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Annex 1

Terms of Reference of the Independent Consultant’s Assignment

The analysis will be divided into two parts: 

1. A preliminary identification and analysis of REDD+ financing,  gaps and overlaps, covering the full scope of REDD+, including financing for, and actions directed towards, building capacity and facilitating enabling institutions in developing countries to better channel finance and technology for REDD+ actions; and

2. An initial set of recommendations on ways to address REDD+ financing gaps and overlaps.

Only the first part (preliminary identification and analysis) will be included in the draft report to be submitted before the Tianjin technical workshop. The second part (recommendations) will be included only in the revised report to be submitted before the Nagoya meetings. Given the very tight deadlines, it is understood that the analysis is provisional and may benefit from revisions in the future. 

The first part will focus on the following aspects: 

· Identification of the financing needs, as currently identified by forest countries;

· Identification of the sources of financing, as currently identified by donors, forest countries, and other submissions;

· Identification and analysis of gaps and overlaps in the current situation.

Due to short time frame and cost implications, it is proposed that, as a start, the analysis be limited to the available data on needs and sources, without generation of original data. Thus the Independent Consultant is not expected to estimate financing needs for forest countries to cover the three phases of REDD+, for example, but rather to analyze the financing needs expressed by forest countries and the sources declared by donors, and the gaps and overlaps among needs and sources. At some future point, it may be necessary to generate original data, but this process would be covered by a separate (or revised) ToR. Should the Partners decide otherwise, the FMT/PT’s proposal would have to be modified accordingly.

The following questions provide a guide for the first part (preliminary analysis): 

· Financing needs:

· Have countries identified their needs for the three REDD+ phases? 

· For those that have, were needs identified in a detailed, bottom-up, approach? 

· Have all the needs been taken into account? 

· Is the REDD+ strategy integrated within a full low-emission development strategy?

· Do the needs take into consideration on-going or planned programs, including those not labelled REDD+? In other words, are they incremental to, or inclusive of, assistance already available or planned?

· Are the needs better identified for the earlier REDD+ phases than for the later phases?

· Are there any apparent tendencies towards under- or over-estimation of the needs?

· Who has identified the needs?

· Are the needs identified in a consistent manner across countries?

· What is the quality of the available data on needs? 

· How easy it is to acquire the data? What are the main data sources? Are the data available in the developing Voluntary REDD+ Database?

· Financing sources:

· Have current donors identified the specific countries and thematic areas for their pledged financial support considering (i) fast-start; and (ii) beyond fast-start? 

· What REDD+ phases do donors cover? 

· Do the sources take into consideration on-going or planned programs, including those not labelled REDD+? In other words, are they incremental to, or inclusive of, assistance already available or planned?

· Is the funding available or already programmed?

· Is the funding earmarked for specific countries or available to all?

· Is the funding tied to specific uses (e.g., obligation to use consultants or purchase equipment from the donor providing the funding)? 

· Is there an effort to design funding for REDD+ in a coordinated fashion across donors?

· Are the sources announced in a consistent manner across countries?

· What is the quality of the available data on sources? 

· How easy it is to acquire the data? Are the data available in the developing Voluntary REDD+ Database?

· Gaps and overlaps between needs and sources: 

· Are all countries covered? Are there gaps and overlaps between countries?

· Are all REDD+ phases covered? Are there gaps and overlaps?

· Specifically, are there gaps in some countries that do not have funding for the REDD+ strategy building phase?

· Specifically, are there major overlaps? Have deliberate attempts been made to match needs and sources? If so, which ones and how?

The following questions provide a guide for the second part (recommendations): 

· If appropriate, should needs be assessed in a better way? If so, how could this be done?

· If appropriate, should the data available on needs be improved? If so, where and how?

· If appropriate, should data on sources be improved? If so, where and how?

· Generally, are there more gaps or overlaps?

· Are there specific forest countries where gaps and overlaps exist?

· What kind of initiative might help improve the matching (reduce the gaps and overlaps) between needs and sources? Are there short-term, easy, solutions? Are there longer-term, more complex, solutions?

