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Executive Summary  

In the context of the Information Matters project (IM), the Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale 
Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) GmbH, on behalf of the Federal Ministry for the Environment, Nature 
Conservation, Building and Nuclear Safety (BMUB) under the International Climate Initiative (IKI), 
provides technical assistance to selected partner countries to improve climate change reporting to 
comply with UNFCCC requirements. The project is currently in its second phase, which addresses the 
four partner countries Colombia, Egypt, Georgia and Viet Nam. GIZ has subcontracted the Danish 
consulting firm NIRAS A/S as part of a consortium with IP Institut für Projektplanung GmbH (NIRAS 
team) for the provision of technical expertise. In Viet Nam, IM will provide the national partners led by 
the national climate change focal point – the Department of Meteorology, Hydrology and Climate 
Change (DMHCC) of the Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment (MONRE) – with tailored 
technical support and training to enhance the elaboration of national reports to the UNFCCC. The IM 
technical support contributes to the current preparation of Viet Nam’s second Biennial Update Report 
(BUR 2), with delivery expected in December 2017.  

From 14 to 18 March 2016, the IM team conducted a stock taking mission in Viet Nam that included a 
number of meetings with key stakeholders to identify gaps and needs, which were summarised in a 
separate report. Based on these results, GIZ officers and experts from the NIRAS team carried out the 
first capacity building mission in August 2016.  

This report summarises the first capacity building mission of the IM project in Viet Nam that was 
conducted from 24 to 26 August at Song Hong Resort, Vinh Yen city, Vinh Phuc province. The mission 
included an IM kick-off event organised in combination with a consultation workshop on Viet Nam’s 
implementation plan for the BUR 2 on the morning of 24 August. This was followed by a 2.5-day 
training workshop on BUR preparation. Participants of both events included representatives of 
relevant agencies of MONRE and other line ministries involved in greenhouse gas (GHG) inventory 
and BUR processes as well as national experts and young specialists with expertise relevant to GHG 
inventory and climate reporting in Viet Nam. In total, 31 professionals of the DMHCC and other 
organisations participated in the first capacity building training.  

The training provided an overview of BUR reporting requirements, the essentials of national 
measurement, reporting and verification (MRV) as well as reporting on national circumstances and 
institutional arrangements, on GHG inventories and on mitigation actions. It further included a 
discussion on constraints, gaps and related financial, technical and capacity building (CB) needs and 
support received. Each training session contained plenary lectures, followed by questions and 
answers (Q&A). Break-out working group exercises as well as interactive sessions gave the 
opportunity to discuss key messages for the preparation of the BUR 2 and to identify opportunities for 
improvement. Quizzes and wrap-up moments at the end of each day allowed the participants to 
consolidate the content of the training. The training sessions encouraged broad discussions and to 
ask questions related to the recommendations by the International Consultation and Analysis (ICA) on 
Viet Nam’s first BUR, the different contents of BURs and National Communications (NC) and the 
subsequent update of information. 

During the training, the German reporting experience, international support available for the reporting 
process as well as tools and guidance documents for BUR preparation developed during phase I of 
the IM project were presented. Furthermore, the participants discussed about capacity needs for the 
preparation of the BUR 2. The mission was supported by Mr. Luis de la Torre and Dr. Ahmad Wafiq 
(NIRAS team), Mr. Oscar Zarzo, Mr. Matthias Daun and Mr. Kien Tran Mai (IM project). 

The IM project provides support for further training, studies and backstopping for climate change 
information reporting in Viet Nam. The dates and topics of the future trainings will be determined in 
close consultation with the national partners, in particular the DMHCC’s BUR team. This ensures 
participation and enables synergies with other projects, especially the IKI funded GIZ project “Creation 
of an overarching framework for NAMAs and MRV in Viet Nam”, the Japan International Cooperation 
Agency (JICA) supported SPI-NAMA project, the UK Prosperity Fund and other GIZ projects providing 
support to GHG emission mitigation and MRV. Based on the progress of the BUR 2 preparation, the 
IM and NIRAS team will support specific needs, including a review of the draft BUR 2 of Viet Nam and 
the mapping of emission factors for the GHG inventory as well as support for Quality Assurance and 
Quality Control (QA/QC)  
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1 Introduction  

 Background 

The Information Matters project provides technical assistance to selected countries provides capacity-
building and technical support to a number of selected partner countries strengthening their in-country 
capacities for enhanced reporting under the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate 
Change (UNFCCC), with special focus on the preparation of Biennial Update Reports (BURs) and 
implementation of sustainable systems for measurement, reporting and verification (MRV). During the 
second project phase (2016-2017), support is provided to the four additional countries Colombia, 
Egypt, Georgia and Viet Nam, building upon the results, experiences and lessons learned gained in 
the first phase of the project (2013-2016). 

IM technical assistance supports national governmental institutions in charge of measuring and 
reporting relevant data on GHG emissions and mitigation actions to improve their reporting systems, 
especially in the elaboration of national reports to the UNFCCC. This initiative further aims to enhance 
transparency by improving workflows of information for BURs. Technical support to the IM project is 
provided by the consortium formed by NIRAS A/S and IP Institut für Projektplanung GmbH (NIRAS 
team). 

In the case of Viet Nam, GIZ provides the DMHCC as well as other agencies and expert teams 
involved in climate reporting with tailored technical support and trainings to enhance the elaboration of 
national reports to the UNFCCC. In this context, GIZ officers and experts from the NIRAS team carried 
out the first capacity building mission from 24 – 26 August 2016.  

 The BMUB International Climate Initiative 

The IM project is funded by the International Climate Initiative (IKI). Since 2008, the BMUB IKI has 
funded projects seeking to contribute to climate and biodiversity protection both in developing and 
newly industrialising countries, as well as in countries in transition. This innovative funding system 
enhances the promotion of long-term projects related to global climate and biodiversity protection. 

The IKI funds projects in following areas: mitigating greenhouse gas emissions, adapting to the 
impacts of climate change, conserving natural carbon sinks with a focus on reducing emissions from 
deforestation and forest degradation (REDD+), as well as conserving biological diversity. 

New applicants for this programme are granted funding through an annual open call for project 
proposals. Priority is given to project outlines strengthening the organisation of an international 
architecture for climate protection, providing innovative and transferable solutions or creating an 
impact beyond the individual project. For more information, visit the IKI website1. 

 Overview of the IM project 

Under the IM project, specific needs and priorities for MRV systems are identified in close consultation 
with the partner countries, which are then addressed through tailored, in-country capacity building. 
Workshops and trainings as well as studies and backstopping activities will address all necessary 
aspects to meet international standards and UNFCCC requirements. In addition, IM produces 
knowledge products based on project experiences to support a wider audience being in the process of 
or responsible for reporting climate information, especially for the preparation of BURs. Prior to the 
current second phase, GIZ provided technical support to Chile, the Dominican Republic, Ghana and 
the Philippines during the first project phase (2013-2016).   

