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1. Introduction 

As part of PNG’s GCF Readiness project, the Climate Change & Development Authority (CCDA) has 
organized an interactive participant forum webinar to discuss, review and elicit feedback on the 
No-Objection Procedure and the GCF Country Programme. The webinar was facilitated by the 
Global Green Growth Institute (GGGI) as the delivery partner of the project with technical support 
provided by USAID Climate Ready. 

This webinar on the Papua New Guinea (PNG) Green Climate Fund (GCF) Country Programme 
and No-Objection Procedure took place on 19 May 2020 online via a webinar. The objective of 
this webinar was to present the draft PNG GCF Country Programme and No-Objection Procedure 
for review and stakeholder feedback. 

The Webinar provided an opportunity for stakeholders to gain an understanding of, and provide 
feedback on these documents. The webinar brought together expertise from stakeholders in 
Papua New Guinea and other parts of the world, and input was solicited from participants to 
strengthen the Papua New Guinea GCF Country Programme and No-Objection Procedure. 

2. Participants 

Stakeholders from national government, development partners, civil society and the private 
sector were invited to attend the webinar. In total, 106 people were sent invitations. Of these, 46 
participants registered to attend and 34 attended – which was an attendance rate of 74%. 
Participants dialed in from various locations in Papua New Guinea, Fiji, New Zealand, Australia, 
and the United States. 

The webinar took place using the Zoom Platform due to social distancing requirements under the 
current Covid-19 pandemic and was held in one three-hour session on the 19 May 2020 from 9am 
to 12pm. To facilitate participation to the online workshop, vouchers for 2 GB of Internet data 
were offered and shared by GGGI free of charge for those who required it. 

The participant list is provided in Annex II. 

a. Webinar Metrics 

Registered:  46 

Attended:  34 

Attendance Rate: 74% 

Questions asked: 39 

3. Program overview 

a. Webinar opening 

The webinar was opened by Mr. Ruel Yamuna, Managing Director, CCDA, and Dr. Achala 
Abeysinghe, PNG Country Representative, GGGI. The opening remarks highlighted the 
consultations and engagement that have taken place thus far, the importance of PNG accessing 
climate finance, and how the GCF Country Programme and No-Objection procedure will facilitate 
the development of proposals to access GCF finance.  

b. Webinar sessions 

The webinar consisted of two presentations, and two forum sessions – the agenda for the webinar 
is included in Annex I. 

The presentations are summarized below:  



• The first presentation was delivered by Ben Sims, Consultant, GGGI. This presentation 
provided an overview of the PNG GCF Country Programme, and PNG’s priority investment 
pipeline. 

• The second presentation was delivered by Nidatha Martin, Interim GCF Coordinator, CCDA. 
The presentation provided an overview of the NDA No-Objection Procedure Guidelines. 

4. Stakeholder feedback 

Participant expectations and contributions were captured in two ways: 1) using questions and 
answers during the webinar, and 2) issuing an evaluation survey following completion of the 
webinar. The results are described in detail below. 

a. Webinar discussions 

Webinar participants asked a number of important questions throughout the webinar. In general, 
the below points were discussed:  

• How the pipeline was prioritised; 
• The process for updating the Country Programme; 
• Potential linkages between the GCF and CDM projects; 
• Identification of project proponents for GCF projects in the pipeline; 
• Why GCF projects have a focus on policy and regulatory design and strengthening rather than 

just capital improvements; 
• Co-financing requirements; 
• The financial characteristics and structuring of GCF projects; 
• How the development of Concept Notes and Funding Proposals will be financed; 
• How GCF finance could be used for addressing agricultural sector challenges; 
• The role of DNPM in the approval of GCF proposals, allocation of co-finance, and issuance of 

the no-objection letter; 
• The proposal technical review process by the NDA. 

The specific questions raised in the Webinar are listed in Table 1. 

Table 1: Questions and answers 

Question Answer 

Regarding education institutions such as UNRE, can we submit a 
proposal Concept Note at this stage? We have submitted a 
prelimiary proposal to the NDA 

Live answered 

Are these proposals presented in order of priority? It is not presented in priority order, 
and all are considered priorities. 