The Independent Consultant is expected to consult the following sources of data and information:

· REDD+ Financing and Activities Survey prepared by the Intergovernmental Taskforce, before the May 27, 2010 Oslo conference

· The developing Voluntary REDD+ Database;

· Available country FCPF R-PPs and UN-REDD Joint Program Documents (specifically budget requests, methodologies and justification) and other similar documents;

· Guidance documents for R-PPs, JPDs;

· Abatement costs studies carried out for several countries; 

· UNFCCC financial needs assessment;

· FIP design document on financing needs;

· Eliasch review;

· Background documents produced for the IWG-IFR meetings;

· Relevant documents on REDD+ financing produced by CIFOR, WRI, CI, TNC and others;

· Other sources, as appropriate.

Annex 2.1 
Creation Dates of the R-PPs (Sources of the Budget Data)
	County
	Date

	Argentina 
	14June 2010

	Costa Rica 
	14June 2010

	DR Congo 
	15July 2010

	Ghana 
	January 2010

	Guyana 
	7 September 2009

	Indonesia 
	May 2009

	Kenya 
	12 June 2010

	Madagascar 
	23 August 2010

	Mexico 
	February 2010

	Nepal 
	19 April 2010

	Panama 
	16 May 2009

	Peru 
	??

	Rep Congo 
	June 2010

	Suriname 
	11 January 2009

	Tanzania 
	14 August 2010


Annex 2.2
 FCPF Budgets by Component and Country

	Component
	- USD 1000   -

	
	Argentina
	Costa Rica
	DR Congo
	Ghana
	Guyana
	Indonesia
	Kenya
	Madagascar
	Mexico

	1. Organize and Consult
	2,456
	950
	5,580
	2,267
	1,571
	713
	2,697
	1,218
	536

	2. REDD+ strategy
	4,450
	2,144
	6,749
	1,557
	956
	5,238
	5,358
	641
	7,644

	3. Reference level
	765
	728
	980
	2,490
	5,612
	6,153
	1,366
	1,976
	1,175

	4. Monitoring system
	1,875
	248
	8,810
	590
	2,327
	6,475
	820
	1,378
	30,234

	5. Indirect and other costs 
	 
	 
	 
	430
	760
	285
	60
	165
	 

	Grand Total
	9,546
	4,070
	22,119
	7,334
	11,226
	18,864
	10,301
	5,378
	39,589

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Component
	- USD 1000 -

	
	Nepal
	Peru
	Rep Congo
	Suriname
	Tanzania
	Total
	
	
	

	1. Organize and Consult
	2,857
	3,884
	2,926
	10,157
	2,452
	40,262
	
	
	

	2. REDD+ strategy
	672
	2,553
	7,422
	5,853
	1,575
	52,812
	
	
	

	3. Reference level
	1,355
	1,601
	323
	3,673
	1,555
	29,752
	
	
	

	4. Monitoring system
	2,530
	3,414
	810
	1,192
	1,049
	61,752
	
	
	

	5. Indirect and other costs 
	241
	 
	 
	375
	3,470
	5,786
	
	
	

	Grand Total
	76,55
	11,451
	11,481
	21,250
	10,101
	19,0363
	
	
	


Annex 2.3
UN-REDD Country Budgets by Component

	USD 1000 
	DRC
	Bolivia
	Indonesia
	Panama
	PNG
	Tanzania
	Zambia
	Viet Nam
	Total

	1. Org.,consult.&management
	680
	 
	1,200
	 
	1,096
	 
	1,410
	1,354
	5,740

	2. Prep. REDD Strategy
	315
	1,655
	1,175
	2,273
	750
	1,980
	880
	2,008
	11,036

	3. Dev. of Ref. Sce.
	380
	300
	450
	700
	300
	 
	780
	409
	3,319

	4. Monitoring system
	120
	750
	950
	1,914
	500
	200
	1,340
	 
	5,774

	6. Other capacity building
	265
	695
	501
	278
	 
	1,650
	180
	 
	3,569

	7. Demonstr. Activity
	 
	1,100
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	1,100

	9. Indirect Costs 
	123
	 
	369
	 
	169
	 
	 
	350
	1,012

	Total
	1,883
	4,500
	4,645
	5,165
	2,815
	3,830
	4,590
	4,121
	31,549

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Per cent 
	DRC
	Bolivia
	Indonesia
	Panama
	PNG
	Tanzania
	Zambia
	Viet Nam
	Total

