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Forest Carbon Partnership Facility (FCPF):
Readiness Plan Idea Note (R-PIN) — External Review Form

May 28, 2008

Guidelines for Reviewers:

1) This review form is a record of your review, which may be disclosed for transparency. Plg@se bear that in mind
when filling it out.

2) Please summarize your comments-- address whatever you feel is important.

3) Please evaluate and mark (score) each of the 5 Summary Assessment review criteriay formation
Memorandum, the Participants Committee Selection Criteria, and the number i as requested
in the right-hand column. Select a mark from the following scale: NA: Inadequately
addresses criterion. 2: Barely addresses criterion. 3: Average, or ade 4: Good job
of addressing criterion. 5: Excellent job of addressing criterion.

1) Country submitting the R-PIN: [ HONDURAS ]
2) Date of Review: 13 February 2009
3) Name and affiliation of R-PIN Reviewer: TAP Review Synth
l. Summary Assessment of the Quality an of the R-PIN:
Mark
(score):
SUM:

Il. Participants Committee Selection Criteria: Information

Relevance of country in REDD context: Priority to countries with: (i) substantial forest area and
forest carbon stocks; and (ii) relevance of forests in economy, including livelihoods of forest
dwellers and Indigenous Peoples:
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Geographic and biome balance: across the world’s main forest biomes.

Variety of approaches: Proposed innovative approaches to tackling deforestation and degradation;
methods; testing new mechanisms and distribution of REDD revenues; and/or regionally important
leadership.

lll. Detailed Review of R-PIN Responses to Template Questions;

Please review the R-PIN quality and completeness in terms of addressing the major questions in FCPF IN
template.

1. Government focal point, and ownership and consultation in producing the R-PI
A clear definition of the country focal point. There is a large list of contributors and parti
no information in specific areas each one has contributed. In the list of workshop w:
ngos, communities and others.

ants in k ut there is
now much about who are

2. ldentification of institutions responsible for: forest monitoring, la
coordination across forest, agriculture and rural development:

3. Current country situation:

Where do deforestation and forest degradation occur i imates of greenhouse gas emissions, data

Country needs to improve this infor
Statistic Institute regarding the for.

5. Current strategy in place to a
used to arrive at it?

rams of PRONAFOR, analysis could be helpful. There is a need to have

There is no analysis about t
ici of representative of civil society link to forest activity. No analysis on each of the policies

specific example

6. Wha ceded tgireduce deforestation and forest degradation?

Has cg potential relationship between REDD strategies and country’s broader development
agenda?

There i es and issues without details and analysis; they need to work on it.

Has any te assistance been received, or is planned on REDD?
Assistance has been received from NGOs and German cooperation agency but clear idea of their future contribution.
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7. What stakeholder consultation process would country use for developing and implementing REDD under
FCPF support?

Good information about the experience in consultation process which can be used for REDD. Would be
interesting to have any specific information regarding rules for participation or consultation.

8. Implementing REDD strategies: challenges to introducing effective REDD strategies, and
overcome? Would performance-based payments though REDD be a major incentive for i
coherent strategy to tackle deforestation?

There is a need for additional information even the summary stated is interesting.

w might they be
ementing a more

9. REDD strategy monitoring and implementation:
How forest cover and land use change are monitored today, and any const

Lack of human and technical capacity, equipment and budget as well. What
is a need of more explanation on the strategy to be considering (6). If
with a Spanish RPIN.

10. Additional benefits of potential REDD strategy, and hgWw i “Spiodiversity and rural livelihood?
The information need to be clearly organized with more analysis. W derstand the link of hydroelectric power with

dy co Arating with country on REDD.
r relevant‘institutions.

12. Donors and international
Clear technical support from

chedule:




