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Setting the Scene 
To support country climate MRV capacity development priorities in West Africa (WA), Environment 
and Climate Change Canada (ECCC) supported a High-level Regional Technical Consultation in 
Abidjan, Côte d'Ivoire from March 3-5, 2020. (Agenda) 

The meeting benefited from the active 
participation of 50 delegates from 14 
countries of the West African sub-region 
(Appendix); including at least two 
ministerial officials from each nation, 
supported by an additional national 
technical expert. In an effort to support 
emergent institutional arrangements, the 
participation of officials from different 
national ministries was prioritized. 

All materials and presentations from the three day consultation are 
available online at the West African MRV ClimateWiki created to facilitate 
information exchange in the region. This Summary Report contains a 
select presentation of high level concepts from the various sessions. For 
more detailed information, all resources shared at the event can be 
downloaded; along with the complete set of country presentations from 
the three rounds of Technical and Experience Sessions, namely; 1) Climate 
MRV Baselines; 2) Institutional Arrangements & Climate Finance; and 3) 
South-South Collaboration. 

One of the important objectives of the consultation in Abidjan was to share the experience of the 
Pacific Alliance Regional Trade Bloc (Chile, Colombia, Mexico and Peru) with the creation and 
ongoing collaborative actions of the Technical Subgroup on MRV and Climate Change (SGT-MRV). 
For this purpose, Mr. Francisco PINTO— Regional Coordinator of the SGT-MRV, travelled from Chile 
to share experiences, insights and to answer questions. 

Among the activities to achieve the Regional Technical Consultation’s learning objectives; was an 
open discussion held the third and final day between country focal points on priorities, approaches 
and potential activities in the current bilateral support programme from Environment and Climate 
Change Canada to address carbon emissions in West Africa and strengthen national climate MRV 
systems and regional collaboration.  
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On MRV Ownership and Relevance 
On behalf of the Government and the people of Canada, Mr. Anderson BLANC— Senior Trade 
Commissioner of the Canadian Embassy, thanked the participants for their cooperation and 
commitments to achieve the objectives of the Paris Agreement at both the national and 
international level. 

Important insights to launch the three day agenda were then shared by Mr. François KOUABLAN— 
Director of Cabinet, Ministry of the Environment and Sustainable Development, Côte d’Ivoire. He 
offered reflections on the significance of each country in the region implementing sovereign 
climate MRV systems, structured in rational ways—in order to pursue investment opportunities, 
climate actions and achieve national development goals. The lack of harmonization between 
infrastructure investments and climate goals in many projects in the region needs to be corrected. 
Creating effective national climate MRV systems will build the necessary trust and send clear 
signals to both civil society and the private sector, so that ambitious projects can be carried 
forward. He stressed to the country participants to “take ownership” of the climate MRV process, 
and design and implement efficient systems that are useful to their countries. This would also have 
the effect of strengthening climate governance in all nations.  

With an invitation to all the country participants to share their rich experiences and to be proactive 
in their interactions, Mr. KOUABLAN declared the meeting open. 

On MRV Effectiveness 
The initial session on Climate MRV baselines began with Ms. Rachel BOTI— Regional Coordinator 
of the programme giving an overview of active national and regional capacity building initiatives in 
West Africa. This revealed the incongruity in the distribution of country based MRV capacity 
development initiatives across the region— some with up to 7 concurrent active initiatives (e.g. 
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Ghana, Burkina Faso, Côte d’Ivoire), others with only 1 (e.g. Bénin, 
Niger, Sierra Leone), while several had no active MRV capacity 
building measures. 

Importantly, it was expressed that in addition to GHG emission 
and short-lived climate pollutants (SLCP) inventories, climate MRV 
systems also track GHG mitigation and climate change 
adaptation actions, as well as climate finance and support. Improving the effectiveness of domestic 
climate MRV systems across all these areas, benefits from a mapping and understanding of the 
contextual, progressive elements of a national climate MRV system— in particular, how each country 
configures and implements their sovereign MRV system. The de-facto climate MRV configuration 
plan relates to how a nation addresses their climate goals, objectives, inter-ministerial and multi-
level climate governance, reporting guidelines and methodology, functional equivalence, data 
procedures, use of models, default emission factors, etc.  

