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The purpose of this document is to gather results of the Stakeholder Engagement that has been conducted by the CO2 Removal Supplier, for its Production Facility, in line with Section 6.4 of the Puro General Rules 4.2 and the Puro Stakeholder Engagement Requirements (SER). 

This report is divided in the following sections:
1 Prior public consultations conducted (SER rule 2.1.2-2.1.4)
2 Identified stakeholders (SER rule 2.1.2)
3 Consultation activities and outcomes (SER rule 2.1.2)
4 Plans for continued consultation during crediting period (SER section 2.5)
5 Summary

This report will be made publicly available in the Puro Registry. It shall not contain information about private individuals (e.g. name, personal address) for privacy reasons. Such information shall be provided separately (e.g. list of participants to consultation activity, as an appendix to the report). 
[bookmark: _Toc227848760]Prior public consultations conducted
Based on Rules 2.1.2-2.1.4 from the Puro SER, if a public consultation was carried out by the CO2 Removal Supplier prior to Registration in accordance with regulatory or other local requirements, this Stakeholder Engagement Report shall be filled in using the information from the report generated for the previously conducted public consultation activity. 

	1A. Prior public consultation conducted

	Question
	Answer

	Was a public consultation of this project carried out prior to the Production Facility Registration and used to fill this report?
	☐ Yes. Please provide the documented evidence of this process and its outcomes as required in rules 2.1.2. a-e and describe the information in this report template.
☐ No

	As per rules 2.1.2 in the Puro Stakeholder Engagement Requirements, “In case a public consultation was conducted before an application for the approval under the Puro Standard, e.g., due to requirements of local authorities, the CO2 Removal Supplier can possibly not be obliged to conduct a consultation as outlined in clause 2.1.5….”



[bookmark: _Toc227848761]Identified stakeholders
Provide an overview of the stakeholders that have been identified (Rule SER 2.3.1) as relevant to include in the stakeholder engagement process, following the categories defined below: 

	2A. Identified stakeholders
	

	Stakeholder categories
	Identified stakeholders

	Local Stakeholders, i.e. stakeholders in the immediate environment of the facility of the CO2 Removal Supplier, and most prone to experience direct or indirect effects of the respective carbon removal activity.
	

	Stakeholders with land-tenure rights within the vicinity of the project boundary
	

	Representatives of relevant local authorities and relevant local politicians
	

	Local non-governmental organizations (NGOs) or international NGOs who are
active in the region and relevant to the topic
	

	Representatives of relevant working groups or vulnerable and marginalized
groups within the vicinity of the project boundary
	

	Relevant industry experts, given there are any in the near environment
	

	Other, please specify:
	

	Answers are to be written in the second column without disclosing private information. For instance, instead of the name of a specific resident, use terminology like “local residents”. Likewise, instead of naming specific public employees, prefer to mention the roles and departments.
In case there are no identified stakeholders in a given category, provide a brief justification instead. 



Activity directly or indirectly impacting indigenous peoples or their livelihoods, ancestral knowledge or cultural heritage (SER rule 2.1.6):

	2B. Free, prior and informed consent (FPIC)
	

	Question
	Answer

	Does the list of identified stakeholders include any indigenous peoples or communities?
	☐ Yes
☐ No

	If answer is “Yes” to the question above, has the free, prior and informed consent (FPIC) been obtained from those indigenous peoples or communities?
	☐ Yes. Please provide evidence of the obtention of the FPIC with this document.

	As per rule 2.1.6 in the Puro Stakeholder Engagement Requirements, note that “FPIC is distinct from stakeholder engagement in that it is derived from indigenous peoples’ right to self-determination. While stakeholder engagement involves consultation and collaboration with all parties affected by a project, FPIC goes a step further by requiring the explicit consent of indigenous peoples before proceeding with activities that impact them.”


[bookmark: _Toc227848762]Consultation activities and outcomes
Provide an exhaustive list of all the stakeholder consultation activities that have been conducted, as well as define the stakeholder consultation period (minimum 14 days; see SER rule 2.2.2). Add as many rows as necessary. The activity categories can for instance be one of the followings (but not limited to these ones): public meeting, online webinar, paper questionnaire, electronic questionnaire, interviews, focus group, site visit, door-to-door visits, etc.

	3A. Consultation activities and outcomes

	Activity categories
	Activity name
	Activity period (YYYY-MM-DD)

	
	
	Start date to End date

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



Provide a list of all the stakeholder invitations that have been sent out, grouping whenever relevant the invitations (e.g., for all local residents as one row). Add as many rows as necessary. The invitation format can be one of the following, but is not limited to: postal letters, email, social media publication, public board information, telephone calls, verbal communication, etc.

