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I am going to try to walk you through what has been happening in REDD since Montreal.

Past and Present of REDD+

M.J. Sanz

2015 |ntemational Se
“The Futurs of RE|

inerbasque @ ihobe

I am going to look back to the past even beyond Montreal because everyone remembers Montreal,
but things had started being discussed quite long time before Montreal. I will go through the present,
which basically will be until Paris and where we stand there. Finally, I will try to enable a small
dialogue about what could be the future. First of all, REDD is a piece among many other pieces that

we have to use in order to fight and try to mitigate climate change. Therefore, it has a context.

The Past up until Paris

The Past

| upto Paris
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I will talk about the past up to Paris.

The whole thing about deforestation started in The Hague. There was a long debate in The
Hague already. COPG was also a failure in part due to difficult discussions on LULUCF, avoiding
deforestation inclusion as an activity in the in the Clean Development Mechanism (CDM) was
considered there already. Finally, while COP6 resumed in Bonn at COPG6bis, the Bonn agreements

which resulted later on in the Marrakesh agreements did not include avoiding deforestation as a CDM
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activity. 'The main reason why is because the estimated potential was so big and the uncertainty and
the insipient concept of markets were so unclear that it was seen as a threat for markets.

However, later on in Montreal, Papua New Guinea and Costa Rica brought back the concept of
deforestation, of avoiding deforestation. They succeeded to include it in the agenda of the COP.
Then we started the 10 years that Mitsuo was indicating of discussions on REDD that resulted on
what we have today.

The main steps were first the inclusion of paragraph 1biii in the Bali Action Plan and a full
independent decision on REDD (1/CP.16). Then the other major stages were the inclusion of
REDD+ in the Cancun Agreements and the COP19 in Warsaw where most of the methodological
framework was resumed. Only one decision was left that it was finally adopted in Paris. This is the
past story of how forests in developing countries were brought into the convention and the mitigation
challenges.

It is very important to be reminded that one of the factors that brought back deforestation was
the fact that, in the Fourth Assessment Report! of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change?
(IPCC) it was very much highlighted that the deforestation potentially could be up to approximately

20% of the global emissions.
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REDD+ Provislons, Rules and Modalities

Provided through decisions

This is a detail of how the major milestones were achieved from COP11 to COP21. I will not go
in detail there, but it is important to say that the rulebook of methodologies and modalities started
from Bali. In Bali we had one decision on REDD+ and the inclusion on the Bali Action Plan.
Then we went through COP152% in Copenhagen and had also a decision in Poznan which was
methodological. However, in Copenhagen we were almost ready to adopt what was adopted in
Cancun, but unfortunately the context and the failure of the overall COP did not allow for that.

While it was preserved from the Copenhagen discussions along a very difficult year in 2010, it was

finally incorporated as one section of the Cancun Agreement. This is the framing decision for

1
https://www.ipcc.ch/publications and data/publications ipcc fourth assessment report synthesis

report.htm
2 http://www.ipce.ch/

3 http://unfccc.int/meetings/copenhagen dec 2009 /session/6262.php
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REDD+ as it is conceived today. Then the Durban Platform for Enhanced Action* evolved and we
progressed into the guidance for certain aspects like this admission of reference levels. Unfortunately,
we could not achieve a lot of progress in COP17> in Durban and COP18¢ in Doha, but finally Warsaw
brought seven decisions on REDD which were providing a lot of stands on methodological guidance.
COP207 in Lima was preparing for Paris, so what was very crucial before Lima was the UN
Climate Summit® and the New York Declaration on Forests®. That was a very good push for
endorsing what was happening on the ground on REDD including private sector and stakeholders
engagement who wete there committing themselves to do actions on the ground. Of course, the
finance was highlighted. Finally, Paris is closing the methodological rules for REDD, and a decision
on safeguards and guiding countries on what they can include in the safeguards summary has been

provided.
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We can consider that the so-called REDD rulebook is completed. This is the decision that you
have in the rulebook. The secretariat is very keen to compile those and put it in a booklet so that you
can easily access all of them, but what you can see here is that, within all the decisions that are being
taken, there are different types of decisions. There are the framing decisions, which is the Cancun
Agreement. There are methodological decisions that you can see in gray, and there are other
provisions. Within the other provisions, the main topics which are highlighted are how to finance,
the need of coordination, and the encouragement of developed countties to help developing countties
in the different phases of REDD. There is a very complex summary of decisions that, if you do not

read carefully you may be a little bit lost in, but it meant it is a very detailed reading.

