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Programme for Integrated Development and Adaptation to Climate Change in the 
Niger Basin (PIDACC/NB) 
 
We welcome the PIDDAC project as its evidently addresses felt needs, is aligned with participating 
Countries’ and regional block’s climate change priorities and builds on on-going cooperative action to 
enhance resilience to climate change within the Niger basin Authority.  
 
However, we note with dismay that the Secretariat in its assessment of this proposal highlighted the 
fact that highly indebted poor countries that are part of this regional effort have “demonstrated 

commitment by accessing loans for an adaptation project”, also noting that communities in-kind 
contributions to reduce the costs of some interventions are welcomed. While it is appropriate to note 
the non-monetary contribution of communities which are a true sign of local buy-in to the project, it is 
not appropriate to imply that a commitment of highly indebted poor countries in Africa to an adaptation 
project is heightened by their willingness to accept loans.  
 
The project demonstrates deliberate pro-active efforts to ensure gender inclusivity and equity 
facilitated through Gender Action Planning.  
 

We seek however a clarification on what is meant by a reference to “gender responsive Climate Smart 
Agriculture (CSA) technologies” associated with interventions aimed at strengthening sustainable land 
management proposed under Output 1 and reiterate that the term climate-smart agriculture  referred 
to must  not support/encourage for example GMO, soil carbon and other environmentally questionable 
approaches.  
 
In addition, the project will be implemented in a predominantly indigenous pastoralist community 
occupied landscape(s) (Fulani, Tuareg and the Mbororo). The contemplated innovative resiliency and 
adaptation interventions target water and natural resources sector, including transformation of 
communal land use through local adaptation plans. Land and associated natural resources is the lifeline 

of these indigenous peoples and local communities. 
 
Effective consultation and representation of these pastoralists communities in the Project’s design and 
the proposed decision-making and implementation arrangements across levels, is weak. In addition, 
direct reference to and efforts to respect and promote traditional/indigenous knowledge systems that 
has sustained pastoralism and such landscapes for centuries, including in the proposed early warning 
systems interventions; is missing.  
 
It is therefore imperative that the Project explores strategies to tap and strengthen traditional 

knowledge related to pastoralism and natural resource management, to give meaning to Art. 7 of the 
Paris Decision on Indigenous and Traditional Knowledge Systems and guarantee security of land rights. 
To achieve this the project must ground its safeguards approaches in the context of Indigenous 
Peoples on the GCF’s Indigenous Peoples policy enabled through the principles of Free Prior Informed 
Consent (FPIC) so as to explicitly and effectively demonstrate how potential adverse impacts are 
avoided and how project benefits, including the Jobs generated will be equitably accessed by 
Indigenous Peoples and local communities.  
 



We hope the assurances made to us by the Project proponents during our informal consultation here in 
Bahrain, to the effect that the GCF Indigenous Peoples Policy will be incorporated as the primary 
safeguards instruments when dealing with Indigenous peoples’ project beneficiaries will be realized. 