The capacity building activities aim to enable the partner countries to analyse and define procedures, 
methodologies and responsibilities to institutionalise their reporting systems and improve technical 
capacities. In each partner country, the project starts with a stock taking exercise to assess strengths 
and gaps in the national MRV system. This is followed by a kick-off workshop, in which the results of 
the stock taking are reviewed with key stakeholders and a roadmap for capacity building is developed. 
Table 1.1 presents an overview about the general topics within the scope of IM capacity building 
activities throughout the project. 

 

                                                      

1 See http://www.international-climate-initiative.com/en/  

http://www.international-climate-initiative.com/en/
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Table 1.1 Thematic trainings throughout the project 

Main topics covered by IM 

1 Monitoring and reporting of GHG emissions 

2 QA/QC and data management 

3 Set-up of sustainable MRV systems at the institutional level 

4 Mitigation actions and quantification of their impacts 

5 Preparation to meet international requirements related to 
mitigation to the UNFCCC 

 

2 Mission Activities 

The first capacity building mission of the IM project in Viet Nam included a kick-off event organised in 
combination with the consultation workshop on Viet Nam’s implementation plan for the BUR 2 
(morning of 24 August). This was followed by a training workshop to support the preparation of Viet 
Nam’s BUR 2 (afternoon of 24 August to 26 August). Participants of both events comprised 
representatives of relevant agencies of MONRE (e.g. the DMHCC, the Institute for Meteorology, 
Hydrology and Climate Change (IMHEN), Vietnam Environment Administration (VEA)) and other line 
ministries involved in the creation of GHG inventories and BUR processes such as the Ministry of 
Agriculture and Rural Development (MARD), Ministry of Finance (MOF), Ministry of Industry and 
Trade (MOIT) and the General Statistics Office (GSO). The individual participants were national 
experts involved in the elaboration and implementation of previous reports, young technical 
professionals and officers likely to be engaged in the development of the BUR 2 and other reports of 
Viet Nam to the UNFCCC and the so called “BUR team” under the DMHCC, which is responsible for 
the management and coordination of the development of future BURs. The agenda of the mission is 
presented in Appendix 1.  

In total, 44 participants attended the kick-off/consultation workshop and 31 persons participated at the 
training. The list of participants is provided in Appendix 2. High-quality, simultaneous interpretation 
was arranged for the workshop to ensure correct understanding, communication and effective 
discussions. The majority of presentations were shown in both Vietnamese and English (as 
applicable) and handed to the participants on a USB stick during the training sessions.  

The methodological approach of the training consisted of an in-depth, two-day interactive training to 
introduce BUR guidelines to the participants and to analyse the first BUR of Viet Nam section by 
section taking note of the recommendations by the ICA process. Special emphasis was given to the 
sections of GHG inventories and reporting of mitigation actions.  

Each presentation session ended with a benchmarking with other national reports, specifically with 
reports from Thailand, Singapore, India, Brazil and selected Annex I countries. This approach 
introduced participants to alternative tabular formats, streamlined data presentation and methods to 
communicate key national circumstances. 

All sessions offered the opportunity for Q&A, included break-out working group discussions and 
exercises as well as interactive sessions to compare the contents of the training with Viet Nam’s 
preparation of the BUR 2. The discussions supported the identification of gaps in the current system 
and opportunities for improvement. The questions for the group discussion were adjusted to the 
emerging needs and comments and were printed and handed out to the participants. Many questions 
were raised by the participants about the ICA recommendations, the differences between a NC and a 
BUR and requirements for subsequent updates of reported information, such as improvement of GHG 
inventories, new mitigation actions and new financing initiatives. Quizzes and a short wrap up at the 
end of every day facilitated the retention of the main lessons. 

The main requests of the participants for further capacity building were: i) support for improved 
reporting of mitigation actions, ii) methodologies to improve the GHG inventory; iii) processes to 
improve the data collection for the GHG inventories in specific sectors; iv) processes to select 
appropriate or even develop country-specific emission factors; and v) the improvement of BAU 
forecasts related to the NDC commitments. With regard to the support offered by the IM project for 
developing Viet Nam’s BUR 2, which is scheduled for submission to the UNFCCC by December 2017, 
the participants suggested the following main fields: Technical assistance and capacity building to 
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professionals of the DMHCC for preparation of an improved and timely BUR 2, preparation for the ICA 
process, development of MRV systems at national/sectoral level, standardisation and harmonisation of 
emission projection models used by different sectors, QA/QC for GHG inventory and methodologies 
for data standardisation and verification. 

 Consultation Workshop (24 August) 

The combined event co-organised by GIZ and the DMHCC started the morning of Wednesday 24 
August with opening remarks by Mr. Nguyen Khac Hieu, (Deputy Director General of the DMHCC), 
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Nguyen Van Thang, (Director General of IMHEN and National Director of the IMHEN-
GIZ NAMA project) and Mr. Oscar Zarzo (Regional coordinator of IM). This combined event consisted 
of a kick-off of the IM project in Viet Nam and a consultation workshop on the implementation plan for 
the BUR 2 creation of Viet Nam.  

Ms. Pham Hoang Yen (Official in the Division of GHG Emission Monitoring and Low-carbon Economy 
in the DMHCC and National Coordinator for BUR development) presented experiences from the 
development and submission of the first BUR (BUR 1) and the ICA process. She highlighted 
challenges, especially difficulties in the data collection process and in receiving international funds 
from GEF, as well as time pressure, since less than 6 months were planned for preparation and 
finalisation of the report. One of the main barriers faced by the BUR team was the limited awareness 
among the data supplying organisations about climate change reporting systems and procedures and 
about the importance of the BUR.  

Challenges faced during the ICA process were: i) lack of time and experience (the team received 
Some questions only one day before the Facilitative Sharing of Views (FSV) workshop in Bonn); and 
ii) difficulties in the coordination with relevant agencies and experts to prepare appropriate answers. 
some of the officers and experts involved in the first BUR had left their jobs, were too busy or were not 
committed by contract to prepare for the ICA after the BUR submission, which led to difficulties in 
obtaining their responses to the questions by the Technical Team of Experts (TTE). During the ICA 
process, issues with data consistency in some sectors, especially the waste sector, were pinpointed, 
which led to the need to involve experts who worked on the first NC but were difficult to contact. At the 
end of her presentation, Ms. Yen mentioned that identified potential areas for capacity building include 
the creation of institutional arrangements, the improvement of different BUR components with special 
focus on mitigation actions, the creation of a domestic MRV system and provision of financial and 
technical support on time. 

