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| SECTION A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

| A.1. Project eligibility under the Gold Standard

A.1.1 Scale of project activity:

WWF Mamize Firewood-Saving Cook Stove Project I11.

The proposed project is GS micro scale VER project with the total GHG reduction of 3,791
tCO,e annually.

The project contains 400 Firewood-Saving Cook Stoves.

A.1.2. Host country or state:

China.
A.1.3. Type of project activity:

End-use Energy Efficiency Improvement

The project engages in replacing the old household cook stoves with improved ones for
Mamize nature reserve surrounding inhibitions. The project would improve the efficient of the
cook stoves and reduce the GHG emission by cut down the non-renewable wood combustion.

The project owner would supply all the construction investment to build the stoves before
the onsite project construction in return of future carbon credits. The credits transfer agreement
would be signed family by family before the stove distribution in voluntary way.
A.1.4. Greenhouse gases:

Carbon Dioxide (COz2)
A.1.5. Official Development Assistance (ODA):

The project hasn’t involved in any ODA funding.

A.1.6. Project timeframe:

The proposed project is regular GS VER projects. No statement like the project could go
ahead without the revenue has been announced before.

The project is expected to start construction in October of 2011 and start operation gradually
after construction.
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A.1.7. Other certification schemes:

The project won’t consider any certificate besides Gold Standard VER.

| A.2. Current project status

The project will start construction in October 2011.
Baseline Survey Report has been finished in September 2010.
The distribution plan including the target families has finished.

The stove would start commission after the construction gradually.

| A.3. Project Boundary

2 proposed LSC meetings were hold for WWF Mamize FCS II project on 16/10/2010 and
14/02/2012.The user and location of the stoves of the project is listed below.

WWF Mamize FCS II

Town FCS
Number
Changhe 38
Lami 62
Shanlinggang 100
Qingkou 200
Total 400
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SECTION B. DESIGN OF STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION PROCESS

B.1. Design of physical meeting(s)

i. Agenda
Meeting 1 Date: 16/10/2010
Ref. Time Content
1 10:00-10:10 Meeting subject and project introduction
2 10:10-10:40 Sustainable matrix discussion
3 10:40-10:50 Open discussion
4 10:50-11:00 Summary from Local forest protect station
5 11:00-11:15 Summary from major of Gudui town
6 11:15-11:30 Fill in the Evaluation Form
Meeting 2 Date: 14/02/2012
Ref. Time Content
1 10:30-10:50 Meeting subject and project introduction
2 10:50-11:20 Sustainable matrix discussion
3 11:20-11:30 Open discussion and questions
4 11:30-11:40 Fill in the Evaluation Form

Non-technical summary

The projects are engaged in replacing the local traditional household cook-stoves with the
improved ones, which would not only clean the living condition of the civilizations but
also protect the forest resources. The projects would distribute 400 FCS in Chenghe, Lami,
Shanlinggang and Qingkou town.

Nowadays, wood is still the primary fuel for cooking and heating of local people
surrounding the Mamize nature reserve. The fact that a huge amount of trees are cut down
as fuel makes the forest degraded rapidly. Since the limited of other power supply and
high electricity price, the wood can’t be replaced in the short time.

The firewood-saving cook stove (FCS) used in the project is a mature technology in
China. The stove could reduce the wood consumption and discharges the cooking smokes
out of the room and in hence protect the healthy of inhibitions. At the same time, the
project could reduce the workload and time and protect the ecology environment.

The original text non-technical summary sees Annex 3

Invitation tracking table
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[See Toolkit 2.6 and Toolkit Annex J]

Category | Organisation (if Name of Way of Date of Confirmatio
code relevant) invitee invitation invitation | nreceived?
YN
Meeting 1
A Local villagers See section Poster 2010-10-12 N
C.1 advertisemen
t and oral
notice
B Masters of the Limu Lvjia Phone 2010-10-12 Y
Gudui Town
B Major of the Yang A’ti Phone 2010-10-12 Y
Changhe Town
C NDRC Email 2010-10-12 | N
D Leibo Wild Animal | Jia Yinhui Phone 2010-10-12 Y
Protect Association
D Leibo Forest Hou heiqu Phone 2010-10-12 Y
Association
E GS China Leon Wang Email 2010-10-12 Y
F Officer of WWF Zeyin Jiang Email 2010-10-12 Y
Chengdu office
Meeting 2
A Local villagers See section Poster 2012-02-11 N
C.1 advertisemen
t and oral
notice
B Vice masters of the | Yang Ti’er Phone 2012-02-11 Y
Qingkou Town
B Forest Bureau of Jike Wugqin Phone 2012-02-11 Y
Liangshan state
B Forest Bureau of Ou Xian’kang | Phone 2012-02-11 Y
Leibo
D Leibo Wild Animal | Jia Yinhui Phone 2012-02-11 Y
Protect Association
D Leibo Forest Hou heiqu Phone 2012-02-11 Y
Association
F Officer of WWF Zeyin Jiang Email 2012-02-11 Y
Chengdu office