As mentioned by Ben, the CP is a living document. How often will 
the CP be updated? And when (i.e. yearly or every 2 years, etc) is it 
appropriate to add a new list of priorities to the CP? 

Live answered 

Hi Ben kindly confirm if I have heard you correctly that PP 2.1 is 
policy oriented based? 

Live answered 

I see the procedures very similar to what we did for CDM under the 
Kyoto protocol. Can some of the projects considered under CDM 
back then be considered by the NDA for GCF funding? 

The point here is that - as long as 
the projects objectives align with 
strategic impact outcomes and 
objectives of GCF,  is aligned with 
CDM priorities of PNG, this can be 
considered for GCF funding. More 
information available with CCDA 
through the NDA. 



I would like to confirm why are we seeking proposal for capcity 
building, assessments, development of policies when proposals 
should be on investments impact projects which are clearly stated in 
MTDP III which you have indicated for engergy and infrastructure. 
the others are purley on assessents and development of 
programme, policy etc 

Live answered 

Should there be any cofinancing required from Government then all 
projects must be an investment projects and all assessments and 
capacity building should be built into the projects as components. 

Live answered 

Hi Ben, when you say US$30-40 million, do you mean this indicative 
financing per project or is it per programme and/or priority 
proposal? 

Live answered 

Can proposal 2.2 collaborate and implement upon request by a GCF 
agriculture  project that requires road infractructure for market 
access? Theresa 

Live answered 

Can I suggest, for all priority proposal with DPE, can I suggest PPL 
and ICCC are involved in potential partners as well? This is fromthe 
experience that DPE doesn't really have the capacity to implement 
any, as many here would agree. Otherwise, we will be going around 
in circles in terms of policies, etc. 

Live answered 

Re 3.1, does the CP identify which districts/provinces are hotspots of 
vulnerability? 

Live answered 

2.2 . There are existing programs on market access so how do this 
funding facility compliments the ongoing program rather then 
coming up with a new project.. Stakeholders need to meet to 
discuss on this and prioritise the sites to get maximum return on 
investments, 

Live answered 

Since PNG has 3 diffeernt Agriculture related proposals with 
different outcomes, will that have positive or negative impression of  
PNG in terms of our agriculture priority areas? 

Live answered 

Can we include MRA as potential partners in Priority proposal 3.2? 
MRA has done alot in this area as well. 

Live answered 

Who will support getting proposal ideas from concept note to 
funding proposal in terms of resources ($$ and personnel/experts) 
between the potential partners. Mobilising stakeholders and 
supporting docs include budget proposal. 

Live answered 

Ben thank you for the presentation, Just a general question, from all 
these proposals, are we stating governments co-funding, if we are, 
may be it be good to state. Reason for this question is because we 
have submitted a proposal for national suplementary budget 
support towards all our mitigation and adaptation projects and this 
co-funding can be a good justification for our proposal. 

Live answered 

this is a huge funding machsims and PNG needs to access the most 
and the impact of this funding must be felt and seen in the 
development. we note thta most prosposal can be componets of 
one big programme/projects as capacity building and assessments 
are already compments of investment projects/programme. for 
example  market acess and renewal energy together in one 
programme 

Live answered 



This is not a question but a comment supporting to Damien Sonny 
suggestion to include on PPL and ICCC as potential parter 

Live answered 

UPNG CORE has two proposed Mitigation projects. As a requirement 
to complete the GCF CN, UPNG CORE needs to conduct a feasibility 
study however we do not have the funds at this stage.  
 
(If I heard right) As stated, the Priority Proposal 2.1 from PPL and 
potential partners will also support Feasibility Study  for small and 
large scale power projects. Does that mean UPNG CORE can seek 
support from PPL and partners (once they have secured GCF 
funding) to conduct feasibility study for our solar projects to enable 
UPNG CORE to complete the GCF CN to submit to NDA? 

