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Hernán Zaldivar (Team member) 

 

Date of Review: 19/05/2026 
 

Project Name: Agroforestry Project Solidaridad 

 

Project Description: 
Solidaridad works with around 80 cooperatives and farmers’ groups in Nicaragua. One of 
the largest is Aldea, which served as a pilot to start the carbon project, focused on 
improving the quality of life through families with health and education; competitive and 
resilient farms; in empowered rural communities. 
 
Solidaridad started working mostly with Fundación Aldea because their members have 
been implementing agroforestry systems since 2016 with the aim of improving coffee 
quality and yields of member farmers and contributing to environmental conservation. 
This organization is one of several cooperatives working with Solidaridad in a 
subcontractor role, and is the largest cooperative in the coffee sector.  
 
This project adds on a component of carbon market access for coffee and cacao farmers, 
improving the financial performance of production units. The project aims to transition 
small coffee and cacao farmers to agroforestry systems and connect them to high-value 
carbon markets as a mechanism to reward farmers for their contribution to reduce carbon 
emissions by planting and looking after trees within their farms. In addition to climate 
change mitigation, the agroforestry systems promoted by Solidaridad and its 
subcontractors, also serve as a climate change adaptation strategy in low- to mid-level 
coffee landscapes. Since the project is implemented through a network of multiple 
subcontractors, the project’s planting tree started, on average, since 2018. 
 
At the time of project verification, the total number of project plots with CRUs calculated 
was 4,637 (4,155 coffee plots and 482 cacao plots) on 4,246 farms (3,818 coffee farms and 
428 cacao farms), with a total area of 9,485.08 ha (8,570.56ha of coffee and 914.52ha of 
cacao) and a total amount of CRUs generated of 42,755 (40,968 for coffee and 1,787 for 
cacao). 

 

List of Principal documents reviewed (including list of sites visited and 
individuals/groups interviewed): 

• Project ADD 

• Legal/contractual documents 

 Participant Agreement 



  

 Solidaridad Nicaragua-Rabobank Partnership Agreement 

• Project Business Case 

• Evidence of training activities 

• Evidence of farmer engagement 

• KPI & SDG Surveys 

• Agroforestry design 

• Council meeting minutes 

• Farmers database 

• Land tenure documents 

• Bank account documents 

 
 

Visited sites:  
 

Plot Name Farm Village Plot Area Date 

NI011319 - 21695 NI011319 Las Cruces 2 2.23 18/11/2024 

NI225634 - 395030 NI225634 Los chagüitones 4.72 18/11/2024 

NI225640 - 395036 NI225640 Cmca los chagüitones 3.86 18/11/2024 

NI225655 - 395081 NI225655 Loma alta 0.52 18/11/2024 

NI225656 - 395084 NI225656 Loma alta 1.42 18/11/2024 

NI225658 - 395090 NI225658 Loma alta 2.26 18/11/2024 

NI122048 - 140661 NI122048 Quebraditas de Yacalwas 4.11 19/11/2024 

NI279077 - 487245 NI279077 Las quebraditas 7.3 19/11/2024 

NI279225 - 487690 NI279225 Las quebraditas 2 6.84 19/11/2024 

NI279242 - 487740 NI279242 Quebraditas de yakalwas 1.97 19/11/2024 

NI279249 - 487761 NI279249 Quebraditas de yacalwas 2.97 19/11/2024 

NI279249 - 487762 NI279249 Quebraditas de yacalwas 4.18 19/11/2024 

NI018783 - 29585 NI018783 El Amparo 2.46 20/11/2024 

NI019079 - 29881 NI019079 El Amparo 3.2 20/11/2024 

NI019954 - 30775 NI019954 El Amparo 1.43 20/11/2024 

NI220723 - 382516 NI220723 El amaparo 3.64 20/11/2024 

NI225538 - 394721 NI225538 El amparo 9.83 20/11/2024 

NI225707 - 395237 NI225707 El bosque 3.03 20/11/2024 

NI215369 - 368401 NI215369 CAÑO LOS MARTINEZ 4.34 21/22/2024 



  

NI215461 - 368610 NI215461 CAÑO LOS MARTINEZ 1.53 21/22/2024 

NI215461 - 368611 NI215461 CAÑO LOS MARTINEZ 2.25 21/22/2024 

NI215461 - 368612 NI215461 CAÑO LOS MARTINEZ 1.01 21/22/2024 

NI230762 - 408067 NI230762 CAÑO LOS MARTINEZ 1.54 21/22/2024 

NI230805 - 408157 NI230805 EL GUANO 4.9 21/22/2024 

 
 

