Guidance Note ™. Environmental & Social Date template creation: 6" May 2017
& Template - IUCN Management System
ESMS Manual A2 (ESMS)

ESMS Questionnaire and Screening Report

Project Data

The fields below are completed by the project proponent

Project Title: Programme Framework: The Restoration Initiative (TRI) — Fostering innovation and
integration in support of the Bonn Challenge

Myanmar Child Project: Restoring Myanmar’s Forested Landscapes (RMFL). Reversing
forest degradation and deforestation and restoring forested landscapes through local
multi-stakeholder management

Project proponent: IUCN Asia Regional Office

Country: Myanmar Total costs (indicate currency): | USD 2'652'293
(excl. agency fee),
co-finance TBD

Estimated start date and 01.01.2018 — 31.12.2021 Total costs in CHF: CHF 2,568,160

duration: (48 months) (excl. agency fee),
co-finance TBD

Exchange rate (if applicable): 0.96828
Has a safeguard screening No

or ESIA been done before?

Step 1: ESMS Questionnaire

The fields below are completed by the project proponent; the questionnaire is presented in Annex A

Name and function of individual representing project proponent Date
ESMS Questionnaire Angela Johl Cadena, Senior Programme Officer, IUCN Asia Regional 05.03.2017
completed by: Office

With inputs from the PPG team (Dr Oliver Springate-Baginski, Dr William
Jackson & Win Hlaing)

ESMS Screening is




level
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the FLR intervention it is said to explicitly prioritize those that reflect women’s needs.

However, there are a few areas where the gender focus of the project could be further
enhanced. One would be to formulate gender equality and women empowerment as one of
the project’s overarching principles guiding its implementation. It is acknowledged that one of
the current principles does include a specific reference to women (“Participation and
empowerment of poor and marginalised groups including women by enhancing opportunities
for the poor”). However, this principle reduces the focus to poor and marginalised women and
does not formulate gender mainstreaming in a broader context (e.g. the potential need of a
gender differential treatment to address a bias or disadvantage due to gender roles or
norms); it also does not recognize the important role that women often play in sustainable
resource management.

Second, as pointed out in section C, there is a risk that women might not benefit from the
FLR intervention in case the community forests are primarily constituted by consolidating
privately claimed rainfed ya farmland inside RF as women lack control over the rainfed
agricultural ya land. The site selection should hence ensure that the targeted CFs are owned
by the whole community and not by a few individuals.

And last, the project results framework includes a number of indicator specifying beneficiaries
explicitely as women and men. However, it is not clear whether data will be disaggragted and
reported for men and women seperately. The framework also does not include any specific
gender indicators to allow monitoring tangible gender results.This being said, it is
acknowleded that the project’s process oriented approach constraints the formulation of
concrete action at this stage as these will depend on the outcome of the ROAM process. It is
recommended to formulate measurable gender targets when agreeing on FLR interventions.

ESMS Standards and other Trigger Required tools or plans
E&S Impacts
Involuntary Resettlement and yes Resettlement Action Plan
Access Restrictions no Resettlement Policy Framework
TBD Action Plan to Mitigate Impacts from Access Restriction
Access Restrictions Mitigation Process Framework
Indigenous Peoples yes Indigenous People Plan
no
TBD
Cultural Heritage yes
no
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B. Potential impacts related to ESMS standards

Standard on Involuntary Resettlement and Access Restrictions

ves, | To be completed by project proponent IUCN ESMS Reviewer
no, nfa, | If yes, describe potential issues, specify activities causing this and - . .
TBD measures for preventing or minimising adverse impacts (if applicable) Comments, additional considerations
1. Will/ might the project involve relocation or resettlement | No

of people? if yes, answer a -b below
a. Describe the project activities

Shaded cells do not need to be filled out
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different groups including women, if applicable? analysis through a study on land tenure and use rights in the
respective site (see outcome 4).

