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ECO BUSINESS

COP experts: How could the UN climate talks be reformed?
By: Josh Gabbatiss

Yet, with another round of negotiations looming at COP30 in November, there has been
growing discontent with the UN climate process.

FINANCIAL TIMES

UN plastics treaty talks fail after US joins petrostates in blocking action
By: Madeleine Speed

Countries failed to agree on the world’s first legally binding treaty on plastic pollution in
a final round of UN talks after three years of negotiations, dealing a blow to multilateral
decision-making marked by the resistance of the US.

GMA NEWS

Poor planning, not climate change sinking Metro Manila —urban planner Palafox
By: Sherylin Untalan

Metro Manila’s annual floods are often blamed on climate change — but for architect
and urban planner Felino “Jun” Palafox Jr., it's just an easy excuse masking decades of
government inaction.

https://www.eco-business.com/news/cop-experts-how-could-the-un-climate-talks-be-reformed/
https://www.ft.com/content/f8088e5f-fdca-42b1-b251-cb5c0a6887de?_gl=1*bwxwx0*_up*MQ..*_gs*MQ..&gclid=Cj0KCQjw-4XFBhCBARIsAAdNOkuqJqS_moIhm0HXpRg1BxXZYR7bZonSYCTjoPq45jlcbUjz0TmZLroaAq6sEALw_wcB&gclsrc=aw.ds&gbraid=0AAAAAC_ArBsw6fGeKPooiE_rVK357FK-x
https://www.gmanetwork.com/news/topstories/nation/956030/poor-planning-not-climate-change-sinking-metro-manila-urban-planner-palafox/story/
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PHILIPPINE DAILY INQUIRER

No deal: Plastic treaty talks end in collapse, chaos, calls for change
By: Cristina Eloisa Baclig

After two and a half years, five negotiating rounds, and more than 170 countries at the
table, the world still has no global treaty to end plastic pollution.

POLITIKO

PH Eyes Stronger UN Cooperation On Peace, Climate, Food Security – Marcos

President Ferdinand Marcos Jr. has expressed his interest in the Philippines’ expanded
collaboration with the United Nations on advancing development priorities, especially in
climate change, food security, social protection, and lasting peace.

RAPPLER

Map out all flood control projects for transparency – DOST chief
By: Iya Gozum

Science Secretary Renato Solidum Jr. said Thursday, August 14, that all flood control
projects should be mapped out through a geographic information system for
transparency and accountability.

THE MANILA TIMES

[Opinion] Put out the welcome mat for GCF

If the government has not done so already, the Philippines should submit an application
to host a regional office of the Green Climate Fund (GCF). The presence of a GCF
regional office here would not only provide the multilateral organization with an excellent
and well-prepared location from which to carry out its expanding work, it would have a
number of direct benefits for the Philippines as well.

CCC IN THE NEWS:

BUSINESS MIRROR

Experts tackle ways for climate-resilient, sustainable economy

Experts from various national government agencies gathered recently to discuss insights on
building a climate-resilient and sustainable economy.

https://newsinfo.inquirer.net/2096266/plastic-treaty-talks-end-in-collapse-chaos-calls-for-change
https://politiko.com.ph/2025/08/15/ph-eyes-stronger-un-cooperation-on-peace-climate-food-security-marcos/daily-feed/
https://www.rappler.com/philippines/dost-chief-map-out-flood-control-projects-transparency/
https://www.manilatimes.net/2025/08/16/opinion/editorial/put-out-the-welcome-mat-for-gcf/2168618
https://businessmirror.com.ph/2025/08/17/experts-tackle-ways-for-climate-resilient-sustainable-economy/
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PHILIPPINE INFORMATION AGENCY

CCC Pushes NAP-aligned Nature-based Solutions for Resilience in Bukidnon

The Climate Change Commission (CCC) is scaling up nature-based solutions (NbS) aligned
with the National Adaptation Plan (NAP), emphasizing ecosystem-led approaches to build
climate resilience in vulnerable areas like the Province of Bukidnon.