The first local stakeholder consultation meeting was hold in the Dagudui village of Gudui
townon 16/10/2010, and the second meeting was hold in Qingkou town on 14/02/2012,
which is located within the project boundary, and the villagers from the project location
were invited.
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The masters of the project target towns Limu Lvjia, Yang A’ti and Yang Ti’er,
Forest bureau of Liangshan state and Forest bureau of Leibo county were invited as the
presentations of local authorities.

Leibo Wild Animal Protect Association and Leibo Forest Association are invited as the
relevant local NGO, which engaged in the protection and study of wild animals and forest.

Leon Wang, the GS Regional Manager China and East Asia, is the closest Gold Standard
expert from the project location.

Zeyin Jiang from WWF Chengdu office presents the international NGO (WWF), who
supports Gold Standard.

iv. Text of individual invitations

* The invitation of local NGO-WWF Chengdu office

Jingxu Qu <j.qu@southpolecarbon.com> 12 October 2010 11:13
To: zyjiang@wwfchina.org

P AR

EhF, THWWERG £ A F w8 RS A T A W N F R R R ST R E, SRR T2
W, MEFSAET EFEK, NGO #iE, RUFAMCEIEH T,

WA EFREMA TN G, FRTRLFERGEN, LH2FY, ZFRERMEZENG, BHEAREFEENF
ERAREHEE, AMIARRNEKAET R, TEEFRECRARFHEAZRNEESRNRT LT EAH
W, MLMGERGERN ZHRET XHFEENLA, BFEFERRAENRMRBRFRG A, KT ERE—F R T
AAEER Hk, WRAEZREFLTRAEEABRELRBEEBRZIERCAE, —FTETURFHEMN BIEESR
B, A E T LA LM H R, A AR ER T AR TP MER R R EAR, TUALRE
MR R R, TEREHAM, JFRA RN REA L E5, WO ARG E, B DR R AR R B R R 5
B, WEZHRE, FFEaL N LRARFTE.

BV RIAZ K ST R EITE , Z WP HTE %, HRsRS G RFREANE, =5 LHE RN AEER
B, XGRS R LSS, WY ZAMREHN, RIBRFHTHER . TEITXEEE SR 8 BREATEE
FHE T KRBT R T20104810 A 228 2 W) 4 & B A3 & BOR B IFAIGEAR X 7 K02, RBFE LW, HFRIEE
FHERLFEN. BTARRERAD, Fegdl, BRENRESLARMAEXER, HXERAESLAR 8 E.

Best,
Justin

Justin Qu g #; 7
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Assistant Project Manager, China

South Pole Carbon Asset Management

T b AR K R A EE N B AR R AL
HE HTTE AL F 035 5 F HE2506A
4t 3% 100025

China

T  +86 10 8454 9953
F  +86 10 8454 9953
M +86 139 1178 3963

E j.qu@southpolecarbon.com <mailto:j.qu@southpolecarbon.com>

W http://www.southpolecarbon.com/chinese.htm

skype soertoto

Disclaimer: The information contained in this email may be confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not
disclose or use the information in this email or attachment in any way. If you have received it in error, please tell us
immediately by return email, and delete the document. South Pole Carbon Asset Management including any of its
subsidiaries/affiliates does not accept any responsibility for viruses or anything similar in this email or any attachments. We
also do not guarantee the integrity of any emails or attached files or accept any responsibility for any changes made to them
by any other person.

* The invitation and reply of GS Beijing Office

From: "Leon Wang (Gold Standard)" <leon@cdmgoldstandard.org>
Date: October 12, 2010 11:16:22 AM GMT+08:00

To: Jingxu Qu <j.qu@southpolecarbon.com>

Cc: Annyta Luo <annyta@cdmgoldstandard.org>

Subject: Re: JF Ll X 75 Se kL 7l 22 40 X SIS
Dear Justin,

Thank you very much for sending the invitation. We are not able to attend the
meeting but would like to wish you success in it.