	1. Org.,consult.&management
	36
	0
	26
	0
	39
	0
	31
	33
	18

	2. Prep. REDD Strategy
	17
	37
	25
	44
	27
	52
	19
	49
	35

	3. Dev. of Ref. Sce.
	20
	7
	10
	14
	11
	0
	17
	10
	11

	4. Monitoring system
	6
	17
	20
	37
	18
	5
	29
	0
	18

	6. Other capacity building
	14
	15
	11
	5
	0
	43
	4
	0
	11

	7. Demonstr. Activity
	0
	24
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0
	3

	9. Indirect Costs 
	7
	0
	8
	0
	6
	0
	0
	8
	3

	Total
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100
	100


Annex 2.4
Comparison of Total Readiness Cost Estimates

	Source of estimate
	Range
	Average

	
	- USD 1000 -

	Bottom-up genetic estimates (World Bank 2008)
	3,160–3,760
	..

	Bottom-up estimates by WB staff missions to tropical countries
	2,264-3,640
	..

	R-PINs (2008)
	2,050-4,627
	3,255

	R-PPs (2010)
	-30,240
	4,450

	Eliasch (2009)
	2,050-8,500
	..

	Note:
Hoare et al. (2008) prepared for the Eliasch review provides very large estimates for some readiness elements which are not reflected in this table.


Annex 2.5
Comparison of Cost Estimates of FCPF Readiness Plan Idea Notes 
(R-PINs) and Readiness Project Plans (R-PPs)

	Component
	R – PINs (2008)
	R – PPs (2010)
	Eliasch review****

	
	Average*
	Range
	Average
	Range
	Range

	
	- USD 1000 -

	1.
Plan and organize**)
	890
	520-1,297
	3,020
	540-10,240
	150-2,000

	2.
REDD+ strategy***)
	841
	550-1,240
	4,860
	670-16,000
	900-2,500

	3.
Reference scenario
	516
	200-1,200
	1,410
	300-6,150
	1,000-4,000

	4.
Monitoring system
	1,008
	250-1,560
	4,540
	248-30,240
	..

	Total
	3,255
	2,050-4,627
	13,830
	4,060-39,540
	2,050-8,500

	*
Average for small and medium sized countries

**
R-PINs include costs of REDD management, consultations

***
R-PINs include development of REDD Strategy, environmental and social impact assessments and design of REDD implementatikon framework

****
The cost breakdowns are not the same as in R-PINs and R-PPs. Costs of REDD strategy include here also  REDD implementation framework. Plan and organize include only consultations. No cost estimate was prepared for design of monitoring system which is partly included in the costs of reference scenario.


Sources: R-PINs – World Bank (2008); R-PPs original budget estimates, Eliasch (2009)
Annex 2.6 
Approximate Cost Estimates for Forest Carbon Monitoring Countries



in 25 Developping Countries

	Total costs

USD 1000
	First year*

	Approach
	Mean
	Median
	Max
	Min

	Tier 2
	958
	343
	7,728
	142

	Tier 3 including degradation
	1,042
	399
	8,986
	133

	Tier 3 ignoring degradation
	882
	287
	7,728
	54

	

	Total costs

USD 1000
	Recurrent costs**

	Approach
	Mean
	Median
	Max
	Min

	Tier 2
	241
	106
	1,906
	71

	Tier 3 including degradation
	356
	144
	2,995
	110

	Tier 3 ignoring degradation
	305
	126
	2,587
	54

	

	Unit costs

USD /ha
	First year*

	Approach
	Mean
	Median
	Max
	Min

	Tier 2
	40
	18
	176
	9

	Tier 3 including degradation
	44
	21
	204
	2

	Tier 3 ignoring degradation
	37
	18
	176
	2

	

	Unit costs

USD /ha
	Recurrent costs**

	Approach
	Mean
	Median
	Max
	Min

	Tier 2
	10
	5
	44
	2

	Tier 3 including degradation
	15
	7
	67
	2

	Tier 3 ignoring degradation
	13
	6
	58
	2

	*
or in Tier 2 A one-off
**
or in Tier 2 B recurring


Source: Calculated based on Hardcastle & Baird (2008) as reported in UNFCCC (2009) in Table 9

