of 
Chocó. 

Suelos Antioquia 
(IGAC, 2004) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

190 
Capacidad de uso de las tierras. 
Departamento de Chocó.gdb 

Land use capacity. 
Department of 
Antioquia 

Capacidad de uso 
de las tierras. 
Departamento de 
Chocó (IGAC, 1997) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

191 
Capacidad de uso de las tierras. 
Departamento de Antioquia.gdb 

Land use conflicts 
year 2012. National 
territory 

Capacidad de uso 
de las tierras. 
Departamento de 
Antioquia (IGAC, 
2004) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

192 Conflictos de uso de la tierra año 
2012.gdb 

Homogeneous Land 
Areas. Municipality 
of Carmen del 
Darién, Chocó. 

Conflictos de uso de 
la tierra año 2012. 
Territorio nacional 
(IGAC, 2012) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

193 
Áreas Homogéneas de Tierras. 
Municipio de Carmen del Darién, 
Chocó.shp 

Homogeneous Land 
Areas. Municipality 
of Riosucio, Chocó. 

Áreas Homogéneas 
de Tierras. 
Municipio de 
Carmen del Darién, 
Chocó (IGAC, 2022) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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194 Áreas Homogéneas de Tierras. 
Municipio de Riosucio, Chocó.shp 

Geological Map of 
Colombia 

Áreas Homogéneas 
de Tierras. 
Municipio de 
Riosucio, Chocó 
(IGAC, 2022) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

195 Mapa Geológico de Colombia.gdb 
Atlas of Forest 
Reserve Zones, Law 
2 of 1959. 

Mapa Geológico de 
Colombia (SGC, 
2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

196 
Atlas Zonas de Reserva Forestal, Ley 
2da de 1959.shp 

Map of continental, 
marine and coastal 
ecosystems of 
Colombia 2017. 
Version 2.1 

Atlas Zonas de 
Reserva Forestal, 
Ley 2da de 1959. 

Cross-referenced 
information 

197 
Mapa de ecosistemas continentales, 
marinos y costeros de Colombia 
2017. Versión 2.1.shp 

RUNAP  
Mapa de 
ecosistemas 
(IDEAM, 2017) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

198 RUNAP.shp 
Change in land 
cover  PNN, RUNAP 

Cross-referenced 
information 

199 Cambio de coberturas.shp 
Coberturas de la 
tierra  

Coberturas IDEAM 
(2021) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

200 Resguardos indígenas.shp 
Map of land 
classification by 
land use vocation. 

Resguardos 
indigenas (ANT, 
2023) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

201 Mapa de Clasificación de las Tierras 
por su Vocación de Uso.gdb 

Annual rate of 
historical 
deforestation by 
department 

Vocación de uso 
(IGAC, 2017) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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202 4.03 D Tasa deforestación Dptos.xlsx 
Annual historical 
deforestation rate 
by Department 

IDEAM (2021) 
Cross-referenced 
information 

203 4.03 D Tasa deforestación CAR.xlsx 
Annual historical 
deforestation rate 
by CAR 

IDEAM (2021) Cross-referenced 
information 

204 

Special 
characterization 
plans 

PEC JIGUA DEFINITIVO.pdf 

SOCIO-ECONOMIC 
CHARACTERIZATIO
N REPORT OF THE 
COLLECTIVE 
TERRITORY OF 
JIGUAMIANDÓ 

Consejo 
Comunitario del 
territorio colectivo 
de Jiguamiandó,  
Comité de Censo de 
Jiguamiandó, 
Población 
desplazada del 
territorio Colectivo 
de Jiguamiandó, 
ASODEPAR, Tierra 
Prometida, 
Ministerio del 
Interior 

Biotrade 

205 
PEC LA GRANDE 
PROTOCOLIZADO.pdf 

Special 
Characterization 
Plan of the La 
Grande Community 
Council 

Ministerio del 
Interior (2021) Biotrade 

206 
PEC TURRIQUITADO 
PROTOCOLIZADO.pdf 

Special 
Characterization 
Plan Turriquitadó 
Community Council 

Ministerio del 
Interior (2021) Biotrade 
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207 

Internal regulations 
of the Councils 

Aclaracion Juntas Organizadoras 
Locales Jiguamiando.pdf 

Information on the 
Local Organizing 
Boards of the CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Consejo 
Comunitario 
Jiguamiandó (2023) 

Biotrade 

208 
REGLAMENTO INTERNO 
JIGUAMIANDO.pdf 

CC Jiguamiandó 
Internal Regulations 

Consejo 
Comunitario 
Jiguamiandó 

Biotrade 

209 
REGLAMENTO INTERNO LA 
GRANDE.pdf 

Internal Regulations 
of the CC La Grande  

Consejo 
Comunitario La 
Grande 

Biotrade 

210 REGLAMENTO INTERNO 
TURRIQUITADO.pdf 

Internal Regulations 
of the CC 
Turriquitadó  

Consejo 
Comunitario 
Turriquitadó 

Biotrade 

211 

Stakeholder 
consultation 

01_01112022 Otros actores_ 
resguardo Jiguamiando.pdf 

Minutes of 
socialization 
meeting with RI 
Uradá Jiguamiandó 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

212 
02.  26_10_2023 Reunión 
institucional_RAB.pdf 

Minutes of 
socialization 
meeting with CC of 
the project, 
ASCOBA, 
CODECHOCO, 
Curvaradó Parish, 
Riosucio Parish, 
Pastoral Social 
Apartadó, CC 
Montaño, CC 
Murindo, CC Vigia 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 
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213 
01. 
13_07_2022_ComunidadesBIOTRADE
.pdf 

Minutes of meeting 
with CC 
Jiguamiandó. 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

214 
02. 20_21_102022 Acta Jiguamiando 
Lideres_ok.pdf 

Minutes of meeting 
with Community 
Councils of the 
project 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

215 
03. 22_23_102022 Acta Asamblea 
Jiguamiando_ok.pdf 

Minutes of assembly 
meeting with CC 
Jiguamiandó 
communities 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2022) Biotrade 

216 
04. 25_10-2022_Acta Caño 
Seco_Bella Flor_ok.pdf 

Minutes of meeting 
with CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

217 
05. 28_29102022 Acta Asamblea La 
Grande_ok.pdf 

Minutes of assembly 
of CC La Grande 
communities 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2022) Biotrade 

218 
06. 28-29_102022 Acta Asamblea 
Turriquitado_ok.pdf 

Minutes of the CC 
Turriquitadó 
communities 
assembly meeting 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2022) Biotrade 