All countries, and especially developing countries with limited 
MRV systems in place, need and benefit by a having a strategy to 
advance their MRV effectiveness for climate actions. However, in 
order to create a credible MRV effectiveness strategy that is 
actionable, development of the strategy should follow a systemic 
process. As a first step, structuring and strengthening relevant and 
effective climate MRV in West Africa involves each nation 

understanding their own, as well as their neighbors’ engagement with different contextual factors 
(stages). Mapping and understanding the elements of these progressive stages towards increasing 
efficiency and competency, has the countries identifying actual and current barriers to effective 
climate MRV, as well as the difficulties involved in overcoming those challenges.  

Shared awareness and South-South collaboration between countries of WA will provide 
understanding into how improvements can be implemented; and the expectable conflicts, drivers, 
and impediments to more effective MRV and later, harmonization and alignment between 
countries. 
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Climate MRV Systems: 
- GHG Emission Inventories         

(including SLCPs) 
- GHG Mitigation Actions 
- Climate Adaptation Actions 
- Climate Finance and Support



Towards determining climate MRV coordination and capacity 
building priorities, domestic technical experts in each country 
have undertaken comprehensive scoping studies on the 
status of their respective national climate MRV systems. For 
each country, these reports consist of; 

a) “Needs and wants” survey of the country 
focal points; 

b)  Comprehensive list of the key institutions involved with climate MRV in the 
country;  

c)  Design and implementation of Stakeholder Survey;  
d)  Compilation of climate MRV “knowledge base” consisting of all available 

reports, and other information resources that have been prepared and are 
related to climate MRV in the country;  

e) Strength/ Weaknesses/ Opportunities/ Threats assessment prepared by the 
technical expert; and  

f) Recommendations for capacity building priorities. 

At the time of the Abidjan workshop, the national studies were at varied stages of advance—but all 
the countries are on track to have reports completed and translated in French and English by the 
end of April 2020. At that time, an additional synthesis report will be produced. 

During the Abidjan meeting, experiences and preliminary results from the Mapping National 
Climate MRV System studies were shared by Mr. Moussa BACHIR of Niger, Mr. Daniel ILBOUDO of 
Burkina Faso and Mr. Charles ASUMANA of Liberia. Some of the challenges highlighted included; 
the lack of an active list of mitigation and adaptation actions, inconsistent collection and 
registering of data, insufficient financial resources, as well as the highly fragmented and inefficient 
implementation of isolated initiatives by various organizations without coordination by the national 
MRV authorities. Among the strengths highlighted was the persistent will of the public authorities 
to nurture and mature more effective programmes.   

Collaboration in the Pacific Alliance 
The Pacific Alliance (PA) is a strategic platform for development, a Latin 
American trade bloc for regional integration formed by Chile, 
Colombia, Mexico and Peru. It was established in 2011 with the 
objective to “progressively move towards the free circulation of 
products, services, resources and people and promote greater growth, 
development and competitiveness of the economies of its members.” 
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With the Presidential 2017 Cali Declaration, the PA 
reaffirmed their individual and collaborative 
commitments to the Paris Agreement, and in particular a 
focus on strengthening climate MRV systems. For this 
purpose, the Technical Subgroup on MRV and Climate 
Change (SGT-MRV) was established; comprised by 
officials from the national climate authority in each 
member country.  

During the meeting in Abidjan, Mr. Francisco PINTO— Regional Coordinator of the SGT-MRV of 
the Pacific Alliance, shared the objectives and activities to date of the working group; summarized 
in the group’s Coordinating Framework. This collaborative work plan defined by the country focal 
points (and periodically updated) succinctly articulates the various objectives, rationales, outputs, 
and outcomes across each priority climate MRV theme including; harmonization and transversal 
themes, MRV of emission inventories, MRV of mitigation activities, MRV of climate finance, 
governance, and carbon pricing. In effect, the regional 
framework intends to: 

• match country and regional priorities with 
international donors and official development 
assistance;  

• avoid overlaps and create co-financing 
opportunities;  

• enable south-south collaboration opportunities 
and link projects across borders and time, as well 
as support memory across political cycles;  

• track the progress of climate governance and 
MRV system improvements; 

• inform the activities of the other PA thematic 
working groups. 

