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Performance Indicators

C. Performance indicators

Performance indicators are for measuring progress against the five operational objectives of The Strategy, in line with decision
3/COP.8. The year 2008 (the first year of the Strategy) serves as the baseline year.

Affected country Parties are requested to report on the following fourteen performance indicators out of the eighteen consolidated
performance indicators presented in ICCD/CRIC(8)/5/Add.1 and Add.2.

Reporting is guided by means of templates, one for each performance indicator. Within the templates, shaded areas contain
information and explanatory texts and white areas are for reporting purposes and need to be filled in by affected country Parties with
relevant quantitative data, selection of multiple choice boxes, or narrative information.

Operational Objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

Performance indicator CONS-0-1 for Outcome 1.1

Operational Objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

Performance indicator CONS-O-1 for Outcome 1.1
Number and size of information events organized on the subject of DLDD and/or DLDD synergies with climate change and
biodiversity, and audience reached by media addressing DLDD and DLDD synergies.

Understanding of the indicator

At the national and local level, the indicator measures the performance of Convention-related communication strategies, in
particular, whether DLDD issues and synergies are being communicated and if so, whether the communication is considered to be
effective. Effectiveness is assessed through the appraisal of the media campaigns carried out; the assumption is that the stronger
the media campaigns on DLDD issues and synergies, the higher the probability of passing the messages on to the target audience.
The focus of the indicator is on information activities specifically dedicated to DLDD and/or DLDD synergies with climate change
and biodiversity. Other reporting entities will complement the information provided by affected country Parties by reporting on
Convention-related communication strategies at subregional, regional and global level.

Data needed

Information on events/media specifically addressing DLDD and/or DLDD synergies with climate change and biodiversity.
Attendance lists of events (meetings, workshops, seminars), programmes/projects’ documents, estimate of target audience for major
media events (campaigns, radio and television programmes, eftc.).

Events organized and media produced by the UNCCD NFP or organized/produced by third parties not directly reporting to the
Convention (TV channels, newspaper editors, etc.) shall be considered.

Data sources (indicative only)
International and national media (newspapers) advertising the events at national and local level, the Internet, the organizers of the
events, programmes/projects’ final reports.

Check the glossary for
‘NFP’, “ICT’, ‘Information events’, ‘Media products’, ‘STIs’, ‘CSOs’

Media products have been grouped into: (a) Paper media products (articles, press releases, leaflets, flyers, brochures and comics,
etc.); (b) radio and television programmes; (c) other ICT (websites, CDs, DVD, etc.).

Overall target
By 2018, 30 per cent of the global population is informed about DLDD and DLDD synergies with climate change and biodiversity

Number of information events



Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

Number of information events

70

80

Estimated number of participants in the information events

1500

2000

Estimated number of persons reached by media products and by key stakeholders
Media products have been grouped into: (a) Paper media products (articles, press releases, leaflets, flyers, brochures

and comics, etc.); (b) radio and television programmes; (c) other ICT (websites, CDs, DVD, etc.).

Year

2008

2009

2010

2011

2012

2013

Stakeholder

Public at Large

Civil society organizations

Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

Civil society organizations

Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

Civil society organizations

Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

Civil society organizations

Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

Civil society organizations

Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

Civil society organizations

Science and technology institutions

Paper media products

50000

10000

1000

70000

15000

1500

Radio and TV

200000

15000

5000

250000

20000

7000

other ICT

50000

10000

5000

70000

15000

7000



Public at Large

2014  Civil society organizations
Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

2015  Civil society organizations
Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

2016  Civil society organizations
Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

2017  Civil society organizations
Science and technology institutions
Public at Large

2018  Civil society organizations

Science and technology institutions

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
e HauuoHanbHbLIN AOKNag 0 COCTOSAHUMN OKpyXarluen cpeabl B Pecnybnuke KasaxcraH
Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target
On the basis of the information you have provided above, estimate the proportion (%) of the population in your country
which is informed about DLDD and DLDD synergies with climate change and biodiversity at the time of reporting?

Estimated share of total country population =
4%

Qualitative assessment
Is the information you have provided on communication processes part of a national communication strategy addressing
environmental issues?

Yes

Performance indicator CONS-0-3 for Outcome 1.3

Operational Objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

Performance indicator CONS-O-3 for Outcome 1.3
Number of CSOs and science and technology institutions participating in the Convention processes.

Understanding of the indicator



At the national level, the indicator measures the level of participation of civil society organizations (CSOs) and science and
technology institutions (STIs) in DLDD-related programmes and projects. The indicator will outline whether the active involvement
of these stakeholders in country-based initiatives increases over time and whether programmes/projects are valid tools for the
engagement of, and receiving contributions from, CSOs and STIs at the field level. Other reporting entities will complement the
information provided by affected country Parties by reporting on the involvement of CSOs and STls at subregional, regional and
global level; in particular, the secretariat and the GM will report on the involvement of CSOs and STls at the institutional level.

Data needed
The specification of the organizations involved in the programmes/projects as reported in the PPSs.

Data sources (indicative only)
PPSs submitted to the UNCCD as part of the reporting exercise.

Check the glossary for
‘STIs’, ‘'CSOs’, ‘PPS’, ‘Convention processes’

Overall target
A steady growth in the participation of CSOs and science and technology institutions in the Convention processes is recorded along
the implementation period of The Strategy.

In the PPSs you have specified the number of CSOs and the number of STls involved in each
programme/project. Add these numbers and give the totals by year in the table below.

Number of CSOs involved in DLDD-related Number of STls involved in DLDD-related
programmes/projects programmes/projects

Year
2008 64 10
2009 64 10
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015
2016
2017

2018

Sources of information
Programme and project sheets (PPSs) submitted to UNCCD
No answer required

National contribution to the target
At the time of reporting, is your government undertaking concrete initiatives to increase the participation of CSOs and
STls in DLDD-related programmes and projects?

No

Qualitative assessment
Specify the reasons for the increasing and/or decreasing trend of the participation of CSOs and STls to DLDD-related



programmes/projects. (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance )

X Increased networking and collaboration opportunities

Increased access to information and to national and/or international

financing opportunities

X Increased willingness of the government in working with CSOs
X Increased interest of donors in working with CSOs

Strengthened organizational, project management and fund-raising

capacity of CSOs

X Increased funding opportunities requiring partnership with the STls

Strengthened organizational, project management and fund-raising

capacity of the STls

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Reasons for decreasing for CSOs

X Costly participatory processes

Low organizational, fund-raising and project management capacity of

CSOs

Government policies and/or the legal environment do not foster the

engagement of CSOs
X Diminishing funding

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Reasons for decreasing for STis

X DLDD topics are not prioritized by national STIs

Low organizational, fund-raising and project management capacity of

STls

X Decreased networking opportunities at national and international level

X Diminishing funding

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)

Not
important

Not
important

Not
important

X

X

ery
Important
important
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
ery
Important
important
X
X
X
Ve
Important | i
important
X



No answer provided

Performance indicator CONS-0-4 for Outcome 1.3

Operational Objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

Performance indicator CONS-0O-4 for Outcome 1.3
Number and type of DLDD-related initiatives of CSOs and science and technology institutions in the field of education.

Understanding of the indicator

The indicator measures the number and type of DLDD-related initiatives undertaken by CSOs and STls in the education sector at
the national level. The assumption is that the higher the number of DLDD-related education initiatives undertaken by these
stakeholders, the stronger their interest in addressing DLDD problems. A distinction is made between activities carried out in the
formal education sector and in the non-formal education sector. This indicator focuses on “education” because “awareness” and
“advocacy” are already measured through indicators CONS-O-1 and CONS-O-2, respectively. Other reporting entities will
complement the information provided by affected country Parties by reporting on the involvement of CSOs and STls at subregional,
regional and global level.

Data needed

Information on initiatives undertaken in the field of education that may be found in: written communications by CSOs and STIs to
the NFP; contractual and/or programme/project-related documents; records of academic bodies and their curricula.

Only initiatives in the field of education (formal and non-formal) directly relating to DLDD issues are to be considered.

Data sources (indicative only)
CSOs and STls operating in the country.

Check the glossary for
‘CSOs’, 'STIs’, ‘NFP’, ‘Formal education’, ‘Non-formal education’.

Overall target
A steady growth in the number of DLDD-related education initiatives undertaken by CSOs and science and technology institutions
is recorded along the implementation period of The Strategy

Number of DLDD-related initiatives undertaken

Number of DLDD-related Number of DLDD-related Number of Number of DLDD-related
initiatives undertaken initiatives undertaken by DLDD-related initiatives initiatives undertaken by
by CSOs formal CSOs non-formal undertaken by STls STIs non-formal
education education formal education education

Year

2008 3 5 3 5

2009 3 5 3 5

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017



2018

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
e «O630p NyyWNX NpakTUK No 06pa3oBaHUIO ANl YCTONYUBOro pa3BuTuA B LieHTpanbHoOM A3um B cBeTe
peanusauun fekaabl OOH no OYP u Ctpaterun ESK OOH no OYP» noarotoBneH POLLA B 2008-2009 rr.
B pamkax npoekta «CybpernoHanbHasa ceTb no
obpa3oBaHMIO ANA YCTOMYNBOrO pa3BUTUA»
Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target
At the time of reporting, is your government undertaking concrete initiatives to increase the delivery of DLDD-related
initiatives in the education sector by CSOs and STls?

Yes

Qualitative assessment

Specify the reasons for the increasing and/or decreasing trend of DLDD-related education initiatives undertaken by CSOs
and STls.

(tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance)

Not Very
. Important |
important important
X Increased access to funding X
X Increased awareness of DLDD-related problems and of the need for X
action
X Increased knowledge of DLDD-related topics and enhanced skills of
trainers/teachers
X Government policies are more supportive of education initiatives X
X International donors are more supportive of education-focussed X
initiatives.
Other
Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided
Reasons for decreasing for CSOs
Not Very
. Important |
important important
X Lack of financial resources X
Insufficient awareness and knowledge by national CSOs of X
DLDD-related issues
X Limited capillary presence of national CSOs at the grass-root level X

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)



No answer provided

Reasons for decreasing for STls

X Lack of financial resources

National STls are more focussed on research activities than on
education and training

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Not
important

Important

X

X

ery
important



Operational Objective 2: Policy framework

Performance indicator CONS-0-5 for Outcomes 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3

Operational Objective 2: Policy framework

Performance indicator CONS-0O-5 for Outcomes 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3

Number of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities to have finalized the formulation/revision of
NAPs/SRAPs/RAPs aligned to The Strategy, taking into account biophysical and socio-economic information, national planning and
policies, and integration into investment frameworks.

Understanding of the indicator

At the national level, the indicator measures the performance of affected country Parties in formulating or revising their NAPs in
alignment with The Strategy. While providing information on this process, the indicator also outlines whether: (a) the analysis of
DLDD drivers, barriers to possible solutions, and measures that may eventually overcome these barriers, has been carried out; (b)
the alignment process has been supported by biophysical and socio-economic baseline information; (c) the action programmes
have been included in integrated investment frameworks; and (d) the action programmes have been integrated with other existing
national plans and policies. The indicator will inform on the extent to which Parties have responded to decision 3/COP.8, paragraph
45, and on the feasibility of assessing the progress of The Strategy over its implementation period (2008-2018). Subregional and
regional reporting entities will complement the information provided by affected country Parties by reporting on formulation or
revision of SRAPs and RAPs in alignment with The Strategy.

Data needed
UNCCD NAP. Only a NAP formally approved by the relevant governmental authorities is to be considered as finalized'’.
Other relevant planning documents.

Data sources (indicative only)
UNCCD NFP.

Check the glossary for
‘Finalized’, ‘NAP’, ‘NFP’, ‘driver’, ‘barrier’, ‘integrated investment framework’, ‘baseline’

Overall target
By 2014, at least 80 per cent of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities have formulated/revised a
NAP/SRAP/RAP aligned to The Strategy.

NAP Adoption and Revision
Had your country already adopted a NAP prior to The Strategy?
Yes

If yes, has your country revised the NAP in alignment with The Strategy?
No

If you have revised the NAP in alignment with The Strategy, specify the date of its approval.
No answer provided

If you have not revised the NAP in alignment with The Strategy, specify why the process was not initiated. (tick
as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance)

Not important Important  Very Important
X Not a priority for the government X
X Lack of capacities X

X Lack of financial resources X



X Understaffing X

X Lack of time X
X Poor internal coordination among relevant ministries X
Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

If your country had no NAP adopted prior to The Strategy, have you formulated an aligned NAP after The
Strategy’s adoption in 2008?
No answer provided

If yes, specify the date of its approval.
No answer provided

If at the time of reporting you have not formulated a NAP aligned to The Strategy specify why the process was
not initiated. (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance)

Not important Important Very Important

Not a priority for the government

Lack of capacities

Lack of financial resources

Understaffing

Lack of time

Poor internal coordination among relevant ministries

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

The questions below apply only to those countries having a NAP aligned to The Strategy
If you have a NAP, is it supported by biophysical and socio-economic baseline information?
No answer provided

If you have a NAP, does it assess DLDD drivers?
No answer provided

If you have a NAP, does it assess the barriers to sustainable land management?
No answer provided

If yes, does the NAP include recommendations to remove these barriers?
No answer provided

If you have a NAP, has it been included into an integrated investment framework?
No answer provided

If you have a NAP, has it been integrated into national development planning and relevant sectoral and
investment plans and policies?
No answer provided

If yes, has the NAP been integrated into your country’s Poverty Reduction Strategy Paper?
No answer provided



Did you refer to the Guidelines on the alignment of action programmes with The Strategy as proposed in
ICCD/COP(9)/2/Add.1 while developing or reviewing your action plan?
No answer provided

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
¢ HaumoHanbHas pamo4Hasa nporpaMmma no onycTbiHUBaHUIO
Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target
If you do not have an approved NAP aligned to The Strategy at the time of reporting, when do you plan to have it
developed and approved?