219 
07. 01112022  Reunión con 
Desplazados_ok.pdf 

Minutes of the 
meeting of the 
displaced 
community of the 
project's CCs 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

220 
08. 12062923 Construcción conjunta 
manual operativo.pdf 

Minutes of the 
meeting for the 

Biotrade and Project 
holders (2023) 

Biotrade 



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

205 | 334 

ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
construction of the 
project 

221 
09. 21_06_2023 Preparación campo 
acciones conservacion.pdf 

Meeting minutes of 
the project's follow-
up activities 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

222 
10. 24_08_2023 Reunión de avance 
socializacion lideres.pdf 

Minutes of meeting 
with Community 
Councils of the 
project 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

223 
11. 13_10_2023 Reunión 
lideres_Fiducia_ok.pdf 

Minutes of Fiduciary 
Management 
meeting 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

224 
12_14102023 Colonia en 
Apartadó_proyecto Jigratu_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDO 
socialization 
meeting in urban 
area 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

225 13_14102023 Colonia en 
Chigorodó_proyecto Jigratu_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD 
socialization 
meeting in the urban 
area 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

226 
14_16102023 La Grande_proyecto 
Jigrantu_OK.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in CC La 
Grande 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

227 
15. 17102023 Turriquitadó_proyecto 
Jigrantu_OK.pdf 

PDD and safeguards 
socialization 
meeting minutes in 
CC Turriquidado 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

206 | 334 

ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

228 
16. 18102023 Curvaradó_proyecto 
Jigrantu_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 
communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

229 17. 19102023 Caño Seco 
Jigrantu_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 
communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

230 18. 20102023 Nueva Esperanza 
Jigrantu_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 
communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

231 19. 22102023 Laguna Jigratú_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 
communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

232 20. 23102023 Uradá Jigratú_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 
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communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

233 21. 23102024 Puerto Lleras_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 
communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

234 22. 24102024 Pueblo Nuevo 
Jigrantu_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 
communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

235 23. 25102023 Centro Jigua 
Jigratú_ok.pdf 

Minutes of PDD and 
safeguards 
socialization 
meeting in 
communities of CC 
Jiguamiando  

Biotrade (2023) Biotrade 

236 
CertificadExistencia_ASOMUNUVITE.
pdf 

Certificate of 
existence and legal 
representation 
Asociación de 
Mujeres de Nueva 
Esperanza en 
Defensa de la Vida y 
el Territorio - 
ASOMUNUVITE 

Cámara de 
comercio del Chocó 
(2022) 

Biotrade 
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237 CertificadoExistencia 
ASOMUJIGUA.pdf 

Certificate of 
existence and legal 
representation 
Asociación de 
Mujeres de la 
Cuenca del Rió de 
Jiguamiandó - 
ASOMUJIGUA 

Cámara de 
comercio del Chocó 
(2023) 

Biotrade 

238 
CertificadoExistencia_ASOPESVIGAN
.pdf 

Certificate of 
existence and legal 
representation of 
the Fishermen's 
Association of the 
Community 
Councils of Vigía de 
Curbaradó, La 
Grande and Villa 
Nueva Montaño - 
ASOPESVIGRAN. 

Cámara de 
comercio del Chocó 
(2023) 

Biotrade 

239 CertificadoExistencia_productores.p
df 

Certificate of 
existence and legal 
representation of 
Asociación de 
Productores para el 
Desarrollo 
Sostenible 
Comunitario de la 
Cuenca del Río 

Cámara de 
comercio del Chocó 
(2023) 

Biotrade 
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Jiguamiandó - 
ASPRODSCO 

240 
CertificadoExistencia_TejiendoConfia
nza.pdf 

Certificate of 
existence and legal 
representation of 
Corporación 
Tejiendo Confianza 
en Jiguamiandó. 

Cámara de 
comercio del Chocó 
(2023) 

Biotrade 

241 Evidence of 
monitoring report 

Acta de concertacion -pesca 
artesanal.pdf 

Coordination 
meeting of the 
support mechanism 
for the promotion of 
artisanal fishing with 
ASOPESVIGRAN. 

AUNAP (2020) Biotrade 

242  Acta suministros pesca artesanal.pdf 
Artisanal fishing 
supply delivery act 

ASOPESVIGAN 
(2022) Biotrade 

243  Proyecto Asopesvigran.pdf 
ASOPESVIGRAN 
Strengthening 
Project USAID  

USAID (2022) Biotrade 

244  
9-12-2022 CONTRATO DE 
SUMINISTROS CUENCAS 
JIGUAMIANDO.pdf 

Supply contract for 
the Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 
project. 

CC Jiguamiandó 
(2022) 

Biotrade 

245  Acta de Entrega Fase 2.pdf 

Delivery of 
Productive Assets 
for the project 
"Emprendiendo 

Ministerio del 
Trabajo and OIT 
(2022) 

Biotrade 
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Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó". 

246  Proy Platano_Comunicado Interno #1 
Jiguamiando.pdf 

Execution of 2nd 
phase of 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños project CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Ministerio del 
Trabajo and OIT 
(2022) 

Biotrade 

247  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.28 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

248  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.49 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

249  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.50 PM (1).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

250  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.50 PM (2).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 

Project holders Biotrade 
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Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

251  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.50 PM (3).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

252  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.50 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

253  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.51 PM (1).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

254  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.51 PM (2).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

255  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.51 PM (3).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 

Project holders Biotrade 
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Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

256  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.51 PM (4).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

257  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.51 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

258  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.52 PM (1).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

259  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.27.52 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

260  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.29.45 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 

Project holders Biotrade 



Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

213 | 334 

ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

261  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.29.46 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the execution of 
the project 
Emprendiendo 
Sueños CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

262  Cotización drenajes.pdf 

Drainage ditch 
construction 
quotation CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Alemagrop (2022) Biotrade 

263  FO_Adecuación de 
caminos.pdf 

Report Construction and 
maintenance of bridges 
and roads CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Biotrade 

264  Cuneta de drenaje 1.png 
Photographic record 
of bridge and road 
improvement 

Project holders Biotrade 

265  Cuneta de drenaje 2.png 
Photographic record 
of bridge and road 
improvement 

Project holders Biotrade 

266  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.30.37 PM (1).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of bridge and road 
improvement 

Project holders Biotrade 
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267  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.30.37 PM (2).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of bridge and road 
improvement 