Mr. PINTO presented some of the outputs to date; including the regional meeting reports as well 
as the particular Country MRV Baseline Reports on Mitigation Actions; and the forthcoming 
Country Reports on the MRV of Climate Finance. In addition, he highlighted the usefulness of the 
MRV Comparative Table for the PA countries. 

In conclusion, Mr. PINTO expressed the interest of the PA countries to 
collaborate with the countries of West Africa on Climate MRV systems; 
and looks forward to the next steps.   

Participants later discussed the potential utility of applying the 
concept of the climate MRV system coordinating framework, but on a 
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Components of the Coordinating 
Framework: 

Objectives - What is the SGT-MRV aiming to achieve. 
Specific, measurable (not a general goal) 

Outputs - What is actually produced/ delivered. Includes 
inter-alia; activities, services, report, 
assessments, methods, approaches. 

Rationale - Explains why this is important/ relevant. 

Outcomes - Results, impact, accomplishments- defines 
changes that have taken place because of the 
work. Outcomes are the difference made by 
the outputs. Outcome is the result/payoff from 
the the course of action taken, the gains from 
SGT-MRV outputs. 

Inputs - Resources, partners, time, funds (national, 
international), time, etc.

https://collaborase.com/attachments/11562?1524064678
https://collaborase.com/attachments/13906?1584637903
https://collaborase.com/attachments/13936?1584750698
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1ztUeqSPvoVEgqfm70l5F2D3hzqLVsKoY
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1o1k99xgwKbumFtZ5xCsON5Qzw-Jo_X-c
https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1YdFjB1GUFsf3aSClgSXoMIh2uyQQCYeV


country level. The comments shared highlighted that this might; help align climate 
MRV with ongoing country priorities; support clarification of roles and 
responsibilities across departments, ministries and levels of subnational 
government; and may help contribute to countries taking more ownership of the 
climate MRV process, which would strengthen awareness in the country. This tool might 
also help country focal points to generate mandate and support transparency and 
tracking of progress and impacts. This is something that the programme’s Principal 
Investigators could help support national focal points to produce. 

Climate Finance 
Mr. Moubarak MOUKAILA of the Regional Collaboration 
Centre in Lomé, shared activities related to climate finance 
and the emerging carbon markets. His presentation 
highlighted the importance of implementing effective 
climate MRV systems with examples of countries in Africa and 
around the world that have benefited from carbon revenues 
and climate finance mechanisms. He pointed out that 
recently, in April 2019, the "Coalition of Finance Ministers for 
Climate Action" was created, demonstrating the evolution of 
GHG mitigation actions and public finance as a priority at the 
national level, as well as at the regional level.  

Mr. Euloge Camara, the Regional Trade Commissioner from Canada focused on private sector 
finance and described the climate finance mechanisms the Canadian Embassy utilizes to support 
projects with a climate component in the countries of the West Africa region. As a part of global 
trade, these finance programmes target the private sector to support de-risking projects from 
climate impacts, improving access to global markets, and partnering with Canadian private sector 
initiatives. He concluded by reminding participants to invite the participation of the private sector 
in their countries— to become involved with strengthening the climate MRV frameworks in their 
countries. This will help them understand the role they play in efforts to reduce GHG emissions.  
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To go deeper on this theme and advance discussion on country experiences with strategies related 
to climate finance and governance; Mr. Mohammed GYIMAH shared a presentation on 
Institutional Arrangements and Climate Finance in Ghana.  Mr. Christian ANOBLE-YAO presented 
the efforts of Côte d’Ivoire towards a Carbon Pricing Strategy.  While Mr. Jérémie FONTODJI 
discussed the Institutional Framework of the Climate MRV System in Togo. 

  

South-South Collaboration: Waste Sector 
The case of Chile in the Pacific Alliance was shared by Mr. Franciso PINTO, a four year programme 
through 2021 focused on technical assistance and capacity building to reduce methane emissions 
from landfills and divert organic waste. Some of the important objectives include gas capture for 
energy generation, the development and implementation of MRV mechanisms, along with 
executing a social component to raise awareness about the importance of composting.  