This was followed by a presentation by Mr. Nguyen Van Minh (Deputy Head of the Division of GHG 
Emission Monitoring and Low-carbon Economy at the DMHCC) about the implementation plan for the 
preparation of Viet Nam’s BUR 2. He showed a detailed time plan for the different activities including 
the GHG inventory creation, the review of the draft BUR by line ministries and the consultation 
process to agree upon the content and results of the BUR. Mr. Minh announced that the BUR 2 is 
aimed to be financially supported by the GEF through UNEP. The BUR 2 project cooperation 
agreement was signed in April 2016 with a small amount dedicated to the development of the BUR 2 
implementation plan, which was officially approved by the government on 16 August 2016. As Viet 
Nam aims to submit its BUR 2 to the UNFCCC Secretariat by December 2017, the base year of the 
GHG inventory will be 2013. At the same time, the country is preparing its third National 
Communication, which is planned to be submitted in early 2018. 

The main topics covered during the subsequent open Q&A session are presented in Table 2.1.  

Table 2.1 Questions raised in the first Q&A session 

Question/Comment Answer by the DMHCC  

Is it a requirement to calculate the emission projections 
for 2020-2030 in the BUR 2 and link them to the 
national INDC? 

The projections are not mandatory for non-Annex I 
countries in the BUR. However, it is adviseable to 
calculate them to maintain momentum from the BUR 1. 

Why was 2013 selected as the base-year and how 
could this affect the data availability, especially from 
the LULUCF sector? 

How will updated LULUCF data be included in the BUR 
2, especially the land-use matrix and forestry data, 
given that they are produced every 5 years and the last 
version available is for 2009 (the next is 2014)?  

 

The base year was selected according to requirements 
of the UNFCCC, i.e. maximum 4 years prior to the year 
of submission. 

Updating LULUCF is a challenge the team faces. 
Support is required to improve those estimations. 
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How will line ministries/agencies be engaged in the 
BUR 2 process and how will their participation be 
coordinated? How will their resources, especially 
finance, be mobilised and allocated?  

Based on which methodology and how will the 
appropriate and sufficient financial needs be 
calculated?  

After the approval of the plan by the government, 
MONRE will send official letters for participation to line 
ministries. The DMHCC will coordinate the process and 
mobilise the network with peer agencies. The plan for 
engagement will be discussed. 

The initial financial needs presented in BUR 1 were 
calculated in the Ministry of Planning and Investment 
(MPI) and the Climate Public Expenditure and 
Investment Review (CPEIR). In this case, a similar 
methodology (e.g. the Resource Mobilisation 
Framework of the MOF) and additional information 
from MPI and SP-RCC will be used.    

Is there a system for registering the mitigation actions 
in different sectors in Viet Nam? 

There is a plan to establish a national NAMA registry 
system (possibly in 2019). However, for the BUR 2 
development, the DMHCC will send official letters to 
request relevant agencies under line ministries to 
provide information on mitigation actions in their 
sectors, if available. 

Which guidelines will be used for the GHG inventory in 
BUR 2: revised 1996 IPCC or 2006 IPCC? 

It was decided that due to limited data availability in 
many sectors, the revised 1996 IPCC guidelines will be 
used. However, the 2006 guidelines are considered 
where applicable or where data is available. 

How will the BUR and NC link to the NDC? 

 

 

Based on the PM’s recent decision on the GHG 
inventory system, how important will it be to collect 
activity data from industries and sectors for the GHG 
inventory and BUR and how will this be done? 

Information provided in BURs and NCs inform policy-
makers and the civil society about the sources of GHG 
emissions as well as activities and required resources 
to reduce emissions. This kind of information is highly 
relevant to monitor the achievement of NDCs 

The activity data are crucial for the GHG inventory and 
should be provided and updated for the calculations. 

Time pressure (less than one year for BUR 
preparation) and the timeliness of the financial support 
from GEF may pose serious challenges. How can 
these be overcome? 

How can the preparation of the BUR be changed from 
a project-based approach to a regular cycle?  

It is important to speed up the BUR preparation 
process and to obtain support to ensure GEF funding.  

Detailed legal arrangements and a regular, long-term 
coordination mechanism between the MONRE/ 
DMHCC and other relevant agencies and ministries 
should permit such a change. 

 

Mr. Oscar Zarzo (GIZ) gave a short overview about the global IM project and the possible support for 
the BUR 2 preparation. He shared achievements of each of the phase I countries and lessons learned, 
presented the timeline of the second phase of the project and the expected outcomes in Viet Nam. 
The following table (Table 2.2) presents the questions raised and comments given in this session. 

Table 2.2 Questions raised and comments given in the second Q&A session 

Question/Comment Answer by GIZ (Mr. Zarzo) 

Can the IM project support the country to define the 
baseline scenario by selecting one projection model? 

This will be considered by the IM project as a topic for 
potential capacity building support. 

Can the IM project include the selection of some of the 
most promising mitigation actions to access 
international funds? 

The IM project mainly focuses on capacity building in 
reporting and MRV systems. In addition, the project 
can support the country to identify its needs in these 
areas. However, it does not support the development of 
mitigation actions. 

Can the IM project provide support for the development 
of a local emission factor (EF) database or conduct a 
review and mapping of existing EFs to support the 
selection of appropriate EFs for Viet Nam by sector? 

The project can consider this, although developing 
country-specific EFs is not a formal request for 
developing countries. The project will consider the 
suggestion to review the mapping of EFs, but 
developing specific local EF might be costly and time-
consuming. In addition, before considering moving to 
higher tiers, it is advised to start by securing a solid 
database of the different activity data in the GHG 
inventory sectors, ensuring data accuracy and quality. 
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Can the IM project provide support to: i) review and 
assess the models used by different agencies / 
ministries; ii) support QA/QC, verification and 
standardisation of data; and iii) develop standardised 
methodologies and tables for data collection?  

These very interesting topics will be considered for the 
planning of the next trainings. 

The expectations are that the IM project will provide 
support for the preparation of the BUR 2, preparation 
for the ICA process and the development of a MRV 
system on the national and sectoral levels. Are all of 
these topics within the scope of the IM project? 

The IM project will consider providing support on these 
topics in coordination with other GIZ projects (e.g. in 
supporting the establishment of a national MRV 
system) and will analyse them for the capacity 
development plan for the next trainings. 

IM may have synergies with other projects, since GIZ is 
currently supporting MONRE through the IMHEN-
NAMA project, the MPI through the project “Climate 
Finance Readiness” and the MOIT through the 

programme “Renewable Energy and Energy Efficiency” 

(4E)? 

