
Policy Memorandum 
 

To:   ALL STAKEHOLDERS 
Date:  MARCH 30, 2026 
Re: MODULAR PROTOCOL STRUCTURE 

 
 
 
The Climate Action Reserve (the Reserve) develops its protocols with a jurisdiction-specific 
approach, meaning that the greenhouse gas accounting guidelines (as described in the 
Reserve’s Program Manual, Section 2) reflect the legal, operational, and policy contexts of the 
specific jurisdiction where the projects occur. This approach is critical to ensure credibility of 
credited greenhouse gas reductions/removals by allowing for meaningful and constructive 
engagement with jurisdiction-specific stakeholders (e.g. governments, local communities, etc.) 
so that protocol requirements are fully and accurately aligned with local conditions.  
 
To date, the Reserve has structured its accounting guidelines into individual protocols for each 
jurisdiction for each project activity it credits. This current structure has resulted in duplication 
and challenges maintaining alignment across protocols for the same project activities. As the 
Reserve expands the geographic applicability of its protocols across project activities, there is a 
need to maintain consistency in accounting rules and monitoring, reporting and verification 
requirements, while maintaining jurisdiction-specific provisions. To achieve this, and to facilitate 
scalability of project activities across jurisdictions, the Reserve is implementing a modular 
protocol structure, consisting of a common protocol, paired with jurisdictional modules. 
 
This memo presents the modular protocol structure for Reserve protocols, including draft 
Reserve Program Manual language, for public comment.  
 
Overview 
The modular protocol structure includes a Common Protocol, with the eligibility requirements 
and accounting guidelines applicable across jurisdictions, together with a Jurisdiction Module 
that includes jurisdiction-specific information and requirements as necessary. In some cases, 
there are Technical Guidance Modules that contain guidance for implementing the Common 
Protocol. This structure will improve the efficiency of protocol development, streamline protocol 
revisions and updates, and scalability across jurisdictions. Projects must report under a 
Common Protocol and the applicable Jurisdiction Module specific to the project’s location.  
 
Implementation and Transition  
The Reserve will develop new protocols in this structure, unless determined that a protocol must 
be a stand-alone protocol (current approach). Current active protocols will be revised to the new 
structure overtime. Existing projects (listed and registered) may continue reporting under the 
existing jurisdiction-specific protocol and new projects have a 30-day grace period from the date 
of adoption to submit under the previous version of the protocol. The Reserve will seek CCP-
approval for all protocol updates. However, revising current protocols to the modular protocol 
structure does not materially change the protocol requirements and primarily involves 
reformatting the information within the protocol.  
 
Request for Public Comment 
The Reserve seeks public comments on the proposed protocol structure as detailed in the draft 
Program Manual sections attached. This new proposed protocol structure also necessitates 
changes to the Reserve’s protocol development process. To provide public comment, please 
complete the online form by Monday, April 27, 2026. 
 
 

 

https://forms.office.com/Pages/ResponsePage.aspx?id=bawn8No1MUe1rCw-6Gph3b2zXBRUgYVLgJsg1SapviRUMjZTSENMN1pXVlNKWFlVV0VUWEI4NzcwWS4u


Next Steps 
Following the public comment period, the Reserve will consider stakeholder feedback and may 
revise the protocol structure approach and Program Manual language as appropriate, and 
release changes in an update to the Reserve’s Program Manual.  
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3  Protocol Structure 
3.1 Overview of the Protocol Structure 
The Reserve’s protocols are structured using a modular framework, which includes a Common 
Protocol, one or more Jurisdictional Modules, and in some cases Technical Guidance Modules. 
The Common Protocol provides the requirements that are applicable across jurisdictions, while 
the Jurisdictional Modules complement the Common Protocol by providing requirements that 
are specific to each jurisdiction. Under some circumstances it may not be appropriate to develop 
a Common Protocol and modules, and the Reserve may develop a stand-alone protocol that 
includes the GHG accounting guidelines and the jurisdictional conditions in one protocol.  