Information and Knowledge Management Division

CTB.pdf
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ECO BUSINESS

COP experts: How could the UN climate talks be reformed?
By: Josh Gabbatiss

Yet, with another round of negotiations looming at COP30 in November, there has been growing
discontent with the UN climate process.

Critics say the talks are not doing enough to accelerate emissions cuts, tackle fossil fuels or
raise climate funds for developing countries, among other concerns.

Influential figures in climate politics and civil society groups say COPs are in need of an “urgent
overhaul” and have launched various manifestos for change.

This has been recognised by the Brazilian COP30 presidency, which has acknowledged the
“growing calls for change” and asked parties to “reflect on the future of the process itself”.

All of this comes amid concerns about a “crisis” of multilateralism, widespread conflict and
escalating climate hazards.

Carbon Brief asked 16 leading experts about how they think the UN climate talks could be
reformed, including Christiana Figueres, Todd Stern, Prof Navroz K Dubash, Bernice Lee, Paul
Watkinson, Dr Joanna Depledge, Dr Jennifer Allan, Sandrine Dixson-Declève and Li Shuo.

Has the Paris Agreement been a success?
Todd Stern, former US special envoy for climate change: Paris has performed well in some
respects, including strengthening both its temperature and emission goals in light of evolving
science. It also led to a first global stocktake that called for tripling renewable energy and
doubling energy efficiency by 2030 – and transitioning away from fossil fuels – in order to
achieve net-zero emissions by 2050.

Bernice Lee, distinguished fellow and senior advisor at Chatham House: It can be hard to
remember that the process remains one of the most successful multilateral endeavours in
recent history. It has delivered what few thought possible: agreement among nearly 200
countries on a global issue that cuts to the core of national sovereignty, economic models and
domestic politics.

That the COP process delivered the Paris Agreement – and more recently, an agreement to
transition away from fossil fuels – is no small feat. It is also easy to forget that, prior to Paris, the
world was on track for a catastrophic 4-5°C of warming. Today’s pledges, while still inadequate,
have bent that curve closer to 2.5-3°C – still unsafe, but a meaningful shift…Rather than
dwelling on the system’s imperfections, the question is whether it can evolve, realistically and
politically.

Dismantling the current system is unlikely to yield a stronger or more equitable one with the
authority to override national decisions. The current process, after all, emerged from the ruins of
earlier failures.

Kaveh Guilanpour, vice president for international strategies at the Centre for Climate and
Energy Solutions: In the aftermath of every COP, there are calls to reform the UNFCCC. But we

https://www.eco-business.com/news/cop-experts-how-could-the-un-climate-talks-be-reformed/
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should be aiming for an evolution, not a revolution, for three reasons. Firstly, a revolution would
almost certainly not result in something stronger than we already have.

It is hard to imagine that it would be possible to adopt the Paris Agreement in the current
geopolitical and economic context. Secondly, the Paris Agreement is working, albeit not fast
enough. Thirdly, and most importantly, the biggest barriers to the effective functioning of the
UNFCCC and delivering on the Paris Agreement are deficiencies in the underlying politics. No
amount of tweaking of the UNFCCC process can make up for that.

How could the negotiations themselves be improved?
Dr Monserrat Madariaga Gomez de Cuenca, environmental lawyer at Legal Response
International: It is time to fully acknowledge that there is a crisis of trust in the UN climate
process and take appropriate measures to limit it. Parties mistrust each other and stakeholders
mistrust the limited results emerging from 30 years of climate talks.

Paul Watkinson, former EU climate negotiator: Whilst the negotiating process can be frustrating,
it remains essential. I would focus on making the workload more manageable, for example by
grouping items on agendas and organising work on a multiannual basis. The aim should be to
give enough time to every item – rather than addressing everything together each time – and
develop the understanding that not every item needs a negotiated outcome at each meeting.

