Voluntary REDD+ Database: Technical Working Document
This document provides additional technical information to support the Voluntary REDD+ Database Draft concept note of 10 July 2010.
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1. Database structure and function
a. Phase 1
The phase 1 database builds directly onto the existing work summarised in the REDD+ Financing and Activities Survey. The original questionnaire would be distributed regularly to the same set of respondents (e.g. every six months), and the data entered into the database by its manager. The questionnaire would also be made available online for third-party respondents. An online interface would enable simple queries to be undertaken by any website visitor.

This simple system would have a relatively low cost, can be rapidly constructed, and builds directly on this existing work. It would have basic utility for the financing gap analysis. Some disadvantages in terms of data quality would be that the original survey omits private sector organisations, and that much of the survey information is held within the textual responses to the questions in Part 2. These have been interpreted differently by different respondents, making query, summary and comparison challenging. 
An indicative structure using three tables and fields based closely on the survey questions can be seen in Figure 1. A “Country or Organisation” table would hold information from the survey respondent that is not directly related to financing commitments: background information, the responses to the Part 2 questions, and for developing countries, the estimates of the amount of finance still required to support the different categories of activity (Figure 1).

Figure 1: Table relationship structure for Phase 1 – indicative scheme
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A single “Commitments and Agreements” table would be used to store both information from financing countries, other institutions and from REDD+ implementing countries. Unallocated funds (commitments) would be entered in the same table as allocated funds (agreements), so that it is easy to sum total commitments, but many fields would not be populated in these cases. Once allocated, the type of destination of the finance (multilateral, bilateral or internal) would be identified to allow summing as in the Finance and Activities Survey. Where a REDD+ country is providing its own finance, it would be listed in both the Financing country field and the Recipient country field, and the “destination type” identified as internal. 

An alternative approach would be to create separate tables for commitments (and agreements) made by developed, developing countries and other funds and institutions. However, the first suggested approach requires the data manager to resolve any inconsistencies in information on financing reported by donor and REDD countries, by contacting both parties for clarification, which will help to avoid double-counting of commitments and agreements in the financing gap analysis.

A data originator table stores information about the contact point for the survey.
When the table is updated, the old rows are archived in a duplicate set of tables.
b. Phase 2
In the phase 2 version, the survey would be adapted and scope expanded as described in the concept note. These changes would be agreed with the interim REDD+ Partnership to ensure fitness in meeting the stated objectives of the database on transparency, coordination and gap analysis of financing. 

The database structure, query and data entry interfaces will be updated to reflect the additional content. The primary tables would now record information about REDD+ programmes, projects as well as commitments and agreements, organisations involved, and data originators (the individuals that provide data). REDD+ activities will include programmatic actions such as capacity building or design of national strategies, and project actions such as demonstration projects. Not all projects are likely to fall into a specified national programme of work: for example, sometimes projects have been initiated in advance of a country’s national REDD+ strategy. 

The database will now involve a mixture of mandatory and optional fields; indicative fields and table relationships are shown in Figure 2. Additional tables may be required, for example to cover the likelihood that one programme or project may have multiple activities, but for simplicity these sub-tables and one-to-many relationships are not shown in the Figure. A look-up table used to store the set of codes and meanings used in each categorical field is also omitted for simplicity. 
Commitments would be treated in much the same way as in the first phase, but where a firm agreement has been made, this commitment would be associated with the Programme table (either identifying a programme of work within a specified country or a cross-cutting programme such as promotion of south-south cooperation). Multiple funding agreements may be dedicated to the same national REDD+ Programme. 
For continuity with the Financing and Activities Survey, the Project and Programme tables would use the same financing categories as those in the survey. To identify the extent of different REDD+ activities taking place on the ground, each table would also identify the use of Reducing Deforestation, Reducing Forest Degradation, Conservation of Forest Carbon Stocks, Sustainable Management of Forest and Enhancement of Forest Carbon Stocks, with specific approaches listed in the Project table.

Both Programme and Project tables would also include additional information such as stakeholder involvement, anticipated and achieved carbon emissions reductions, and other specified results. These fields would allow initial analysis of the effectiveness of REDD+ action.
Fields labelled P2 Q1 – 3 in the ‘Country or Organisation’ table represent the detailed textual responses to the original survey. These would be replaced by multiple fields, following an analysis and breakdown of the content of country responses to these questions.