3.2 Common Protocol 
The Common Protocol covers a particular project activity or set of similar project activities. Not 
all activities are necessarily eligible in every jurisdiction. The Common Protocol specifies the 
general approach for the Legal Requirement Test and the Performance Standard Test (e.g. use 
of a common practice threshold). It also provides the program-level GHG accounting guidelines 
that are applicable across jurisdictions.  
 
The following sections are included in the Common Protocol 

• Project Definition 
• Project Eligibility Criteria 

o Additionality Determination Approach 
o Project Start Date 
o Project Crediting Period 
o Regulatory Guidance 

• Environmental and Social Safeguards 
• GHG Assessment Boundary 
• GHG Reduction/Removal Quantification 
• Project Monitoring 
• Reporting Parameters 
• Verification Guidance 
• Glossary of Terms 
• References 

3.3 Jurisdiction Module 
The Jurisdiction Module is specific to a geographic jurisdiction (typically defined as an individual 
country) and provides the information needed to ensure jurisdiction-specific conditions are 
considered, especially where there may be differences due to operational, legal, and regulatory 
circumstances. The modules specify which project activities, as defined in the Common 
Protocol, are eligible in the jurisdiction, and provide the jurisdiction-specific data, benchmarks, 
thresholds, etc., for how the Performance Standard and Legal Requirements Tests are 
implemented. Jurisdiction Modules may also specify where requirements in the Common 
Protocol differ and provide the requirements as they pertain to the jurisdiction.   

3.4 Technical Guidance Module 
The Technical Guidance Modules provide guidance for implementing the Common Protocol. 
The modules provide guidance related to how protocol requirements are implemented, and do 
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not specify eligibility criteria or materially change any requirements in the Common Protocol or 
the Jurisdictional-specific Module. Technical guidance may include topics such as project 
aggregation, sampling techniques, and data collection methods.  

3.5 Application of Common Protocol and Modules 
Projects must report under both a Common Protocol and the applicable Jurisdictional-specific 
Module, dependent on where the project is located. Technical Guidance Modules are applicable 
as defined in the Common Protocol. A project must meet all requirements in both the Common 
Protocol and the Jurisdiction Module to be eligible for listing and registration.  
 
In cases where a requirement differs or conflicts between the Common Protocol and the 
Jurisdiction-specific Module, the Jurisdiction Module shall govern projects in that jurisdiction. 
Technical Guidance Modules do not materially change requirements in their associated 
Common Protocol or Jurisdiction Module and do not govern or override requirements in these 
documents.  

3.6 Updates and Versions 
Each Common Protocol, Jurisdiction Module, and Technical Guidance Module is versioned 
independently, and the version reflects the updates over time. Refer to Section 5 Protocol 
Development Process for further details of how updates are developed and implemented.  
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4  Protocol Development Process 
The Reserve is committed to producing high quality GHG project accounting protocols, and to 
this end uses an intensive multi-stakeholder process to develop its protocols. This approach 
integrates extensive data collection and analysis with review and input from a diverse range of 
experts and stakeholders. Reserve staff guide this process to ensure that final protocols adhere 
to the principles outlined in Section 1.2. This process produces high quality, well-vetted, and 
credible protocols based on best practices from national and international standards. This 
section details the Reserve’s unique and rigorous protocol development process. 

4.1 Protocol Development Proposals 

4.1.1 Protocol Concepts 
The Reserve identifies potential protocol concepts to consider for protocol development by 
considering its own strategic goals and organizational mission, developments in climate change 
mitigation and greenhouse gas accounting, and carbon market demand. Additionally, the 
Reserve will accept protocol concepts from external stakeholders. External stakeholders may 
submit protocol concepts for 1) new project activities for which the Reserve does not have an 
existing Common Protocol, 2) update of a current Reserve Common Protocol to include a new 
jurisdiction or project activity, To submit a protocol concept to the Reserve, the external party 
should have an approved account with the Reserve and must submit a Protocol Concept Form. 
The Reserve will review the Protocol Concept Form and may request additional information. 
The protocol concept will be assessed per the Screening Process described in Section 
Screening Process4.2. 

