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Under the first funding round opened in 2013, 47 projects applied, with 14 million 
euros awarded to Mexico to cut energy use in homes by introducing efficiency 

standards across all new housing stock. 
 

Other projects earmarked to receive cash are plans to help roll-out renewable power 
subsidies in Chile, to better integrate public transport in Colombia and Indonesia and 

to introduce less carbon-intensive ways of growing coffee in Costa Rica. 
 

The funds form part of the climate aid plans for Britain and Germany. 
 

All nations have pledged to provide up to $100 billion a year in climate aid by 2020 to 
help the world's poorest countries to cut emissions and adapt to climate change. 

 
Under a U.N. agreement in 2010, all developing nations agreed to produce NAMAs. 
Some 95 have been outlined in 35 countries, according to a database maintained by 

Dutch consultancy Ecofys. 

http://www.trust.org/item/20140409094406-pywab/  
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Introduction to NAMAs 

Nationally Appropriate 

Policy versus project level 

Unilateral and supported NAMAs 

Low Emission Development 
Strategies (LEDS) 

National commitments and 
voluntary targets 

Determine NAMA’s 

NAMA’s aggregated into LEDs 

MRV needed for applications 
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Criteria for prioritizing NAMAs 

 



Criteria for prioritizing NAMAs 

 



Financing 

The financial point of departure: The current 
budget 

The NAMA financing proposal 

Involving the private sector 

Key issues when approaching the first 
financier 



The NAMA financing proposal 

Cost-benefit overview: The total costs of 
implementation - by illustrating alternative 
scenarios -  of the planned measure(s) and 
indication of the direct benefits of the 
measure(s), including emissions-reduction 
benefits as well as other kinds.
Financial instruments: Information on potential 
financial instruments to be employed and the 
conditions that must be met in order to use each. 
This includes financing of other NAMA elements. 
Governance: Identification of a domestic authority 
that serves as the communications partner. If there 
is a financial aggregator, this should also be 
identified. These are the stakeholders involved in 
structuring the NAMA financing and who may also 
be capable of facilitating the implementation  
process. 

Major risks and barriers: Identification of 
likely obstacles that may threaten cash 
flows and delay or hinder the 
implementation and successful operation of 
the NAMA. 

MRV system: This is necessary 
documentation that helps to justify 
involvement in climate financing  

Domestic and international support: 
Financing that is provided through the 
national budget should be highlighted. 
Additional financial instruments sought from 
other sources should be described, if 
possible, providing alternative approaches. 



Potential financing streams 
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Structuring NAMA financing 
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NAMA Development Process (1): 
The ‘Concept’ phase 

identify and prioritise areas of national or sectorial development plans or policies in which 
GHG emissions reduction is feasible and desirable; 

visualise implementation modalities; 

describe possible policy instruments or measures required to make the emissions reduction 
happen; 

conduct initial cost estimates; 

consider aspects of budgets and means of diverting existing funding or obtaining new funding; 

identify probable stakeholders, including possible financiers, and ways of engaging them; 

establish baseline and mitigation emissions scenarios; 

describe the NAMA’s prime benefits and co-benefits; and 

outline an MRV system. 



NAMA Development Process (2): 
The ‘Development’ phase 

defining the status quo of GHG emissions and making projections at BAU and 
mitigation levels; 

formalising MRV mechanisms and other evaluation tools; 

fleshing out the details of the NAMA; 

continuing to engage financial and other stakeholders; 

defining the responsibilities of the actors involved; and 

formalising and submitting all necessary documentation. 



NAMA Development Process (2): 
The ‘Implementation’ phase 

the NAMA activity is launched; 

initial feedback is recorded; 

stakeholder engagement continues; 

the legal/institutional framework, system(s) or project(s) of the NAMA are set into motion; and 

the NAMA is adapted, if necessary, based on feedback from all areas involve. . 



