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Finding a
common thread
through a

country-driven
approach to
measure progress
globally

ALGERIA

can we develop
frameworks for measuring
adaptation progress that
build on what
governments are already
planning to track?



Objectives

Assess how African governments plan to track
their adaptation commitments under the
UNFCCC process

« How far along are governments in the process of developing
adaptation measurements (setting goals vs. formulating
adaptation actions vs. formulating indicators)

« What types of measurements are being prioritized?

« Are certain indicator typologies common across most/ the
majority of the documents analyzed?

* How far have governments come along in the development of
systems to measure adaptation (use of clear metrics, targets,
timeframes, sources, responsibilities)?



Approach
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Data Data cleaning,
extraction analysis

Screened NDCs and Harmonized the data
NAPs from 54 and created indicator
countries in Africa typologies

(by December 2020)
Types of information Indicator typologies:
extracted: - Sectors
- Indicator - M&E function (process, outputs/

- Metric/ Unit of measure results, O‘Htcomes) ) )
- Timeframe - Adaptation goal (adaptive capacity,

resilience, vulnerability)

- System that needs to adapt
(ecological, economic, institutional,
physical, social)

- Sector of applicability

- Intervention & Impact

- Data source

- Data collection frequency, roles

Preparing Knowledge
outputs sharing
Open-source dataset Webinars with
Policy brief country/regional
Submission to the AC representatives
(pending)
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Introduction

: H The Paris Agreement (PA)marksan importantmilestone
Indicators for Tracki ng inthe history of climate change under the United Nations

the GlobalGoalon Framework Conventionfor Climate Change (UNFCCC),
. b . by linking adaptation, resilience and mitigation (Art.

Ada ptatlon. i “5'9 hts 2). The PA establishes a Global Goal on Adaptation
from 50+ African (GGA) founded on three elements:enhancing adaptive
- capacity, strengthening climateresilience and reducing
Countries vulnerability to climate change (Art. 7). The GGA is

intendedtoensure adequate adaptationresponsein
the context of the temperature goal (mitigation) and
tocontribute to sustainable development and poverty
eradication.The PAalso sets un aharmonizedreportina

O O s B B https://dataverse.harvard.edu
ol @) oo v et of G it e or e /dataset.xhtml?persistentld=d
0i:10.7910/DVN/TVZFSV

. Adaptation Indicators in Nationally Determined Contributions
(NDCs) and National Adaptation Plans (NAPs) of African
countries: A reference system to improve adaptation
measurement and tracking
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Description Data presented in this document are the resuit of a mapping and analysis of adap|

elites 0 natona panning.crented adestaton mstuments. namey naora ¢ THF@@ recommendations for advancing adaptation tracking emerge from a review of 53 African
countries’ NDCs and NAPs

Contributions (NDCs) and National Adaptation Plans (NAPs) sul

by African

(hereby named “countries") by December 2020. The choice of NDCs and NAPs w
centrality to the implementation of the Pans Agreement and their role as the main|
communication vehicle used by developing countries 1o date. This database fs ainf

e system for further discussions and operationalization of the Global Goal

Submission to the Adaptation Committee

(GGA), as weil as enhancements of monitoring and evaluation (MSE) systems at {

investment level (2021-12-22)
Subject Agricultural Sciences 30 June 2022
Keyword Adaptation, Indicators, Climate Change
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Three recommendations
1. Amplify and scale out recent progress on adaptation tracking through targeted capacity building,
enhanced investments in M&E systems, and south-south knowledge exchange.
2. Classify indicators to support a common framing and aggregation for adaptation tracking.
3. Expand the scope of adaptation tracking indicators to pair the current activity-focused approach
with outcome indicators to document impact.