4.1.2 Screening Process 
The Reserve uses an internal screening process to identify candidate protocol concepts with 
good potential for offset protocol development. Protocol concepts may be submitted to the 
Reserve by external parties as described in Section 4.1Protocol Concepts). The Reserve takes 
into consideration a number of issues when assessing a project type for further development, 
including, but not limited to: 
 
 Does the project type create direct or indirect emission reductions? All else equal, the 

Reserve will focus on project types that result in direct reductions. Direct emission 
reductions are generally easier to verify because the sites where they occur can be 
directly monitored. When emission reductions occur at sites or sources owned by the 
project developer, there is also less risk that an entity other than the project developer 
will claim ownership of the reductions. Thus, these projects are unlikely to be at risk for 
double counting or ownership issues. 

 
 How amenable is the project type to standardized additionality and baseline 

determinations? For some types of projects, it is difficult to credibly and accurately 
determine additionality and estimate baseline emissions on a standardized basis. In 
general, the Reserve will avoid developing protocols for these project types. 
Alternatively, the Reserve may incorporate project-specific methods or variables into 
standardized protocols as appropriate or limit the scope of protocols to address only 
activities and conditions for which standardized approaches are feasible.  
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 What is the likelihood that the sector where the project activity occurs will be covered 
under a future cap-and-trade system? Since issuing offset credits for reductions that 
occur at capped emission sources would result in double counting, the Reserve prefers 
to focus on projects affecting GHG emissions that are unlikely to be capped. 

 
 What are the total potential GHG reductions that could result from this type of project? 

As it takes significant effort and resources to produce a standardized protocol, there 
should be large and geographically diverse potential reduction opportunities. 

 
 Are there potential positive or negative environmental or social impacts from this type of 

project activity or the operations, facilities or sectors with which this type of project may 
be associated? Negative effects should be avoided. All else equal, the Reserve will 
prioritize sectors and project types that can create significant co-benefits for the habitats 
and communities where projects take place. Where necessary, the Reserve will also 
consider developing additional criteria for ensuring environmental and social safeguards. 

 
 Are there existing methodologies or protocols that could serve as a starting point? 

Standardized protocols are more easily developed where sound scientific methods 
already exist to determine baselines and quantify emission reductions. 

 
 Are there high-quality datasets to evaluate “business as usual” activities for the sector in 

which the project activity occurs? Setting performance thresholds and other 
standardized tests for additionality requires defensible data on the current state of the 
sector. 
 

 What are the resources needed to complete the development of the protocol? The 
Reserve will take into consideration staff resources and availability, time frames, and 
funding needed to develop an offset protocol that adheres to the Reserve’s program 
principles (Section 1.2).   

 
Once the internal screening process is complete, for protocol concepts with good potential the 
Reserve will make a determination on the next appropriate steps: 
 
 The Reserve may either explore the concept more fully through the development of an 

issue paper (Section 4.2.2) or the Reserve may hold a scoping meeting (Section 4.2.2) 
to engage stakeholders in further evaluating what types of activities should be targets for 
protocol development.   

4.1.3 Issue Paper 
In some cases, the Reserve may develop an issue paper to evaluate the feasibility and 
desirability of developing or adapting a protocol (or set of protocols) for a particular project type. 
It assesses possible issues with developing a standardized protocol for the project type, 
including an evaluation of potential approaches to GHG emission quantification; exploration of 
options for defining eligible project activities; evaluation of approaches to setting project 
boundaries; and assessment of the availability of datasets and other pertinent information. It 
also assesses the environmental and social impacts associated with prospective project 
activities, as well as potential impacts from the operations, facilities or sectors with which project 
activities may be associated. Issue papers are prepared by researching existing sector 
methodologies and datasets and consulting sector experts. After completion, the issue paper 
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may be sent to interested parties (industry experts, environmental groups, state agencies, 
academics) for review and comment. 

4.1.4 Scoping Meeting 
Interested parties may attend a scoping meeting to discuss protocol development options and 
challenges for the project type or jurisdiction in question. At the scoping meeting stage, the 
Reserve will generally propose a series of activities within the project type category for which 
specific accounting and verification standards could be developed. Feedback from the scoping 
meeting is used to determine whether the Reserve will move forward in developing a protocol, 
and which activities the protocol should encompass. During the scoping meeting the Reserve 
will present its proposed timeline for protocol development and put out a call of interest for 
workgroup members and local stakeholder consultation.   