Project holders Biotrade 

268  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.30.37 PM (3).jpeg 

Photographic record 
Adequacy of bridges 
and roads 

Project holders Biotrade 

269  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.30.37 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of bridges and roads 
improvement 

Project holders Biotrade 

270  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.30.38 PM (1).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of bridges and roads 
improvement 

Project holders Biotrade 

271  WhatsApp Image 2023-12-16 at 
12.30.38 PM (2).jpeg 

Photographic record 
of bridge and road 
improvement 

Project holders Biotrade 

272  Articulo aprovechamiento tradicional 
de aves silvestres.pdf 

Article derived from 
Thesis Traditional 
use of wild birds in 
the lower basin of 
the Atrato River 

Asprilla-Perea and 
Romaña-Romaña 
(2022) 

Biotrade 

273  Informe Final aprovechamiento 
aves.pdf 

Thesis THE ROLE OF 
WILD BIRDS IN THE 
TRADITIONAL 
FEEDING OF 
HUMAN 
COMMUNITIES IN 
TROPICAL 
WETLAND ZONES: 
EVALUATION IN 

Yirson Romaña 
Romaña (2023) 

Biotrade 
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NORTHWESTERN 
COLOMBIA 

274  CERTIFICADO SAMA Acciones 
conservación.pdf 

Certification of the 
execution of 
conservation 
activities/actions of 
the Jigrantu project. 

Secretaría de 
Agricultura y Medio 
Ambiente - SAMA 
(2023) 

Biotrade 

275  Diagnostico acciones conservación 
V.4.0.pdf 

Diagnosis of the 
conservation 
actions of the 
REDD+ JIGRANTU 
Project that 
integrates the 
Community 
Councils: 
Turriquitadadó, La 
Grande and 
Jiguamiandó. 

Biotradeand Project 
holders (2024) 

Biotrade 

276  Certificado cultural Manuel y 
Melkin.pdf 

Certificate of 
execution of 2019 
activities in the 
framework of the 
Cultural Recovery 
Plan of the CC 
Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

277  Fortalecimiento cultural- Informe 
narrativo_con fecha.pdf 

Socialization report 
of the Cultural 
Recovery Plan of the 
CC Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 
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278  Fortalecimiento cultural. Anexo 1. 
Presentación jiguamiando.pptx 

Characterization of 
the cultural status in 
the collective 
territory of 
Jiguamiandó. 

Project holders Biotrade 

279  Fiestas 20191.jpeg 
Photograph of 
patron saint 
festivities 2019 

Project holders Biotrade 

280  Fiestas patronales 2019.jpeg 
Photograph of 
patron saint 
festivities 2019 

Project holders Biotrade 

281  Fiestas patronales 2019.mp4 
Video of the patron 
saint's festivities 
2019 

Project holders Biotrade 

282  Fiestas patronales 20192.jpeg 
Photograph of the 
patron saint 
festivities 2019 

Project holders Biotrade 

283  Fiestas patronales 20193.jpeg 
Photograph of the 
patron saint 
festivities 2019 

Project holders Biotrade 

284  fiestas patronales 20194.jpeg 
Photograph of 
patron saint 
festivities 2019 

Project holders Biotrade 

285  FO_informe registro_control 
reforestacion.pdf 

Reforestation 
conservation action 
report 

Project holders Biotrade 

286  TimePhoto_20230627_081602.jpeg Photographic record 
of monitoring of 

Project holders Biotrade 
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reforestation 
activities 

287  TimePhoto_20230627_081605.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of monitoring of 
reforestation 
activities 

Project holders Biotrade 

288  TimePhoto_20230627_082001.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of monitoring of 
reforestation 
activities 

Project holders Biotrade 

289  TimePhoto_20230627_082011.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of monitoring 
activities 
Reforestation 

Project holders Biotrade 

290  TimePhoto_20230627_083102.jpeg 

Reforestation 
activities 
photographic record 
Reforestation 
activities 
photographic record 

Project holders Biotrade 

291  TimePhoto_20230627_083105.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of monitoring of 
reforestation 
activities 

Project holders Biotrade 

292  FO_informe registro_manati.pdf 
Manatí conservation 
actions report 

Project holders Biotrade 

293  WhatsApp Image 2023-09-07 at 
8.53.14 PM.jpeg 

Manatee monitoring 
follow-up 

Project holders Biotrade 
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photographic 
registry 

294  WhatsApp Image 2023-09-07 at 
8.53.15 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the Manatee 
monitoring follow up 

Project holders Biotrade 

295  WhatsApp Image 2023-09-07 at 
8.53.32 PM.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the monitoring of 
the Manatí 

Project holders Biotrade 

296  TimePhoto_20230626_073126.jpeg 
Photographic record 
of the monitoring of 
the Hicotea 

Project holders Biotrade 

297  TimePhoto_20230626_073201.jpeg 
Photographic record 
of the monitoring of 
the Hicotea 

Project holders Biotrade 

298  TimePhoto_20230626_073230.jpeg 
Photographic record 
of the monitoring of 
the Hicotea 

Project holders Biotrade 

299  TimePhoto_20230626_073654.jpeg 
Photographic record 
of the monitoring of 
the Hicotea 

Project holders Biotrade 

300  TimePhoto_20230626_073704.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of the follow-up 
monitoring of 
Hicotea 

Project holders Biotrade 

301  TimePhoto_20230626_074032.jpeg 

Photographic record 
of follow-up 
monitoring of 
Hicotea 

Project holders Biotrade 
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302  Acuerdos pesca responsable_obs 
firma.pdf 

Responsible 
artisanal fishing 
agreement 

ASOPESVIGRAN 
(2021) 

Biotrade 

303  PLAN DE CORTA 
JIGUAMIANDO1.docx 

Forest Management 
Plan CC 
Jiguamiandó 

CC Jiguamiandó 
(2022) 

Biotrade 

304  Resolución 0010 de 2019.pdf 

Resolution 0010 of 
2019 Authorization 
of Persistent Forest 
Harvesting 

CODECHOCO 
(2019) 

Biotrade 

305  RESOLUCION 1310 DEL 2020.pdf 

Resolution 1311 of 
2020 Authorization 
of Persistent Forest 
Harvesting 

CODECHOCO 
(2020) 

Biotrade 

306  RESOLUCION 1311 DEL 2020.pdf 

Resolution 1311 of 
2020 Authorization 
of Persistent Forest 
Harvesting 

CODECHOCO 
(2020) 