Please refer to Section 2.6 of the Toolkit for guidance on organizing LSC meeting.
Let us know if you have any questions.

best,
leon
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On 12 Oct 2010, at 05:06, Jingxu Qu wrote:
FR=&E:

gy, IEHAWWFMRERIRE = EE QR I ) R LN & 2 KT
RMWEE, FEAFZMEXTRN, RIERSIOETAZER, FRELEE, X

WELRNGEIRES

&R KAL) IFEER, RETRLUEKBRM, CHEHH, ZH X
AMBEERNE, BEEAREFEFENTEMALENRINE, AMIEHRMAMK
FAMBIA KM E, MEFRNKEERMFHENETEZNERNTHTMEETEX
RISm, MAMERNEREN ZREXFEEENLE, SFFEREIKRENHM
RO RFERAEFE, MMEHR—LME T HMAIPHIR. FIt, WREZXEFLT
RIEEARESRBHIBREZSIELELRIE, —HEAURPHRM. BDRES
RHER, Z—TrE A AR AR, B AERDARL. TR
EA—MIFERPNRAN, ATLUBERSABIIAEER, TERENARY, F&E
BHFESHEESN, BOXAENGHE, RN LU AR ERIR BT
A, BRFHRE, FEEEGIHNLFLRBTE.  WOTRIEZXELE
TRIPEIE, PSP HIBMNER, BRIt KFRERE, 5
WERMNAERRE, XERPIWNBERESIE, B ZSHamiE, @#K
N EL K. TEITZRRSRE B R EET REF LRI T
2010F10A22H AN 4 FRE/H L BN BAFEZHEXT SRS, WWEIFK
IR, FREERNERMEN. ATAIER/N, BREEH/)N, FHILTAIHEIE
S ANRIEXER, HXERAIFSSARBE. -- Best,Justin

Justin Qu HEF

Assistant Project Manager,

ChinaSouth Pole Carbon Asset Managementii Bk A = BB A LR FRL
BEEE77SHER 0355 F#2506AILITE 100025ChinaT

+86 10 8454 9953F  +86 10 8454 9953M  +86 139 1178 3963E

j.qu@southpolecarbon.com
<mailto:j.qu@southpolecarbon.com>W http://www.southpolecarbon.com/chine
se.htmskype soertoto

Disclaimer: The information contained in this email may be confidential. If you are
not the intended recipient, you must not disclose or use the information in this
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email or attachment in any way. If you have received it in error, please tell us
immediately by return email, and delete the document. South Pole Carbon Asset
Management including any of its subsidiaries/affiliates does not accept any
responsibility for viruses or anything similar in this email or any attachments. We
also do not guarantee the integrity of any emails or attached files or accept any
responsibility for any changes made to them by any other

person.

Leon Wang Liangliang

Xt

Regional Manager China and East Asia

The Gold Standard Foundation

Suite 84, 24th Floor, Tower 3, Huamao Center
No. 77 Jianguo Rd., Beijing, China

Mobile +86 13911091230

Skype: liangliang.wang

leon AT cdmgoldstandard.org

http://www.cdmgoldstandard.org

The Gold Standard - Premium quality carbon credits

v. Text of public invitations

| B.2.  Description of other consultation methods used

1. Consulted and discussed the existing FCS effect and experience with the local rural
energy department office.

2. Consulted the stove experts from China Association of Rural Energy Industry.

3. Visited the local FCS pilots to confirm the practical effect.
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| SECTION C. CONSULTATION PROCESS

| C.1. Participants’ in physical meeting(s)

i. List of participants

[See Toolkit 2.6.1 and Toolkit Annex J]
Please attach original participants’ list (in original language) as Annex 1.

