Consolidated Validation Report and Community Feedback Integration for CoARA Type‑A Endorsement
Validation Report and Community Feedback Integration


	Output Title
	

	Nominator Group
	

	Authors
	

	Consultation Period
	



Executive Summary
In this section, please provide an overview of the output, review process, and how the feedback has been integrated or taken into consideration.

	





Validation Summary
	Total participants reached
	☐0-20
	☐21-50
	☐51-100
	☐101-200
	☐More than 200

	Validation methods
	☐Online surveys
☐Expert reviews
	☐Webinars
☐Interviews
	☐Workshop
☐Other: 

	Global representation (optional)
	☐Africa
☐Asia
	☐Europe
☐North America
	☐Oceania
☐South America

	Feedback integration (generally)
	☐Full integration: all substantive feedback fully implemented into refined output(s)
☐Selective integration: most/prioritised feedback integrated into refined output(s)
☐Partial/Limited integration: feedback influenced review but was not fully integrated into refined output(s)
☐Other:

	Identified Key Theme(s) of Feedback
(Please extend the list as needed and provide below a corresponding “Key themes feedback” section for each entry)
	1.
2. 
3. 
4.


 


Identified Key Theme of Feedback 1: Please Complete
	Output number (if relevant)
	Community Feedback
	Integration in the reviewed output (examples in Annex 1)
	Integration
(Full/Partial)
	Priority (1: Low to 3: High)

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Please add as many rows as needed.

Identified Key Theme of Feedback 2: Please Complete
	Output number (if relevant)
	Community Feedback
	Integration in the reviewed output (examples in Annex 1)
	Integration
(Full/Partial)
	Priority (1: Low to 3: High)

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	





Identified Key Theme of Feedback 3: Please Complete
	Output number (if relevant)
	Community Feedback
	Integration in the reviewed output (examples in Annex 1)
	Integration
(Full/Partial)
	Priority (1: Low to 3: High)

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Identified Key Theme of Feedback 4: Please Complete
	Output number (if relevant)
	Community Feedback
	Integration in the reviewed output (examples in Annex 1)
	Integration
(Full/Partial)
	Priority (1: Low to 3: High)

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



Please reuse this template for as many “Key themes” as identified.
Annex 1

The table below serves only as an indicative set of examples. 
In the “Integration in the reviewed output” column, please list concrete changes made to the output(s) as a result of feedback received during the community consultation phase, clearly referencing your own outputs.

	Integration Type
	Definition

	Conceptual clarification
	Feedback used to clarify key concepts, terminology, and scope to ensure shared understanding.

	Practical applicability
	Feedback incorporated to make content more actionable and implementation‑ready.

	Audience-oriented structuring
	Feedback addressed by clearly defining purpose, scope, and intended audiences.

	Technical precision
	Feedback used to refine technical distinctions and align with standards.

	Evidence traceability & Sourcing
	Feedback integrated by strengthening traceability, provenance, and credibility of statements through explicit references.

	Governance & compliance positioning 
	Feedback incorporated to better align the content with governance, policy, or compliance expectations.

	Neutrality & generalisation
	Feedback integrated by removing organisation‑specific references to improve transferability.

	Format & usability
	Feedback addressed through changes in format or length to match audience needs.

	Stakeholder differentiation
	Feedback used to tailor outputs for distinct stakeholder groups.

	Financial & sustainability
	Feedback integrated by adding cost, investment, and sustainability considerations.

	Actionability & consistency
	Feedback incorporated by enforcing a consistent, decision‑oriented structure.

	Quality & assurance
	Feedback used to strengthen evaluative and trust‑related criteria.

	Evidence & updating
	Feedback addressed by updating case studies and factual content.

	Context & trend alignment
	Feedback integrated to better situate content within broader policy and system trends.

	Visualisation & structural clarity
	Feedback incorporated to improve comprehension through visual elements and clearer structure.

	Risk identification & mitigation
	Feedback used to explicitly surface risks and mitigation strategies relevant to decision‑makers.

	Consistency & de-duplication
	Feedback addressed by reducing repetition and aligning structure across outputs.