A consultancy on land tenure and use rights is needed since
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If yes, answer gquestionsa -

Answer only if you answered yes to 1 or 2 above.

a. How does the host country’s Government refer to ‘National races’, ethnic minorities There are Lisu, Kudu, Kachin households found in the
:?gzg gtrgt)lgs (e.g., indigenous peoples, minorities, (Do we need to answer?) villages, but no major IP groups
i )7
b. How do these groups identify themselves? Ethnic groups, ethnic minorities (not indigenous). By their own name and language or dialect
(Do we need to answer?)
c. Name the groups; distinguish, if applicable, the In the project area virtually all populations are majority Bamar | Kadu, Lisu, Kachin
geographical areas of their presence and influence ethnic group, and so do not classify as ‘IP’s
Ele?l;ltlédtlggt]htg%?orj?:fSi{eresource use) and how these (1) They are not regulated by their own customs/systems
) of governance
(2) They are ethnically and culturally the ruling sector of
the society (not in a subordinate position)
(3) They do not have a specific or strong collective
attachment and dependency to their
land/territory/resources.
d. Is there arisk that the project affects indigenous No
peoples’ livelihood through access restrictions?
While this is covered under the Standard on
Involuntary Resettlement and Access Restrictions, if
yes, please specify the indigenous groups affected.
e. Isthere arisk that the project affects indigenous No
peoples’ material or non-material livelihoods in ways
other than access restrictions (e.g., in terms of self-
determination, cultural identity, values and
practices)?
f. Is there arisk that the project affects specific No
vulnerable groups within indigenous communities
(for example, women, girls, elders)?
g. Does the project involve the use or commercial No
development of natural resources on lands or
territories claimed by indigenous peoples?
h. Does the project intend to use the traditional
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within the PFE for the social or economic benefit of local
communities. But alos that in such cases, strict safeguards
will be developed and applied

Standard triggered? “Yes / No / TBD” Explain why TBD
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water infiltration and aquifer recharge, sedimentation)? new vegetation type organization it should be specified, though, what skills are

Also consider reforestation projects as originators of needed to provide appropriate advice to FLR interventions so
such impacts.
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6.

Is there a risk that the project might negatively affect
vulnerable groups* in terms of material or non-material
livelihood conditions or contribute to their discrimination
or marginalisation (only issues not captured in any of
the sections above)?

Is there a risk that the project would stir or exacerbate
conflicts among communities, groups or individuals?
Also consider dynamics of recent or expected migration
including displaced people.

No

No

An inclusive approach will be used in terms of including
vulnerable and marginal community members in planning and
actions.

In order to assure social inclusion it will of course be essential
to select local NGOs to work with that are already sensitive to
inequality in target villages (e.g. NAG, Thada Consortium etc.)

As stated in the prodoc, the village level workshops where
restoration interventions will be decided are facilitated by the
project team who will ensure that marginalised groups will be
specifically included and their needs prioritised wherever
possible. This will happen by the project proactively focuses
on restoration of areas that can be subject to community-
based management.

A significant and quite
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14. Is there a risk that the project might conflict with existing

legal social frameworks including traditional frameworks | NO The project works 'through existing legal and social
and norms? frameworks, most importantly the Forest Law 1992 and the
Community Forest Instruction 1995, revised 2016
Other environmental impacts
ves. o To be completed by project proponent IUCN ESMS Reviewer
nia, 8D | If yes, describe potential issues, specify activities causing this and . . .
measures for preventing or minimising adverse impacts (if applicable) Comments, additional considerations

1. Will the project lead to increased waste production, in No

particular hazardous waste?
2. Isthe project likely to cause pollution or degradation of No

soil, soil erosion or siltation?
3. Might the project cause pollution to air or create other No

nuisances such as dust, traffic, noise or odour?
4. Will the project lead to significant increases of No

greenhouse gas emissions?
5. Is there arisk that the project triggers consequential

development activities which could lead to adverse

environmental impacts, cumulative impacts due to No

interaction with other projects (current or planned) or to

transboundary impacts (consider only issues not

captured under the Biodiversity Standard)?

) ) ) o o The project proposes to work through existing legal and social

6. Is there a risk that the project might conflict with existing frameworks, most importantly the Forest Law 1992 and the

environmental regulations or provisions of the host No Community Forest Instruction 1995, revised 2016, and in the

country (including legislation requiring environmental
impact assessments)?

context of the Environmental Conservation Law 2012. Nothing
in the project conflicts with these.
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no, nfa,  If yes, describe potential issues, specify activities causing this and
TBD
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