2012-13

Qualitative assessment
Has the formulation and/or alignment of the NAP been supported by external assistance?
Yes

If yes, did you receive assistance from one or more of the following institutions? (more than one box can be
ticked)

e GEF

o Multilateral (UN agencies, IGOs, international financing institutions, etc.)

If yes, which type of assistance did you receive?
Financial Support

Identify the major difficulties experienced in the formulation/alignment process (tick as many boxes as
necessary and rate the level of importance).

Not Very
) Important
important Important
X Not a priority for the government X
X Poor availability of biophysical and socio- economic baseline X
information
X Existing investment frameworks are not fully compatible with the NAP X

Streamlining the NAP into existing plans and policies is too
time-consuming

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Performance indicator CONS-0O-7 for Outcome 2.5

Operational Objective 2: Policy framework

Performance indicator CONS-O-7 for Outcome 2.5
Number of initiatives for synergistic planning/programming of the three Rio Conventions or mechanisms for joint implementation, at



all levels.

Understanding of the indicator

The indicator measures the existence of synergistic processes through the number of instruments (i.e. joint planning/programming
and/or operational mechanisms) in place at the national level which foster the introduction of or strengthen the mutually reinforcing
measures among the three Rio Conventions. The assumption is that the higher the number of enabling instruments in place, the
higher the possibility of achieving synergies in implementation. This information will be complemented by the reporting of other
reporting entities on synergistic processes at the subregional, regional and global level.

Data needed

Planning/programming documents and legislative/regulatory documents.

Only operational mechanisms which have the achievement of joint implementation, synergies, convergence, and the introduction or
strengthening of reinforcing measures among the Rio Conventions clearly stated in their objectives shall be considered under this
indicator.

Data sources (indicative only)
Relevant national ministries.

Check the glossary for
“Joint planning/programming initiatives”, “Operational mechanisms for joint implementation or mutual reinforcement”

For an indicative list of activities by Parties to promote synergies among the Rio Conventions, refer to target='_blank'>UNEP/CBD
/COP/DC/IX/16, Annex Il

Overall target
By 2014, each affected country Party has either one joint national plan in place or functional mechanism(s) to ensure synergies
among the three Rio Conventions

Are you implementing joint planning/programming initiatives for the three Rio Conventions?
Yes

If yes, specify the type of joint initiative(s) (tick as many boxes as necessary)
¢ Review of plans and policies to enhance cooperation
e Enhancement of the institutional and scientific capacity of relevant stakeholders as well as of their
awareness

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Do operational mechanisms for joint implementation or mutual reinforcement exist in your country?
No

If yes, specify the type of mechanism(s) (tick as many boxes as necessary)
No answer provided

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
¢ HaumoHanbHas pamoyHasa nporpaMmma no onycTbiHUBaHWIO
Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target



If your country is not implementing joint planning/programming or does not have operational mechanisms in place at the
time of reporting, when do you plan to have something ensuring synergies in place?
2012-13

Qualitative assessment
Has the establishment of synergistic processes for joint implementation of the Rio Conventions at national level been
supported by the institutions of the Rio Conventions?

Yes

If yes, by which Convention? (more than one box can be ticked)
e UNCCD

Identify the major difficulties experienced to establish synergistic planning/programming or mechanisms for
joint implementation (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance).

Not important Important Very Important
X Not a priority for the government X
X Lack of capacities X
X Lack of financial resources X
X Understaffing X
X Lack of time X
X Poor internal coordination among relevant ministries X

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided



Operational Objective 3: Science, technology and knowledge

Performance indicator CONS-0-8 for Outcomes 3.1 and 3.2

Operational Objective 3: Science, technology and knowledge

Performance indicator CONS-0O-8 for Outcomes 3.1 and 3.2
Number of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities to have established and supported a national/subregional
/regional monitoring system for DLDD.

Understanding of the indicator

At the national level, the indicator measures the monitoring potential of the country by quantifying the number of monitoring systems
established and supported. These monitoring systems may be specifically or partially (in the case of environmental monitoring
systems) dedicated to UNCCD reporting. The indicator will inform on the extent to which it is realistic to expect more regular and
coherent reporting by affected country Parties during the implementation of The Strategy and beyond. This information will be
complemented by the reporting of other reporting entities on UNCCD-relevant monitoring systems established and supported at the
subregional, regional and global level.

Data needed

Information on monitoring systems established within the national Ministries or other bodies/institutions.
Programmes/projects’ documents, fiches and summary sheets, programmes/projects’ interim or final reports.

Only those monitoring systems storing all or most of the information needed for reporting to the UNCCD shall be considered.

Data sources (indicative only)
Relevant national ministries, programme/project management units, other non-governmental initiatives.

Check the glossary for
‘monitoring system’, ‘vulnerability’

Overall target
By 2018, at least 60 per cent of affected country Parties, subregional and regional reporting entities have established and supported
national monitoring systems for DLDD

Is a monitoring system for DLDD established at the national level?
No

If yes, specify whether this system is: Functional
No answer provided

If yes, specify whether this system is: Regularly Updated
No answer provided

If no DLDD-specific monitoring system is in place, is an environmental monitoring system partially covering
DLDD established at the national level?
Yes

List any monitoring system available at the sub- national level that can contribute to the UNCCD reporting (add
as many rows as necessary).
e locynapcTBeHHbIN y4yeT
rocyaapcTBeHHble KagacTpbl NPUPOAHbLIX PecypcoB
F'mapomMeTeoponornyecknini MOHUTOPUHT
EnvHas cuctema MOHMTOPUHIa OKpyXatrolen cpeabl U NPUPOAHbLIX pecypcoB

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,



you may also upload relevant documents.
¢ "MoproTroBka YeTBepTOro HaunoHanbHOro aoknaga Pecnybnuku KazaxcrtaH no BbINOMTHEHNIO KOHBEHLIMMN
OOH no 6opbb6e c onycTtbiHuBaHuem", ActaHa 2008 r., MOOC/PI'TI UncpbopmaLMOHHO-aHANUTUYECKUN
LleHTP OXpaHbl OKpY»Katowen cpeabl
Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target
If your country does not have a national monitoring system partially or totally dedicated to DLDD in place at the time of
reporting, do you plan to initiate one?

Yes

If yes, when?
2012-13

Qualitative assessment
For those countries not having a national monitoring system totally or partially dedicated to DLDD, identify the major
difficulties experienced in the establishment process (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance).

Not Very
. Important
important important
X Financial constraints X
X Lack of capacities X
X Human resources constraints X

Lack of coordination among relevant ministries and unclear attribution of
responsibilities

X Lack of coordination among donor-led programme/project interventions X

Existing initiatives are too fragmented; cannot be realistically coordinated
under one umbrella.

Existing national and/or sub-national monitoring systems use different
methodologies and cannot be realistically harmonised

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

For those countries having a national monitoring system totally or partially dedicated to DLDD, how is the
system maintained? (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance)

Not important Important Very important

X By means of national resources X
X By means of external support X
X No maintenance is possible due to limited professional capacities X
X No maintenance is possible due to limited financial resources X
Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)



No answer provided

Performance indicator CONS-0-9 for Outcome 3.1 and 3.2

Operational Objective 3: Science, technology and knowledge

Performance indicator CONS-0O-9 for Outcome 3.1 and 3.2
Number of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities reporting to the Convention along revised reporting guidelines
on the basis of agreed indicators

Understanding of the indicator

The indicator measures the use of biophysical and socio-economic information at the national level in defining a commonly agreed
core set of impact indicators for the UNCCD and in monitoring progress against these indicators using harmonized methodologies.
The indicator will inform to what extent it is possible to compile a comparable and global assessment of UNCCD impact.
Subregional and regional reporting entities will complement the information provided by affected country Parties by reporting on the
use of impact indicators at the subregional and regional levels, if and when impact indicators for these levels will be commonly
agreed upon by the Conference of the Parties.

Data needed

Reports to the UNCCD by affected country Parties in 2012 and 2016.

The information to report on this indicator will be compiled by affected country Parties every four years when reporting on the
strategic objectives that require biophysical and socio-economic information (i.e. SO1, SO2 and SO3). Reporting on this indicator is
due in 2012 and in 2016 only.

Data sources (indicative only)
UNCCD NFP.

Check the glossary for
‘NFP’

Overall target
By 2018, at least 90 per cent of affected country Parties, subregional and regional reporting entities report to the Convention in
compliance with the new reporting guidelines.

Has your country reported on the two impact indicators considered by decision 13/COP.9 to be the minimum
reporting requirement?
No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

Number of impact indicators for strategic objectives 1, 2 and 3 your country has reported on in 2012 and 2016
2012
No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

2016
No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

While reporting on impact indicators, did you refer to the reporting guidelines, i.e. using the common baselines
and methodologies defined by the CST?
No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

Sources of information

Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows information as necessary). If
reporting online, you may also upload relevant documents.

No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle



National contribution to the target

If in 2012 your country has not reported on some or all of the impact indicators for the UNCCD, when do you plan to do
so?

No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

If in 2012 your country has not complied with the reporting guidelines, i.e. using the common baselines and
methodologies defined by the CST, when do you plan to do so?
No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

Qualitative assessment
Identify the major difficulties experienced in reporting against the impact indicators:
No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer required for this indicator in the 2010 reporting cycle

Performance indicator CONS-0-10 for Outcome 3.3 and 3.4

Operational Objective 3: Science, technology and knowledge

Performance indicator CONS-0O-10 for Outcome 3.3 and 3.4
Number of revised NAPs/SRAPs/RAPs reflecting knowledge of DLDD drivers and their interactions, and of the interaction of DLDD
with climate change and biodiversity.

Understanding of the indicator

The indicator measures knowledge-transfer processes from the theoretical to the operational level. This is done through an
assessment carried out by affected country Parties (self-assessment) of the levels of traditional and scientific knowledge reflected
in their NAPs. The assumption is that NAPs based on sound scientific and traditional knowledge will propose more significant and
effective strategies and activities for implementation at the national level, and will, ultimately, perform better than those NAPs that
do not take into account available knowledge on DLDD and DLDD synergies. The indicator will inform to what extent UNCCD
implementation is likely to achieve meaningful results. Subregional and regional reporting entities will complement the information
provided by affected country Parties by reporting on the assessment of their SRAPs and RAPs.

Data needed
NAP aligned to The Strategy.
Scientific literature consulted for the development of the NAP.

Data sources (indicative only)
UNCCD NFP.

Check the glossary for
‘NAP’, ‘NFP’, ‘driver’

Countries not having a NAP or not having aligned their NAP to The Strategy do not report on this indicator.
The below questions are meant to guide the country’s self-assessment of its aligned NAP.

Overall target
By 2018, at least 70 per cent of revised NAPs/SRAPs/RAPs have successfully gone through a quality self-assessment.

Countries not having a NAP or not having aligned their NAP to The Strategy do not report on this indicator.
The below questions are meant to guide the country’s self-assessment of its aligned NAP.

In your NAP, is the identification of biophysical and socio-economic drivers, and of their interaction, knowledge-based?
Yes



If yes, specify upon which type of knowledge it is based (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of
importance).

o Scientific literature

e Expert knowledge

If based on scientific literature, list the main reference literature consulted (add as many rows as needed). If
reporting online, you may also upload relevant documents.
No answer provided

In your NAP, is the analysis of the interaction between drought mitigation and restoration of degraded land and
climate change mitigation/ adaptation or biodiversity conservation knowledge-based?
Yes

If yes, specify upon which type of knowledge it is based (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of
importance).

e Expert knowledge

¢ Traditional knowledge

If based on scientific literature, list the main reference literature consulted (add as many rows as needed). If
reporting online, you may also upload relevant documents.
¢ HauuoHanbHasa pamo4yHasi nporpamMmma no onyctbiHmBaHuio, UICLLAY3P, ActaHa/Anmatbl, HOA6pb 2005 r.

Is drought mitigation analyzed and/or reflected in some of the actions outlined in the NAP?
Yes

Attachments:

none

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above:

UNCCD National Action Programme.
No answer required

National contribution to the target

If in your NAP, DLDD drivers, their interactions, and the interaction of DLDD with climate change and biodiversity, are not

analyzed on the basis of relevant scientific, expert and/or traditional knowledge, such that the self-assessment process is

not fully successful, when do you expect to adjust your NAP so that it can successfully go through the self-assessment?
2010-11

Qualitative assessment
If your NAP has not been developed taking into account relevant scientific and/or traditional knowledge, identify the
reasons (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance).

Not Very
. Important |
important important
X Relevant scientific literature is not available X
X Relevant traditional or expert knowledge is not available X
X Lack of financial resources to mobilise the necessary knowledge X

Poor coordination among the relevant ministries prevented an internal
pooling of knowledge/expertise

X Relevant ministries could not contribute due to lack of time X



X Relevant ministries could not contribute due to lack of staff X

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Performance indicator CONS-0-11 for Outcome 3.5

Operational Objective 3: Science, technology and knowledge

Performance indicator CONS-O-11 for Outcome 3.5
Type, number and users of DLDD-relevant knowledge-sharing systems at the global, regional, subregional and national levels
described on the Convention website.

Understanding of the indicator

The indicator measures the presence at the national level of DLDD-related knowledge-sharing processes, through the quantification
of the type and number of existing knowledge-sharing systems. Effectiveness of these systems is measured through quantification
of their user-base. The indicator will inform to what extent scientific and traditional knowledge, including best practices, are
available to and sufficiently shared with end-users. This information will be complemented by the reporting of other reporting
entities on existing UNCCD-relevant knowledge-sharing systems at the subregional, regional and global level.

Data needed
Information from websites.
Only DLDD-relevant knowledge-sharing systems and networks shall be considered.

Data sources (indicative only)
Relevant organizations at the national level, relevant national ministries hosting knowledge-sharing systems and networks within
their websites.

Check the glossary for
‘knowledge-sharing system’, ‘PRAIS’

List any DLDD-relevant 'knowledge-sharing system' at the country level you are aware of, providing an Internet
link and estimated number of users per year (add as many rows as necessary)
. Name of the System
BeO calTbl 4eNCTBYHOLWUNX MeXaAyHapoaHbIx npoekroB, HIMO
Internet Link
http://www.wetlands.kz
http://www.caresd.net
http://www.carecnet.org

Estimated number of users per year



Operational Objective 4: Capacity building

Performance indicator CONS-0-13 for Outcomes 4.1 and 4.2

Operational Objective 4: Capacity building

Performance indicator CONS-0O-13 for Outcomes 4.1 and 4.2
Number of countries, subregional and regional reporting entities engaged in building capacity to combat DLDD on the basis of
NCSA or other methodologies and instruments

Understanding of the indicator

At the national level the indicator measures the presence of capacity-building processes through the quantification of existing major
capacity-building initiatives. The indicator will inform to what extent affected country Parties may be expected to meet their
obligations foreseen by the Convention, including forthcoming ones (i.e. new reporting requirements, establishment of
environmental monitoring systems, accessing new financing mechanisms). This information will be complemented by the reporting
of other reporting entities on existing UNCCD-related capacity-building initiatives at the subregional, regional and global level.

Data needed
Information on DLDD-related capacity building initiatives.
Only major capacity-building plans/programmes/projects mentioned in the PPSs are to be considered.

Data sources (indicative only)

PPSs submitted to UNCCD as part of the reporting exercise

Programmes/projects’ documents, fiches and summary sheets, interim or final reports of those programmes and projects identified
through the PPSs as having DLDD-related capacity-building as a major objective.

Check the glossary for
‘NCSA’, ‘PPS’

Overall target
By 2014, at least 90 per cent of affected country Parties, sub-regional and regional reporting entities implement DLDD specific
capacity building plans or programs or projects.

Number of DLDD-related capacity building initiatives undertaken

Identify, if any, relevant programmes and projects through the PPSs and check corresponding programmes/projects’
documents, fiches and summary sheets, and interim or final reports, to extract the information needed for completing the
table below

Year NCSA-generated Other initiatives
2008 20 0
2009 20 0
2010
2011
2012
2013
2014
2015

2016



2017

2018

Has your country assessed DLDD-related capacity building needs at the national level?
Yes

If yes, within the framework of which initiative?
e Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
Mpoekt MPOOH/T3® "OueHka HauuoHanbLHOro noteHuuana KazaxcraHa Ans BbINOMIHEHUA MeXAYHapPOAHbIX
3KOJTIOrMYeCcKUX KOHBeHUun"

If yes, do you have assessed the necessary resources for addressing capacity building needs?
No

Are these resource requirements included into an investment framework?
No

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.

e Tematnyeckum o63op: OnyctbiHMBaHUe/aerpagauus 3emenb, npoekt MPOOH/II® "OueHka
HauMoHanbHoro noteHumana KasaxcraHa onsi BbINONHEHNSA MeXAYHAPOAHbIX 3KONOrM4ecKux
KOHBeHuun"

Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target
If at the time of reporting there are no DLDD-specific capacity building plans, programmes or projects implemented in
your country, when do you plan to have something in place?

2010-11

Qualitative assessment
Have you received assistance from one or more of the following institutions to build capacities to combat DLDD? (more
than one box can be ticked)

e GEF

¢ Multilateral (UN agencies, IGOs, international financing institutions, etc.)

If yes, which type of assistance have you received?
¢ Financial support



Operational Objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Performance indicator CONS-0-14 for Outcome 5.1

Operational Objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Performance indicator CONS-0O-14 for Outcome 5.1

Number of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities whose investment frameworks, established within the IFS
devised by the GM or within other integrated financing strategies, reflect leveraging national, bilateral and multilateral resources for
combating desertification and land degradation.

Understanding of the indicator

At the national level, the indicator measures the presence of integrated financing processes allowing the leverage of national,
bilateral and multilateral resources for combating desertification and land degradation, through the quantification of investment
frameworks developed by country Parties within the IFS devised by the GM or other integrated financing strategies promoted by
diverse international institutions. This information will be complemented by the reporting of other reporting entities on the
establishment of integrated investment frameworks at national, subregional and regional level.

Data needed
Investment frameworks documents.
Only investment frameworks prepared along the guidelines devised within integrated financing strategies shall be considered.

Data sources (indicative only)
Relevant national ministries.

Check the glossary for
‘IFS’, ‘NAP’ ‘leveraging’, ‘integrated investment framework’

Overall target
By 2014, at least 50 per cent of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities have developed integrated investment
frameworks.

Has your country developed an integrated investment framework?
No

If yes, specify when it was developed.
No answer provided

The questions below apply only to those countries which have an integrated investment framework.
Is your integrated investment framework based on the NAP?
No answer provided

If based on the NAP, who assisted in its development?
No answer provided

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

If assisted, which type of assistance did you receive?
No answer provided

If assisted by the GM, was it devised within the IFS?
No answer provided

If your country has an integrated investment framework based on the NAP, is this framework concretely
allowing the leverage of national, bilateral and multilateral resources for combating DLDD?
No answer provided



Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
No answer provided
Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target
If your country has not developed an integrated investment framework at the time of reporting, do you plan to do it?
Yes

If yes, when?
2010-11

Qualitative assessment
Identify the major difficulties experienced in developing an integrated investment framework (tick as many boxes as
necessary and rate the level of importance).

Not Very

] Important

important Important
X Financial constraints X
X Human resources constraints X

Lack of coordination among relevant ministries and unclear attribution of
responsibilities

X Lack of coordination among those providing support X

National, bilateral and multilateral resources are too diverse; cannot be
realistically coordinated under one umbrella.

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Performance indicator CONS-0-16 for Outcome 5.2

Operational Objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Performance indicator CONS-0O-16 for Outcome 5.2
Degree of adequacy, timeliness and predictability of financial resources made available by developed country Parties to combat
DLDD.

Understanding of the indicator

This is a qualitative indicator requiring the perception-based assessment by developing affected country Parties of the adequacy,
timeliness and predictability of bilateral contributions received from developed country Parties for the implementation of the
Convention. “Adequate”, “timely” and “predictable” resources are frequently referred to in The Strategy as being necessary to ensure
proper planning and effective implementation. Subregional and regional reporting entities will complement the information provided
by affected country Parties by reporting on their perception-based assessments.

Data needed



Data sources (indicative only)

Check the glossary for

Only affected country Parties entitled to receive assistance under the UNCCD are requested to report on this indicator.

Overall target
No target has been set for this indicator

How would you rate the bilateral assistance received within the framework of UNCCD for the implementation of
The Strategy and of the Convention?
Adequacy of bilateral assistance

Adequate

Timeliness of bilateral assistance
Timely

Predictability of bilateral assistance
Predictable

Provide narrative justification on your above rating (max 100 words)
No answer provided

Qualitative assessment
Did you receive assistance in raising resources from bilateral donors?
Yes

If yes, from whom? (more than one box can be ticked)
e GEF
¢ Bilateral
¢ Multilateral (UN agencies, IGOs, international financing institutions, etc.)

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Has the level of adequacy, timeliness and predictability of bilateral assistance constrained your country’s
performance in planning and implementation with respect to UNCCD?
No answer provided

Performance indicator CONS-0-17 for Outcome 5.3

Operational Objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Performance indicator CONS-O-17 for Outcome 5.3
Number of DLDD-related project proposals successfully submitted for financing to international financial institutions, facilities and
funds, including the GEF.

Understanding of the indicator

The indicator measures the capacity of fund-raising at the national level, through the quantification of project proposals successfully
submitted for funding to the various financing organizations. The indicator will inform to what extent affected country Parties make
increasing efforts to mobilize resources. This information will be complemented by the reporting of other reporting entities on the
fund-raising efforts at national, subregional and regional level.

Data needed



Information contained in the PPSs and SFAs submitted to UNCCD.

Data sources (indicative only)

PPSs and SFAs submitted to UNCCD as part of the reporting exercise.

The PPS requires specification of the project ‘status’ thus it allows the identification of relevant projects to be considered by this
indicator and the monitoring of their approval status.

The SFA requires the specification of amounts committed to approved projects.

Check the glossary for
‘PPS’, 'SFA’, ‘Project proposals’, ‘currency’, ‘Successfully submitted proposals’

Overall target
A steady growth in the number of DLDD-related successfully submitted project proposals is recorded along the implementation
period of The Strategy.

Number of project proposals submitted (pipeline) and ongoing, by biennium

Biennium submitted (pipeline) ongoing
2008-2009 2
2010-2011
2012-2013
2014-2015

2016-2017

Amount of funds raised, by biennium
You can find the amount of funds raised for the ongoing projects in the corresponding SFAs. Sum these amounts and
give the total in the below table.

Biennium Total amount
2008-2009 USD35370000
2010-2011
2012-2013
2014-2015

2016-2017

Sources of information

Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above: Programme and Project Sheets and Standard
Financial Annexes

No answer required

National contribution to the target
According to the information provided above, do you think that you are mobilizing enough resources from international
financial institutions, facilities and funds through successfully submitted project proposals?

No

If no, do you plan to increase the country’s efforts in presenting project proposals to international financial
institutions, facilities and funds?
Yes



Qualitative assessment
Identify the reasons for the increasing or decreasing trend of project proposals successfully submitted to international
financial institutions, facilities and funds (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate the level of importance).

Reasons for increasing

Not Very
. Important
important Important
X Easier and more transparent application procedures X
X Increased capacities of national stakeholders to prepare applications X
Major natural hazards occurred at the national level considerably
X increased the level of resources made available by the international X

community

Access to funding is increasingly facilitated by third parties such as the
private sector

Existence of a financing strategy (IFS or others)

X Other X

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
1. Koraa pa3paboTtka u peanusaums NnpoeKkTa BKNHOYEHO B roCyAapCTBEHHO NilaHUPOBaHME U COOTBETCTBYET
npuoputety lNpaBuTeNnbLCTBY
2. locTtaTO4YHbIN rocyaapCcTBEeHHbIN Ol0OXeT, U Kak cneacteue xopolluee hmHaHCOBOE y4yacTue B NPoeKTe co
cTtopoHbI lNpaButenbcTBa

Reasons for decreasing

Not Very
] Important
important Important

X Financing opportunities are not publicised enough, lack of access to X
necessary information
Complicated application procedures, the level of complexity being

worsened by the different requirements of the various donors

Limited financial resources are made available for DLDD-related
programmes/projects, and lack of DLDD-specific allocations within donors’
portfolio.

X Other X

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
1. OTcyTcTBMe NpuopuTeTa AnA MNpaBuTenbLCTBa M Kak crneacTBue 06A3aTenbCTB M MHTepeca
2. HepocTtaTto4yHo noTteHuuana u kBanudukaumm ans noAroToBKU NPOEKTHbIX NpearioXeHun
3. OTcyTCcTBUE CTUMYNUPYHOLWMUX MEP ANA HaNMCaHUA, U YTO BaXKHO NPOABUXEHUS NPOEKTOB

Performance indicator CONS-0-18 for Outcome 5.5

Operational Objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Performance indicator CONS-0O-18 for Outcome 5.5



Amount of financial resources and type of incentives which have enabled access to technology by affected country Parties.

Understanding of the indicator

The indicator measures whether access to technology is facilitated by means of financial resources or economic and policy
incentives. The indicator will inform to what extent an enabling environment for technology transfer has been created at the national
level and whether sufficient resources are dedicated to technology transfer. Subregional and regional reporting entities will
complement the information provided by affected country Parties by reporting on financial resources and type of incentives which
have enabled access to technology at the subregional and regional level.

Data needed

Budgets of relevant programmes and projects

Information on policy/regulatory, financial and fiscal incentives. Incentives facilitating access to technology shall be those
established and implemented at the national level, not necessarily within the framework of DLDD-related cooperation.

Data sources (indicative only)
Financial documents of programmes and projects submitted as PPSs to the UNCCD as part of the reporting exercise.

National policy, regulatory and economic/financial documents.
Check the glossary for
‘technical support’, ‘incentive’, ‘PPS’

Check the programmes and projects financial documents (budgets) and extract amounts allocated to: (1) technical support —
material aid (equipment, hardware and software, machineries, etc); and (2) technical support — knowledge aid (technical assistance
and advisory services). Add these amounts to provide totals in the table below.

