ENFORCEMENT BRANCH CC-2008-1-3/Canada/EB
OF THE COMPLIANCE COMMITTEE 21 May 2008

EXPERT ADVICE: CANADA

1. The enforcement branch agreed to seek expert advice on the content and basis of the
report of the expert review team contained in document FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN and on issues
related to any decision of the enforcement branch with regard to the indicated question of
implementation (CC-2008-1-2/Canada/EB, paragraph 7). The branch intends to receive the
expert advice during its meeting to conduct a possible hearing (if so requested by the Party
concerned) as well as deliberate, elaborate and adopt a preliminary finding or a decision not to
proceed. This meeting is scheduled to take place 14-16 June 2008 (or 28-30 May 2008 if the
Party concerned notifies the secretariat, at the same time as any request for a hearing due by 22
May 2008, that it will not make a written submission).

2. Experts from whom advice is sought are invited to be available on all three days. The
enforcement branch will receive expert advice in accordance with the procedures and
mechanisms relating to compliance contained in the annex to decision 27/CMP.1 and the Rules
of procedure of the Compliance Committee contained in the annex to decision 4/CMP.2.

3. The following experts are to be invited:

Ms. Branca Americano (Brazil)
Mr. Audun Rosland (Norway)
Mr. Marco Sereno (Belgium)
Ms. Tatiana Tugui (Moldova)

Indicative list of questions:

4.  The overall question of implementation to be addressed relates to compliance with the
guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocol
(decision 15/CMP.1) and the modalities for the accounting of assigned amounts under Article 7,
paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 13/CMP.1). In particular, the expert review team
concluded, after consideration of the provisions of the guidelines for review under Article 8 of
the Kyoto Protocol (decision 22/CMP.1), that the status of Canada’s national registry on the
publication date of the review report was not in accordance with the guidelines and modalities
referred to above.'

5. Inthe context of this question of implementation, the enforcement branch will in particular
seek the opinion of and ask questions to the invited experts on the following questions:

a. How does an expert review team assess the implementation by a Party of the
requirements under the Kyoto Protocol relating to national registries?

b. From the perspective of a technical expert, what are the nature and scope of the
problems identified in the report of the review of the initial report of Canada with

! See paragraph 140 and section IL.A of the report of the expert review team contained in document
FCCC/IRR/2007/CAN.



respect to conformity with the modalities for the accounting of assigned amounts
under Article 7, paragraph 4, of the Kyoto Protocol (decision 13/CMP.1) and the
guidelines for the preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the
Kyoto Protocol (decision 15/CMP.1)?

c. What action should be taken and which information should be submitted by Canada
to resolve the question of implementation, including the following more specific
questions:

e What information should be made available to demonstrate that Canada fulfils
the national registry requirements defined in the annex to decision 13/CMP.1
and the annex to decision 15/CMP.1, including the requirements of the
technical standards for data exchange between registry systems referred to in
paragraph 32 of the annex to decision 15/CMP.1?

e What is the role of an independent assessment report, pursuant to decision
16/CP.10, on the results of the technical assessment of the national registry,
including the results of standardized testing? In particular, to what extent
might the question of implementation be resolved on the basis of an
independent assessment report?

d. What would be required to review the implementation of any action Canada may
have taken since the ERT conducted the review or may take in the future with
respect to the question of implementation?

6.  The enforcement branch may put further more detailed follow-up questions related to the
indicated areas to the invited experts during the meeting at which expert advice is received or
considered. The branch may also request experts to provide advice on the assessment of any
new information received with respect to the question of implementation since the ERT
conducted the review.



