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’ Assessing REDD+ Readiness (2) i ©
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

Papua New Guinea Mongolia India
The Philippines Myanmar Iran
Solomon Islands Nepal Samoa

Sri Lanka Pakistan Thailand
Viet Nam Timor-Leste
Vanuatu

oMY

A

2
L

LL
e

R

c
o

Empowered i

-

Map: STAT PLANET

The UN-REDD Programme in the Asia-Pacific Regional Centre undertook a study to assess

the level of progress in REDD+ read

$5 in the region,

-Pacific REDD+ Analysis”) in




UN-REDD 6 Categories and 2 o
53 Indicators

20 Indicators

6 Indicators

6 Indicators

8 Indicators |
8 Indicators
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Empowered lves.
Resilient nations.

Some indicators are more important then others

C. REDD+ Strategy Development,
Policies and Measures

PES policy/regulations

6%
I 8% I
Forest definition for
I 11% | REDD+

Analysis of land tenure in
relation to REDD+

" REDD+ demonstration
projects

= REDD+ Roadmap or
equivalent

M Integration of forest
sector into national
socio-economic

development plannin
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Three Data Sources

/ National Focal Point (NFP) \

Purpose: obtain an “inventory” of
REDD+ readiness, current status

Respondent: one respondent per
country (24 total)

Respondents are encouraged to
consult with others about the
status of REDD+ elements

Delivery: online

DIRED How?
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Multi-stakeholders \

Purpose: obtain insights into the
perceived level of readiness

Respondent: all the identified
stakeholders including govt,

NGO/CSO, donor agencies); the
numbers vary by country

Respondents are not encouraged
to consult with others and they will
be assured privacy of their answers

Delivery: online

)\

Purpose: obtain an “inventory” of REDD+ readiness, current status

Publically available information (e.g. international convention ratification status,
third party database)

Desk-Based Research

IN
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Resilient nations.

Initial invitation (pilot tests)

Reminder (pilot countries

Initial invitation (all countries) August 14
Reminder (all countries) August 24
Follow up calls (all countries) n/a

Closure of original survey October 15
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UN-REDD  # of Invitations to W ©
Stakeholder Survey
500 Total =992 (sent) — 121 (bounced) = 871
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UN-I§§PM Stakeholder Survey Response Rate
UN-REDD vs. Others -
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Others
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Email Bounce Rate
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UN-REDD  stakeholder Respondents by @)
Organization

6% 7%

refused (n=14)
i 7%
= Other (n=28)

24% Private sector (n=13) 21%
Gvt agency or ministry
(n=53)

® Donor (n=15)

® NGO or CSO (n=91)

® Acad./training institution
(n=9)

unweighted (Individual responses)

weighted
- N g

(Per organization)
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Sources

) Methodology and Data
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Baseline
/—

/ REDD+ Readiness Status

A.

2 (0 e

F.

National and International Policy Framework
(100 per cent or points)

Management of REDD+ Readiness (100)
National REDD+ Strategy Development (100)
Monitoring, MRV, FREL/FRL (100)

Benefit Distribution and Financial
Management (100)

Social and Environmental Safeguards (100)

Do stakeholders know? /

Data Source \

National Focal
Point (NFP)

Survey

Desk-Based
Research

Multi-
Stakeholder
Survey

If so, what do they think?
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Results:
REDD+ Readiness Status

National Focal
Point (NFP) Desk-Based

Research
Survey




"~ Regional Average

Regional Average

National and
International Policy

Framework
Social and
r.::ma an Management of
Environmental 72 .
REDD+ Readiness
Safeguards 79
52
53 51
Benefit Distribution 50 National REDD+
and Financial Strategy
Management Development

Monitoring, MRV,
FREL/FRL



UN-RED N (&)
PROGRAM / BN uKEP

L e
. Cambodia -

[0 Cambodia Regional Average

National and
International Policy Second

Above Framework lowest in
76 the region

Average

Social and
Environmental
Safeguards

Management of
79 REDD+ Readiness

Benefit Distribution National REDD+
and Financial Strategy

Management Development Below
Average

Monitoring, MRV,
FREL/FRL



Lao PDR

Mational and International Policy

155@ﬂawurk 68

Lowest

in region

g 0%

Safeguards

28

16

Benefit Distribution Systems (BDS)
related

37

2nd [owest
score in
region

Mational Forest Monitoring Sy

Management of Readiness Process

76

REDD+ Strategy Development,
Policies and Measures

45

Below
average

=

= Lao People's Democratic Republic

——Regional




Myanmar 7 &

I Myanmar Regional Average

National and
International Policy

Below

Average

Framework
72
Social and
. 68 Management of
Environmental |: g

Safeguards 57 29 REDD+ Readiness

48 Above

and Financial % Strategy
Management Development

Monitoring, MRV, Below
FREL/FRL
Average

El El 51 Average
Benefit Distribution 53 l -6 [National REDD+
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Safeguards

