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Summary of proceedings 
 
1. The Joint Australia-Singapore Regional Capacity-building Workshop on the 
Measurement, Reporting and Verification (MRV) Framework under the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) was held in Singapore on 7-9 
June 2017.  The course was attended by 32 national experts and senior policy makers 
from 17 countries.1  The workshop was facilitated by trainers from: the UNFCCC 
Secretariat; the UN Development Programme/UN Environment Programme 
(UNDP/UNEP) Global Support Programme (GSP); the Consultative Group of Experts 
on National Communications from Parties not included in Annex I to the Convention 
(CGE); the Australian Department of the Environment and Energy and Department of 
Foreign Affairs and Trade; the Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Research Centre of 
Korea (GIR); and Singapore’s National Climate Change Secretariat (SG-NCCS). 
 
2. The objectives of the workshop were: 
 

• To familiarise participants with the reporting requirements and guidelines; 
 

• To build and sustain capacity with a view to enabling Parties to submit or 
continue submitting their BURs, and to undergo the ICA in a timely manner over 
the long term; and 
 

• To provide a safe environment to let participants brainstorm solutions to 
problems and issues faced in their national experiences. 

 
 
Summary of discussions 
 
3. Following opening remarks by Australian High Commissioner Mr Bruce 
Gosper and SG-NCCS Senior Director Mr Teo Eng Dih, ten substantive sessions 
covering the following topics were held: 
 

(i) Overview of MRV Obligations for Developing Countries under the 
UNFCCC; 

 
(ii) Reporting National Circumstances and Institutional Arrangements for 

Biennial Update Reports (BURs); 
 

(iii) Reporting on National Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Inventories; 
 

(iv) Reporting on Mitigation Actions and their effectiveness; 
 

(v) Reporting on constraints and gaps, and related finance, technology and 
capacity-building needs and support received; 

 

(vi) Technical analysis process overview; 
 

                                                           
1  Bangladesh, Bhutan, Cambodia, Indonesia, Korea (ROK), Laos, Malaysia, Maldives, Mongolia, 

Myanmar, Nepal, Pakistan, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Timor-Leste and Vietnam. 
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(vii) Facilitative Sharing of Views; 
 

(viii) Support for MRV;  
 

(ix) Strengthening Institutional Arrangements for long-term reporting; and 
 

(x) Looking ahead. 
 
4. Sessions included presentations by designated trainers and national 
experts, breakout sessions, interactive discussions, and Q&A segments.  The 
breakout sessions allowed participants to share and learn from one another’s 
challenges, and workshop solutions that could then be implemented on their return 
home.  Overall, the discussions were meant to help Parties establish the systems, 
structures and processes necessary to meet their MRV obligations under the 
UNFCCC. The programme of the workshop is at Annex A. 
 
5. Key elements of the discussions are summarised under each session 
below.  
 
 
Session 1: Overview of the MRV Obligations for Developing Countries under the 
UNFCCC 
 
6. The trainer from the UNFCCC Secretariat provided a brief history and 
outline of the MRV reporting requirements and processes under the UNFCCC. Key 
messages included the following: 
 

a. While meeting the MRV reporting requirements can be resource-
intensive, it should be regarded as a long-term project. No one is 
expected to get it right the first time and it is important for countries to 
learn by doing.   
 

b. It is important for countries to allocate the necessary time and resources 
to prepare their BURs, as BURs can contribute significantly to national 
planning and processes around mitigation.  
 

c. BURs should include information on countries’ national circumstances; 
institutional arrangements; national greenhouse gas inventory; 
mitigation actions and effects; finance; technology transfer; and 
capacity-building support needed and already received. 

 

d. Countries will benefit and learn the most if they are well-prepared and 
actively engage with the Team of Technical Experts (TTE).  The 
technical analysis can also help to identify what further external MRV 
support countries may need. 
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Session 2: Reporting National Circumstances and Institutional Arrangements 
for BURs 
 
7. The UNFCCC Secretariat trainer presented on types of institutional 
arrangements which may be introduced to enable countries to prepare their BURs, 
drawing on examples and lessons learned from other countries.  The trainer also 
outlined the information which countries could include in the National Circumstances 
component of their BURs.  Participants then broke into groups for the mock exercise, 
in which they reviewed the National Circumstances component of a sample BUR and 
identified areas of overlap or gaps in comparison to their own country contexts. 
 