Participants list
Date and time: 16/10/2010 11:00-13:00
Location: The government yard of Gudui town, Leibo county, Liangshan
Category | Name of participant, Male/ Signature | Organisation (if | Contact details
Code job/ position in the Female relevant)
community
Meeting 1
A # 2 AR /Group M Xiaogudui
head
A % X [ X Jvillager F Dagudui
A 57 4L LA #r / Group M Xiyi 15283420800
head
A i b 7% DA fvillager M Xiaogudui 15196172456
A iy Lb ik FL / Secretary M Xiaogudui 13795605167
A I 4% FL A% /villager M Dagudui 13881533083
A F 4 F & /villager M Dagudui
A 41 2 4 /villager M Xiyi
A itk 75 3 /villager M Dagudui
A [ & % I /villager M Dagudui
A 2% A B ¥ /Head of M Gudui town | 13981510231
Gudui town
A 2 % Ivillager M Gudui town
A & # B /villager M Xiyi
A 4 #5357 /villager M Dagudui
A I & 3 /R /villager M Dagudui
A 2 5 9% X /villager M Dagudui
A P ok ¥ /villager M Xiyi
A I & 5y ¢ fvillager M Xiyi
A 4 F A /villager M Xiaogudui
B # 714 /Head of M Changhe town | 13881455861
Changhe town
A | i /villager M Changhe town

10
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A &, DA Bl villager M Changhe town

A i b B % /villager M Xiaogudui 15181568828

A % 15 i % /villager M Xiaogudui 13981599246

A K Ivillager M Dagudui

A 21 & JU/villager M Dagudui 13778639817

F % % 4R villager M WWE 13981810625

D & B B /officer M Leibo Forest
Association

D B 4R % Jofficer M Leibo Wild

Animal Protect

Association

A I & % ¥ /villager F Dagudui

A iy b e /villager F Dagudui

A & AL A 4F/villager F Gudui town

A # 4 FF /villager M Xiaogudui

D B % # /worker M Mamize

reserve
Other Justin Qu M Southpole
Carbon
Meeting 2
B Yang Ti’ er/Vice M Qingkou
master of Qingkou
county

A #A % ¥ /villager M Qingkou

A # % JC/villager M Qingkou

A # 1= /villager F Qingkou

A 7 ¥k /villager M Qingkou

A & )Ifi Ak /villager M Qingkou

A JE 7 7 /villager M Qingkou

A ¥ FriL /villager M Qingkou

A # B /villager M Qingkou

A W% [villager F Qingkou

A M 12 % [villager F Qingkou

A IME E /villager F Qingkou

A B [ 8 /villager F Qingkou

A M R 3 /villager F Qingkou

A TR A /villager F Qingkou

A B AL W /villager F Qingkou

A B & 2 /villager M Qingkou

A P # F /villager M Qingkou

A i b [ 22 /villager M Qingkou

A P It /villager M Qingkou

11
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A 7 & 2 [villager M Qingkou
A £ % JRI& [villager M Qingkou
A wh ) /villager M Qingkou
A [ %7 F 4K /villager M Qingkou
A & o By /villager M Qingkou
A #] L4 /villager M Qingkou
A M & > /villager M Qingkou
A MR 4E B /villager M Qingkou
A X| 18 4 /villager M Qingkou
A 2 /villager M Qingkou
A | E /villager M Qingkou
A XI| 18 ¥ /villager M Qingkou
A %] 18 & /villager M Qingkou
A & 2 {F /villager M Qingkou
A # & /villager F Qingkou
A I 2 /villager M Qingkou
A #H I /villager M Qingkou
A | 'F 5 /officer M Kangmei 13981932899
A Bk & F /officer M Kangmei 13679016653
D J= A% 5 / of ficer M Kangmei 13850049915
D # ¥ /officer M Wild Animal 13808218360
Association of
Sichuan
province
D T B /officer M Wild Animal 13778680049
Association of
Liangshan
state
B + % A B /vice M Forest bureau
master of Liangshan
state
F ¥ Z4R /officer M WWF 13981810625
B 7K 3% M /vice master M Mamize 13981569280
reserve
A B 4R #E /officer M Mamize 13550401600
reserve
A [ 1% Hr v+ /Master M Mamize 13118325926
reserve
D % W B /officer M Forest bureau 13981585658
of Leibo
D % * 17/Mastetr M Forest bureau 13778642222
of Leibo

12
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‘ No comments received for this part

ii. Evaluation forms

Name

& DA B

What is your impression of the meeting?

Very good

What do you like about the project?

It could reduce woodcutting, accelerate the

. 4 . .
cooking, reduce energy; it" s quite suitable

for rural families without any pollution.

What do you not like about the project?

No

Signature

& DA B

Name

FHER

What is your impression of the meeting?

Good, very formal meeting

What do you like about the project?

(1). Reduce the destroy of forest

(2). Keep tidy of indoors

(3). The old stove is quite harmful for eyes. The
new stove could also reduce the respiratory
disease.

What do you not like about the project? No
Signature TEHED
Name # b F R
What is your impression of the meeting? good

What do you like about the project?

