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Guiding principles for conducting the ICA process

Aims to increase the transparency of mitigation

actions and their effects

The ICA will be conducted in a manner that is:

. Non-intrusive;

. Non-punitive and,;

. Respectful of national sovereignty.
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Coordinating the technical analysis process

Party concerned to
review and comment
TTE to prepare a draft on the draft summary
summary report report (within 3
(within 3 months from months from the time

' ' time the Party
the technical analysis) the draft summary .
report has been concerned provided

shared) its comments)

TTE to incorporate
comments from the
Party concerned
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Mandate of the TTE: — operational guidance from
annex to decision 20/CP.19

Paragraph 15 (a): to which the elements of
information listed in paragraph 3(a) of the guidelines contained in decisio
2/CP.17, annex IV, are included in the BUR of the Party concerned,;

Paragraph 15 (b): of information
contained in the BUR, and any additional technical information that may be
provided by the Party concerned,;

Paragraph 15 (c):

in order to facilitate reporting in
accordance with annex lll to decision 2/CP.17, and participating in
international consultation and analysis in accordance with annex IV to
decision 2/CP.17, taking into account Article 4, paragraph 3, of the
Convention.




Coordinating the technical analysis

)

Six rounds of technical analysis

Round 2
17 to 21 August

1 English team -2
BURs

Round 1:
18 to 22 May 2015
4 teams — 11 BURs

1 each for Spanish and
French and 2 English

-REDD-plus technical
annex/2 LULUCF

experts

Round 4
Round 3 23 February to 4
16 to 18 November March 2016

1 English team - 1 2 teams — 6 BURs
BUR English/Spanish
REDD-plus technical

13to 17 June 2016

3 teams — 7 BURs
1 each for English,
French and Spanish
REDD-plus technical

Round 6
Technical \ 19 to 23 September
- 2016
analyses in
/ 2 teams — 5 BURs
2015/16

1 each for

English/Spanish
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Team composition: Criteria 1

A TTE shall be composed of experts nominated to the UNFCCC roster of experts, taking
into consideration the expertise needed to cover the areas of information contained in the

Criteria 1
BUR, and as outlined in paragraph 3(a) of annex IV to decision 2/CP.17, taking into account

Paragraph 3 the national circumstances of the Party concerned.

*» All TTE members were on the roster of experts;

* In general, each team is composed by experts covering the following

areas:

a) Mitigation experts;

b) National GHG inventory experts;

c) Cross cutting experts: national circumstances and institutional
arrangements; needs and support received and;

d) As needed, LULUCF experts for the analysis of those BURs that
contain technical annex on REDD plus.
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Team composition: Criteria 2

Once the CGE training programme is established, only those nominated experts who have
successfully completed the CGE training programme referred to in paragraph 4 of decision
20/CP.19 shall be eligible to serve in the TTE. ATTE shall include, as a high priority and to

Criteria 2:

Paragraph 4 the extent available, at least one CGE member and up to one third of the TTE. For other
experts on the TTE, priority will be given to experts who served as the members of the CGE.

*» All non-CGE TTE members successfully completed the CGE training

programme;

s Of the 82 experts who participated, 24 were CGE members, including
both current and past members.. On average, depending on the
availability, each team was comprised of at least two CGE members — one

each from an Annex | Party and non-Annex | Party.
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Online Learning Manag

ement System (LMS) Platform

United Nations
Climate Change Secretariat

Training structure Discussion forum ‘Additional resources
elcome, Test, to the UNFCCC Learning Platform.

Training record
proved training sel
red for 5 train

& find below finks 1o support pages how to allow pop-ups for the most

https:/isupport. mozilla. US/kblpop-block

t Acrobat Flash is activated

Chrome  https://support.google.com/chrome/answer/95472%hi=en

Internet Explorer  fittp: 11&pop-up_blocker

Safari d ) urity” and untick Block pop-up windows’

iPad You n & ticulate.

Course navigation

Please look at this tutorial before starting

Technical analysis

Cluster B: Background material

Only less experienced experts

Cluster C: REDD-plus
Only LULUCF experts

The training material is also avaiiable for download in pdf form, in case you prefer to print and read

Pisase be e that anly the anin courses caniain exampes, exereises 3nd quzzes based on submited BURS and recent expernces with
the teches snsyas
CGE TTE training programme:

Download training
material

LMS Interface

Structure of the TTE training programme

‘The training programme covers three Find out more about 1
clusters of training materials which modules you

(#) Provisions on report Some of the ex o1 are hig erienced having
information articipated in a number of activities relating o reporting by Parties
Convention whi cthers (iess experienced) have i
and experise. Accordingly, the am
va

C) Provisions relevan
hnical analysis of 3
information on
ns relating to

Access to training modules

Assessment schedule and results

Time (Bonn) on the indica
& assessment period you can stant the modules
at your own discretion

if you have been
n shown as
from your ‘Active’ selection. If
ful, 8 vl remain in your

6 Assessments
takes

n i you
experience or have completed modul
If in doubt, please check with us at ica@un

Questions?