Annex 3.1
REDD+ Related Funding Sources of Developing Countries 
	REDD+ countries and other participants
	Multilateral & regional programmes
	Bilateral programmes and projects
	CDM1) 
	NGOs2)

	
	Forest Carbon Partnership Facility
	Forest Investment Program
	UN-REDD Programme
	Congo Basin Forest Fund
	GEF
	ITTO REDDES
	
	
	

	Argentina
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Azerbaidjan*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bangladesh*)
	
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Belize
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Benin*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Bolivia
	.
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Brazil 3)
	
	
	
	
	
	4)
	
	
	

	Brunei*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Burkina Faso*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Burundi
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cambodia
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Cameroon
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Central Africa Republic
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Chad
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Chile*)
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	China
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Colombia
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Costa Rica
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Côte d’Ivoire*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dem. Rep. of Congo
	.
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dominica
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Dominican Republic
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ecuador
	
	
	5)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	El Salvador*)
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Equatorial Guinea
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ethiopia*)
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Fiji Islands
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Gabon
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ghana
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Guatemala
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Guinea Bissau*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Guyana
	..
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Honduras
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	India
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Indonesia
	.
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Kenya
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Lao PDR
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	Liberia*)
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Madagascar
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Malaysia
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Malawi*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mali
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mexico
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Morocco*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mozambique*)
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Myanmar*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Nepal
	
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Nicaragua*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Nigeria
	
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Pakistan
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Panama
	.
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Papua New Guinea
	.
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Paraguay*)
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Peru
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Philippines
	
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rep. of Congo
	.
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rep. of Korea
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Rwanda
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sao Tomé & Principe
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Senegal*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sierra Leone
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Singapore
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Solomon Islands
	
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	South Africa
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sri Lanka*)
	
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sudan*)
	
	
	Partner
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Suriname
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Tanzania*)
	.
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Thailand
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Togo
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Tunisia*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Uganda
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Vanuatu
	.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Venezuela*)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Vietnam
	
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Zambia*)
	
	
	Pilot
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total
	37
	8
	8+16
	10
	40
	8
	37
	18
	22

	*)
Not a member of REDD+ Partnership

1)
Includes the 17 registered projects and the 26 projects in the validation process. (See Annex 3.6)

2)
Includes only Conservation International, Wildlife Conservation Society and The Nature Conservancy

3)
Includes Amazon Fund which can also finance activities in other countries of the Amazon Basin

4)
Includes a regional project for all ACTO countries

5)
UNDP has established a Trust Fund for Ecuador




Sources: REDD+ financing Survey, REDD+ Voluntary Data Base, programme websites, www.cdm.unfccc.int/Projects/index.html 
Annex 3.2
Financing of Multilateral and Regional REDD+ Programmes

	Programme
	FCPF1)
	FIP1)
	UN-REDD
	ITTO-REDDES
	CBFF
	GEF2)
	Other international/ regional programmes3)
	Total4)

	
	Readiness Fund 1)
	Carbon Fund
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	- USD million -

	Bilateral sources

	Australia
	17.6 (9.5)
	
	9.0
	
	
	
	
	17.3
	18.5

	Belgium
	
	
	
	
	
	
	10.0
	
	10.0

	Canada
	40.0
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	40.0

	Denmark5)
	5.8 (4.5)
	
	10.0 (7.5)
	4.0 (8.0)
	
	
	27.8
	4.4
	52.2

	European Commission6)
	17.6 
	6.6
	
	
	
	
	
	
	24.2

	Finland
	9.0 (14.0)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	28.7
	42.7

	France
	5.2 (5.0)
	
	
	
	
	
	37.0
	
	42.0

	Germany
	24.5 (28.7)
	26.9 (14.4.)
	
	
	
	
	
	16.1
	59.2

	Japan
	14.0 (10.0)
	
	60.0
	
	0.2
	
	
	
	70.2

	Netherlands
	20.3 (20.0)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	20.0

	Norway
	30.2
	10.0
	144.0 (150.0)
	84.3(142)
	3.9 (8.3)
	83.3
	6.0 
	110.0
	539.8

	Sweden
	..
	