Refer to the programmes and projects submitted as PPSs to the UNCCD and their relating budgets

Overall targets

A steady growth in the financial resources allocated to facilitate access to technology by affected country Parties is recorded along
the implementation period of The Strategy.

A steady growth in the number of economic and policy incentives reported upon is recorded along the implementation period of The
Strategy.

Estimate of amounts allocated to facilitate technology transfer

Check the programmes and projects financial documents (budgets) and extract amounts allocated to: (1) technical
support — material aid (equipment, hardware and software, machineries, etc); and (2) technical support — knowledge aid
(technical assistance and advisory services). Add these amounts to provide totals in the table below.

Refer to the programmes and projects submitted as PPSs to the UNCCD and their relating budgets

Year Technical support — material aid Technical support — knowledge aid
2008 usb usb

2009 21500000 USD 13870000 USD

2010

2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016



2017

2018

Has your country established incentives intended to facilitate access to technology?
No answer provided

If yes, specify which types of incentives (more than one box can be ticked)
No answer provided

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
¢ 1. NpoeKTHbIN AOoKYMeHT npoekta « COXPAHEHUE JNIECOB U YBENUWYEHUE NECUCTOCTU TEPPUTOPUU
PECNYBJIUKU»
2. 3aKn4uTeNbHbIN OTYET NO peanu3auumn NPoeKTa
«YnpaBneHue 3acywnuebiMu 3emnsimu» - Npant GEF TF 052161-KZ
Attachments:
none

National contribution to the target
According to the information provided above, do you think that enough resources are allocated through DLDD-related
programmes and projects to facilitate access to technology by your country?

Yes

If your country has no incentives in place or if existing incentives to facilitate the creation of an enabling
environment for technology transfer do not prove to be effective, are you planning to enforce additional
measures?

Yes

If yes, when?
2010-11

Qualitative assessment
If existing incentives do not prove to be effective, identify possible reasons (tick as many boxes as necessary and rate
the level of importance).

Not Very

. Important

important Important
X Policy or regulatory incentives are not enforced X
X There are not enough resources to apply financial or fiscal incentives X

The national financial and credit systems (banks, credit agencies, etc)
are not supportive

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Identify the reasons for the increasing or decreasing trend of financial resources allocated through
DLDD-related programmes and projects to facilitate access to technology (tick as many boxes as necessary and
rate the level of importance).

Reasons for increasing



Not important Important Very Important
Access facilitated by the spreading of IT
More appropriate technologies available
Appropriateness of government incentives

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Reasons for decreasing

Not Very
. Important
important Important

Technology sustainability is poor; technologies do not represent viable
investments

Lack of fixed infrastructure for accessing technologies (those created on
an ad hoc basis disappear once the support ends)

Lack of capacities for operation and maintenance of technologies
Lack of enabling policy and regulatory environments

Other

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided



Standard Financial Annex

D. Standard Financial Annex

The CRIC has recommended that financial reporting be based on a standard financial reporting format to be used by affected
country Parties and their development partners. It also indicated that emphasis in reports should be put on financial matters and
also on an analysis of the impact of the activities undertaken (ICCD/CRIC(8)/5).

The purpose of the Standard Financial Annex (SFA) is to consolidate information on resources mobilized by affected country Parties
and their development partners under the framework of relevant strategies and action programmes. It facilitates the aggregation of
data on financial commitments, financial flows and resources available by all relevant funding sources for activities related to the
implementation of the Convention. It also helps minimize double counting in financial statistics (ICCD/CRIC(8)/5/Add.4).

The SFA is to be used by each country Party and other reporting entities to list all financial commitments they have made during the
reporting period in support of institutions, programmes, projects, as well as other relevant initiatives undertaken at national or
international level for the implementation of the Convention.

More specifically, for each relevant financial commitment or allocation made in the reporting period, the SFA requires a minimum
set of data grouped as follows:

Identification, i.e. data required to identify the reporting entity, the funding source and the activity financed;

Basic data, i.e. data specifying the amount and type of financial commitment made, as well as the recipient country, region, and/or
organization, and the funding period, if applicable;

(c) Classification, i.e. categorization of the funded activity according to the Rio Markers for desertification, and the UNCCD Relevant
Activity Codes (RACs).

The compilation of the SFA is guided by means of a template, which responds to the recommendations of CRIC 7, and builds on the
GM methodological guide for financial reporting presented to CRIC 6 as part of the report of the intergovernmental Ad Hoc Working
Group to improve the procedures for communication of information.

Within the template, shaded areas contain information and explanatory texts, while white areas are for reporting purposes and need
to be filled in by the reporting entities with relevant data or narrative information.

Decision 13/COP.9, paragraph 8, invites country Parties and other reporting entities to refer to common terminology and definitions.
Therefore, these guidelines should be read in conjunction with the comprehensive glossary presented in a separate document.

Financial Commitment #1 — npoekT ynpaBneHue 3acywnmBbIMU 3eMSISIMU

Reporting Entity

Enter the name of the country or organization submitting the official report to the UNCCD to which the financial
commitment will be attached in the form of a consolidated Standard Financial Annex

e Kazakhstan - CCD Focal Point - Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment Protection

Other
No answer provided

Funding Organization
Enter the full name and acronym (if applicable) of the organization that has made the financial commitment
o Kazakhstan - CCD Focal Point - Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment Protection

Other
e NoGanbHbIN 3KONOrnM4yeckun ¢poHa
BceMupHbIn 6aHK
®depmepbl



MmobanbHbIN MeXaHUu3M

Name of activity funded
Enter the name or title of the activity, project, programme, organization or initiative funded with this financial commitment
NPOEKT ynpaBneHue 3acyLuiuBbLIMU 3eMNSAMU

Identification code
Enter the Identification Code (ID), number or acronym given to the activity funded (if known)
P071525

Recipient Country(ies) or (sub) region(s)

Enter the name of the country(ies), subregion(s) or region(s) in which the activity is taking place or is due to take place.
Indicate “Global” if the activity is of global scale or has no specific geographical focus

e Asia

e Central Asia

e Kazakhstan

Recipient Organization(s)
Enter the full name and acronym of the organization(s) to which the funds have been or will be transferred to
e Kazakhstan - CCD Focal Point - Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment Protection

Other
No answer provided

Executing Agency(ies)
Enter the full name an acronym of the Agency(ies) or Organization(s) that is/are in charge of the execution of the activity
e MuHucTepcTBO OXpaHbl OKpyXKatwLien cpeabl Pecnyonuku KasaxcraH

Commitment date (dd/mm/yyyy)
Enter the date at which the financial commitment has been formally approved by the extending organization (e.g.
15/01/2011)

19/06/2003

Currency/Amount committed
Indicate the currency denomination of the financial commitment (e.g. EUR, USD, YN, etc.). Enter the total amount of
money committed as a numeric field, showing the entire figure (e.g. enter 1500000 to indicate 1.5 million). Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals

2400000 US Dollar

Type of funding
Indicate the type of funding provided through the financial commitment (e.g. grant, concessional loan, basket funding,
General Budget Support

Start date (dd/mm/yyyy)
Enter the date at which the funding has been or is expected to be made available to the recipient organization (e.g.
15/01/2011)

19/06/2003

Completion date (dd/mm/yyyy)
Enter the date at which the funding has been or is expected to be utilized by the recipient organization (e.g. 15/01/2011),
if applicable

31/03/2010



Duration (no. of months)
Indicate the period covered by this funding, if applicable, expressed in number of months (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)

80

Rio Marker for desertification
Assign the appropriate Rio Marker for desertification to the funded activity by ticking only one of the boxes below (refer
to the Rio Markers guidance note for more information, examples and instructions)

3

Relevant Activity Code(s) (RACs)

Indicate all the Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) that may apply to the funded activity (refer to the RACs guidance note for
more information, examples and instructions). Add as many rows as necessary.

¢ 4 Mitigation and Recovery

e 4.1 Mitigation/Recovery

e 4.1.1 Adaptation to climate change

e 4.1.3 Environment Restoration

¢ 1 Monitoring and Research

¢ 1.1 Monitoring

¢ 1.1.2 Soil Observations

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
e 3aknuuTenbHbIA OTYET MO NPOeKTy "YnpaBneHue 3acywnuBbiMu 3emnamu”, 2010 r., MuHucrepctTBo
oxpaHbl okpyxaruwen cpeabl PK
Attachments:
none



Programme and Project Sheets

E. Programme and Project Sheet

Programme and Project Sheets (PPS) are used to provide more detailed information on programmes or projects undertaken or
completed in the reporting period. This includes programmes and projects in the pipeline, as well as final proposals submitted for
funding to internal or external funding sources. All country Parties and other reporting entities involved in the financing,
coordination or implementation of relevant programmes and projects are requested to prepare a PPS for each of them, and to attach
them to their official report to the UNCCD.

The compilation of the PPS is guided by means of a template. These templates are intended to collect a minimum set of qualitative
and quantitative data to facilitate the analysis of funding and investment flows, and the production of better financial statistics
related to UNCCD implementation (ICCD/CRIC(8)/5/Add.4), with a view to enabling the CRIC to undertake an objective review of
progress in the implementation of the Convention and The Strategy. The PPS also facilitate the computation of certain performance
and impact indicators.

A distinctive feature of the PPS is that it allows country Parties and other reporting entities to specify which strategic and
operational objectives of The Strategy are targeted by each programme or project. In addition, it allows for individual programme or
project components to be categorized using the Rio Markers for desertification and Relevant Activity Codes (RACs).

Furthermore, the PPS can be used to indicate whether the objectives of other Rio Conventions (i.e. the UN Convention on
Biological Diversity, CBD — and the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change, UNFCCC) are also addressed by the
programme or project. This is done through the use of the biodiversity and climate change Rio Markers, respectively.

The PPS offers an opportunity to increase the visibility of relevant programmes and projects, thereby creating the conditions for a
better sharing of experiences and lessons, as well as the transfer of knowledge in general. It also favours collaboration and
networking by facilitating the identification of potential synergies.

Lastly, the PPS also allows country Parties and other reporting entities to provide a narrative description of the expected or
achieved results. This information will facilitate the qualitative assessment of progress in the implementation of The Strategy,
including on returns on investment. The CRIC will use the analysis of financial information originating from the PPS to assess
results, performance and impacts.

To minimize the reporting burden and avoid discrepancies in the information annexed to the reports of different entities, it is
recommended that project partners identify the most suitable ways to coordinate among themselves the preparation of PPS to
ensure that consistent data are reported for the same projects. It would also be advisable to compile just one PPS for large
“umbrella” programmes, instead of separate PPS for each small project stemming from them.

In the PPS template, shaded areas contain information and explanatory texts, while white areas are for reporting purposes and need
to be filled in by country Parties and other reporting entities with relevant data or narrative information.

Programme/Project #1 — npoekT YnpaBneHue 3acylsiMmBbIMU 3eMNAMU

Title
Enter the Programme/Project title, and sub-title if applicable
NpoekT YnpaBneHue 3acywuBbIMUA 3eMNSAMU

Organization(s)
Enter the full name and acronym of the reporting organization
o Kazakhstan - CCD Focal Point - Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment Protection

Other
No answer provided

Role of the Organization(s) in the Programme/Project



Indicate the role of the reporting organization in the Programme /Project (e.g. funding agency, implementing agency, etc.)
Executing Agency

Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) and Science & Technology Institutions (STls)
Enter the name(s) of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs), including Non-Governmental Organizations, research institutions
and-or Science & Technology Institutions (STIs) involved in the Programme/Project. Note: This information should be
taken into account in the computation of performance indicator no. CONS-O-3.
¢ 1. UHCcTUTYT 60oTaHukn u reodpusukm (B nocnepyrowem PIKM «MHCTUTYT 60TaHMKN 1 PUTOUHTPOAYKLMNY)
2. MHcTnTyT KOCMMYecKux uccneposaHum (B nocneayrouwem AO «HaumoHanbHbIN LLEHTP KOCMUYECKUX
nccnefoBaHUM U TEXHOSOTMAY)
3. UccnepoBatenbckum LleHTp OenaptameHTa [lenaptameHTa Cenbckoro Xossancrea CLUA

Beneficiary Country(ies) or Sub Region(s)

Enter the name of the Country(ies), Subregion(s) and/or Region(s) benefiting from the Programme/Project. Indicate
“Global” in the absence of a specific geographical focus

e Asia

e Central Asia

e Kazakhstan

Target Area size / administrative unit
Indicate the total area expressed in number of hectares (numeric field. Do not use abbreviations, symbols or decimals).
Also indicate the administrative unit targeted in the project area, if known, by the Programme/Project

Area Size
34500 Hectares

Administrative Unit
LLleTckun panoH, KaparaHguHckas obnacTtb

Target Group
Enter the different stakeholders, such as individuals, groups, or organizations, positively affected through their
involvement in the implementation of an initiative/project/programme

¢ chepmepbl, CeNbXO3KOMMNaHUU

Beneficiaries
Enter the total number of people benefitting from the Programme/Project, if known (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)

No answer provided

Identification Code
Enter the Programme/Project identification code (ID) or number, given by the relevant extending agency (if applicable)
P071525

Status
Indicate the status of the Programme/Project at the time of completing this form.
Completed

Start date (dd/mm/yyyy)
Indicate the date at which the Programme/Project started or is due to start, if known (e.g. 15/01/2011)
19/06/2003

Completion date (dd/mm/yyyy)



Indicate the date at which the Programme/Project was completed or is due to be completed, if known (e.g. 15/01/2011)
31/03/2010

Programme/Project co-financing

Source
Provide the full name and acronym of all co-financing organisations
No answer provided
Other
Cenbckoxo3ancteeHHbIt MNoTpedbutensckut Koonepatues
Currency, Amount
For each co-financing, indicate the currency denomination used (e.g. EUR, USD, YEN, etc.)
Indicate the amount of funding provided by each co-financing organisation (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)
No answer provided

UN Conventions’ Rio Markers
Assign the appropriate Rio Marker to the Programme/Project (refer to the Rio Markers guidance note for more
information, examples and instructions)

UNCCD
3

UNFCCC adaptation
0

UNFCCC mitigation
1

CcBD
1

Strategic objectives

Indicate which strategic objective of the UNCCD 10-Year Strategy is addressed by the Programme/Project
o 1
o 2

Operational objectives
Indicate which operational objective of the UNCCD 10-Year Strategy is addressed by the Programme/Project
o 1

Programme/Project Objectives

Indicate the objectives pursued by the Programme/Project, as specified in the related documentation, choosing from the
list of purpose codes provided in document (add Quick Reference Guide document title and reference code (please see
footnotes above). The OECD list of purpose is also available at the following link : http://www.oecd.org/document
[21/0,3343,en 2649 34447 1914325 1 1 _1_1,00.html.

e 311 AGRICULTURE

e 31163 Livestock

e 31120 Agricultural development

Programme/Project Components

Programme/Project Components
Indicate the specific Programme/Project components, if known, as specified in the related documentation.
Note: This information should be taken into account in the computation of performance indicator no.