Hi Darlen, not necessarily. unless the 
UPNG CORE project is part or a key 
componennt of the PP 2.1., and that 
it is clear in the PP2.1 CN that 
feasibility study is required. 
However, if both mitigation projects 
from UPNG CORE are stand alone, 
you can submit your CN to GCF with 
NDA support, and in it seeking 
project preparation facility (PPF) 
funds to conduct the feasibility 
study. we can discuss more but this 
is basically what it boils down to. 
Peni. 

The M-CMERP is planned to have SPREP do expanded vulnerability 
assessments in coastal and marine areas. 

Live answered 

CCDA as the NDA has a list existing project proposals and concept 
notes before the CP was developed. If these proposals and concepts 
are not aligned with the current list of priorities that we have. How 
does the NDA address this issue? 

Live answered 

Go PNG has alllocated K200M on SME with primary focus on 
receiving the Agriculture Sector. Does the CP ensure these small 
SME's are well co-funded and supported and at the same time avoid 
duplication. Does the CP outline the guidelines and procedures for 
selecting and prioritising agriculture SME projects? 

Live answered 

Thanks Peni. Please send PPF doc and copy of Benson's 
presentation. Have another meeting now. Ta 

Thank you Darlen. Will do. 
Appreciate your participation today. 
Regards, Readiness team. 

Why are PNGFA and CEPA potential partners for Proposal 3.4? Live answered 

With the current global economic crisis due to COVID 19, what is the 
guarantee that funds will be made available under the GCF for the 
identified timeline (2021-2027)? 

The pipeline presents the indicative 
financing requested - a number of 
factors may affect the availability of 
funding (including proposal quality, 
GCF replenishment, co-financing 
availability etc.) 

In the absence of CCDA Board given the current status of the Board 
Set Up , I guess this will affect the PP 1 (2020 -2021) in the CP. How 
will this be addressed? 

Live answered 

where does DNPM comes in this process if government process has 
been integated into this process. DNPM coordinates all assistance to 
fund development projects? 

Live answered 

Clearity needed on the responsibility of the CCDAs board approval?? Live answered 

If role of cofinancing in process 4 is important then the PIP guideline 
is important here? 

Live answered 

The technical review will take about 8 to 12 weeks. What is the 
technical review process? Will the review process be interactive, 
meaning the proponent be involved? 

Live answered 



b. Webinar evaluation survey results 

An Evaluation Survey was provided to all participants following completion of the webinar. Six 
responses were received. Results are displayed below. 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

16. What other aspects would you suggest to improve this webinar? 

• Ensure the webinar is concise and slides are accurate 

• Strengthen webinar flow, and summarise questions raised at the end of presentation 

• Use video as well as audio 



• Provide slides before the presentation 
 

17. Other comments or requests for information: 

• The webinar platform minimizes expenses and is a convenient way to conduct meetings 

• Important to manage participant registration, as some participants could not log-on 

5. Conclusions and recommendations 

The webinar was well-attended, with 44 people joining online. The webinar had active 
engagement and many questions were raised throughout the Webinar, but it was also challenging 
with technical difficulties and time constraints. The pre-Covid 19 plan was to have a two-day 
workshop with group sessions, which would have allowed for a stronger review of the Country 
Programme and No-Objection Procedure.  

In the first annual review and update of the Country Programme, the NDA will hold a workshop 
with national stakeholders to ensure that stakeholders have the opportunity to provide feedback 
in-person to complement and build on the engagement achieved from this Webinar. The No-
Objection Procedure Guidelines is also a living document and will undergo periodic review, 
similar to the Country Programme. Further opportunities will be provided to key stakeholders to 
engage and participate in the no-objection process. The No Objection Guidelines were shared with 
key stakeholders identified through the CCDA Technical Working Committees (adaptation, 
REDD+ & Mitigation and MRV & NC), who were given the opportunity to comment and provide 
feedback to the guidelines in a consultative manner. Recommendations that were received 
following the webinar were considered and integrated into the No Objection Guidelines. 

 

Following these webinars, the comments and feedback provided in the webinar were integrated 
into the final draft of the PNG GCF Country Programme. The questions raised during the Webinar 
session on the No-Objection Guidelines Procedure will be followed by focused 1-1 consultations 
and all feedback incorporated into the final draft version.  

