
CSO Comments on Information Disclosure Policy (BM11, Nov 2015) 

 
A robust information disclosure policy is essential for the integrity of the Fund. Transparency is central 
to the sound governance of the Fund, is an essential prerequisite for meaningful public participation 
and country ownership, and to the effective implementation of critical policies such as the gender 
policy and the environmental and social standards. Delaying resolution of this issue therefore 
undermines integrity and public confidence in the governance of the Fund.  
 

The policy should establish minimum requirements for information that the GCF needs to make 
available on a proactive basis. A specific section on proactive disclosure of information should be 
included in the policy. For example: 
 

Project and programme proposals that are submitted for consideration to the Independent Technical 
Advisory Panel, subject to limited redactions based on the regime of exceptions in the policy. 
Projects or programme proposals that are up for consideration by the Board should also be 
proactively disclosed at least 120 days prior to the Board meeting, along with any supplemental 
information provided during the application process (again subject to the regime of exceptions). 

 
In accordance with international best practice and the practices of peer institutions, environmental 

and social reports, including the required socioeconomic and gender assessment, should be 

disclosed early enough in the project cycle to allow for meaningful public engagement, and earlier 

for higher risk category and larger proposed projects. For high risk projects at the ADB for example, 

it is required to release such information 4 months in advance of consideration.  

ADB and other banks require that this information should be disclosed in a form, manner, and 
language accessible to affected people." 

 
The policy should recognise the need for advance release of certain types of documents – specifically 
documents on proposed policies that implicate the rights and interests of third-party stakeholders – 

specifically including potentially affected indigenous peoples, local communities, women and broader 
civil society-- sufficiently early to allow for effective public input into those policies before they are 
finally considered by the Board. Ad hoc release 3-4 weeks before the board meeting is not sufficient. 
Obviously, the information disclosure policy itself is the kind of policy that should be subject to a more 
structured consultation process, and there is a supreme irony in the fact that no background paper was 
made publicly available in advance of this board meeting.  
 
We support South Africa’s proposal that accreditation applications should be made public when filed, 
and that the identity of applicants that are up for consideration by the Board should be disclosed when 

other Board documents are released, along with any supplemental information provided during the 
application process that is not subject to exceptions under the policy. 
 
The policy also needs to put in place a strong reactive or request-driven system. The current draft 

includes an exceptionally broad and discretionary regime of exceptions to the right of access which, if 

not addressed, would seriously undermine transparency at the GCF. We recommend, in particular, that 

all exceptions be conditional on the release of the information posing a real risk of harm to a legitimate 

interest and a strong override of exceptions where the overall public interest is served by disclosure. 

The policy should also include more independent members on the Information Appeals Panel.” 