	
	
	
	
	14.7
	
	14.7

	Spain
	7.0
	
	
	1.3 
	
	
	17.6
	7.6
	33.5

	Switzerland
	8.2 (13.5.)
	
	
	(4.0)
	0.3 (1.8)
	0.2
	8.0
	10.0
	37.5

	UK
	5.2 (3.5)
	17.2 (8.5)
	151.0 (100.0)
	
	
	83.3 (50)
	
	
	162.0

	USA
	5.0 (12.5)
	10.0 (12.5) 
	168.0 (115.0)
	
	0.0
	
	52.36)
	
	192.3

	Others

	The Nature Conservancy
	
	5.0
	
	
	
	
	
	
	5.0


	Total
	209.6
	75.7
	542.0
	108.5
	4.4
	166.6
	250.07)
	180.9
	1,537.708)

	1)
Expected contributions as at October 2010. Other amounts are commited apart pledges from Germany (USD 24.5 m) and Japan (USD 4.0 m). Figures in brackets refer to agreed funding as reported by countries to the REDD+ VRD. The differences are explained by the difference between pledges (expected funding) and agreed amounts, as well as different exchange rates used. Column totals have been calculated based on expected contributions.

2)
GEF contributions are not formally earmarked but appear so in the case of some donors.

3)
See explanatory notes in Table ______

4)
Total based on country submissions. The country reported figures are given in brackets in the table and the totals are calculated based on them. to REDD+ VRD.

5)
Only for 2010.

7)
Total GEF contribution from the incentive mechanism of the SFM-REDD+ programme. The actual amount depends on countries’ willingness to invest their STAR allocations from Biodiversity, Land Degradation and Climate Change focal areas into SFM.

6)
The amount to the Readiness Fund was calculated as the difference between the total (USD 24.2 mill.) and the earn marked amount to the Carbon Fund (USD 6.6 mill.)

8)
This is the total of sums reported by the programmes (not by donors); the total of country contributions is 1,358.8 milion USD. Some pledges to multilateral and regional programmes are not yet confirmed by agreed commitments. Reporting periods may also vary. The difference is also influenced by exchange rates. 


Sources: Programme websites, the total amounts partly based on donor websites and consultations.

Annex 3.3
Recipient Countries of REDD+ Financing by Type of Source

	Recipient country
	Multilateral & regional1)
	Bilateral & NGOs
	Total
	Share of multilateral & regional
	Share of bilateral and NGOs

	
	- USD million -
	- % -

	Argentina
	0.2
	 
	0.2
	100
	0

	Azerbaidjan*)
	 
	0.3
	0.3
	0
	100

	Bangladesh*)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Belize
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Benin*)
	2.9
	 
	2.9
	100
	0

	Bolivia
	14.5
	16.1
	30.6
	47
	53

	Brazil 
	30.0
	1,108.6
	1,138.6
	3
	97

	Brunei*)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Burkina Faso*)
	0,.9
	12.0
	12.9
	7
	93

	Burundi
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Cambodia
	2.6
	17.7
	20.3
	13
	87

	Cameroon
	9.1
	1.1
	10.2
	89
	11

	Central Africa Republic
	1.8
	0.4
	2.2
	82
	18

	Chad
	33.6
	 
	33.6
	100
	0

	Chile*)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	China
	6.1
	66.5
	72.6
	8
	92

	Colombia
	6.3
	 
	6.3
	100
	0

	Costa Rica*)
	3.6
	 
	3.6
	100
	0

	Côte d’Ivoire
	0.4
	 
	0.4
	100
	0

	Dem, Rep, of Congo
	32.3
	7.2
	39.5
	82
	18

	Dominica
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Dominican Republic
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Ecuador
	3.1
	14.6
	17.7
	18
	82

	El Salvador*)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Equatorial Guinea
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Ethiopia*)
	3.6
	26.6
	30.2
	12
	88

	Fiji Islands
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Gabon
	7,1
	7.6
	14.7
	48
	52