Kaveh Guilanpour: [We should] embrace the role of multilateral negotiations at the core – and
recognise that this is what attracts world leaders and non-parties to COPs – but work towards
contextualising the negotiations in a wider ecosystem of climate action, to which they are clearly
linked. Do not place all expectations only on the negotiated outcomes.

Christiana Figueres, former executive secretary of the UNFCCC: We could…streamline
repetitive and overloaded agendas – and elevate the accountability of COP presidents through
a public oath of office, potentially administered by the UNFCCC bureau, that reminds the COP
presidency of its role.

Dr Joanna Depledge, research fellow at the University of Cambridge and former UNFCCC
secretariat staff member: Overall, the negotiations have proved resistant to anything but very
limited reform. Why so? The fact is that many of the perceived inefficiencies are not flaws as
such, but inherent to a global process where all nations are sovereign and equal – and all want
a say. They are also inherent to the very issue of climate change, which, because it is so
multifaceted…inevitably spawns an ever-expanding agenda, while attracting ever more
government and civil society participants.

And process is politics: moves to restructure the negotiations inevitably come up against
powerful forces who know how to maximise their influence in the existing system and far prefer
the status quo.

Dr Monserrat Madariaga Gomez de Cuenca: [COPs should] avoid rushed, closed-door
negotiations without party consultations, which make implementation impossible. When draft
text appears in the eleventh hour and is forwarded to the closing plenary without proper
discussion, the possibilities of parties gaslighting each other on the actual “meaning” and
“intention” of the text multiply.
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Language such as “transitioning away from fossil fuels” or the path towards the “Baku to Belém
Roadmap to US$1.3 trillion” – where the wording is not clear – allows parties to cherry-pick the
most favourable interpretation, undermining the implementation of decisions that were already
difficult to achieve.

Dr Joanna Depledge: Streamlining agendas and limiting government delegation size are worth
fighting for, but imposing criteria for selecting COP hosts and excluding private companies
involved in high-carbon activities are non-starters. If the real problem is that the COP is not
taking decisions in line with the science, then the answer is not tinkering around the edges of
procedure and process. What is needed is a major strategic rethink and more fundamental
reforms – notably to decision-making practices and voting – as I argue elsewhere.

Harjeet Singh, founding director at the Satat Sampada Climate Foundation: The process must
change: streamline negotiations, review consensus rules and ban fossil-fuel lobbyists from
influencing texts. Centre the voices of Indigenous peoples, frontline communities and civil
society.

And scale up public climate finance to enable a just transition and real support for adaptation
and addressing loss and damage – by making polluters pay. The recent International Court of
Justice advisory opinion has reinforced the demand for climate reparations. COP30 must open
a new era of accountability and justice.

Can UN climate talks drive faster emissions cuts?
Dr Jennifer Allan, senior lecturer in international relations, Cardiff University: The UNFCCC is
only as effective as parties allow it to be. The Paris Agreement is working precisely how some
feared and how some major emitting countries hoped. It is premised on the promise of
transparency: that national reports and the global stocktake, coupled with principles of
progression, will – somehow – inspire climate ambition. But transparency is not the same as
accountability.

Todd Stern: The Paris regime itself has an important role to play. For starters, the regime needs
to develop much more of a broad partnership in the spirit of the 2015 High Ambition Coalition.
Part of such a shift will depend on considering whether country emission targets are adequate.

Of course, Paris was built on the principle of “nationally determined contributions” and that
principle cannot be thrown overboard. But Paris was also built on the promise that it would strive
to prevent dangerous climate change, that new emission targets every five years would reflect
countries’ highest possible ambition and that global stocktakes would, in fact, take stock.

Claudio Angelo, head of international policy at the Climate Observatory: The “nationally
determined” nature of nationally determined contributions (NDCs), and the fact that no
assessment of progress is formally done outside the five-year period of the global stocktake,
mean that the ambition gap will become more difficult to close the more urgent it becomes to
close it. The irony of it is that the Paris architecture was tailor-made to accommodate the
idiosyncrasies of the US, which has pulled out of the agreement anyway.