  

List of individuals interviewed: 
Project Participants (farmers): 

• Santa Maria de Pantasma: 6 farmers interviewed 

• East of Wiwili: 6 farmers interviewed 

• San Sebastian de Yali: 6 farmers interviewed 

• Waslala: 6 farmers interviewed 

Solidaridad Nicaragua staff : 
•  

•  

•  

•  

•  

•  

Stakeholders : 
• Representative from Cooperative La Providencia 

• z, Coffee project council 

•  Foresolution, consultant for ground truth 

• , Technician from Cooperative El Gorrión 

•  Coopereative Caja Rural 

• Nursery La Pitilla en el Cua 

• , treasurer Cacaonica 

• , farmer and technical responsible Cacaonica 

• , Caja Rural 

• , Caja Rural 

• , Nua Waslala 

•  

• , Ingemann 

•  ONUS 

• , Manager Cacaonica 

•  Manager Nua Waslala 

• , Cacao project council 

•  Cacao project council 

• , Cacao project council 
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• Participants are aware who their Lead Farmer is, and feel able to 
communicate with them on matters relating to the project. 

• Lead Farmers are aware of their responsibilities and feel able to 
actively represent the needs of the participants in project council 
meetings. 

• Through interviews with Local Partner and participants, assess 
whether the Local Partner complies this. 

 

C. Findings (describe) It has been confirmed in the review of the ADD (Part G and Annex 7) that a 

project governance structure has been designed. In the interviews with the 

local partner staff and in the review of the available documents, it was 

clarified that this council structure has started to work on the project and 

that council meetings take place at least twice a year. 

Nevertheless, it was confirmed that most farmers do not have information 

about the council and its governance structure (i.e: how many meetings they 

will have per year, and when the next meeting is scheduled), and no 

evidence could be gathered about how farmers are represented in the 

council or how their representatives are selected/elected, and evidence of 

non-democratic processes has been found. In many cases, the farmers don´t 

know who their representative is.  

The established Project council doesn´t comply with the Acorn Framework 

requirements, therefore CAR 04/2024 was issued in the validation report. 

See Validation report CAR 04/2024. The ADD has been updated, a training 

strategy implemented and all participants have signed the participant 

agreement. This CAR has been closed in the validation report. 

D. Conformance 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective Actions 
(describe) 

None 

F. Acorn’s  Response 
(if applicable) 

N/A 

G. Status (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

H. Forward Actions 
(describe, if 
applicable) 

None 

I. Others N/A 

 

Sub- Theme: Other stakeholder consultation (Not including the 

X 











  

a list of in-kind contributions that may be used in Acorn projects and detail or 

cash payment criteria. 

  

The project coordinator ensures that payments are made in a transparent 

and traceable manner. 

 

B. Guidance Notes for 
VVBs 

Confirm with the new participants for this verification through interviews or 

participatory meetings, the following things: 

• They are happy with the types of payments being offered by the 
project, including in-kind contributions if relevant. 

• Are aware of the benefits that they might expect from the project 
(due to ACORN’s nature, the exact amount will be difficult to know, 
but evidence of extreme expectations from participants may be of 
concern and should be noted). 

• Understand that payments are conditional upon the sale of CRUs and 
therefore are not guaranteed. 

• Discuss with a small sample of participants from different socio-
economic groups to determine their level of understanding of the 
benefits they are likely to get from the project. 

Confirm that the Local Partner: 

• Has an appropriate system for disbursing and recording payments to 
project participants. 

• Is aware of the limit on income from CRU sales that they can claim for 
operational costs and are happy with this limit. 

Confirm with participants already included during validation through 

interviews or participatory meetings, the following things: 

• The payments have been made during the reporting period as 
detailed in the “Standard Terms to Project Implementation and 
Carbon Removal Unit Purchase”. 

C. Findings (describe) During the validation process, this requirement was confirmed. In the 

interviews with the local partner and in the review of the signed 

agreements, it was evidenced that the redistribution of income from the sale 

of CRUs, and the way of payment, is clear for the local partner and included 

in the main project documents.  

Regarding the distribution of 80% of the proceeds from CRU sales, in cash 

and in-kind, it was agreed during one of the council meeting that farmers 

will get paid in a generalized way according to the size of their farm and the 

sale value of the CRUs generated.  