4.2 Protocol Development and Drafting Process 
After a project activity and/or jurisdiction(s) are identified for protocol development, the Reserve 
follows a rigorous consultation process to develop an appropriate protocol or module. The 
protocol development processes differs if the protocol is considered a “new” protocol or if it an 
update to include a Jurisdiction Module or a new project activity under an existing Common 
Protocol. A protocol would be considered “new” if it covers a new project type not covered by 
any of the Reserve’s existing protocols and would necessitate the development of a Common 
Protocol. A protocol would be considered an “update” if a Jurisdiction Module is added to a 
Common Protocol or if a project activity is added to an existing Common Protocol. 

4.2.1 New Protocol Development Process 

4.2.1.1 Workgroup Assembly for Expert Review 
To initiate the protocol development process, the Reserve assembles a balanced multi-
stakeholder voluntary workgroup, drawing from industry experts, state and federal agencies, 
environmental organizations, and other various stakeholders. Workgroups are assembled by 
invitation, but all parties are encouraged to express their interest in participating in the 
workgroup process. Throughout the protocol development process, the workgroup provides 
independent expert review and direct input into the development of the protocol.  
 
Interested stakeholders that are not on the workgroup can still participate in the workgroup 
process as “observers.” Any individual is welcome to be an observer to a protocol development 
process. Observers can listen to workgroup meetings via conference call but are not solicited for 
comments or feedback until the public review period. 

4.2.1.2 Local Stakeholder Consultation  
Every Reserve protocol must include requirements to ensure that credits are only issued for 
emission reductions for projects that are in compliance with applicable regulations and 
demonstrate no net environmental harm. In some cases, projects may have the potential to 
create social impacts on the local community, either positive or negative, that may not be 
appropriately handled by other, existing government structures. The Reserve will conduct 
outreach to key local stakeholders, including government agencies, locally impacted 
communities, and environmental organizations, to inform them of the protocol development 
process and invite them to participate in opportunities to review drafts and provide comments. In 
addition, the Local Engagement form will be made publicly available on the Reserve’s website 
and will be shared with the Reserve’s listserv database and other venues at the beginning of the 
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protocol development and drafting process. Local stakeholders will be able to express their 
interest in the protocol and be informed of all advancements in the process, including 
opportunities to review drafts and provide comments, as well as provide critical insight to ensure 
that environmental and social impacts on local communities are effectively addressed through 
the development of comprehensive social and environmental safeguard requirements 
appropriate for the jurisdictional and mitigation activity context, such as a social safeguard to 
require a Free, Prior and Informed Consent process. 

4.2.1.3 Options Paper 
Where appropriate, the Reserve may develop an options paper to further address and lay out 
different approaches for key elements of the protocol. A draft is shared with the workgroup and 
comments are incorporated into a final options paper that forms the basis of the draft protocol. 

4.2.1.4 Draft Protocol for Workgroup Review 
The Reserve develops a draft protocol based on expert input and insights from an issue paper 
or the final options paper. The draft protocol is released to the workgroup for independent expert 
review and revision and is also posted on the Reserve’s website for review by observers and 
other interested members of the public. The draft protocol review process usually includes at 
least one or more in-person or virtual workgroup meetings in which members are invited to 
discuss issues at length. At this point in the process, the Reserve explicitly requests input on 
possible environmental and social harms associated with project activities and associated 
operations or facilities, and requests discussion of whether existing legal and regulatory 
safeguards are appropriate and adequate to mitigate any harms, and develops comprehensive 
social and environmental safeguard requirements for the protocol.  
 
Written comments from the workgroup are incorporated into the draft protocol, which may go 
through multiple iterations of workgroup review before it is ready for public review. Note that 
observers and the public do not comment on the draft protocol at this stage. 