It could reduce the time and labours of
woodcutting. It could also keep the room clean.

What do you not like about the project?

No

Signature

7 %

Name

TR

What is your impression of the meeting?

The meeting is very good.

What do you like about the project?

The advantage of the HES project includes

1. Reduce the wood consumption within the
reserve and project the ecologic

2. Save the time and release the workload of the
inhibitions and in hence offer them more

13




The Gold Standard
Premium quality carbon credits

Gold Standard Local Stakeholder Consultation Report

opportunity to work outside and could bring more
income for them.

3. Improve their living condition, such as reduce
the smoke

What do you not like about the project? No
Signature AR E
Name MEE

What is your impression of the meeting?

Very formal, it's a good meeting

What do you like about the project?

Good for human’s health such as eyes, and
good for air quality. The project could release
the workload; the new stove is faster than old
ones.

What do you not like about the project?

No

Signature

MEE

Comments accompanying Annex 2

1. FCS is quite welcomed for local people.
2. Hope the project could be put into operation as soon as possible.
3. It’s widely hoped that every family could get one FCS.

| C.2. Pictures from physical meeting(s)

| C.3. Outcome of consultation process

i. Minutes of physical meeting(s)

1. Introduce the project and FCS to the participants.

2. Discussed the environmental and sustainable impacts of the project.

14
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points during the meeting:

smoke from the old stoves.

3. The meeting didn’t receive any negative comment from the participants. All the local people are
keen to own the new efficient stove due to the obviously benefits. We also confirm the following
-The new stove fits the cooking habits of the inhibitions quite well.
-They can’t afford the new stove by themselves due to their income level.

-It’s common that the olds have eyes problem due to persistent exposure to the cooking

ii. Minutes of other consultations

survey.

1.FCS is quite suitable for the situation of the project location as the consulted with China
Association of Rural Energy Industry;

2.FCS could save about 50-70% of the wood consumption as the experience data from the Leibo
County Rural Energy Management Office;

3. The stove impressions of inhibitions toward FCS were widely researched during baseline

iii. Assessment of all comments

[See Toolkit 2.6]

Stakeholder comment Was comment taken into Explanation (Why? How?)
account (Yes/ No)?

The project could save Positive N/A

wood

The project could make the | Positive N/A

room tidy

The project could reduce Positive N/A

the illness

The project could protect Positive N/A

the forest

Hope the project starts as Positive N/A

soon as possible.

Build the new stove for Positive N/A

each family.

15
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iv. Revisit sustainability assessment

Are you going to revisit the sustainable development assessment?

Please note that this is necessary when there are indicators scored
‘negative’ or if there are stakeholder comments that can’t be mitigated

[See Toolkit 2.7]

Yes

No

No negative comment is received during all the consulting.

v. Summary of alterations based on comments

No alteration is needed according to the comments.

16
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| SECTION D.

SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT ASSESSMENT

| D.1.

Own sustainable development assessment

i. ‘Do no harm’ assessment

[See Toolkit 2.4.1 and Toolkit Annex H]

precautionary approach in regard
to environmental challenges and
is not complicit in practices
contrary to the precautionary

pollution and woodcutting and
protect the human health and
environment.

Safeguarding principles Description of relevance to my | Assessment of | Mitigation
project my project risks | measure
breaching it
(low, medium,
high)
1 The project respects The Constitution of the People's Low N/A
internationally proclaimed human | Republic of China regulates that the
rights including dignity, cultural nation respect and protect human
property and uniqueness of rights including dignity, cultural
indigenous people. The projectis | property and uniqueness of
not complicit in human rights indigenous people.
abuses.
2 The project does not involve No resettlement involved in the Low N/A
and is not complicit in involuntary | project.
resettlement.
3 The project does not involve The project engages in take the Low N/A
and is not complicit in the place of the old stoves within the
alteration, damage or removal of indoor and could do no harm to any
any critical cultural heritage. cultural heritage.
4 The project respects the N/A N/A N/A
employees’ freedom of Since the project is an end-user
association and their right to project, no employee exists.
collective bargaining and is not
complicit in restrictions of these
freedoms and rights.
5 The project does not involve N/A N/A N/A
and is not complicit in any form of
forced or compulsory labor.
6 The project does not employ N/A N/A N/A
and is not complicit in any form of
child labor.
7 The project does not involve N/A N/A N/A
and is not complicit in any form of
discrimination based on gender,
race, religion, sexual orientation
or any other basis.
8 The project provides workers N/A N/A N/A
with a safe and healthy work
environment and is not complicit
in exposing workers to unsafe or
unhealthy work environments.
9 The project takes a The project would reduce the air Low N/A

