São Paulo, July 3nd, 2009. 

Dear Sirs, 

Greetings. My name is Roberto Cavalcante Fabricio, I’m a lawyer and legal consultant in São Paulo, Brazil, and I’m also an assistant expert at the UNFCCC’s Afforestation/Reforestation Working Group.

In accordance with the call for public inputs solicitated by the Executive Board regarding the analysis of the low (or absence of) application of approved meths in CDM projects, I ask your permission to present my personal views on the subject, below, for your kind consideration and evaluation. 
In my point of view these low numbers may have been caused by the following reasons: 
- It’s hard to quantify with precision the value of the A/R efforts that eventually will have to be made towards its estabilishment as retribution for pollutants emissions, so that the interested party can achieve CDM credits. The development and use of an international standard to quantify these costs should help minimize the question;
- Besides, the quantity of demands and the total costs involved in the A/R meths diminish the motivation for the devopment of such projects. As an example, the CDM credits market related to forests is too limited, and its prices are relatively low. Further strategies shall be developed in order to change this scenario; 
· CDMs theoretically are a form of motivation for companies/agriculturists that don’t work with A/F projects to perform such activities. The demands related to them, however, seem to be so restrictive that they prefer to perfort at the “volunteer market”, instead of persuiting the acquisition of these credits; 
- Probably many potential project participants see limited benefits in using A/R meths, specially due to its long duration and the complex supervision of its implementation. It would be interesting to emphasize, to the general public and specially to industrial associations worldwide that, despite the fact that A/R CDM projects are long-term oriented, on the other hand they generate value to their local societies, and therefore may bring benefits to the interested managing entity though other actions it may decide to take – such as propaganda – to reinforce relevant aspects, such as social responsibility; 

- Still, some technical aspects of the meths still seem to be inconclusive, despite the fact that many of them have been settled, like the definition of degraded lands. Speeding this process of “clarification of technical aspectcs” would also help; 

- The hypothesis of the existence of few members on the A/F Group shall must be considered as a possible cause for the delay in the consideration processes for such meths (would it be the case of requiring the presence of new members in the next meetings?) ;
- The technical complexibilities of the meths documents may become an additional obstacle to potential project participants, specially with small scale industries. To help with the full understanding of the A/F meths, it is strongly recommended that at least the most important meths and procedures get translated in several languages, published in the FCCC website, and (if possible) distributed to governments and interested entities. These actions may seem not too important, in a general context, but in fact will make potential project participants feel more confident about the use and implementation of A/F meths. The EB 37, Annex 4 document (Submission and consideration of a proposed new meth for A/R project activities) would be an interesting starting point for such translations.
These are my suggestions, for now. I’m hopeful that these views may contribute to a better comprehension of the matter and may help to improve the ‘success rate’ of approved meths in CDM projects, in the near future. 

Looking forward to meeting you in the future, through my eventual choice for evaluating new methodologies, from the roster of experts, 
        Yours faithfully, 
Roberto Cavalcante Fabricio 

robertofabricio@petrobras.com.br
fabricio@uninet.com.br
Tel.: 55-11-9619-9927