It is recommended that the NDA continues to maintain the momentum built in this webinar. The 
NDA should disseminate the PNG GCF Country Programme and No-Objection Procedure 
Guidelines to webinar participants following its completion.  
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7. Annex II: Webinar Participants 

1 Mr. Ruel Yamuna Managing Director, CCDA 

2 Ms. Achala Abeysinghe Country Representative, GGGI 

3 Ms. Gwen Sissiou General Manager – REDD+ and Mitigation, CCDA 

4 Mr. Jimmy Frank General Manager – Corporate Services, CCDA 

5 Mr. Ansca Pakop Legal Council, CCDA 

6 Ms. Nidatha Martin Interim Green Climate Fund Coordinator, CCDA 

7 Mr. Terence Barambi Manager – REDD+ Branch, CCDA 

8 Mr. Jonah Auka Manager – Projects Branch, CCDA 

9 Ms. Debra Sungi MRV & NC International Negotiations, CCDA 

10 Mr. Iki Peter Senior Adaptation Officer, CCDA 

11 Ms. Eunice Dus Senior Officer – REDD+, CCDA 

12 Mr. Billy Kang Research Officer, CCDA 

13 Ms. Sonia Baine REDD+ Branch, CCDA 

14 Mr. Cephas Wenge Admin Officer, CCDA 

15 Mr. Ruben Kipoi Project Officer, CCDA 

16 Mr. Kenneth Nobi REDD+ Officer 

17 Ms. Katie Eberle Senior Climate Change Advisor, CCDA 

18 Ms. Nicole Masta Senior Policy and Planning Officer, Department of National 
Planning and Monitoring 

19 Mr. Damien Sonny Renewable Energy and Carbon Specialist, PPL 

20 
Mr. Layton Roroi Acting Secretary – Highlands 2 Region, Program 

Implementation Wing, Department of Implementation and 
Rural Development 

21 Mr. Gordon Wafimbi First Assistant Secretary (Highlands & Southern Regions), 
Department of Implementation and Rural Development 

22 Mr. Julius Wandi Environment Safeguard Officer, Department of Works 

23 Mr. Timothy Mais Senior Economist, Department of Treasury 

24 Ms. Lynn Mesibere Statistic Officer, Policy and Planning Branch, DAL 



25 Ms. Theresa Wambon-
Kambuy 

Taro Development Officer, Science & Technology Branch, DAL 

26 Mr. Banak Gamui Biodiversity Advisor with EMPNG’s Biodiversity Program (SHE 
Dept),  Exxon Mobil 

27 Ms. Julia Hagoria Biodiversity Advisor, Exxon Mobil 

28 Ms. Melanie King Manager – Project Coordination Unit, SPREP 

29 Ms Vitolina Samu Project Implementation Support Officer, SPREP 

30 Mr. Mason Smith Oceania Regional Office Programme Director, IUCN 

31 Sarah Tawaka Executive Officer Special Projects & Membership Focal Point, 
IUCN 

32 Mr. Dumisani 
Mnyandu 

Grants Acquisition & Resource Development Manager, World 
Vision 

33 Mr. Michael Ngond HEA Manager, World Vision 

34 Mr. Clement Chipokolo Senior Operations Manager, World Vision 

35 Michael  Ngond HEA Manager, World Vision 

36 Mr. Kenneth Kassem Strategic Partnerships Officer, IUCN 

37 Mr. Paul Mitchell Principal Advisor – Climate Change, Save the Children 

38 
Dr. Steven Panfil Senior Director, Project Development and Implementation, 

Green Climate Fund Agency, Conservation International 

39 Mr. Johann Bell Senior Director - Pacific Tuna Fisheries, Conservation 

International 

40 Mr. Sam Moko Project Coordinator, UNDP 

41 
Ms. Darlen Posiam Lovi Project Manager, GIZ EU KAP survey project, University of 

Papua New Guinea 

42 
Professor Dan 
Frederick Orcherton 

Professor and Dean – School of Environment and Climate 
Change, PNG University of Natural Resources and Environment 