17




The Gold Standard
Premium quality carbon credits

Gold Standard Local Stakeholder Consultation Report

principle. This principle can be
defined as: "When an activity
raises threats of harm to human
health or the environment,
precautionary measures should
be taken even if some cause and
effect relationships are not fully
established scientifically.”
10 The project does not involve The goal of the project is reduce the | Low N/A
and is not complicit in significant natural impact of human. As the
conversion or degradation of operating of the project, the forest
critical natural habitats, including and biodiversity would be well
those that are (a) legally protected.
protected, (b) officially proposed
for protection, (c) identified by
authoritative sources for their high
conservation value or (d)
recognized as protected by
traditional local communities.
11 The project does not involve The project would supply the HES Low N/A
and is not complicit in corruption. to each family within the project
boundary in a quite fair manner. The
project budget would be widely
assessed; the corruption opportunity
is quite low.
Additional relevant critical Description of relevance to my | Assessment of | Mitigation
issues for my project type project relevance to my | measure
project (low,
medium, high)
1 Whether the new stove meet There are some finished new stoves | | ow N/A
the cook habit of the local in several families. The new stove is
inhibitions. quite welcomed by them.
ii. Sustainable development matrix
[See Toolkit 2.4.2 and Toolkit Annex I]
e Chosen -
Indicator Mitigation Relevance to arameter and Preliminary
measure achieving MDG P : score
explanation
If relevant, Negative
copy mitigation | Check impact:
measure from | www.undp.org/mdg score - in
Gold Standard ‘Do No Harm’ | and case negative
indicators of assessment, www.mdgmonitor.org | Defined by project | impact is not
sustainable and include developer fully mitigated,
development mitigation Describe how your score ‘0" in
measure used | indicator is related to case impact is
to neutralise a | local MDG goals planned to be
score of -’ fully mitigated

18
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No change in
impact: score

10)

employment to local
people.

Positive
impact:
score ‘+’
Improve maternal RelfutPe Smoc‘ring
pollution, an
health. ) promote the indoor
Air qualit Reduce child air quality. .
quatty mortality.
Ensure environmental
sustainability
Water quality and Ensure environmental Purtify t”:s ri]yer bty .\
quantity sustainability profect fhe forest
Slow down the
; degrading of forest,
Soil condition Ens“re er!\.”ronmental and in hence protect | +
sustainability and improve the
soil.
Improve maternal N/A
Other pollutants health. 0
Reduce child mortality
Ensure environmental _Reductet thtﬁ human
. . impact to the
Eys(;gmat?;ht}/. Reduce environment and
. iodiversity loss, protect the
Biodiversit . [ORe A +
od y achieving, by 2012, a | biodiversity.
significant reduction in
the rate of loss
The stoves are
mainly built up by
i outside skilled
Quality of N/A workers. The project | 0
employment can’t supply nay

Livelihood of the

Eradicate extreme

Improved the
environment in
kitchen, reduce the
time spent on fuel-

affordable and
clean energy
services

Eradicate extreme
poverty and hunger

poor poverty and hunger wood collection and
purchase
respectively

Access to Reduce time and

labour to collect the
fuel wood.

19
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One of the project
purposes is to keep
Human and . . -
o Achieve universal local habit as much
institutional . ducati as possible. Little 0
capacity primary education new education
would come out of
this project.
The project can’t
o supply job
Quantitative opportunity to local
employment and Eradicate extreme people. Since local
. people seldom 0
income poverty and hunger purchase firewood,
generation the reduction of
wood can’t impact
income effectively.
The project could
Balance of solve the entire
stove problem, so
Payments and N/A no similar project 0
investment could be expected in
short term.
Technology 'tl)'he new stove can’t
e seen as a new
transfer and N/A technology since 0

technological self-
reliance

there were 20
before this project.

Comments accompanying own sustainable development matrix

No negative comments could be found during this stage for this environment-friend project.

| D.2. Stakeholders Blind sustainable development matrix
[See Toolkit 2.6.1]
. Mitigation Relevance to Chosen Preliminary
Indicator . parameter and
measure achieving MDG : score
explanation

Gold Standard If relevant, Check Negative
ndicators of copy mitigation www.undp.orq/mdq and Defined by |mpac’f:' .

