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Results Bridging the Gap - SLoCaT Survey
Transport NAMAs
March-April 2011



Background to the Survey

Find out how familiar transport and climate
change community is with NAMA concept;

Get opinions on how to implement NAMA concept
in general and for the transport sector;

Get inputs for the formulation of the
workprogram of the joint Bridging the Gap -
SLoCaT working group on transport NAMAs;

Survey was posted on Climate L listerv and sent
out to subscribers of the Bridging the Gap List
serv and the SLoCaT Forum;

Total number of respondents: 84



Results Highlights

Majority or respondents are
familiar with NAMA concept

Respondents work on
transport and climate change
in developing countries

Majority or respondents from
developing countries

Awareness of limited role
CDM in transport, main
problems methodology and its
application, hopeful for post
2012 role for CDM

Flexible approach for NAMAs:
policy or project, national or
local level

At least 2 years to agree on
detailed NAMA guidelines

Proxy indicators for GHG
assessment useful

Mixed views on earmarking of
NAMA funding for transport

Co-benefits should be part of
MRV and should be rewarded

Target group of WG on
Transport NAMAs is broad

WG on transport NAMAs
should provide “how to”
guidance

Broad range of activities
required to advance transport
NAMAs
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How familiar are you with the concept of Nationally Appropriate
Mitigation Actions (NAMAs)?

181 7%

289%

This is the first
time | hear about it

| have heard the
I term and have a general
understanding

| am well aware of
W ehat NAMAS stand for

| consider myself one
145 B of the persons shaping
: the discusszion on MAMAs

| am helping developing
I HAMAS for (my)
country or client

241% 145%

-, S Partnership on Sustainable
QAN [ow Carbon Transport

Majority or respondents are familiar with NAMA concept
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What is your involvement with transport and/or climate change in developing countries?

| am not invalved at all
with transport or climate
change in developi...

I work on climate change
in developing countries
but not on transport

186%(32)

| work on transport in
developing countries but
not on climate change

| work on transport
and climate change in
developing countries

50.6 % (42)

Respondents work on transport and climate change
L Partnership on Sustainable |n deve|0p|ng Count”es

¥ | ow Carbon Transport




| work with:

20

222%(18)

19.2 % (16)

15—

13.6 % (1)

10+

5 —
.[] —
NGO in developing Univarsity in Private sactor Devalopment or other
country developing country developing country Muttilateral Crganzation
Local or national NGO in developed country University in Private sactar Other
govemmeant in developed country developad country

developing country

Majority or respondents from developing countries

Partnership on Sustainable
Low Carbon Transport
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Were you aware that the number of registered transport projects in CDM is
less than 107

384 % (28)

B yes
I no

61.6 % (45)

P Awareness of limited role CDM
]

& Partnership on Sustainable
5 @IS | 0w Carbon Transport
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Which of the following factors help to explain the low participation
of the transport sector in the CDM

Difficulty in designing
methodologies for GHG
reduction measurement

Difficulty in applying
methodologies for GHG
reduction measurement

Validation by the
Methodologies Panel and the
CDM Executive Board

Problems in proving

additionality of CDM related
activities in transport

Limited interest in
developing countries

Limited amount of

CERs generated by
transport projects

Limited understanding of
mitigation potential

in the transport sector
lUnder-representation of
transport sector in climate

change negotiations

Inadequate lobbying by
the transport sector

I not important at all
B zomehow important
B important

B very important

E no opimicn

Main problems methodology and its application




What is your expectation with respect to the future of transport under CDM?

| am hopeful that post 2012 CDM 56.8 % (42)

arrangements will lead to
more transport projects supported under
the CDM

| am pessimistic that on-going discussion
on CDM will resultin tangible changes to
number of transport projects supported
under the CDM

| am not certain

g Fartnership on Sustainable Hopeful for post 2012 role for CDM in transport

N
¥ QAN | ow Carbon Transport
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Interventions that are
of a policy nature

Interventions that consist
of concrete projects

Either policy or
project. or both

no opinion —

In your view, NAMAs should consist of:

189 % (14)

18.9% (14)

