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Annex E – Climate Risk Screening 
Part I: Climate Risk Screening 

1. Document the method for climate risk screening. Describe the option the Mission used to screen for climate risk (i.e., use
of the USAID screening tool (https://programnet.usaid.gov/library/climate-risk-screening-tool), screening conducted by
USAID/Washington, use of another climate screening tool, use of existing country-level analysis, or another approach). List
the source(s) of climate information.

USAID/Peru requested assistance from the Environment Team in the LAC Bureau’s Regional and Sustainable Development Office to conduct the 
CDCS-level climate risk screening. The first step in the screening process was to review the previous CRM that was conducted as a part of the 
2016 CDCS development, which was later put on hold. The LAC Bureau then reviewed the Peru Climate Risk Profile and applied the USAID 
climate risk screening tool (although using a different format for readability purposes), identifying potential climate risks for all of the sub-IRs 
under the three CDCS Development Objectives. These potential climate risks were then shared via email with the Peru Mission DO teams for 
their advance review. Subsequently, each of the three DO teams participated in a one-hour phone call with LAC/RSD to discuss the draft 
climate risks, to make edits or additions to these risks, and to jointly identify adaptive capacity, assigned a risk rating, and outlined next steps. 
LAC/RSD then updated the screening document and sent it to each DO team for a final review and edit. This information was used to draft the 
final version of the required Climate Risk Annexes.  

2. Attach the output of the risk screening analysis to the annex. We recommend attaching the complete results so that you
can easily refer back to your screening results throughout the Program Cycle. Sectors of low risk to climate variability and
change should be also documented.

See attachment at the end (Peru climate risk screening analysis). 

3. Document how climate risk is addressed in the strategy, and if appropriate, how it will be addressed at the PAD and/or
activity levels, and remaining risks. Use the template on the next page to document climate risk for each DO, including low
risk DOs. The documentation may be completed at the IR level, if desired. Categories of “low,” “moderate,” and “high” risk
are based on expert judgment and should be supported by the climate risk screening analysis. For DOs or IRs that have low
risk, you are not expected to complete the columns “Integration into strategy” and “Next Steps.”
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Development 
Objective or 
Intermediate 

Result 

Risk of DO, IR, or 
supporting sectors 

Based on the screening, rate the 
potential impact of each DO, IR, or 

Supporting sector(s) as high, moderate, 
or low and describe the adaptive capacity 

(for moderate/high risk if known). 
Indicate the decision timeframe applied in 

the analysis. 

Integration into strategy 
(not required for low 

risk) 

How does the strategy 
address the risks?  

Reference the page number 
in the strategy. Note in 

particular if a 
Goal, the DO, or an IR or 

sub-IR specifically addresses 
the risks. 

Next steps 
(not required for low risk) 

Is monitoring and/or further 
analysis of risks needed to 
inform project planning, 

design, and implementation? 
What 

needs to be done at the PAD 
and/or mechanism levels to 

address the risks? 

Accepted 
risks 

What climate 
risks does the 

Mission accept? 
Why? 

DO 1 (Peru sustains coca reductions in priority post-eradication regions), IR 1.1: Gaps in key public goods and services reduced in targeted areas 

1.1.1: Public investment 
increased in targeted 
municipalities 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: If the GOP has to allocate 
additional budget resources to respond 
to climate change impacts (could include 
large infrastructure investments to 
respond to decreasing water resources, 
responses to flooding or other events), 
they are unlikely to have sufficient 
financial resources to increase their 
contributions to eradication efforts at the 
national level and/or for municipalities to 
provide public services. This happened 
during the most recent El Niño event.  
Adaptive capacity: As municipal 
governments develop capacity and 
execute their budgets more efficiently, 
they become more resilient to climate 
impacts. The actions outlined in the 

Climate risks and mitigation 
measures summarized at the 
end of the Development 
Objective 1 (DO1) sub-
section under Section IV 
Results Framework 
Narrative. Final page 
numbering is pending. 

USAID has a contract 
working to improve public 
budgeting and execution and 
will look for opportunities to 
incorporate climate 
considerations. DO2 has just 
launched an activity to 
address corruption and 
integrity and the DO1 team 
will investigate possibilities for 
closer alignment, and 
opportunities to take climate 
change into consideration. 