: measure from | www.mdgmonitor.org , score - in
sustainable , ; project developer ,
develooment Do No Harm case negative

P assessment, Describe how your impact is not
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and include
mitigation
measure used
to neutralise a
score of -’

indicator is related to
local MDG goals

fully mitigated,
score ‘0 in

case impact is
planned to be
fully mitigated

No change in
impact: score

10)

Positive
impact:
score ‘+’
Improve maternal Relfutlf:e Smociring
pollution, an
. , health. , _ promote the indoor | *+(34)
Air quality Reduce child mortality. | air quality.
Ensure environmental *+(34)
sustainability
Purify the river by
Water quality and Ensure environmental | Protect the forest. | +(34)
. . . (This is difficult to
quantity sustainability monitoring) +(34)
Slow down the
. degrading of
Soil condition Ensure environmental | forest, and in +(34)
sustainability hence protect and +(34)
improve the soil.
Whether could
Improve maternal lead to other 0 (34)
Other pollutants health. pollution such as
Reduce child mortality | noise andlight. | 0(34)
Ensure environmental Eeduce. the ”
. — uman impact to
systglnaplllty. Reduce | 46 environment 3
Biodiversit biodiversity loss, and protect the
y achieving, a significant | biodiversity. +(34)
reduction in the rate of
loss
i Supply job
Quality of N/A opportunities to 8(5,3344))
employment local people.
Improved the
environment in
L . kitchen, reduce + (34)
Livelihood of the Eradicate extreme the time spent on
poor poverty and hunger fuel-wood +(34)
collection and
purchase

respectively
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Access to IRidUC(ta tim:leI antd

H apbour 1o collec + (34)
affordable and Eradicate extreme the fuel Wood.
clean energy poverty and hunger +(34)
services
Human and . , Training for
N Achieve universal women and + (5) 0 (29)
institutional . ducatt eridron
capacity primary education : +(34)
Quantitative Supplil m_;m? job

; opportunity for + (3)0 (31)
9mployment and Eradicate extreme local people and
income poverty and hunger improve their +(34)
generation income.
Balance of Tge ptr)oject could | 0 (34)

absoro more
.payments and N/A investment. 0 (34)
investment
Technolo Supply education
transfer a% opportunity for 0 (34)
. N/A local people in

technological self- new stove. 0 (34)
reliance

Comments resulting from the stakeholders blind sustainable development matrix

There is no negative impact reported in the similar projects. There isn't any negative comment
received during the consulting process.

Give analysis of difference between own sustainable development matrix and the one resulting from
the blind exercise with stakeholders. Explain how both were consolidated.

No difference is found from the 2 assessment results. The local people thinks the project
could also improve water quality and reduce the soil erosion and human impact to nature
compared with own assessment. But there is no proper way to prove them.

| D.3. Consolidated sustainable development matrix
[See Toolkit 2.4.2]
. Mitigation Relevance to Chosen Preliminary
Indicator L
measure achieving MDG parameter and | score
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workers. The

explanation
Negative
impact:
score -'in
case negative
If relevant, impact is not
copy mitigation Check fully mitigated,
measure from www.undp.ora/mdg and score ‘0’ in
Gold Standard | ‘Do No Harm’ : — case impact is
o www.mdgmonitor.org ,
indicators of assessment, Defined by planned to be
sustainable and include Describe how your project developer | fully mitigated
development mitigation e ,
P g indicator is related to ,
measure used No change in
. local MDG goals , :
to neutralise a impact: score
score of -’ 0
Positive
impact:
score ‘+’
Improve maternal Reduce smoking | +
health pollution, and
. ) ’ ) . promote the indoor
Air quality Reduce child mortality. | air quality.
Ensure environmental
sustainability
Water quality Ensure environmental | Purify the river by | +
. . . protect the forest.
and quantity sustainability
Slow down the +
. y Ensure environmental | degrading of
Soil condition nabil forest, and in
sustainabi 'ty hence protect and
improve the soil.
Whether could 0
Improve maternal lead to other
Other pollutants health. pollution such as
Reduce child mortality | noise and light.
Ensure environmental Eeduce. the " +
. — uman impact to
EEJS;?'”""F’;“?/- Reduce the environment
.y . lodiversity 10ss, and protect the
Biodiversit . | PIOE
y achieving, by 2012, a biodiversity.
significant reduction in
the rate of loss
. The stoves are 0
Quality of mainly built up by
N/A
emp|0yment outside skilled

23




The Gold Standard

Premium quality carbon credits

Gold Standard Local Stakeholder Consultation Report

project can’t
supply nay
employment to
local people.