- CONS-O-18.
: KomnoHeHT 1. Pa3BuTue yCToM4MBLIX CUCTEM 3€MI1IENOfIb30BaHUS.

KomnoHeHT 2. OkazaHue nomolum cepmepam B CObITe NPOAYKLMN.

KomnoHeHT 3. MOHMTOPUHI YPOBHS NOrNoOLeHUs YIrieKUcrnoro rasa.

KomnoHeHT 4. O6ecTBeHHOE NPOCBELLeHNe U pacnpocTpaHeHne pe3ynbTaTtoB poekTa
‘ KomnoHeHT 5. lpynna ynpaBneHUs NpoekTomM
- Currency, Amount
Indicate the currency denomination (e.g. EUR, USD, YEN, etc.)
Indicate the amount allocated to each Programme/Project component (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)
‘ 0 US Dollar
~ Rio Marker for desertification :
Assign the appropriate Rio Marker for desertification to each Programme/Project component (refer to the Rio
Markers guidance note for more information, examples and instructions) ‘
1
. Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) 3
Indicate all the Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) that may apply to the Programme/Project components (refer to§
the RACs guidance note for more information, examples and instructions) :
: 4 Mitigation and Recovery

4.1 Mitigation/Recovery
¢ 4.1.2 Drought mitigation
e 4.1.3 Environment Restoration

Expected or achieved results

Provide information on the results achieved or expected from the implementation of the Programme/Project (max 100
words).

® MPOEKT CcTas NepBbIM YyCNELWHbIM LWaroM K BO3pOXAEeHUI0 3aCyLUNIMBLIX CTeneun.

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
e 1. 3aKknUUTENbHbIA OTYET MO peanusauumn npoekTa «YnpaBneHue 3acylWsIMBbIMU 3eMASAMU»

2. ccbinka Ha Be6 cant BcemupHoro 6aHka http://web.worldbank.org/external/projects

/main?pagePK=64283627 &piPK=73230&theSitePK=40941&menuPK=2284248&Projectid=P071525
Attachments:
none



Programme/Project #2 — npoekt «CoxpaHeHue nnecoB U yBerim4eHne necucTocTum
TeppuTopun pecnyonmnkn»

Title
Enter the Programme/Project title, and sub-title if applicable
npoekT «CoxpaHeHMe NecoB 1 yBerinieHMe NecucTocT TeppuTopun pecnyoGnmnkmn»

Organization(s)
Enter the full name and acronym of the reporting organization
No answer provided

Other
¢ MuHucTepcTBO cenbckoro xo3ancrea Pecnyonukmn KasaxcraH

Role of the Organization(s) in the Programme/Project
Indicate the role of the reporting organization in the Programme /Project (e.g. funding agency, implementing agency, etc.)
Executing Agency

Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) and Science & Technology Institutions (STls)
Enter the name(s) of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs), including Non-Governmental Organizations, research institutions
and-or Science & Technology Institutions (STIs) involved in the Programme/Project. Note: This information should be
taken into account in the computation of performance indicator no. CONS-O-3.

e TOO "Kazaxckunn HUA necHoro xo3samncTBa

Beneficiary Country(ies) or Sub Region(s)

Enter the name of the Country(ies), Subregion(s) and/or Region(s) benefiting from the Programme/Project. Indicate
“Global” in the absence of a specific geographical focus

e Asia

e Central Asia

e Kazakhstan

Target Area size / administrative unit
Indicate the total area expressed in number of hectares (numeric field. Do not use abbreviations, symbols or decimals).
Also indicate the administrative unit targeted in the project area, if known, by the Programme/Project

Area Size
131200 Hectares

Administrative Unit
BoctouyHo-KazaxcTtaHckasa obnacTtb, laBnogapckasa obnactb, Kbi3binopauHckas o6nactb

Target Group
Enter the different stakeholders, such as individuals, groups, or organizations, positively affected through their
involvement in the implementation of an initiative/project/programme

e depmMepbl, MECTHOE HacerneHue, yrnpaBreHne JIECHOro Xxo3s1McTBa

Beneficiaries
Enter the total number of people benefitting from the Programme/Project, if known (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)

200000

Identification Code



Enter the Programme/Project identification code (ID) or number, given by the relevant extending agency (if applicable)
P078301

Status
Indicate the status of the Programme/Project at the time of completing this form.
Ongoing

Start date (dd/mm/yyyy)
Indicate the date at which the Programme/Project started or is due to start, if known (e.g. 15/01/2011)
29/11/2005

Completion date (dd/mm/yyyy)
Indicate the date at which the Programme/Project was completed or is due to be completed, if known (e.g. 15/01/2011)
31/05/2014

Programme/Project co-financing

. Source
Provide the full name and acronym of all co-financing organisations
‘ No answer provided
- Other
‘ MMobanbHbIN 3Konorn4yecknm oHa
MexayHapoaHbIM 6aHK PEKOHCTPYKLUM U pa3BUTUA
‘ Pecny6nukaHckun orogxeTt
- Currency, Amount
For each co-financing, indicate the currency denomination used (e.g. EUR, USD, YEN, etc.)
Indicate the amount of funding provided by each co-financing organisation (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)
63804930 US Dollar

UN Conventions’ Rio Markers
Assign the appropriate Rio Marker to the Programme/Project (refer to the Rio Markers guidance note for more
information, examples and instructions)

UNCCD
3

UNFCCC adaptation
1

UNFCCC mitigation
1

CcBD
1

Strategic objectives

Indicate which strategic objective of the UNCCD 10-Year Strategy is addressed by the Programme/Project
o 1
° 2
e 3

Operational objectives
Indicate which operational objective of the UNCCD 10-Year Strategy is addressed by the Programme/Project



e 1
e 4
5

Programme/Project Objectives

Indicate the objectives pursued by the Programme/Project, as specified in the related documentation, choosing from the
list of purpose codes provided in document (add Quick Reference Guide document title and reference code (please see
footnotes above). The OECD list of purpose is also available at the following link : http://www.oecd.org/document
/21/0,3343,en 2649 34447 1914325 1 1 1 1,00.html.

°

312 FORESTRY

31210 Forestry policy and administrative management
31220 Forestry development

31281 Forestry education/training

31282 Forestry research

31291 Forestry services

31165 Agricultural alternative development

Programme/Project Components

Programme/Project Components
Indicate the specific Programme/Project components, if known, as specified in the related documentation.
Note: This information should be taken into account in the computation of performance indicator no.
CONS-0-18.

BoccTaHoBnNeHMe NeHTOUYHbIX 60poB MpUNpPTLIWbLSA
Currency, Amount
Indicate the currency denomination (e.g. EUR, USD, YEN, etc.)
Indicate the amount allocated to each Programme/Project component (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)

41176190 US Dollar
Rio Marker for desertification
Assign the appropriate Rio Marker for desertification to each Programme/Project component (refer to the Rio
Markers guidance note for more information, examples and instructions)

1
Relevant Activity Codes (RACs)
Indicate all the Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) that may apply to the Programme/Project components (refer to
the RACs guidance note for more information, examples and instructions)

e 2.2.8 Partnership Building
e 4.1.3 Environment Restoration
e 5.8 Reforestation/Afforestation

Programme/Project Components
Indicate the specific Programme/Project components, if known, as specified in the related documentation.
Note: This information should be taken into account in the computation of performance indicator no.
CONS-0-18.
KomMnoHeHT 2: dkonornveckasa menvopauus B Kbi3blnopauHckom obnactm
Currency, Amount
Indicate the currency denomination (e.g. EUR, USD, YEN, etc.)
Indicate the amount allocated to each Programme/Project component (numeric field. Do not use
abbreviations, symbols or decimals)
10713410 US Dollar
Rio Marker for desertification
Assign the appropriate Rio Marker for desertification to each Programme/Project component (refer to the Rio




Markers guidance note for more information, examples and instructions)

: 1

Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) 3
Indicate all the Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) that may apply to the Programme/Project components (refer to§
the RACs guidance note for more information, examples and instructions) 3
. e 2.2.8 Partnership Building

¢ 3.2.3 Forest/Scrub Management

e 3.2.5 Pasture and Range Management
e 3.2.6 Land Conservation

e 4.1.1 Adaptation to climate change

e 4.1.3 Environment Restoration

e 4.1.6 Water delivery

Programme/Project Components

Indicate the specific Programme/Project components, if known, as specified in the related documentation.
Note: This information should be taken into account in the computation of performance indicator no.

- CONS-0-18.

| KomnoHeHT 3:HaunoHanbHOe MHCTUTYLMOHaNbHOE pa3BUTME U yNpaBlieHUE NPOEKTOM

Currency, Amount

Indicate the currency denomination (e.g. EUR, USD, YEN, etc.)

Indicate the amount allocated to each Programme/Project component (numeric field. Do not use

abbreviations, symbols or decimals)

‘ 11915330 US Dollar

Rio Marker for desertification :
Assign the appropriate Rio Marker for desertification to each Programme/Project component (refer to the Rio
Markers guidance note for more information, examples and instructions) ‘
} 0

Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) ;
Indicate all the Relevant Activity Codes (RACs) that may apply to the Programme/Project components (refer to%
the RACs guidance note for more information, examples and instructions) 1

2.2.6 Governance and Legislation

2.2.2 Community Development
e 3.1.2 Forestry

¢ 3.1.3 Livestock Systems

¢ 3.2.2 Biodiversity Conservation

Expected or achieved results

Provide information on the results achieved or expected from the implementation of the Programme/Project (max 100

words).

e C uenblo NUNOTHOIO NPUMEHEeHUs NepeaoBbIX METOAOB BOCCTAHOBIIEHUSA NIECOB ObINO peLleHo

CoCpenoTouUTb MeponpuaTUA NpoekTa Ha MpTbIWCKMX COCHOBLIX Necax U Ha TeppUTOpPUN BbICOXLLEro
AHa ApanbcKoro mops. [lusaH NpoeKkTa BKNoYaeT NpefocTaBrieHne noaaepXku (popMmMpoBaHUIO OeCATU
riecoceMeHHbIX Y4acTKOB nowaabio 50 ra KaxAabli AN NPOoM3BOACTBA CEMSIH, PacnofIOKEHHbIX Ha
Haubornee 340pOBbIX y4acTkax UpTbIWCKNX COCHOBLIX NecoB. Tem caMbiM GyaeT o6ecnevyeHa 6onee
BbICOKasA HafeXKHOCTb NMOCTAaBOK CEMSAH U AOCTUIHYTO 3HAYUTENbHOE ynyYlleHUe reHeTU4eCcKoro
KauyecTBa Oyaywmx ceMmsiH. B To ke BpeMs nnaHMpyeTCcs CTPOMTENIbCTBO COBPEMEHHOrO LieHTpa no
nepepaboTke U XpaHEHUIO CEMSAH, U ByAyT yCOBepLIeHCTBOBaHbI CUCTEMbI MO pa3Be4eHU0 MONOAHSsIKa, C
MCMOJNIb30BaHNEM COBPEMEHHOro o6opyaoBaHus, NPON3BOAUMbIE B CTpaHaX C BbICOKO pa3BUTbLIM
necHbIM xo3ancTBOM. lMpegnonaraeTca, YTo TakMe Mepbl yy4luaT KauecTBO CefiHLUEB, B pe3ynbTaTe Yero
OyneT AocTUrHyTa 6onee BbICOKasi NpUXXMBaeMOCTb NMpU NocafgoyHbIX paboTax, oT cyuecTyrowux 60%
no 6onee 85%.