8. Key messages included: 

 

a. Countries’ National Circumstances reporting should be clear and 
succinct and be appropriate to their individual contexts. Where relevant, 
reporting could include: economic and political contexts; the impacts of 
climate change; vulnerabilities; geography and climatic conditions; 
capacity-building issues; and lessons learned. 

 

b. Robust Institutional Arrangements are crucial to meeting the reporting 
obligations under the UNFCCC. Arrangements put in place must not 
create silos — climate change needs to be seen as part of broader 
national development agendas. 

 

c. IA reporting should include an overall description of structures; 
coordination processes; and governmental and non-governmental 
stakeholder involvement. Reporting should also outline cost implications 
of any new processes established and identify constraints and gaps that 
need to be addressed to further enhance countries’ existing IA 
arrangements.  

 

d. Where countries are using international experts or consultants to 
prepare their reports, it is important to ensure there is knowledge transfer 
at the national level to reduce dependency over time. 
  

 
Session 3: Reporting on National GHG Inventories 
 
9. The CGE presenter outlined the history of the IPCC guidelines; the 

principles and planning cycle of GHG inventory preparation; and typical 
Institutional Arrangements for preparing national inventories. He traced 
Japan’s ten-year journey to reach its current framework, processes and 
procedures for reporting GHG emissions.  
 

10. The Australian Department of the Environment and Energy presenter then 
shared Australia’s experiences in preparing its GHG inventory, outlining the 
institutional arrangements, legislative framework and information 
management system put in place, including most recent work to enhance 
the scope of wetlands included in Australia’s inventory. 



5 

 

11. Participants shared their experiences and challenges in preparing their 
countries’ inventories to date. They then split into smaller groups to review 
a mock GHG inventory and discuss the strengths and gaps within it. 

 

12. Key messages from the session included: 
 

a. Establishing the necessary institutional arrangements for GHG inventory 
reporting takes time — there is a need for strong engagement by 
stakeholders and data providers, political buy-in and information 
management systems, to retain institutional memory. 
 

b. While new legislation can help to formalise and incentivise broader 
stakeholder engagement in GHG inventory processes, this process 
takes time and requires long-term vision and support.  

 

c. GHG inventory reporting is a process of continuous improvement and 
learning by doing — the quality of institutional arrangements, data 
collection, and national expertise and confidence in the established 
systems will strengthen over time. 

 

d. GHG emissions reporting is important for countries to be able to track 
and meet their international emissions reduction contributions. 
Transparency of reporting is crucial and the external review presents an 
opportunity for further improvement and capacity building. 

 
 
Session 4: Reporting on Mitigation Actions and their effectiveness 
 
13. The presenter from the Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Research Centre 
of Korea (GIR) went through the reporting guidelines under the UNFCCC for mitigation 
actions.  He also shared GIR’s experience in reporting on Korea’s mitigation actions, 
and the actions taken to address initial challenges in engaging all stakeholders and 
ensuring accurate data collection. 
 
14. Singapore’s National Climate Change Secretariat presenter shared 
Singapore’s experience in reporting on its mitigation actions, including the guidelines 
and methodologies used; data quality control and assurance processes; institutional 
arrangements; challenges faced; lessons learned; and mitigation actions that have 
been implemented by Singapore to date. 

 

15. Participants split into smaller groups for the mock exercise, in which they 
practised reporting information in tabular format, and discussed the institutional 
arrangements and processes needed to complete their mitigation action reporting, and 
what challenges their countries are facing. 
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16. Key messages included: 
 

a. It is important to keep the approach to mitigation action reporting simple, 
and tailor reporting to suit individual countries’ circumstances. The 
reporting format must be clear (e.g. tabular format) to ensure 
government and private sector stakeholders who are required to provide 
data can do so in the most consistent and  accurate way possible. Sound 
data collection and information management processes and systems will 
enhance accurate and transparent reporting, and enable progress to be 
tracked over time. 
 

b. It may be useful to have a centralised Ministry or Agency to lead 
coordination of reporting and data collection. This agency should 
prepare reporting in the first instance, then ask line agencies and other 
stakeholders to check/verify data and information. 

 

c. Private sector data and reporting are crucial to the reporting process, but 
they may be difficult to incentivise. Governments may consider 
introducing legislative changes to encourage private sector 
engagement, and may need to negotiate with companies about how the 
information provided for reporting purposes will be used.  