62

30

Benefit Distribution Systems (BEDS)
related

Mational and International Policy
1d=d$mewc:rh
.

g 0%

Management of Readiness Process

100

Only
perfect

score in
Mekong

REDD+ Strategy Development,
Policies and Measures

51

Highest
score in
Mekong
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Viet Nam =

[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 s
the region 53 51 92 Sc'gr:is:]
Benefit Distribution 50 National REDD+ the region
and Financial 28 Strategy
Management 57 Development

Monitoring, MRV,
FREL/FRL
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* Viet Nam has the highest total score among 18 countries in the region while
Myanmar has the lowest total score*®

* Cambodia had the second lowest score in the region for the “Management of
REDD+ Readiness”, which was also the only category where Viet Nam scored
below the regional average

*  Myanmar scored zero for two categories: Management of REDD+ Readiness, and
Benefit Distribution, but was fourth highest in the region for National REDD+
Strategy Development

* Thailand has the only perfect score in the Mekong, for Management of REDD+
Readiness, and the highest in the Mekong for National Forest Monitoring
Systems

* Lao PDR is below average for the region in all categories

* Only Cambodia and Viet Nam scored above average for “Benefit Distribution and
- Financial Systems”. All other Mekong countries are among the region’s lowest




UNREDD  Key points: ®

3
3
3

Safeguards

* Viet Nam scored among the top three countries for the “Social and
Environmental Safeguards” category. Cambodia and Thailand were also above
average for the region.

* No country in the Mekong received any points for ‘Analysis to address risks of
reversal

* Only Thailand and Cambodia scored points for a ‘Grievance Mechanism’

 Only Lao PDR and Myanmar received partial points for ‘Laws and regulations
recognizing traditional land rights’. Other Mekong countries scored none.

 Only Thailand and Viet Nam received partial points for ‘Respect for the
knowledge of IPs and members of local communities’.

* All Mekong countries scored points for ‘Timber harvesting regulations, including
biodiversity provisions’ |




Results:
Stakeholders’ Knowledge and Perception

Multi-
Stakeholder
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Are you satisfied with the REDD+ readiness process in your country?

Cambodia
Very satisfied w Satisfied (NFP)
M Somewhat satisfied M Not at all satisfied
: 18% < Highest “Very satisfied” in the [region
Highest
6%
51%
5%
| | I/ I/ I/
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Are you satisfied with the REDD+ readiness process in your country?
Lao PDR

Yery satisfied 0%

Satisfied ©10%

Somenhat satistied | 0GR

Not at all satisfied | AEEEDD>
i 20% 40y B0 B0y 100y
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Are you satisfied with the REDD+ readiness process in your country?
Myanmar
VeryBatisfied? “ Satisfiedr

¥ SomewhatBatisfiedgdNFP)& ¥ NotAtAIIBatisfiedd

63%0!

13%0
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0% 20%[ 40%0 60%L] 80%"0] 100%0
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Are you satisfied with the REDD+ readiness process in your country?
Thailand

Very satisfied [
Satisfied [9.1%

Somewhat satisfied RS EIE R
Not at all satisfied [

0% 20% 40% 60% 30% 100%

Highest ‘not at all satisfied’ in the region




() PN
UN-RED B @
PROGRAMM E >/ By UNEP

Are you satisfied with the REDD+ readiness process in your country?

Viet Nam
Very satisfied W Satisfied (NFP)
W Somewhat satisfied M Not at all satisfied
%
4%
1%
%

d ~ v

0% 20% 40% 0% &0% 100%
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How far do you think the REDD+ readiness process is on track?
Cambodia

Ontrack in all elements ® Ontrackin most elements

W Ontrack in some elements (NFP) m Not at all ontrack

%

6%

%

yd e

100%
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Empowered lves.
Resilient nations.

How far do you think the REDD+ readiness process is on track?
Lao PDR

Only country in region with no
respondents indicating on track in

On track in all elements | 0% 9lI’ or ‘most’ elements

On track in most elements | (%

On rack n some elements GO

|
0% 20% 40% 60% EEIJ‘}E 100%
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Resilient nations.