4

https://unfccc.int/files/meetings/dutban nov 2011/decisions/application/pdf/copl7 durbanplatfo
rm.pdf

5> http://unfecc.int/meetings/durban nov 2011/session/6294.php

¢ http://unfecc.int/meetings/doha nov 2012/session/7049.php

7 http://unfcccint/meetings/lima dec 2014/meeting/8141.php
8 http://www.un.org/climatechange /summit/

9

http://www.un.org/climatechange /summit/wp-content/uploads/sites /2/2014 /07 /New-York-Declar
ation-on-Forest-%E2%80%93-Action-Statement-and-Action-Plan.pdf
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REDD+ Methodological Guidance

Related
processes
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Basis for implementation......
Basis for the future.....

Trying to summarize the methodological guidance, what REDD provides, the Warsaw Framework,
and the rulebook provides is basically four building blocks. Countries will have to develop four
building blocks in order to be able to access what is being called results-based payments or
results-based finance, which is supposed to be on the long term. We enable to push more and more
ambitious implementation of REDD on the ground.

The first building block is national forest monitoring system which is something that the country
builds as they think it should be built with certain guidance that is provided under the convention.
There is no nitty-gritty guidance. The only thing that is said is it has to be based on remote sensing
and ground validation. Usually, countries combine remote sensing activity data with the emission
factors coming from the national forest inventories or specific surveys. The timing is that you have
to have some articulated national forest monitoring system when you start submitting, for example,
your reference level or want to access forest results-based payment later.  You can describe these and
send it to the information hub which is being created by the Secretariat, and you have the reference
decisions there on the guidance floor. There are relations between the national forest monitoring
system and the national communications (Nat Coms) because Nat Coms include the reference GHG
inventories and includes also some information about the forest sector in terms of mitigation and so
on. Therefore, you could gather this information from your national forest monitoring system if
collected there.

The second building block is the national forest reference levels, and this is the topic that it
occupies as today in this seminar. I will not go into detail there, but there are several decisions from
the submission to the review or their technical assessment of the reference levels which are provided
by the Warsaw Framework.

The third element is the national strategy for REDD, which provides your own framework on
where your REDD implementation is going, how it fits with other issues, what the drivers are, which
actions are you taking, and so on. It is again something that you develop yourself and there is not
much guidance provided in the Warsaw Framework. The reason for that is because every country will
have a very specific strategy, and every country is very different so you cannot provide nitty-gritty

guidance for any strategy.
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The final element is the safeguard information system. Safeguards have been one of the most
innovative and outstanding issues that REDD has been bringing to the climate change debate. How
do you do REDD better? How do you preserve REDD from perversion, from perverse incentives
from collateral damage? This is what safeguards are trying to do. Therefore you have to have a way
to provide information to the public and to the convention on how you are addressing those problems
that the safeguards which are in the Cancun Agreement may highlight.

All this is the basis for the implementation. There are strong linkages of some of the elements
of the building blocks of REDD with the greenhouse gas inventory, which is one of the bases for
mitigation in the convention. It is not very exciting to do on greenhouse gas inventory. Many
people think it is boring, but if we do not have good greenhouse gas inventories it is impossible to
assess the progress and it is impossible to inform our decisions on what may b the most effective
mitigation actions. Therefore, there are strong linkages between the national forest monitoring
system as well as a reference level with the greenhouse gas inventory. That is why the convention

highlights that they have to be consistent and this is a key principle to be followed..

PHASE 1
CH, devel NSIAP
PAMs.
\v/
FRELs
PHASE 2 ! FRLs |
Implement. NSIAP, PAMS. e

Demonstrationactivities
{Inel PRI DASE pAyMEnts)

PHASE 3
Fullimplementation
Result based payments

This is an illustration of these four elements and how they could evolve from the phases that have
been identified for REDD. REDD has been identified to be implemented in a stepwise or phase
approach. We were all aware of the problem that developing countries did not have the capacity
many times, so there was a need to do or to support readiness. This is the first phase: capacity
building.  All these four eclements go through the readiness process and then go to some
pre-implementation, demonstration, or piloting, which is the second phase. In the third phase, you
are supposed to be fully ready to start doing actual things on the ground to demonstrate your
contributions to mitigation and therefore to get back the payments for results.

