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Mandate for the registry 

• The COP decided to establish a registry to record nationally
appropriate mitigation actions (1/CP.16)

• The COP also decided that the registry should be developed as a
dynamic, web-based platform managed by a dedicated team in the
secretariat (2/CP.17)

• Participation is voluntary and only the registry contains only
information that has been submitted specifically for recording.



Registry development timeline

• Interim facility in August 2012

• Fully functional prototype deployed in April 2013

• Feedback on prototype from Parties received prior to the June sessions in 2013

• First version of the web based registry was deployed in October 2013. 

• Second version of the web based registry was deployed in March 2014.

• This includes improvements suggested by parties and all content is accessible by the 
public 



Challenges and opportunities 

• The registry is now fully deployed. 

• COP 18 invited developed country Parties, the entity or entities entrusted with the
operation of the financial mechanism, including the Global Environment Facility and the
Green Climate Fund, multilateral, bilateral and other public donors, and private and non–
governmental organizations that are in position to do so, to submit, as appropriate,
information on financial, technology and capacity-building support available and/or
provided for the preparation and/or implementation of nationally appropriate mitigation
actions

• COP 18 Invited developing country Parties to submit, as appropriate, information on
further individual nationally appropriate mitigation actions seeking international
support and other individual nationally appropriate mitigation actions, for their recognition



Registry fundamentals: structure

Interface

•Submit NAMAs (support)

•Submit NAMAs (recognition)

•Submit info on support

•Browse information

•Perform queriesSupport

Database

Support

NAMAs for support

NAMAs for recognition
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Registry fundamentals: Open registry



Closed registry



Open registry



Open registry



Overview of registry content in 2013

• These statistics are as at 14 April 2014

• As the web-based registry is less than one year old this information should be seen 
as indicative rather than a comprehensive

• Further analysis is available in the annual report of the registry



Overview of registry content in 2013: Summary of registry participation 

• A significant number of entities have registered in the prototype phase 
of the registry  

• Participation was higher on the NAMA side of the registry than the 
support side

NAMAs
Number of NAMA approvers 69
Number of NAMA developers 1
Number of NAMA entries 43

Support
Number of support editors 23
Number of support entries 8



Overview of registry content in 2013: Registry participation characterised by NAMA approver access rights

• By region, 30%-60% of developing countries requested access rights



Overview of registry content in 2013: Registry participation characterised  by NAMA entries

• Significantly fewer have gone the step further of creating an entry in the registry   
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Overview of registry content in 2013: Characterization of NAMA entries by type

• The majority of NAMA entries are seeking support and the majority of 
these are seeking support for implementation



Overview of registry content in 2013: Characterization of NAMA entries by type

• Types of support needed is different by region



Overview of registry content in 2013: Characterization of NAMAs by sector

• The energy supply sector is the sector relevant to most NAMA entries



Overview of registry content in 2013: Characterization of NAMAs by technology

• Energy efficiency is the technology relevant to most NAMA entries



Overview of registry content in 2013: Support sought for NAMAs by type and grouping

UNFCCC Regional 
Groupings by NAMA 

Category 

Sum of Financial 
support 

(thousands of 
USD) 

Sum of Technology 
support (thousands of 

USD) 

Sum of Capacity 
building support 

(thousands of USD) 

NAMAs seeking support 
for preparation 5,555 1,472 1,450 

African States 480 260 800 
Asia-Pacific States 3,400 1,212 600 
Eastern European States No entries for this region 
Latin America and 
Caribbean States 1,675 No entries for this 

region 50 

NAMAs seeking support 
for implementation 4,168,000 20,000a 11,500 

African States No entries for this region 
Asia-Pacific States 380,700 20,000 10,000 

Eastern European States 3,227,000 No entries for this 
region 

No entries for this 
region 

Latin America and 
Caribbean States 560,600 No entries for this 

region 1,500 

Grand Total 4,173,000 21,470 12,950 



Overview of registry content in 2013: Type of financial support sought

• Grant funding is the type of financial support most commonly sought by NAMAs



Asia Pacific and Eastern Europe: registry users



Asia pacific and Eastern Europe: Registered NAMAs 

• 26 NAMAs (e.g. over 50 per cent of all NAMAs)

• 21 come from 2 countries: 8 from Serbia and 

13 from Serbia

• 5 other countries have submitted NAMAs

• Out of 63 countries 7 (11%) have recorded 

NAMAs



Asia pacific and Eastern Europe: Registered NAMAs 



Challenges and opportunities 

• Limited use and level of participation: the registry needs to contain a critical mass of 
information to be effective

• Improving information accuracy and completeness : registry content needs to be reliable 
and complete for the registry to be effective

• Limitations of final registry design: Functionality of registry determined by Parties but the 
secretariat received limited feedback from Parties on the design of the registry, in 
particular on the templates used for creating entries



Challenges and opportunities 

• It is recommended that Parties and others who may benefit from the registry:

a) Find ways to increase their level of participation in the registry, including obtaining 
access rights and creating registry entries. For developing country Parties , the ability 
to decentralize the preparation of NAMAs through NAMA developer access rights 
may facilitate participation

b) Take steps to ensure that their entries in the registry are accurate, complete and up-
to-date

c) Continue to provide the secretariat with suggestions for improving the registry, with 
their related capacity-building needs and to make use of relevant technical resources



Challenges and opportunities 

• The secretariat will continue to support for the registry, within the restrictions of mandate 
and budget:

a) Capacity building through regional NAMA workshops

a) Development of technical resources requested by Parties

b) Outreach activities with potential providers of support and proponents of supported 
NAMAs

c) Providing direct support to individual registry users

d) Improving the registry platform



Break out group discussion

• How would you assess the level of 
participation of countries from the region 
in the registry?

• What would be the main barriers 
preventing broader use?

• What would you propose to address 
them?



UNFCCC secretariat - Mitigation, Data and Analysis Programme
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Annual report on registry operation: 
FCCC/CP/2013/INF.2

To view the registry visit: 
http://unfccc.int/cooperation_support/nama/items/7476.php

To gain access to create entries and for queries: NAMA-
registry@unfccc.int 


