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Call for public inputs on experience with the verification procedure under the Joint Implementation Supervisory Committee (JISC) - deadline 21 May 2010
Input from DNV
1. Participation requirements for JI; 

Input: ----
 Rationale:----
2. Involvement, actions and roles of different actors, including the JISC and its support structure; Parties and designated focal points (DFPs); accredited independent entities (AIEs); project participants; and international and non-governmental organizations; 

Input: Benchmarking between DFPs with regard to available information and level of communication on track-1 issues could help some countries to learn from experience gained by the more active countries.

 Rationale: Procedures and communication of track-1 vary strongly between the JI host countries. It is understood that rules might be different from one country to another. It is more difficult for the market to deal with lack of procedures and interpretations in some countries as it hampers the implementation of potential projects. 
3. JI project requirements and guidelines (baseline setting and monitoring, additionality, etc.) 

Input: Formal communication channels to facilitate interpretation and further development of the newly adopted DVM. 
 Rationale: The DVM is a good starting point for increased transparency on determination and verification of JI-projects. As this is rolled out there will be needs to clarify interpretations and develop issues further. Clear and quick communication lines for such dialogue will increase the value of the DVM.
4. Accreditation of independent entities; 

Input: The accreditation standard will hopefully be a stable and predictable guideline for requirements and processes. This should include  improved possibilities for dialogue to help the applicant better and quicker understand the ongoing process and required inputs.  
 Rationale: Uncertainties with the process for a long time have introduced (unnecessary) risks both to JI in general and to different type of actors in the value chain.

5. JI forms; 

Input:--------
 Rationale:---------
6. Management and governance of JI and the JISC; 

Input: Clear guidance balanced against maintaining flexibility of JI is a key issue. Quick and clear decisions from JISC will be appreciated. In the near future relevant areas are further elaboration of  the DVM and successful implementation of the accreditation standard as mentioned above. 
 Rationale: Uncertainties in the JI-markets should be reduced to give the actors the possible conditions for continuing to develop and determine good JI projects.
7. Recommendations and proposed improvements for the future operation of JI; 

Input: Establish and maintain constructive meeting places and processes to ensure continuous improvements through dialogue between different actors in the system.
Rationale: Good communications facilitates a broad input so that the input for discussions and decisions are the best. Further it facilitates a broad dissemination of decisions taken and other relevant information. The present public calls and workshops are two good initiatives with this regard. Other formal channels could be established to ensure quick feedback, both on general level and project specific level, to the actors concerning implementation of new procedures and guidelines.
8. Other issues. 

Input: Provide an ambition for how track-2 is intended to develop versus track-1. This concerns both ambitions with regard to volume (market shares) in the coming years and ambitions with regard to type of projects covered (technologies, potential differences in determination and other)

 Rationale: Track-1 versus track-2 is an ongoing discussion and it is observed that many projects are switched from track-2 to track-1. Should the market perceive track-1 and track-2 as similar or should they be designed as different schemes to maximize differences and thereby market coverage?