In the case of the national forest monitoring system, you can see that sometimes you start
sub-national, but with the intention always to become national. Usually, for the national forest
monitoring system, what happens is that you may start with a much simpler one and you may improve
it over time but start national. Although, some countries may start more confined in some regions
and then expand it to national. In particular for the reference levels, it is very important to consider

when designing how to scale up. This is probably one of the big topics that we are going to discuss
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I will not go into detail but I want to highlight that there are some decisions that are not

exclusively methodological at all, but they highlicht certain topics of certain issues that are very
important; for example the need of capacity building and technical assistance; the coordination of
support and the results-based finance; and the results-based payments for implementation. These are

enabling elements that will allow REDD to progtess together with the methodological guidance.

Long read from Bali to Paris...

Full set of decisions guiding countries from
readiness towards piloting.

Many actors supporting readiness, from NGOs,
bilateral cooperation, multilateral initiatives -
Coordination challenge still exist.

Longer processes than expected, overlapping
phases. Managing expectations.

Yet financing to come for implementation...

It was a long road from Bali to Paris. It was a full set of decisions that were guiding countries
from readiness towards piloting. This is where we stand today, and we stand today starting to pilot
things. There have been many actors in readiness because readiness was not a regulated or guided
process. Since we were learning by doing, it was left open to everyone to support. This is good
because everyone can support, but at the same time it is challenging because not everyone has the
same view, so the coordination of the actors within the countries has been a challenge. Sometimes
countries even perceive this as a burden rather than a help. I think many of us here have been
responsible for that, but I believe that we are improving in terms of talking to each other and
coordinating better so that we become something that supports the country rather than to become a
challenge for them.

It is also true that it has been a longer process than expected. Everyone was very excited, “Now,
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we can do REDD in three years. That is going to happen. Everyone is very committed,” but we all
know that it is not that easy. We know that dealing with land use, dealing with forest, it takes time.
Making our policy makers aware of the importance of forests is also sometimes challenging.  One of
the challenge that we atre facing today and in the last few years is also managing expectations because
we do not REDD to stop. We do not want people to be discouraged, so we have to manage
expectations.  Yet financing is to come for implementation, so that also discouraged sometimes
people. They think, “We are here to do that hard thing. No, just forget about it. There is no
money in the plate,” but that is not true. There is a lot of money in the plate. The point is how to

bring the money in a coherent and effective manner.

The Present: up to 2016.

The Present How countries approach..
e StallS by 2016 RELS/RLs

Present of REDD+ - Emerging Challenge

‘Consistency across different potential scales of |
implementation is becoming a challenge b=
(national, sub-national, project levels). =
*Consistency and credibility of estimates for RELs/RLs
(historic data vs present and future data, GHGs inv)

-Assessment of adjustments, national circumstances
understanding and substantiation

.... Challenges observed while countries are constructing
their RELs/RLs, and during the TAs.

Next to come the TAs of their BURs and new GHGs
inventories in parallel to the improvements of their RELs/RLs

The present: up to 2016.

I will focus a bit on the reference levels because this is the hottest topic of 2014, 2015, and 2016

because it is going through the submission and the technical assessment process.

There have been six countries reviewed already, and almost ten countries will be reviewed this year.
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The emerging challenge that are being observed, while countries are being pulling together the
reference levels or the review process has been happening for some and even beyond, is consistency
across the different potential scales of implementation. This is becoming a challenge. How we link
national, sub-national, and project levels, we understand that all of the three scales are very useful
because when you do things at the local level, projects can be useful at the implementation of actions
on the ground but policies ¢ usually national. When you design strategies that affect certain regions
of your country, the sub-national level can be useful as well. Of course, you need a national umbrella
for everything. That is very important to use propetly the three scales.

The consistency and credibility of estimates is also a very important challenge today, particularly
for the reference levels, which is the first element that this is going to be assessed internationally.
One of the issues that comes back and forth is historic data versus present and the future data. We
cannot sometimes improve that much the historic data, but we can improve a lot in the future. How
we balance these different data sets is a challenge. That also links to the greenhouse gas inventory,
which has the same challenge of how to have consistency between past and future of the greenhouse
gas inventory. To what extent can you do recalculations in the past?