 

d. Other challenges include national capacity constraints, funding and 
budget limitations; and how to maintain data and institutional knowledge 
— particularly where international consultants have been engaged. 

 
 
Session 5: Reporting on constraints and gaps, and related finance, technology 
and capacity building needs and support received 
 
17. Drawing on Ghana’s and Namibia’s experiences as case studies, the UNEP 

presenter outlined the process for identifying and reporting on finance, 
technology and capacity building constraints and gaps, and support received.  
  

18. Participants then split into smaller groups for the mock exercise, in which they 
discussed best practices and challenges in preparing a financial, technical and 
capacity building constraints and gaps report. 
 

19. Key messages included:  
 

a. Tables are an effective way to communicate information on constraints, 
gaps and support.  Parties should prioritise information to be included in 
the table and keep it as concise as possible.   
 

b. The objective of reporting on constraints, gaps and support is to help 
donors better understand a Party’s situation and identify its needs.  
Parties should therefore package their reports to be easily understood 
by donors and to convince them to provide support.  
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c. Reporting of constraints and support should be a consultative process 
that engages a spectrum of domestic stakeholders.  Wider input will 
enhance the quality of the product and would reduce the chances of 
mistakes or glaring omissions falling through the crack.  
 

d. It is important to have a consistent narrative when communicating 
support needs.  There should be a good flow of information from the 
description of national circumstances, actions taken, constraints faced 
and finally to support required.  
 

e. When quantifying financial needs, Parties should ensure that the figures 
indicated are sound and well-aligned with parameters such as the overall 
budget etc. This will ensure that donors take the identification of needs 
seriously.  

 
f. While there is always a risk of double counting support received across 

the various categories (technical support, capacity-building support, 
financial support), this can be mitigated by having clear definitions of the 
different forms of support.  It is up to the individual Parties to formulate 
and apply these definitions in their reporting. 

 
g. It is important for Parties to state the assumptions applied when reporting 

on support received. Given that it might not feasible to list every single 
form of support received, making these assumptions clear will allow 
readers to absorb the information provided in the proper context.  

 
 
Session 6: Technical analysis process overview 
 
20. The CGE presenter explained the key objectives of the technical analysis 
of the BURs and took participants through the various stages of the analysis. He also 
outlined the roles and responsibilities of the TTE.  
 
21. Key messages from this session included:  

 

a. The technical analysis does not seek to review or evaluate Non-Annex I 
Parties’ actions.  It aims to identify Parties’ capacity-building needs in 
order to best support them. 
  

b. During the analysis, Parties may be asked to elaborate or give 
explanations on select aspects of their BUR.  These questions will be 
posed to the Parties either via email or teleconference. Parties’ answers 
will be taken into account when the TTE drafts the summary report at the 
end of the analysis.  This exchange of questions and answers is useful 
in preventing misinterpretation of the information provided in BURs.  

 

c. At the end of the analysis, Non-Annex I Parties receive a summary 
report, in the form of a table, with feedback on areas of capacity-building 
needs. This report should be used as input to enhance the quality of 
subsequent BURs.  
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d. It is useful for experts from Non-Annex I Parties to become members of 
the TTE, as they can use the experience gained from conducting 
technical analysis to enhance the robustness of their own country’s 
reporting.  

 

Session 7: Facilitative Sharing of Views 
 
22. The GIR presenter gave participants an overview of the Facilitative Sharing 
of Views (FSV) under the UNFCCC. He outlined the different phases involved in the 
FSV before sharing the Korean experience going through it.  
 
23. The SG-NCCS presenter subsequently outlined the various steps that 
Parties might wish to take when preparing for their FSV.  

 

24. Towards the end of the session, participants from Malaysia and Thailand 
shared their own experiences having gone through the FSV and highlighted some key 
points for participants to take note of.  
 
25. Key messages from this session include: 

 

a. The FSV process is non-intrusive and non-punitive. The aim of the FSV 
is to explore how best to use collective efforts to overcome challenges 
faced by individual Parties.  It is not an exercise to spotlight Parties’ short 
comings.  

 

b. Parties are required to field questions as part of the FSV.  The questions 
posed may at times be complex and some individuals may speak very 
fast when asking questions.  In such cases, Parties need not hesitate to 
request for the questions to be repeated slowly.  
 

c. Parties are able to convey their questions to other Parties undergoing 
the FSV through the UNFCCC portal as well.  The designated officer in 
each country who has the log-in credentials to the portal could collate 
queries from his/her country and upload them onto the portal.  