Biotrade 

307  Resolución 1712 de 2019.pdf 

Resolution 1712 of 
2019 Authorization 
for Persistent Forest 
Harvesting 

CODECHOCO 
(2019) 

Biotrade 

308  Resolución 1713 de 2019.pdf 

Resolution 1713 of 
2019 Authorization 
for Persistent Forest 
Harvesting 

CODECHOCO 
(2019) Biotrade 

309  SUNL.xlsx 
Single National 
Salvoconduct 
Registration on Line 

SUNL (2022) Biotrade 
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310  RESOLUCION 2296 DE 2022.pdf 

Resolution 2296 of 
2019 Authorization 
for Persistent 
Forestry Exploitation 

CODECHOCO 
(2019) Biotrade 

311  RESOLUCION 2297 DE 2022.pdf 

Resolution 2297 of 
2019 Authorization 
for Persistent 
Forestry Exploitation 

CODECHOCO 
(2019) 

Biotrade 

312  Sentencia-T-
622_Atrato_seguimiento.pdf 

Third follow-up 
report on Ruling T-
622 of 2016. 

MADS (2018) Biotrade 

313 

Land tenure 

Constancia incripcion La Grande 
2024.pdf 

Proof of registration 
CC La Grande 

Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2024) 

Biotrade 

314 
2023_Constancia Inscripción La 
Grande Fawer Paz.pdf 

Proof of registration 
CC La Grande 

Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2023) 

Biotrade 

315 
Resolucion_2806_2000_Titulo 
colectivo La Grande.pdf 

Allocation of 
collective territory 
CC La Grande 

INCORA (2000) Biotrade 

316 
RESOLUCIOìN No. 105 de 2021 - 
CONSEJO COMUNITARIO DE LA 
]Å  ?EНљ9§9§]Å  њНЮƓĬŉ 

Updating of the 
Board and legal 
representative of CC 
La Grande in the 
National Public 
Registry of 
Community 
Councils 

Ministerio de Interior 
(2021) 

Biotrade 

317 
ACTA JUGUAMIANDO_nuevas 
comunidades.pdf 

General Assembly 
inclusion of new 

CC Jiguamiandó 
(2022) 

Biotrade 
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communities CC 
Jiguamiandó  

318 
ResoluciŹn 02801_200 TŖtulo 
Colectivo Jiguamiando.pdf 

Adjudication of 
collective territory 
CC Jiguamiandó 

INCORA (2000) Biotrade 

319 
2021_Constancia_Melkin Romaña 
Río Jiguamiandó.pdf 

Proof of registration 
of CC Jiguamiandó 

Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2021) Biotrade 

320 
2023_Constancia_Repre_legal_Alcide
s_ Turriquidado.pdf 

Proof of registration 
CC Turriquitadó 

Alcaldía Carmen del 
Darien (2023) Biotrade 

321 Resolucion 02799_2000_Turriquitadó 
Titulo Colectivo.pdf 

Adjudication of 
collective territory 
CC Turriquitadadó 

INCORA (2000) Biotrade 

322 
Petitions, 
Complaints, Claims 
or Suggestions 

Procedimiento PQRDS Proyecto 
REDD+ JIGRANTU.pdf 

PQRSD 
Management 
Procedure REDD+ 
JIGRANTU REDD+ 
Project 

Project holders Biotrade 

323 Information 
management 

Procedimiento Gestión de la 
Información en Proyectos REDD+ 
BIOTRADE. Versión 1.0.pdf 

Procedure for 
Information 
Management in 
REDD+ Projects 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

324 

Evidence of 
formulation 

LISTADOS CENSALES 
JIGUAMIAND4_.xlsx 

Population census 
CC Jiguamiandó 

Project holders Biotrade 

325 CENSO GLOBAL LA GRANDE 
2023.xlsx 

Population census 
CC La Grande 

Project holders Biotrade 

326 CENSO GLOBAL TURRIQUITADO 
2023.xlsx 

Population census 
CC Turriquitadó 

Project holders Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

327 Encuestas JIGRANTU 2022.xlsx 
Compilation of 
socioeconomic 
survey CC of project 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

328 Encuesta Feider Luis Jaramillo 
Moreno.pdf 

Evidence of 
socioeconomic 
survey in CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

329 
Encuesta Hamer Romaña Deniz - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Evidence of 
socioeconomic 
survey in CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

330 
Encuesta Ivan Barrios Vargas - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Evidence of 
socioeconomic 
survey in CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

331 Encuesta José Nelio Denis Sanchez -
Jigrantú.pdf 

Evidence of socio-
economic survey in 
CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

332 
Encuesta Magnolia Chala - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Evidence of socio-
economic survey in 
CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

333 Encuesta Norelia Paz - Jigrantú.pdf 
Evidence of socio-
economic survey in 
CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

334 Encuesta Victoriano Arce - Jigratú.pdf 
Evidence of socio-
economic survey in 
CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

335 Encuestas Elkin Zu Suarez.pdf 
Evidence of 
socioeconomic 
survey in CC 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

336 
Entrevista Edelmira Sierra Teheran - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

337 Entrevista Erasmo Ortiz Sierra - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

338 
Entrevista Jorge Eliecer Palencia 
Serna - Jigratú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

339 
Entrevista Justina Becerra Cuesta - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

340 Entrevista Maryeris Romaña Paz - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

341 
Entrevista María Rufina Hernandez - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

342 Entrevista Pablo Paz - Jigrantú.pdf 
Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

343 
Entrevista Regulo Cordoba Panesso - 
Jigrantú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

344 Entrevista Sergio Albeiro Agames 
Sanchez - Jigrantú.pdf 

Interview 
deforestation 
drivers 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

345 MAPA DE COBERTURA.kmz 
Evidence of 
territorial tours and 
diagnostics  

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

346 Puntos verificados2.kmz 
Evidence of 
territorial tours and 
diagnostics  

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

347 PuntosVerificados1.kmz 
Evidence of 
territorial tours and 
diagnostics  

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

348 
SVG-3.2 Mapeo de las comunidades 
Proyecto REDD+ JIGRANTU.pdf 

Mapping of 
communities 
JIGRANTU REDD+ 
Project 

Biotrade (2022) Biotrade 

349 

Reference Level of 
Forest Emissions 
from Deforestation 
in Colombia 

Propuesta De Nivel De Referencia De 
Las Emisiones Forestales Por 
Deforestación en Colombia para Pago 
por Resultados de REDD+ Bajo la 
CMUCC 2018-2022.pdf 

