
CSO Comments on FP 124: Strengthening Climate Resilience of Subsistence Farmers and 

Agricultural Plantation Communities residing in the vulnerable river basins, watershed 

areas and downstream of the Knuckles Mountain Range Catchment of Sri Lanka (IUCN) 

 

The Accredited Entity IUCN undertook screening to determine the presence of indigenous 

peoples in the project area, particularly Vedda people, and found that there is no presence of 

Vedda people in the project's area of influence. However, the Secretariat advised them to 

determine the specific locations while they conduct the community consultations. According to 

the FP document, additional examination was planned during the social baseline study and 

associated community consultations to analyze the presence of any ethnic groups present in the 

sites that meet both the AE and GCF's broader definition of indigenous peoples. Given this, 

IUCN should provide the GCF a report of the additional social baseline study to ensure that this 

is indeed the case.  

We agree with the Secretariat’s recommendations that since, the specific locations for 

interventions at the ground level will be finalized during the implementation after consultation 

with communities. In doing so, we urge the AE to report on how it adhered to its own guidelines 

in the selection of locations:  

a. set up clear eligibility criteria 

b. create a multi- stakeholder platform 

c. engage in continuous consultation with communities 

d. promote transparent and participatory practices 

e. focus on areas where communities have a history of collaboration and conflict resolution 

for its initial project implementation. Given that specific locations for interventions still 

to be finalized as mentioned above, the AE and EEs are relied upon to execute mitigants 

and monitor such risks during the project implementation.  

We also noted that the proposal intends to use climate smart agriculture, which is a term that 

remains contentious in the GCF primarily because of its ambiguity and unclear definition. 

Climate smart does not necessarily mean climate-good. In the proposal though, climate smart 

agricultural practices included agroforestry, forest landscape restoration, land health monitoring 

and dashboards as well as decision platforms, sloping agricultural land technology and natural 

vegetative strips, through Stakeholder Approach to Risk Informed and Evidence Based Decision 

Making. While we recognize that these practices will do good to the agricultural sector in Sri 

Lanka, we strongly recommend the Funding Proposal to project explicitly exclude production of 

genetically modified organisms (GMOs) as climate-resilient species. 

 