¢ [naHupyeTcA 3aKynka AONONHUTENIbHOM NOCAA0YHON TEXHUKU U TPAKTOPOB, YTO NO3BOJNIUT eXerogHoe
nocTteneHHoe yBeriM4yeHue nrowaam BoccTaHaBnuMBaeMbIX f1iecoB ¢ cywectByrowmx 2 000 ra go 12 000
ra. Bonee Toro, B pamkax HoBoM UccrneaoBaTeNbCKOM NporpaMmmbl OyayT UsdyyeHbl CNOCOOLI
MCNOJSIb30BaHUs NPSMOro NoceBa rpaHyNMpPOBaHHbIX CEMSIH, METOAA, KOTOPbIN LWMPOKO NPUMeEHSeTCs B
Apyrnx ctpaHax. CemeHa nomeLLatoTCcsi B MUHSHYIO rPaHysly pa3MmepoM NPUMEpPHO C FOPOLUMHY C
pob6aBneHuem HebonbLoOro o6bLemMa yaobpeHum un kopHeopmmpyrownx rpubkoB, KOTOpble BaXHbI ANA
pocTta cocHbl. Ecnu 3Tn mepbl 6yayT ycnewHbIMU, NPSIMOM NOCEB NO3BOJIUT BOCCTaHaBNUBaTb
pononHutensHo 15 000 ra B roa, npu yCcnoBuu HanM4ymnsa JocTaTovyHoOro Konmyectsa ceMsiH. B xoage
npoekTa 6yaeT TaKkKe NpoBeAeHO TeXHUKO-3KOHOMUYeckoe 060CHOBaHME UCMONIb30BaHUs CaXKeHLEB,
BblpalleHHbIX B HE6ONbLIMX KOHTENHEpPax, KaKk BO3MOXXHOCTU AJ1sl yBeNnM4YeHUsA NpoAoIKUTENbHOCTU
€)XXerogHoro cesoHa NocagokK, No3BOJsilOWEeN BOCCTaHaBNMBaTh KaXAbIv rog 6onblie nnowanen neca.

e [pepnonaraeTcs, YTO NPOEKT NPeAOCTaBUT CyLLL,eCTBEHHbIE BO3MOXHOCTU TPYAOYCTPONUCTBA MECTHOM
paboyei cunbl NpU CTPOUTENLCTBE HOBLIX COOPYXEHUMN, B paboTe MUTOMHUKOB U B pacLUUPEHHOMN
nporpaMmmMe BOCCTaHOBJIEHUSA JieCOHacaXAeHUM.

MogaepHM3auusa cucteMbl 60pbL6LI C NOXapamu ABASIETCA OQHUM U3 CaMbIX BaXXHbIX acfeKToB NpoekTa.
BbisiBneHne noxapoB GyAeT yNny4lleHo 3a CYeT BHeAPEeHUA YNy4LlleHHOW CUCTEMbI PaAUOCBA3M, 3aMeHbI
HEKOTOPbIX CTapbIX CMOTPOBbIX BbIWEK U YCTAHOBKU HECKONbKMX HOBbIX BbllEK, cAeNnaHHbIX U3 cTanu.
MnaHupyeTca peabunuraumsi HECKONIbKMX NECHbIX NOXapPHbIX CTAHLUMIA U 3aKymnKa PyYHbIX MHCTPYMEHTOB
NOXXapOTYLUEHUA U 3alUTHON oAeXAbl.

e MeponpusaTua no npodmnakTuke noxapos 6yayT BKNoYaTb NpopeXxXuBaHUe NecoB B CTpaTernyecku
onpeperneHHbIX Nosicax € Liefibl0 CHUXKEHUA YPOBHS MOXXapoONacHOCTU B AlaHHbIX 30HAX, YTO NO3BONUT
rnerko KOHTpoONUpoBaTb B TOM YMUCrie M KPYMHbIe noxapbl. Ansa naTpynupoBaHus necos byaeT
npegocTaBneHo 6onblue TPaHCMOPTHLIX CPEeACTB, KPOME TOro, NraHupyeTc oGHOBIEHue
NoXXapo3aWUTHbIX MUHEPaNTM3MPOBAHHbIX NMOJIOC, COAEPKaHMe KOTOPbIX ByaeT perynsipHbiM. HekoTopble
M3 3TUX MepOonpUATUIA NPeaOCTaBAT BO3MOXHOCTU AN TPYAOYCTPONCTBA MeCTHOM paboyei Cunbl n
nogpsiaHbIX opraHn3auui.

MpoekT npegnonaraeT ynyyweHue BO3IMOXHOCTEN NMPOTUBONOXaPHbIX cNyX6 xo3ancte Eptbic OpmMaHbl
u Cemeint OpmaHbl NyTEeM Kak 3aKynKu HOBbIX MOXapHbIX MallWH, TaK U Yepe3 peanusayuio nporpamMmmbl
PEKOHCTPYKLMU NECHbIX NPOCEK, B Liensx obecneyeHnsa 6onee 6bICTpOro gocryna kK TeppUTOPUAM,
HaxoAsiLLMMCA nopa Yrpo3on necHbix noxapoB. B pamkax gaHHOW nporpaMMbl npegnonaraeTcs
ocyLecTBIIEHMe PEKOHCTPYKLMUN NpumMepHO 200 KM necHbIX JOpOr.

¢ Bypet Takke npoTtecTMpoBaHa cuctema GbICTPOro pearmpoBaHMA € UCNONb30BaHMEM HEOGONbLUNX,
BbICOKO MOOUIbHBLIX MONMHONPUBOAHLIX MaLUMH, U ecnu ux paboTta 6yaeTt npusHaHa adpcpeKTMBHON B
ycnoBusix MpunpTthiwbs, oHa byaeT NnpuHATa K 6onee WWMPOKOMY UCNONb30oBaHUK. bonble BHUMaHuA
OyaeTt yaensaTbcs 06y4YeHMIO NepcoHara noxapoTyLeH o, B Lensax obecnevyeHusi nepegaym orpoMHoOro
onbITa, HAKONJIEHHOrO CTapLUMM NOKONeHUEM COTPYAHUKOB FIECHbIX XO3SIUCTB, Oonee monogomy
nepcoHany.

MepOﬂpMﬂTMﬂ, KOTOpbIie NMaHNPYHTCA B MprILLICKMX COCHOBBbIX Jlecax, BKNno4vaT TakKe NUNOTHbIN
NPOeKT AnsA n3y4yeHnsa BO3IMOXHOCTU CO3QaHMA NeCHbIX ToOBapuwecTB C npuBrnevYeHnem mMmeCtHoro
HaceneHud, Nnpu NOMOLLUN KOTOPbIX 6yp,eT COBepLIeHCTBOBAaTbLCA CUCTemMa CTUMYIOB ANA AO0ONrOCPOYHOro
yCTOﬁ‘-WIBOFO ynpaBrneHus necamu.

e B pamkax gaHHoro npoekrta 6yaeT BO30OHOBNEHO o3efieHeHue Bbicoxwero AHa Apanbckoro mops. B
3TOM OTHOLLUEHUU NPOEKT ByAeT MCMONb30BaTbh HaKONJEeHHbIN onbIT KazaxcTtaHCKMX cneuvanmMcToB no
peabunurtaumm BbICOXLLEro AHa MOPS, YTO CyLLLeCTBEHHO YCKOPUT pacnpocTpaHeHue pacTUTerbHOro



NOKpoOBa B permoHe, UCNbITaBLIEeM OQHO U3 CaMbIX 3HAaYUTENbHbIX 3KONMOrMYecknx Katactpod B Mmupe.
MNpepnonaraeTcs, YTo yBeNU4YeHUe pacTUTENIbHOIO NOKPOBa NOMOXET BOCCTaHOBUTL Guonornyeckoe
pa3HoobGpa3ne n MoXeT TaKKe CHU3UTb CePbe3HOCTb NbINIeBbIX OYpPb, XapaKTepHbIX AN PervoHa,
KOTOpble AenarT NPoXUBaHMe B perMoHe CrIOXKHbIM, a TakXKe OnacHbIM ANA 340POBbs MECTHOIo
HaceneHwus.

¢ B xoae npoekta 6yayT cobpaHbl ceMmeHa MeCTHbIX BUAOB pacTeHUN, TaKUX Kak cakcays, U BbipalleHo
Gonbluoe KONMYecTBO cakeHueB B NTUTOMHUKaxX Apanbcka n KazanuHcka. Mmerowmecss NUTOMHUKM,
KOTOpble B Te4eHue nocnegHux 15 net He MCcNonb3oBanNuchb, 6yAyT BOCCTAHOBIEHbI U paclUUpPEHbI. Ye
celyac ¢ Ucnonb3oBaHMeM CMYTHUKOBOW CbEMKN FOTOBATCA NOAPOGHbIe KapTbl, KOTOPble MOMOryT B
NNaHMPOBaHUM NOCAaA04YHbIX PabOT, KOTOPble HAYHYTCS KaK TONbKO OyAyT roToBbl CaXKeHLbl.
PaspaboTtaHHas nofo6HbLIM 06pa3oM cucTemMa KapT, OCHOBaHHbIX Ha CMYTHUKOBBLIX U300paxeHusax, oyaer
MCNoNb30BaTbCA Kak CPeACcTBO Al MOHMTOPUHIa U OLIEHKU Nporpecca B Te4eHue AaHHoro 6-netHero
npoekKTa.

¢ B ponrocpo4yHoi nepcnekTuBe NOABMBLUAACA PacTUTENIbHOCTb Ha BbiCOXLIEM AHe ApanibCKOro Mops
MoOXeT obecne4ynTb NoNe3HbIMM KOPMOBLIMU pecypcamMu Ans pa3sBUTUSA XXUBOTHOBOACTBA U
npeaocTaBuUTb 6onbline 06bEeMbI cakcayna. C Apyron CTOPOHbI 3Ta TEPPUTOPUA MOXKET TaKxkKe cTaTb
KPYNHbIM NPUPOAHLIM 3aN0BeAHUKOM, HabnoAeHNs NoKa3biBaloT, YTO HEKOTOPble BUA bl XKUBOTHbIX U
NTUL, NICKOHHO OGUTaBLLMUX B J@aHHOM pervoHe, yXe KONOHM3UPYIOT 3apacTaioline Tepputopun.

Sources of information
Specify the sources used to extract the information provided above (add as many rows as necessary). If reporting online,
you may also upload relevant documents.
¢ TexHMKO-3KOHOMMUYECKOe 060CHOBaHMe npoeKkTa, ActaHa, 2005 roq

OT4eT 0 peanusaumm npoekTa

Be6canT BcemupHoro 6aHka
Attachments:
none



Additional Information

F. Additional information

The section on additional information is meant to provide an instrument of flexibility in the reporting exercise as well as to enrich
the knowledge base of the CRIC on concrete issues faced by affected country Parties and consequently to make more targeted and
specific recommendations to the COP. It allows affected country Parties to comment or report upon issues that are not covered
elsewhere but that are nevertheless of importance at the national level or within the framework of the implementation of The
Strategy and the Convention.

The additional information section allows feedback to be received on the reporting process and on the implementation of NAPs as
well as lessons learnt, problems, constraints and bottlenecks faced in terms of human and financial resources. It is also meant to
accommodate ad hoc COP requests for reporting on specific topics or new reporting requirements deriving from COP deliberations
that may supersede existing ones and imply changes in implementation.

The proposed template for reporting is adjusted to the mandate of affected country Parties within the framework of the Convention,
as requested by decision 13/COP.9, paragraph 17.

Reporting process-related issues

Financial resources
Could your country count on sufficient financial resources to meet UNCCD reporting obligations?
Yes

Provide an estimate of the amount invested from your country's national budget into the UNCCD reporting
process.
5000 US Dollar

Human resources
How many people were involved in your country in the UNCCD reporting process?

Number of people
2

Estimate the total number of person/day dedicated by these persons to the UNCCD reporting process:
Number of person/day
60

Knowledge
Could your country count on sufficient technical and scientific knowledge to meet UNCCD reporting obligations?
Yes

Coordination
Was coordination with the relevant implementing agencies satisfactory in order to apply for necessary funds?
Yes

Was coordination at the national level with the relevant line ministries satisfactory in order to comprehensively
and coherently report?
Yes

Participation and consultation
Was a participatory or consultative approach applied to involve all relevant stakeholders in the reporting process?
Yes



Validation meeting
Was a validation meeting held as a tool to integrate stakeholders in the reporting process?
Yes

Subregional and regional processes
Did your country actively contribute to the subregional and regional reporting processes?
Yes

PRAIS portal
If you are reporting online, did you receive sufficient training on access and utilization of the PRAIS portal?
Yes



Accommodation of specific requests within COP decisions

Report on specific COP requests — iterative process on indicators

Decision 13/COP.9, paragraphs 2, 3 and 24, envisages an iterative process to refine the set of performance indicators
provisionally adopted by the same decision. As a tool to implement this iterative process, affected country Parties can
provide here their suggestions and recommendations for improvement.

Tick the cells only when you have experienced difficulties in reporting on one, or more, indicator(s). Indicate against which
of the e-SMART criteria the indicator(s) needs to be improved.