In addition to the Chile example from the PA, two WA examples 
were presented to the group; by Mr. Kone TIANGOUA from 
Côte d’Ivoire and Mr. Idrissa DIATTA from Senegal.  Both 
expounded on their countries’ efforts in the waste management 
sector, as a key priority to achieve their respective NDCs. This 
involves the development of biogas and composting national 
policies; along with developing the technical and operational 
capacity for effective MRV in the waste sector.  
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Participant Roundtables  
Mapping MRV System Components 

In follow up to the SGT-MRV example in the Pacific Alliance 
of the Climate MRV Comparative Table (listing out MRV 
system components from Chile, Colombia, Peru and 
Mexico)— the participants in Abidjan organized into small 
groups to review and discuss the categories of the 
template Comparative Table— to assess its applicability 
and utility in the WA region. With climate MRV systems 
being a relatively new process in West Africa, participants 
agreed that improved awareness of these sub-
components, both for their own particular country as well 
as examples across the region, would facilitate 
communication and enable the effective participation of 
key stakeholders and national actors in discussions on 
national capacity building priorities. It was remarked how 
each country in the region has quite different social, 
economic and political realities; and having this 
information on MRV system components readily available 
would also help accelerate South-South cooperation 
opportunities, as well as give direction to the regional 
ambitions to “align and harmonize” their climate MRV 
systems.  

The participants entered references and ideas into the templates, related to their 
particular country and experience. The country focal points went on to express their 

support for a local expert to work with each nation to further complete this 
information, and effectively produce a regional mapping of national climate MRV 

systems. The templates were then collected from each country, to be packaged and 
shared with the consultant. It is anticipated that the final West Africa MRV Comparative 
Table will be ready for discussion by mid May.   

Capacity and Coordination Challenges 
The last session on Day 2 of the Technical Consultation, utilized a conceptual climate governance 
framework to stimulate interactive roundtable discussions on the diverse array of challenges to 
coordinate climate governance and institutional arrangements to strengthen and implement 
climate MRV to achieve national climate actions and policies. Background vocabulary was placed 
on the table to spark technical exchanges and produce specific examples.  
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Observations and experiences have been collated from these discussions across the different 
roundtables. Several of the observations and experiences mentioned by the participants applied to 
more than one category, and for the purpose of clarity in this report, have not been written here 
more than once. 

Discussion Notes: 
Gaps in Strategic Planning / Agenda Setting 

• Development policies are developed and 
considered independent from climate. 
Climate is not considered within sectoral 
priorities. Climate is a separate theme, it 
stands alone. 

• Rigid bureaucracy.  
• No cooperation between different ministries. 

Lack of MoUs. 
• All stakeholders are not consulted. 
• No coordinating frameworks to guide 

intersectoral discussions. 
• Indicators are not defined. 
• There is no access nor awareness of information at the subnational/ decentralized levels. 
• No legal or regulatory mechanisms to compel action. 
• Insufficient political will and lack of motivation. 
• Sector specific information is difficult to access. No Data.  
• Data collection is too expensive. 
• Information systems that have been created are non-operational. Not maintained.  
• Insufficient trained staff. 
• Not enough stakeholders are aware nor involved in the process. 
• Policy and programme documents are 

insufficient and not shared.  
• Managers do simply not have the technical 

planning capacity. 
• Liabilities and risk are not clearly defined, so 

there are conflicts of interest when they are 
“externalized.” 

• No tools for monitoring climate finance. 
• No mastery of results-based management 

procedures.  
• No interest in synergy between actors and 

stakeholders.  
• Failure to master donor procedures.  
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Climate Policy and Action Pathway: 
• Strategic planning/ agenda setting 
• Political leadership 
• Stakeholder support 
• Policy formulation/ approval 

- Identifying & bridging policy gaps 
• Implementation 

- Identifying & addressing barriers 
- Capacity building 
- Financing 

• Monitoring & evaluation 
• Dissemination, sharing



Gaps in Political Leadership 
• Lack of awareness and interest in 

climate actions. 
• No clear methodology, no theories of 

change.  
• Weak transparency in how policies 

are actually developed. 
• Failure to delegate power to local 

levels, fear of decentralizing decision 
making. 