IM will work closely with other projects, taking 
synergies into account. 

It is important to engage businesses and industries to 
provide activity data for the GHG inventory. 

IM will consider this important point. 

 

Mr. Nguyen Khac Hieu (Deputy Director General of the DMHCC) concluded the consultation workshop 
by presenting possible modifications of the overall plan for the development of the BUR 2 based on 
the comments received during the workshop and sent to MONRE for final approval. He requested the 
IM project to consider supporting: i) development of software(s) for the creation of a baseline scenario; 
ii) review of different models and tools used for calculation of emission projections in different sectors; 
and iii) conducting emission projections using a single commonly-agreed model. Finally, Mr. Hieu 
highlighted the importance of close coordination among the different relevant agencies and ministries 
to conduct the GHG inventory and develop a high-quality BUR 2 on time.  

 IM BUR Guidelines Training (24 – 26 August) 

After a short lunch break, the IM project proceeded with the first capacity building activity providing 
training on the preparation of BURs to the UNFCCC. The agenda of the training is attached under 
Appendix 1. 

2.2.1 UNFCCC Requirements  

The first capacity building session about UNFCCC requirements started with a brief presentation by 
Mr. de la Torre (NIRAS) about the IM project scope and team that was followed by an introduction of 
the participants and sharing of expectations. The training aimed to give an overview about the MRV 
framework for developing countries under the UNFCCC with a focus on decisions by the Conference 
of Parties (COP) related to NC and BURs, such as frequency of reporting, transparency and scope of 
reporting among others. The presentation also highlighted possible future changes of MRV 
requirements in light of the Paris Agreement. Table 2.3 presents the questions raised in the following 
Q&A session. 

Table 2.3 Questions raised in the Q&A session about UNFCCC requirements 

Question/Comment Answer by NIRAS / GIZ or the DMHCC 

According to the guidelines, a BUR is to be submitted 
every two years. According to the current plan, Viet 
Nam will submit the BUR 2 three years after the first 
one. What is the consequence and how can we justify 
this towards the UNFCCC? 

According to the guidelines, non-Annex I countries 
should submit the BUR every two years. However, 
there are no consequences for a “delayed” 
submission to the UNFCCC. In this context the 
implication “should” in UNFCCC guidelines and 
requirement signifies proposed but voluntary 
requirements. 

For the consistency of the time-series, it is preferable 
to use 2012 as a base year for BUR 2. GEF-UNEP 
recommended to use 2013 for better accuracy and to 
conform to the rules. How is this linked to the BUR 
submission time? 

 

The UNFCCC requires that the BUR should include 
an inventory not older than 4 years prior to the year of 
submission and not more than 2 years after receiving 
support. Therefore, if the BUR will be submitted in 
2017, the applicable base year would be 2013. 

 



12 
 

In the ICA process of the first BUR, the TTE wrote 
“not reported” for some of the GHG inventory data 
which were reported but “not estimated”. What is your 
explanation? 

 The assessment of the TTE generally differs with the 
background of the experts. It may be they were not 
satisfied with the scope of the information reported, or 
did not have a clear understanding of the way this 
issue was reported in the BUR. 

If a BUR or NC adjusts the tier approach, is it 
necessary to readjust all previous reports already sent 
to UNFCCC? 

It is not necessary to adjust earlier reports 
retroactively. Future reports will explain clearly the 
methodological changes as evidence of the 
improvement, which should be sustained from then 
on. 

BUR 2 and the third NC of Viet Nam will be submitted 
at nearly the same time (end of 2017 – early 2018). Is 
it possible to combine these two reports in one 
document? 

It is recommended to submit these two reports 
separately Although some countries submitted the 
BUR as an annex to the NC, it is still not adviseable 
because the BUR is subject to the ICA, which is not 
the case for a NC. 

 

2.2.2 National Circumstances  

During the second session, Mr. Wafiq (NIRAS) focused on the topic of reporting national 
circumstances and institutional arrangements for BURs. The training informed participants about 
the BUR guidelines on how to report about national circumstances. This section is of high importance 
since it supports national decision makers in defining climate change-related mitigation and adaptation 
priorities. Simultaneously, this section of the BUR provides international supporting agencies and 
countries with information about the country circumstances, needs and efforts to combat climate 
change.  

The session provided knowledge about the minimum standard of information to be included in the 
description of national circumstances and the advantages of a national MRV setup with legal, 
institutional and procedural arrangements. By examining the national circumstances and institutional 
arrangements chapter of Viet Nam’s BUR 1 strong points and potential areas for improvement were 
identified and discussed. Benchmarking with other reports showed good practice examples that can 
be applied in the BUR 2 and beyond.  

This presentation was followed by an open Q&A session. Table 2.4 presents the main questions 
covered and comments given in this session. 

Table 2.4 Questions raised and comments given in the Q&A session about national circumstances 

Question/Comment Answer by NIRAS / GIZ 

According to your experience from other countries, 
how many people should be fully dedicated to the 
creation BURs and NCs? 

There is no exact number. The amount of people 
required depends on the national circumstances. 
There are successful cases with a small team of two 
people or larger schemes in countries with higher 
development.  

Three national circumstances categories to be 
reported are “climate”, “climate actions” and “climate 
information”. What exactly are the differences 
between those terms?  

In this context, “climate” means the characteristics of 
the climate in Viet Nam like temperature, precipitation 
and their variability. 

“Climate information”, in the field of climate change, 
refers to all information related to global warming. 
This includes e.g. GHG sources which need to be 
mitigated, global warming consequences to which the 
world needs to adapt. 

“Climate actions” relate to actions taken to reduce 
GHG emissions and adapt to climate change impacts.  
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Lack of human resources and technical experts for 
BUR may pose a big challenge, especially in the long 
run. 

It is important to establish a task force for BUR, NC 
and GHG inventory development, including members 
from the core team (BUR team), the key line 
ministries and relevant experts. 

For the long term, it is recommended to establish a 
network of experts and engage them on a regular or 
contract basis. Further, it is important to conduct 
trainings and capacity building for younger 
specialists, who can gradually take over the tasks. 

 

The interactive session of this training covered three discussion questions, as shown in Table 2.5, 
along with the main comments and ideas generated by the different groups. The comments focused 
on issues related to institutional set-up, lack of legal arrangements, short-circuits in workflows, lack of 
budgets for data gathering and difficulties to obtain information from large enterprises in the private 
sector.  

Table 2.5 Questions and main points raised in the interactive session on national circumstances 

Questions & expected outcomes Main outcomes from the participants 

How well does the figure shown on Viet Nam’s BUR 1 
on institutional arrangements reflect your 
understanding of your role/the roles of others in the 
process? What detail could be added to the reporting 
to enhance understanding?  
 