CONS-0O-1

CONS-0-3

CONS-0O-4

CONS-0-5

CONS-0O-7

CONS-0O-8

CONS-0-9

CONS-0O-10

CONS-0O-11

CONS-0-13

CONS-0O-14

CONS-0O-16

CONS-0O-17

CONS-0-18

economic Specific

X X X X X X

Measurable Achievable Relevant Time-bound
X
X
X
X
X



Reporting on the implementation of NAP

Which is the percentage of activities included in the NAP that are currently implemented?
1-30%

Human resources

Lessons learnt (report on the 2 most important only)
1
MNpoBeaeH aHanU3 KOPeHHbIX NPUYNH Aerpagauumn semMernb

3apencToBOBaHbI NPOPUIIbHBIE UHCTUTYThI

Problems, constraints and bottlenecks currently faced by your country (report on the 2 most important only)
1
OTCYTCTBME MHBECTULUN

HaumMoHanbHasA pamoyHasi nporpaMma no onycTbIHUBAHUIO He YTBepXKAeHa Ha rocyapCTBEHHOM YypPOBHe

Financial resources

Lessons learnt (report on the 2 most important only)
1
CdopMupoBaH nakeT MHBECTULIMOHbIX NPOEKTOB

No answer provided

Problems, constraints and bottlenecks currently faced by your country (report on the 2 most important only)
1
OTcyTCcTBME rocyaapCTBeHHOro yTBepXaAeHUA

No answer provided



Any other country-specific issues

Has your country any specific issue to bring to the attention of the Conference of the Parties?
Yes

If yes, please specify under which of the following broad categories it can be classified.

CCategory
: Funding/resource mobilization

Other (specify) (max 30 words)

: No answer provided

Narrative description

No answer provided



Best Practices

G. Best practices

According to decision 13/COP. 9, Annex V, UNCCD best practices shall be collected according to seven themes: 1. SLM
technologies, including adaptation; 2. Capacity building and awareness raising; 3. DLDD and SLM monitoring and
assessment/research; 4. Knowledge management and decision support; 5. Policy, legislative, institutional framework; 6.
Funding/resource mobilization; 7. Participation, collaboration and networking.

While themes 2 to 7 represent different elements of the enabling environment needed for the implementation and dissemination/up-
scaling of sustainable land management (SLM) technologies (indirect impact), theme 1 comprises all actions on the ground that
have a direct impact on desetrtification, land degradation and drought mitigation.

In particular, as specified in document ICCD/CRIC(8)/5/Add.5, paragraph 12, theme 1 ‘SLM technologies, including adaptation’
refers to SLM technologies that directly contribute to the prevention, mitigation and rehabilitation of desertification and land
degradation on cropland, grazing land and woodland, with the aim of improving the livelihoods of affected populations and
conserving ecosystem services. Successful implementation of SLM technologies is the base for achieving strategic objectives 1, 2
and 3 of The Strategy. Theme 1 also integrates five of the strategic areas defined by decision 8/COP.4, namely: (a) sustainable land
use management, including water, soil and vegetation in affected areas; (b) sustainable use and management of rangelands; (c)
development of sustainable agricultural and ranching production systems; (d) development of new and renewable energy sources;
and (e) launching of reforestation/afforestation programmes/ intensification of soil conservation programmes.

ICCD/CRIC(8)/5/Add.5 provides definitions for ‘practice’, ‘good practice’ and ‘best practice’. These definitions are included in the
common glossary that shall be referred to by Parties and other reporting entities while reporting to UNCCD, according to decision
13/COP.9, paragraph 8.

The template for reporting is based on the general structure for the documentation of best practices contained in ICCD/CRIC(8)
/5/Add.5, paragraphs 40 to 43; it is tailored to the documentation of best practices related to theme 1 ‘SLM technologies, including
adaptation’.

Best Practice #1 — TpagMUuMOHHaA NpakTMKa Bbinaca CKOTa Ha OTAANeHHbIX eCTeCTBEHHbIX
nacTouwax

Property rights
Clarify if the technology described in the template, or a part of it, is covered by property rights:
No

If yes, please provide relevant information on the holder of the rights.
(max 100 words)
No answer provided

Section 1. Context of the best practice: frame conditions (natural and human environment)

Title of the best practice
TpaAvMUMOHHAas NpaKTUKa BbiMaca CKOTa Ha oTAaneHHbIX eCTeCTBeHHbIX nacTouwax

Location (if available, also include a map)
LLeTckun paroH KaparaHamHckon obnactu

Attachments:

none

If the location has well defined boundaries, specify its extension in hectares
Hectares (ha)
No answer provided



Estimated population living in the location
Number of people
500

Prevailing land use within the specified location
¢ Cropland
¢ Human settlement

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Brief description of the natural environment within the specified location
Climate: (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Soil: (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Topography: (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Prevailing socio-economic conditions of those living in the location and/or nearby
Income level: (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Main income sources: (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Land tenure and land use rights: (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Short description of the best practice

max 250 words
B uensx npepoTBpalleHUsa Aerpagauum 3emernb U COXpaHeHUsA 6MopasHoobpasus B6NMM3n HaceneHHbIX
NYHKTOB NOCPEeACTBOM BOBMNEYEHMUs1 B NacToULe0060pOT HOBbIX TEPPUTOPUIA U BO3BpPaLLEHUSA K
TpaAVMLUMOHHONM NPaKTUKe BbiNaca CKoTa Ha OTAalNeHHbIX eCTeCTBEHHbIX NacTouwax npoBeaeHa
MHBEeHTapM3auma NeTHMX nacTouw, (axannsay) saonb peku Capbl-Cy u Lepy6an. O6cyxaeHus ¢
chepmepamu npmBenun K cornacoBaH1io BONPOCOB COBMECTHOIO UX UCMONb30BaHuA. B gecatn cenbcknx
OKpyrax AonoJiHuTenbHO co3paHbl 12 (axannay) ana seinaca 3000 ronoB KPC, 5000 Tbicsi4 ronos MPC un
2500 ronos nowagen.

On the basis of which criteria and/or indicator(s) (not related to The Strategy) the proposed practice and
corresponding technology has been considered as ‘best’?
max 100 words

YBenuyeHne AOXOAHOCTU HaceneHus

YnydweHune KayecTBa 3eMefibHbIX U pacTUTENbHbIX PecypcoB

Section 2. Problems addressed (direct and indirect causes) and objectives of the best practice

With respect to DLDD, the best practice directly contributes to:
e Adaptation
¢ Rehabilitation



Main problems addressed by the best practice
(max 50 words)
¢ 1. yBeNnn4nTb AOXOAHOCTb (pepPMEPCKMM XO3SINCTBAM B OTNIM4UE OT CTapPOW NpPaKTUKKN 3emMreaenus
2. yny4YwunTb eCTeCTBEHHbIN TPAaBAHUCTLIA NOKPOB NacTomLy
3. npepoTBpaTUTL Aerpagauuio No4YB

Outline specific land degradation problems addressed by the best practice

max 100 words
HacTtosiwee coctosiHme nactouw B KazaxctaHe MOXXHO oxapakTepu3oBaTb ABYMS acnekTamu: Ype3aMepHoe
MCMOJIb30BaHME JIErkOJOCTYNHbIX NAcTOMLL U HeJOCTaTOYHOE UCNONb30OBaHMe yaareHHbIx nactomw,. O6a
chakTOpa BeayT K gerpagauum NacToULWHbIX YrOAUW, CHUXKEHUIO NPOU3BOAUTENTIbHOCTU N 3KONTOrMYeCKUM
npo6nemam.
OTroHHoe XXMBOTHOBOACTBO NMO3BOJISIET YNY4LIUTb CUCTEMY YCTOMYUBOIrO UCNONb30BaHUSA NacToOMLY

Specify the objectives of the best practice
(max 50 words)
e BOCCTaHOBJieHWe AerpagupoBaHHbIX 3eMernb nacTomuy
ynyulieHne buopasHoobpasuna ctenen

Section 3. Activities

Brief description of main activities, by objective
Objective 1
(max 50 words)
e ynyulleHue AerpagupoBaHHbIX NAacTouML: CO3A4aHUA NPOAYKTUBHbIX KOPMOBbIX YroAuin Ha GbIBLUNX
3anexax, co3faHbl MKannay Ans Bbinaca ckoTa

Objective 2
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Objective 3
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Objective 4
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Question marked as '"No answer"'.

Short description of the technology
max 250 words
No answer provided

Question marked as '"No answer"'.

Technical specifications of the technology - if any
max 250 words
No answer provided

Section 4. Institutions/actors involved (collaboration, participation, role of stakeholders)



Name and address of the institution developing the technology

Name

NPOEKT ynpaBrieHNe 3acylIMBbIMU 3eMITAMU
Address

No answer provided

Was the technology developed in partnership?
Yes

If yes, list the partners:
No answer provided

Specify the framework within which the technology was promoted
¢ Local initiative
e Programme/project-based initiative

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Was the participation of local stakeholders, including CSOs, fostered in the development of the technology
Yes

If yes, list local stakeholders involved:
¢ thepmepbl, cenbXo3nponsBoauTenmn

For the stakeholders listed above, specify their role in the design, introduction, use and maintenance of the

technology, if any.

max 250 words
B npoekTe yyactBoBasno 6onee 130 KpeCTbAHCKMX XO3AAMCTB, a TaKKe arpocepBUCHbIe CIyXObl
pecnybnuku.YeTbipe cenbCKOXO3ANCTBEHHbIX TOBapULLECTBA U NATb CObITOBbIX NOTPEOGUTENbLCKUX
KoonepaTMBa, co3faHHble B paMKax NpPoeKTa, 06 beANHUITUCL B OOHO KPYNHOE TOBapuLLECTBO C
orpaHu4yeHHoun otBeTcTBeHHOCTLI (TOO «Onxa-9») Ana ueHTpanNnu3oBaHHOrO ynpaBfieHUsl akTuBaMu, B TOM
yucne v obopyaoBaHUEM, 3aKyNJIeHHbIM B paMKax NMpoekTa.

Was the population living in the location and/or nearby involved in the development of the technology?
Yes

If yes, by means of what?
¢ Consultation

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Section 5. Contribution to impact

Specify to which strategic objectives of The Strategy the technology contributes
(more than one box can be ticked)

¢ 1. To improve the living conditions of affected population

e 2. To improve the conditions of affected ecosystems

Describe on-site impacts (the major two impacts by category)
Production or productivity:



1. (max 50 words)
3HauuTenbHOe yBennMyeHue NorosioBbA CKOTa U JOXOA0B Ha NPOEKTHON TePPUTOPUM CTaro BO3MOXHbIM
6narogaps yKpensieHuo KOpMoBOW 6a3bl, BCeACTBMU 3aroToBKU 6oriee KaueCTBEeHHOro CeHa U B
Heo6Xx0AMMOM KonuyecTBe, NO3BOSMAKOLWEM NPOAOBaTbh U3NULLKK B ApYyrue permoHbl.

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Socio-economic level (including cultural level):
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Environmental level:
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Other (specify)
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Question marked as 'No answer"'.

Describe the major two off-site (i.e. not occurring in the location but in the surrounding areas) impacts
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Impact on biodiversity and climate change
In your opinion does the best practice/technology you have proposed positively impact on biodiversity conservation?
Yes

Explain the reasons:

max 250 words
MeponpuUATUIMA NPOBOAUMBIX B pamMKax NpoeKTa, ANA XKMBOTHOro Mupa 6naronpusiTHbl NOCeBbl XXUTHAKA,
obecnevynBaroLwme KOPMOBYIO 6a3y ANsi MHOMMX BUAOB NTULL U MJTEKONUTAIOLMX, OCOBEHHO IPbI3YHOB,
KOTOpble, B CBOK o4yepeab SBAAITCA KOPMOM ANA XULWHbIX NTUL, U XKMBOTHbIX. [loceB KycTapHUKOB
TepeckeHa M KaparaHbl CnocobcTByeT yBenM4eHuto pasHoobpasns BUAoB cayHbl, B YaCTHOCTH
npuBreYeHuto geHapodUnbHbIX BUAOB NTUL, TaKUX Kak ceBepHasi 60pMoOTyLlUKa, CrlaBKa-3aBUPYLLKa,
OyrnaHbIV BbIOPOK, XXeJT4HasA OBCSHKa U Ap.

In your opinion does the best practice/technology you have proposed positively impact on climate change
mitigation?
No

Explain the reasons:
max 250 words
No answer provided



In your opinion does the best practice/technology you have proposed positively impact on climate change
adaptation?
No answer provided

Explain the reasons:
max 250 words
No answer provided

Has a cost-benefit analysis been carried out?
No

If yes, summarize its main conclusions:
max 250 words
No answer provided

Section 6. Connection to other UNCCD themes

Specify if the technology relates to one or more of the other UNCCD themes
No answer provided

Section 7. Adoption and replicability

Question marked as 'No answer"'.

Was the technology disseminated/introduced to other locations?
No answer provided

If yes, where? (add as many rows as necessary)
Location:
No answer provided

Were incentives to facilitate the take up of the technology provided?
Yes

If yes, specify which type of incentives
¢ Policy or regulatory incentives (for example, related to market requirements and regulations,
import/export, foreign investment, research & development support, etc)

Can you identify the three main conditions that led to the success of the presented best practice/technology?
Examples of conditions leading to success may include: highly motivated local governments, farmers organized into well
structured cooperatives, extremely favorable weather conditions, etc. For each ‘condition of success’ you are able to
identify, specify whether in your opinion such condition is: (a) linked to the local context and thus cannot be replicated
elsewhere; (b) replicable elsewhere with some level of adaptation; (c) replicable elsewhere with major adaptation.