Figure 2: Table relationship structure for Phase 2 – indicative scheme; data originator will see a series of forms designed for intuitive and straightforward data entry with information organised by topic. 
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2. Mockup of phase 2 interface

The concept note links to a Proof of Concept interface demonstrating some of the basic capability that will be available in phase 1 (http://foris.fao.org/casestudies/ with login as user: vrd, password: vrd). 

In phase 2, the initial screen could offer a choice between access to summary statistics, or more detailed query of data sheets. A log-in option could be made available for trusted users to edit their own data sheets (Figure 3).

Figure 3: Phase 2 mockup: entry screen
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Once a selection is made, the next screen would display summary results in a global or national tab, or provide access to the raw data sheet. Further query options would be made available to allow different views of the data (Figure 4).

Figure 4: Phase 2 mockup: results screen

[image: image4.png]Voluntary-REDD+ Database

| Improving the tre

ansparency and coordination of REDD+ actions and suppo

REDD+ Global Summary ] (REDD+ National Summary) (

REDD+ Data Sheets |

USS$ (million)

FCPF
UNREDD.
National Govt
e Total

Upto2010

w7

© X000000K 00X 300000 2010 | Site Map | Condit

~ Select Parameters ——————————

Demosralc Repubicof Congo i
Selod Funding Pefiod ]
Seled Map Type ]

N v
V]

 Select Data to Display

Funding by Activity Type
Funding by Funding Period
Funding by Source

Funding by Forest Area

J

(Original Datasheet) (Advanced Query

Interim REDD+ Partnership

ns of Use | FAQs





3. Common terminology (‘ubiquitous language’)

This is a work in progress, aiming to establish defined common terms for use in the database and its web platform.
1. Ubiquitous language
2. Candidate terms
Ubiquitous language

	REDD
	(Reducing Emissions from Deforestation and Forest Degradation). An effort to create a financial value for the carbon stored in forests, offering incentives for developing countries to reduce emissions from deforestation and forest degradation, including through investing in low-carbon paths to sustainable development.

	REDD+ 
	Includes the role of conservation, sustainable management of forests and enhancement of forest carbon stocks.

	REDD+ partnership
	An interim platform for REDD+ country governments to take immediate action to scale up REDD+ actions and finance, while a future mechanism under the UNFCCC is negotiated and implemented.

	Voluntary REDD+ database
	A publicly available database of REDD+ financing, actions and results.

	Country/institution
	A party that can make a commitment, be a partner in an agreement or implement an action.

	· Focal point
	A focal point within a country/institution for REDD+.

	Country/institution type
	The type of a country/institution.

	· REDD-eligible country
	A country eligible to participate in the REDD+ mechanism through reducing emissions (i.e. non-Annex I countries under UNFCCC).

	· REDD+ country
	A REDD-eligible country choosing to participate in the REDD+ mechanism.

	· Non-REDD+ country
	A country not eligible to participate in REDD+ through reducing emissions.

	· Intergovernmental institution
	An institution composed of sovereign states or of other intergovernmental institutions.

	· International non-governmental institution
	An institution of individuals or of other institutions, operating independently from any government for a worldwide or regional action.

	· National non-governmental institution
	An institution of individuals or of other institutions, operating independently from any government for a national action.

	Financial agreement
	A formal agreement between two countries/institutions that include a financial transfer and stated objectives.

	· Funding country/institution
	The country/institution with a funding role within the financial agreement.

	· Receiving country/institution
	The country/institution with a receiving role within the financial agreement.

	· Financing pledge
	A pledge from a funding country/institution to fund an financial agreement.

	Action
	

	· Implementing country/institution
	The country/institution implementing an action.

	· Targets/Objectives
	The objectives of an action.

	· Category
	The category of an action, as defined in the REDD+ Financing and Activities survey.

	· Time frame
	

	· Allocated financing
	Funds allocated to implement an action.

	· Expenditure
	Funds used in implementation of an action.

	Result
	The result of an implemented action.

	· Carbon result
	

	Commitment
	


Candidate terms

Terms frequently used in the REDD+ Financing and Activities survey and in discussions around the REDD+ database, not being part of the Ubiquitous language:

	Disbursement
	

	Budget
	

	Activity
	

	· Planned
	

	· Implemented
	

	Result based
	

	Performance based
	