Proposed Reference 
Level of Forest 
Emissions from 
Deforestation in 
Colombia 20 for 
REDD+ Payment for 
Results under the 
UNFCCC 2018-2022 

MADS and IDEAM 
(2020) 

Cross-referenced 
information 

350 

Propuesta De Nivel De Referencia De 
Las Emisiones Forestales Por 
Deforestación en Colombia para Pago 
por Resultados de REDD+ Bajo la 
CMUCC 2023-2027.pdf 

Proposed Reference 
Level of Forest 
Emissions from 
Deforestation in 
Colombia 20 for 
REDD+ Payment for 
Results under the 
UNFCCC 2023-2027 

MADS and IDEAM 
(2024) 

Cross-referenced 
information 
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ID Topic Archive Description Author(s) Source 

351 
Updated 
documentsdated 
documents 

16082024_numero de radicado de 
solicitud de actualizacion 
represntacion legal.pdf 

Request for 
updating the registry 
of CC Jiguamiandó 
of the Ministry of the 
Interior 

Project holders Biotrade 
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11.5 Annex 5. Clarification requests, corrective action requests and forward action 
requests 

REQUESTS FOR CORRECTIVE ACTIONS, CLARIFICATIONS, AND FUTURE 

ACTIONS 

 

The table below explains how ICONTEC has dealt with the Request for Corrective Action (SAC), 
Request for Clarification (SA) or Request for Future Action (SAF) describing how the PP has 
modified the design of the GHG Project, corrected the DDP, the monitoring report, or provided 
additional explanations or evidence that satisfied ICONTEC's requests. 

This table also explains the issues related to the findings, the responses provided by the GHG 
Project holder, the means of validation/verification of such responses and their documentary 
references, as well as the changes that resulted to the DDP or monitoring report or its 
accompanying documents: 

 

CAR No.  01 Requirement No. BCR V3.2 Standard 

Section 8 

Date: 04.12.2023 

Description of the CAR 

1. During the documentary review, it was evident that the Project Document (V2.0 of 03 Nov 23) and 
the Monitoring Report (V1.0) are incomplete, therefore, it is requested: 

 
1.1. Attach the Project Document (PDD) and the Monitoring Report (RM) fully completed according 

to the methodological guidelines and sections described in the BCR templates. 
1.2. Reference in these documents (or in any that so requires) the use and version of the tools and 

guides provided by BCR, and if applicable, attach the necessary supports for the development 
and/or compliance with them. 

1.3. It is recommended to attach in section 5 of the PDD information summarizing the responsibilities 
and obligations of each of the parties involved in the development and implementation of the 
project.  

 

Project Developer's Response Date: 19-12-2023 

1. This finding is answered as follows: 
1.1. The Project Document (PDD) and the Monitoring Report (RM) are attached, fully completed in 

accordance with the methodological guidelines and the sections described in the BCR 
templates. 

1.2. The documents referred to the use and version of the tools and guides provided by BCR and 
the necessary supports.  

1.3. In section 5. Paragraph 5.1. The Project Document (PDD) includes information on the 
responsibilities and obligations of the three (3) Community Councils and the company Biotrade 
SAS involved in the project (the four parties with ownership of the project). 

 

Documentation submitted by the project developer 
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DDP version 2.0  

Monitoring Report Version 1.0 

Evaluation of the audit team  Date: 26-12-2023 

https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/Eglr64p8u8BDuAl7jFsMZ70B8WuCZKSD3bXgUTaeZFdLJA?e=IVgL0t
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1. In the PDD, the following must be complied with: 
 
1.1 Project Overview 

 

As stated within the template: 

 

 
1.1.1. A total of 67,431 ha of forest are found by mapping at the beginning of the project with the 

layer named Forest Area 2022. 
1.1.2. The public comment period for the project is not within the PDD. 
1.1.3. All those responsible for the indicators mentioned within the PDD should be reviewed 
1.1.4. Not all cartographic layers of the areas presented in the documents are found 

  
1.2. It is closed because it is complied with throughout the document 

 
1.3. REPRESENTATIVES OF THE COMMUNITY COUNCILS: The mention of Messrs. MELKIN 

ROMAÑA CUESTA, FAWER PAZ CÓRDOBA and ALCIDES PANESSO PALACIOS as 
representatives of the Community Councils of the Jiguamiandó, La Grande and Turriquitadó 
River corresponds to what is stated in Alliance contracts 009, 010 and 011 respectively. 
 
RESPONSIBILITIES OF COMMUNITY COUNCILS:  
 
In the Project Document (PDD) (PROJECT BCR_FORMATO Version 2) in its Chapter 5 
Ownership and Rights of Carbon, subchapter 5.1 Project Owner, a series of "Responsibilities and 
obligations of the Community Councils" and the "Obligations and responsibilities of BIOTRADE 
S.A.S". are included. The following are the observations on the adoption of these obligations in 
Alliance Contracts 009, 010 and 011 signed between BIOTRADE S.A.S. and the Community 
Councils of the Jiguamiandó, La Grande and Turriquitadó, respectively: 
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1.3.1. Responsibilities and obligations of the Community Councils: They are transcribed in 
Clause Seven, paragraph 1 of each of the contracts, with small variations that refer to the 
name of each Community Council with the exception of numeral 7 where it is stated that 
emphasis should be placed on the Monitoring Report which is originally defined between 
the years 2018 to 2022, something that is suggested to be reviewed so that it is in 
accordance with The actual times of the project (project lifetime). 

1.3.2. In the contracts, one more obligation is added to those contained in the Project Document 
(PDD) (PROJECT BCR_FORMATO Version 2) in its Chapter 5 Ownership and rights of 
carbon, subchapter 5.1 Project Owner, it is the inclusion in numeral 1 that refers to the 
declaration made by each Community Council about the non-existence of a previous 
contract,  agreement, pact or alliance with the same object of the contract or that prevents 
or hinders the development of the contract. For reasons of traceability and 
correspondence between the Project Document and the Alliance Contracts, it is 
considered to relocate this obligation to the body of the latter, either as an independent 
Clause, as a section within the same Clause or as the legal technique dictates. 