 

d. Prior to the FSV, it is useful to have a document pre-empting questions 
that might be asked.  Preparing answers to these questions beforehand 
will allow presenters to field questions more easily during the FSV.  

 

e. The FSV is a lot more ceremonious compared to the technical analysis. 
As it involves face-to-face interactions in a multilateral setting, senior 
officials tend to be more interested in the FSV.  The FSV is therefore a 
useful opportunity for technical officers to profile climate action and 
reporting to their senior officials.   
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Session 8: Support for MRV 
 
26. The presenter from the UNDP-UNEP Global Support Programme (GSP) 
outlined the support available for developing country Parties to meet their reporting 
requirements. He also touched on the different areas that the GSP covered including 
the Capacity-Building Initiative for Transparency (CBIT).  
 
27. The CGE presenter then went through the various resource materials that 
were freely available on the UNFCCC website for Parties to make use of.   

 

28. In this session, the trainers also answered questions from the participants 
clarifying the relationship between the MRV Framework, the BUR, the ICA process 
and the CBIT. 

 

29. Key messages included:  
 

a. Parties should apply as early as possible to access support from the 
Global Environment Facility (GEF) through the implementing agencies 
(UNDP and UNEP).  The application process spans several months and 
the earlier Parties apply, the earlier they can access the funds.  
 

b. Parties are not assessed relatively when applying for support.  As long 
as a Party’s proposal is sound and comprehensive, it will be eligible for 
support.   

 

c. The time is now opportune for Parties to improve the frequency of their 
climate reporting, to get feedback through the ICA process and to start 
enhancing their capacity.  If not, Parties may find themselves falling 
behind their peers several years down the road.  

 

d. The GSP is open to providing new and innovative ways of support. 
Parties are strongly encouraged to think of novel channels of support 
suited their needs and communicate them to the GSP.  

 

e. The UNFCCC Secretariat is working on two documents that would be 
useful to Parties. The first is a technical guide that contains all the 
documents needed to go through the ICA process.  The second is a 
technical guide to facilitate peer review of GHG inventories. These 
documents will be uploaded on the UNFCCC website once published 
and participants could make use of them.  

 

 
Session 9: Strengthening Institutional Arrangements for long-term reporting 
 
30. Presenters from SG-NCCS and the Australian Department of Foreign 
Affairs and Trade shared experiences from the Singapore and Australian processes 
around UNFCCC reporting. The UNFCCC Secretariat presenter also shared 
reflections on the importance of sound institutional arrangements for robust MRV 
reporting and transparency. 
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31. Participants shared the main institutional arrangement and long-term 
reporting challenges they faced in their countries. Key concerns included: 

 

a. Lack of sustainable institutional arrangements to conduct reporting and 
robust record keeping systems and processes, including a centralised 
agency to lead on coordination;  
 

b. Limited national capacity and dependence on international consultants; 
 

c. Lack of existing data on which to draw, to begin preparing first report; 
 

d. Difficulty collecting power production data and engaging other 
government bodies from outside urban / city areas, and the private 
sector. 

 
 
Session 10: Looking ahead 
 
32. Remarks were delivered by presenters from the UNFCCC Secretariat, the 
Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, SG-NCCS and the UNDP/UNEP 
GSP. 
 
33. Key messages included: 
 

a. Countries need to start participating in the UNFCCC MRV framework. 
Otherwise, they risk finding themselves behind the rest of the 
international community and it will become increasingly difficult to catch 
up. Everyone has to start somewhere and it is alright for countries to 
start simple.  As countries progress in their reporting, they can continue 
to make incremental changes and improvements to their processes and 
institutional arrangements.  

 

b. The MRV framework provides an international platform for countries to 
showcase their achievements against the UNFCCC, as well as identify 
challenges, gaps and needs. The UN and the wider international 
community are ready for developing countries to tell them what support 
they need — there are resources and expertise available to respond. 
Support also exists to support the integration of gender equality issues 
into MRV work. There are guidelines on how to do this and the UN 
encourages countries to engage in this area.  

 

c. Advance report cycle planning is important, enabling governments to 
gather expertise, set timeframes/deadlines and ensure the right people 
are available to execute the work plan.  
 

d. Establishment of an inter-agency working group helps to ensure strong 
government coordination, and give individual agencies ownership of 
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certain chapters/sectors of the BUR. It also formalises the reporting 
process across government.  

