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In 24 Countries

UN-REDD National - ‘Other UN-REDD Non-UN-REDD
Programme Partner Countries Countries
Countries (Targeted Support)

Cambodia Bhutan Afghanistan
Bangladesh Lao PDR China
Indonesia Malaysia Fiji
Myanmar Mongolia India

Papua New Guinea Nepal Iran
The Philippines Pakistan Samoa
Solomon Islands Thailand

Sri Lanka Timor-Leste
Viet Nam Vanuatu

Map: STAT PLANET

The UN-REDD Programme in the Asia-Pacific Regional Centre undertook a study to assess
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1. Ensure delivery of an efficient and effective assistance to
countries

2. Identify and promote South-South cooperation in order to
assist countries in the region in developing their capacity to
face, avert, and overcome major development challenges in
the REDD+ readiness process

3. Facilitate and strengthen coordination and cooperation
among UN-REDD agencies and other organizations in
supporting REDD+ activities, and assist the concerned

agencies and countries in the region in identifying their

different needs, requirements and challenges
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There are several studies and assessments that aim to
address progress and needs on REDD+ readiness and
activities by country and region:

* CIFOR “Global Comparative Study of REDD+”

* Martin Herald “An assessment of national forest monitoring capabilities
in tropical non-Annex | countries: Recommendations for capacity
building” (2009)

* RECOFTC “Country Assessments on REDD+ Capacity Building Services”
(May 2012)

 UN-REDD Programme “Country Needs Assessment (CNA) on REDD+
readiness among UN-REDD & FCPF Countries” (Oct 2012)

* FCPF “Readiness Package Assessment Framework”
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 UN-REDD Asia-Pacific Readiness Assessment aims to
identify what supports and results should be delivered:

U Based on concrete indicators where the data is provided by NFP via
survey and desk-based research

O Supplemented by another survey about stakeholders’ perceptions and
knowledge

[ Results to be presented in an intuitive and graphical manner
O Annual assessment — we plan to conduct every year

* 6 categories, 53 indicators 2 types of surveys, 24
~countries, an. i ctive websi




UNREDD \When did we do this?

Methodology Original
Development Stakeholder
(indicators, etc.) Survey
(2012-2013) (2013)
Draft categories and indicators Nov/Dec-12
E . ) . §
weights

Survey statistician on board 27-May-13

Booster Sample

(2014)

Initial invitation (pilot tests) 11-Jul-13
Reminder (pilot countries) 31-Jul-13
Initial invitation (all countries) 14-Aug-13
Reminder (all countries) 24-Aug-13
Follow up calls (all countries) n/a

Closure of original survey 15-Oct-13

Initial invite

1** reminder

2" reminder
losure of “booster” survey

17-Jan-14
29-Jan-14
17-Feb-14
1-Mar-14
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N-RE Methodology and Data
Sources
Data Source

National Focal
Point (NFP)
Survey

Multi-
Stakeholder
Survey

Desk-Based
Research

1

REDD+ Readiness Score

National and International Policy Framework
Management of REDD+ Readiness

National REDD+ Strategy Development
Monitoring, MRV, FREL/FRL

Benefit Distribution and Financial
Management

Social and Environmental Safeguards

mooOwmrP

-n

> ]

Do stakeholders
know?
If so, what do they
think?
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Now please let us know more about REDD+ readiness in your country.
3. In Papua New Guinea do you have...”

Dian't krow

A REDD+ readiness roadmap (or equivalent?) = & -
A REDD+ office * 'CI i
A national REDD+ strategy? = v -
A Green House Gas (GHG) inventory unit? ™ v e
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Empowered lives.
Resilient nations.

6. How satisfied are you with the level of implementation and guality of these
policies, requlations or documents? *

1 star means "not satisfied at all”
b stars means "extremely satisfied”

REDD+ Strateqy O W A W O W W A A

Anti-corruption lau

Anti-Carruption commission xR & & & & X & A

Laws and regulations
recognizing traditional land X B & & & 0 A AW

rights=

Folicies and procedures for
Free, Prior and Informed
Consent (FRPIC)

Legal and regulatary provisions

promoting greater inclusion of - A oA A A oA oA o o
wiormnen in natural resource

tnanagement

Grievance mechanism




Results
Who Responded?




