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Background 
• An initiative of the REDD+ Partnership, 

launched in 2010 (before Cancun 
Agreements) 

• Built on initial assessment of REDD+ 
finance conducted by Australia, France 
and Papua New Guinea in 2010. 

 

• Aims 

– improve transparency around 
REDD+ finance, in the context of FSF 

–  support efforts to identify and 
analyse gaps and overlaps in REDD+ 
financing 

– help share experiences on REDD+ 

  

 

 

 

http://reddplusdatabase.org/  

http://reddplusdatabase.org/


Scope of the VRD  

• Diversity of funding sources 

• Different funding types  

• Tracks finance for all REDD+ Phases, from readiness to 
implementation and results-based 

• All funding Stages (Pledges to Disbursements) 

• Starting year 2006 …extends to 2020 

• Standardized reporting format 

• Voluntary reports from both funders and recipients 

 

 
 

  

  

 

 

 



Operation 
• Data reported voluntarily by Partnership countries and 

institutions 

• Design and management by the Programme Team (PT) of 
the UN-REDD Programme following on-going guidance of 
the REDD+ Partnership 

• Data collection & management 

• Web Interface 

• Data analysis & communication 

• Linkages with related initiatives 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 



 Data Collection and Management: 
Voluntary reporting process 

 

 

 
 

• Launched annually to VRD focal points 

• 76 partner countries 

• 18 institutions 

• Format 

• Online (+ Excel) 

• 3 languages 
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Data Collection: Questionnaire 
development, launch and reporting round 

2010 Aug - Nov 

Data entry of Oslo 
survey information 

Launch of the VRD 

2011 March  

Launch of 1st 
Q.  

2012 March-
April 

Completion 
of data 

collection 
exercise 

2012 May-
July  

Develop of 
online Q. 

2012 Nov. 

Data 
collection 
completed 

2012 Dec. 

1st Analytic 
Report 

2013 May-
Jul. Develop 

of Q. 

2014 Feb. 
Data 

collection 
completed 

2012 July  

Launch of 
2nd 

Q.  

2013 August  

Launch of 
3rd 

Q.  



 

• Core reporting unit ‘arrangements’  

• One funder and one recipient by 
arrangement 

• Fields of the questionnaire 

 Mandatory: flow; name; years; title; 
commitment 

 Non-mandatory: disbursements; 
funder/recipient, financing type; REDD+ 
phases; types of action; beneficiary 
countries; description; additional notes; 
beneficiary countries; FSF finance  

 

 

  

 

 

 

Type of data collected 



Data Collection: Challenges 
• Identification of VRD focal points 

• Focal points availability 

• Reported difficulties in data sourcing  

• Reported difficulties in internet access  

• Ensure clear and harmonized understanding of the 
categories/entries of the VRD 

• Implications to overall quality of dataset when changes to 
scope of data collection are implemented each year 

• Difficulties in using a standard data collection format 

• Working towards consistency between reports from funders 
and recipients 



Addressing discrepancies 

Funders  Recipients 

• Liaising  between funder 
and recipient Focal Points 
 
•Capacity building 
workshops;  
 
• Collaborating with other 
REDD+ funding tracking 
institutions 
 

 
 
 



VRD website 
 
http://reddplusdatabase.org/  

 

 

 
• First coordinated attempt at 

transparency of REDD+ finance via 
public website 

• Components: 

• information reported by funders 

• Information reported by 
recipients 

• Global overview and information 
by country & institution 

– Arrangements list 

– Graphs and stats 

– Maps 

• FSF report 

• Data download function 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://reddplusdatabase.org/
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Summary 
 

1. Online reporting is efficient, although limitations in accessibility 
require flexible process 

2. Process of communication with individual country/institution is 
useful for encouraging data submission 

3. Quality Assurance process essential 

4. Dedicated resources and capacity to administer the platform is 
crucial 

 

 

 



Thank you! 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 


