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PEI| Asia-Pacific Results Framework

Impact:

Eradication of poverty and significant reduction of inequality and exclusion

Reduction in environmental degradation and increase in environmental assets & services

—r—

Development Outcome (e.g. Number of new jobs created through management of natural
resources, ecosystem services, chemicals and waste, disaggregated by sex)

—r—

PEl Intended Outcome:

Enhanced implementation of pro-poor environmentally sound development policies, plans and budgets

PEIl process-oriented outcome indicators (e.g. level of application of P-E tools)

/ |

P-E approaches Cross-sectoral
and tools for budget and

policies, plans expenditure
and processes, and

environment-
economic
accounting
systems
institutionalised

coordination

\

Inform country,
regional and
global
development
programming by
the UN and
Member States




Why are environment assets important for

human wellbeing?

Ecosystems services

Suppomng
Nutrient cycling

*  Soil formation

= Primary
production

Provisioning

* Food

*  Fresh water

* ‘Wood and fibre
= Fuel

Environment
Asset base

Regulating

= Climate
regulating

* Flood regulating

* Disease
prevention

* Water
purification

Constituents of human

wellbeing

SEcurrtv
Personal safety

*  Secure resource
55615

*  Security from
disasters

Cultwral
AMesthetic
Spiritual
Educational
Recreational

RN |

Lifa of earth - biodiversity

Tlows

Basic material for good

life

= Adeguate livelihoods

*  Sufficient nutritious
food

*  Shelter

= Agcess to goods

Hcah.h
Strength
*  Feeling well

= Access toclean air
and water

Good social relations

= Saclal cohesion
*=  Mutual respect
*  Ability to help

athers

Freedom of
choice and
action
Dpportunity
to be able to
achieve what
an individual
values being
and doing

Indicators of pro-poor
economic growth

Production, consumption, incoma,
Tevenue generation, cost savings,
investment and trade flows, GDP.
balance of payments, foreign
exchange earnings, access to and
availability of clean water,
sanitation, food, shalter, enargy,
healthcare, .

60% of ecosystem services are being degraded or used unsustainably
(Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2005)




The Environments of Poverty

Spatial Distribution of Environmental Poverty (2005 and 2020; $1)
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Environmental preservation

-
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Win-Lose Win-Win o
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Environmental manage- Sustainable livelihoods m
ment excluding local com- (e.g., agriculture, forestry, g
munities (e.g., eco-tourism, fisheries, ecosystem man- o
energy projects, forestry) agement, climate adapta- g
tion) D)
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. —t

Lose-Lose Lose-Win A
Lack of environmental Short-term livelihoods =
management affecting the | (e.g., over-grazing, over- %
poor (e.g., environmental fishing, deforestation) >
risks, climate change, envi- o
ronmental health issues) S

Poverty reduction



Vulnerability, Adaptive capacity, Resilience

* Vulnerability in a disaster context: relative degree of ‘risk,
susceptibility, resistance and resilience’ to a hazard event or
disaster (mcentire, 2001)

* Vulnerability of whom: social and natural system

» Adaptive capacity: ‘the extent to which a system can modify its
circumstances to move to a less vulnerable condition’ (Luers et al, 2003)

* Resilience as the qualities that enable an individual, community or
organisation to cope with, adapt to and recover from a disaster
event (Buckle et al, 2000; Horne, 1997; Mallak, 1998; Pelling and Uitto, 2001; Riolli and Savicki, 2003).

Source: E. P. Dalziell, S. T. McManus
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Figure 1. Sustainable livelihoods framework
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From Risk and Vulnerability to “Resilience”

How to translate the concept “resilience” into practice?

e.g. Community Based Resilience Analysis (CoBRA)

Baseline CoBRA TIME
Assessment

Over time, various factors influence the resilience of communities to shocks and stresses.
Those that are able to bounce back to their condition in the pre-crisis period, or even
improve their situation, may be considered resilient.



IFAD Multi-dimensional Poverty Assessment

- HHs’ exposure
HH FI) d 1 Food & Nutrition Security
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Levels of CCA integration




Mainstreaming into budgeting
processes

Eg. budget
expenditure reports
include explicit

reporting on dimate ™\

expenditures

and impacts that

are presented to
parliament and fed
into planning and
budgeting processes

Eg. line ministries
establish dimate-
related key

performance /

indicators that
enable them to
account for the
performance of
climate expenditure

PUBLIC
CLIMATE
FINANCE

E.g. budget requests
from different

__ministries integrate

climate change across
their programmes
and overall budget
formulation explicitly
includes dimate
change investment

E.g. treasury utilizes
a budget marking
* system, developed

with the budget
department, to
allow for dimate
expenditure to be
tracked

Source: Palmer et al. 2014.




Poverty-Environment-Climate

Mainstreaming tools

Institutional context analysis
Economic valuation

Cost-Benefit analysis

Poverty and Social Impact Analysis
Public expenditure reviews
Strategic Environmental assessment
Ecosystem assessment

Vulnerability assessment (factors shaping vulnerability, critical for policy
interventions, guiding resource allocation based on selected indicators
and indices)

Community risk assessment

Coping capacities and resilience strategies at local level
Spatial planning

Participatory planning

Integrated modelling tools




Thank you for your attention and to our donors:

B

NORWEGIAN MINISTRY
OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

European Union Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
GOBIERNO MINISTERIO C / / -
i = e G %% Sida
Spanish Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Cooperation Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency
N L
2N
uKaid

UK Department for International Development

WWww.unpei.org