• Insufficient delegation of authority, 
decision making and budget to 
technicians. 

• Insufficient framework for 
coordinating activities across sectors, 
levels of government and the 
plethora of stakeholders. 

• Information is simply not shared with 
stakeholders nor constituents. Results 
in awareness deficits. 

• Lack of political vision. 
• Failure to take ownership and 

responsibility for challenges.  
• No transparency in the mobilization 

and use of resources.  
• Several institutions with the same missions and roles. Inefficient and competitive.  
• No accountability, insufficient monitoring of the implementation and impact of policies. No 

coordination of activities. 

Gaps in Stakeholder Support 
• Not enough stakeholders are aware nor involved substantively in the process. 
• Stakeholders do not have the experience nor technical capacity to identify and propose 

initiatives nor develop/ implement projects. Stakeholders need capacity in order to take the 
lead on proposing and developing bankable projects. 

• Communication channels and platforms are not available. 
• Stakeholders often do not adequately understand the policy objectives. 
• No interest or ownership of the UNFCCC process. 
• Failure to distinguish and understand the different roles and responsibilities of each actor. 
• Not all categories of Climate MRV are tracked nor mapped.(e.g. mitigation activities, climate 

finance, etc.)  
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Coordination & Capacity Challenges

Information 
gap

Asymmetries of information (quantity, quality, type) 
between different stakeholders, either voluntary or not. 
=> Need for instruments for revealing & sharing 
information 

Capacity gap

Insufficient scientific, technical, infrastructural capacity 
of local actors, in particular for designing appropriate 
strategies 
=> Need for instruments to build local capacity 

Funding gap

Unstable or insufficient revenues undermining effective 
implementation of responsibilities at sub-national level 
or for crossing policies, 
=> Need for shared financing mechanisms 

Policy gap

Sectoral fragmentation across ministries and agencies.  
=> Need for mechanisms to create multidimensional/
systemic approaches at the sub national level, and to 
exercise political leadership and commitment. 

Administrative 
gap

“Mismatch” between functional areas and 
administrative boundaries  
=> Need for instruments for reaching “effective size” 

Objective gap
Different rationalities creating obstacles for adopting 
convergent targets  
=> Need for instruments to align objectives 

Accountability 
gap

Difficulty to ensure the transparency of practices across 
the different constituencies  
=> Need for institutional quality measurement 
=> Need for instruments to strengthen the integrity 
framework at the local level  
=> Need for instruments to enhance citizen’s 
involvement 

OECD, “Mind the Gaps” 



• Access to finance for projects at the local level is quite complicated. 
• No institutional coordinating frameworks and poor intersectoral/ trans-institutional 

collaboration at the national level. No collaboration and lack of synergy in execution of tasks 
and responsibilities. 

• Information is withheld; to hide negative information, or to limit access to resources. 
• Many institutions have the same missions and same roles. Inefficient and competitive.  
• No clear objectives. Very general. Not measurable.  
• No information memory/ no retention of information. 

Gaps in Policy Formulation / Approval 
• Needs are not assessed nor understood. They go undefined. Subject to opinions.   
• Managers are not prepared to define nor prioritize 

needs.  
• Roles and responsibilities are not clearly defined across 

departments and generates conflicts and competition 
between managers.  

• Unrealistic goals. Unmeasurable objectives. 
• Stakeholders are not involved sufficiently.  
• Weak knowledge in the preparation of structuring 

project sheets. 

Gaps in Implementation 
• There is no ownership of programmes at the local level. 
• No awareness of opportunities, policies, nor resources that are available.  
• Very difficult to actually mobilize funding that does exist.  
• No accountability of decision makers. Managers do not appropriate initiatives. 
• Heavy financing obligations, difficult terms. 
• Administration is slow.  
• Risk of setting unmeasurable targets. 
• Lack of understanding/ insufficient use of donor environmental and social safeguards.  