None. 
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national climate change plan will also help 
municipalities to become more resilient 
to impacts.  

Overall risk rating: High 

1.1.2: Key public goods and 
services effectively delivered 
by public institutions 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: If the GOP reallocates 
resources as a result increasing frequency 
and severity of extreme weather events 
(El Niño, floods, droughts, etc.), then 
they may not be able to effectively 
deliver key public goods and services at 
either the federal or local levels. 
Inadequate responses to extreme 
weather events may also undermine 
already low public confidence in local 
governments and the overall perception 
of service delivery. 

Adaptive capacity: Individuals in Peru are 
used to being self-sufficient. They 
undertake contingency planning and do 
not wait for the GOP to provide 
services. 

Overall risk rating: Moderate 

Climate risks and mitigation 
measures summarized at the 
end of the Development 
Objective 1 (DO1) sub-
section under Section IV 
Results Framework 
Narrative. Final page 
numbering is pending. 

USAID has a contract 
working on the issue of 
improved service delivery. 
The COR will work with the 
IP to raise awareness of the 
national climate change plan 
within each municipality. 
Additionally, information 
about the national climate 
change plan will be shared 
with DEVIDA. There are also 
opportunities to consider 
how DEVIDA transfers funds 
to municipalities for specific 
projects, and how 
consideration of climate 
change can be integrated into 
this process.  

None. 

1.1.3: Community 
participation in defining social 
and economic priorities 
increased 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: Impacts from climate 
change may make it more difficult for 
community members to participate in 

n/a USAID will continue to 
integrate sustainability into 
projects, including building 
DEVIDA’s capacity to 
integrate climate change 

n/a 
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priority setting processes. Communities 
(especially those located in rural and/or 
remote regions) may be cut off as a 
result of flooding or other extreme 
events, and increasing drought may mean 
that agricultural producers that depend 
on this income no longer have the 
financial resources or time to travel 
to/participate in events. 

Adaptive capacity: Communities are 
already well-organized which means that 
they value participation in decision 
making around self-governance, making 
them likely to attend even in cases of 
extreme weather events. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

(using the national climate 
change plan) and looking for 
opportunities to incorporate 
climate considerations into 
priority-setting.  

DO 1 (Peru sustains coca reductions in priority post-eradication regions), IR 1.2: Licit economies strengthened in targeted areas 

1.2.1: Private investment and 
financial services for local 
businesses increased 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: There may be more 
hesitation from the private sector and 
financial institutions (which are already 
hesitant to invest for a variety of 
reasons) to invest in local businesses that 
can be negatively impacted by climate 
change (particularly agricultural 
production) especially since producers 
are dispersed and located in remote 
regions of Peru with potentially high 

Climate risks and mitigation 
measures summarized at the 
end of the Development 
Objective 1 (DO1) sub-
section under Section IV 
Results Framework 
Narrative. Final page 
numbering is pending. 

USAID will focus on products 
(financial, services, 
technology, etc.) that are 
flexible and are suited for the 
current and future climate 
conditions of the areas that 
we work in. USAID will also 
track innovative 
developments in the design of 
micro-insurance payments by 
harvest season instead of 
single, larger payments.  

None. 
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impacts. In addition, local businesses or 
producers may be subject to climate 
impacts, including those from droughts, 
flooding, increased variability and 
seasonality of rains, increased incidences 
of pest outbreaks, and therefore, they 
may have less available capital to access 
financial services. 

Adaptive capacity: In Peru, private sector 
actors are more easily convinced to 
consider climate issues than the public 
sector since they are already seeing the 
direct impact of climate change. 
Therefore, they are more willing to 
develop resilient business practices and 
make investments down their value 
chains, helping to mitigate some of these 
risks.  

Overall risk rating: Moderate 

1.2.2: Market access 
improved for local businesses 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: There may be an increasing 
number of delays in market access due to 
flooding/road washout or, in the case of 
river transport, drought. In addition, the 
overall transaction costs for businesses 
go up (e.g. they need to take a longer 
route, or store the product for a longer 
period of time). Climate change also may 
have an impact on the overall quality of 
the product due to increased incidence 

Climate risks and mitigation 
measures summarized at the 
end of the Development 
Objective 1 (DO1) sub-
section under Section IV 
Results Framework 
Narrative. Final page 
numbering is pending. 