	3B. Stakeholder invitations sent

	Invitation format
	Invitation name
	Invitation date (YYYY-MM-DD)

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	



As supporting evidence to this report, please provide with this document, the following:
· Example of invitations sent out, for different consultation activities (e.g. letters, emails, website announcements). 
· Lists of all stakeholders invited to the consultation activities and stakeholders participating in the consultation activities. The lists will not be made public, as they can contain private information.

In case identified relevant stakeholders (section 1) were not invited to the consultation activities, please provide clear reasons for not inviting them (see rule SER 2.6 Inclusivity). Add as many row as necessary. Leave blank if not applicable.

	3C. Relevant stakeholders not invited

	Identified stakeholders
	Reasons for not inviting

	
	

	
	



Provide an extensive summary of i) the information that was provided to stakeholders during the consultation activities, ii) the feedback received during the consultation activities (with a particular focus on concerns, potential issues and critiques), and iii) the responses provided to stakeholders about their feedback.

	3D. Summary of the feedback received during the consultation activities

	
Information provided to stakeholders:


Feedback received from stakeholders:


Responses provided to stakeholders:





In case any relevant stakeholders could not take part in the consultation activities due to reasons such as lack of mobile access or physical disability, please describe and summarize how you engaged with them, what their specific feedback was, and how it was answered (see rule SER 2.6 Inclusivity). Leave blank if not applicable.

	3E. Consultation of stakeholders that could not take part in the scheduled consultation activities

	




As supporting evidence to this report, please provide with this document, the following:
· Materials presented during the consultation activities (e.g. presentations)
· Documentation of the feedback received (e.g. meeting notes, questionnaire answers)
· Documentation of the responses provided to stakeholders (e.g. consultation reports)

Provide an extensive description of the changes made to the project to address the concerns and issues raised during the consultation activities.

	3F. Description of the changes made to the project for addressing concerns and issues

	





Provide the list of indicators that would need to be monitored during the project operation to address the concerns of the stakeholders, if applicable, and must be included in the Monitoring Plan.

	3G. List of indicators to monitor during the operation of the project, including monitoring frequency. This information is an input to the Monitoring Plan and the Monitoring Report.

	Indicator name or ID
	Monitoring frequency

	Indicator 1
	Free text

	Indicator 2
	Free text

	Indicator … 
	Free text

	
	

	
	


[bookmark: _Toc227848763]Ongoing feedback and grievance mechanism
Provide a description of the policy that enables continuous engagement with all stakeholders during the Crediting Period. This policy shall ensure that:
· stakeholders can provide continuous feedback and grievances to the Production Facility, 
· the CO2 Removal Supplier can facilitate the adequate resolution of concerns and grievances that may be the result of the operation of the project, and 
· any feedback or grievance received via the ongoing feedback and grievance mechanism during the Crediting Period are recorded (in adequate logbooks or data management systems) and reported in the Monitoring Report for a given Monitoring Period (see rule SER2.5.1-2.5.6). 
The policy shall be proportionate to the risks and impacts of the project, described in the Monitoring Plan and its status reported during each Monitoring Period (see rule SER 2.5).

	4A. Description of the ongoing feedback and grievance mechanism for the Crediting Period

	





[bookmark: _Toc227848764]Summary
Based on all the information provided above and the evidence provided separately, write an overall summary of the stakeholder engagement. This summary must follow the structure of this report, tackling identified stakeholders, consultation activities and outcome, and plans for continued consultation. This summary is limited to 500 words. This summary must be re-used in the Project Description.

	5A. Overall summary (500-word limit)
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Puro.earth is the world’s leading market infrastructure provider for engineered carbon dioxide removal (CDR). Backed by Nasdaq, we provide the certification frameworks, scientific standards, and digital systems that allow engineered CDR to scale and operate as an investment-grade market.
At the core of this infrastructure is the Puro Standard - the world’s first dedicated standard for engineered carbon removals. Our methodologies are used by suppliers to certify their carbon removal solutions that durably store carbon dioxide for at least 100 years, and in many cases, over 1000 years. We have certified over 100 engineered carbon removal projects to date, resulting in the issuance of CO₂ Removal Certificates (CORCs) in the Puro Registry as verified, traceable, investable assets. 
Our infrastructure is trusted by over 600 companies worldwide to purchase carbon removals with confidence, including Microsoft, McKinsey and BCG. It supports both voluntary and compliance pathways, including integration with CCS+ methodologies and readiness for emerging frameworks such as the EU CRCF. 
Puro.earth is an ICVCM Eligible Carbon Crediting Programme.
For more information, visit https://puro.earth, and follow us on LinkedIn.  
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