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WORKSHOP 
 

ENHANCING LAND-USE SECTOR READINESS FOR ADDRESSING CLIMATE CHANGE 
AND LESSONS LEARNED FROM REDD+ 

 

 

Objective: 

To bring together researchers and practitioners working on agricultural and forest climate 

change mitigation, including REDD+, to promote a dialogue and exchange of ideas on how to 

enhance the land-use sector readiness for an integrated approach towards meeting global 

climate change targets, including adaptation and food security goals, among others. 

Specific questions: 

How can the land-use sector better contribute to the 1.5/2 degrees C climate change target, 

while also aiming to meet other objectives such as adaptation, food security, poverty 

alleviation and environmental sustainability? 

What are key lessons learned from REDD+ and what do they mean for enhancing the land-

use sector potential for an integrated approach to address climate change?  

Background 

The Paris Agreement recognizes the importance of the land-use sector in supporting global 

efforts to achieve climate goals. Many countries included forest and/or agriculture within 

their intended nationally determined contributions (INDCs) as currently, almost one quarter 

of global green-house gas emissions (GHG) are attributed to agriculture, forestry and other 

land-uses (IPCC 2014: 8).There is general agreement that we have a great opportunity 

today, more than ever, to make the land-use sector part of the solution. The land-use sector 

is also critical to meet adaptation goals.  

However, the forest and agriculture sectors have a history of following separate tracks, with 

different institutions and policies to govern both, while in essence they are closely 

interlinked and could benefit from a common vision. Policies generated in one domain can 

affect the other one and vice versa, for instance, policies to support agricultural production 

have led to deforestation in many parts of the world and so far agriculture continues to be 

the main driver of deforestation. Equally important, forest and agriculture are highly 

vulnerable to climate change, while at the same time they are important sources of 

greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. Current international efforts to address land-use 

emissions in a more coherent and cooperative manner are not sufficient and require further 

enhancement.  
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Agriculture as a sector faces the challenge of enhancing food production for an increasing 

world population, since food and nutrition security is a high priority, while keeping 

emissions down and addressing other environmental and societal concerns, improving 

resource efficiency, reducing vulnerability and adapting to climate change. The 

consideration of the three reinforcing pillars of mitigation, adaptation and food production 

is what characterizes climate smart agriculture. 

Since 2005 RED (later on REDD+) was introduced in the agenda of United Nations 

Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) as an effort to support developing 

countries to reduce emissions from deforestation. Years later, forest degradation, and the 

role of conservation, sustainable management of forests, and enhancement of forest carbon 

stocks were included in the concept. REDD+ has triggered a series of actions, initiatives and 

funds at the national and international level. However, REDD+ success is highly dependent 

on how actors manage to address the main drivers of deforestation and work together with 

other sectors influencing land-use decisions (Corbera, Estrada, & Brown, 2010: 384; 

Kissinger, 2013: 43; Salvini et al., 2014). Learning from REDD+ and in particular from its 

Readiness phase1  experiences  in harnessing the forest sector to take on climate mitigation 

actions, both land-use sectors could draw separate and joint lessons that could enhance 

their role in addressing climate change challenges, while achieving food security and other 

environmental and social goals. Different approaches to REDD+ readiness can be found at 

the FCPF (Forest Carbon Partnership Facility of the World Bank) and UNREDD (FAO, UNEP 

and UNDP). Most of the REDD+ countries are still in the readiness phase, with few already in 

early implementation phases. The analysis of lessons learned can also lead to the 

identification of more integrative approaches for both land-use sector and balancing 

different objectives at the landscape level.  

Forests and agriculture have their specificities and respond to different national priorities 

(for instance, conservation of ecosystems  vs. food production), however, they both present 

important opportunities for synergies and reducing their trade-offs if more cooperative or 

landscape approaches are pursued, building more on complementarities and their interface 

than competition for resources. This workshop aims to promote an exchange of views on 

how to enhance the land-use sector readiness for an integrated approach, while balancing 

different objectives and building on lessons learned. It will provide a platform for discussing 

different approaches to the land-use sector and climate action, for instance, sector versus 

coordinated or integrated approaches and in which circumstances would each approach fit 

                                                 
1 Based on different understandings and definitions, the readiness phase can be defined as a status or a 

process in which a country has fulfilled certain conditions, including policy development and strengthened 

capacity, and is ready to achieve emission reductions in a measurable, reportable and verified manner (See 

Streck (2009). And in the case of REDD+, moving to implementation (Phase 2) and benefiting from 

performance or results-based payments (Phase 3).  
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best and their implications for policy, governance, funding and implementation. This will be 

operationalized as follows: 

 

Scope of the workshop 

Part 1: Stocktaking 

Lessons learned from REDD+ can be identified in many spheres. For this workshop, we wish 

to focus on the following 2 broad areas and how/if the lessons can be applied to agriculture 

or/and a land-use level:  

a. Setting the policy framework, e.g.,  

 International agenda setting and framing strategies 

 Policy coherence/ policy development/ institutions building or strengthening  

 Balancing different goals vis-à-vis using safeguards 

 Addressing agricultural drivers of deforestation  

 

b. Implementation, transparency and delivering results, e.g., 

 Implementation phases, processes and stakeholder engagement at different scales 

(local, national, international) 

 Setting the methodological architecture: reference levels, Indicators of climate 

readiness and Measurement, reporting and verification (MRV) systems, including 

production of reliable data 

 Finance and incentives frameworks 

 Successful ground/grassroots efforts, especially those that have gone to scale 

 

Part 2: Development of recommendations and discussion of ways on how to enhance the 

land-use sector readiness for an integrated approach to enhance climate action at different 

scales.  

Based on the lessons learned from REDD+ plenary and working groups, discussions will focus 

among other topics on: 

1. Differences between the agriculture and the forest sectors and what they mean for 

developing separate or joint/land-use climate readiness processes, while also aiming 

to meet other objectives such as adaptation, food security, poverty alleviation and 

environmental sustainability 

2. Under what circumstances does it make sense to have sector vrs. integrated 

approaches? Where is coordination or an integrated approach needed? 



 

4 
 

3. If and how a landscape level approach could be pursued in different locations 

4. What climate readiness of the land use sector would entail and if and how it could be 

measured 

5. What climate readiness would mean for funding streams and implementation ideas 

 

Outcomes 

- Recommendations and ideas on how to develop tailored strategies for enhancing the 

mitigation, adaptation and food security potential in the land-use sector, which can 

serve as an input to UNFCCC/ COP22 or any other relevant process. This includes 

suggestions on actions needed and by whom. 

- Recommendations and ideas for further research on selected issues or locations. 

- 1 academic article 

Duration 

2 full days 

Date 

11-12th October 2016 

Location 

Hof van Wageningen, Wageningen, The Netherlands  

Participants 

Approximately 35 participants (including, policy practitioners, researchers, NGOs, donors 

and government representatives) involved in the forests/REDD+ and agriculture domains at 

the national and/ or international levels. 

Co-organizers 

Wageningen University and Research Centre 

Environmental Change Institute, University of Oxford 

Ministry of Economic Affairs of The Netherlands 

In collaboration with: 

CGIAR/CCAFS 

CGIAR/ FTA 

Relevant background material 
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