Prof Navroz K Dubash, professor of public and international affairs at Princeton School of Public
and International Affairs: A bumper sticker for reform of the UN climate talks might read: “Less
talk of ambition; more action on implementation”. An “ambition-first” approach rests on
extracting national statements of emissions reduction intent, leveraging these up through
country “naming and shaming” and strengthening compliance through enhanced accountability.
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But the conditions are not favourable for this approach. National politics rarely privilege
emissions reductions over other objectives and global politics is increasingly non-responsive to
climate shame. By contrast, the conditions for a “learning-by-doing” approach based on on-the-
ground implementation appear brighter. Many countries are experimenting with pragmatic
efforts to turn their economies in low-carbon directions.

Todd Stern: There is nothing about the nationally determined character of country pledges that
says countries cannot be questioned, prodded and critiqued. Protecting thin skin is not as
important as protecting a liveable world.

Prof Navroz K Dubash: How might global talks enable learning by doing, rather than doubling
down on ambition-first approaches? NDCs could be liberated to be templates for
experimentation rather than rigid bases for accountability alone.

Detailed sectoral low-carbon development pathways would highlight country commonalities,
reveal productive scope for international cooperation and incentivise finance…A renewed
international process should be focused on the hard, detailed work of enabling low-carbon,
resilient development transitions and less on extracting statements of intent.

Kaveh Guilanpour: [We should] move to an approach where progress is measured
predominantly by the impact of implemented national level policies, not NDCs on paper. Focus
as much on enhancing international cooperation to deliver implementation as on increasing
formal ambition on paper through NDC target-setting.

How could COPs ensure broader accountability?
Paul Watkinson: The biggest opportunity to support implementation is outside the formal
process, putting order and structure into the “action agenda”. It has grown enormously in recent
years and there have been many valuable initiatives…But there has been insufficient continuity
and not enough follow-up and tracking to ensure that what is announced and promised is
delivered.

That is why I welcome the proposal of the incoming Brazilian COP30 presidency to structure the
action agenda around six broad themes, drawn from the outcomes of the global stocktake,
including a cross-cutting theme around enablers including the vital role of finance. They have
the power, in close coordination with the high-level champions, to relaunch the action agenda
on stronger foundations that could serve for years to come.

Dr Jennifer Allan: Within the negotiations, there is a glaring need to track the many
commitments made outside of the regular negotiation process, either in presidency-led
declarations or cover decisions. A central, publicly available hub needs to collate these
promises and track progress. Presidencies may broker these commitments, but have few
incentives to follow up on them.

Bernice Lee: What can – and must – change is how the system functions. Every decade or so,
the climate regime has adapted – from Kyoto’s top-down legalism to Paris’s nationally
determined flexibility. These shifts were not just philosophical, they also enabled new capacities.
The collapse in Copenhagen helped catalyse renewable energy investment plans, while Paris
introduced NDCs.

The next phase must embed delivery and equity more deeply into the process including, for
example, mechanisms aligning corporate transition plans with country transition, national
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policies and sectoral pathways. The outcomes of any reform process should mean fewer
theatrics, earlier decisions and sharper accountability. All of this would enhance not only country
but also public engagement, as well as the credibility of the global climate process.

Harjeet Singh: Rather than catalysing ambition, the Paris Agreement has been used by
developed countries to shirk their historical responsibilities…It is not the Paris Agreement or the
UNFCCC that failed – it is rich countries that undermined the system to protect polluters and
preserve an unsustainable growth model. True reform begins with accountability. Wealthy
nations must be held responsible for their historical emissions and must pay for the loss and
damage they have caused.

Sandrine Dixson-Declève, honorary president at the Club of Rome and executive chair of
Earth4All: Strengthen climate target enforcement through scientific oversight, peer review and
robust reporting – ensuring governments, COP presidencies and corporations are held
accountable. [There should be] a permanent scientific advisory body within the COP. Science
must be central to negotiations, with all delegations regularly briefed on the latest data around
risks, equity, solutions and scenarios.

