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ETF process overview @) cBIT-csP

Facilitative Multilateral Consideration of Progress

* Online Q&A
* Insession presentation and Q&A
(all shall)

I
Biennial Transparency Report

* GHG inventory (all shall)

*  Progress in NDCs (all shall)
Technical Expert Review
* Consistency of information reported

* Support provided / mobilized
(developed shall)

* Consideration of progress with and
achievement of NDC

* Support needed / received (developing
should)

* Support provided (developed shall, e Adaptation (all should)

and other Parties at their discretion)

e e . * Annexon REDD+ (some)
* Identification of improvements

* Identification of capacity building needs

— Credit UNFGOC
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Guiding Principles for TER @ cemsse

GUIDING PRINCIPLES FOR TER

e The TER shall pay particular
attention to the respective
national capabilities and
circumstances of
developing country Parties.

¢ In accordance with Article
13, para 3, of the PA, the
TER will be implemented in
a facilitative, non-intrusive,
non-punitive manner,
respectful of national
sovereignty, and will avoid
placing undue burden on
Parties.

Source: Decision 18/CMA.1 annex, paras. 147-148



Scope of the TER @) cBiT.cse

A TER consists of: TER teams shall not

~ Review of the consistency of the information submitted by ( i
the Party under .Article 13, paragrap'hs 7 and 9, of the Paris ] Make political judgments
—  Agreement with these MPGs, taking into account the
flexibility accorded to those developing countries that need ; g
\ it in the light of their capacities ) Review the adequacy or appropriateness of a Party’s NDC
( A under Article 4 and of its associated description and
| ] Consideration of the Party’s implementation and L indicators
achievement of its NDC ; = = =
. J
[ ) ~| Review the adequacy of a Party’s domestic action
— Consideration of the Party’s support provided, as relevant L J
{ B
o J
— Review the adequacy of a Party’s support provided
| Identification of areas of improvement for the Party related to || | )
implementation of the ETF /
¥ For those developing country Parties that need flexibility in
For those developing country Parties that need it in the light the light of their capacities, review the Party’s
— of their capacities, assistance in identifying capacity-building determination to apply flexibility that has been provided
needs | | for in the MPGs, including the self-determined estimated
B time frames for areas of improvement in relation to

capacity constraints, or whether a developing country
Party possesses the capacity to implement that specific
provision without flexibility

\ >

Credit: UNFCCC




Scope of the TER

GHG inventory
—

Information to track progress
made in implementing/
achieving the NDC

BN 20000 .
What is
Climate change impacts reviewed?

and adaptation (voluntary)

PN ——————————

...—...-..--..—.—_...4___._..__...0

Support provided
to developing countries
=

\ What is not
reviewed?
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Adequacy of NDC and indicators
chosen

Adequacy of
domestic actions

Adequacy of
support provided

Developing country’s choice
to invoke the specific flexibility
provision in the MPGs

Credit: UNFCCC
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Flexibility provisions related to the format B
and timeline of the TER (B9 oo s

Area of flexibility Flexibility provisions for those developing country Parties
(the MPGs) that need flexibility in the light of their capacities
Format of review May undergo a centralized review in lieu of an in-country review
(para. 159) (but are encouraged to undergo an in-country review)
Timing of review process Provide responses to preliminary questions within three weeks of the date the questions were received, compared
(paras. 162(c) and 162(f)) with the two weeks applicable to other Parties

Take three months to respond to draft report, compared with the one month applicable to other Parties

Communication of draft areas  TER team will identify any capacity-building needs in consultation with the Party by the end of the review week
of improvement (para. 162(d))

Credit: UNFCCC
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Criteria for composing a TER team &) coir-cse

2
a1

- Technical experts shall have recognized
competence in the areas to be reviewed.

- The collective skills and competencies of
the TER teams correspond to the
information to be reviewed, and the
teams include experts for each significant
GHG inventory sector, mitigation and
support, cooperative approaches and
ITMOs under Article 6 of the Paris
agreement, and LULUCF, as relevant.

For centralized reviews of BTRs from the

LDCs and SIDS, the secretariat shall strive
to include technical experts from the
LDCs and SIDS.. The LDCs

and SIDS

Geographical
origin

The secretariat shall aim to ensure
gender balance, to the extent
possible, when selecting the TER

The secretariat shall aim to ensure
geographical balance, to the extent

taT Developed possible, when selecting the TER team
VEersus
developing
The secretariat shall aim to achieve At least one team member should be
balance between experts from fluent in a language of the Party under
developed and developing countries review, to the extent possible.

when selecting the TER team
Credit: UNFCCC



(ﬂg CBIT-GSP

TER formats #) ceiT-cse

Iy &

In-country review Desk review

A TER team Members of a
conducts the TER team
review from conduct the
one central review
location and remotely from
can review BTRs their respective
from multiple countries.
Parties.
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In-country review entralizearevie Desk review Simplified review

In-Country Review Centralized Review Desk Review Simplified Review
e The first BTR e Applies to BTRs not e Should not be conducted: e An NIR submitted in a year
e At least two BTRs in a 10- undergoing in-country or (1) more than once every in which a BTR is not due.

year period, one of which desk reviews. five years; e The findings of this

contains information on the e Developing countries with e (2) for the first BTR simplified review will inform

Party’s achievement of its limited capacity can choose submitted following a the TER of the Party’s next

NDC a centralized review, though Party’s communication or NIR submitted as part of the
e |f recommended in the TER in-country reviews are update of its NDC; or BTR.

of the Party’s previous BTR encouraged. e (3) for a BTR that contains
e Upon request by the Party e LDCs and SIDS can join a information on the Party’s

under TER n  group centralized review, achievement of its NDC

with one TER team under Article 4.

reviewing multiple BTRs.