Contact us at
ica@unfccc.int

T aining round, includin
15 January 2016

xamples and is b3t
technical analysis

Discussion forum
Glossary
Acronyms

FAQs

Relevant COP
decisions

Help tools




Total number of experts eligible for TTE composition

Annex I: 102
Non-Annex |: 81
Total eligible experts: 183

21
18
16
12 12
I I | |
Round 1 Round 2 Experienced Round 2 Less experienced Round 3 Round 4
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Team composition: Criteria 3

The TTE shall be composed with a view to ensuring in the overall composition of the TTEs that the
majority of experts come from non-Annex | Parties. All effort should be made to ensure geographical
balance among the experts selected from non-Annex | Parties and Parties included in Annex | to the

Criteria 3:

paragraph 4 Convention (Annex | Parties). Each TTE shall be co-led by two experts: one from an Annex | Party and
another from a non-Annex | Party. The co-lead experts should ensure that the technical analyses in
which they participate are performed in accordance with this annex, and annex IV to decision 2/CP.17

Africa,
16

Q

= Annex | experts = Non-Annex | experts

Each team led by two Co-Leads: one from Annex | and another from non-Annex I.

To extent possible, CGE members are assigned as Co-Leads.
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Output of the technical analysis: summary report

United Nations FCCCremcamsrasmimso
Published Andorra, Chile, Brazil, @ Framework Convention on Dist- Ganeral
1st Macedonia, Namibia, Peru, Climote Chonge 18 Seqtemmher 2016
Republic of Korea, Singapore, Englih oxly
South Africa, Tunisia, Vietham. DRA FT
TEMPLATE
Published Azerbaijan, Bosnia and
2nd Herzegovina
3rd Published Ghana Tecllmc:i ;::;E:;s |:?[f the first biennial update report of
4th Published Argentina, Colombia, Costa Summary report by the team of technical experts
Rica, Lebanon, Mexico,
Uruguay Sunmary

According to decision 2/CP 17, parzzraph 41(a), Parties not included in Amnex I to
5th Published Paraguay the Comvention (non-Ammes I Parties), consistent with their capabilities and the level of
suppart provided for reporting, were to submit their first biernial update raport (BUR) by
Decembar 2014. The least developed country Parties and small islnd developing Stetes

Ongoing India, Indonesia, Mauritania, may submmit BURS af thelr discretion. Further, according to paragraph 38(a) of the same
2 decision, the first round of intamztions] consultztion and anslyzis (ICA) will be conducted

Montenegro, Thailand, for non- e T Parties commencing within six monhs of the submission of te Perty’s

M alaySia first BUR.. The process of ICA consists of two steps: the technirs] anslysis of the snbmitted

BUR, followed by & workshop for the facilitative sharing of views under the Subsidiary
Body for Implementation Thiz summary repart presents the results of the techmical
analysis of the first BUR. of [Bamy] conductad by a tean of technical expents in accardance

6th Ongoing Armenia’ |Srae|, MorOCCO, with the modzlities and procedures contained in the annax to decizion 20/CE.19.
Republic of Moldova and
Serbia
" —
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http://unfccc.int/8722.php

FACILITATIVE SHARING OF VIEWS

UNFCCC




The facilitative sharing of views (FSV) workshop

interaction between Parties
during the FSV process

Modalities and guidelines for
International consultation and

Sl analysis (Annex IV to decision

‘ advance of the 2/CP 17) :

workshop

» The SBI shall, at regular intervals,
convene a workshop for the
facilitative exchange of views,
open to all Parties, for all Parties

o parties for which there is a biennial

Jandquestions | update report and a final
summary report;

» The outcome of the ICA will be a
summary report and a record of
the facilitative sharing of views.




First FSV workshop

The first FSV was successfully conducted on 20 to 21 May 2016, giving developing countries
the opportunity to showcase their actions taken to reduce GHG emissions, highlight the

associated challenges and gaps, and provide an overview of international support received
and needed.