Gaps in Monitoring & Evaluation 
• Data collection is too expensive. 
• No legal obligations to report or monitor. 
• Challenging to actually operationalize monitoring.  
• No coordination, nor sharing of information. No ability to store data. No memory. 
• Indicators are not defined at the start.  
• Insufficient human resources for monitoring and data collection. 
• Too many monitoring and evaluation methods.  Too many actors involved.  
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Gaps in Dissemination & Sharing 
• No platforms to facilitate sharing. 
• No critical mass of stakeholders involved. Need to involve more stakeholders.  
• When responsibilities are assigned for sharing and dissemination, they are not 

accompanied by the necessary means and resources to achieve the task.  
• Certain actors actively withhold information.  
• Low participation of actors in the French cluster of the Paris Agreement.  

National Focal Point Discussions 
The third day was dedicated to a morning session with national focal points only. This consultation 
was structured as an open dialogue, with the goal to reflect on the experiences and challenges in 
“Relevance, Effectiveness and Alignment of National Climate MRV Systems in West Africa.” Several 
recommendations and observations were made by the country focal points for capacity building 
activities at the country level. Despite the real need for technical, institutional and systemic capacity 
building in West Africa, it was recognized by the participants that the current ECCC programme 
can not support all the climate MRV capacity needs that emerged during the discussion.  

Many participants emphasized that the MRV process is new in West Africa; and with the diversity 
across the region, approaches will have to be adapted by country in harmony with the realities and 
differences in maturity of climate MRV systems.  

Most central to the recommendations was a strong focus on communication and capacity building 
efforts across the different levels of key stakeholders.  

Recommendations to help guide the design of future programme activities: 
• Use non technical, simple language. 
• Focus on institutional arrangements and support inter-departmental/ ministerial 

collaboration. Empower  national focal points in this role.  
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• Support adaptive management of the climate MRV process to national context. 
• Coordinate and communicate work activities between countries with the project’s principal 

investigators as key links.  
• Sponsor research on site-specific emission factors fo GHG emission inventories. 
• Channel support to institutions with a legal basis and transversal skills in the MRV system. 
• Develop spotlight papers and guides related to MRV activities to inspire and guide 

governments towards greater aspirations. 
• Support countries to identify operational finances for their climate MRV systems. 
• Make mitigation activity and climate finance information (for all sectors) available to help 

support short and long term planning. 
• Strengthen the capacity of institutions on the need for increased transparency in the 

monitoring and communication of mitigation and adaptation activities at the institutional 
level within the framework of the Paris Agreement; 

• Establish frameworks to coordinate MRV at different levels of government; 
• Be specific when defining activities by country to benefit from the support of the MRV 

Program (Canada); 
• Strengthen coordination at the regional level; 
• Sensitize the actors of the MRV system to plan related activities and to foresee in their 

budgets the corresponding resources. 
• Set up a mechanism to assess and improve climate databases; 
• Facilitate the creation of procedure manuals, to define the roles and responsibilities of the 

institutions in collecting MRV data and information necessary to report on progress towards 
the NDCs. 

• Strengthen the Quality Assurance and Quality Control mechanism (AC / QC) for the 
preparation and communication of emission inventories and emission reduction activities; 

• Strengthen the capacity of institutions on monitoring and reporting of NAMAs. 

Reflections on the major challenges for more effective and integrated MRV system: 
• Choosing the right approach for successful integration of the MRV system has divided 

countries. Indeed, while some participating countries 
considered the regional approach difficult to 
implement because of the rather different realities by 
country, other countries did, however, support it. 

• The other challenge noted is the institutionalization of 
the process which remains tied to the fight against 
climate change and therefore very often the area of 
competence of the Ministry in charge of the 
Environment in most countries. However, strong and 
successful institutionalization will require the 
involvement of other key ministries in the MRV process. 
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Recommendations to make MRV more relevant to national development priorities: 
• Conduct climate MRV country baseline studies to identify similarities and South-South 

cooperation opportunities in West Africa. 
• Downscale this consultation and continue the work at the national level. This will help 

support coordination at the regional level. 
• Insert climate MRV into current and ongoing national priorities. 
• Support national focal points to strengthen awareness at national level. 
• Encourage national ownership of sovereign climate MRV systems. 
• Continue reference and links in this process to implementation of NDCs. 
• Programme should make and publish clear country-specific recommendations. 