-
N-REDD  Survey Invitations and
Responses )

* National Focal Points (NFP) from 18 countries responded to the NFP Survey (75% response rate)
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* Multi-stakeholder Survey (see below) was sent to a total of 1,069 stakeholders, among which 293
responded with all the questions answered; the largest group of respondents is from NGO/CSO for 38%,
followed by government (25%). The net response rate (without bounced emails) is 32%.

Response Rate Breakdown of Respondents
| do not want Academic or
to answer training
this question <" institutio

6% 5%

bounced
15%

Donor
6% Private

sector NGO or CSO
6% 38%

partial or no
response

58% 2 Government
A agency or
ministry
25%
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Results:
REDD+ Readiness Status

National Focal

k-B
Point (NFP) besiclpses

Research




“ Regional Average ¥

Regional Average

National and
International Policy

Framework
72

Social and Management of

Environmental g _
Safeguards 52 79 REDD+ Readiness

51
Benefit Distribution 53 National REDD+
and Financial 50 Strategy

Management Development

High
Standard
Deviation

Monitoring, MRV,
FREL/FRL
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Countries™ vs. Regional Average
CJUN-REDD NP © Regional Average

National and
International Policy
Framework
75
Social and
. 72 82| Management of
Environmental :
REDD+ Readiness
Safeguards 5 79
52
53 51
Benefit Distribution - 49 58| National REDD+
and Financial Strategy
Management >0 Development

Monitoring, MRV,
FREL/FRL



[JViet Nam Regional Average

National and
International Policy Below
Framework Average
76
Social and
_ 72 Management of
Environmental 77 .
, 66 REDD+ Readiness
2nd Highest Safeguards 79
Score in 2 ot
the region 53 51 92 Sclgr:is:\
Benefit Distribution 50 National REDD+ the region
and Financial 28 Strategy
Management 57 Development

Monitoring, MRV,
FREL/FRL

o Viet Nam =
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Myanmar g b

I Myanmar Regional Average

National and
International Policy

Below

Average

Framework
_ 72
ngal and E Management of
Environmental
Safeguards 52 29 REDD+ Readiness
48 El Above
El 51 Average
Benefit Distribution 23 l -6 [National REDD+

and Financial % Strategy
Management Development

Monitoring, MRV, Below
FREL/FRL
Average
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Empowered lves.
Sesiient nations.
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Results:
Stakeholders’ Knowledge and Perception

Multi-
Stakeholder




SNREPR Country Dashboard

http://dataforall.org/dashboard/un redd/

U N -R E D D Regional REDD + Analysis Resulis

PROGRAMME
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' UNEP Country em3
i TR o il SE _ $eITS Dashboard Dashboard

Developed in part with financial coniribution from the Government of Japan

SRI LANKA = COUNTRY DASHBOARD Download Profile | Methodology | ContactUs



http://dataforall.org/dashboard/un_redd/
http://dataforall.org/dashboard/un_redd/
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UN-REDD Next Step
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1. Revise categories and indicators (five
categories from six; removal of three
indicators, addition of two new indicators)

Expert review and new weighs
Contact updates (NFPs and stakeholders)

Conduct NFP and stakeholder survey to 24
countries (TBD, Nov to Dec)

‘5. Update the dashoard (TBD, Mar 2015)
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Original, 2013

F. Social and
Environmental
Safeguards

E. Benefit
Distribution and
Financial
Management

A. National and
International Policy
Framework

N
C

N

D. Monitoring,
MRV, FREL/FRL

B. Management of
REDD+ Readiness

C. National REDD+
Strategy
Development,
Policies & Measures




Proposed changes A. National and
International Policy

Framework
EF. ?oual an:lal /A\ B. Managemerit of
nvironmen REDD+ Readiness
Safeguards
E. Benefit @ C. National REDD+
Distribution and Strategy

FinanCiaI v DeVEIOpment;
Management Policies & Measures

D. Monitoring, Strategy
—MR\,-FREL/ERL

> Policies & Measures




New, 2014 A. Management of
REDD+ Readiness

E. Social and B. National REDD+
Environmental Strategy
Safeguards Development

D. Monitoring, C. Policies &
MRV, FREL/FRL Measures

* Delete most of the indicators on ratification status of international conventions

* Add new indicator “REDD+ Fund” (Did you establish? No:0, Designed: 0.5, Established:1) in
Category “Policies & Measures”

Category “Safeguards”: Add new indicator “SIS” (Did you develop SIS?)
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Thank you!