Procedures and timelines for in-country, centralized
and desk reviews
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Review date Preliminary Review Week Party comments
agreed with Party questions sent (findings on draft report
at least 14 weeks to Party communicated (within one month
prior to review (4 weeks prior to Party at end of receipt of report)
taking place o review week) of the week)
Y Fa i P F " ™ Fa " P " k"
V U V |9 9 9 V ) |9, g
Technical expert Party responds Technical expert
review team to preliminary Draft report review team drafts
established guestions sent to Party final report
Party's {10 weeks prior {two weeks prior (2 months after {within one month of
submission to review week) to review week) review week) Party’'s comments)
Ee—— I I
Dec 2024 March 2025 April 2025 July 2025 August 2025
O O O O O—>
di::lrggf:;mg; May choose a centralized  One additional week to Two additional
o review in lieu of an in- respond to technical expert months to comment
that need it in light of country review review team questions on report

their capacities
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TER format for BTR1

In-country review (ICR)

TERT visits a host country to conduct
a review of the Party’s submission,
interacts with Party’s experts in person
and observes institutional
arrangements firsthand.

A Party shall undergo an in-country
review for BTR1 mPGs para. 158(a)
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Centralized review (CR)

= ®
HE-®
®
TERT convenes in one location and
reviews the BTRs of multiple Parties’
submissions, interacts with Party’s
experts remotely. For BTR1, developing
country Parties that need it in the light of

their capacities have the flexibility to
choose to undergo a CR.

LDCs and SIDS may choose to

participate in the same CR as a group

MPGs para. 157 q) CLIMATE
" TRANSPARENCY
hs<—14
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TER Planning for 2025 @) SBIT.csP

BTR1 submission status

88 Parties submitted by 31 Dec 2024 (97 as of 16 Mar 2025)

»[MENA — I

Africa R 19

Asia-Pacific NG 13
- e
Latin America and the Caribbean || EGTGTGTTNNNGNGEGEGEGEEEEE 12
Western Europe and Other || NG 5

Status (self defined by Parties)

Developing
countries

m SIDS/LDCs
o ) Sumare
UN& | counitiies (.J TRANSPARENCY
environment | o nhagen Credit: UNFCCC =’ PLATFORM

programme climate centre



Scheduling TERs @) caIT-cse

s

Principles for organising reviews

BTR submission dates (October 2024 - March 2025)
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Credit: UNFCCC
= First submitted, first reviewed basis for 50-60 TERs

= BTR submission surge 30-31 December 2024 (43 BTRs)- warranted additional principles



As of 16 March 2025:

2@25 P-l.a.n 'FOI" TER O'F BTRl developing country

Parties =

50-60 Parties scheduled/planned for review in 2025

February- April-May 2025 September
March 2025 October 2025

20-30 reviews
(8 scheduled,

> up to 22 TBC)

8 reviews

20 reviews
scheduled

scheduled

Principles for scheduling reviews:

= First submitted, first reviewed;
= Centralized reviews which may change the order of Parties going through reviews; (a’ CLIMATE
<)

TRANSPARENCY
= BTRs with REDD+ annex. e’ PLATFORM



Preparing for review @ cEiT.ose

Resubmission vs Additional information

Resubmission Response to TERT

D questions

- BTR/CTF/CRTs may be
resubmitted by 8 weeks before the

« Party should provide requested
review week y P 4

information within 2 to 3 weeks (if

. Submissions later than 8 weeks flexibility is applied).

before will be treated as additional

: : : : - TERT may make a request to the
information provided during the Y d

Party by the end of the review week

TN (Friday).
The secretariat shall compose a TERT TERT may request additional
by 10 weeks before the review week information before/during review -qy) CLIMATE
MPGs para. 162(b) week MPGs para. 162(c) (B9 rransearency

Credit: UNFCCC



TERT composition process

Approach and principles for each batch

4 N

e Survey issued to all
experts eligible to perform
reviews under the ETF.

e Responses recorded and
verified integrated with
information from the
ROE/Training programme.

TERT availability

TERT composition

e Consideration of experts
available for the specific
week of the Party’s review.

e Assessment of potential
conflicts of interest.

e Mandated criteria for each
\__ TERT.

/

Process finalized 10 weeks ahead of TER week start (I.: 'rcRHstRAEI(E
~" PLATFORM

CLIMATE TRANSPARENCY
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e Email to confirm expert’s
availability for the
assigned review/dates.

e Upon confirmation, issue
of official invitation letter.