43 Mr. Ben Leavai Senior Finance & Policy Adviser, USAID Climate Ready 

44 Mr. Ben Sims Country Programme Consultant, GGGI 

  



 

8. Annex III: PowerPoint Presentations 

a. Country Programme Presentation 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

  



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 



 

 



 

b. No-Objection Procedure Presentation 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

  



9. Annex IV: Webinar Evaluation Form 

 

Survey for the Webinar on the Green Climate Fund Country Programme and No-Objection Procedure of 
Papua New Guinea 

 

1. Gender: 

Female 

Male 

 

2. Tick designation as appropriate: 

Government Official 

CCDA staff 

Accredited Entity 

CSO 

GGGI staff 

Private sector 

Other: 

 

3. How many online webinars have you taken part in prior to this one? 

0 

1-2 

3-5 

More than 5 

 

4. Please rate on a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being not at all and 5 yes definitely): following this 
webinar, I have a strong understanding of the PNG GCF Country Programme. 

1. Not at all 

2. Not really 

3. More or less 

4. Yes, mostly 

5. Yes, definitely 

Other: 

 

5. Please rate on a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being not at all and 5 yes definitely): following this 
webinar, I have a strong understanding of the GCF no-objection procedure for PNG. 

1. Not at all 

2. Not really 



3. More or less 

4. Yes, mostly 

5. Yes, definitely 

Other: 

 

6. Please rate on a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being not at all and 5 yes definitely): The priority 
investment pipeline in the Country Programme is well-aligned to PNG’s national priorities, investment 
requirements, and will result in strong climate change and development outcomes. 

1. Not at all 

2. Not really 

3. More or less 

4. Yes, mostly 

5. Yes, definitely 

Other: 

 

7. Please rate on a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being not at all and 5 yes definitely): I feel that this 
webinar achieved strong stakeholder engagement. 

1. Not at all 

2. Not really 

3. More or less 

4. Yes, mostly 

5. Yes, definitely 

Other: 

 

8. I completed the readings prior to this webinar on the draft of the PNG Green Climate Fund Country 
Programme and the draft of the NDA No-Objection Procedure Guidelines. 

Yes 

No 

Only the Country Programme 

Only the NDA No-Objection Procedure Guidelines 

 

9. I have comments I would like to provide on the draft of the PNG Green Climate Fund Country 
Programme (external link: https://bit.ly/36fB4fD) and the draft of the NDA No-Objection Procedure 
Guidelines (external link: https://bit.ly/3bI1989). 

Yes: If so, please directly comment on the google documents (linked to above) or email Ben Sims 
(BSims@tonkintaylor.co.nz) or Nidatha Martin (nidathamartin@gmail.com ) with your comments. 

No 

 



10. On a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being very poor and 5 excellent) please rate the webinar overall. 

1. Very poor 

2. Poor 

3. Average 

4. Good 

5. Excellent 

 

11. On a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being strongly disagree and 5 strongly agree) please tick your level 
of agreement with the statement: The objectives of the webinar were met. 

1. Strongly disagree 

2. Disagree 

3. Neutral 

4. Agree 

5. Strongly Agree 

Other: 

 

12. On a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being very poor and 5 excellent) please rate the examples provided 
– templates, case studies, good practices. 

1. Very poor 

2. Poor 

3. Average 

4. Good 

5. Excellent 

Other: 

 

13. Based on your professional background, please rate on a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being too 
complex and 5 too basic) the content of the webinar. 

1. Too complex 

2. Quite complex 

3. Appropriate 

4. Somewhat basic 

5. Too basic 

 

14. Please rate on a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being too complex and 5 too basic) the language of this 
webinar. 

1. Too complex 

2. Quite complex 



3. Appropriate 

4. Somewhat basic 

5. Too basic 

 

15. Please rate on a scale from 1 to 5 (with 1 being too long and 5 too short) the duration of this 
webinar. 

1. Too long 

2. Quite long 

3. Timing is just right 

4. Somewhat short 

5. Too short 

16. What other aspects would you suggest to improve this webinar? 

17. Other comments or requests for information: 