 List new elements to be considered in your 
reporting. 

 In your opinion, what elements are not clearly 
stated, but are critical to see the whole? 

Elements not clearly stated in the current institutional 
BUR development setup: 

 Unclear roles and responsibilities; 

 Unclear timing for the different steps;  

 Overlapping between the responsibilities of 
different entities and data inconsistency; 

 No legal instruments.  

New elements to be considered: 

 Develop legal instruments to avoid an overlap 
of responsibilities; 

 Develop procedural arrangements for BUR 
creation;  

 Provinces need to be included to the cycle 
since they possess a large amount of data as 
well;  

 Offer capacity building on data collection for 
the provinces.  

 

What reporting strategies shown from other countries 
might be useful for Viet Nam’s next BUR? 
 

 Explain advantages of this benchmarking. 
 Detail specific strategies to be considered for 

next reporting. 

Main strategies to be considered for next reporting: 

 Streamlining of the reporting in a more 
executive format so the main messages stand 
out. The proposed benchmark is Canada’s 
second BR, which reduced the report to key 
content and uses hyperlinks to relevant 
government information and supporting 
information. 

 Categorising the data based on IPCC sectors 
like in Thailand’s first BUR. Vietnam’s BUR 1 
categorisesd data by ministries. 

Using the same “institutional arrangement” of BUR 1, 

we need to dig into more details of your sector. 

Propose a “procedural” system to be used for the 

“data flow” in the “energy” sector (or another sector). 

 Ideas for better data flow on sectoral level. 
 Define the gaps in the workflows and list 

them. 

Main gaps identified by both groups: 

 National government faces difficulties to 
ensure data supply from source agencies. 
The requirements for data submission are 
unclear and the tables or templates are 
complicated and unclear. 

 The data is not properly included (especially 
from the private sector where ministries are 
not able to receive data).  

 No regular budget for data collection and 
reporting in the sectors. 
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2.2.3 GHG Inventory (25 August) 

The third session was carried out by Mr. de la Torre (NIRAS) providing training on reporting on 
national GHG inventories. He presented different items of GHG inventory reporting according to the 
BUR guidelines and the level of data required in case of using Tier 1, Tier 2 and Tier 3. Participants 
were introduced to an example about solid waste disposal with highlighted challenges and difficulties 
that countries might face if they switch to higher tiers. The main differences between revised 1996 
IPCC and 2006 IPCC guidelines were discussed, showing the requirements and benefits of using 
2006 IPCC guidelines. Against this backdrop, an assessment of Viet Nam’s GHG inventory chapter in 
the BUR 1 was undertaken to identify potential areas of improvement. The consultants highlighted that 
the quality of the GHG inventory can be improved by using the best quality data available for each 
sector. Table 2.6 presents the questions raised in this session. 

Table 2.6 Questions raised in the Q&A session on reporting on national GHG inventories 

Question/Comment Answer by NIRAS / GIZ 

In Viet Nam’s BUR 1 under the section on national 
GHG inventories, many points were reported as not 
estimated. During the ICA the TTE assessed them as 
not reported. Therefore, this part received more 
critical comments than others. How can this be 
avoided? How can Viet Nam get involved in the BUR 
reviewing processes / ICA as reviewer? Is it possible 
to conduct training on reviewing the BUR?  

It is important to clearly state the contents of the 
report to avoid misunderstanding and to better 
prepare for the ICA process. There is a need to 
prioritise what to improve in the future. 

IM will consider this type of training. Viet Nam has a 
high potential to engage more actively in the BUR 
process, develop capacity and nominate experts as 
reviewers for BUR. 

How difficult is it to obtain a national EF for a specific 
sector?  

The IPCC allows setting national EFs and 
encourages their use if there are good conditions to 
obtain the data and maintain methodological 
conditions for coherent gathering and treatment of the 
information in the long run. 

It is important to keep the advantages and 
disadvantages in mind. If the costs exceed the 
benefits of a higher tier, it is advisable to continue 
using the lower tier. 

In case of LULUCF we had some previous work on a 
land use matrix developed with support by JICA, 
which did not continue as there was little coordination 
with other agencies for validation. What would you 
suggest in cases like this? 

The starting point for inventories is good quality data 
for process activity or measurements in case of land 
use. So, there is a mandatory need of having this 
type of matrix and coordinating the continuous 
gathering of data with other institutions to assure the 
inventory is in good shape in the long run. 

It is very important to properly define and adjust (if 
needed) the template for reporting data for the line 
agencies/ministries. How can IM assist in this case? 

IM can provide examples from other countries and 
tools and also support a better coordination among 
agencies and ministries. 

 

To present an example, Mr. Zarzo (GIZ) introduced the participants to the German GHG inventory 
system. He highlighted the roles and responsibilities within the German GHG inventory team and its 
development throughout the years. The institutional and procedural arrangements for the development 
of the GHG inventory report were discussed by having a closer look at roles of the different entities. 
Mr. Zarzo detailed the annual time plan for GHG inventory report development, highlighting 
submission obligations from different organisations like the United Nations (UN) and the European 
Union (EU). Experiences obtaining data from private companies showed the important role of 
confidentiality agreements. The German GHG inventory system has improved gradually since 2001 
and provides a good example that countries do not need to prepare a perfect GHG inventory with their 
first BUR submission, but rather start simple and improve the system over time. 

This presentation was followed by an open Q&A session. The following table (Table 2.7) presents the 
questions raised.  
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Table 2.7 Questions raised in the Q&A session on the German GHG inventory system 

Question/Comment Answer by GIZ 

You mentioned that the quality of the first inventory in 
2001 was not good enough. Did you need to resubmit 
the report? 

This first inventory report was voluntary, so there was 
no need to resubmit.  

In case you find, while working on a new inventory, that 
there were some inaccurate calculations in the 
previous inventory. Do you need to resubmit the 
report? 

 

No, you do not need to resubmit the report, but you can 
update the calculations in the newer version. 

 

 

Is there any punishment for private companies in 
Germany if they do not report their data? 

There is no punishment in the system. Companies are 
willing to provide more accurate data, since otherwise 
emissions would be reported under a very conservative 
approach, leading to higher estimates. From the 
German experience, it is a good approach to speak 
frankly to the private sector and make them aware that 
if they do not supply their data, the inventory team will 
have to assume conservative values, which may be 
much higher than their actual emissions. In addition, 
confidentiality agreements are important. 

 

The interactive session of the training discussed the three questions mentioned in Table 2.8 along with 
the outcomes. In general, the session focused on reviewing all the difficulties faced during the 
establishment and maintenance of the GHG inventory in Viet Nam. 