1.3.3. Obligations and Responsibilities of BIOTRADE S.A.S.: In the Alliance Agreements, they 
are set forth in the first paragraph of the Sixth Clause, which is unnamed. The paragraph 
indicates that BIOTRADE S.A.S., as a Party I, is specially obliged in the Alliance 
Contracts to comply with a series of eight (8) obligations, of which only four (4), those 
included in numerals 5 to 8, correspond to those established in the Project Document 
(numerals 4 to 7 in Chapter 5 Ownership and rights of carbon,  subchapter 5.1 Project 
Owner in the specific part of Obligations and Responsibilities of BIOTRADE S.A.S. Again, 
it is suggested for reasons of coherence, traceability and correspondence between the 
Project Document and the Alliance Contracts that both instruments be harmonized and 
adequately articulated in this substantial aspect of the agreement between the parties, 
essential for the fulfillment of the contractual object. 

Open 

 

CAR open 

Project Developerôs Response Date: 23-01-2024 
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1.  
1.1.  

1.1.1. The Project Description was added in section 2 of the PDD. 
1.1.2. The forest area at the beginning of the Project corresponds to the 2019 Forest Area layer 

because the quantification period begins in this year, for this reason the 2019 layer should 
be consulted and not the 2022 layer since the latter would be the one at the end of the first 
verification period. 

1.1.3. Section 10.4 of the PDD includes the public comment period for the project: "The public 
consultation of the REDD+ JIGRANTU project on the BioCarbon Registry platform began 
on October 20, 2023 and concluded on November 19 of the same year. Throughout this 
period, no public comments were received from stakeholders, institutions, or other actors 
involved in the platform."  

1.1.4.  Information was provided on those responsible for the implementation and measurement 
of the indicators mentioned within the PDD 

1.1.5. It was included inside folder 7. CARTOGRAPHY subfolder V.3 the GeoPackage and the 
Geodatabase containing the forest area by community council, leakage area, and reference 
area layers considering that they were the cartographic layers that were needed. The rest 
of the layers are inside the V.2 subfolder.   

 
1.2. Already resolved in the previous findings report. 
 
1.3. Regarding the observations presented regarding the harmonization and coherence between the 

responsibilities and obligations of the technical documents, especially in the PDD and the 
Alliance Contracts between BIOTRADE SAS and each of the Community Councils, another 
clarification of the Alliance Contracts 009, 010 and 011 was advanced; clarification modifications 
that were advanced in the sequential order of the clauses of the minutes of contracts. The clarity 
for each of the observations indicated by the auditor is developed below:  

 
1.3.1. In the minutes of the Alliance Contracts 009, 010 and 011, the first paragraph of the seventh 

clause is adjusted, with clarifying modifications as follows:  
 

CLAUSE FIVE. MODIFY, in order to harmonize the obligations and responsibilities of the 

COMMUNITY COUNCIL OF LA GRANDE, IN THE DIFFERENT TECHNICAL DOCUMENTS OF THE REDD+ 

JIGRANTU Project, especially with the Project Document ( PDD), the modification ofthe FIRST 

PARAGRAPH is advanced. CLAUSE SEVEN. RESPONSIBILITIES AND OBLIGATIONS OF PART II. Where 

the wording of the information of the monitoring and quantification reporting period of the GHG 

emission reductions of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project is adjusted, speci fically in items 7 and 11; It 

also includes two additional items to the responsibilities and obligations of the COMMUNITY 

COUNCIL OF LA GRANDE, being as follows:  

FIRST PARAGRAPH. CLAUSE SEVEN. RESPONSIBILITIES AND OBLIGATIONS OF PART II (...)  

 7. Facilitate, cooperate and transmit the information and help manage documentary 

information that is in the possession of other private or public organizations that has been 

developed with the Community Council, in order to guarantee quality in the process of 

preparing the Project Document ( PDD) and the Monitoring Report (RM), especially of the 

https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EkMV7lyAE6ROotsPB44ofrcBZvxqB1KeBRnt9fvRc_tXOA?e=wM2wvO
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/ElNTY0fiO35Np9ur4KojPXMBs6pds4gMcPI8nE-p8eok1w?e=7iSaO0
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/ElNTY0fiO35Np9ur4KojPXMBs6pds4gMcPI8nE-p8eok1w?e=7iSaO0
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retroactivity period, set by the carbon standard defined for the formulation of the REDD 

project. (...)  

11. Contribute to the Monitoring, Reporting and Verification Coordinator, as well as to the 

technical committee of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project, in the preparation of the 

Monitoring Reports and quantification of GHG emission reductions during the useful life 

of  the project.  

12. Jointly establish the Governance System (SG) and the Operational Manual (OM) 

detailing the responsibilities and actions required for the correct financial execution and 

implementation of the REDD activities defined in the Benefit -Sharing System (WFS).  

13. THE COMMUNITY COUNCIL OF LA GRANDE will be the BENEFICIARY TRUSTOR, for the 

administration of the financial resources of the project and contribute to its correct 

implementation of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project.   

Note : The Beneficiary Settlor is defined as the group, ethnicity and/or person to whom the 

resources that the constituent settlor contributes and/or transfers to the trust as an ally 

(without fiduciary rights) will be transferred, such assets and/or resources are 100% of the 

respective beneficiary settlors.  

 
1.3.2. It is considered unnecessary to relocate in the body of Alliance Contracts 009, 010 and 011, 

the obligation and responsibility associated with the "declaration of the non-existence of a 
previous contract, agreement, pact or alliance with the same object of the contract or that 
would prevent or hinder the development of the ALLIANCE CONTRACT between 
BIOTRADE and each Community Council"; since, in the minutes of each of the Alliance 
Contracts, it is described in numeral 6 of the "CONSIDERATIONS PART II", an extension 
description associated with this condition, which is presented below:    

 

CONSIDERATIONS PART II ..."6. That as of the date of signing this Contract, the Greater 
Community Council of the Jiguamiando River Basin has not signed an alliance agreement with 
any other national or foreign company, public or private, to carry out the following types of 
activities; Design or execution of projects for the reduction of emissions due to deforestation and 
degradation (REDD+), avoiding greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, due to the reduction of 
deforestation and forest degradation and reduction projects of the "REDD+" type, mitigation, 
capture and sequestration of greenhouse gases to be implemented in the Territory of the 
Community Council,  b) Implementation of PES projects or other projects that obtain carbon 
credits. c). Monitoring, Reporting, Verification or Certification of projects for the reduction, 
mitigation, and capture of greenhouse gases in the Territory of the Community Council, d). 
Technical and scientific support for the development of projects for the reduction, mitigation, 
capture and sequestration of greenhouse gases to be implemented in the Territory of the 
Community Council, e). Management of registration process(s) with entities, standards or 
technical norms, whether national or international, in the field of carbon, f). Management of 
processes for the issuance of certified emission reduction units in any of the commercial and 
technical denominations such as CERS, VCUs, GS CERs, VERs, etc. (Carbon Credits) before 
entities, standards or technical norms, whether national or international, in terms of carbon, g). 
Commercialization and its associated activities such as promotion, negotiation, sale and transfer 
of certified emission reduction units in any of its commercial and technical denominations such 
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as CERS, VCUs, GS CERs, VERs, etc. As well as all those activities related to the development 
of projects for the reduction, mitigation, capture and/or sequestration of greenhouse gases to be 
implemented in the Territory of the Community Council." 