Forthcoming Programme Outputs 
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Country Climate MRV Baseline Studies: 
 Prepared by domestic technical experts in each country. The reports address the 

needs and ambitions of the country MRV team, and relevant key actors involved 
in the management of climate change and mitigation of GHG and SLCPs in the 
Country. Includes results from the key actor/institution survey, and a compilation 
of the various climate MRV initiatives in the country. Includes recommendations 
for capacity building priorities to achieve the NDC. Forthcoming May. Available 
in French and English. Link

West Africa Climate MRV Comparative Table 
 Simple analytical framework that helps a country to map the elements of its 

evolving system for climate MRV and assess maturity. The table also acts as a 
potential platform for communicating this information with other stakeholders 
and is part of a wider process for strengthening domestic institutional 
arrangements. The approach is a framework tool for coordinating and sharing 
information, and triggering exchange, both within a country as well as between 
countries. Forthcoming May. Available in French and English. Link

Climate MRV System Coordinating Framework 
 A high level, logic-framework defined by the country focal points, in 

collaboration with the programmes Principal Investigators, that succinctly 
articulates the various objectives, rationales, outputs, and desired outcomes 
across each countries’ priority climate MRV themes.  Responds to inputs from 
the Country Climate MRV Baseline Study, the Abidjan Technical Consultation, 
the WA MRV Comparative Table, and country key stakeholder dissemination 
webinars to be hosted this May in each WA country. Forthcoming June.

Coordinating 
Frameworks

Country 
Baseline 
Studies

MRV 
Comparative 

Table

https://drive.google.com/open?id=1AhC1UPJw7gw0MvOjAJm9w0ROadeJvT3W
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1aWmcd_mtRsIY8p_h-CfFvTkYHl4JhOSx
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1O_xGyfuEyGTZkxasEoeOkTWCyzcCUqT8
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1O_xGyfuEyGTZkxasEoeOkTWCyzcCUqT8
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1aWmcd_mtRsIY8p_h-CfFvTkYHl4JhOSx
https://drive.google.com/open?id=1AhC1UPJw7gw0MvOjAJm9w0ROadeJvT3W
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Additional Information: 

Ms. Rachel  BOTI-DOUAYOUA  
  Regional Coordinator 
  wa.mrv.coordinator@gmail.com 

Mr. Moussa DIOP  
  Principal Investigator; Côte d’Ivoire, Bénin, Guinée, Mali, Burkina Faso 
  moussa8diop@gmail.com 
  
Mr. Serge Eric HOUNDONOUGBO  
  Principal Investigator; Senegal, Togo, Niger, Guinea Bissau, Cabo Verde, Mauritania 
  serghemes@outlook.com 
  
Mr. Galiné YANON 
   Principal Investigator; Ghana, Nigéria, Sierra Leone, Libéria, the Gambia 
  galileo.galine@hotmail.com   
 

mailto:wa.mrv.coordinator@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV
mailto:moussa8diop@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV
mailto:moussa8diop@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV
mailto:moussa8diop@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV
mailto:wa.mrv.coordinator@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV
mailto:moussa8diop@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV
mailto:moussa8diop@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV
mailto:moussa8diop@gmail.com?subject=WA%20MRV


Appendix: Participant List
Country Institution Surname Name Role

Canada

Canada Embassy - Côte d’Ivoire CAMARA Euloge Regional Trade Commissioner

Canada Embassy BLANC Anderson Conseiller Commerce

Environment and Climate Change Canada PRIBAN Adam Economic Advisor - Climate Finance and Partnerships 
Division

Benin

Ministry of Health DAVOU Dénise Point Focal de la surveillance de la qualité de l’air

Ministère du Cache de Vie et du 
Développement Durable (MCVDD) BIAO MONGAZI Wilfried NDC Coordinator

Consultant Indépendant DOSSA Eunice Ingénieur en Aménagement et Protection de 
l'Environnement

Burkina Faso

Ministère de l’Environnement, de L’Economie 
Verte et du Changement Climatique ILBOUDO Daniel Inspecteur de l'environnement

Ministère de l’Agriculture et des 
Aménagements Hydro-agricoles KABORE Joseph Ingénieur Pédologue

