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The following lists the major issues raised during the discussions in the morning and the break-out 

sessions in the afternoon. During the morning session the discussion were based on short 

presentations on LEDS, TNAs, NAMAs, and low carbon growth. In the afternoon the following topics 

were discussed in break-out sessions: 1) Principle of demand-led support: what does it mean? How 

to apply it? 2) Tools and methodologies: How appropriate are toolboxes? Could CLEAN provide a 

comparative assessment and guidance on methodological approaches? 3) use of development 

planning capabilities 4) Linking of LEDS, TNAs, NAMAs, NAPAs 

 

On LEDS 

 Common challenges encountered in supporting countries on LEDS: 

o Limited capacity in key government institutions / policymakers 

o Lack of buy-in from key decision-makers 

o Complex donor landscape and lack of coordination of efforts: Donor coordination has 

been a challenge for the development agenda for years. There is also a discrepancy 

about information by donors and recipient countries on the scale of focus of activities. 

o Limited data availability 

 Need to be clear on wording: 

o Low carbon development planning vs. strategies (LEDS need commitment from senior 

government officials, some planning efforts can be conducted with technical staff in 

MDAs 

o Mitigation vs. low emission development vs climate resilient development. Low carbon 

growth may be the right word for fast growing, middle income countries, but not for 

LDCs, who do not want to stay “low-carbon”. 

o One concept may not be the same for everybody: Some current efforts are strongly 

based on previous work on “energy access planning”.  

 Development and implementation of Low Emission Development Strategies is always an 

iterative process and needs a long-term perspective while using short term benefits in order to 

get buy-in from political decision makers. 

 Involving the private sector is challenging, but private sector will play an important role in 

implementation. Right incentives needed. 

 There is a need for demonstrating that that low carbon growth is in the long term and short 

term interest of the country. However, even in Europe, decision makers do not always believe 

existing analysis of the economic benefit of low carbon development.  

 

On the principle of demand-led support 

 Demand by senior government officials is a precondition for engaging with countries on LEDS. 



 As a consequence many efforts focus on the same group of countries where there is articulated 

demand. 

 If everyone moves away from the uninformed, how are they ever going to be serviced? Need to 

start working on a non-comprehensive level, building the case for LEDS.  E.g. start working with 

senior technical staff, or with cities or on a regional level.  

 

On use of development planning approaches 

 Need to build more on development planning approaches. However, one should also not just 

“rebrand” existing development approached without questioning, as there have been a lot of 

issues with development assistance in the past, make sure e to learn from these mistakes. 

 Integration of climate change considerations into development plans may be an effective way 

for mainstreaming climate into national development programs, e.g. in Zimbabwe. 

 However, one needs to be aware that development is always a complex and chaotic process. 

How much degree of improvisation is needed? 

 What leading principles from development assistance can inform low emission development 

efforts? 

o Freedom for interaction across segments of society – Networks 

o Capacity – Actors 

o Clear Rules to Govern Interactions – Institutions 

o Define and communicate value for key development indicators for each country 

 What strategies can be applied to effectively incorporate climate considerations (esp. low 

emission development support) into development programs? 

o Use common language 

o Provide information to guide decisions 

o Establish strong incentives for developing country engagement for the government, 

private sector and civil society 

o Focus on a few well defined development priorities where a strong economic case can 

be made for low emission growth, e.g. 

– Where can the local private sector profit the most? 

– Where can the country attract increased FDI? 

o Capitalize on short-term opportunities while not losing sight of long-term goals and 

transformation opportunities 

 What types of programs are needed to implement these strategies? 

o Proving Economic/Development Case 

– Framework for assessment of economic/development case for key indicators 

– Invest in data collection efforts (e.g. job multipliers) 

o Developing Country Green Growth Network 

– Network of experts that are most active and are engaged in work with CLEAN 

partners 

– Build centers of excellences and training to build staff 

o Establish and Promote “Carbon Development Curve” 

 

Organizations with interest – UNEP, ECN, European Climate Foundation 

 

Tools & methodologies for LEDS 



 A large amount of tools and methodological approaches are already available for low emission 

development planning. There is a need for guidance on which approach to use in which 

situation. 

 However, in some areas there is still a need for analytical and planning tools, e.g. for low carbon 

transport planning, development impact assessment (e.g. impact of low carbon pathways on 

jobs and economic growth) and pathways development. 

 Risk of developing complex tools without building the capacity of countries to use them 

 Need for transparency on existing tools, e.g. on assumptions in MAC curves 

 Whilst toolkits can be helpful, too prescriptive approaches are counterproductive, as there is a 

great diversity of country situations  

 To maximize the impact and the absorption of LCG tools, they should ideally be developed in 

collaboration with the country. 

 Carbon cost curve are used frequently but do not incorporate development benefits. Develop a 

carbon development curve? 

 Could CLEAN facilitate a comparative assessment of tools in order to give guidance to countries? 

 How to approach such a comparative assessment; 

o Start with a scoping exercise on available tools and toolkits 

o Include all relevant stakeholders including private sector consultants 

o Draw on experience by the IPCC GHG inventories (e.g. the IPCC taskforce on inventory 

methodology) 

o Don’t become too prescriptive 

 

Organizations with interest – CDKN, ECN, NREL, OECD 

 

Technology Needs Assessment, NAMAs and linkages between instruments 

On TNAs: 

 Capacity building for TNAs is currently being done by UNEP Risoe  

 Scope of TNAs has become broader, now including the preparation of Technology Action Plans. 

However, involving both technical experts and political decision makers into the process may be 

challenging 

 

On NAMAs 

 Open questions: 

o What is the scope of the NAMA? What kind of actions could countries propose 

(directness of impact, lead time)?  

o Split between unilateral and supported NAMAs – how do you split? Cost effectiveness, 

first of a kind, …? 

o How can NAMAs be measured? GHG Indicators or (technical/economical/process) 

proxies? 

o Should NAMAs include development? Factoring in development seems to be commonly 

agreed. However, shouldn’t this be the decision of the country? Can countries decide –

against common practice- to not care about development? 

o Some NAMAs require upfront capital – how does this relate to MRV? First abate and 

then get support? 



 Electricity pricing and energy subsidy schemes are strong barriers to mitigation actions in the 

power sector in many countries. Can NAMAs be a way to support countries in subsidy reform? 

Need to develop a welfare system to compensate the poor for political economy effects of 

higher energy prices.  

 Need to move fast on NAMAs as we can’t afford to wait. However, there need to be clear criteria 

about what qualifies as a NAMA. Suggestion to finance only NAMAs that prevent the locking-in 

into a carbon intensive development path, vs. financing actions that lead to short term emission 

reductions but do not alter future pathways. 

 

On linking TNAs, NAMAs and LEDS  

 Why link instruments 

o Prevent double-work – global benefit of efficiency  

o Do not want to send mixed signals to governments 

o Need coherency – to make sure outcomes do not oppose each other  

 How could CLEAN support a better understanding of links between the instruments?  

• CLEAN webinar on NAMAs, TNAs and their links to LEDS 

• Expand the short paper on LEDS, TNA’s, NAMAs and their links that has been developed 

previously  

• Use a country that is working on all of the instruments as a pilot country to see how the 

instruments work together in practice, e.g. Indonesia 

o Inventory to understand where activities are taking place  

• Form working group on this topic 

 TNAs and LEDS could be linked through implementation; e.g. a TNA produces action plans that 

could inform some aspects of implementation of a LEDS 

 

Organizations with interest – JI Network, Ecofys, ECN, IDS and NREL  

 

 

 

 