USAID will investigate 
additional opportunities to 
apply new technology in value 
chains and make decisions 
based on climate impacts 
including tools to predict 
weather events, harvest 
timing, crop selection, etc. 
Based on climate projections, 
USAID activities under this 
sub-IR will also consider the 
need for climate adaptive 

None. 
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of pests, heat stress, or droughts, 
resulting in reduced access to buyers 
who are demanding a high quality 
product. If producers can’t meet strict 
quality requirements demanded by the 
market that USAID is helping them to 
access, then they are left out. Businesses 
are likely to lose income as a result of 
these impacts.  

Overall risk rating: High 

measures that may not have 
been required in the past (ie, 
water reservoirs in the 
Amazon region).  

1.2.3: Productivity of local 
businesses improved 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: Economic alternatives, 
especially agricultural products such as 
coffee and cacao will be negatively 
impacted by climate change (due to rising 
temperatures, changing rainfall patterns, 
increases in disease and pests, changes in 
seasonality, and more frequent extreme 
weather events such as El Niño), which is 
likely to severely undermine overall 
business productivity. The increasing 
frequency of extreme events and the loss 
of agricultural income may incentivize 
producers to return to coca production 
to deal with the extreme poverty that 
they face. It can also lower the citizen's 
perception of participating in a legal 
economy.  

Overall risk rating: High 

Climate risks and mitigation 
measures summarized at the 
end of the Development 
Objective 1 (DO1) sub-
section under Section IV 
Results Framework 
Narrative. Final page 
numbering is pending. 

USAID conducted a study 
regarding the climate impacts 
to the cacao sector in Peru, 
which has resulted in the 
promotion of integrated pest 
management. There is still a 
need to do more work to 
identify plant varieties that 
can withstand more extreme 
climatic conditions.  

None. 
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DO2 (Peru increases public integrity to reduce corruption), IR 2.1: Government risk mitigation systems strengthened 

2.1.1: Transparency of public 
investment procurement 
processes improved 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: No risk identified. 

Opportunities: This sub-IR is focused on 
technical assistance for GOP agencies 
based in Lima. Peru is in the process of 
acceding to the OECD, and the 2017 
OECD Environmental Performance 
Review for Peru recommended the 
development of a Green Public 
Procurement System, including incentives 
for eco-efficiency, and the use of clean 
technologies as key elements of a green 
growth strategy in Peru.  

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a n/a n/a 

2.1.2: Government internal 
control systems strengthened 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: No risk identified. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a n/a n/a 

2.1.3: Influence of illicit 
interests in government 
decreased 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: No risk identified. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a n/a n/a 

https://www.oecd.org/countries/peru/oecd-environmental-performance-reviews-peru-9789264283138-en.htm
https://www.oecd.org/countries/peru/oecd-environmental-performance-reviews-peru-9789264283138-en.htm
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2.1.4: Merit-based civil 
service system implemented 
in target institutions 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: No risk identified. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a n/a n/a 

DO 2 (Peru increases public integrity to reduce corruption), IR 2.2: Whole-of-society accountability measures increased 

2.2.1: Citizen-led and private 
sector transparency 
mechanisms more broadly 
used 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: No risk identified. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a n/a n/a 

2.2.2: Civil society capacity to 
oversee public investments 
strengthened 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk:There is an increased 
likelihood that negative climate impacts 
from flooding (which may cause damage 
to infrastructure) or drought (which may 
result in more difficult travel in remote 
regions) may make it more difficult for 
citizens, especially indigenous, to 
participate in capacity strengthening 
exercises or oversee public investments.  

