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Item Section no.  
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(as indicated in the document) 

Comment 
(including justification for change)  

Proposed change 

(including proposed text) 

1 Overall review process n/a The Argentine Republic welcomes the call for 
consultation and inputs on the Draft Standard: 
Addressing non-permanence and reversals. 
Nevertheless, it should be noted that the 
allocated consultation period is insufficient to 
conduct a detailed analysis of such a complex 
document, which also has significant 
implications for the implementation of Article 6.4 
of the Paris Agreement.   

 

The aforementioned time limit, and the need for 
professional and technical human resources that 
countries, especially developing countries, must 
allocate, and  the technical complexity of such a 
review, makes it necessary to request the 
Supervisory Body to hold dialogues and 
workshops including Parties and stakeholders to 
generate capacity for a thorough understanding 
of the main obligations that would arise from the 
approval of the document, as well as to provide 
the opportunity to present alternative proposals, 
if appropriate.  

 

In particular, it is in the interest of the country 
that issues related to the post-crediting 
monitoring period, the definition of negligible risk 
of reversal and the implications this could have 
for nature-based projects and REDD+ are 
reviewed and reassessed. To this end, it is 
requested that at least two additional calls for 
consultation be held to conduct a thorough 
review of the document, allocating additional 
time for this purpose. 
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