Only a part of the farmers had received CRUs payments. And those were 

happy about the payment. These farmers are the first cohorts of 

participants, now Acorn can only sell CRUs again upon finalization of the 

V&V process. Farmers understand they will get paid for their participation in 

the project and were able to explain the carbon project in a simplified way. 

Most farmers interviewed requested information from the validation team 

about the payment schedule, as they wanted to know when they will be 

paid.  









  

For the farmer, the increased annual income from both agricultural 

production and carbon sequestration needs to exceed the costs associated 

with the transition to agroforestry and the generation and trading of CRUs. 

  

Table 4 extract 

The Local Partner does not draw more than 10% of sales income for ongoing 

coordination, administration and monitoring costs. Exceeding this percentage 

is only possible in exceptional circumstances where justification is provided 

and Acorn formally approves a waiver. 

B. Guidance Notes 
for VVBs 

For new participants/farmers onboarding during verification, check the 

business case. 

 

The business plan will have been checked by Plan Vivo Foundation, however 

it is difficult to assess the appropriateness of some aspects remotely and 

without knowledge of local context. Therefore, for the new onboarded 

farmer during the verification request to see this business case and assess 

whether: 

- Check business case is underwritten by agronomist(s) and community 
representatives through interviews. 

- Costs detailed in business plan (e.g. cost of seeds, labour etc.) are 
appropriate for the local context 

- Participants believe that the income they will receive from the project 
(direct and in-kind) will be enough for their activities to take place. 

C. Findings 
(describe) 

The business case has been provided to the VVB and has been developed by 

Acorn and Solidaridad. Prices and costs considered in the Business Case are in 

accordance with the Nicaraguan rural context and with reference numbers of 

local crop production. 

Key concept 1.3. is confirmed in the Business Case spreadsheet (see 

Dashboard Sheet).  

The requirement included in Table 4 extract could be confirmed when 

reviewing the data from the last CRU payment. 

There is a discrepancy between the business case and the ADD regarding the 

planting densities and planting distances, therefore CAR 06/2024 was issued. 

See Validation report CAR 06/2024. The ADD and BUCA have been updated. 

This CAR has been closed in the validation report. 

D. Conformance 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective Actions 
(describe) 

None 

F. Acorn’s  Response 
(if applicable) 

N/A 

X 







  

and verification activities while coordinating the support of participants and 

local communities on this monitoring plan. 

B. Guidance Notes 
for VVBs 

Check that Local Partner has stored this information safely, and that records 

can be produced when asked. 

 

• Are there appropriate back-up systems for important information? 

• Monitoring and reporting systems and capabilities may be 
determined through: 

1.  Staff and participating communities able to explain the monitoring     
system (how each of the indicators in the ADD will be monitored) 

2.  Records of any monitoring already undertaken e.g. baselines or 
other information. 

3.  Visiting plots and watching Local Partner collect data on the ground, 
and assessing whether this is in keeping with procedures outlined in 
Acorn Methodology. 

 
C. Findings 

(describe) 
Req. 4.2.21: As confirmed in the conversations with Solidaridad, and shown 

during Solidaridad office visit, project information is stored safely. They have 

backup copies of the main information and Acorn-Rabobank has also copies 

of the project documents and farmers database.  

Req. 4.2.22: Acorn and Solidaridad are following The Acorn Framework and 

Methodology, considering timelines and responsibilities to conduct the 

continuous monitoring described in ADD section E.7.  

 

Regarding socioeconomic and environmental aspects, the ADD (Part E, 

Baseline Assessment) describes the results of the first survey and how the 

identified indicators will be monitored. In the discussion with Solidaridad and 

Acorn staff, they explained how they did the first survey and how they are 

planning to do the monitoring, the next surveys. As the project is currently in 

its early stages, during the validation, only the results of the first survey were 

available.  

 

With regards to carbon accounting and the CRUs calculations, during the on-

site visit, the validation team had the opportunity to see how Acorn is 

collecting ground truth data in collaboration with the local partner and with 

the support of a consultancy firm (Foresolution). Acorn has developed a 

specific methodology and protocol in line with The Acorn Framework and 

Methodology for ground truth data collection, that has been provided to the 

validation team.  

 

During this validation, Solidaridad facilitated the on-site visit, coordinating 

the process with local farmers, field technicians, and other stakeholders. 









  

 

B. Guidance 
Notes for 
VVBs 

Check a sample of the surveys that were made to collect the information from 

the ecosystem monitoring indicators for this reporting period. 