Table 2.8 Questions and main points raised in the interactive session on GHG inventory 

Questions & expected outcomes Main outcomes from the participants 

What difficulties did you face in your sector during the 
preparation of the most recent GHG inventory? How 
did you overcome these challenges? 

 List difficulties and explain resources needed 
to overcome them. 

 The main difficulties related to data gathering. 

 There is need for further use of software (e.g. 
from IPCC or UNFCCC). 

 

What would permit more successful reporting in your 
sector (higher accuracy, more completeness)? 

 Detail from a point of view of internal 
resources and externalities from other 
suppliers of information. Explain what 
resources are needed to improve reporting. 

 Better institutional arrangements with line 
ministries, statistical office and private 
companies to receive good quality information 
on time. 

 Further national data from laboratories 
certified and maintained by actors like the line 
ministries. 

Has your team considered moving to a higher tier for 
the inventory of the sector? Why or why not? 

 Indicate potential improvement and explain 
plans to get to this higher level. 

 This is in discussion, but there is the 
agreement that country specific emission 
factors would be an asset. The energy 
sector, for example, is very attractive for the 
development of country specific EFs. 

 There is potential to improve the inventory in 
the sectors LULUCF, industrial processes 
and waste. For example, data from large 
industries in Viet Nam are significant to the 
total GHG estimation in the inventories. 
There are many uncertainties in data 
management and methodologies in the 
waste sector.  

 

2.2.4 Mitigation Actions (25 August) 

Dr. Wafiq (NIRAS) held a capacity building session on reporting on mitigation actions and their 
effects. The session included an overview of the BUR requirements for reporting on mitigation actions 
and a comparison of the guidelines of NCs and BURs on this topic, since a more detailed scope is 
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required in BURs. The participants were introduced to the tabular format required for reporting in the 
BUR and the importance of defining and measuring effects using performance or progress indicators. 
In addition, the session covered the UNFCCC guidelines on reporting on MRV of domestically 
supported NAMAs. 

Viet Nam’s mitigation actions chapter in the BUR 1 was analysed and participants showed a high 
engagement since accurate reporting on mitigation actions is one of the key improvements considered 
for the BUR 2. Benchmarking with other country reports showed useful examples for consideration in 
Viet Nam’s BUR 2 and future reports.  

This presentation was followed by an open Q&A session. The following table presents the main 
questions in this session. 

Table 2.9 Questions raised in the Q&A session on reporting mitigation actions 

Question/Comment Answer by NIRAS / GIZ 

How can double reporting of CDM projects’ sold CERs 
be avoided? 

If CERs were issued but not purchased or transferred 
to a buyer, they can be reported as contribution to 
mitigation actions. If the CERs have been sold / 
transferred, the reductions cannot be counted. 

What kind of mitigation actions/NAMAs should be 
reported in the BUR?  

 

 

 

 

All kinds of mitigation actions that are in planning or 
under implementation during the reporting period 
should be reported. Thereby, it is necessary to report 
details on the nature, status and quantitative mitigation 
targets. 

Some actions can be reported in the other chapters on 
needs and constraints. 

If there were some CDM projects or voluntary market 
projects that were not reported in the previous BUR, 
can we report it in the second BUR? 

If these mitigation actions were implemented during the 
development period of the first BUR and there was not 
enough data at that time, you can report them in the 
second BUR. However, you should not report 
mitigation actions that were finished before submission 
of the previous BUR (2014), unless their impact is still 
noticed today, since this information would no longer 
be an update. 

If there are polices that have not yet been translated 
into NAMAs, can we mention them in the mitigation 
actions chapter in the BUR? 

Yes, surely. National policies, laws and measures 
related to tackling climate change are very relevant. It 
is very important to report them. 

 

For the interactive session on mitigation actions, participants were asked to report about one of the 
Vietnamese NAMAs that are under development using a template based on the UNFCCC 
Consultative Group of Experts (CGE) training materials (Figure 2.1). The first group was instructed to 
report on the Vietnamese Wind Power Development NAMA and the second group on the Vietnamese 
Biogas NAMA for medium/large pig farms. The third group reported about the Vietnamese waste to 
resources NAMA. The aim of this session was to show the advantages of using tabular formats for 
reporting on mitigation actions in the BUR. 
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Figure 2.1 Tabular format used to report on mitigation actions in the third interactive session  
(Source: Mitigation Actions and their effects, CGE, 2013) 

 

Dr. Wafiq (NIRAS) provided technical details related to the categories in the tabular formats, including 
the choice of methodologies, quantitative objectives, timelines for steps envisaged and the choice of 
indicators. The participants identified possibilities for further improvement of the reporting of mitigation 
actions in the BUR 2, through more frequent use of tabular formats and summarising critical 
information in a more systematic way. Benchmarking with reports from neighbor countries inspired the 
participants to use other formats and ways to cover more sectors.   

2.2.5 Constraints and Gaps (26 August) 

The final capacity building session was dedicated to reporting on constraints and gaps and related 
financial, technology and capacity-building needs and support received. Mr. de la Torre (NIRAS) 
presented tabular formats developed by the CGE for reporting needs and support received. The 
corresponding chapter of the first Vietnamese BUR was analysed, highlighting strengths and 
discussing potential areas for improvement. Benchmarking with reports from other non-Annex I 
countries allowed the introduction of techniques that may be applied in the BUR 2 and future reports. 

This presentation was followed by an open Q&A session. The main issues raised in this session are 
presented in the following table. 

Table 2.10 Questions raised and comments given in the Q&A session on reporting constraints and gaps 

Question/Comment Answer by NIRAS / GIZ 

At national level, the participants identified the 
institutionalisation of BUR/NC reporting processes as 
one of the most important constraint. So far climate 
change reporting processes in Viet Nam, including both 
BUR and NC, are only project-based and heavily 
depending on international financial support. 

The MONRE/ DMHCC mandate to implement 
UNFCCC-related activities and the Prime Minister 
decision No. 2359 to approve the National System on 
GHG inventory are important steps to solve this 
constraint. IM can support the strengthening of this 
institutionalisation plan. 

There is a lack of legislative instruments to define 
responsibilities of the line ministries and underlying 
agencies in BUR/NC processes. Further, there are no 
standardised methodologies/models for calculation in 
different sectors, which leads to ineffective cross-sector 
cooperation, data sharing and reporting workflows. 

One solution is the development of specific and short 
Memoranda of Understanding (MoUs) with key 
ministries. This could establish the flow of information 
and propose a set of national standard factors 
prioritising those with high emissions. 
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At sector level, key constraints are: institutional 
planning and financial settings as well as personnel 
capacity. The agriculture sector faces many difficulties 
starting with institutional arrangements and 
coordination with MONRE, methodological issues with 
the revised 1996 IPCC guidelines, lack of national 
experts and lack of capacity. 

