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I would like to share with you in my presentation this morning the outcomes from the Warsaw
Climate Change Conference. As Eduardo was mentioning, he hopes that this seminar will allow you to
reflect on what has been learned and what kind of information that can be shared from the various activities
and projects that have been implemented relating to REDD+ thus far. I hope that my presentation
informing you about the outcomes from Warsaw will, especially for those who are not familiar with the
negotiations and what took place in Warsaw, will serve as a basis for you to reflect on what you have done as
part of REDD+ implementation, and how the guidance from the COP comes into play to facilitate

developing countries in their implementation of REDD+.

* Intradstion: The rosd to Warsaw
» Cwtcomas of Warsaw: The Warsaw Framaworn for REDD-plus
= Key mandales and elements of Warsaw decisions:

= Aglions by Partias and stakeholders

= Aclions by Bodies of the Carvention

= Mexl Sheps: Cutlook for sessions of the Subsidiary Bodies in 2014
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I will present to you just some of the key aspects coming out from Warsaw. For those not too
familiar with the process, let me briefly inform you on how REDD+ came about onto the agenda and where
we ended up in Warsaw last year, and then to brief you on what were the actual outcomes from Warsaw, run
through a few of the key mandates and elements from the seven decisions that were adopted, and then, end by
letting you know what are the next steps ahead - what do we foresee for the UNFCCC negotiations this year

and the years ahead.
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It was already mentioned this morning by our eatlier distinguished speakers that REDD+ was put
on to the agenda way back in 2005 at the Montreal COPL.  Between 2007 and 2012, six decisions were
adopted that set the basis for how countries could implement REDD+ at the readiness phase and how they
could get started and get ready for the full implementation of REDD+. At COP 132 and COP 16 , two
important milestones were achieved because in Bali, countries agreed that we do not only just discuss the
scientific and technical, methodological aspects of REDD+, but we would also be considering the policy and
financing aspects of REDD+ and at that time to be taken over by the LCA3 ad hoc working group*. Then
in Cancun, we agreed on a decision where the framework for REDD+ was agreed upon, where we had the
scope of REDD, that is, the five activities, and also the decision identified the various important elements for
REDD+. Finally, in Warsaw last year, seven very important decisions to complete this work program, the

methodological aspects as well as the financing aspects, were agreed on in Warsaw.
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The decisions include a very important decision on financing which is very important for
developing countries to implement REDD+. We had two decisions that were related to finance, how
countries would obtain results-based finance, how to receive such finance, and what would be needed in

terms of coordination of support. The other five decisions relate more to methodological guidance in which

https://unfeccint/meetings/montreal nov 2005/meeting/6329.php
https://unfecc.int/meetings/bali dec 2007/session/6265.php
Long-term Cooperative Action
https://unfecc.int/bodies/bodv/6431.php
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the COP provided guidance on how countties should develop their national forest monitoring systems, how
results will be MRV?>-ed, and also provide guidance on what countries need to do in order to address their
safeguards, as well as the drivers of deforestation. Roughly, those seven decisions formed the Warsaw
Framework for REDD+.

What I will do now is actually go through some of the key elements of each of these decisions.
You can read the more detailed decisions on the secretariat website,® so I will just highlight to you some of

the key elements of these decisions and why they are important.

Raesulis-based finance to progress the full implementation of REDD-

plus

= Bands an important signal that rasulls-based gelions taken in conbex
of adequata and prediciable support (soth financial and tachnalogy
support) lor all phases of aclions and sclivilies relating fo REQD-phis

= Guidancefor ¢btaining and receiving resulis-based payments
o Achons should be fully MRV 'ed
o Should have all elements in 1VOP 16, pama 71, in plaoe e.g, FREL,
MFMS)
o Provider most recant summarny of information on how all safeguards.
have bean addressed and respacled

I will start with one of the most important decision for REDD+, which relates to results-based
finance and how countries would receive results-based finance. This decision is important because it
provided a very important signal that results-based actions can only be taken based on adequate and
predictable support. All phases of REDD+ need to be adequately supported before countries are able to
fully implement REDD+.  As part of this important signal, the COP provided guidance for several areas. I
clustered them as how countries would obtain results-based finance, and I will run through the rest, as the
COP also provided guidance to those entities that provide finance to countries for implementing REDD+.