How far do you think the REDD+ readiness process is on track?
Myanmar

Onrack@n@lIZElements " Onrack@n@nostElements

¥ On@rack@nBomelementsdNFP)2 ™ NotEtiElIEnRErack?

75%0
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How far do you think the REDD+ readiness process is on trabk?
Thailand

On track in all elements oo

On track in most elements 77.3%
On track in sone elenents |G-

ot at all on track SR
0 20y 40y o0y oy [T
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How far do you think the REDD+ readiness process is on track?

Viet Nam
On track in all elements W Ontrack in most elements (NFP)
W Ontrack in some elements W Not at all on track
0
1)
68%
%
| I/ I/ I/ I/
0% 20% 40% 60% 8% 100%
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Ratification Status

« CEDAW, UNCAC, UNTOC, UNFCCC, UNCBD, UNCCD

* Viet Nam has signed or ratified all these; however most stakeholders
are not aware that the country ratified UNTOC and UNCAC

* Cambodia has also signed them all, but most stakeholders are only
aware of UNFCCC. No government stakeholders are aware of signing
of UNTOC and UNCAC

* Myanmar has also signed them all, but most stakeholders are not
aware of UNTOC or UNCAC (no government stakeholders are aware
of UNCAC). Most government stakeholders are not aware of CEDAW,
while most non-government (68%) are.

* Lao PDR has signed them all, but less than 15% of stakeholders are

aware of UNTOC or UNCAC, and only 30% are aware of UNCCD

' igne errall, £ but no stakBholders are aware of

(/
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R Strategy?

Cambodia has a REDD+ Roadmap but not a REDD+ Strategy*;
While a majority of stakeholders are aware that there is a Roadmap,
60% are either mistaken or confused about the existence of Strategy

Does your country have a REDD+ Strategy?

25

IIYeS”

20

M Government
stakeholders

IINOH
15

10

M Non-government
stakeholders

Incorrect
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Committee and Office
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Myanmar does not have a REDD+ Office or Steering Committee®; however, our survey
shows that many stakeholders think that these two bodies exist.
It should also be noted all the government stakeholders answered incorrectly

Do you have a REDD+ Steering Committee Do you have a REDD+ Office or
or equivalent? equivalent?
20 20
18 18
16 16
14 W Government 14
12 stakeholders 17
10
8 8
E B Non- 6
4 government *
| (2) stakeholders 2

IIYesII
= (Incorreg

"No" (Correct) No" (Correct
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un-repD Myanmar National Fores
Inventory

Myanmar has conducted and completed one NFI*; however most of the
stakeholders (especially government) are not aware of this fact.
About 70% of government stakeholders thought more than one NFI
have been completed and/or NFl is conducted regularly

25
20
M Government
stakeholders
15
10
M Non-
> government
stakeholders




un-repp Viet Nam National Forest, @«

Inventory ﬁ“

In Viet Nam, NFl is conducted regularly*
When we asked the status of NFI, only 35% are aware of this fact

18
16
14
M Government
12 stakeholders
10
8
6
M Non-government
4 stakeholders
2
0

Correct Incorrect Un-weighted | .

-
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Analysis

Viet Nam had already conducted a nation-wide analysis of land tenure
in relation to REDD+; however the majority of stakeholders (both
government and non-government) are not aware of this fact

7N
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20
18
16
14 W Government
12 stakeholders
10
8
6 ¥ Non-government
4 stakeholders
2
0

Correct Incorrect Un-weighted




un-rRepp  Lao PDR and Thailand
stakeholder awareness =

* The majority of respondents in both countries are aware of the existence of a
REDD+ office and national steering committee

* Thailand has neither a REDD+ Roadmap nor a Strategy. However, all stakeholders
think that a Roadmap exists

*  90% of respondents in Thailand and 100% in Lao PDR think that forest
management information is either unavailable or only partially available to all
stakeholders

* Thailand has a grievance mechanism for natural resource management issues, but
no respondents were aware of it

* Most respondents are aware that Lao PDR has national PES regulations, but nearly
half of respondents are ‘not at all satisfied’ that they were developed in full
consultation

* Lao PDR does not have national FPIC policies or procedures, but 90% of
respondents think it does

al regulations to promote
rate government
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Viet Nam has the following: Do stakeholders know?