Consultant Indépendant NEYA Tiga Consultant Indépendant

Côte d'Ivoire

Ministry of Environment and Sustainable 
Development AKOSSI Santoni Sous-Directeur en charge du Renforcement des 

Capacités et de la Finance Climatique

Ministry of Environment and Sustainable 
Development KOUABLAN François Director of Cabinet

Ministry of Petroleum, Energy & Renewable 
energies DOSSO Moussa Sous-Directeur en charge des énergies renouvelables

Ministry of Environment and Sustainable 
Development KONE Tiangoua Deputy Director of Climate Change

Ministry of Environment and Sustainable 
Development ANDOBLE-YAO Christian In charge of Studies and CDM promotion

 Independent Consultant YAO Eric National Tecnical Expert

Ghana
Ministry of Environment Science Technology 
and Innovation MOHAMMED Gyimah Asisstant Director

Independent Consultant ASARE Kofi Independent Consultant

Guinea

Ministère de l'Environnement des Eaux et 
Forêts SYLLA Joseph UNFCCC Focal Point

Ministry of Industry & Wastes CONDE Moussa Représentant secteur industrie et Déchets

Consultant Indépendant DOUMBOUYA Oumou Ingénieur/Environnementaliste

Guinea-Bissau
Ministry of Environment and Biodiversity LOPES João Raimundo NDC implementation

Consultor independente RAUL Júlio António Consultor independente

Liberia
 Environmental Protection Agency ASUMANA Charles Senior Environmentalist

Forestry Development Authority KANNAH Issac MRV Consultant

Mali
Climate Fund MOHAMEDOUN Jahfar Ag Expert en charge du contrôle et du MRV au fonds climat

Consultant Indépendant TRAORE Amidou Consultant Indépendant

Niger

Ministère de l'Environnement, de la Salubrité 
Urbaine et du Développement Durable BACHIR Moussa Direction de Renforcement de la Résilience et de 

l'Atténuation aux Changements Climatiques

Conseil National de l'Environnement pour un 
Développement Durable (CNEDD) MAÂZOU Kamayé

Secrétariat Exécutif du Conseil National de 
l'Environnement pour un Développement Durable 
(CNEDD)

Conseil National de l'Environnement pour un 
Développement Durable DAOURA NEINO Mahamadou Conseiller Technique

Nigeria

Ministry of Power AYANGEAOR Bem Chief Electrical Engineer

Ministry of Environment EDOZIEM Justus  

Indpendent Consultant EDEWOR Sarah Independent Consultant

ToC Page 18



Senegal

Ministère de l'Environnement et du 
Développement durable DIOUF Papa Lamine chef du bureau

Consultant Indépendant SECK Abdoulaye Consultant Indépendant

 l’Unité de Coordination de la Gestion des 
déchets solides (UCG)  DIATTA Idrissa Project Manager

Sierra Leone Ministry of transport & aviation ROGERS Peter Climate Change Officer/M&E Officer

The Gambia
Ministry of Fisheries and Water Resources JALLOW Alpha A. K M&E Officer

Ministry of Environment, Climate Change and 
Natural Resources FATTY Jainaba NDC & UNFCCC Focal Point

Togo 
Ministry of Economy and Finance BOKOVI Peter (Kossi) Economist

Université de Lomé. Bureau D'Etudes et de 
Recherche pour le Développement Durable 
(BER2D) Sarl

FONTODJI Jérémie Expert en Bois-Energie & Changements Climatiques

Regional Collaboration Centre (RCC) MOUKAILA Moubarak Team Leader

Programme Support Team

Canada ClimateCHECK MARROQUIN Lisa Director

Canada ClimateCHECK MULLER Scott Director

Chile Pacific Alliance - SGT-MRV PINTO Francisco Regional Coordinator

Cote d'ivoire Programme Team BOTI-DOUAYOUA Rachel Regional Coordinator

Senegal Programme Team DIOP Moussa Regional Principal Investigator

Bénin Programme Team HOUNDONOUGBO Serge Eric Regional Principal Investigator

Burkina Faso Programme Team YANON Galine Regional Principal Investigator
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