4.2.1.5 Public Review Period and Public Workshop 
The revised draft protocol is posted on the Reserve’s website for a 30-day public comment 
period. The public is notified via the Reserve’s listserv database and other venues, and 
reviewers are asked to submit written comments. During the 30-day public review period, the 
Reserve also hosts a public workshop to solicit feedback and address concerns regarding the 
draft protocol in an open forum. After receiving written feedback, all comments are recorded and 
addressed. A final protocol is produced, taking into account public comments and any further 
workgroup feedback. 

4.2.1.6 Board Approval 
The Reserve’s Board of Directors must vote to adopt each protocol. Protocols are presented at 
quarterly board meetings, which are open to the public, and issues raised throughout the 
development process are reviewed, giving workgroup members and interested stakeholders a 
chance to raise any last concerns or questions. After the Board adopts the protocol, it becomes 
an official Reserve protocol and is immediately available for use. 

4.2.2 Update to Include New Jurisdiction Module or Project Activity to a 
Common Protocol 

When the Reserve is adding a new Jurisdiction Module or new project activity to a Common 
Protocol, it will determine if the jurisdictional context or project activity is complex or materially 
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different than the Common Protocol such that it warrants a multi-stakeholder workgroup 
consultation process. If so, the module development process will follow the process as detailed 
in Section 5.2.1 - New Protocol Development Process. Otherwise, the development process will 
include the components as detailed below.  

4.2.2.1 Local Stakeholder Consultation  
When developing a new Jurisdiction Module, the Reserve will conduct outreach to key local 
stakeholders, including government agencies, locally impacted communities, and environmental 
organizations, to inform them of the protocol development process and invite them to participate 
in opportunities to review drafts and provide comments. This outreach will ensure that the 
module includes jurisdiction-specific requirements in alignment with the operating context of the 
jurisdiction and that credits are only issued for emission reductions for projects that are in 
compliance with applicable regulations and demonstrate no net environmental harm. In some 
cases, projects may have the potential to create social impacts on the local community, either 
positive or negative, that may not be appropriately handled by other, existing government 
structures. In addition, the Local Engagement form will be made publicly available on the 
Reserve’s website and will be shared with the Reserve’s listserv database and other venues at 
the beginning of the module development and drafting process. Local stakeholders will be able 
to express their interest in the module and be informed of all advancements in the process, 
including opportunities to review drafts and provide comments, as well as provide critical insight 
to ensure that environmental and social impacts on local communities are effectively addressed 
through the development of comprehensive social and environmental safeguard requirements 
appropriate for the jurisdictional and mitigation activity context, such as a social safeguard to 
require a Free, Prior and Informed Consent process. 
 

4.2.2.2 Draft Document for Expert Review and Public Comment 
The Reserve develops a draft module or protocol update internally. The development of the 
Jurisdictional Module includes drafting the jurisdiction-specific components of the Performance 
Standard Test and Legal Requirement Tests and ensuring the requirements in the Common 
Protocol reflect the jurisdictional context. For new project activities, drafting includes 
development of all the Common Protocol accounting guidelines specific to the activity as 
specified in Section 3.2 - Common Protocol.  

4.2.2.3 Expert Consultation and Review 
During the development of the module or protocol update, the Reserve may seek input from 
Reserve-identified expert stakeholders to inform drafting. The draft module released for public 
comment will also undergo technical expert review. The Reserve will make the findings of this 
technical review publicly available, and findings will be taken into account in the development of 
the final module or protocol update.   

4.2.2.4 Public Review Period and Public Workshop 
The revised draft module or protocol update is posted on the Reserve’s website for a 15-day 
public comment period. The public is notified via the Reserve’s listserv database and other 
venues, and reviewers are asked to submit written comments. During the 15-day public review 
period, the Reserve also hosts a public workshop to solicit feedback and address concerns 
regarding the draft module in an open forum. After receiving written feedback, all comments are 
recorded and addressed. A final module is produced, taking into account public comments. 
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4.2.2.5 Release of Final Document 
At the conclusion of the public comment period, once final revisions are made to the module or 
Common Protocol, the final documents will be released and available for use.  

4.2.3 Update to Include New Technical Guidance Module 
When adding a new Technical Guidance Module to a Common Protocol, the Reserve will 
develop the module internally following the process detailed below. Technical Guidance 
Modules are considered implementation guidance and do not change the requirements in the 
protocol or any Jurisdiction Module; therefore, they do not require a stakeholder workgroup or 
expert consultation, although the Reserve may seek such input if deemed necessary. 