	Ghana
	4,7
	0.9
	5.6
	84
	16

	Guatemala
	0.1
	0.1
	0.2
	50
	50

	Guinea Bissau*)
	1.0
	 
	1.0
	100
	0

	Guyana
	4.0
	253.4
	257.4
	2
	98

	Honduras
	 
	0,6
	0.6
	0
	100

	India
	 
	3.3
	3.3
	0
	100

	Indonesia
	113.32)
	1,221.1
	1,334.4
	8
	92

	Kenya
	8.7
	15.0
	23.7
	37
	63

	Lao PDR
	3.6
	73.4
	77.0
	5
	95

	Liberia*)
	4.6
	 
	4.6
	100
	0

	Madagascar
	3.6
	4.8
	8.4
	43
	57

	Malaysia
	4.8
	21.0
	25.8
	19
	81

	Malawi*)
	 
	5.0
	5.0
	0
	100

	Mali
	1.8
	 
	1.8
	100
	0

	Mexico
	11.3
	19.4
	30.7
	37
	63

	Morocco*)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Mozambique*)
	 
	12.4
	12.4
	0
	100

	Myanmar*)
	 
	27.0
	27.0
	0
	100

	Nepal
	3.6
	36.8
	40.4
	9
	91

	Nicaragua*)
	6.4
	 
	6.4
	100
	0

	Nigeria*)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Pakistan
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Panama
	8.9
	 
	8.9
	100
	0

	Papua New Guinea
	10.0
	9.9
	19.9
	50
	50

	Paraguay*)
	13.0
	 
	13.0
	100
	0

	Peru
	6.0
	12.4
	18.4
	33
	67

	Philippines
	 
	14.3
	14.3
	0
	100

	Rep, of Congo
	1.2
	 
	1.2
	100
	0

	Rep, of Korea
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Rwanda
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Sao Tomé & Principe
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Senegal*)
	2.9
	15.0
	17.9
	16
	84

	Sierra Leone
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Singapore
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Solomon Islands
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	South Africa
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Sri Lanka*)
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Sudan*)
	4.1
	 
	4.1
	100
	0

	Suriname
	 
	3.2
	3,2
	0
	100

	Tanzania*)
	11.6
	106.4
	118.0
	10
	90

	Thailand
	 
	7
	7.0
	0
	100

	Togo
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Tunisia*)
	 
	 
	
	 
	 

	Uganda
	0.2
	 
	0.2
	100
	0

	Vanuatu
	0.2
	 
	0.2
	100
	0

	Venezuela*)
	4.2
	 
	4.2
	100
	0

	Vietnam
	8
	109.8
	117.8
	7
	93

	Zambia*)
	4,5
	3
	7.5
	60
	40

	Total
	404.4
	3,253.9
	3,658.3
	11
	89

	*)   Not a member of REDD+ partnership

	1) The GEF country contributions do not include the following items  (i) USD 7.6 mill, to a project for Argentina, Bolivia and Paraguay; (ii) USD 5.0 mill, to a project for Brunei, Indonesia,  Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore and Thailand; and (iii) USD 17.8 mill, to a regional Congo Basin project, These (totaling USD 50.4 mill,) are, however, included in the GEF total,

	2) Includes an ITTO project to Indonesia which is not formally part of the REDDES programme but has similar objectives


Annex 3.4
Main Recipient Countries of REDD+ Financing from Multilateral and Regional Sources
	REDD+ countries and other participants
	Forest Carbon Partnership Facility
	Forest Investment Program
	UN-REDD Programme
	Congo Basin Forest Fund
	GEF1)
	ITTO REDDES
	Total
	%**)

	Indonesia
	3.6
	80.0
	11.2
	 
	11.6
	6.82)
	113.3
	28.0

	Chad
	 
	 
	 
	30.0
	3.6
	 
	33.6
	8.3

	Dem, Rep, of Congo
	8.2
	 
	14.8
	 
	8.2
	1.1
	32.3
	8.0

	Brazil
	 
	 
	 
	 
	28.9
	1.1
	30.0
	7.4

	Bolivia
	3.6
	4.7
	 
	 
	6.2
	 
	14.5
	3.6

	Paraguay*)
	3.6
	 
	4.4
	 
	5.0
	 
	13.0
	3.2

	Tanzania*)
	 