Then another emerging challenging is the assessment of adjustments. You know that it has been
recognized that countries should have the possibility to adjust for national circumstances. They use
the historical trends and datasets, but they can adjust from national circumstances, which are a ways to
reflect what it will happen otherwise in the future, and each one is doing it in their own way. The
assessment of adjustments is complex and requires some reflection. There have been so far a couple
of countries that submitted last year with adjustments. The challenge observed while the countries
are constructing their reference levels and TAs, I will summarize on that one.

The next challenge is that some countries are submitting the biennial update reports (BUR) annex,
and then the consistency with BUR links again to the consistency across the greenhouse gas inventory
times you use. It has to be done in parallel with improvements of reference levels. Again, you have
to play with the reference level improvement and your actual greenhouse gas inventory for great

improvement. Again, consistency is an issue.

Diversity o approaches....

Country Scale Scope  Adjustment

Brazil Amazon biome Def. N

Colombia Amazon biome Def. Y
National

Ecuador (excl. small islands, e g Def N

Galapagos and others)
Guyana Mational Def./Deg. Y
National, but only

Malaysia permanent forested SMF N
resgrves

Mexico National Def. N

The presentation late in the morning will summarize better than this, but this is just to give you a
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flavor. 'This is the diversity of approaches that for the countries which are being assessed is being
observed. For example, on the scale you have from sub-national to national and different ways of
approaching biomes, or even country presented some narrow approach. Which is sort of similar to
the narrow approach of Japan for forest management, so that they use their permanent forest reserves,
which is what they are doing now in forest management as the boundaries or the scale for REDD+ in
the country. It is national, but it is confined to a narrow activity. ~ The scope is mostly
concentrated in deforestation. There is only one country which included degradation, and there is
only one country that only included sustainable management of forest. However, in general, most of
the countries that provide deforestation as a scope atre indicating that they will include degradation as
soon as they will have reliable data. Of course, adjustments, as I said, have been done so far in two
countries which have been assessed. This year I did not get time to carefully look into the

submissions.

Pools included .... Periods.....
Dead Soll Historical period Change assessments
Ci
Country AGB EGB wood Litter Carban (HWP) it used in FREL/FRL construction (data points)
Brazil X X X 1896-2005 (for 2006-2010 FREL) 7 (for 2006-2010 FREL)
Brazil
i 1996-2010 (for 2011-2015 FREL) 12 (for 2011-2015 FREL)
Colombia X X ‘ =
Colombia 2000-2012 8
Ecuadar X X X X Ecundor 2000-2008
Defor. X X X X X . e 5 (for AD deforestation)
uyana < e
Guyana.  pooed x X X X Z H (farAD degracation)
1980-2005 (for 2005-2010 FREL) 2 (for 2006-2010 FREL)
Malaysia X X X Malaysia E: = 5
1990-2010 {far 2011-2015 FREL) 3 (for 2011-2015 FREL)
Mexico X X x Xt 3 {for deforestation)
Mexico 2000-2010
10 {for fire)

Another issue is the pools. Not all the pools are included. Different countries include different

pools.  Different pools are included for different activities so that you see a vatiety of things.

Of course, the periods are also different, and this depends very much on the reliability of the
historical data that the countries have. Although remote sensing has been helping a lot, remote
sensing is not the only issue that you have to resolve. You have to have emission factors. You have
to stratify, and you have to have confidence in that. That is one of the factors that makes the periods

so different.
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Two main activities selected, metheds.....

Mainly through RS for deforestation

No common approach yet for degradation, several
countries experimenting

Deforestation: - Degradation: ﬂ

Medium-resolution «  High-resolution imagery

imagery (Landsat) « Testing Landsat-NDV| combination
High-resolution imagery +  Timber records or management plans
Land registry (cadaster) (volume harvested, species, collateral

damage, skid trails, ...)
Fuelwood extraction statistics

I want to make a point because two main activities indicated that will be included soon are

deforestation and degradation, which is perhaps the ones that are more seen for the countries having
potential.  For deforestation, the medium resolution imagery Landsat is being used widely.
Sometimes high resolution imagery and land registries are being used to combine with that.