TERT invitation




Roles and expectations for the review process @ ceiT-cse

# CLIMATE TRANSPARENCY

Pa rty * Review the reported information in accordance
* Cooperate in the BTR review process. with the MPGs.

* Respond to questions of TER team and provide clarifying information. * |dentify Areas of Improvement and Capacity-
I Building Needs.

* Develop the Technical Expert Review Report.

* Participate in the review week and engage with

experts.
* Oversee the work of the TER team.

e Ensure that the TER are conducted in
accordance with the MPGs.

* Ensure the quality and objectivity of the TER
and provide for the continuity, consistency

* Organize TER team.

across Parties and timeliness of the TER. * Facilitate communication.
 Communicate, monitor, coordinate review and * Compile and edit TER report.
preparation of TER report. * Facilitate annual Lead Reviewers meetings.

* Give priority to issues raised in previous TER reports.

* Provide technical advice to the members of the TER team.
Credit: UNFCCC



Expectations from Parties in TER (Partl/3)

CLIMATE TRANSPARENCY
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TER phases (pre-review week) Centralized

Pre- Agree with the secretariat on the date of the review at least 14

weeks prior to that date

Pre- Agree on format, as applicable. If in-country, coordinate with the
secretariat to identify city/venue, and review admin/logistics and agenda

Pre- Participate in the preparatory call with the secretariat

Pre- Coordinate internally to respond to any questions from TERT, from
4 weeks prior to the review week, to answer all questions within 2
weeks or for developing countries that need flexibility in light their
capacities within 3 weeks, of the request

Executed by: Funded by: Implemented by:
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Expectations from Parties in TER (Part2/3) @ cBIT.csP

\ TER phases (during-review week)

During- Present to TERT on thematic areas included in the BTR on day

X =

1 of the review week

During- Participate in meetings with TERT In-person Remote

During- Continue to respond to questions from TERT X X

During- Consider recommendations or encouragements received and/or . "

work with TERT to identify capacity-building needs

Credit: UNFCCC
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Expectations from Parties in TER (Part3/3) @) SBIT.csP

TER phase (post-review week)

Post- Answer any remaining questions from the review week within 2

X X
weeks of receipt or 3 weeks for developing countries
Post- Provide comments within 1 month or for developing countries that
need flexibility in light their capacities, within 3 months, from the receipt X X
of the draft report
Post- Coordinate with the technical expert review team and/or the - %
secretariat to finalize the report, as needed
Post- Incorporate the findings from the technical expert review report < %
into a plan to be addressed in a future BTR
Post- Participate in facilitative, multilateral consideration of progress X X
Executed -, . S —— S ’
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Update on the TER Teams engaged- ——

PARTICIPATING EXPERTS

TECHNICAL TEAMS
COMPOSED

PARTIES ALREADY OR BEING
REVIEWED

Executed by: Funded by: Implemented by:
environment copenhagen environment as at 3.1 Mﬂr(:h 2025
programme climate centre gef programme
Credit: UNFCCC




& &) & https//elimate-transparency-platform.org/ask-the-axpe as 3 A &= (Meesjou 3g) - ”,'i

ASK THE EXPERTS 'REQUEST FOR SUPPORT

1’ CLIMATE | OPPORTUNITIES M LOGOUT DASHBOARD  LANGUAGE ASk the experts | Cllmate TranSparenCV

(’)( TRAN§pARENCY THE PLATFORM CBIT-GSP NETWORKS COUNTRIES PROJECTS AGENCIES EXPERTS NEWS & EVENTS KNOWLEDGE CENTRE ‘:l
=’ PLATFORM Platform

Reporting and Review.

Meazurement, Reporting and Verification (MRY) system, and under the Parss Agresment et
framework {ETF).
PSR W

UN Climate Change Transparency

Overview

What's happened in the last half a year

and what's to comel in this
newsletter:

Start 3 public post

& media o, roll

m Recommended

(Pin this post

m Stefania D Annibali - 122
{ e S A
5 x X

€O iz

Reporting and Review | L N
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https://www.linkedin.com/groups/13910606/
https://unfccc.int/reporting-and-review
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/BTR Review Newsletter - Issue 1.pdf
https://climate-transparency-platform.org/ask-the-experts
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Thank you for your attention

Please reach out to us for any question,
comments or suggestions!

O

MENA Regional Network CBIT-GSP Transparency  Global Project Manager CBIT-GSP Project CBIT-GSP Project Officer ~ CBIT-GSP Project CBIT-GSP Project Officer  CBIT-GSP Project Officer

Coordinator Officer Officer Officer
Denis Desgain Susanne KONRAD Francesco Locatelli
Keltoum AIT BELHAJ Khetsiwe KHUMALO  denis-desgain@un.org Freya Milford  susanne.konrad@un.org Juliette Lunel ~ francesco.locatelli@un.org  Alejandro REGATERO
Keltoum.aitbelhaj@un.org  yhetsiwe.khumalo@un.org freya.milford@un.org juliette.lunel@un.org alejandro.regaterolabadia@un.org
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