Procedures to demonstrate the eligibility of lands for afforestation and reforestation project activities (EB31 annex 14)
The second submission by the Government of Japan
1. Based on the COM/MOP2 decision, CDM-Executive Board formulated the draft procedures to demonstrate the eligibility of lands for afforestation and reforestation project activities (EB31 annex14) after a call for public input and launched an additional call for public input to the draft. Japan contributed to this process by responding to the first call for public input during January to February this year, which is posted on the CDM homepage of the UNFCCC website.
2. The draft includes the revision of the decision previously made at EB26 (annex 18), which included additional requirements to the original decision at EB22 (annex 16) on the procedures to demonstrate the land eligibility. Noted here under, in our understanding, are main changes;

1) “for a period consistent with common forest practices in the host country” in 1(a)iii of the previous decision has been deleted. We support this revision because, as we mentioned in our previous submission, it was not quite clear what it means, and it would be quite difficult to generalize forest practices on the different conditions / environments of the lands / regions. Project proponents would face much greater burdens from being asked for such a problematic definition of “common forest practices”. 

2) “project participants should provide evidence that the land was below the national thresholds, for at least four single representative years” in 1(b)ii of the previous decision has been deleted. We support this deletion because it was not clear on what basis four times was applied. Taking also into account the availability of remote sensing data, project proponents would face greater burdens from being requested to provide such an excessive clarification.
3)  The new formulation of 1(b)i is appropriate and enough to provide guidance on how to demonstrate the land eligibility. We support this revision because the previous formulation went beyond Marrakech Accord, asking project proponents to demonstrate that  “the lands has not been forest land at any time since 1 January 1990 ”. It should be avoided to formulate a guidance which includes articles with items which are not required in Marrakech Accord and other COP/MOP Decisions. In addition, Japan also supports the latter part of the new formulation of 1(b)i which is, by asking project proponents to provide transparent information that the land was not intentionally converted to non-forest land for the purpose of implementing A/R CDM project activities, properly responding to the concern expressed in some of the first series of the submissions.
4) “Footnote 3” of the previous draft does not appear in the newer version. We support this revision  because it was out of context to justify the addition of 1(b)iii of the previous version, not citing the full text of a reference in the IPCC GPG for LULUCF. The text should be referred to fully in the context, in order to properly reflect its intention.
3. Japan considers the draft to which public input is invited currently by EB is proper enough to guide how to demonstrate the land eligibility for A/R CDM project activities, and to practically promote A/R CDM. Japan expects EB to consider the draft at its thirty-third session. 
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