Livelihood of the
poor

Eradicate extreme
poverty and hunger

Improved the
environment in
kitchen, reduce
the time spent on
fuel-wood
collection and
purchase
respectively

Access to
affordable and
clean energy

Eradicate extreme
poverty and hunger

Reduce time and
labour to collect
the fuel wood.

services
One of the project
purposes is to
Human and . . keep local habit as
e Achieve universal much as possible.
institutional : . :
) primary education Little new
capacity education would
come out of this
project.
The project can’t
supply job
o opportunity to local
Quantitative ) people. Since local
employment Eradicate extreme people seldom
and income poverty and hunger gurchaze "
. irewood, the
generatlon reduction of wood
can’t impact
income effectively.
The project could
Balance of solve the entire
stove problem, so
Payments and N/A no similar project
investment could be expected
in short term.
The new stove
TeChnOIOQy can't be seen as a
transfer and N/A new technology
technological since there were
self-reliance 20 before this

project.

Justification choices, data source and provision of references
A justification paragraph and reference source is required for each indicator, regardless of score

Air quality

The FCS is widely proved as an efficient instrument to
reduce the indoor cooking smoke pollution in China. In the
baseline, all the smoke are stay in their house.
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Fang Shen, Study on the status of Exposure to Indoor
Smoke by women and children and study on intervention
strategy in poor rural areas [D]. Sichuan: Sichuan University,
2003.

Water quality and quantity

Peili Shi, Wenhua Li, Influence of forest cover change on
hydrological process and watershed runoff [J]. JOURNAL OF
NATURAL RESOURCES, 2001, 16(5)

Soil condition

Ping Sun, Xinquan Zhao, Shixiao Xu, Influence of Land
Utilization on Biodiversity [J]. Ecological Economy, 2002(1)

Other pollutants

N/A

Biodiversity

Ping Sun, Xinquan Zhao, Shixiao Xu, Influence of Land
Utilization on Biodiversity [J]. Ecological Economy, 2002(1)

Quality of employment

N/A

Livelihood of the poor

Fang Shen, Study on the status of Exposure to Indoor
Smoke by women and children and study on intervention
strategy in poor rural areas [D]. Sichuan: Sichuan University,
2003.

Access to affordable and clean
energy services

Baseline report of the proposed project

Human and institutional capacity

Baseline report of the proposed project

Quantitative employment and
income generation

N/A

Balance of payments and
investment

Baseline report of the proposed project

Technology transfer and
technological self-reliance

Biao Sun, Research, Manufacture and Development of the
Firewood- Saving Cooker [J]. Rural Energy, 2001, (1)

References can be an academic or non-academic source, such as a university research document,
a feasibility study report, EIA, relevant website, etc.
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| SECTIONE. DISCUSSION ON SUSTAINABILITY MONITORING PLAN

[See Toolkit 2.4.3 and 2.6.1]

Discuss stakeholders’ ideas on monitoring sustainable development indicators. Do people have
ideas on how this could be done in a cost effective way? Are there ways in which stakeholders can
participate in monitoring?

1. [Air quality]
The air quality, wood collecting time change could be monitored by survey after the
stove construction. The feeling of the stove users would be record.

2. [Livelihood of poor]
The wood collecting time change could be monitored by survey after the stove
construction. The feeling of the stove users would be record.

3. [Access to affordable and clean energy services]
Monitoring the new stove number.

4. [Water quality and quantity]
Monitoring the wood consumption reduction.

5. [Soil condition]
Monitoring the wood consumption reduction.

6. [Biodiversity]

Monitoring the wood consumption reduction.

All of the monitoring could be finished in a cost effective way by sample. The
monitoring should be cooperated by the stakeholders.
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SECTION F. DESCRPTION OF THE DESIGN OF THE STAKEHOLDER
FEEDBACK ROUND

Because there is no obvious problem raised during the first round, the stakeholder
feedback round would be hold when the validation started.
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| ANNEX 1. ORIGINAL PARTICIPANTS LIST

1.1 Meeting 1

1.2 Meeting 2

| ANNEX 2. ORIGINAL EVALUATION FORMS
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| ANNEX 3. ORIGINAL Non-technical Summary
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