05/04/12
SEPC working group call minutes and action points 

· Lera Miles
· Lucy Goodman

· Estelle Fach 

· Leo Peskett

· Emelyne Cheney 

· Silje Haugland 

· Julia Thorley
Action points: 

* LG to send EF translations of the SEPC as word docs (cc Silje)

* LG to send VietNam slides to the SEPC working group by 12th April
* JT to get participants list for UN-REDD retreat 

* Send any information on SIS implementation to LP for UNDP internal document 
* EC to send additional comments on Cambridge meeting summary for PGA 

* Put summary of SEPC/SES meeting online – LG to check with Joanna if ok to go up  

*LG to check with Joanna that comments on REDD+SES can be sent on 10th April. 

*EC to send group Philippines national REDD+ strategy  

*LP to send EC the work plan
Agenda items:

1.            Discussion on the outcomes of the SEPC presentation to PB 8 and proposed next steps: 

a) How were the SEPC received?

b) Do the SEPC need to be edited subject to the decisions by PB 8?

c) Does the SEPC companion document need to be edited subject to the decisions by PB 8?

d) BeRT revision

e) Allocation of tasks to individuals in the working group

2.            Any other business

1.            Discussion on the outcomes of the SEPC presentation to PB 8 and proposed next steps 

a) How were the SEPC received?

· EF explained that the PB welcomes the SEPC as a voluntary guiding framework for further work. PNG objected to SEPC on grounds of it not being not in line with the current version of UNFCCC and not covering leakage and displacement. DRC concern was alleviated by Norway when it was stated that it is only a guiding framework, and they endorsed document. Norway, Denmark, Spain, and Japan were very supportive. 

· There was no discussion on its application/how it applies to monitoring national safeguards  

· The wording of “welcome” rather than “endorse” was noted.  
b) Do the SEPC need to be edited subject to the decisions by PB 8?

· The SEPC has been carried forward. PB did not ask to see revised set of principles at the next meeting. The SEPC fell short of full consensus due to PNG.
· The focus should now be to move forward with SEPC testing in countries with national safeguards. Country by country application can address the question of SEPCs alignment with the Cancun safeguards - restructuring can happen through this process. 

· EC noted that we perhaps need to improve our communication of what safeguards are 
· Translation of SEPC – EF to check the official translations of the social /governance parts of the glossary – making sure we use the same reference documents if these are already translated. 
c) Does the SEPC companion document need to be edited subject to the decisions by PB 8?
d) BeRT revision to align it with SEPC v4
· There is scope to refine BeRT so that it is more useful for National programmes and provides support to safeguards.  

· A meeting has been proposed (possibly on the 11th May at FAO, Rome following the UN-REDD retreat that is taking place 8-10th May) on how to move forward with the BeRT and to discuss if it can fulfil both these purposes. Issues to discuss include format/application.  

· LP notes that we should be thinking about how to strengthen the social/env screening of risks and opportunities in the National programme cycle, how BeRT can be better tailored for initial programme formulation, and which countries we want to work with on this, and the new countries we’d like to engage with after the PB 8.  
e) Allocation of tasks to individuals in the working group – see “Action points”
2.            Any other business

- LP will send us comments on the REDD+SES. We have agreed to respond as the SEPC working group collective. 
- Viet Nam STWG-SG workshop – WCMC’s remit has shifted a few times. The final report not due to be finalised until after workshop – MB to gather information at workshop which will contribute.  Skype in week starting 9th Apr to discuss with SEPC working group and REDD+ SES.
- LG/EC update from the Philippines: Workshop mostly attended by civil society members. Aim was to share experience on safeguards – how to overcome challenges in implementing/monitoring/financing. The SEPC did not appear to be “on the radar”. Members did not frame questions around SEPC but not dismiss it. There was not much interest in environmental safeguards – safeguards focussed on land tenure/social issues. Hopefully our participation encouraged civil society actors to see SEPC as a useful tool. 
- UNDP is to produce an internal document on SIS background – social aspects of monitoring, and approaches to systems in different contexts. 