Opportunity: Opportunities exist to build 
civil society capacity to demand that 
investments consider climate impacts. 
These will be considered as a part of this 
sub-IR. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a Specific actions to build civil 
society capacity on this issue 
will be developed further at 
the Project and Activity 
levels.  

n/a 
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2.2.3: Citizen awareness of 
the benefits of public 
integrity increased 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: No risk identified. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a n/a n/a 

DO 3 (Peru strengthens sustainable environment and natural resource management to expand economic and social benefits), IR 3.1: National and 
subnational ENRM governance strengthened 

3.1.1: Capacity to plan and 
execute ENRM improved in 
targeted sectors 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: If the GOP has to allocate 
increasing amounts of their overall 
budget resources to deal with impacts 
from climate change, including large 
infrastructure investments to respond to 
decreasing water resources from glacial 
melt or to respond to more frequent 
incidences of major flooding, then they 
may not have sufficient additional 
financial resources to increase their 
planning and execution of ENRM efforts 
in targeted sectors. This was seen during 
the recent strong El Niño and flooding 
events. Budgets were reallocated by the 
planning office, instead devoting 
resources to urgent issues rather than 
the normal implementation of ENRM 
actions.  

Adaptive capacity: MEF has made 
appropriate budget allocation a priority, 
and is considering climate change laws 
and policies in their planning. The 

n/a USAID will continue to help 
MEF to consider climate 
change as a part of their 
resource allocation 
processes.  

n/a 
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implementation of climate laws and 
policies (mentioned in Annex 2 below) 
will help to reduce the overall risk. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

3.1.2: Capacity to enforce 
natural resource laws and 
regulations increased 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate Risk: If the GOP has to allocate 
increasing amounts of their overall 
budget resources to deal with impacts 
from climate change, including large 
infrastructure investments to respond to 
decreasing water resources from glacial 
melt or to respond to more frequent 
incidences of major flooding, then they 
may not have sufficient additional 
financial resources to increase their 
enforcement of natural resource laws 
and regulations.  

Adaptive capacity: The GOP has made 
strong commitments to reduce illegal 
logging and other environmental crimes, 
and therefore, it is very likely to allocate 
adequate budget resources to these 
issues.  

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a n/a n/a 

3.1.3: Coordination and 
decision making improved 
through effective ENRM 
information management 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: None 

n/a n/a n/a 
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Overall risk rating: Low 

Opportunity: As climate risks become 
more visible, the development and 
application of these systems may become 
more of a priority. 

DO 3 (Peru strengthens sustainable environment and natural resource management to expand economic and social benefits, IR 3.2: Public and private 
investment mobilized in ENRM 

3.2.1: Public financial tools 
developed and improved in 
forestry, water and other key 
sectors 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: None 

Overall risk rating: Low 

Opportunity: As this work helps to 
remove the roadblocks for the use of 
public financial tools and budgets for 
payments for ecosystem services, it is 
likely to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and build resilience throughout 
Peru.  

n/a n/a n/a 

3.2.2: Incentives for private 
sector ENRM investment 
increased 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: There may be more 
hesitation from the private sector to 
invest in ENRM activities that can be 
negatively impacted by climate change, 
especially since these activities are 
dispersed and located in remote regions 
of Peru with potentially high climate 
impacts.  

Climate risks and mitigation 
measures summarized at the 
end of the Development 
Objective 3 (DO3) sub-
section under Section IV 
Results Framework 
Narrative. Final page 
numbering is pending. 

USAID will work to reduce 
risks for private sector 
investments in climate 
mitigation efforts by 
improving regional and 
national capacity to monitor 
and report on deforestation 
and emissions reduction, as 
well as by improving regional 
conditions in land planning 

None. 
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Adaptive capacity: In Peru, private sector 
actors are more easily convinced to 
consider climate issues than the public 
sector since they are already seeing the 
direct impact of climate change. 
Therefore, they are more willing to 
develop resilient business practices and 
make investments down their value 
chains, helping to mitigate some of these 
risks.  

Overall risk rating: Moderate 

Opportunity - platforms that match 
investors with climate related businesses. 

and monitoring through 
community control and 
surveillance. 

3.2.3: Access to ENRM 
financing expanded 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: Local businesses or 
producers may be subject to climate 
impacts, including those from droughts, 
fires, flooding, increased variability and 
seasonality of rains, and increased 
incidences of pest outbreaks. These 
effects may reduce the overall project 
areas that local communities can leverage 
to access payments for environmental 
services. In addition, if local businesses 
are hit hard by climate impacts, they are 
likely to have less available capital to 
access financial services.  

n/a USAID activities under this 
sub-IR will continue to 
provide technical assistance 
to producers for climate 
smart agriculture, increasing 
the overall number of viable 
bio-businesses (agroforestry 
with conservation 
concessions) and developing 
successful models for Peru.  

n/a 
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Adaptive capacity: USAID is making an 
effort to identify and select businesses 
that have a good business plan and that 
have incorporated aspects of a 
sustainability plan and ESG safeguards, 
thereby minimizing the risks mentioned 
above. 