In the case of degradation, you see that is more demanding  Usually you need the
high-resolution imagery or testing Landsat-NDVI' combination. When you do not have possibility
to have that, or you have timber records or management plans, you can assess it from the respective
statistics if available. Of course, fuel wood use statistics are being used some times, but there is no
common approach yet for degradation. Each country is testing with the available data what they can

do. For example, Brazil is experimenting a lot, but many other countries are doing it as well.

Where developing countries are..

* Most countries undergoing readiness
activities (up to 60 countries progressing at
different speed)

= Many countries developing National
REDD+ strategies

= Some countries with more define strategies
and moving towards demonstration
activities or implement and RBPs (e.g
Brazil, Mexico, Ecuador, Viet Nam,
Guyana)

In summary, where can we say developing countries are today? Most of them undergoing
readiness activities are happening in up to 60 countries already. Readiness is a process that is
continuous. We thought that you are ready and you start something else. It is not the case. You
are more or less ready and you start something else, but you continue to do readiness activities. Many
developing countries are doing the national strategies already. They are trying. They are doing a lot
of studies on assessment of drivers and trying to put these things in the context of the national

strategy. A few countries have more defined strategies, and they are moving towards some

10 Normalized Difference Vegetation Index

56



Past and Present of REDD+
Maria Jose Sanz-Sanchez (Basque Centre for Climate Change) Keynote Speech

demonstration activities or piloting, slowly trying to move into implementation, and asking for
results-based payments. For example, Brazil, Mexico, Ecuador, Vietnam, Guyana are countries that

are moving a bit faster. Hopefully it includes also Indonesia, but we will know better today.

National Forest Monitoring Systems and Reference Levels

Where developing countries are on NMFS and RELs/Rls

= Many countries developed NFMS or have
partially developed the essential elements

6 Countries with the 1** REL/RL reviewed
(Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, Mexico,
Guyana, Malaysia)

9 new RELs/RLs submissions sent of
expected by end Jan 2016 (Vietnam, Peru,
Chile, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Rep. Congo,
Zambia, Cambodia)

Where do countries stand in national forest monitoring systems and reference levels? Many
countries developed already important elements of the national forest monitoring system or they have
designed it. There are six countries that submitted the reference level and have been assessed already;
Brazil, Columbia, Ecuador, Mexico, Guyana, and Malaysia. We have evidence that the nine new
countries will submit this year by the end of the month. This is Vietnam, Peru, Chile, Costa Rica,

Paraguay, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Republic of Congo, Zambia, and may be Cambodia.

Where countries are on reporting to access RBPs

= One ready for the GCF payments (Brazil,
reporting 2.9 Billion tones 1=t BUR, REDD+
Annex)

= 2 to 3 expecting to send the 1**BUR
REDD+ Annex in 2016

= Few countries with other visions, such
broader sustainable development (Gabon)
and joint adaptation and mitigation ¢
approach (Bolivia) g

All struggling with the investment gap...

In terms of starting to think on accessing through the process results-based payments, while there
is already one BUR which has been assessed, which is Brazil, for which the reference level was assessed
in 2014, there are two to three expectations of annexes to be sent in 2016. The assessment will
happen in 2016, and there ate a few countries that have other visions, for example, broader sustainable
developments. They do not see REDD as REDD-only but they see REDD as part of a small piece
of the broader sustainable development like Gabon, or other visions of not only mitigation and not

mitigation as the main objective, but a joint adaptation and mitigation approach like Bolivia, which has

57



Keynote Speech

been also recognized in the Paris Agreement, although there is no guidance. It is true that some of
the guidance for REDD can be used for that too, but probably they will need to develop some extra
guidance for that. However, what is true is this range of countries is all struggling with how they are

going to get the necessary investments. Where are the investments going to come from?

Financing

Not a single standard solution, need to adapt to country
situations....

Cumulative
emission Fissult based climate firisnics
reductions

®Cimate finance linvestrent)

Corgral finance for sustarabe
fard L

Amount of Finance

#0sreml finance for activities

leading bo
defonstation/degradation

to match of to

Where is financing is going to come from? What we learn is that there is not going to be one

single source of finance. The reason is because REDD phases are associated to different financial
needs along the path of achieving results. These financial needs cannot be covered by one single
mean of finance. Obviously, you are not going to cover readiness with results-based payments
because the results-based payments will come later on when you achieve the actual results. . This
graph shows that certain types of finance are very important depending on the phase. For example,
climate finance in terms of investments, it is required in the stage when you already have the capacities,
have created the elements, and have started to implement your strategy. These will be minimized later
on when the results-based payments will come. All of this sequence is very important.