Stakeholder Outreach 
Government: Typically, any and all ministries responsible for regulation or funding of the proposed olicies 
and/or measures; e.g., ministries of environment, economy, finance, energy, resources,  transport or 
industry. Depending on whether the NAMA is a policy or a project NAMA, and also depending on what types 
of implementation modalities it will involve, regional and local governments need to be involved as well, as 
do other relevant governmental institutions, such as an Environmental Protection Agency or an energy 
regulator. Political parties might also need to be included.  
Public sector: This includes representatives from state utilities, relevant municipalities or chambers of 
commerce as well as public banks or investment promotion agencies.  
Private sector: These stakeholders might be industry associations, pertinent companies (domestic and 
international branches), private utilities, private banks and other businesses with relevant interests in the 
NAMA measures.  
Non-governmental organisations and civil society: These include NGOs from various areas such as the 
environment or national development, labour organisations, human and gender rights organisations, 
indigenous or religious groups and other civil society representatives. 
Institutions providing domestic or international support: Of course, institutions providing financial, 
technical or capacity-building support need to be integrated into the process early on. These include 
domestic or multilateral development banks, international development agencies and bilateral agencies. 
Observers from regional institutions or partner countries may be involved as well. 
The academic community: Research institutions, universities and think tanks as well as technical experts 
and advisers will provide know-how as well as data.  
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Measurement, reporting and verification 
(MRV) of NAMAs 

Accuracy: Measurement should be as accurate as the NAMA budget will allow and aligned with the use of 
measurement results in evaluating outcomes/impacts. Accuracy trade-offs should be accompanied by increased 
conservativeness in estimates and judgements. Further, accuracy should be determined taking into account the 
significance of the outcomes/impacts.  

Completeness: Measurement methodology should cover information related to all effects of activities included in a 
NAMA. Some of the outcomes/impacts, such as reduction in GHG emissions, will be estimated, based on 
measurement data for the estimates. In such cases, the documented methodology should clearly outline the process 
and procedures for estimating the outcomes/impacts (emission factors of electricity production, for example) as well as 
other measured data used for estimates. 

Conservativeness: Estimates and measurements should be made so as to err on the side of conservative reporting 
of outcomes/impacts. The principle of conservativeness should be applied to situations in which either measurement 
or estimating have a high level of uncertainty or in which a high level of accuracy of measurement or estimating is not 
cost-effective. The measurement methodology should expressly identify the uncertainty in measurements and include 
procedures for choosing conservative values.  

Consistency: Reporting of information should be consistent between different types of projects/programmes and 
different periods of time for the same project/programme.  

Comparability: The information or estimates, especially of GHG emissions reduction, should be comparable across 
NAMAs. To enable comparability, the NAMA implementer should use standardised  formats for reporting. 



Measurement, reporting and verification 
(MRV) of NAMAs 



Measurement, reporting and verification 
(MRV) of NAMAs 

What the UNFCCC needs to see 



Quantifying the Impact of NAMAs 

Establishing the NAMA  baseline scenario 

Challenges to establishing baseline 
emissions projections 

Emission estimates under the NAMA 
Scenario 

Evaluation of co-benefits  



Quantifying the impact of NAMAs 

Estimating a baseline 

GHG emissions  = fn (energy use, energy system, emission factors) 

Energy use  = fn (activity * energy intensity) 

Activity   = fn (population, income, economic growth) 

Estimating reduction 

Any changes in: energy system, emission factors, activity , energy intensity, population, 
income, economic growth 

Estimating cost 



Quantifying the impact of NAMAs 
Energy models are often needed: 

Intermittency 

Fuel switching 

Supply 

Demand 

Indirect changes (e.g. energy efficiency) 

These are dynamic and not additive 

Need experts 

Tools: MESSAGE, MARKAL/TIMES, 
LEAP, OSeMOSYS etc. 

 



Quantifying the impact of NAMAs 
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Quantifying the impact of NAMAs 
Nationally appropriate 

 



Quantifying the impact of NAMAs 
Nationally appropriate 

 



Quantifying the impact of NAMAs 
Nationally appropriate 

Linking to 
energy 
models / 
scenarios 

See the 
IAEA’s ISED 

See also 
IAEA case 
studies 

CLEWs and 
the nexus



Conclusion 
Templates are available 

------- 

Identification and prioritization of 
NAMAs 

How to structure NAMA financing 

The NAMA development process 

Measurement, reporting and 
verification (MRV) of NAMAs 

Quantifying the impact of NAMAs 

------- 

 

http://namapipeline.org/Publications/Guidance_for_NAMA_Design
_2013_.pdf  
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