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Informal Note: list of some views by KCI Members with 
comments 

Enhancing the capacity and understanding of Parties, 
through collaboration and input from stakeholders, on the 
assessment and analysis of the impacts of the implementation 
of response measures to facilitate the undertaking of 
economic diversification and transformation and just 
transition 

Views expressed 

The KCI took note of the discussion and views expressed at the KCI 3 meeting. Views expressed below do not reflect 
consensus from the KCI, nor do they necessarily convey views from more than one KCI member.  

I. Views on experience and best practices to consider the impacts 
of response measures in policy making 

1. Inclusive processes involving relevant actors and ensuring adequate institutional 
capacity are key for a successful transition, as the better outcomes are achieved when they 
are mobilized at an early stage. 

2. Dialogues with affected stakeholders areis important to better understand concerns of 
affected people while programming and implementing development of climate mitigation 
policies and programmes. This also contributes to enhance understanding and capacity.  

3. United States Eenvironmental Pprotection Aagency and its climate change adaptation 
research resource centre uses an online database, which has consolidated a range of strategies 
and is designed to inform and assist different local communities and in identifying a possible 
ways to address current and future climate related threats, and working on different aspects 
ofparticularly those related to air, water,  and waste and public -health issues that might come 
up.  

4. Norwegian government set up an independent expert group for transformation and 
diversification, which organize a number of meetings with different industry groups, unions 
etc. Each industry group provided roadmap on how to transform and diversify their activities 
which are were processed by the expert group into a paper report for the government 
consideration. As of now there are two sets of roadmaps. Just transition is one of the 
important parts of this report. As of now the second iteration of the roadmaps has been 
developed. 

5. Energy-Economy-Environment (E3) model was used to run quantitative analysis to 
assess the impact of response measures  

II. Views related to sharing information and best practices to 
enhance capacity 

6. KCI and Forum are good mechanisms to share national experiences.  

were 
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7. The ILO’s country assessment reports areis a good example of tools that could be 
useful  

8. Awareness raising should be donecan be strengthened by sharing knowledge together 
with assessment results to understand and demonstrate how the impacts of response measures 
occur in different countries.  

9. The KCI could disseminate knowledge about the possible input, as well as the risk 
assessments and cause benefits exercise to provide the better understanding of the 
information on the possible consequences, as well as the possible steps to be undertaken in 
order to meet the challenges which come from the impacts of the different response measures.  

10. KCI should prioritize developing developing and sharing case studies from Parties, 
particularly developing country Parties from developing countries on both just transition as 
well as economic diversification and transformation, to understand the challenges faced in 
planning and implementing just transition. Such assessment studies can be used to share the 
information and capacity building.  

11. The capacity building programs should should be conducted couldbe at national 
and/or/ regional levels, among others, for economic diversification and, strategic 
planning.;gGovernance structures and state capacity to implement just transition actions, 
while engaging  involving may involve all relevant stakeholders at different levels, policy 
makers, decision takers, governmental, academia, NGOs and private sector and civil society.  

12. KCI should engage to present positive examples of just transition and other forms of 
climate actions. UN and other multilateral organizations are already finding these positive 
exampleswhich also concluded rights-based approaches to local national and international 
policies promotes policy coherence legitimacy and sustainable outcomes.  

13. International cooperation could contribute to the identification and sharing of best 
practices and experiences of countries that have successfully diversified their economies. 
Non-domestic barriers could also be identified, such as trade barriers, along with ways in 
which the international community could facilitate increased foreign investment and support 
in the form of technology transfer and financial support. Non-domestic barriers could also be 
identified, such as trade barriers, along with ways in which the international community could 
facilitate increased foreign investment and support in the form of technology transfer and 
financial support.  

14. The emergence of additional jobs necessitates new competencies and shifts in 
occupational demand. There is a critical need to focus on training and education policies that 
facilitate job transitions and improve workers’ employability. It is important to expand the 
offer of training and job relocation to workers and individuals beyond those that are directly 
working in the company that is closing, since businesses along the value chain are often 
smaller and more vulnerable. It should include the consideration of the social implications of 
the transition across all sectors and communities.  

III. Views on role of KCI for capacity building - General 

15. KCI should take the leadership in the constituted bodies and relay information to the 
forum about enhancing capacity and existing methods or tools.  

16. The KCI should consider how its work can contribute to take climate mitigation 
actions and raise ambition  

16.17. The KCI should collaborate with other agencies to develop modelling tools, a training 
framework and training modules on assessment and analysis which can be used for country 
level training programs. 
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IV. Views related to capacity building related to tools and 
methodologies for understanding assessment of impacts of 
response measures and possible ways to engage with 
stakeholders on capacity building 

17.18. The One member indicated that onestepwise approach for understanding the impacts 
of response measures should could be to collect the response measures, categorize them based 
on domestic and cross border impacts and then assess how to address impacts of these various 
categories of response measures.So, having an inventory of response measures could be one 
of the short-term deliverables of KCI.  