Assessing national adaptation indicators

This brief reports on the state of national adaptation tracking in Africa’. We analyzed the potential for
existing national-level monitoring and evaluation (M&E) efforts for advancing adaptation tracking, as The
Paris Agreement invites parties to report on progress in responding to climate impacts but states that it
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Examples of results
from the analysis &
recommendations




Adaptation is prominent in national policies, but few governments

1 have plans to track adaptation progress and outcomes (1/2)

I Burkina Faso
I Cameroon

—mm Comoros
52 governments —— W Ethiopia
integrate adaptation Ken 11 governments
. - mm ya . . .
components in NDCs identify adaptation
6 governments —== Madagascar indicators
developed NAPs
p 4. Rwanda
B Sierra Leone
== 1he Gambia

== T0QO
- Zimbabwe
no NDC/NAP
= with NDC/NAP, no adaptation actions/goals/indicators Country with

® with NDC/NAP, adaptation actions/goals, no indicators . .
® with NDC/NAP, adaptation actions/goals, indicators adaptation indicators
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Adaptation is prominent in national policies, but few governments

have plans to track adaptation progress and outcomes (2/2)

Timeline
: . Line Ministry Category of . : o Alignment with
[ntervention Indicator T e 2020- 2025 indicator Funding estimate Mitigation benefits SDGs R da’s NDC
wanda's
2025 | 2030
Develop a National Water storage per MoE/MINAGRI (RWRB/ v v sonn | s
Water Security through capita REMA/ RAB, Private A TSI UGHMTES
water conservation sector) E ‘E$
practice.s, wetlands Renewable water Mok VININERA 164.3 million USD =
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DeVe{Op water Trmnrovad anantitv and analitv of . m
resource models, water Percentage of
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improved hydro-relate data collection
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all Level 1 catchments | Dodies with good sector) v |V |8 biodiversity + Conservation change performance Statistics
ambient water quality planning takes impacts on reports Agency
climate change ecosystems - Ethiopian
into account + #of Agriculture
« Ecosystem conservation Research
resilience plans Institute
maintained/ C'C_’dressmg « Ethiopian
increased _"I'mqt: Environment
:'25:;55;:5 and Forehstry
Researc
« # of hectares Institute
F:r‘onserved + National
Inways Planning
that but'ld Commission
ecosystem
. . resili:nce + Ethiopian
EthIOpla S NAP Biodiversity
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Recommenation #1:

Use existing foundations

- toamplity and scale out recent progress ..
through targeted capacity building, enhanced investments in M&E systems
and south-south knowledge exchange.
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Indicators used are many and diverse,

2 yet they tend to converge towards broad themes (1/2)
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Indicators used are many and diverse,
yet they tend to converge towards broad themes (2/2)

2

Indicators by adaptation goal

Burkina Faso

Cameroon

Comoros

Ethiopia

Gambia

O Adaptive capacity

Kenya

W Vulnerability
Madagascar

Rwanda B Resilience

Sierra Leone

Togo

Zimbabwe

All countries
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% of adaptation indicatorsin NDC/NAP



Recommendatidn #2:

ldentify commonalities to support
a con5|stent framing and aggregatlon for adaptation tracking
while mamtammg sen5|t|V|ty to co,nl;e\ t (country’s adaptatlon prlorltles)



Current adaptation tracking approaches principally focus on

monitoring activities (processes, results of processes)
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;éExpand the scope of adaptation tracking indicators
Nt “to pair the current activity-focused approach
with outcome indicators to document impact




» Expand the scope

* Include information on national circumstances, goals, outcomes, actions
(collaboration with FAO)

> Increase data coverage
* Updated NDC submission and new NAPs (up to 31 May 2022)

Moving forward:
Phase Il

» Develop protocol to consolidate the database (definitions, coding schemes)
» Extract additional data
P Analyze data
P Review and validate
» Publish updated dataset

» Update pollcy brlef
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’ Reflnmg the analytlcal framework |

* Discussions on what classifications (coding schemes)
) : are relevant for ongoing, global conversations on
adaptation tracking

» Reviewing/ validating classifications

Engagement

opportunities
Outreach & pollcy engagement
* Updating the policy brief
* Dialogue to inform discussions at COP27
* Informing national policy processes

.;' (1] 1)



Thank you!

Andreea: a.nowak@cgiar.org

Lucy: l.njunguna@cgiar.org
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