
CSO Comments on the 2016 Workplan, outstanding from previous BMs and Guidance from 
the COP (BM12, March 2016) 

As we are talking today about how to make the GCF a paradigm shifting Fund this week, significant 
improvements in stakeholder input and participation are a key building block.  

We want to highlight three main concerns for civil society: 

First, the workplan for 2016 only proposes to deal with this participation through one very specific 
item, namely the participation of observers in Board proceedings. This is a long outstanding item, a 
mandate from the 5th Board meeting, and while there is a lot to be improved there, for example 
information sharing and involvement with respect to Board activities and decisions in-between 
meetings and the work of committees – it is only one aspect of stakeholder participation in the Fund. 

We have called before, including in the Informal Board Dialogue in Cape Town, for the development of 
comprehensive stakeholder participation guidelines for the Fund, that would improve their involvement 
at the Board, the Secretariat, the NDA and the AE levels. Such guidelines are still missing and should 
be included in the work plan for 2016 at a time the Board wants to ramp up project approval and 

implementation. 

A narrow focus on observer involvement in the Board does not satisfy the guidance by the COP to the 
GCF in paragraph 19 to “enhance transparency and stakeholder engagement”.  And we obviously hope 
for significant improvements in the information disclosure policy update to be decided in this meeting. 

Second, with the development of the ESMS of the Fund, the issue of developing the Fund’s own 
Environmental and Social Safeguards needs to be urgently addressed.  The Board should ensure that 
the consultative process to complete this work begins as soon as possible this year. 

Third, we are concerned about new work proposed to the Secretariat regarding the operationalization 
of results-based payments approaches on support for alternative policy approaches, such as joint 

mitigation and adaptation approaches, for sustainable management of forests in response to the COP 
mandate. This should not be taken up by the Fund at this time in the absence of an articulated IP 
policy for the Fund, in light of missing stakeholder engagement guidelines and with a PMF on results-
based finance that completely excludes references to co-benefits and the rights of forest-dependent 
communities. 

 

 