4.2.3.1 Draft Document for Public Comment 
The Reserve develops a draft Technical Guidance Module internally. During the development of 
the module, the Reserve may seek input from Reserve-identified expert stakeholders. 

4.2.3.2 Public Review Period and Public Workshop 
The draft module is posted on the Reserve’s website for a 14-day public comment period. The 
public is notified via the Reserve’s listserv database and other venues. After receiving written 
feedback, all comments are recorded and addressed. A final module is produced, considering 
public comments. 

4.2.3.3 Release of Final Document 
At the conclusion of the public comment period, once final revisions are made to the module, 
the final Technical Guidance Module will be released and available for use.  

4.2.4 Ongoing Public Feedback and Comments 
After release of any protocol or module version, the Reserve continues to solicit, document, and 
respond to public feedback and comments on the current version of the protocol. Comments 
and feedback on adopted protocols can be submitted to the Reserve at 
policy@climateactionreserve.org. The public is also welcome to contact Reserve staff directly to 
discuss their comments and concerns. Public feedback and comments are assessed on an 
ongoing basis and may initiate a revision to a protocol.  

4.3 Revisions to Protocols or Modules 
After Board approval, the protocols and modules are periodically revised in light of public 
comments, on-the-ground experience, and technological, scientific, and regulatory 
developments. The Reserve is continually assessing the appropriateness of the eligibility criteria 
and the accuracy of the emissions reductions and/or removals quantifications of its protocols as 
it reviews projects for credit issuance and provides technical assistance to project’s reporting 
under the protocols. Furthermore, the Reserve continuously monitors the regulatory landscape 
for the specific sectors it has protocols in to ensure project activities have not become legally 
required and therefore, non-additional. These ongoing assessments allow the Reserve to 
update performance standards and standardized baselines to ensure they continue to 
effectively screen projects for additionality and accurately represent “business as usual” 
emissions. There are two types of revisions to protocols: policy revisions and program revisions. 

mailto:policy@climateactionreserve.org
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4.3.1 Policy Revisions 
Policy revisions are those that affect project definition or eligibility, or that involve significant 
changes or adjustments to baseline estimation and/or the quantification of emission reductions 
or removals. A policy revision is generally focused on specific elements of the protocol or 
module and is not necessarily an opportunity to revisit all decisions made in the initial protocol 
development process.  
 
Depending on the extent of the revision, the Reserve will either convene an expert stakeholder 
group or reach out to expert stakeholders (those involved in the initial protocol development 
process or others identified by the Reserve to have appropriate expertise). This group may be 
asked to review and comment on a revised draft protocol or module and may be convened to 
discuss key issues and review and comment prior to changes being circulated for comment. All 
policy revisions require a 30-day public comment period. If the revision is determined to be 
material, the protocol revisions will be brought to the Reserve’s Board for adoption at the 
quarterly board meetings or are brought to the executive committee of the Board for adoption if 
expedited action is required. When released and/or adopted, a policy revision creates a new 
version of the protocol or module (e.g., Version 1.0 undergoes a policy revision to become 
Version 2.0).  

4.3.2 Program Revisions 
Program revisions are editorial or technical in nature and do not require a public comment 
period, nor do they require adoption by the Reserve’s Board. These revisions do not 
significantly change the policies or eligibility in the protocol or module but can change or revise 
quantification methodologies or monitoring requirements. Program revisions create a new sub-
version of the protocol or module (e.g., Version 1.0 undergoes a program revision to become 
Version 1.1). Program revisions are considered adopted on the date they are posted on the 
Reserve website. A protocol revision notification is sent to the Reserve’s listserv and to Reserve 
account holders at that time. 

4.3.3 Grace Period for Registration under Prior Protocol Versions 
Project developers have 30 days from the date on which a revised protocol is adopted to submit 
a project to the Reserve using the previous version of the protocol or module. The project must 
still complete verification within 12 months of the end of its initial reporting period. Otherwise, 
the project must be resubmitted for registration under the most current version of the protocol or 
module. 
 