I stole this graph from a colleague from the World Bank!!. At the very end, when you will be
able to match these processes with this finance you will see is cumulative emission reductions. We
know that they will stabilize later because the system becomes saturated (maximum storage capacity).
The increase will be more or less effective and visible if the combination is appropriate for each of the

countries.

11 http:/ /wwwworldbank.ore/
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PROCRESS
6 IMPOSSIBLE
WITHOUT CHANGE,

those uke ot
CHRNGE THIIA peindls
Complexityand CANNOT

integration CHANGE Aryﬁ.*

-G Shaw

What REDD+ resulted in....

I will define REDD as complex, but also as integrative. Indeed, REDD has been opening the
eyes of many countries towards the need of integration as well as participation. What REDD has
been doing is it has been changing mindsets. George Bernard Shaw said a sentence that I like very
much which is, “Progress is impossible without change, and those who cannot change their minds
cannot change anything”” REDD has been changing minds.
B s e S R |
Other issues pending

= Stronger verification provisions if markets are use
for RBPs?

= |ssues referred to methodological issues related to
non-carbon benefits resulting from the
implementation of REDD-plus?

; = Methodological guidance for JAM...?
Realities still today... -

We still have these realities. We still have deforestation. We still have degradation. We still

have fires, but we have something new. We have more participation. We have the idea of planning
as a framework for REDD and we have integration. I think this has been a major change in the last

10 years.

Of course, there are pending issues. If you remember, in Doha and in the Warsaw Framework
there is still a provision somewhere that says that maybe we may need stronger provisions for
verifications if markets are going to be used for results-based payments or if markets will evolve.
Some attention in the coming years may need to be paid to the non-carbon benefits that are being
reflected in the Paris Agreement as well. ~Of course, there is probably a need for some
methodological guidance more ad hoc for the joint adaptation and mitigation approaches.  Also, there
may be some new issues from the Paris mitigation articles that will require methodological advice
where REDD may be evaluated. However, what is very clear is that the guidance is completed and

that the Warsaw Framework plus the decision in Paris is what will prevail.
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The Future of REDD+

The Future

Context

The Global Goals provide the broad context for Climate Action. Multilateral
Climale Change Agreemenls provide objeclives, means and guidance lo
achieve the ultimate goal of the UNFCCC

s |

Let us debate a bit about the future of REDD+.

First of all, we have a different context today. We have the sustainable development goals!?
(SDG) and climate change is one of them. REDD is a small piece within sustainable development
goal 13. 1 think by adapting the sustainable development goals in September 2015, it has been
providing also a framework for the Paris Agreement and for REDD within the Paris Agreement.

Therefore, REDD again represents one piece.

Opportunity towards the future...

Developing Countries are seriously considering MITIGATION ACTIVITIES

at this stage their potential to contribute to KP33,34

mitigation of Climate Change in the context of L cm

their INDCs, and the Paris Agreement endorsed + Re-vegetation

this process. . WLactvites
+ CDMAR

Emerging question -REDD+ 5 activities

How REDD+ is going to be used to increase the
global level of ambition in this context?

Towards the future, it is very encouraging that developing countries are seriously considering their

potential to contribute to mitigation of climate change. The intended nationally determined
contributions (INDC) process has been showing that very clearly. The Paris Agreement endorsed the
INDC process as the way forward to show and to increase ambition. The emerging question which
was not emerging necessarily in Paris, but also when countries were starting to develop their INDCs
before Paris, is how REDD is going to be used to increase the global level of emission in the context

of their INDCs.

12 http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals /
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We have long discussions about LULUCF and some of those discussions were very useful also to
be brought into the REDD context.