13 Parties undertook the first FSV at the first workshop:
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| | | | € FSV
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change

Facilitative Sharing of Views

SBI 44 — FSV Question period

174 Questions submitted by 8 Parties and directed to 13 countries under
FSV

Every Party under FSV received at least 4 questions from Japan

8 (General), 31 (National circumstances), 53 (National GHG inventories),
48 (Mitigation actions), 25 (Constraints, Gaps, FTC needs) and 11
(Domestic MRV) questions were asked National GHG
No Party undergoing FSV also asked questions 27% 30% Inventories

All questions were asked by Annex | Parties Mitigation actions

Questions per Category

m General

® National Circumstances

Questions to Parties under FSV

AZERBAIJAN 5 Questions by submitting

MACEDONIA 6 Parties

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA 6
GHANA 11 = 45
VIETNAM 12

TUNISIA 12 USA 14

SINGAPORE 12 SWITZERLAND 14

SOUTH AFRICA 17 UK 13

REPUBLIC OF KOREA 17
e . SPAIN 12

BRAZIL YAS) GERMANY 8




Second FSV workshop

The second workshop was held in Marrakesh on 10 November 2016, with 7 Parties
presenting their BUR and exchanging views with other Parties.

Parties

Andorra
Argentina
Colombia
Costa Rica
Lebanon
Mexico

EEEE EFE

Paraguay




United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change

SBI 45 — FSV Question period

139 questions submitted by 9 countries to 7 Parties undergoing FSV Questions per Category

14 (General), 12 (National circumstances), 52 (National GHG inventories),
23 (Mitigation actions), 26 (Constraints, Gaps, FTC needs) and 18
(Domestic MRV) questions were asked

No Party undergoing FSV also asked questions

® General

m National Circumstances

National GHG
88 % of all questions were asked by Annex | Parties G 36% Inventories
Questions by Switzerland (8) and Norway (4) were submitted after 31 Mitigation actions
October
Questions to Parties undergoing FSV
5 Questions by submitting
ANDORRA Parties
COLOMBIA 14 U
COSTA 356
S 16 GERMANY
USA 28
MEXICO 21 PERU 16
ARG/ENT'N 23 SWITZERLAND 8
NEW ZEALAND 8
PARAGUAY 29 NORWAY 4
LEBANON 30 FRANCE 4

JAPAN 3




Coordinating the FSV workshop
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The SBI, with support from the secretariat, has successfully launched the first cycle of FSV
workshops in 2016, with a total of 20 Parties participating in the process. The FSV records of 13
Parties were published on the UNFCCC website. The design and implementation of the
workshops were planned on the basis of the ICA modalities and guidelines and output from
additional informal consultations among Parties, which were convened in 2015;

The FSV is perceived to be a very constructive process, which facilitates transparent exchange
of information between developing countries and other Parties, regarding their reporting under the
Convention; the feedback received by the secretariat indicates that Parties are satisfied with the
manner in which the FSV has been conducted thus far;

In their presentations, most of the countries expressed the need for continued international
support to enable them to improve their national systems for measurement, reporting and
verification (MRV) among others; they also shared the challenges encountered during the BUR
preparation and ICA process and their lessons learned;

With the aim improving the efficiency of the FSV workshop, the secretariatintroduced a cut-off
date of the question period?, to enable Parties to have sufficient time to respond to FSV
guestions posed by other Parties.

1 Written questions submitted in advance
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Overall challenges in coordinating the ICA process

1. Planning is based on the GEF forecast with a large degree of uncertainty, making
it difficult for the secretariat to allocate/ mobilize secretariat/ expert resources
efficiently. Early communication by Parties will be helpful;

2. Limited availability of experts due to competing demands from other similar
processes, and limited funding available for Annex | Parties to support participation
of their experts in the technical analysis;

3. The broad guidance from the BUR reporting guidelines and Modalities and
procedures of the ICA results in different ways of reporting and analysis, as well as
operationalization issues for the FSV workshop;

4. Some Parties have requested financial support to facilitate their participation in
the FSV; however, due to financial constraints and the lack of a specific mandate
to allocate resources for this purpose, the secretariat at the moment is unable to
facilitate this request;

5. TTEs are funded from the secretariat’'s supplementary budget, and the limited
funding is also depleted; under such a scenario, planning and scheduling
projected rounds of technical analysis is unpredictable.
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Implications of unpredictable funding for the ICA in 2017

Technical analysis rounds for 2017 Biennial update reports

Time TBD

Time TBD

Time TBD

Time TBD
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