Overall risk rating: Low 

Opportunity: There are opportunities 
through ongoing USAID support to 
develop new platforms that match 
investors with climate related businesses. 

DO 3 (Peru strengthens sustainable environment and natural resource management to expand economic and social benefits), IR 3.3: Citizens’ influence on 
ERNM decision-making and accountability increased 

3.3.1: Participation in local 
ENRM decisions expanded 
for targeted populations 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: It may be difficult for rural 
and indigenous populations to participate 
in decision making events if severe 
weather (e.g., heavy rainfall/flooding) 
damages roads or other infrastructure or 
makes remote locations inaccessible 
(river travel due to drought). In addition, 
severe climate impacts (e.g. failure of- or 
less income from- agriculture) may result 
in targeted populations spending more 
time on additional income generating 
activities or repairing damage from 
extreme events, allowing less time and 

n/a Because the work under this 
sub-IR is specifically for these 
targeted populations, there 
can be a lot of flexibility built 
into the timing/location. In 
addition, there are a variety 
of ways in which communities 
may participate.  

n/a 



-91-

financial resources to participate in 
decision making processes.  

Overall risk rating: Low 

3.3.2: Technical capacity for 
effective ENRM improved 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: It may be difficult for rural 
and indigenous populations to participate 
in training events if severe weather (e.g., 
heavy rainfall/flooding) damages roads or 
other infrastructure or makes remote 
locations inaccessible (river travel due to 
drought). In addition, severe climate 
impacts (e.g. failure of- or less income 
from- agriculture) may result in targeted 
populations spending more time on 
additional income generating activities or 
repairing damage from extreme events, 
allowing less time to participate in 
training. In addition, extreme weather 
conditions can depress turnout or result 
in canceled events.  

Overall risk rating: Low 

n/a Because the work under this 
sub-IR is specifically for these 
targeted populations, there 
can be a lot of flexibility built 
into the timing/location. In 
addition, there are a variety 
of ways in which communities 
may participate. 

n/a 

3.3.3: Sustainable natural 
resource-based economic 
activities developed 

Timeframe: 25 years 

Climate risk: Climate change (rising 
temperatures, changing rainfall patterns, 
increases in disease and pests, changes in 
seasonality, and more frequent extreme 
weather events such as El Niño) may 

Climate risks and mitigation 
measures summarized at the 
end of the Development 
Objective 3 (DO3) sub-
section under Section IV 
Results Framework 
Narrative. Final page 
numbering is pending. 

This climate risk will be 
revisited for each specific 
economic activity as it is 
defined at the PAD/Activity 
level.  

None. 
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severely undermine productivity of 
natural-resource based economic 
activities, and will vary greatly on an 
activity-by-activity basis.  

Adaptive capacity: Will vary greatly on an 
activity-by-activity basis 

Overall risk rating: Moderate/High 
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Part II: Greenhouse Gas Mitigation 
OUTPUT MATRIX – CDCS ANNEX, PART II: GREENHOUSE GAS MITIGATION 

What are the major sources 
of GHG emissions? How has 

the distribution and 
composition of the GHG 
emissions profile changed 
over time historically and 

how is the profile expected 
to change in the future 
considering the major 

emitting sectors and/or 
sources? How are the 

sectors and sources that 
contribute to GHG 

emissions contributing to 
the growth and 

development of the 
economy and to meeting 
development objectives? 

What climate change 
mitigation or low emissions 
development plans, targets, 

commitments, and 
priorities has the 

government (national, state 
and local) articulated? 

In Peru in 2012, land-use change and forestry (LUCF) was the leading source of GHG emissions at 45%, followed by energy and agriculture 
emissions at 30% and 16%, respectively. Peru’s GHG emissions increased 44% from 1990 to 2012. The average annual change of total emissions 
was 2%, with sector-specific annual change as follows: LUCF (0%), energy (4%), agriculture (2%), waste (2%), and industrial processes (5%). 