Within the REDD+ piece, we had in the past the CDM afforestation/deforestation projects.  As
you can see, there have been several attempts to address these pieces within the process. Some have
been addressed through the Kyoto Protocol activity-based approach, even regionally for the second
commitment period modalities where land activities were included, and the CDM AR was in the
context of the Kyoto Protocol. Then REDD came and brought the possibilities for developing

countries in the forest sectot.

b_’:‘m 10 views on the future of REDD+ NEpRIng e ST
[ S whs st for BEE? Tar axsars frum acemas For o oo e faon

REDC o sl T g i e W' 1 o ol bl UN-IM'\AH "
. the byt o ot e s weh. Lotss Vivmho!

o = - - wurh

wrcetan imums catonrvestTents compicaled sgneeng of
RECO s, and nwnﬁxwmnmndmhmhhnmm- Preter Hotmyren

35 cavtaon price s notheng compared il cthar iradeicrsl Srascpred ofpolundes n foreit weie S0 we s tyng b combine
appeoaches foc gensrating resou Tic PN, Cevespment ARSI, A wel &% 1rsile-tased RECTH fayTents
Virkes Miges Abcbe

t 0+ as 2 national targe n

LIS AGTCLRLTN JCTUTies M3t are Lisually The Main dovers 3f CelCresaEon—and In Wich CourtTies drvelop 3 variery of Fuslc polcies “

resaures an otons s e deforesaour, 1 LA o FEDD o yery et Carsove Gusres Do Frcias Cammed

The evidence (he protecing koests is ackualy = good ien burn s green growth, “sifiened sell-fierest” perspecties s sl b Sorge
torny that # wesin 2000 A& number of Iropical forest countries me raising Fuat ad S£80gG 0N It Pac Fer Frodi Bsaas Inal 'ar a a"a
1 there 1 eyt for ihe e greseried | €1DCt that moce counsries will angage n KEDOs Thera kg -
AED0 el have 0 evolve awmdbuwdnrlmdun and agricuiture isswes. and Ink in wit mswes of sdeptetion and food securty
whibe arancing foredts s

e wil vow a ‘et o the oy Z atiract Ivvestment e gan ul access b
frarbiss. Daa Nopatad

The way for # REDO*
o their INDClmdh thesr doeestic mll llmlh Avkd Angeizen |

In otder to reflect about the future it is always nice to have different opinions. This is a summary

of opinions that ate provided in a blog from the Center for International Forestry Research14 (CIFOR).
I took it because there are very different types of people there. From an Indonesia implementer to
the director of resource center, you see different countries’ scientists reflected there. The question is,
if you read it separately, you think that they may bring different visions, but if you try to highlight the

concepts that are behind this, you ask yourself, “Are these views that far apart?”

~ Prohably not!

But how to achieve Iﬂl term mitigation geals........

What you see is that they are not that far apart. One says, “We ate in the building phase now, but

13 Afforestation and Reforestation
14 http:/ /www.cifor.org/
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we have everything we need,” which is true. The other says, “It is a complex policy context with
multiple priorities,” which is true. “We need to combine approaches for generating resources,” which
is true. “We know that it can be inserted in the broader management of large landscapes,” which is
true.  “A number of tropical forest countries are acting,” which is true.  “Expect that more countries
will engage,” also true. “They will evolve towards broader land use and agriculture issues,” and this is
particularly very true at the domestic level. “Among the states, provinces, and nations, each is secking
to attract investment,” also true. Finally, “Incorporate it to the INDCs and the domestic emission
targets,” which is also what countries have been doing, Sixty countries included REDD in their
INDCs in one way or another. Finally, all these views converge to something which can shape the
future. Therefore, there is no real diversion of views, but how to achieve the long-term mitigation

goals, that is the question, and how those views and those elements can be combined to do so.

How do governments make
When dealing with lands, land available for develop- -
governments look for best ment? %
options... e = -
The tools are not so different
of what is promoted thanks to
REDD+:

-Inventories (NFI)
-Land cover and use maps

... layers of useful information

to attribute In the overall planning the most suitable
use for the land according to their priorities:

tecti i urban, etc.

Basically, when a country or government deals with lands, they look for the best options in their
citcumstances. The tools that we use for REDD+ are not so different than the tools that the
governments used for land planning, so inventories (in the case of national forest inventories), and
land cover and use maps. Therefore, definitely these are layers of information that inform what
could be the best options in the land use planning,  You can attribute in the overall planning the most
suitable use for the land according to your priorities; protection, forestry, agriculture, urban. In many
cases, rather than doing only the national forest monitoring system, countries just go and plug this into
the land roadmap. Yesterday we had a very interesting presentation where Myanmar was saying
‘Myanmar one map’, which illustrates that very well. In essence, it should not be so difficult to
connect the REDD discussion with the broader country domestic discussions, although the
implementers here know that sometimes it is not so easy. However, that is how REDD could be seen

in the future in the domestic context.
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Present towards future of REDD+ e L4
Diversity of apnroaches.... (different priorities] L oW e o e

REDD+ is moving towards piloting and
implementation in many countries.....

