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Outline

• Recap: What we’ve already agreed to on authorization
• Guiding questions and options in the text
• Canada’s views on way forward



Recap: Mandate

Mandate:
• Further guidance on: 17(b): The process of authorization pursuant to decision 2/CMA.3, 

annex, paragraphs 2, 18(g) and 21(c), notably the scope of changes to authorization of 
ITMOs towards use(s), and the process for managing them and for authorization of 
entities and cooperative approaches with a view to ensuring transparency and 
consistency

Discussion Questions:
Q1: Should the content of the ‘copy of the authorization’ be:

(a) standardized mandatory form 
(b) standardized optional form and 
(c) no form/free-form? 

Q2: How to avoid duplication of information and conflicting data in authorizations provided 
through various reporting instruments?



Recap: What is authorization?

• Trigger for the Initial Report (“no later than…”) 
• Signal to other Parties, market participants to abide by Article 6 

reporting and accounting obligations (e.g. corresponding 
adjustment)

• Policy/legal decision to engage in Article 6
• Reporting requirement across IR, AI (AEF), RI, A6DB



Recap: Existing Guidance on Authorization (COP26 & 27)
COP26 (2/CMA.3, Annex):

Initial Report
• 18(g): for each cooperative approach, a “copy of the authorization”
Annual Information (AEF)
• 12(a): “annual information on authorization of ITMOs for use towards NDCs, authorization for use 

towards OIMP”
Regular Information
• 21(c): “authorizations and information on its authorization(s) of use of ITMOs towards NDCs and 

authorization for use towards OIMP, including any changes”
Tracking
• 29: Each Party shall have, or have access to, a registry that shall record: … “authorization”

COP27 (6/CMA.4, Annex(es))
Registry Guidance
• 7: Each Party shall ensure “registry records information and data on authorization”
Draft AEF Tables
• Table 2 (Actions), 3 (Holdings): Authorization: Date, ID, Purposes, OIMP, Def of 1st transfer: ‘authorization’
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Format

+Value of standardized form:
• Improve consistency across Parties
• Helpful tool to guide Party thinking around authorization 

-Risks of standardized form:
• Complexity of national approaches to authorization
• Different understandings of types of authorization
• False sense of simplicity e.g. “all that’s required”

Standardized form must reflect:
• Different processes/approached to authorization
• Complexity of authorization (domestic policy/legal document)

Q1: Should the content of the ‘copy of the authorization’ be:
(a) standardized mandatory form 
(b) standardized optional form and 
(c) no form/free-form? 

Draft text (II.C) presents 4 options: mandatory form, voluntary form, no form, [no text]



Content

• Text presents significant duplication across existing reporting 
requirements

• Mischaracterizes existing mandatory reporting requirements as 
voluntary

Q2: How to avoid duplication of information and conflicting data in authorizations provided 
through various reporting instruments?

Draft text (II.B) presents two lists: “shall” (P.8) and “encourages” (P.9) for possible 
elements of authorization 
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New elements

• Date/duration of authorization
• Definition of first transfer (specify trigger)
• Arrangements/applicable terms and conditions pertaining to 

changes
• Type of market instrument
• Regulatory framework/procedures/standards
• Authorized uses
• Information on how mitigation outcomes are shared
• Other information 
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Conclusions 

• A template for authorization can be helpful, but should not be 
mandatory—authorization is complex and must reflect diversity of 
Parties’ national and legal approaches

• Support the Secretariat in developing a template for authorization to be 
included in the 6.2 manual

• Support development of elements to be included in a copy of 
authorization—focus on what’s useful and specific to authorization
• Avoid duplicating or contradictory guidance

• Authorization is not a new reporting vehicle, but a 
policy/operational document