19. Both quantitative and qualitative methodological approaches are useful and 
complement each other when performing assessment and analysis of impacts of 
implementation of response measures.  

20. Qualitative analysis tools are equally as important as quantitative tools because they 
can help us understand impacts that are not clear from quantitative analysis and show us 
additional dimensions of impacts. 

18. There are existing tools and methodologies which are used by countries in their policy 
planning e.g. national accounts, input output tables, social accounting matrixes. However, 
these tools are not designed to address the questions which are required to understand the 
impacts of mitigation policies. There is a need to start from these existing tools with first step 
to address the data gaps for example disaggregation of the energy sector data to renewable 
and non-renewable, construction sector data to green and non-green construction. Building 
on the existing national tools has the benefit of national ownership which is critical and also 
allows for local capacity building.  

19.21. KCI should could connect to existing quorums for alike the NDC partnership where 
groups of organisations provides support to countries on designing and implementing their 
NDCs including integration of just transition dimensions in NDCs e.g. UNDP is providing 
support to Nigeria, Zimbabwe, etc. KCI can build the bridges and create synergies among 
existing programs and help better use of resources and complementarity.  

20.22. Intergovernmental organizations are also reaching out to GCF and GEF to finance 
work on just transition. The KCI’s work to enhance in its capacity and understanding could 
help request to make realize those in charge of climate finance programs to understand the 
importance of supporting analytical work in to understand theing impacts of response 
measures that this is also part of climate action. It would help scale up work supported by 
intergovernmental organizations.  

21.23. ILO as part of framework agreement with UNFCCC is supporting establishment of 
regional training hub on assessing the impact of the climate change policies. The first regional 
hub for Africa has been established in partnership with the university of Pretoria. This 
training hub held training for 7 African countries with funding and technical contributions of 
the African Development Bank, UNDP, GIZ and other organizations.  

24. KCI should consider ways to leverage the technical capacity and resources which is 
within the UN system including UNDP, ILO, UNITAR etc. It will also be useful for KCI to 
engage with a large number of organizations outside the UN system including research 
organizations, universities, national academic institutions in etc.  

25. KCI in its capacity can also request to encourage those agencies responsible for 
country support in design, development and implementation of climate strategies to support 
work related to understanding impacts of response measures e.g.  

(a) UNDP should be encouraged to include capacity building on assessment and 
analysis in their country support programs 

(b) World Bank is encouraged to enhance their support on data generation/ 
household survey in developing countries, for generation of input-output tables or social 
accounting matrix which are basis for most of the impact assessment studies. 
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(a)(c) Agencies like GTAP (the Global Trade Analysis Project),which generates 
global economic database (the GTAP Data Base) for use by the wide research community to 
study prospective international economic policy, should be encouraged to include more 
accurate and expanded data for developing countries which are relevant to issues around 
climate policies e.g., GHG emissions data, labour and skills related data, data related to other 
social indicators 

22. KCI in its capacity can also request to encourage those agencies responsible for 
country support in design, development and implementation of climate strategies to support 
work related to understanding impacts of response measures e.g.  

(a) UNDP should be encouraged to include capacity building on assessment and 
analysis in their country support programs 

(b) World Bank is encouraged to enhance their support on data generation/ 
household survey in developing countries, for generation of input-output tables or social 
accounting matrix which are basis for most of the impact assessment studies. 

(c) Agencies like GTAP (the Global Trade Analysis Project),which generates 
global economic database (the GTAP Data Base) for use by the wide research community to 
study prospective international economic policy, should be encouraged to include more 
accurate and expanded data for developing countries which are relevant to issues around 
climate policies e.g., GHG emissions data, labour and skills related data,data related to other 
social indicators 

23.26. To engage stakeholders as academia in its work, KCI should requestcould invite some 
of the stakeholders to present their work and/or their submissions during the KCI meetings.  

24.27. KCI could collaborate with other agencies to develop a training framework and 
training modules on assessment and analysis which can be used for country level training 
programs 

25.28. KCI could collaborate with other agencies to develop modelling tools (e.g.cgemod, 
GTAP) and to develop knowledge products targeting specific aspects of assessment and 
analysis e.g.  

(a) step by step guidebook on use of qualitative and quantitative methodologies 
for assessment of impacts, 

(b) Best practices for data gathering and processing 

(c) Best practices for qualitative assessment 

(d) Best practices for quantitative assessment 

29. KCI could prioritize raising awareness of existing tools and methodologies, both 
qualitative and quantitative. The KCI does not have capacity to develop new tools, while 
building on and avoiding  and multiple KCI members agreed that it is important not to 
duplication with thee existing work. 

26.30. KCI could collaborate and engage other experts and relevant organizations in delivery 
of in-country training programs. 

27.31. The stakeholders should be engaged based on the issue dealt by the KCI as the 
organizations and experts at national and international level varies for economic 
diversification, just transition, methodologies and tools to assess impacts and capacity 
building on use of tools and methodologies including modelling tools. 
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