Timothy Boyle, Thomas Enters, Joel Scriven, Ben Vickers, Akihito Kono,
Celina (Kin Yii) Yong (UN-REDD Asia-Pacific)

Akiko Inoguchi (FAO Viet Nam), Rogier Klaver (FAO Indonesia), Pierre-
Yves Guedez (UN-REDD LAC)

Hiroshi Nakata (JICA Cambodia), Tom Clements (WCS Cambodia), Barry
Flaming (USAId), Karl-Peter Kirsch-Jung (GlZ), Bjérn Hecht (GlZ), Tom
Evans (WCS), Jim Stephenson (RECOFTC)

Keiko Nomura
UN-REDD Programme Officer
nomura@un.org
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Appendices
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1. We asked the experts to self-assess their level of
expertise for each category (1-5, 5 indicating highly
competent in assessing that component)

2. The weights are adjusted based on their self-
assessment, and the median values are used as final
weights

e.g. Expert X has given 15% for one indicator where he self-assessed
“3” for his level of competency in that category

expertise

weight X

=15%><§=9%

) 5
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H-n-l mmnum

W F. Safeguards

m E. Benefit Distribution System
(BDS)

WD, MRW/REL

Syera
&= ® C. REDD+ Strategy

53 Development, Policies &
MeasUres

2.97 M B. Managemenrt of Readiness

m A MNational and Int'| Policy
Framewark
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100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

A. National and Int'l Policy Framework

= UN Development
Assistance Framework

B United Nations
Convention against
Transnational
Organized Crime

 Convention Eliminating
All Forms of
Discrimination Against
Women

B Nationally Appropriate
Mitigation Actions

B United Nations
Convention against
Corruption

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

B. Management of Readiness

m # of staff in REDD+
Office

M Frequency of REDD+
Steering
Committee/Taskforce

meetings
W National Budgetary

Support

m REDD+ Office

B Composition of REDD+
Steering Committee
members

B REDD+ Steering
Committee/Taskforce
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C. REDD+ Strategy Development, Policies D. MRV/REL
= NFI data in an electronic
and Measures 100% hivi
W PES policy/regulations archiving system
100%
m Non-timber stocks
90% W Forest definition for parameters in NFl
REDD+
80% m Agreement between the
B Analysis of carbon rights Forest Inventory,
Agriculture and GHG
70% inventory units
® Quality control and
B Analysis of land tenure in 60% assurance of GHG
60% relation to REDD+ inventory
. M Historical changes in
50% B REDD+ demonstration forest area in National
projects Communication
40%
= Number of NFls
® Analysis of Drivers of D&D completed
30%
) H A national MRV or
0% [ | !ntegrat_lon cl)f forest sector 20% national forest
into natl.ona socio- monitoring system
economic development
planning [ Sfutr?'t egy| land land
9 ational land use or lan
10% B REDD+ Roadmap or 10%
. cover maps
equivalent
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Empowersd lives.
* Nictri : F. Safeguards
E. Benefit Distribution System (BDS) g
100% —
. . Analysis to address risks of reversal
100% 1 Analysis of BDS options 3% Y
3% -
90% Policies and procedures for FPIC
. . . 90%
0% M Experience with multi- 0 AC commission
() .
sectorial fund
o management (y/n) = Women in natural resource
70% (only state/non-state) management
B Disclosure of financial 80%
. . H Anti- tion |
60% information nti-corruption law
Alignment of NFP with REDD+ Strategy
50% . . or Roadmap
M Experience with cash
£ [ 70%
o transfer to rura W Grievance mechanism
40% households
M Transparency of forest information
30% B Accountable system
for managing external 30%
. B Timber harvesting regulations including
20% fundmg BD provisions
| Experience with M Regulations preventing establishment
o . .
10% performance-based 2o of plantation crops in degraded forest
. . . . ° Iand
benefit distribution M Respect for the knowledge of IPs and
0% members of local communities
B Policies and mechanisms for broad-
based participation in forest policy and
10% management
B Laws and regulations recognizing
traditional land rights
M Transparent and effective national
0% forest governance structures
00




