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Summary: AP 79

The CDM-AP held its 79th meeting from 11 to 13 October 2017 in 

Bonn, Germany.

The CDM-AP considered 33 cases, of which 18 have been submitted 

to the Board.

Activity Cases to be 

considered by the EB

Annotated 

agenda para. no.

Re-accreditation 1 14 (a)

Regular surveillance 7 14 (b) and (c)

Performance assessment 8 14 (d)

Other issues 2 14 (e)
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Summary of outcome: AP 79

The CDM-AP:

a) Took note of a report on launching performance assessments 

constraining the verification activities suitable for performance 

assessments and recommended that the Board provide a 

mandate to review the relevant accreditation requirements with a 

view to enable, as applicable, options and modalities for 

performance assessments of verification activities.

b) Considered the availability of public information on DOEs and 

recommended to the Board to:

i. Increase transparency on DOEs' profile page by making 

more information available, 

ii. Clearly indicate on the accredited entity list page the 

accreditation and withdrawal status. 
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Summary of outcome: AP 79

The CDM-AP (cont…): 

c) Interacted with a group of 16 lead assessors and trainee lead 

assessors from the CDM accreditation roster of experts (ARoE) to 

facilitate the exchange of views on the implementation of the 

CDM accreditation requirements and consult on requests for 

clarifications on the CDM accreditation standard (version 06). 
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Recommendations: 

a) Take note of this presentation;

b) Take note of the meeting report of the 79th Accreditation Panel meeting;

c) Recall that accreditation cases for presentation at this meeting must be 

requested by the end of the day, otherwise the course of action 

recommended by the AP will be adopted.
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Background

The “CDM accreditation procedure” and the “CDM validation and verification 

standard for project activities (VVS)” contain provisions for performance assessments 

and on-site inspection that may be constraining the number of verification activities 

suitable for performance assessments.

The VVS ver 1.0 (entered into force on 1 June 2017) provides conditions under which a 

DOE may opt out of conducting an on-site inspection during a verification activity 

(para 343). 

DOEs are availing themselves of this option which is further constraining the 

verification activities suitable for performance assessments. 
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Background …cont.

VVS V01.0, para 343. For cases that are not referred to in paragraph 342, it is optional for the 

DOE to conduct an on-site inspection at verification. If the DOE does not conduct an on-site 

inspection as a means of verification, it shall describe the alternative means used and justify 

that they are sufficient for the purpose of verification.

VVS V01.0, para 342. It is mandatory for the DOE to conduct an on-site inspection at 

verification for the registered CDM project activity if: 

(a) It is the first verification for the DOE with regard to this project activity; 

(b) More than three years have elapsed since the last on-site inspection conducted for 

verification for the project activity; or, 

(c) The project activity has achieved more than 300,000 t CO2 eq of GHG emission 

reductions or net anthropogenic GHG removals since the last verification when an on-

site inspection was conducted.
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Background…cont.

ACCPROC V13.0, para 88. A performance assessment on a verification/certification activity 

shall be based on the observation of the verification carried out by the DOE team at the 

project activity site(s) and the evaluation of a draft verification report and other 

documentary evidence…….
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The CDM-AP recommended that the Board provide a mandate to review the 

relevant accreditation requirements with a view to enable, as applicable, 

options and modalities for performance assessments of verification activities.
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Recommendation
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CDM-AP 79 recommendation (paragraph 9.0)

The CDM-AP at its 79th meeting considered the publicly available 

information regarding DOEs and made recommendations for 

consideration by the Board. 

The CDM-AP recommends that the Board decide to:

(a) Increase transparency on DOEs' profile page by making 

more information available, inter alia, the expiry date, re-

accreditation dates, and withdrawal dates easily accessible.

(b) Clearly indicate on the AEs (Applicant Entities) list page:

(i) Accreditation status;

(ii) Withdrawal status.
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Public lists of AEs and DOEs

13



Agenda item 2.5

Paragraph 10 to 12 of the annotated agenda

Issue 1 (limited information on the lists of AEs and DOEs)
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Issue 2 (limited information on the DOE’s profile)

E-0100 JPCT

Chibusi, 305034, Tokyo

Kenji Tamaguchi, global.cdm@jpct
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Issue 2 (limited information on the DOE’s profile)

E-0100 JPCT

Chibusi, 305034, Tokyo

Kenji Tamaguchi, global.cdm@jpct

Initial Accreditation (12/08/2002)

Re-accreditation (16/01/2007) 

Re-accreditation (24/06/2011)

Re-accreditation (23/09/2016)

[Expiry date: 20/07/2020]

History:
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of the call

Status of 

accreditation

Current DOE

Current DOE

Current DOE

Withdrew

Withdrew

.

.

.

.

.

Proposed solution 2 (enhance information on the list of AE’s)
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The Board may wish to consider recommendations from the CDM-AP 

regarding the availability of public information on designated 

operational entities (DOEs) and Applicant Entities (AEs) on the 

UNFCCC CDM website.
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Recommendation to the Board