As of 2011, 58% of Peru’s land was forested. The main direct cause of LUCF emissions is deforestation resulting from conversion of land for 
agriculture and livestock production, urban development, communications infrastructure, mining and oil exploitation, and illegal coca plantations, 
in order of decreasing significance. These drivers are exacerbated by the precarious land tenure system and inadequate law enforcement and 
monitoring of forest concessions that is insufficient to prevent illegal logging. To address deforestation, Peru aims to preserve 54 million 
hectares of forest and eliminate deforestation by 2021. Peru has established incentives for forest preservation and has defined environmental 
crimes as including illegal logging, the misuse of farmland, and habitat or landscape alteration. 

Peru’s total primary energy supply doubled from 1990 to 2010, with fossil fuels (oil, natural gas, and coal) accounting for 75%, followed by 
bioenergy accounting for 15%, and large hydro for 9%. Other renewables including solar and wind accounted for 0.03%. By sector, energy 
consumption is dominated by the transportation and residential sectors, with transport being the fastest growing. Electrification in 2012 was 
87% with the Energy Universal Access Plan aiming to achieve 95% by 2016. According to the Renewables Readiness Assessment, high rates of 
economic growth drive growing energy demand, calculated at an average annual rate of almost 9% until 2017. This implies additional demand of 
4.3 GW, with 2 GW expected from renewables. Peru has vast renewable energy resources that remain largely unexploited. 

Around 17% of Peru’s land is used for agriculture (14% for pasture and 3% for cultivation). Based on data from FAOSTAT, agricultural GHG 
emissions consisted of enteric fermentation (56%), manure left on pasture (24%), rice cultivation (7%), and other activities during the period 
1990-2012. According to the World Bank, the most important crops including sugar cane, cotton, and rice, are grown on the coast employing 
mechanized irrigation methods, while agriculture in the highlands is mostly traditional and rainfed. Soil erosion is a very serious problem, 
especially in the highlands where 72% of land is affected. Soil erosion is caused by deforestation, overgrazing, and inadequate crop growing 
practices. 

In its Nationally Determined Contribution (NDC), Peru envisages reducing GHG emissions equivalent to 30% relative to its projected business 
as usual scenario in 2030. Of this, a 20% reduction will be implemented unconditionally through domestic action, and the remaining 10% 
conditioned upon the availability of international financing and other favorable conditions. 

Peru’s mitigation plans also include the following: 
● Law to Promote Efficient Use of Energy (2000)
● Promotion for the Investment of Electricity from Renewable Energy (2008)
● Plan of Action for Adaptation and Mitigation of Climate Change (2010)
● National Programme for Forest Conservation for Mitigation of Climate Change (2010)
● Plan CC (2011)
● National Strategy for Climate Change (updated draft strategy published in July 2014)
● Climate Change Law enactment (April 2018)
● Multisector NDC implementation final report containing prioritized MM & AM (December 2018)
● Climate Change Law Regulation framework Supreme Decree approval (December 2019)
● National Adaptation Plan - NAP (to be finished by June 2020)
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Which of these sectors is 
USAID planning to program 

in? What opportunities 
exist to reduce emissions in 

those sectors? What 
opportunities exist to 

reduce emissions associated 
with USAID activities? 

Of the sectors that contribute the largest source of emissions, USAID/Peru will be programming agricultural activities under DO1 (Licit 
economies strengthened in targeted areas) and forest sector activities under DO 3(Public and private investment mobilized in ENRM). Green 
public procurement processes that consider climate change under DO2 (Government risk mitigation systems strengthened). 

Under Peru’s NDC implementation final report (Dec, 2018), 6 measures were identified to reduce emissions from the agriculture sector, mainly 
focused on livestock production and pastures systems management in the highlands and improvement of silvo pastoral management techniques 
in the Amazon (the main source of agricultural emissions), and implementing best practices for rice farming and sustainable crops management 
in the Amazon. In the case of the  land-use change and forestry (LUCF) sector, 8 mitigation measures were identified including: strengthening 
land titling institutional capacity for indigenous people, best management practices for reforestation, agroforestry, forest and community forest 
management, and improved protected area management. 