C. Findings 
(describe) 

The project activity consists of tree planting manually (digging the holes and 

planting) for a new agroforestry system, as well as improving existing 

agroforestry in all areas within the farmer’s land. Due to the type of 

intervention and considering the scale (low planting density), the potential 

negative impact during the project implementation is expected to be 

negligible. Based on consultation with local stakeholders and on direct 

observations in the field visit, the project is growing natural and naturalized 

species, commonly used in the silvicultural and forestry sectors leading to an 

increase of biodiversity in the vegetation and potentially in the fauna. During 

the site visit, no negative impacts were identified.  

In the interviews with local partner staff and with farmers, it has been 

confirmed that they also have not identified potential negative impacts, and 

therefore, no mitigation measures are being or will be undertaken. 

The ADD includes a description of the current land use and habitat species 

within a project area, and explains how these are most likely to change over 

a period of ten years without the project intervention (Part D and E) 

The ADD also includes a list of species with a high local environmental and 

social conservation value in the project area (Part D and E.3).  

In the on-site visit, by direct observation and during the interviews with 

farmers, it was confirmed that the current land use of all farms visited during 

the validation is cropland. All of them are coffee or cacao crops, sometimes 

accompanied by different food crops. Some of the farmers visited have 

already started with agroforestry practices, planting some trees on their 

farms.  

D. Conformance 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective 
Actions 
(describe) 

None 

F. Acorn’s  
Response (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

G. Status (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

X 







  

the project areas certified under the ACORN protocol are not incorporated 

into national initiatives. As such a letter was present for the part of the 

project that falls under Aldea, it is likely that another confirmation for the 

entire project will be provided by the government. Solidaridad has been 

communicating with the Nicaraguan government about this, but expects that 

it will take time to get this confirmation as the relevant government entities 

are reorganizing. 

 

There is also some overlap with another carbon project “Taking Root”, 

discussions between Solidaridad, Taking Root and Plan Vivo have been 

working on a solution, to avoid double counting. But final proof of this still 

needs to be provided, therefore NIR 03/2024 VER was issued. 

D. Conformance 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective 
Actions 
(describe) 

NIR 03/2024 VER 

Evidence shall be provided to demonstrate that: 

• The project areas under the ACORN protocol are not incorporated into 
national initiatives 

• There is no overlapping between the Plan Vivo “Taking root” Project 
and this project   

F. Acorn’s  
Response (if 
applicable) 

Acorn response (09/01/2026) 

Acorn shared evidence that there are no national initiatives.  

The local partner is working on solving the overlap, but in the meantime all 

plots with any overlap with Taking Root are removed from the verification 

package and the geojson-files. In this case even if the plot with overlap finally 

belongs to the Acorn project, these plots are not part of this verification. This 

is the most conservative solution while proceeding with the verification. The 

updated geojson file, where overlapping plots with the taking root project are 

removed, was shared. 

VVB response (06/02/2026 & 19/05/2026) 

The evidence shared by Acorn is sufficient to the first part of this NIR. And 

after confirmation from Plan Vivo that there currently is no overlap with 

“Taking root” Project, the second part of this NIR can be closed as well. 

G. Status (if 
applicable) 

Closed 

H. Forward Actions 
(describe, if 
applicable) 

None 

X  





  

o Land which, in the baseline, is subjected to land-use and 

management practices and receives inputs listed in Annex 2 of 

Methodology. 

 

B. Guidance 
Notes for 
VVBs 

Check the following issues for the new farmers onboarding the project: 

-Through interviews with Local Partner and participants, assess whether the 

Local Partner promotes the use of native species in agroforestry systems. 

-Assess the evidence to demonstrate that the land was not cleared prior to 

the project intervention with satellite imagery (5 years prior to the 

smallholder joining the project). 

-Prior or during the site visit, the VVB can check that the areas of sampled 

project sites are less than 10ha via the remote-sensing polygons previously 

obtained by Acorn. If, when visiting the site, the boundary of the polygon 

appears to map appropriately onto the boundary of the smallholder’s land, 

then the smallholder’s land is likely less than 10 ha. 

-During site visits and interviews with the smallholders, check with the 

smallholders whether the activities of the project, or income from the 

project, have or will likely result in an increase in their total number, weight 

or number of grazing days for any livestock type. 