 

e. Political buy-in and clear authority (e.g. through legislative reform) are 
important for countries to meet their UNFCCC obligations.   
 

f. Establishment of a centralised, lead MRV agency to author the final BUR 
will help to establish robust reporting processes and systems; avoid 
duplication and gaps; retain institutional memory; provide a single hub 
for data and records management; and ensure countries’ BURs flow well 
and tell a coherent national story.  

 

g. Strong Information and Communication Technology systems, and 
information and data management are extremely important to ensure 
progress under the UNFCCC can be tracked over time; enable lessons 
learned and improvements to be made in future reporting cycles; and to 
avoid having to continue reinventing the wheel.  

 
Conclusion 
 
34. Participants and trainers discussed what they had learned throughout the 
workshop, and what participants would take back on their return home. In particular, 
participants were motivated and better prepared to make a start on their countries’ 
MRV reporting, and better understood the benefits to countries of the reporting 
process. They found the Singaporean and Australian case studies useful, and better 
recognised the importance of robust, whole-of-government institutional arrangements 
and systems for preparing quality data and transparent reporting. The need to focus 
on national capacity building and engage the private sector and other stakeholders to 
ensure sound data collection was also recognised. Participants noted that they had 
learnt some new practices and techniques for addressing these challenges. The 
workshop ended on the note that the conversation on climate action and reporting 
would continue beyond any one event and that the network forged during this 
workshop among the participants and trainers could be very useful moving forward.   

 
.    .    .    .    . 
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     Annex A  
 

Workshop Programme 

 Day 1 (7 June 2017) 

 

0830-

0900 

Registration outside Ballroom 2, Orchard Hotel Level 3 

 

0900-

1000 

Opening and Overview of the Workshop 

- Opening remarks by Australian High Commissioner Mr Bruce Gosper and 

Mr Teo Eng Dih, Senior Director of the Singapore National Climate 

Change Secretariat, Strategy Group, Prime Minister’s Office (5min each) 

- Introduction by trainers (10min) 

- Introduction by participants; identification of challenges faced in meeting 

reporting requirements, questions and issues of interest (30min) 

 

1000-

1040 

Session 1: Overview of MRV Obligations for Developing Countries under 

the UNFCCC 

- Biennial Update Report (BUR) context and guidelines 

- International Consultation and Analysis (ICA) process and outcome 

- Q&A 

Trainer: Mr Jigme (UNFCCC Secretariat) 

 

1040-

1050 

Coffee Break 

1050-

1230 

Session 2: Reporting National Circumstances and Institutional 

Arrangements for BURs 

- Building sustainable institutional arrangements for the submission of BURs 

bi-annually 

- Presentation of factual elements for reporting national circumstances and 

institutional arrangements in BURs - formats, tools, and lessons learnt from 

BURs that have been submitted 

- Mock exercise – Preparing National Circumstances chapter based on mock 

information 

- Group discussion on challenges faced during mock exercise and identifying 

best practices 

Trainer: Mr Jigme (UNFCCC Secretariat) 

 

1230-

1400 

Lunch 

1400-

1530 

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 

- Building sustainable institutional arrangements for reporting on GHG 

inventories 

- Sharing of experience by participants 

- Mock exercise – Preparing GHG inventory based on mock information 
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- Group discussion on challenges faced during mock exercise and identifying 

best practices 

Trainers: Mr Takeshi Enoki (CGE) and Mr John Jende (Australian Department 

of the Environment and Energy) 

 

1530-

1550 

Coffee Break 

1550-

1700 

Continuation of Session 3 

 

 

1700 - 

1730 

Session 4: Reporting on Mitigation Actions and their Effectiveness 
- Key provisions in the BURs guidelines, approaches and examples for 

reporting mitigation actions and their impacts  

Trainers: Mr Jae H. Jung (Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Research Centre of 

Korea) and Mr Santhosh Manivannan (Singapore National Climate Change 

Secretariat) 

 

1730-

1800 

Summary and wrap up for the day 

- Key learning points 

By Mr Damiano Borgogno (UNDP) 

 

1800-

1930 

Break 

1930-

2100 

Welcome dinner at Lavender Room, Orchard Hotel Level 3 

- Hosted by Singapore Ministry of Foreign Affairs Deputy Director-General 

for Climate Change Mr Syed Noureddin 

 