Let me just start with what countries need to do in order to obtain and receive results-based
payments. All the actions need to be fully MRV-ed. That is a very important criterion for obtaining
results-based payments. They also need to have in place all the core elements that are identified in decision
1/CP167 paragraph 71, which includes the forest monitoring system, having an assessed forest reference
emission level, and they have to provide information how the safeguards were addressed, and of course, to
have a national strategy or action plan in place. On top of that, they need to provide a recent summary of
information that shows how all the safeguards that were identified, in decision 1/CP.16 in Cancun have been

addressed and respected.

5 Measured, Reported, and Verified
¢ http://unfccc.int/meetings/watsaw_nov_2013/session/7767/php/view/decisions.php
7 http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2010/copl6/eng/07a01.pdfHpage=2
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Guidance to entities financing actvities relating to REDD-plus
= Key role or ihe GCF
= Finanzing fram a wade variety of sources

= Colestyvely chamnnel adeguale and prediclable resulls-based

linarce in & far and balanced manner

= Work with view 1o ncrease numiber of counines 1o recena results-
baged peyments

= Apply methedplogcal guidance of relevant REDD+ decisions

The other guidance is to the entities financing REDD+. Here in this decision it identified a key
role for the Green Climate Fund (GCF). It was also recognized by the COP that financing needs to come
from a variety of resources. All of them need to collectively channel adequate and predictable results-based
finance in a fair and balanced manner. That is a very important aspect of financing REDD+ that financing
entities need to take into consideration when providing finance for REDD+. And they have also been
encouraged to try and increase the number of countries that could receive these results-based payments. At
the same time, in their assessment of whether countries qualify for these payments, they need to apply the
guidance that has been provided in all the relevant COP decisions that have been taken thus far; providing

countries methodological guidance on implementing REDD+.

Guidance to SCF
COP requests the SCF

+ Toconsidar issueof financing of forests in its work on
coherence and coordmation

o Todocus s soanesd possibie farem on issues relabed 1o inance T
Torests, inchuding REDD-plus

= Torvite experts on REDD-plus be its foruem on fonast inancing
lagues

On other guidance, the COP also requested the Standing Committee on Finance (SCF) to take into
consideration a few aspects as part of their work, particulatly to consider the issue of financing for forests, on
coherence and coordination, because a lot of developing countries feel that there needs to be some form of
coordination of support due to the fragmentation of financing that has been happening, Since some
countries are not being able to access finance, coordination of support is the key to a broad range of countries
implementing REDD+. The COP also requested that the SCF® focus its next forum on issues related to
forest finance, and to include REDD+ financing issues as part of this forum discussion; and to invite experts

to be a part of the discussions in this forum.

8 Standing Committee on Finance :
http:/ /unfccc.int/cooperation _and_support/financial mechanism/standing committee/items/6877.ph
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Guidance for increasing transparency of information

= [Establizh an infermation hub on REDD wel platform to publish
inforrmation on results-based actions and cormesponding results
Baged payments

The last aspect of guidance from this decision on results-based finance from the COP dealt with
how we could increase the transparency of information. This is where the COP had requested that an
information hub be established on the REDD+ web platform. I am not sure how many of you are awate
that way back at COP 13, the secretariat was asked to establish a web platform where countries, stakeholders,
and organizations can share information and experiences on REDD+ implementation. If you go to the
secretariat website, you will find the platform where organizations have shared a lot of their results of their
work on this platform. In this decision on finance, the COP had requested that an information hub be

developed so that information on results-based actions and results-based payments can be shared with all.

