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We welcome the report by the IEU and the Secretariat’s response. We will first address the IEU report. 
We note there are important findings from the analysis the IEU conducted of the GCF portfolio last 
year, which identified some serious shortcomings. 
 

These are concerning, since reliable reporting and baselines are essential to understand whether the 
Fund is having the impact it is mandated to effect toward a paradigm shift. 
 
The findings confirm the importance of having capacity and budgets for monitoring and developing 
baselines, including for gender and sex-disaggregated data. We believe PPF funding for DAEs could be 
helpful to improve this gap.  
 
The review also identified flaws in the logic models for mitigation and adaptation, and the RMF lacking 
clarity on key concepts such as paradigm shift.  

• As part of the efforts to update the PMF, CSOs encourage the Fund to move ahead with 
defining the Sustainable Development portfolio indicator within the mitigation PMF. This is an 
essential element that differentiates the GCF from other climate funds.  We would like this to 
finally be made operational.  

• We also call on the Board to further refine the specific criterion associated to the expected 
result 9.0 related to “improved management of land or forest areas contributing to emissions 
reductions” and include an additional one to specify the number of hectares of forests or land 
legally titled to indigenous peoples and managed with traditional knowledge and livelihoods 
systems;  

 
On a similar note, and regarding recommendations from the IEU on complementarity and coherence 
with result frameworks from other organizations, we note that while coherence and harmonization with 
results frameworks and definitions from other climate finance institutions might have benefits, it is also 
important that the Fund is mindful of its mandate, which make it different from other climate finance 
sources. Where necessary, the Fund needs to differentiates itself from results sought by other 
institutions   
 
As for the proposed decision to the Board, we note the requirement for AEs to include adequate cots 

for project M&E in the project proposal is an important element that the  Secretariat should check on 
as part of their proposal screening, to ensure proposed M&E plans are adequately designed and 
actually implementable.  
 
Also regarding the proposed decision, as the Secretariat reviews the RMF and PMF, we encourage it 
(and Fund stakeholders as a whole) to use this opportunity to identify ways in which the GCF can 
become a part of the data generation process through its projects, which can fill important existing 
data gaps, including for example on project/portfolio data on gender and climate change investments, 
especially adaptation and in financial intermediation 

 
• This requires a more robust enforcement of requiring gender-responsive indicators throughout 

the updated PMFs for mitigation and adaptation. 
 