	 
	4.3
	7.3
	 
	 
	11.6
	2.9

	Mexico
	3.6
	 
	 
	 
	7.7
	 
	11.3
	2.8

	Papua New Guinea
	3.6
	 
	6.4
	 
	 
	 
	10.0
	2.5

	Cameroon
	3.8
	 
	 
	 
	5.3
	 
	9.1
	2.3

	Panama
	3.6
	 
	5.3
	 
	 
	 
	8.9
	2.2

	Kenya
	3.6
	 
	 
	 
	5.1
	 
	8.7
	2.2

	Vietnam
	3.6
	 
	4.4
	 
	 
	 
	8.0
	2.0

	Gabon
	7.1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	7.1
	1.8

	Nicaragua*)
	0.2
	 
	 
	 
	6.2
	 
	6.4
	1,6

	Colombia
	3.6
	 
	 
	 
	2.7
	 
	6.3
	1.6

	China
	 
	 
	 
	 
	6.0
	0.1
	6.1
	1.5

	Peru
	3.6
	 
	 
	 
	2.0
	0.4
	6.0
	1.5

	Other countries
	29.6
	0
	4.5
	0
	83.7
	0.8
	118.5
	26.1

	Total
	84.9
	84.7
	55.3
	37.3
	182.2
	10.3
	454.7
	100

	*)   Not a member of REDD+ partnership
**) counted from the sum of Total by countries (=404.4), not from the sum below, which includes the multiple country donations

	

	1) The GEF country contributions do not include the following items  (i) USD 7.6 mill. to a project for Argentina, Bolivia and Paraguay; (ii) USD 5.0 mill. to a project for Brunei, Indonesia,  Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore and Thailand; and (iii) USD 17.8 mill. to a regional Congo Basin project, These (totaling USD 50.4 mill.) are, however, included in the GEF total,

	2) Includes a project to Indonesia which is not formally part of the REDDES programme but has similar objectives


Annex 3.5
Main Recipient Countries of REDD+ Financing from Bilateral

Programmes and Projects
	Recipient countries
	Total (All Bilateral Donors) USD Million
	%