= Hub 1o contain
= Resulls m 20, dvrwilh link 1o bechnical repart

» Assesged FRELSVFRLE) with link 1o repor of tachnacal
assessment taam

s Summary of information an saleguards
» Link ba natienal etrategwiaction plan
» Infarmation on NFMS

o Infarmation on quantity of results receiving payments and antity
parying
= Secratarial to insert indermation on hub ence all of the informatice
i= availabla through appropriate channels undar the Convention

Thete was a list on what sort of information that the hub should contain, such as results need to be
expressed in terms of tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent per year. Of course, the other information
include the elements of implementation. The secretariat will insert this information into the hub once
countries have provided all of this information through the various appropriate channels under the

Convention.
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Coordimation of support, including institutional arrangements

= Decision dentfed neads and functons 1o asdress iIssues ralated to
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+ The COP
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o Encourages nabional antities focal points, Partas and relevant
anilies financing REDD-plus 1o meet, on & voluntary basis, 1o
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= BEI 4T {0 review otoomes of these meelings

The next decision that is linked to finance is about coordination. The 10/CP.199 decision
identified some needs and functions that need to be addressed in order to do the coordination of support.
The COP invited Parties to designate national entities or focal points that could serve as a liaison to help
address this issue of coordination of support. The COP had encouraged these national entities to meet on a
voluntary basis to discuss these needs and functions that were identified. The first meeting of the national
entities will start in Lima at the end of this year, and at the 47th session of the SBI, (Subsidiary Body for

Implementation), the outcomes of these meetings will be reviewed1°.

Maticonal forest monitoring systems (NFMS)

= NFMEZin line wilh IPCC guidance and guidelnes, and in the
canfext ol adequale and prediclable supparl

= Prowide data and imformation that are ranspanend, consistent aver
lime, and swtable for MEY

= Buiklirg upon axisling sysbermns ahile being Sexible and alloaing
for impravement, reflecting the phased apprasch

9 http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2013/copl9/eng/10a01.pdfHpage=28
10° Subsidiary Body for Implementation
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Timing & Frequency of Safeguards Summary

= Dpeng a naw channel 1o Fc"ﬂh'idE e SUMMmAry [REDD ¥eh
Platlorm)

= Timing: after start of implamantation of activilies 1/CF 16,
paragraph 70

= Frequenay inline with national communicalions (and salunlariy

via the REDD 'Web Platiorm)

Now I will run through the other methodological-related decisions. Of course, one of them is
about National Forest Monitoring System!l. This system needs to be in line with IPCC guidance and data
and information provided should be transparent, consistent over time; countries should build these forest
monitoring systems based upon existing systems, and it needs to allow for improvement over time.

The other decision is about safeguards. In Warsaw, countries managed to agree on how they could
provide this information to show that they have addressed and respected the safeguards identified in the
Cancun agreements. They could provide this summary either through national communications or through
the web platform. They need to start providing this information after the start of the implementation of

REDD+ activities.

Technical assessmant of proposad FRELsFRLs

+ Recals dacisions 410 15 1/CP. 16 and 127CP AT

+ Each submission of proposed lorest refenence emission levwe
(FREL) andiar Torest reference level (FRL) subject to @ leshnical

assessment - Submissian is an valuntary basis

« Adopts quidelines and procedures far the fechnical sssessment of
subrissmns fram Partes on FRELs andler FRLS

- Seope of technical assessment
< Pracedures far lechnical assessmaent

= Comgosilion of assassment teamirole and responsibililies
= Timing [assessments organized gnoe a yaar

This decision on the technical assessment of forest reference emission levels is a very important
decision because countries need to establish their forest reference emission levels or forest reference levels as
part of their REDD+ implementation, and before they can go into receiving results-based payments for their
full implementation of REDD+. The submission of a reference level is on a voluntary basis, but whatever
reference level is submitted, it is subjected to a technical assessment. This decision provides guidelines and
procedures for this technical assessment, such as the scope, it tells about what the composition of the
assessment team should be, what are their responsibilities, when they do the technical assessments, and the

timing of these assessments which will be done once a year. Right now, the secretariat is still trying to work
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out a timeline as to when countries could voluntarily submit their reference level and when it would be
subjected to this technical assessment. The demand for LULUCF'? experts is very high. We need to adjust
it together with all the other review processes under the Convention that goes on which involves the LULUCF

sector.
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Chjectives of tachrical assessmant:

o Infermaticn provided in accardance with quidelnges in decision
12CP AT, annes

o Offers & Tacilitative, pan-nlrusise, technical exchange of
rifarmalion on eanslruslion of FREL: FRL:

COP invites Parlies and 1G0s 1o support capacity-buikding on
develapment and assessmentof FRELaFRLs

Assessment leam will conduct tharsugh and comprehensive
lachnical assessment and prepane & reporl {publbcation on weab
plalfarm}

Technical assassmeant cosrdinated by the secretanat
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One of the things that we need to note here since we are in the company of a lot of forest experts,
is that the COP invited Parties and international organizations to support capacity building, and to help
countries develop this reference level. The assessment team is expected to prepate a report on their findings
during this assessment. The whole assessment process will be coordinated by the secretariat. This
assessment is part of a facilitative, non-intrusive, technical exchange of information on the construction of

reference levels for the developing countries that submit them.

A IATFN - Ky
Medabties Tor MEY

= MRV of gmissions and removals, forest carban steck and farest
area changes resulbng from REDD-plus:

o Consislentwill /0P 15 and any guidance on the MRY of
RARG

= Dataand intormation ba transparentand cons isban over bme
and with eslablished FRELaFRL:

< Dataand information improved over lime

o Resulssxpressad in 1005, fwaar

What were the modalities that were agreed for MRV of REDD+? It needs to be consistent with
previous decisions. For any guidance on MRV of NAMA’!3, data information needs to be transparent and
countries should try to improve the data that they have over time. Results have to be expressed in terms of

tonnes of CO; equivalent per year.

12 Land Use, Land-Use Change, and Forestry
13 Nationally Appropriate Mitigation Actions
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Decision 14/CP, 19 - Key elements (shide 2 of 2|

+ Reporting

o Data and information should be provided through bignnial
update reports (BUR)

o VWhen seeking payments for results-based actions — supply
report through BUR + a technical annex

o Guidelines for elements in technical annex in annex of
14/CP.19

How would countties report this information? Reporting will be through the biennial update
reports (BUR). When a country seeks payments for results-based action, then they need to provide not just a
report of their results through the BUR, but also to complete a technical annex that will contain information
on various elements. You can read the details of these elements which need to be included in the annex of this

decision on MRV, which is decision 14/CP.1915,

Drivers of deforestation and forest dagradation

- I:m:-:-ura-ges Parties. IZITQEHiZE"DI'IE- and the prr.‘ahe aactorio lake
aclion |6 raducs he drivers

= Alzoencowages to conbnue work b atdress drivars, and to shame
Infarmatomn

"

Furiher encourages developing aounlry Partes ba take nale of he
infarmeation shanad

The last decision that was adopted in Warsaw related to the drivers of deforestation, and how
countries and organizations are encouraged to continue to take such actions and to share the information on
the actions and the results of the actions in terms of addressing drivers. For countries to take note, and to
have this information sharing, I think this would be a very appropriate forum for sharing such information

relating to the various successful cases of addressing drivers of deforestation..

14 Biennial Update Reports
15 http://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2013/copl19/eng/10a01.pdfHpage=39
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ta} Conslderation of methodological Issues relating o REDD-plus under
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mEket-based approaches (SESTA 40)
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Informaticn hub on infomraden on fhe rmaulis of REDD-phis activilies and
comesponcing results-based payments {decision B1CF. 19, paras 11-13)
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What do we foresee happening this year, under the UNFCCC? There are various ateas of work.
The first one relates to the consideration of methodological issues, SBSTA® will continue to consider
methodological issues. ~ Starting this June, we will look at non-matket-based approaches. Then the SBSTA
will also look at methodological issues relating to non-carbon benefits. The issue on safeguards will be
considered by the SBSTA during the Lima COP at the end of the year. In between, there will be an expert

meeting relating to the information hub, and  the report on the meeting will be considered at SBI in Lima.

