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1 Cover Note, Section 3.2 
 

Paragraph 17(c) The most relevant part of this standard is the 
length of the post-crediting monitoring period. 
For this reason, details on remediation measures 
for shortening the period—and how practical 
those conditions are—will be key to reaching an 
agreement. 

Moving forward with an agreement requires defining 
the remedial actions. While the full details don't have 
to be completely worked out, there is currently no 
indication of what these actions will entail. 
 
Agreeing to the standard at this point would be a 
blind acceptance. 
 

2 Cover Note, Section 3.4.1 
 

Paragraph 24 The suggested definition of "negligible risk of 
reversals" is too limiting for certain activity types 
and needs a more robust foundation. The 
current range of 0.5-2.5 appears arbitrary and 
lacks a clear, evidence-based justification.  

We recommend further exploration to determine if 
this range is applicable in reality across diverse 
project types, and to develop a more inclusive 
definition that is both grounded in data and 
adaptable to a wider range of activities. 
 
Rather than a one-size-fits-all approach to reversal 
risk, the definition could be tailored to each activity's 
nature. This allows for a stricter definition where 
reversal risk can be effectively mitigated, 
acknowledging that some activities have inherent 
characteristics that reduce this risk. 
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