In the agricultural sector, a major opportunity that exists for emissions associated with USAID programming is USAID/Peru’s DO1 reduction of 
post-harvest losses of cacao and coffee. Any reduction in losses reduces the need for additional production and therefore delivers both 
production benefits as well as emission benefits (avoided emissions from production that does not need to take place, as with energy efficiency). 
In addition, USAID will continue to ensure that the promotion of alternative crops in former coca production zones does not encourage 
agricultural encroachment or expansion into forested areas. This has been done via geo-referencing of project sites with forest maps. 

USAID/Peru’s DO3 is partially focused on curbing greenhouse gas emissions from the forest sector. It seeks to achieve this result by: 1) 
Reducing emissions from land use change; 2) Strengthening the Peruvian Forest Sector; 3) Reducing the negative impact of extractive industries; 
and 4) Securing the rights and resources of indigenous peoples for the sustainable management of forested lands. 

Does the strategy 
incorporate ways to reduce 
GHG? Reference the page 

number in the strategy. 
Note in particular if a Goal, 
the DO, or an IR or sub-IR 
specifically incorporates 

mitigation. 

The CDCS has identified areas for possible GHG emissions reductions such as utilizing technical assistance to small farmers for increasing 
productivity thus reducing the need for agricultural expansion and land use conversion from forest to agriculture (within DO1 IR 1.2 narrative 
in Section IV Result Framework); the mobilization of private investment to promote smart-climate agriculture and circular economy activities 
(within DO3 IR 3.2 narrative in Section IV Result Framework), and improving forest sector governance to reduce land use change and forestry 
conversion (within DO3 IR 3.1 narrative in Section IV Result Framework). Note: final page numbering is pending. 

What are the next steps at 
the PAD and/or mechanism 
levels to reduce greenhouse 

gases? 

USAID/Peru will be programming at the PAD and/or mechanism level, agricultural activities under DO1 IR1.2 (Licit economies strengthened in 
targeted areas) and forest sector activities under DO 3 IR3.2 (Public and private investment mobilized in ENRM) aiming to improve agricultural 
productivity,  reducing  LUCF and promoting simultaneously smart-climate agriculture and circular economy activities. In addition, under DO2 
IR2.1 (Government risk mitigation systems strengthened) to support implementation of green public procurement processes that consider 
climate change including incentives for eco-efficiency, and the use of clean technologies as key elements of a green growth strategy in Peru will 
be developed further at the project and activity level. 
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Part III: Additional Requirements for Missions Receiving GCC Funds 

Missions receiving GCC funds should answer the following questions in order to guide them to strategically address climate change and 
development in their CDCS. 

B. Sustainable Landscapes:

Missions receiving GCC-Sustainable Landscapes funds should answer the following questions in the Climate Change Annex. The answers should 
inform the Mission strategy so that sustainable landscapes programming contributes to the transformational changes that can lead to national 
GHG emission reductions. 

1. How does the CDCS integrate planning and implementation of LEDS (see Footnote 10) into its DOs and/or IRs and support
the host country in meeting its domestic and international GHG targets and commitments?
Under DO1, USAID will work to improve the capacity of DEVIDA (Peru’s National Anti Narcotics Agency) and the capacity of municipal
governments to incorporate NDC goals in the agricultural sector, mainly in small-scale agriculture of coffee and cacao. DEVIDA and the
municipalities will support agroforestry systems, working closely with other interventions such as Community Forest Management supported
under DO3, to foster synergies among DOs. DO3 will also support the improvement of the forest sector governance, which will contribute to
reduction of GHG emissions from LUCF in addition to improving MRV capabilities.

2. How does the CDCS incorporate the goal of reducing net emissions from deforestation or from other land uses such as
agriculture, consistent with USAID’s Climate Change and Development Strategy?
USAID/Peru will program agricultural activities under DO1 (Licit economies strengthened in targeted areas) and forest sector activities under
DO 3 (Public and private investment mobilized in ENRM) aiming at improving agricultural productivity, reducing  LUCF, and simultaneously
promoting smart-climate agriculture and circular economy activities.

3. How does the CDCS enable or promote a transformational change to low emissions development?
DO1 and DO3 will be approached with a relevant degree of coordination and integration in program implementation to improve both, social
and environmental standards in businesses, as well as increase productivity and sustainable livelihoods.
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