
CSO Comments on REDD+ Request for Proposals (BM18, October 2017) 

• We want to recognize the rigorous work of the Secretariat and the Board in developing the REDD+ 

RFP proposal including the scorecard. However, we would wish to draw your attention to some 

general observations and key recommendations from the Civil society. 

• Overall the REDD+ RFP needs to align with the IP Policy and the international best practices related 

to indigenous peoples’ rights, including Free, Prior and Informed Consent, as set forth in the 

UNDRIP. 

• We believe that there is a risk that the summary of information from the countries submitted to the 

UNFCCC may not be sufficient to provide robust information on how the Cancún safeguards are 

addressed and respected in the overall implementation of REDD+ activities.  So in order to ensure 

compliance and credible information, we recommend that an independent third party should assess 

and verify the summary of information presented in the RFP. The independent review would also 

assess the actual compliance to safeguards and provide remedial action. 

• GCF needs to undertake a review of the relevant country’s forest legislations and policies to find out 

how they impact the rights and access of IPs and local communities and whether there are laws to 

ensure tenurial rights and community rights of the IPs and local communities, how their traditional 

knowledge and customary rights are respected and enforced and the implementation of UNDRIP 

and FPIC facilitated through appropriate national legislations. 

• We also want to refer to our joint CSO submission on March 20, 2017 where we said, that in order 

to minimize duplication of reporting efforts and administrative burden, the GCF should compare the 

Cancun Safeguards, IFC Performance Standards and its Gender P 

• We also want to refer to our joint CSO submission on March 20, 2017 where we said, that in order 

to minimize duplication of reporting efforts and administrative burden, the GCF should compare the 

Cancun Safeguards, IFC Performance Standards and its Gender Policy and forthcoming Indigenous 

Peoples’ Policy to identify gaps between the requirements under the Cancun Safeguards and the 

Fund’s policies. When overlaps are identified in assessing these gaps, the highest standard (such as 

for instance on FPIC) should apply. 

• We welcome the need for country caps as stated in the RFP but we also recommend that you 

consider a regional balance as well in terms of distribution of the payments.  Because if regional 

balance is not considered, then there could be an unequal distribution of GCF resources among the 

regions in the developing world which would not be a fair approach. 

• Lastly on Land tenure: We notice that our call for land tenure is missing in the scorecard and we 

want to reiterate that this is crucial. A benefit sharing plan and clarity on land tenure should be 

required when REDD-plus would be implemented in indigenous peoples’ territories and forest 

dependent communities, and this must be included in the scorecard. 

 