IM can provide training on methodological issues for 
the MONRE/ DMHCC and also review the workflows of 
information with the agriculture sector and propose a 
plan to face these difficulties. 

In the energy sector, there are many constraints related 
to important technologies for mitigation, especially 
solar/wind energy options. These include lack of 
investment lines or concessional loans, training on 
technology management, policy support, high 
dependence on foreign technology, high levelised 
costs, high investment costs, little or no support for 
R&D and lack of reliable information to develop the 
project engineering. 

The renewable energy sector is a global sector with 
significant resources for training, technical information, 
project management data and examples of projects in 
other contexts.  

 

To familiarise the participants with tools aiming to facilitate the creation of reports under the UNFCCC, 
the session closed with a presentation of the knowledge products developed during phase I of the IM 
project, e.g. the BUR Process Guidance Tool and the BUR template:  

 The BUR Process Guidance Tool targets BUR teams in non-Annex 1 countries and explains 
the key steps of the BUR preparation process and how to prepare for the ICA, estimating 
efforts in terms of time given the national circumstances.  

 The BUR template may be employed as the basis for a BUR and was partly used by Namibia, 
Ghana and other non-Annex I countries for their first BUR.  

 
The DMHCC and the BUR team found the BUR template very useful and requested the IM project to 
support its translation into Vietnamese in order to send it to the line agencies and ministries for their 
understanding and for usage in the next IM trainings. 

Finally, other knowledge products from GIZ were highlighted, namely: 

• CB Workshop Documentation & Peer-to-Peer Workshop Summary Report 
(https://mitigationpartnership.net/information-matters)  

• Preparing for the ICA Process: Required efforts and capacities needed 
(https://mitigationpartnership.net/giz-2015-preparing-ica-process-required-efforts-and-
capacities-needed)  

•  (Good) Practice Study on GHG Inventories in the Waste Sector NAI 
(https://mitigationpartnership.net/giz-2015-good-practice-study-ghg-inventories-waste-sector-
non-annex-i-countries)  

 

2.2.6 Conclusion of the Training 

For the final session, the NIRAS consultants presented a wrap-up of all contents addressed during the 
training as well as the main requirements discussed to improve Viet Nam’s BUR 2. The training 
concluded with final remarks by the participants and a dialogue on topics that may be covered in 
upcoming trainings, according to the IM capacity building plan to be agreed with MONRE. 

Topics identified as highest priority for improvements are:  

 A better framework for reporting mitigation actions, the potential to improve the GHG inventory 
by applying the 2006 IPCC guidelines and workflows for data gathering.  

 Benchmarking with other parties, including Annex I countries, to explore options for reporting 
and to anticipate new, post-Paris requirements on transparency, completeness and accuracy.  

 
Proposals by the workshop participants for further IM activities in Viet Nam are: i) considering the 
possibility of working with the World Resource Institute (WRI) to learn about the “Policy and Action 
Standard: Accounting and Reporting Standard for Estimating the Greenhouse Gas Effects of Policies 
and Actions”; and ii) providing advice for the development of country-specific emission factors.  
Overall, the participants communicated their interest to review the proposed IM roadmap for 2016 and 
2017, containing long-term capacity building impacts on the preparation process of BUR 2 and its 
timely submission by December 2017. 
 

https://mitigationpartnership.net/information-matters
https://mitigationpartnership.net/information-matters
https://mitigationpartnership.net/giz-2015-preparing-ica-process-required-efforts-and-capacities-needed
https://mitigationpartnership.net/giz-2015-preparing-ica-process-required-efforts-and-capacities-needed
https://mitigationpartnership.net/giz-2015-good-practice-study-ghg-inventories-waste-sector-non-annex-i-countries
https://mitigationpartnership.net/giz-2015-good-practice-study-ghg-inventories-waste-sector-non-annex-i-countries
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3 Next Steps and Further Recommendations 

Based on the review of the previous stock taking and gap analysis report, the feedback from the 
consultation workshop and training as well as the inputs received from the DMHCC and other partners 
about each component of Viet Nam’s BUR 1, the following conclusions and recommendations are 
identified for the design and organisation of the upcoming IM activities in the country: 

1. The main advantages of the IM project are its timing, flexibility and demand-driven approach. 
The IM and NIRAS team will work closely with the DMHCC, IMHEN and other central actors to 
design and adjust the planning of IM activities according to their needs. It would be strategic to 
conduct first trainings before the Viet Nam BUR team receives the GEF funding for BUR 2 
development.  

2. Due to time constraints of the IM project (termination by November 2017), IM might not 
accompany the whole BUR 2 process of Viet Nam. Priority for the next trainings should be 
given to capacity building to report about mitigation actions, support needed and received as 
well as gaps and constraints, to support the development of the BUR 2. Specific BUR 2 
development target groups will need to be developed together with the DMHCC and the 
national BUR team.  

3. A roadmap on IM activities in Viet Nam covering the time frame 2016-2017 will be developed 
based on the existing needs as well as recommendations from this training, in close 
consultation with the national partners, in particular the DMHCC and the national BUR team. 

4. Based on the PM decision No. 2359 on the GHG inventory system and with possible IM 
support, the DMHCC aims to work further on guiding documents for cross-sector 
collaboration, sector level data collection and reporting. One possible approach could be to 
develop a standardised, national legal framework and technical procedures to guide the line 
ministries and agencies involved in the BUR process, with formal workflows of information, 
templates for data gathering, QA/QC procedures, reporting modalities and a methodological 
description of the process. This might support a standardised process for all future reports and 
contribute to the improvement of data completeness and quality. A selection of those 
procedures could be validated and tested during the preparation of the BUR 2.   

5. With support from IM, the DMHCC could develop a proposal giving insight into minimum 
capacity and knowledge requirements to ensure a successful BUR development to be used by 
the core group (the national BUR team and GHG inventory team).  A capacity building plan to 
enable the core group, including new team members, to fulfill these requirements could 
complete this activity. The plan could further be applied to improve awareness, understanding 
and capacity of focal points, key relevant staff in line ministries and agencies in charge of data 
gathering and processing as well as the national pool of experts on climate change reporting. 
This capacity building plan could be updated with the latest UNFCCC and IPCC 
communications and serve as a pillar for institutionalised BUR processes and sustained 
knowledge for the government teams for future reporting. 

6. With support from IM, a set of supporting documents could be developed for the BUR core 
team. Existing tools offered by GIZ, in particular the BUR template, could be used for this 
purpose being translated into Vietnamese. If time and resources allow, skills on econometric 
principles for forecasting purposes could be improved, e.g. BAU setting for estimating effects 
of mitigation actions. 