Outhook for 2014 - Next steps (slide 2 of §) Outhook for 2014 - Next steps (slide 3 of §)
(b) Submission of views by Parties and observers
+ For consideration at SBSTA 41:
For consideration at SBSTA 40:
< Views on types of information from systems for providing

o Views on methodological guidance for non-market-based information on how the safeguards are being addressed and

approaches (26 March 2014)

o Views on issues referred to in decision 1/CP.18. paragraph 40
(methodological issues relating to non-carbon benefits resulting

respected thatwould be helpful and that may be provided by
developing country Parties (24 Sep 2014)

o Views (of developing country Parties) on experiences and

from REDD+ implementalion) (26 March 2014) lessons learned from their development of systems for providing

information on how all of the safeguards are being addressed
and respected and challenges faced in developing such
systems (24 Sep 2014)

©

Before SBSTA in June, Parties and observers have been requested to submit their views on the
issues that will be discussed, non-market based approaches, as well as methodological issues that are related to
non-carbon benefits coming out from REDD+ implementation. The due date to be submitted to the
secretariat is 26th of March. I would encourage international organizations that are working on these issues
to submit their views to facilitate the consideration of these issues in June.

Parties have also been requested to submit views for consideration of the SBSTA41 in Lima. I told
you earlier that SBSTA 41 will look at issues relating to safeguards. Parties and observers have been

requested by the COP to submit their views on the types of information that may be provided.

16 Subsidiary Body for Scientific and Technological Advice

10
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() @ngoing sharing of expariences and information via web
platform

= SBETA encouraged developing country Parties end absemer
arganizalions ba share ihair experiences and leasens leamed from
Ther devesaprmend of Syslems for providing infarmatan an how all of
tha safeguards are beng addressed and respected and fhe
chalkenges faced (SBSTA 38}

= COP encouraged all Paies, organizations, Ihe privale seclar and
athier stakehoidens o share results of their work on addressing
drivars of deforestation and forast degradation (decision 13029 18]

Developing countries, as part of developing the systems for providing information on safeguards,
have been requested to share their experiences, lessons learned, and challenges that they face in developing
these systems for providing information on how the safeguards have been addressed and respected. Both the
subsidiary bodies and COP have encouraged the ongoing sharing of experiences. I mentioned eatlier about
the web platform, so countries can share experiences on how they develop the systems for providing
information on safeguards. Then recalling the decision on drivers, for Parties and organizations to share
information on how they had actually successfully addressed drivers as part of their REDD+ implementation,

and how it is being identified in the national strategies.
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Expert meatings/other meetings
The secredanal fo ovganize:

v Iresesskon eepert masting on ratiers relaling be non-makeb-based
apipresihas Tar thi impleanseration of activities retaing to REDD-phis
(SESTA &)

+ Expert mesting on mallers rakating to the infarmalian hub relasing lo
resulis-based actions and payments for RECO-plus [bedore 58181}

The secredavial i fachade Ma orpanzation ar,

v Mgating of tha natianal erifiasTocsl points for REDD-plus, Parmias and
rakeaant enliies linancrg RECC-plus activilies, an a valunlary bases (fral
s i conjunclian with S8 41, themafber annually in compunction aith
1* sessional penod meetings of e S8s)

This is about the meetings that have been requested by both the COP and the subsidiary bodies for
the secretariat to organize. There will be an in-session expert meeting relating to non-market- based
approaches this June at the SBSTA. In between, there will be an expert meeting on the information hub that
I spoke about. As for the decision on results-based finance, the COP calls for the establishment of an
information hub. There will be an expert meeting on the information hub later this year. Of course, on the
decision relating to the coordination of support, the secretariat has been asked to facilitate the organization of

these meetings of national entities and focal points. The first one is starting in Lima.
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