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REDD+ after Cancun: Moving from Negotiation to Implementation 

Main Messages from REDD+ Workshops  

held in Hanoi, Vietnam and Douala, Cameroon, May 2011 
 

The International Institute for Sustainable Development (IISD) and the Alternatives to Slash and 

Burn Partnership for the Tropical Forest Margins at the World Agroforestry Centre (ASB-

ICRAF) delivered two REDD+ capacity-building workshops for negotiators and stakeholders in 

May 2011 in Douala, Cameroon and Hanoi, Vietnam.
1
 These regional workshops aimed to 

explore the way forward in the REDD+ negotiations, building on the outcomes of Cancun; share 

strategies and experiences in REDD+ readiness and implementation; and explore critical issues 

in the negotiations. 

These workshops were the third set in a series of REDD+ capacity-building workshops for 

negotiators and stakeholders delivered with the generous support of the Government of Norway.  

The main messages, set out below, are a summary of common ideas and views expressed at the 

two May 2011 workshops. 

 

Safeguards 

 Country experiences can provide lessons for measuring and reporting on safeguards. 

Examples include: free, prior and informed consent (FPIC); community forest management; 

payment for ecosystem services (PES); REDD+ Social and Environmental Standards (SES); 

Forest Law Enforcement, Governance and Trade (FLEGT); and forest certification. These 

experiences need to inform the negotiations. 

 Broad participation of stakeholders is needed to identify and measure impacts of safeguards. 

Local communities should be involved in measuring safeguards. 

 Transparency and accountability need to be basic principles of a safeguard system. 

Information and reports should be publically available and readily accessible, including 

through the Internet. 

 A safeguard information system could have international guidelines or general principles that 

each country can adapt to their situation. Implementation of safeguards should be country-

based and not enforced externally. Safeguards need to be flexible and reflect national 

circumstances, and not construed as an additionality.

                                                           
1 REDD+ stands for reducing emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, plus conservation, sustainable 
management of forests, and enhancement of carbon stocks developing countries. 
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Multiple Benefits 

 Equitable benefits sharing is an important element of going beyond “do no harm” to create 

multiple benefits.  

 Benefits sharing requires clarification of property rights over carbon, land tenure and other 

rights. Benefits sharing should be very flexible and based on national and local 

circumstances.  

 Transparency, accountability and broad participation should underlie the achievement of 

multiple benefits. REDD+ activities need to recognize and involve as many stakeholders as 

possible, including local communities, indigenous peoples and the private sector. 

 Forests are more than carbon; they provide such benefits as ecosystem services, water and 

biodiversity. This added value should be used as an incentive to leverage additional funds 

and a higher price for credits. 

 

Measurement, Reporting and Verification (MRV) 

 Countries need support and assistance to determine available domestic skills, capacities, 

information and data, which will be the building blocks for developing effective MRV 

systems. 

 Countries need to develop MRV REDD+ modalities that include technical definitions and 

procedures (e.g., definitions of forest, reference level [RL], reference emissions level [REL] 

and nested approach). 

 The development of RELs, RLs and baselines should be flexible and based on the 

circumstances of countries. Many countries will require assistance to scale up project and 

subnational RLs to the national level. 

 Local community and indigenous peoples’ involvement, including through participatory 

processes, must be an important element of MRV programs to ground truth “top-down” 

measurements and improve accuracy. 

 Capacity building (e.g., forest assessments, monitoring forest cover change, information 

management systems) and technology transfer (e.g., GIS, remote sensing) are critical and 

needed. 

 Developing countries should consider appointing MRV experts to United Nations 

Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) technical and expert groups. 

 Guidance is needed on how MRV for REDD+ is to be consistent with MRV for Nationally 

Appropriate Mitigation Actions (NAMAs). 

 Further exploration is needed on the issue of linking of MRV and safeguard information 

systems. 
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Agriculture 

 The linkages between agriculture, food security and climate change must be recognized. 

Consideration should be given to addressing agriculture as a special area, given its 

importance for poverty alleviation and livelihoods for smallholder farmers. 

 Agriculture needs to be approached from a perspective that links adaptation and mitigation. 

Adaptation is important from a developing country perspective. 

 Agriculture should not be part of REDD+ at present, but addressed as a driver of 

deforestation, including through development of methodologies to more fully assess 

agriculture’s role in the mitigation of climate change.  

 Further exploration is needed to determine the best way to include agriculture in a manner 

that addresses both mitigation and adaptation. Options include exploration under the 

Subsidiary Body for Scientific and Technological Advice (SBSTA), Subsidiary Body for 

Implementation (SBI), sectoral approaches, or a separate agenda item under the Ad-Hoc 

Working Group on Long-term Cooperative Action under the Convention (AWG-LCA)  

  

Financing 

 Funding for REDD+ from multilateral and bilateral institutions needs to be transparent, 

equitable and accessible to all countries. 

 The REDD+ Partnership should feed into, and be closely linked to, the UNFCCC. 

 Financing must facilitate the engagement of national experts and allow developing countries 

to contract local domestic consultants. 

 

Priorities for Follow-Up  

 Continued information exchange across countries, with an emphasis on engaging negotiators, 

technical experts (foresters, land managers and social scientists), civil society and the private 

sector.  

 Capacity building to improve the understanding of Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 

Change (IPCC) guidelines for REDD+ MRV, including estimating implementation costs  

 Continued collaboration on and coordination of issues and positions, including: 

- REDD+ and land use, land-use change and forestry (LULUCF), including the 

management of overlaps in knowledge and processes; 

- MRV, particularly the development of RELs, RLs and baselines; and linking 

subnational and national approaches; 
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- Verification, including identifying cost-effective developing country processes for 

verification (such as using regional bodies); 

- Integrated mitigation and adaptation approaches; 

- Domestic REDD+ finance structures and accessing international funding; 

- The “how” of REDD+ implementation at the country level, including case studies; 

- The development and implementation of NAMAs where appropriate; and 

- Capacity building around implementing and providing information on safeguards, 

including simplification of criteria. 

 

 