7. A roadmap for IM activities in Viet Nam for 2016-2017 will be developed based on the existing 
needs as well as recommendations from this training, in close consultation with the national 
partners, in particular the DMHCC and the national BUR team.  
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4 Appendices 

 Appendix 1: Agenda of the mission workshops 

 

CONSULTATION ON IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR THE SECOND BIENNIAL UPDATE REPORT 
OF VIET NAM TO THE UNFCCC 

 

Song Hong resort, Vinh Yen, Vinh Phuc, 

24 August 2016 

Tuesday 23 August 2016 

14:00 Depart from Ha Noi 

16:00 Arrival of participants to Vinh Phuc and hotel check-in  

19:00 Dinner 

Wednesday 24 August 2016 

08:00-08:30 Registration 

08:30-09:00 Opening and overview of the workshop: 

- Opening remarks 

- Self-introduction of participants 

- Workshop objectives and agenda  

09:00-09:30 Presentation on implementation of National Communications and BURs of Vietnam 
and experiences in ICA process 

09:30-10:00 Implementation Plan for the second BUR of Viet Nam  

10:00-10:30 Coffee break  

10:30-11:00 Overview of the BMUB-supported Global Information Matters Project and how it can 
support the BUR preparation 

11:00-12:15 Q&A and overall discussion on the Implementation Plan for BUR 2 

12:15-12:30 Summary and closing of the workshop 

12:30-14:00 Lunch 
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TRAINING ON PREPARATION OF BIENNIAL UPDATE REPORTS TO THE UNFCCC 

 

Song Hong resort, Vinh Yen city, Vinh Phuc  

24-26 August 2016 

  

Day 1: Wednesday 24 August 2016 Speaker/moderator 

14:00-
14:30 

Opening of the workshop: 

- Self-introduction by participants and trainers 
- Workshop objectives and agenda  
- Working rules for interactive session (roles, outcomes, 

timing control) 

Mr. Luis de la Torre 

Mr. Ahmad Wafiq 

14:30-
15:00 

Session 1: Overview of the measurement, reporting and 
verification (MRV) framework for developing countries under 
the Climate Convention 

- Overview of the transparency framework under the Paris 
Agreement 

- MRV System Requirements before and after Paris 
Agreement 

- BUR context and guidelines 
- International consultation and analysis (ICA) process  

Mr. Luis de la Torre 

 

10 min Q&A  

15:00-
15:30 

Session 2: Reporting national circumstances and institutional 
arrangements for BURs 

- Building sustainable institutional arrangements for the 
submission of BURs every 2 years  

- Reporting national circumstances and institutional 
arrangements: reporting provisions, approaches and 
examples 

Mr. Ahmad Wafiq 

10 min Q&A  

15:30-
16:00 

Coffee break  

16:00-
16:30 

Q&A  

16:30-
17:45 

Continuation of Session 2 

- Interactive break-out group discussion (3 groups)  
- Presentation of each break-out group to the plenary 
- Interactive discussion  

Mr. Ahmad Wafiq 

17:45-
18:00 

Summary and wrap-up for the day  Mr. Luis de la Torre 

 

19:00 Dinner  

Day 2: Thursday 25 August 2016  

09:00-
09:40 

Session 3: Reporting on national GHG inventories 

- Key provisions in the BUR guidelines on reporting 
information on national GHG inventories in the BUR. 

- Overview of the tables and methods presented in the IPCC 
guidelines, tools available for estimating national GHG 
inventories, key considerations in applying potential 
updates on activity data and minimum requirements with 
regard to the inventory years, frequency and submission 
dates. 

 

Mr. Luis de la Torre 
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09.40-
10.00 

Presentation of the German GHG inventory system Mr. Oscar Zarzo 

10.00-
10.30 

Q&A    

10:30-
11:00 

Coffee break  

11:00-
12:20 

Continuation of Session 3 

- Interactive break-out group discussion. 
- Presentation of each break-out group to the plenary. 
- Interactive discussion.  

Mr. Luis de la Torre 

 

12:20-
14:00 

Lunch  

14:00-
15:30 

Session 4: Reporting on mitigation actions and their effects  

- Key provisions in the BURs guidelines, approaches and 
examples for reporting mitigation actions and their impacts. 

- Q&A. 
- Interactive breakout group discussion in 3 groups. 

Mr. Ahmad Wafiq 

15:30-
16:00 

Coffee break  

16:00-
17:30 

Continuation of Session 4 

- Continuation of break-out group discussion 
- Process:  

 Each group to choose a mitigation action to report 
on from within its sector. Decide on format for 
presenting the information required. Where possible 
to fill in information (e.g. description of mitigation 
action, nature and coverage, quantitative goals and 
progress indicators, methodologies and 
assumptions). 

 For details such as results achieved, estimated 
outcomes etc.- describe how to derive the 
information and how/where to find the data needed 

- Presentation of each break-out group to the plenary.  
- Interactive Discussion. 

Mr. Ahmad Wafiq 

17:30-
18:00 

Summary and wrap-up for the day Mr. Luis de la Torre 

 

19:00 Dinner  

 Day 3: Friday 26 August 2016  

09:00-
10:30 

Session 5: Discussion on constraints and gaps and related 
financial, technical and capacity-building needs and support 
received 

- Key provisions in the BUR guidelines and approaches for 
reporting constraints and gaps and related financial, 
technical and capacity-building needs and support received. 

- Q&A. 
- Interactive breakout group discussion in 3 groups. 

Mr. Luis de la Torre 

 

10:30-
11:00 

Coffee break  

11:00-
12:00 

Continuation of Session 5 

- Continuation of break-out group discussion. 
- Presentation of each break-out group to the plenary. 
- Interactive Discussion. 

Mr. Luis de la Torre 
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12:00-
12:30 

Presentation on the NAMA facility and other support initiatives. Mr. Oscar Zarzo 

Mr. Matthias Daun 

12:30-
14:00 

Lunch   

14.00-
14.30 

Overall Wrap-up and Summary 

- Summary of discussions. 
- Comments or questions. 
- Closing remarks. 

 
 

Mr. Luis de la Torre 

Mr. Ahmad Wafiq 

Mr. Oscar Zarzo 

 

14.30-
15.00 

Discussion on main gaps identified and alignment with BUR2 
working plan as well as suggestions for follow up by IM.  

Mr. Luis de la Torre 

Mr. Ahmad Wafiq 

Mr. Oscar Zarzo 

15:00 Departure of participants  
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 Appendix 2: Workshop photographs 

 

 

Figure 4.1 Participants interacting with GIZ facilitators 

 

 

Figure 4.2 Group photo of the training participants 