C. Findings 
(describe) 

In the on-site visit, by direct observation and during the interviews with 

farmers, it was confirmed that the current land use of all farms visited during 

the verification is cropland. All of them are coffee or cacao crops, sometimes 

accompanied by different food crops. Some of the farmers visited have 

already started with agroforestry practices, planting some trees on their 

farms. During the interviews and site visit, it was confirmed that none of the 

lands included in the project are used for cattle ranching. No wetlands were 

identified during the visit and based on the reviewed documentation; the 

project boundary does not include wetlands.   

The ADD includes in Part F the list of species selected for the new 

agroforestry system, classifying them as native or naturalized and including a 

description of the potential impacts and/or benefits of naturalized species. 

According to the local partner and the nursery, all of them are native or 

naturalized. It was confirmed during the interviews with the farmers that the 

species are commonly used in the forestry and agricultural sectors. 

No negative potential impacts of these species have been confirmed. The 

project species have been observed in the project area, outside the project 

boundary, as common tree species used in agroforestry activities. During the 

visit, it was confirmed that the local partner is aware of the importance of 

using native species and that the planting activities are done using a mix of 

species with different objectives (fruit, shade, soil improvement) and no 

harvesting of planted trees is planned during or after the crediting period. 





  

calculating a separate adjustment factor for each stratum is likely to reduce the 

number of samples required to obtain an acceptable level of precision. A 

minimum of 30 randomly selected sample plots must be measured per stratum. 

Project may further stratify or use y-1 to optimize measurement. 

 

B. Guidance Notes for 
VVBs 

Check the pre-project tree adjustment factor via the adjustment factor 

calculation spreadsheet provided prior by Acorn. Check the formulas in the 

excel provided and the re-measurement some plots during the on-site visit. 

Are the formulas correctly applied in the excel spreadsheet? 

C. Findings (describe) As remote sensing is used for the monitoring of tree biomass, carbon baseline 

cannot be set as zero. Therefore, Acorn has estimated Pre-project adjustment 

factor based on the Acorn methodology at 50. 

The adjustment factor for baseline removal has been calculated using growth 

models and not using measured data. This adjustment factor has been 

estimated by comparing project year 2018 and year 2024. The estimated 

percentage change in tree biomass in year “y” that is attributed to pre-project 

trees (EETBy) plus the Adjustment for the uncertainty of EETBy,s (AdjUEETBy,s) 

was calculated between 50% and 75%.  

However, based on the observations in the field visit and on the forestry 

expertise of the audit team, there is enough information to confirm that this 

value should be close 100% or at least higher than 50%. In the big majority of 

the 24 visited plots, project trees have not been planted.  

The current biomass changes in these first project years are mainly due to the 

growth of pre-existing trees. The use of an average adjustment factor for 6 

years is not considered a conservative approach for the first years of the 

project, when, because of the sigmoid growth of the biomass, the growth is 

slower. 

The Data package provided shows the estimated growth of pre-existing trees 

compared to the total number of trees, modelled and real. The adjustment 

factor for the baseline is calculated based on the estimated pre-project tree 

biomass growth and its uncertainty adjustment factor.  

The formulas are correctly applied, and the Adjustment factor is properly 

estimated.  

D. Conformance  

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective Actions 
(describe) 

None 

F. Acorn’s  Response 
(if applicable) 

N/A 

X 





  

Check the model uncertainty and model calibration calculation spreadsheet 

provided prior by Acorn. Check the formulas in the excel provided and the re-

measurement some plots during the on-site visit. 

Are the formulas correctly applied in the excel spreadsheet? 

C. Findings (describe) During the site visit, the following findings were identified regarding ground 

truth data collection: 

Field measurements: during the GT collection, the verification team visited, 

together with Acorn staff (Acorn team) and the field team (Foresolution) 

doing the GT collection. During the visit, it was possible to measure some 

plots with them and to re-measure some plots with the Acorn team. Acorn 

has provided a SOP document, including Quality assurance and control 

procedures, adapted from section 4.3.4 of the good practice guidance for 

Land Use, Land-Use change and Forestry, from the IPCC. The data collected 

following the protocol can be made available to the verifier/validator if 

required. Acorn has implemented an additional step incorporating high-

resolution imagery and Lidar data. 

Verification team remeasurement: During the on-site visit, the verification 

team measured 3 GT subplots from the 30 GT plots measured.  

As we are still lacking information from Acorn on which plots in the data 

package match with the plots that were measured by the verification team, 

further evaluation of the correctness of the ground truth data is not yet 

possible. 

