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Pz B @ Questions for this session
— |s it feasible to develop a TOC for transformation?
— How to evaluate transformation while it unfolds?

— How to make such evaluation useful?

— How to make such evaluation cost effective?
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In addition, support to Cook Islands, Gambia, Kribati, Marshall Islands, Niger, Palau, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Tongo and Tuvalu.
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Billions of tons of carbon emitted per year

Make up 15%

of Earth’s surface

Home to 50%

of land-based species

Why forests matter?
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The problem

Sourcel Kuznets, S. 1955. Economic growth and income inequality. American Economic Review 45, 1-28.
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The need for evaluation is clear
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1@ Evaluation and monitoring challenges
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Fragmentation

Similar suboptimal TOC
Disjointed M&E systems
Costly baselines and
measurments
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UNit's dleéomplex system...and we are monitoring
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only a small corner...




PRO RAMME SOIUtiOn:
) ot K (65 . :
PEETET anintegrated evaluation framework

- Meta-results framework

- Align interventions

- Unique resource of Goal,
Impact, Outcomes,
Outputs

- Common indicators,
baselines, MoV
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@« Benefits of the meta-results framework

ldentify gaps for higher level results

Facilitate alignment, coordination, clarity

Reduce costs

Address causality and attribution challenge
Compelling reporting for political and financial support

Ultimately track and support the “elusive”
transformation

All of this needs to be done avoiding transaction costs
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Process

We are just getting started!

Development of a meta results framework

Consultation with Development of
stakeholders an options paper



@ Few kick off questions

— |s it feasible to develop a TOC for transformation?
— How to evaluate transformation while it unfolds?
— How to make such evaluation useful?

— How to make such evaluation cost effective?

— What overall feedback do you have ?

— Any specific suggestions?

— Benefits, opportunities, potential risks?
— How to make it cost effective?

—alternative short-hand definitions for “meta result
framework”?
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UHow eguntry level inputs and outputs contribute
@==tf fiational and global level outcomes and
Impacts

Inputs > Impacts

National REDD+

2{:3;221 dmbes Country level Global level
y : outcomes and outcomes and

Technical
Support and
Capacity

bilateral and
Development

from UN-REDD

multi-lateral Impacts impacts

initiatives

which, when aggregated
across participating
countries, deliver...

which collectively

contributes to... deliver...



