EB27 Annex 18 could discourage the project developers and prevent the development of AR CDM as it is not a realistic procedures for projects in developing countries.  To determine such procedures, EB should inquiry to the Annex I countries whether those data are available.
EB 27 An18 Foot note no 2

The Marrakesh Accords define forest as a minimum area of land of 0.05–1.0 hectares with tree crown cover (or equivalent stocking level) of more than 10%–30% with trees with the potential to reach a minimum height of 2–5 m at maturity in situ. In addition to the minimum area of forest, it is good practice that countries specify the minimum width that they will apply to define forest and units of land subject to afforestation, reforestation and deforestation activities.
Comment:

This description is not suitable as the procedures for demonstrating the eligibility of lands.

The M&P for AR CDM requires to the DNA of Annex I country only following items 

(a) A single minimum crown cover
(b) A single minimum land area

(c) A single minimum tree height

It doesn’t mention about the width at all.  Even it is a good practice, this description is not adequate.

In addition, in the validation report of the project “Facilitating Reforestation for Guangxi Watershed Management in Pearl River Basin” (validation report NO. 756176), the DOE states in Clarification Request No.6 that;

“It should be explained why to a width of 10 m is referred to - as the definition of forest land under UNFCCC does not include this parameter.”
EB 27 An18 1.(b) ii

For afforestation project activities, demonstrate that any woody vegetation on the land has for at least 50 years been below the thresholds adopted by the host country for definition of forest. For this purpose, project participants should provide evidence that the land was below the national thresholds for at least four single representative years within the time period of 50 years (e.g. 10 years, 25 years, 40 years and 50 years before the project start).
Comment:

From my personal working experience in Annex I countries, it is difficult to find data on historical land cover/use.  
- For example in Vietnam, the aerial photo taken in 1970 is the oldest.  

- The satellite data with adequate resolution is only available for the 1980’S.  

- To prepare the satellite images is costly.  As the AR CDM is not a beneficial project, it is not possible to purchase many images. 
- Interviewing the local people may be a possible way but the level of confidence of their testimony is not guaranteed.  The average life expectancy of developing countries has to be considered. 

However, in the AR CDM, there are not benefit to demonstrate that the project is an afforestation project.  This description will not cause a big problem for project developers.

EB 27 An18 1.(b) iii
The land has not been forest land at any time since 1 January 1990, that is, there is no time since 1 January 1990 at which woody vegetation on the land has met the thresholds adopted for the definition of forest by the host country.
Comments:

- Land use/cover survey in Annex I counties was not conducted frequently.
- It is difficult to find satellite images in a good condition in the tropical countries because of the cloud and it is costly to purchase them.

- This description result in only encouraging the application of PRA for the demonstration of eligibility because it is the most economic way.