L Partnership on Sustainable
¥ | ow Carbon Transport

10 20 30 40 50

Flexible approach for NAMAS: both policy and project



To optimize impact it would be best if NAMAs

are national level

= 270%
policies or measures (20)

are local level

. ; 135 % (10
interventions o)

either national

B9.5 % (44
or local level (44

no opinion —

5

¥ NV i Flexible approach for NAMAs: national or local level
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How loeng do you expect that it will take to develop and agree on a detailed implementation
framework for NAMAs which includes amongst others MRV procedures, financing rules,
registration of emission reductions:

less than one
year from now

mare than one
year from now

more than two
years from now

more than three
years from now

no opinion

149% (1)

L Partnership on Sustainable
¥ | ow Carbon Transport

10 15 20 25 30 35

At least 2 years to agree on detailed NAMA guidelines




One of the difficulties faced by the transport sector in climate financing is to demonstrate the exact
amounts of GHG emission reductions. It has been suggested therefore that the use of proxy indicators
should be allowed as part of MRV procedures for supported transport NAMASs. (Proxy indicators do not

directly measure GHG emission reductions but measure processes/activities which are commonly agreed
to be associated with reduced GHG emissions. For example a larger number of people traveling by bus, or
more people cycling.) What is your view?

50
66.7 % (46)
40
30
20
10
58%(4)
1.47% (1)
04
no, detailed assessments of yes, proxy ‘proxy indicators could | am ot cenian
GHG emission reductions are indicators can be be useful, but GHG

required, even if this will limit
the number of transport
NAMAs

a good way to assessments should be
determine done also to the extent
whether changes  possible’

leading to GHG

= | | emission Use of proxy indicators for GHG
¥\ (o it Taneport = reductions have
s taken place assessment useful




To stimulate the number of supported transport related NAMAs it has been
suggested to "reserve” part of the funding available for NAMAs for the transport
sector. What is your view on linking financing for supported NAMAs to the
contribution made by sector to GHG emissions?

It will stimulate interest
in transport sector

It will run into opposition

from other sectors B Fully Disagree

B Somewhat Disagres
B Somewhat Agree

Looks ggztdr‘?url pﬂpltlar mm Fully Agres
really =
workable in practice B Mo Opinion

Utilization of funds for NAMASs should not
be pre-determined and be left to market
and policy makers in developing countries

Will reduce the overall
impact in terms of GHG
emission reductions

m e Mixed views on earmarking of NAMA funding for transport




Interventions in the transport sector to reduce GHG emissions often have other
benefits which can be more important to local stakeholders than the GHG
benefits. How important is it that such co-benefits are part of the MRV of
supported transport NAMAs and their financing

Co-benefits should
be part of MRV

B Fully disagree
B Somewhat disagres

- Meither disagree
or agree

B Somewhat agree
I Fully agree

Amount of co-benefits realized should
guide level of financial support for NAMA

J@ i o i e Co-benefits should be part of MRV and should be rewarded
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L Partnership on Sustainable
¥ | ow Carbon Transport

What is the importance of the following stakeholders for a working
group on Transport NAMASs

UNFCCC Negotiators

Transport officials in
developing countries

Environment officials
in developing countries

UNFCCC Secretariat

MGOs Universities

Private Sector Carbon
Finance Project Developers

Consultants

Development and other
multilateral organizations

Media

B Very important

B Somewhat important
E Somewhat unimportant
B Very unimportant

Target group of WG on Transport NAMAs is broad




Out of the following activities, what should be the top 3 priorities of the new Transport NAMA
working group (Choose maximum three options)

Encourage countries to
undertake transport MAMAS

Document angoing
efforts to develop
transport MAMAS

Lobby for separate
transport window
under NAMA financing

Propose transport
specific MEV procedures

Document the mitigation
potential in the
transport sector

Analyze failure of
COM for transport

Conduct comparative
analysis between sectors on
suitability for NAMASs

Provide guidance and technical
assistance on the identification,
formulation, evaluation and
implementation of NAMASs in the
transport sector.

J@ il e WG on transport NAMASs should provide “how to” guidance




What is your view on suitability of following approaches to advance
the case for transport NAMASs

Organize side events
at Climate talks

Publish regular in-depth
reports on topic
of transport NAMASs

Publish regular short briefing
papers on specific topics related to
transport NAMAS

B Very suitable
I Suitable
B Somewhat suitable

In-country or regional workshops S Somewhat Unsuitsble

with key stakeholders separate from

climate talks B Unsuitable
B Very unsuitable
Develop Pilot MAMAS
Develop website
with information on
transport MAMAS
Lobby with NAMA funders
a0
i Partnership on Sustainable S .
FaXA 0w Carbon Transport Broad range of activities required to advance transport NAMAS