	Indonesia
	1,202.3
	37.5

	Brazil 
	1,108.6
	34.5

	Guyana
	250.0
	7.8

	Vietnam
	109.8
	3.4

	Tanzania
	105.2
	3.3

	Lao PDR
	68.7
	2.1

	China
	66.5
	2.1

	Nepal
	36.8
	1.1

	Myanmar
	27.0
	0.8

	Ethiopia
	26.6
	0.8

	Malaysia
	21.0
	0.7

	Cambodia
	17.5
	0.5

	Mexico
	17.2
	0.5

	Bolivia
	15.9
	0.5

	Kenya
	15.0
	0.5

	Senegal
	15.0
	0.5

	Ecuador
	14.4
	0.4

	Mozambique
	12.4
	0.4

	Peru
	12.4
	0.4

	Burkina Faso
	12.0
	0.4

	Other countries
	54.8
	1.7

	Total
	3,209.1
	100


Annex 3.6
Registered and Pipeline CDM A/R Projects (October 2010)
	Country

 
	Pipeline
	Registered
	Total

	
	Number
	tCO2
	Number
	tCO2
	Number
	CO2
	%

	China
	1
	1,124
	3
	136,133
	4
	137,257
	3.0

	India
	6
	888,657
	3
	72,982
	9
	961,639
	20.0

	Lao
	1
	40,672
	0
	0
	1
	40,672
	1.0

	Vietnam
	0
	0
	1
	2,665
	1
	2,665
	0.0

	Sub-total Asia
	8
	930,453
	7
	211,780
	15
	1,142,233
	23.0

	Dem. Rep. of Congo 
	2
	242,961
	0
	0
	2
	242,961
	5.0

	Ethiopia
	0
	0
	1
	29,343
	1
	29,343
	1.0

	Ghana
	1
	2,035,646
	0
	0
	1
	2 035,646
	42.0 

	Kenya
	1
	48,689
	0
	0
	1
	48,689
	1.0 

	Tanzania
	1
	104,122
	0
	0
	1
	104,122
	2.0 

	Uganda
	4
	26,799
	1
	5,564
	5
	32,363
	0.0 

	Sub-total Africa
	9
	2,458,217
	2
	34,907
	11
	2,493,124
	51.0 

	Argentina
	1
	191,881
	0
	0
	1
	191,881
	4.0 

	Brazil
	3
	339,429
	1
	75,783
	4
	415,212
	9.0 

	Bolivia
	0
	0
	1
	4,341
	1
	4,341
	0.0 

	Chile
	1
	8,104
	1
	9,292
	2
	17,396
	0.0 

	Colombia
	3
	312,538
	1
	37,783
	4
	350,321
	7.0 

	Nicaragua
	1
	7,915
	0
	0
	1
	7,915
	0.0 

	Paraguay
	0
	0
	1
	1,523
	1
	1,523
	0.0 

	Peru
	0
	0
	1
	48,689
	1
	48,689
	1.0 

	Sub-total Lat. America
	9
	859,867
	6
	177,411
	15
	1,037,278
	21.0 

	Albania
	0
	0
	1
	22,964
	1
	22,964
	0.0

	Moldova
	0
	0
	1
	179,242
	1
	179,242
	4.0

	Sub-total Europe
	0
	0
	2
	202,206
	2
	202,206
	4.0

	Grand total
	26
	4,248,537
	17
	626,304
	43
	4,874,841
	100

	%
	60.0 
	87.0
	40.0
	13.0
	100.0
	100.0
	 

	Notes: 
*    Projects included taken into account only once even though presented multiple times in the CDM database

**  The pipline includes projects where the status is: Validation activities are still ongoing, Project activity has later been republished for global stakeholder 
consultation, Letter  of Approval from Parties awaited, Corrective action or clarification has been requested


Annex 3.7
Developing Country Contributions to National REDD+ Programmes

	Country
	USD mill.
	Description

	Cameroon
	27.2
	Reforestation, forest management and the fight against illegal exploitation.

	Honduras
	245
	Reforestation, fires control, capacity building, technical assistance

	Nigeria
	3
	Consultations, development and enforcement of legislation, and development policies

	Papua New Guinea
	22.68
	Not available

	Uganda
	..
	Government financing to REDD+ is in kind


Source: REDD+ Voluntary Data Base consulted 15 October 2010

Annex 4.1
Comparison of FCPF (R-PP) and UN-REDD (JPD) Country Budgets

	Component
	FCPF
	UN-REDD

	 
	%
	Average
	Min
	Max
	%
	Average
	Min
	Max

	 
	 
	USD 1000
	 
	USD 1000

	1. Plan and organize
	21.2
	2,876
	536
	10,157
	19.2
	1.148
	680
	1.410

	2. National REDD+
Strategy
	27.7
	3,772
	64
	7,644
	31.4
	1.340
	315
	2.273

	3. Reference level
	15.6
	2,125
	323
	6,153
	11.1
	474
	300
	780

	4. Monitoring system
	32.4
	4,411
	248
	30,234
	19.3
	825
	120
	1.914

	5. Other capacity
building
	 
	 
	 
	 
	11.9
	595
	180
	1.650

	6. Demonstration
 activities
	 
	 
	 
	 
	3.7
	1.100
	1.100
	1.100

	7. Indirect costs
	3.0
	723
	60
	3,470
	3.4
	253
	123
	369

	Total
	100
	13,597
	4,070
	39,589
	100.0
	3.737
	1.883
	5.165


Annex 5.1
Stakeholder Participation in the Elaboration of REDD+ Project Proposals 

and UN-REDD Join Programme Documents

	Stakeholder groups


Ministry of Planning/Finance

Ministry of Environment/Natural Resources

Forestry authority

Other government bodies
	Share of countries %

41

45

63

68

	Private sector

Universities/research institutes
	54

63

	National NGOs
	36

	International NGOs
	45

	Indigenous peoples
	14

	Forest communities/landowners
	14

	International organizations
	50

	Bilateral donors/projects
	32

	Other
	45


	Scope of participation
	Share of countries %

	Broad (10 or more groups identified)

Medium (6-9 groups identified)

Narrow (less than 6 groups identified)

No information

Total ( N= 22 countries)
	14

32

45

9

100