 
1.3.3.  The harmonization and proper articulation of the responsibilities and obligations of 

BIOTRADE SAS was advanced. This fulfillment involved a specific clause in the other side 
of each of the alliance contracts. The following is a description of this setting:  

 

CLAUSE FOUR. MODIFY, to  harmonize the obligations and responsibilities of BIOTRADE SAS, in the 

different technical documents of the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project, especially with the Project 

Document ( PDD), the FIRST PARAGRAPH OF THE SIXTH CLAUSE is included. OBLIGATIONS AND 

RESPONSIBILITIES OF PART I, the following obligations and responsibilities arising from the exercise 

of the joint formulation of the Project, considered relevant, consequently, five (5) obligations 

and responsibilities are added to those established in the minutes o f the alliance contract, 

leaving a total of thirteen (13) obligations and responsibilities for BIOTRADE SAS, the obligations 

that are added are:  

FIRST PARAGRAPH OF THE SIXTH CLAUSE. OBLIGATIONS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF PART I (...)  

9. Jointly establish the Governance System (SG) and the Operational Manual (OM) 

detailing the responsibilities and actions required for the correct financial execution 

and implementation of the REDD activities defined in the Benefit -Sharing System (WFS).  

10. It will provide the administrative, financial and technical support required by the 

steering committees, technical committees and the oversight and control committee.   

11. It will support decision -making processes in the implementation of the REDD+ actions 

of the WDS.   

12. It will implement the project's REDD+ actions according to the technical and social 

guidelines of the Community Council.  

13. BIOTRADE SAS will be the CONSTITUENT TRUSTEE, for the administration of the financial 

resources of the project and contribute to its correct implementation by each of the 

Community councils that make up the REDD+ JIGRANTU Project.   

Note : The Constituent Settlor is defined as the person and/or company that will transfer the 

assets and/or resources to the TRUST and has the responsibility to comply with the object of 

the Trust Agreement.  

 

Documentation submitted by the project developer 
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- Version 3 of the map that includes the forest area by community council, in the leakage area, and in 
the reference area  

- GeoPackage and Geodatabase of the forest area by community council, in the leakage area, and in 
the reference area  

- DoP V. 3.0 
- Otheryes to Alliance Contract 009. 
- Also to Alliance Contract 010. 
- Otheryes to Alliance Contract 011. 

Evaluation of the audit team  Date: 29.01.2024 

https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/Et5o7GUM-2lMq1NT_HnxFEEBXRHnH8roiayu5Xrq7ECmXA?e=2z13mW
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EkMV7lyAE6ROotsPB44ofrcBZvxqB1KeBRnt9fvRc_tXOA?e=wM2wvO
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/ElNTY0fiO35Np9ur4KojPXMBs6pds4gMcPI8nE-p8eok1w?e=7iSaO0
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:f:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/Eor0-TLrP1FEkm0y-I0xanQBsPIh4G9qHkTz6f7uGgBbWw?e=oS66po
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EYu55MM4DmZAh6apr99SwLcBfH8x6Xng8K47_rQdwTv0dA?e=HAbatt
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EaekO-Qhji9EtEw_NI7Q8AQBk4EthDcobwpu_OeqUMexrQ?e=jtiU0E
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/ESFKqVeTozhKpKJ7IkFo-oIB_5mota03KeGucLua19V68g?e=zHoplU
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1. 
1.1.  

1.1.1. Section 2 of PDD V3.0 was adjusted so that it complies with the methodological 
benchmarks described in the template provided by BCR. Closed numeral 

1.1.2. The cartography was adjusted, and it was satisfactorily verified that the eligible area (forest 
area at the start of the project- 2019) matches throughout the project information and is 
derived from the layers: 
- APRioJiguamiando ð Area_de_bosque_2019 
- ABLaGrande ð Area_de_bosque_2019 
- ABTurriquitado ð Area_de_bosque_2019 
 
However, within the V3.0 cartography there are other layers associated with the forest area 
("ABLaGrande ï GFW_La Grande", "ABRioJiguamiando ï GFW_RioJiguamiando" and 
"ABTurriquitado ï GFW_turriquitado"), which do not correspond to the previously 
mentioned layers. It is requested to clarify what is the reason for the eligible areas of these 
layers not matching? Do they correspond to different periods? What information 
differentiates that group of layers? 
 
The layers of GFW_LaGrande, GFW_RioJiguamiando and GFW_Turriquitado show only 
the loss of forest from the different years, while the other layers ABLaGrande, 
ABRioJiguamiando and ABTurriquitado present the forest area year by year. The forest 
area is derived from the Global Forest Watch layer of the GFW project area, in this the 
year-by-year losses are considered, the gridcode 0 corresponds to the forest area to 2022, 
for the rest of the years it is necessary to take the loss of the year analyzed plus the sum 
of the loss of the years after it. 
Closed numeral 

1.1.3. Section 10.4 of PDD V3.0 has been adjusted to include information related to public 
comments on the project. Closed numeral 

1.1.4. Section 2.3 of PDD V3.0 has been adjusted to include information related to the 
responsible parties involved in each implementation and measurement activity during this 
monitoring period. In addition, it was clarified that those responsible for the implementation 
and measurement of the activities set out in the project's Monitoring Plan will be 
consolidated as the Governance System makes the clarifications and appointments it 
deems pertinent. Closed numeral 

1.1.5. The V3.0 of the cartography was appended, which includes layers of forest area per 
Community Council by year (historical period and monitoring period), forest area in the 
reference area by year (historical period and monitoring period) and forest area in the 
leakage area by year (historical period and monitoring period). Closed numeral 

 
1.2. Closed numeral 

 
1.3.  