Projects that have been registered using a previous version of the protocol or module are not 
required to have their projects verified under any updated versions. Instead, projects may 
continue being verified against the original protocol or module version for the duration of their 
crediting period. Project developers always have the option, however, of voluntarily choosing to 
verify against the most current version. Applying the most current protocol or module to a 
project does not change the project’s crediting period. 

4.3.4 Errata and Clarifications 
If typographical errors are found in a protocol or module after it is released, the Reserve may 
issue an “Errata” document indicating required corrections. Errata are issued to correct 
typographical errors in text, equations or figures. Similarly, if the Reserve discovers that certain 
protocol or module requirements are ambiguous or in need of further guidance, the Reserve 
may issue a “Clarifications” document. Clarifications are issued to ensure consistent 
interpretation and application of the protocol or module. 
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Errata and Clarifications documents become effective immediately for the version(s) of the 
protocol or module to which they apply (applicable versions are identified in each document). 
Project developers and verification bodies must refer to and follow the corrections and guidance 
presented in Errata and Clarifications documents once they are issued. Errata and clarifications 
are considered effective on the date they are first posted on the Reserve website. All listed and 
registered projects must follow the guidance specified in the Errata and Clarifications document. 
On a case-by-case basis, in order to ensure that the protocol or module is consistently applied 
and that the purpose of the protocol or module is achieved, the Reserve has sole discretion to 
apply current errata retroactively to a project for which CRTs have been issued prior to the 
release of the errata that may affect quantification of its GHG reductions and/or CRTs issued. 
 
All account holders and verification bodies will be notified if an Errata and Clarifications 
document is released or updated. Errata and Clarifications documents will be appended to all 
applicable versions of the protocol or module and will also be available as stand-alone 
documents on the relevant protocol’s webpage. The errata and clarifications identified in these 
documents will be incorporated into subsequent versions of the relevant protocol or module. 

4.4 Programmatic Review of Protocols 
The Reserve initiates a protocol review process every 3 years from protocol or module adoption 
to reassess appropriateness of the protocol eligibility requirements and quantification approach. 
In the event that a protocol revision is necessary, the Reserve will follow the protocol 
development process as described in Section 4.4 Revisions to Protocols. Where the Reserve 
identifies significant issues that would lead to the issuance of credits that do not uphold the 
Reserve’s program principles (e.g. GHG emission reductions and/or removals are being 
overestimated or are non-additional), the Reserve may suspend the protocol from use until the 
protocol can be updated or an errata and clarification can be used. Additionally, the Reserve 
may choose to permanently retire a protocol or module from use for a variety of reasons, 
including, but not limited to, updates within the protocol sector resulting in changes to 
additionality and eligibility of the project activity, advances in GHG accounting approaches, and 
changes in the regulatory environment. The Reserve’s Board must vote to retire adopted 
protocols or modules. Reserve staff would present the recommendation to retire the protocol or 
module at quarterly board meetings, which are open to the public, to allow interested 
stakeholders an opportunity to raise any questions or concerns prior to the Board’s vote. 

4.5 Communication with the Public 
Current versions of each protocol and information about protocols in development are available 
at http://www.climateactionreserve.org/how/protocols/. Each protocol also has its own dedicated 
webpage that can be accessed from here.  
 
Interested members of the public can receive protocol development announcements and 
program updates by joining the Reserve’s mailing list at 
http://www.climateactionreserve.org/news-and-events/newsletter/.  

4.5.1 Public Comment Procedure 
The Reserve highly values input from interested stakeholders that contributes to the quality of 
the Reserve’s protocols and policies and procedures. The Reserve will seek a minimum of a 30-
day public comment period on all new and revised protocols, modules and normative 
programmatic documents (e.g., Reserve Offset Program Manual and Verification Program 

http://www.climateactionreserve.org/how/protocols/
http://www.climateactionreserve.org/news-and-events/newsletter/
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Manual). Public comments are accepted electronically by email, sent to the Reserve staff lead 
or reserve@climateactionreserve.org.  

mailto:reserve@climateactionreserve.org
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