Forests! Cocoa Landseapes:

Maxigo Ixrecrano i Temmmosio

*Consistency across different potential scales of implementationis
becoming a challenge, needs to be considered at early stages of
design (national, sub-national, project levels).

* REDD+ notlinear, more a cycle, step wise approach (i.e MRV).
Timing and scale of finance matters to country processesand
differences.

+Paris provided a broader context, domestically there is a need o
ensure REDD+ this will contribute to sustainable land use if long
term miligations is aimed.

You can see that there are diversity of approaches emerging from the REDD implementation and

demonstration.  For example, Mexico is approaching REDD from the management of their
territorial units, which are called ¢jidos. They use the finance of REDD to contribute to the integral
management of those land units where you have all sorts of services and communities, including the
drivers. Ghana has the cocoa landscapes and they want to address the drivers and the deforestation
in those ones. Therefore, you see countries depending on the circumstances are approaching things

in slightly different ways, but the intention is always to integrate.

If we think in terms of present towards future of REDD+, REDD is moving towards piloting
and implementation in many countries. That is true. The challenges are consistency across the
potential different scales. We are learning is that these need to be considered in the early stages of
design if possible. If not possible, you have to see how you will address later, but if you can you
should address these in the carly stages. We know that REDD is not a linear process. You do
readiness. You start trying to test, and then you may need mote readiness. Then you go beyond
testing. Therefore, you can go and have feedback in the different phases and loops, but it is clear that,
in these non-linear processes, the timing and the scale of finance matters to the country process and
differences. What Paris provided is a broader context for REDD. Domestically, there is a need to
ensure that REDD will continue and will continue to contribute to sustainable land use if we want to

achieve long-term mitigation goals.
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The Paris Agreement

What Paris brings to REDD+ Article §
¥ Article 5 on REDD+ signals political support for the :ih:rhshnlﬂ take “:ll"l Jpconsere fl]ﬂ enhance, as lllwﬂmpr:l;!. sinks and m‘:lg:;“
existing internationally agreed REDD+ framework S EeaRom s as refered fo I Article 4, pRCRESRE SR e S n, Inchding
v Need of reporting and principles for accounting for 2. Parties are encouraged to take action to implement and support, including through
ieci i results-based payments, the existing framework as set out in related guidance and decisions
ngSSIonS rEducnorllS ensure transparency and already agreed under the Convention for: policy approaches and positive incentives for
\mpm\fement over time for forests and other sectors activities relating to reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, and the
(Ar"cle 4 and 1 3) role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of forest carbon
stocks in ping countries; and olicy app such as joint mitigati
s The agreement ove a" stren thenﬁ effOF[S on and adaptation approaches for the integral amvsmr:hlb&e management of forests, while
o g k T reng . ing the imp of ivizing, as appropri ‘bon benefits associated
mitigation (Article 4), finance (Article 9), and with such approaches.

provide room for considering markets (Article 6),
three important elements for REDD+

In terms of articles, Article 5 of the Paris Agreement signals huge political support in the

agreement to what has been happening and what is being developed for REDD and endorses the
REDD Framework. There are also other articles like Article 4 and Article 13 which are relevant
because they indicate the need of reporting and they provide some principle for accounting for
emission reductions of emissions and removals to ensure transparency. I think we have been trying
to be champions in transparency in REDD+. Of course, it could improve over time. In essence,
most of these principles for accounting are already embedded into what REDD+ as today. Overall,
also the agreement strengthens the efforts in mitigation with the INDC process, but also highlights the
finance in Article 9, and provides room for considering markets. This can be seen in Article 6.

Those are three very important elements for success of REDD+ in the future.

Just to highlight Article 5, you see that Article 5 has also Article 5.1, which indeed brings the
whole things in reservoirs as an important element for the future of the commitments for mitigation.

I hope this has been useful to give you an overview of where we come from and where we stand today.

HYDES
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e

Thank you very much. We all agree that forests are important.
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