1.3.1. The "OTROSÍ" are provided to the Alliance contracts 009, 010 and 011 of 2022 in which 
the modifications related to the responsibilities and obligations of the parties were made, 
so that it is in line with the information described in the project documents. These 
modifications also included the adjustment to the period of quantification of the project's 
emission reductions, complying with the guidelines for the start date set forth in the BCR 
Standard. Closed numeral 

1.3.2. The section "CONSIDERATIONS PART II" (numeral 6) of the Alliance Contracts includes 
the necessary information to clarify the previous non-existence of a contract, agreement, 
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pact or alliance with the same contractual object of the present that prevents or hinders 
the development of this contract. Closed numeral 

1.3.3. The "OTROSÍ" are provided to the Alliance contracts 009, 010 and 011 of 2022 in which 
the modifications related to the number and description of responsibilities or obligations of 
the parties were made, so that such information is consistent throughout the project 
documents. Closed numeral 

Since all the numerals of the application have been resolved, the CAR is closed. 

 

CAR No.  02 Requirement 
No. 

BCR V3.2 Standard 

18. REDD+ 
Safeguards 

Date:  04.12.2023 

Description of the CAR 

During the on-site audit and through the evidence collection mechanisms, it was mentioned that within the 
distribution percentage established for the communities (70%), 5% of this total will be directed exclusively 
to cover the administrative issues involved in the implementation of the project. However, this agreement 
or distribution is not evidenced within the contracts or within the project documents. 
 
It is requested that this information be adjusted so that these agreements are explicitly mentioned. 

Project Developer's Response Date: 19-12-2023 

In the joint construction of the Operational Manual -MO (supported in minutes of meeting with community 
No. 08 of June 12, 2023), it was evidenced that the project should invest resources both in the 
administrative process, as well as in operating expenses and payroll of the personnel linked to the project, 
according to this, the legal representatives of the Community Councils decided that 5% of the total project 
would be allocated to this item. 

The agreement on the 5% administration was established at the joint construction meeting of the 
Operational Manual ï MO in Belén de Bajira on June 12, 2023, where it was made explicit to all 
stakeholders. As stated in the document Operational Manual REDD+ JIGRANTU Project V2. in Table 3. 
and detailed in Note 1 to Chapter 7.  

The finding is answered by adjusting to the Benefit Sharing System -BSS of the REDD+JIGRANTU Project. 

 

Documentation submitted by the project developer 

Minutes 08. 12062023 Operational manual construction  

JIGRANTU V2 REDD+ Project Operational Manual 

 

Evaluation of the audit team  Date: 26-12-2023 

https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EXF4hP-1sclNpo5JwScJxMMBEEpWPQ-8nrCuZc641FQT6g?e=QZTsWu
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EXF4hP-1sclNpo5JwScJxMMBEEpWPQ-8nrCuZc641FQT6g?e=QZTsWu
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EaH1CvNLWRVBviISkLLXB4UBItoQZRW8OaQB_1P8hmwT5A?e=hs1X29
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EXF4hP-1sclNpo5JwScJxMMBEEpWPQ-8nrCuZc641FQT6g?e=QZTsWu
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EXF4hP-1sclNpo5JwScJxMMBEEpWPQ-8nrCuZc641FQT6g?e=QZTsWu
https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EaH1CvNLWRVBviISkLLXB4UBItoQZRW8OaQB_1P8hmwT5A?e=hs1X29


Joint Validation and Verification Report template 
Version 1.2  

 

236 | 334 

The aspect related to the agreement between the parties to allocate 5% of the income to the operating 
expenses and payroll of the personnel linked to the project, is not referenced in the Tenth Clause called 
"Income" of Alliance Contracts 009, 010 and 011 of 2022, which indicates that the economic income 
derived from the sale of the bonds will be divided in a proportion of 70% for the Community Council and 
30% for BIOTRADE S.A.S., therefore the aforementioned 5% is not contractually supported nor is it binding 
on the parties. 

The Operational Manual is reviewed, and the distribution is found, and specifically it is obtained from the 
initial 70% that corresponds to the community councils, so the request is met. 

 

CAR closed 

 

CAR No.  03 Requirement 
No. 

Methodology BCR0002 
V3.1 

8.2 Reference Region 

Date:  04.12.2023 

Description of the CAR 

The methodology BCR0002 in its chapter 8.2, related to the Reference Region for the estimation of the 
baseline, indicates that the project should consider the following criteria: 
 

 
 
Performing the review of the cartography, it is evident that the first step is not complied with, as evidenced 
below: 

 
 

The corresponding adjustments and modifications must be made to comply with the methodology. 
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Project Developer's Response Date: 19-12-2023 

The BCR0002 standard. METHODOLOGICAL DOCUMENT AFOLU SECTOR. Quantification of GHG 
Emission Reductions. REDD+ Projects. Version 3.1. where in its numeral 8.2. Reference region for baseline 
estimation is expressed as follows:  

ñé (a) the reference region may include all of part of the project area;éò 

 

However, taking into account that the BCR STANDARD document. From differentiated responsibility to 
common responsibility. Version 3.2. In its numeral 3 it expresses:  

ñ3. General Terms 

The following general terms apply for this Standard: 

a. ñShallò is used to indicate that the requirement shall be met; 

b. ñShouldò is used to suggest that, among several possibilities, a course of action recommended as 

particularly appropriate; 

c. ñMayò is used to indicate that it is permitted.ò 

 

Therefore, it means what is permissible, or can be carried out. Consequently, it is not a mandatory 
requirement. 

Documentation submitted by the project developer 

Attached is the e-mail response received by the BCR Technical Committee, in the folder: REDD+ PROJECT 
JIGRANTU/17. AUDIT, VALIDATION AND VERIFICATION/2. First round of findings/3. Appendices First 
Round of Findings/1. Corrective Actions/A. Corrective 3. Annex 

 

Evaluation of the audit team  Date: 26-12-2023 

The finding is solved with the developer's response. 

CAR closed 

 

CAR No.  04 Requirement 
No. 

17. Sustainable 
Development goals 

SDG ï Tool 

 

BCR V3.2 Standard 

Date:  04.12.2023 

Description of the CAR 

To comply with the SDGs, it is necessary to include within the strategic lines the contributions that the 
project has in terms of gender inclusion, the elderly and everything related to the minority populations 
characterized in the Community Councils that are part of the project. 

https://biotradesas904-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/sigycarbono_biotradeco2_com/EVpwYIc25D9MqG-MlRVf7JMBRmX8wQT79v3AVqtGOeHysg?e=RUKcxN

































































































































































































