Guide Questions for the Consultation on the Gold Standard

The following questions reflect some of the areas where we would most like feedback on the Gold Standard, its assessment framework and screens. However, we welcome any comments, so please feel free to address any issues raised by the accompanying documents, whether or not they are mentioned here.

General

· Is the assessment framework readily understandable? Which elements require clarification?

· Which aspects of the framework need further elaboration, either from the perspective of rigour and consistency or to explain procedural aspects? What additional elements are required?

· Do you think that the standards maintain an appropriate balance between environmental rigour and ease and cost of implementation?
Technical

· Are the definitions for ecologically sound small-scale hydro seem appropriate for developing country contexts? Are there other existing sets of standards that would be more suitable?

· Which other existing environmental standards should be taken into account, in addition to the EIA requirement and sustainability screen already included?

Implementation

· How much additional time and costs is likely to be required for the label compared to the normal CDM project cycle? Which aspects are most costly and/or time-consuming?

· What existing Environmental Impact Assessment methodologies and standards should be acceptable under the Gold Standard? 

· What additional guidance is required for monitoring and verification of the Carbon Label standards? What existing protocols and methodologies do you consider to be of a sufficiently high standard to be accepted under the Gold Standard?
· How might procedural aspects be simplified and sped up for fast-tracked CDM projects?
