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A few steps back...

ISSUE BRIEF

Counting on nature: how governments
plan to rely on ecosystems for their
climate strategies

An analysis based on Intended Nationally Determined
ibutions and the Paris Agi

Yann Laurans, Rémy Ruat, Pierre Barthélemy (IDDRI) M bl by Labvial

of the Parties to the United Nations Framework Convention on

Climate Change (UNFCCC) invited “all Parties to initiate or inten-
sify domestic preparations for their intended nationally determined
contributions (...) towards achieving the objective of the Convention
(...)". In response to this invitation, we now have 188 intentions for
national policies on climate change, and /or on adaptation,

This Issue Brief looks at how these contributions, or “INDCs™, trans-
late intentions in terms of nature and biodiversity policies. The IN-
DCs have been screened for that purpose, as well as the content of the
Paris Agreement adopted on 12 December 2015, The brief identifies
the countries which, in their commitments, have placed great empha-
sis on what are known as “nature-based solutions” (NBS), especially
since the International Union for Conservation of Nature called for
the development of such approaches in April zo15

‘What importance is actually given to ecosystems, to nature and to
biodiversity in these INDCs? In what way is “nature” put to use, and
similarly, howare climate policies mobilised as a means of strengthen-
ing the protection of natural resources? How are the different coun-
tries positioned on this question, and what are the dynamics ar work?

The analysis concems 159 INDCs (including a single INDC for the
EU) representing 186 contributions, which have been read and ana-
lysed individually®.
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A few steps back...

A pilot project
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UN CLIMATE CHANGE CONFERENCE 2016

®|ddri & UICN-Med, in
collaboration with Morocco and
Tunisia (second half of 2016)

®Two workshops, in Rabat and
Tunis, with members from the
administration, national and
international experts, civil society

®Side event at COP22



SciencesPo

Implementing nature-based
solutions in climate policies:
What's in it for biodiversity?
First lessons from Morocco and Tunisia

Alzesandar Bankzvic, Stetanie Ghar. Yann Lzurans (ICDRD
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Type1  Typel

SFN dans les actions

Type 3 Type 1 Typed  Typed

dans le portefeuille d'actions du Maroc Type

pour le volet atténuation de sa CDN CON | deSFN
Programme oléicole 2020-2030 : 25 2
extension de I'action 15 sur 232 000 ha (Action 44)

FPragramme arboriculture fruifiére (hors agrumes ef hors olivier) 2020-2030 : 35 2
extension de I'action 16 sur 112 000 ha (Action 45)

Programme de plantation des agrumes 2020-2030 : % ?
extension de I'action 17 sur 28 000 ha (Action 46)

Programme de plantation de I'arganier 2020-2030 :

plantation de I"arganier sur une superficie de 38 000 ha afin d’améliorer la résilience des populations vulnérables % 2
au changement climatique, d'augmenter le stockage de carbone dans la biomasse et les sols et de réduire indirectement

la pression anthropique et industrielle sur les foréts d'arganier sauvage (Action 47)

Prajet de plantation de cactus 2020- 2030 - % ?
extension de I'action 18 sur 66 162 ha (Action 48)

Projet de plantation d'autres arbustes fruitiers 2020-2030 : % ?
plantation d'arbustes fruitiers sur 15 000 ha afin d'améliorer et de diversifier les revenus des petits agriculteurs (Action 49)

Programme de planfation de palmiers dattiers a I'horizon 2020-2030 : % 2
extension de I'action 19 sur 1,5 million de palmiers dattiers (Action 50)

Programme national de développement des parcours et [a régulation des flux de franshumants 2020-2030 : % 3
extension de 'action 20 sur 300 000 ha entre 2020 et 2030 (Action 51)

Programme de reboisement et de reforestation 2020-2030 : % 1
extension de I'action 21 pour atteindre 60 000 ha par an (Action 52)

Programme de lutte contre l'ensablement 2020-2030 : % ?
extension de I'action 22 pour atteindre 800 ha de végétation par an (Action 53)

Gestion des risques climatiques forestiers 2020-2030 : % 1

extension de I'action 23 pour atteindre une superficie sauvée de 2 304 ha par an (Action 54)
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Climate-related finance and deployment of NBS

® NBS: Potentially strong co-benefits for climate (mitigation + adaptation) and
biodiversity

® In developing countries’ NDCs, the implementation of numerous actions is
conditioned to international cooperation, including for NBS



Climate-related finance and deployment of NBS

#THEFORGOTTENSOLVTION .
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Protecting and restoring forests. a,
Producing food more sustainably.
Improving land use.