As not all information is shared with the VVB to check the ground truth plots 

CAR 01/2024 VER is issued. 

D. Conformance  

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective Actions 
(describe) 

CAR 01/2024 VER converted to FAR 01/2024 VER 

Information on witch plots match the GT plots measured by the verification 

team shall be shared.  

FAR 01/2024 VER 

Acorn shall demonstrate quality assurance and control procedures regarding 

the ground truth are correctly implemented in the field. 

F. Acorn’s  Response (if 
applicable) 

Acorn response (09/01/2026 & 02/02/2026) 

Acorn shared updated data packages for coffee and cacao, including 

information to match the GT plots measured by the verification team. 

VVB response (06/02/2026) 

While some of the measurements from the GT team and the verification team 

are very similar, some plots show significant differences (>5%). These 

X 





  

∆𝑇𝐵𝑦,𝑠 = Change in carbon stock in aboveground and 

belowground tree biomass in stratum s, in year y (t 

CO2eq) after uncertainty discount 

𝐴𝐺𝐵𝑦   = Aboveground tree biomass per plot in year y (metric 

tons of dry matter) 

𝐴𝐺𝐵𝑦−1  = Aboveground tree biomass per plot in year y-1 

(metric tons of dry matter) 

𝑅   = Root-shoot ratio to calculate the belowground 

biomass factor 

𝐶𝐹   = Carbon fraction of tree biomass 
44
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  = Conversion from carbon to carbon dioxide 

𝐴𝑑𝑗𝑈   = Adjustment factor for uncertainty  

 

B. Guidance Notes for 
VVBs 

At desk review check whether above equation has properly been executed and 

result in real and measurable results in the excel spreadsheet provided by 

Acorn. 

Are the formulas correctly applied in the excel spreadsheet? 

C. Findings (describe) Based on the review of the provided Excel files with project GHG calculations 

(Data package Solidaridad Nicaragua Coffee) it can be confirmed that the 

calculation of the Change in carbon stock in aboveground and belowground 

tree biomass was performed following The Acorn Methodology V1.1. and its 

Equation 6.  

D. Conformance  

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective Actions 
(describe) 

None 

F. Acorn’s  Response (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

G. Status (if applicable) N/A 

H. Forward Actions 
(describe, if 
applicable) 

None 

I. Others N/A  

 

Sub- Theme: Uncertainty adjustment factor 

X 







  

activity be displaced to?, and iii) what amount of emissions would be 

associated with the displacement? Market leakage from changes in 

production by smallholders is not expected to be significant and is assumed 

to be zero.  

B. Guidance 
Notes for VVBs 

Check the listed sources of leakage and, by comparing against discussions 

with local experts, the Local Partner and participants, comment on the 

appropriateness of the: 

o Sources of leakage listed and their perceived significance. Is the leakage 
adjustment factor (AdjL) therefore appropriate for the level of leakage 
risk? 

o Mitigation measures. Have they already started?  
o Check the leakage adjustment factor via the adjustment factor 

information provided prior by Acorn. Can this be justified/confirmed on 
a project level with what the VVB sees during the fiels visits? 
 

For projects where leakage is significant, please double check the calculation 

in the excel spreadsheet provided by Acorn and against equation 9 of the 

methodology. Are the formulas correctly applied in the excel spreadsheet? 

C. Findings 
(describe) 

The ADD in Part M. 2. gives an adjustment factor for Leakage of 0%. Leakage 

is not expected, and the project activity is not expected to lead to GHG 

emissions outside the project boundary. Solidaridad Nicaragua and Acorn do 

not expect potential displacement of pre-project activities due to the project 

implementation. During the site visit enough evidence was gathered to 

confirm that, if existing, potential leakage will be negligible. In the case of 

livestock, it is not a common practice in the project area due to 

incompatibilities with coffee production; none of the farmers interviewed 

have animals, and if they do, they are outside of the project farms.   

Agroforestry is expected to increase the productivity of the current crops, or 

at least not decrease it, therefore, no displacement of agricultural activities 

is expected.  

D. Conformance  

Yes 

 

No 

 

N/A 

E. Corrective 
Actions 
(describe) 

None 

F. Acorn’s  
Response (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

G. Status (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

H. Forward 
Actions 

None 

X 





  

E. Corrective 
Actions 
(describe) 

None 

F. Acorn’s  
Response (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

G. Status (if 
applicable) 

N/A 

H. Forward 
Actions 
(describe, if 
applicable) 

None 

J. Others N/A  
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