Anti-corruption commission _ 73%P]

Policies and procedures for Free, Prior and Informed - o/
Consent (FPIC) 38%0]
Legal and regulatory provisions promoting greater _ e
inclusion of women in natural resource management 50%"

Regulations preventing establishment of plantation :
crops (rubber, oil palm, coffee) in degraded forest land

" zg ¥ i s i =7
A-. l.¥-“ ." \ - ;V -~
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Of those stakeholders who are aware of their
existence, what do they think about quality and _
implementation level?

Anti-corruption law l%

Anti-corruption commission 0
3%
0%

Policies and procedures for Free, Prior and Informed
Consent (FPIC)

Legal and regulatory provisions promoting greater
inclusion of women in natural resource management

Grievance mechanism for natural resource
management 2%

Regulations preventing establishment of plantation
crops (rubber, oil palm, coffee) in degraded forest land = A3
= ; L] 5 “/"“ g P ; : 2. g ¥ i Wy —‘""i" o
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Grievance Mechanism

There is no grievance mechanism for natural resource management in Viet Nam*;

However 80% of government stakeholders think there is. A little less than 50% of non-
government stakeholders are aware that there is no grievance mechanism

Government stakeholders Non-government stakeholders

mech@anism for nat

jiIctiresotution mes



UNREDD - Myanmar REDD+ @ ] @
Readiness Roadmap

* Almost 90% of stakeholders are aware that Myanmar has developed a
REDD+ Readiness Roadmap

* More than 90% are either very satisfied or somewhat satisfied that
the Roadmap process has effectively engaged with stakeholders

“How satisfied you are that the
“Which of the statements describes the status of process for the Roadmap has

REDD+ Readiness Roadmap?” effectively engaged with all
stakeholder groups?”

. E

M ... does not yet exist

W ... is currently under development m Not at all satisfied m Somewhat satisfied

M ... is completed but not yet implemented ... has already seen initial implementati

H Don't know

M ... has seen extensive implementation

4 Ay T
- g

M Very satisfied Don't know
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Projects N‘

* More than 50% of stakeholders are aware that REDD+
demonstration or pilot projects are being implemented;

* Around 80% are either very satisfied or somewhat satisfied that the
projects have effectively engaged with stakeholders

G M E

“How satisfied you are that REDD+

“Which of the statements describes the status of demonstration/pilot projects have
REDD+ demonstration/pilot projects?” effectively engaged with all
stakeholder groups?”
M ... is currently under development m Not at all satisfied m Somewhat satisfied

M ... does not yet exist

... has already seen initial implementatio

M ... is completed but not yet implemented Very satisfied Don't know

M ... has seen extensive implementa on't know



v.repp Viet Nam REDD+ Pilot
Projects

About 80% of stakeholders are aware that REDD+ demonstration or
pilot projects have been developed and/or are being implemented;

More than 90% are either very satisfied or somewhat satisfied that
the projects have effectively engaged with stakeholders

™\
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“How satisfied you are that the
following process has effectively

“Which of the statements describes the status of engaged with all stakeholder

he following?”

groups?”
One or more REDD+
W ... does not yet exist M ... is currently under development m Not at all satisfied m Somewhat satisfied

B ... iscompleted but not yet implemented ... has already seen initial implementatio

Very satisfied Don't know

M ... has seen extensive implementa on't know
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the Future: Myanmar

~

* Almost 80% of stakeholders believe that the government may not support REDD+
in the future, and 71% do not think that REDD+ policies and regulations will be
implemented

* 67% of stakeholders think that protected forests are likely to be destroyed
“How likely do you think is it that in the next 10 years ...”

Gvt support for REDD decreases
protected forests will be destroyed
REDD+ policies and reg. are not implemented

o

W Likely

W Fairly unlikely

B Very likely Very unlikely
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UN-REDD Government Support and
the Future: Viet Nam -

M

* 85% of stakeholders believe that the government will continue to support REDD+
* 68% think that REDD+ policies and regulations will be implemented

* The majority of stakeholders think that protected forests will not be destroyed

“How likely do you think is it that in the next 10 years ...”

Gvt support for REDD decreases 30%

protected forests will be destroyed 31%

REDD+ policies and reg. are not implemented 20%

Weighted

W Very likely N leely m Fairly unlikely Very unlikely




keiko.nomura@unep.org:
Regional REDD+ Analysis Results: http://dataforall.org/dashboard/un redd/

akihito.kono@undp.org
ben.vickers@fao.org
joel.scriven@fao.org
kin.yii.yong@undp.org
thomas.enters@unep.org
timothy.boyle@undp.org
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