These natural climate solutions are affordable, scalable and available
right now.

They can deliver 30% of the climate solution needed by 2030.
But are less than 1% of the conversation.
And receive less than 3% of climate funding.

Don't let nature be #TheForgottenSolution




Climate-related finance and deployment of NBS

® Chronic lack of funding identified for both biodiversity and climate policies; possible
to work together? (= synergies during implementation)

® Why NBS are not more present in climate-related projects? How can we do better?



Climate-related finance and deployment of NBS

Contributor Countries

Bilateral Institutions

Dedicated climate finance I | Y
funds and initiatives
monitored on CFU

Implementing

Multilateral Institutions

Dedicated climate
finance funds and
initiatives not yet
monitored on CFU

Non-UNFCCC Financial Mechanisms

UNFCCC Financial Mechanisms

BoF Carbon F
JI CDM Standing Comittee
Market on Finance J *

The CIFs are
administered by
the World Bank

| UN Agencies

GCF

GEF serves as
secretariat for all
the non-market
UNFCCC funds
except the GCF

Non-market
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NOTE:

The schematic is
indicative and does
not capture all
climate finance
funds and initiatives

PRIVATE

PRIVATE

National Climate Funds

Recipient Countries



Methods

® Semi-structured interview campaign with MDBs, DBs, multilateral funds, experts
(n=25)

® Document analysis







Some first results

® Challenges to NBS deployment:

1. Development culture

- “Our DNA has been grey infrastructure for 75 years”; not a reflex at all

- We see them as solutions for the poor and so do countries. “We want the
shiniest thing on the shelf”

- Dev Bank business model: loans, and big loans, more interesting
= Doing NBS without realizing it, lack of recognition



Some first results

® Challenges to NBS deployment:

2. NBS as technigque / as infrastructure

- Demonstration, and demonstration at scale (need some big big projects,
landmark projects)

- Comparative advantage compared to grey techniques
- Combinability with grey techniques

- Increase risk-based approaches and their robustness
- NBS business model (how to generate revenues)



Some first results

® Challenges to NBS deployment:

3. The NBS “sectoral landscape”

- General lack of capacity in project development, especially compared to
grey infrastructure. Role of private sector.

- Lack of “facilities” to project preparation
- Consultancies not ready either

- Lack of result objectives for funders (have objectives for climate, for
biodiversity... Rarely for hybrid objects like NBS)



Some first results

® Challenges to NBS deployment:

4. NBS versus drivers of biodiversity loss

- NBS need space (are pushed back)

- NBS need time (are easily overturned or destroyed, degraded)

= NBS need timing (spatial planning, planning in general, is often lacking)
- Sectoral policy silos

- Perverse incentives...



Some first results

¢ Challenges to NBS deployment:

5. Demand versus supply: cross-cutting reflection

- Two contrasted diagnoses:
“Lack of demand (countries)” versus “lack of supply/willingness (funders)”

Proposal:

There are actors in countries who have stronger interest for NBS, but their projects are less
well prepared and their allies (including among funders) are less well equipped.

There are actors in countries who have stronger interest for grey solutions, and they are
better prepared and their allies (including among funders) are better equipped.

= Add to this development culture and dominant models...
= Grey wins



Some first results

® Solutions ?

1. Development culture

2. NBS as technique/infrastructure

3. The NBS “sectoral landscape”

4. NBS versus drivers of biodiversity loss

Make the case internally for funders (cf WB 2008
report)
Make the case to countries, make NBS a reflex

Need of a flagship demonstration report? (IDFC?)
Flagship guidelines?

Business model of NBS

Develop research to answer questions

Involve the interested private sector (ecol
engineering)

Support capacity of consultancies

Create facilities

Create NBS objectives for funders (role of
governments)

Very hard, but need to address drivers... Way to
increase project amounts? ©






Thank you

For more information:

_aleksandar.rankovic@iddri.org

Workshop on Implementation of

Nature-based Solutions to tackle climate
change

e —_—— Marseille (France)
e 22-24 January 2019
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