 Day 2 (8 June 2017) 

 

0900-

1030 

Continuation of Session 4 
- Mock exercise – Preparing mitigation measures chapter, including tables, 

based on mock information 

- Group discussion on challenges faced during mock exercise and identifying 

best practices 

- Building sustainable institutional arrangements for reporting on Mitigation 

Actions and their Effectiveness 

- Sharing of experience by participants 

Trainers: Mr Jae H. Jung (Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Research Centre of 

Korea) and Mr Santhosh Manivannan (Singapore National Climate Change 

Secretariat) 

 

1030-

1050 

Coffee Break 

1050-

1230 

Session 5:  Reporting on constraints and gaps, and related finance, 

technology and capacity building needs and support received 

- Key provisions in the BUR guidelines on reporting constraints and gaps, 

and support received 

- Mock exercise – Preparing constraints and gaps chapter based on mock 

information 



14 

- Group discussion on challenges faced during mock exercise and identifying 

best practices 

Trainer: Mr Stanford Mwakasonda (UNEP) 

 

1230-

1400 

Lunch 

1400-

1445 

Session 6: Technical Analysis Process Overview 

- Introduction of the Team of Technical Experts (TTE) and preparation for 

the technical analysis process 

- How TTE analyses the BUR 

- Things to look out for based on analysis of questions asked by the TTE 

during the first round of technical analysis 

Trainer: Mr Takeshi Enoki (CGE) 

 

1445-

1530 

Session 7: Facilitative Sharing of Views  

- Overview of the Facilitative Sharing of Views (FSV) process  

- Sharing of experience by Parties which have undertaken the FSV  

Trainer: Mr Jae H. Jung (Greenhouse Gas Inventory and Research Centre of 

Korea) 

 

1530-

1550 

Coffee Break 

1550-

1730 

Session 8: Support for MRV 
- Support available for Parties to meet MRV obligations and updates on new 

initiatives: UNEP/UNDP/GEF; tips on how to apply for and receive the 

support  

- Capacity-building Initiative for Transparency (CBIT) 

- Technical resources and tools available from the CGE  

Trainers: Mr Damiano Borgogno (UNDP) and Mr Takeshi Enoki (CGE) 

 

1730-

1800 

Summary and wrap up for the day 

- Key learning points 

By Ms Kate Sangster (Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade) 

 

 Day 3 (9 June 2017) 

 

0900-

1030 

Session 9: Strengthening Institutional Arrangements for Long-term 

Reporting 

- Discussion on strengthening institutional arrangements for climate change 

at the national level, including specifically to support long-term reporting 

- Sharing of experience by Parties and advice by the UNFCCC Secretariat on 

the management and retention of the information and personnel skills 

needed to effectively sustain the MRV process 

Trainers: Mr Jigme (UNFCCC Secretariat), Ms Kate Sangster (Australian 

Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade) and Mr Santhosh Manivannan 

(Singapore National Climate Change Secretariat) 

 

1030-

1050 

Coffee Break 
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1050-

1130 

Session 10: Looking ahead 

- Remarks by Mr Jigme (UNFCCC Secretariat), Ms Kate Sangster 

(Australian Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade), Mr Santhosh 

Manivannan (Singapore National Climate Change Secretariat) and Mr 

Damiano Borgogno (UNDP) 

 

1130-

1220 

Overall Wrap-up and Summary 

- Comments and answers to the challenges/questions raised by participants at 

the opening of the workshop (15min) 

- Participants’ feedback on lessons learnt: Go around the room and have each 

participant share one thing that they have learnt and one thing that they will 

do when they get back home (20min) 

- Summary of discussions, and closing comments or questions (15min) 

Moderated by Mr Santhosh Manivannan (Singapore National Climate Change 

Secretariat) with input from other trainers 

 

1220-

1300 

Evaluation and Concluding Remarks 

- Closing remarks by co-organisers and the UNFCCC Secretariat 

- Presentation of workshop certificates to participants 

- Group photo-taking  

 

1300-

1440 

Lunch 

1440-

1500 

Participants and trainers to gather at main lobby of Orchard Hotel at 1440 hrs, 

for departure to the Singapore Botanic Gardens via chartered buses 

 

1500-

1700 

Learning tour of the Singapore Botanic Gardens (details to be updated) 

1700 End of the workshop 

 

 

.    .    .    .    . 

 