1. (max 50 words)
aKTUBHasA nopaepXkKa U 3aMHTepecoBaHHOCTb MECTHbIX (hepmepoB
noapepKkKa co CTOPOHbl MECTHbIX opraHoB BnacTtu u lNpaBuTtenbcTBa

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

3. (max 50 words)
No answer provided



In your opinion, the best practice/technology you have proposed can be replicated, although with some level of
adaptation, elsewhere?
Yes

If yes, at which level?
e Local

Section 8. Lessons learned

Question marked as 'No answer"'.

Related to human resources
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Question marked as '"No answer"'.

Related to financial aspects
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Question marked as 'No answer"'.

Related to technical aspects
(max 50 words)
No answer provided




Best Practice #2 — npeBpaweHue 3acyLinNMBbIX 3eMeNb B BbICOKONPOAYKTUBHbIE
KOPMOBbIe yroabs nyTeM noceBa MHOrosieTHUX TpaB

Property rights
Clarify if the technology described in the template, or a part of it, is covered by property rights:
Yes

If yes, please provide relevant information on the holder of the rights.
(max 100 words)
No answer provided

Section 1. Context of the best practice: frame conditions (natural and human environment)

Title of the best practice
npeBpaLleHue 3acyLnBbIX 3eMefb B BbICOKONPOAYKTUBHbIE KOPMOBbIe yrogbs NyTeM nocesa
MHOroJIeTHUX TpaB

Location (if available, also include a map)
LLeTckumn parioH KaparaHamHckon obnactu

Attachments:

none

If the location has well defined boundaries, specify its extension in hectares
Hectares (ha)
34500

Estimated population living in the location
Number of people
10000

Prevailing land use within the specified location
e Cropland
¢ Unproductive land

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Brief description of the natural environment within the specified location

Climate: (max 50 words)
Ha TeppuTtopuu LlleTckoro parioHa obuTtatoT cnegytouime BUAbI XXMBOTHbIX: BOJIK, KOCYIsl, CYpPOK, nMcuua,
KOpcak, Xopb, 3asili, cepas KyponaTtka; pefikue 1 ucuyesarolime BuAbl: apxap, 6anobaH, 6epkyT.

Soil: (max 50 words)
MoyBbI YepHO3eMHbIe, KalTaHOBbIe, CONOHYaKOBbIE

Topography: (max 50 words)
Ha rore parioHa o3epo Banxaw, Ha BocToke — ropbl KapkapanuHcka, Ha rore-Boctoke — ropbl Kbisbinapam.
BbicoTa r. Mapwokbl — 1108 M, r. Byrbinbl =1184 m, r. Optay — 1068 m.

Prevailing socio-economic conditions of those living in the location and/or nearby
Income level: (max 50 words)
DaHHble Ha 2007 rog 87,8%-ka3axu, 6,9%-pycckue, 0,9%-Hemubl, 0,9%-taTapsbl, 1,0%-yKpavHubl,



0,6%-6enopychl, 1,9%-apyrve. 2006 roa koadduumeHTsl Ha 1000 xxuTenen: poxgaemocTtb — 17,97
cMmepTHOCTb — 9,19 ecTecTBeHHas npupocT - 8,78

Benywas oTpacnb xo3siMCTBa palioHa : CeNibCKoe XO3AMCTBO, NPEeMMyLLLeCTBEHHO XXUBOTHOBOACTBO . U3
NpoMbIWNeHHbIX npeanpuaTui B panoHe gencteyeT CIM TOO «Nova-LUuHk», TOO
«MeTtanntepmuHanCepBuc», TOO «Anaw». Ha Tepputopumn panoHa MMeOTCA YHUKaNbHble MECTOPOXAEHUSA
nosie3HbIX UCKONaeMbIX.

Main income sources: (max 50 words)
Cenbckoe HaceneHue B OCHOBHOM 3aHATO BblpalliMBaHMeM CKOTa U pacTeHUEeBOACTBOM.

Land tenure and land use rights: (max 50 words)
3emenbHbIe Yy4acTKU 3aKpensieHa 3a YaCTHbIMM 3eMNenosib3oBaTeNsiM1 U KpynHbIMU dhepmepamu.

Short description of the best practice

max 250 words
[deMoHcTpauusa N3BecTHbIX, HeAOPOrMX, HO 3cthheKTUBHbLIX Mep: NoceBa MHOTrONIeTHMUX TPaB Ha
3abpoLeHHbIX 3eMJIsiX, UCNONb30BaHHbIX paHee AJsi NPOU3BOACTBa 3€PHOBbLIX, CO3A4aHNe TOYEK BOAOMNOA
Ha oTAarleHHbIX y4acTkax NnyTeM BOCCTAaHOBIEHUA KOJIOALEB U OCHALLeHUs UX BOAONOAbEMHbIMU
YCTPOMCTBaMM C BETPOIHEPreTUYECKMMM N CONTHEYHBIMU UCTOYHUKAMU SHEPIUUK, Ha4YarbHON NoaaepXKKon
chepmepoB B co3gaHumM accoumaumn U cHaGXXeHust ux o6opyaoBaHUeM Arsi NPOAAXU XXKMBOTHOBOAYECKOMN
npoayKuum.
3a yeTblpe roga peanusauumm npoekta depmepbl LLetckoro panoHa 3aceanun 6onee 30 TbiCAY reKTapoB
6pOoCOBbIX 3eMeNb MHOIONETHUMU TPaBaMu C UCNONb30BaHMEM peKOMeHAauun MmexayHapogHoro LieHTpa
no Npou3BOACTBY NlieHuLbl U KyKypy3bl (CIMMYT), oueBuaHO AOKa3biBalOLWMNX AEMOHCTPALMOHHLIMMU
nonsiMmyM u no4yBoc6eperaroMMn TEXHONMOTMAMU U IKOHOMMUYECKYIO U IKONOIMYECKYH0 Lief1ecoobpa3HOCTb
3aceBa UX KOPMOBbLIMU KYJNbTypamu.
MoceBbl XXUTHSIKa, NPOBEeAEHHbIE B pamMKax peanu3auuu npoekTa, o6ecnevymnu nosy4yeHue B cpegHem no 9
LleHTHEepPOB CeHa C KaXAaoro rektapa. ®epmepbl yoexaaroTcs, YTO NPOU3BOACTBO 3epHa B 3aCyLUNIMBbIX
ycnoBusx LLleTckoro paoHa yobITOYHO, a NOCEB TpPaB YCTOMYMBO ob6ecneymnBaeT Nnony4yeHne YucToro
poxopaa Ao 6000 TeHre ¢ KaXXAoro rekrapa TonbKo 3a cyeT ceHa. CTOMMOCTL NoceBa XXUTHAKa He npeBblllaeT
3000 TeHre Ha rekrtap, a CeHOKOCHbIe Nosisi UCNONb3YHTCA A0 ABafLuaTy net. B To XXe BpeMs, LieHbl Ha CEHO
TONbKO NPOAOIIKaKT PacTu, U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, pacTyT AoxoAabl chepmepoB. MNpoekTHaA TeppuTopus
CTaHOBUTCA OAHWUM U3 LIEHTPOB NPOU3BOACTBA CEMSIH MHOTOJNIETHUX TPaB. YXke cerogHsi ceMeHa
3KCNOPTUPYIOTCA Aaxe 3apybex: nepBas NapTUA CeMsIH XXUTHAKa oTnpaBneHa B AdraHuctaH. Tonbko 3a
npowegwue 3 roga depmepamm 66110 NponsBeaeHo 6onee 80 TOHH ceMsH, ABMAIOLWMUXCA cemvyac OYeHb
BOCTpe6oBaHHbIM NPOAYKTOM.

On the basis of which criteria and/or indicator(s) (not related to The Strategy) the proposed practice and

corresponding technology has been considered as ‘best’?

max 100 words
B KazaxctaHe umeetcsa 188 MnH rektapoB nyronactouwHbIX yroamin. Ho ncnonb3yroTcs OHM B 3HAYUTENTbHO
MeHbLUeW cTeneHn ux noteHumMana. OCHOBHasA MX YacTb, NOPSAAKA CTa MUNJIMOHOB FreKTapoB, NPaKTUYeCKn
nyctyer. [pakTMyecku Bce AOMaLLUHME XXMBOTHbIE CKOHLEHTPMPOBaHbI B NOCENKaX, U OCHOBHAas NpUYMHa
TOMY - OTCYTCTBME UMM HeAOCTaTOK BOAOMNOWHbIX NYHKTOB BHE HAacesleHHbIX NYHKTOB. B pe3ynbTaTte okono
TpMALATA MUIIJTMOHOB FEKTapoB BOKPYT NOCENIKOB BbIOMTbI CKOTOM, AerpagupyroT U onycTbIHUBaKOTCA.
[daHHasa npakTuka nokasana 3dppeKTMBHOCTb NepeBoAa 3abpoLleHHbIX 3eMerflb B NPOAYKTUBHbIE
MCKYCCTBEHHble nacTouwya.

Section 2. Problems addressed (direct and indirect causes) and objectives of the best practice

With respect to DLDD, the best practice directly contributes to:
¢ Rehabilitation



Main problems addressed by the best practice
(max 50 words)
® YyBeJINYUTb 3aHATOCTb HaceneHus, NOBbICUTbL NPON3BOAUTENBLHOCTb, 3P(PEKTUBHOIO NCNONIb30BaHUs
oTAarneHHbIX NacTouw, NPousBoACTBA KOPMOB, HAY4YHO OGOCHOBAHHOW poTaLuK NacTouL, BbiBeAeHus!
CKOTa 3a npepfenbl NOCeNIkoB, o6ecneyeHUs XXKMBOTHbIX BOAOM B OTAANEHHbIX palioHax ¢
MCMOJNIb30BaHNUEM BETPOBOW MUITN CONHEYHOW 3Heprum Ans nogbemMa BoAbl U3 BOCCTAHOBIIEHHbIX
KonoAueB, opraHU3auum AencTBeHHbIX (hepMepCKUX MapKeTUHIOB

Outline specific land degradation problems addressed by the best practice
max 100 words
npoGnembl BbiTaNnTbiIBAHUSA NOYBbI BOKPYr KONoALEeB, BOCCTAHOBMNEHWe Aerpagaumm nactoulHbIX 3eMernb

Specify the objectives of the best practice
(max 50 words)
e BoccTaHoBneHue TpaaULMOHHOIO XXMBOTHOBOACTBA

Section 3. Activities

Brief description of main activities, by objective
Objective 1
(max 50 words)

No answer provided

Objective 2
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Objective 3
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Objective 4
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Short description of the technology
max 250 words
No answer provided

Technical specifications of the technology - if any
max 250 words
No answer provided

Section 4. Institutions/actors involved (collaboration, participation, role of stakeholders)

Name and address of the institution developing the technology
No answer provided

Was the technology developed in partnership?
No answer provided



If yes, list the partners:
No answer provided

Specify the framework within which the technology was promoted
No answer provided

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Was the participation of local stakeholders, including CSOs, fostered in the development of the technology
No answer provided

If yes, list local stakeholders involved:
No answer provided

For the stakeholders listed above, specify their role in the design, introduction, use and maintenance of the
technology, if any.
max 250 words

No answer provided

Was the population living in the location and/or nearby involved in the development of the technology?
No answer provided

If yes, by means of what?
No answer provided

Other (specify) (max 30 words)
No answer provided

Section 5. Contribution to impact

Specify to which strategic objectives of The Strategy the technology contributes
(more than one box can be ticked)
No answer provided

Describe on-site impacts (the major two impacts by category)
Production or productivity:
1. (max 50 words)

No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Socio-economic level (including cultural level):
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Environmental level:
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)



No answer provided

Other (specify)
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Describe the major two off-site (i.e. not occurring in the location but in the surrounding areas) impacts
1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

Impact on biodiversity and climate change
In your opinion does the best practice/technology you have proposed positively impact on biodiversity conservation?
No answer provided

Explain the reasons:
max 250 words
No answer provided

In your opinion does the best practice/technology you have proposed positively impact on climate change
mitigation?
No answer provided

Explain the reasons:
max 250 words
No answer provided

In your opinion does the best practice/technology you have proposed positively impact on climate change
adaptation?
No answer provided

Explain the reasons:
max 250 words
No answer provided

Has a cost-benefit analysis been carried out?
No answer provided

If yes, summarize its main conclusions:
max 250 words
No answer provided

Section 6. Connection to other UNCCD themes

Specify if the technology relates to one or more of the other UNCCD themes
No answer provided

Section 7. Adoption and replicability



Was the technology disseminated/introduced to other locations?
No answer provided

If yes, where? (add as many rows as necessary)
Location:
No answer provided

Were incentives to facilitate the take up of the technology provided?
No answer provided

If yes, specify which type of incentives
No answer provided

Can you identify the three main conditions that led to the success of the presented best practice/technology?
Examples of conditions leading to success may include: highly motivated local governments, farmers organized into well
structured cooperatives, extremely favorable weather conditions, etc. For each ‘condition of success’ you are able to
identify, specify whether in your opinion such condition is: (a) linked to the local context and thus cannot be replicated
elsewhere; (b) replicable elsewhere with some level of adaptation; (c) replicable elsewhere with major adaptation.

1. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

2. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

3. (max 50 words)
No answer provided

In your opinion, the best practice/technology you have proposed can be replicated, although with some level of
adaptation, elsewhere?
No answer provided

If yes, at which level?
No answer provided

Section 8. Lessons learned

Related to human resources
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Related to financial aspects
(max 50 words)
No answer provided

Related to technical aspects
(max 50 words)
No answer provided
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