Prof Navroz K Dubash: Ambition and implementation can be complementary, but they are not
necessarily so. The former is driven by a relentless focus on emissions, comparability in
emission pledges and building accountability.

The latter is enabled by linking climate to other objectives, seeking country-specific formulations
that buy political support and flexible experimentation that allows for learning from failure. Being
more, not less, in the sectoral weeds might reveal opportunities not apparent from the
stratospheric heights of climate negotiations. Well-developed, home-grown visions of
sustainable futures are the most robust basis for developing countries’ legitimate claims for
finance and other support.

Do UN climate talks need majority voting?

Erika Lennon, senior climate attorney at the Centre for International Environmental Law: Voting
is the elephant in the room. The parties to the UNFCCC have never been able to adopt the
“rules of procedure” because they cannot agree on the provision related to voting in the
absence of consensus. Instead, they proceed meeting after meeting using them as “draft rules
of procedure”.

This has created a race to the bottom whereby countries that want to stall progress can do so.
For 29 years, other parties have had to agree to the lowest common denominator in the name of
consensus.

Claudio Angelo: The decision made in 2023 to “transition away from fossil fuels” needs both
fleshing out and monitoring, but it is nowhere to be seen in the formal negotiations towards
Belém. Such omissions reflect one fundamental problem of the UNFCCC and one fundamental
flaw of the Paris Agreement: the consensus rule.

Some countries are now shamelessly backtracking on their previous commitment and saying
that any mention of cutting back on fossil fuels anywhere is a red line for them…A handful of
countries are holding the future of humanity hostage because they can block whatever they
want [due to the consensus rule]. Even COP presidencies that do want to move the agenda
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forward are afraid to be bold, lest “the process should collapse”. But a process that is unfit for
purpose might as well collapse.

Christiana Figueres: In the context of the formal negotiations, we could reconsider our tradition
of having to adopt all decisions unanimously. UNFCCC procedures require consensus for the
adoption of decisions, not necessarily unanimity. The difference is important and admittedly
challenging to manage, but worth examining.

Erika Lennon: The fix would be to adopt the rules of procedure, including the paragraphs on
voting. The UNFCCC would then join many other multilateral environmental agreements – and
its own financial instruments – that sometimes use majority voting.

Bernice Lee: In recent months, many well-meaning critics have called the UN multilateral
climate process broken, arguing it should be dismantled and replaced, but with no viable
alternatives waiting in the wings. Reforming core procedures – such as introducing majority
voting or amending the convention – would require agreement from three-quarters of countries,
followed by domestic ratification. Even without today’s fractured geopolitics, this would be a tall
order.

What should the role of the COP presidency be?

Dr Monserrat Madariaga Gomez de Cuenca: [COPs should] avoid adding more pressure by
clarifying duties and processes for the COP president. Rules of procedure simply give the COP
president the power to formally conduct the negotiations, which should be done in a neutral
manner.

Increasingly, we see COP presidents setting exceedingly ambitious plans for their respective
COPs. Ideas of “success” and “legacy” permeate what should be a facilitative role towards the
collective progress of UN climate talks. COPs finish with statements and reports of
achievements that do not reflect the actual progress. Reviewing the conduct of negotiations and
the role and expectations of COP presidencies could help in restoring some of the damaged
trust in the process.

Prof Thomas Hale, professor in public policy at the University of Oxford: The “action agenda”
needs to escape the “boom-bust” cycle that shifting presidencies and high-level champions
have imposed on it, in which new announcements trump delivery. The COP30 presidency has
laid out a positive approach here, but the acid test lies in making it real.

Sandrine Dixson-Declève: Only countries with high climate ambition should be eligible to host
COPs.

Li Shuo, director of the China Climate Hub at the Asia Society Policy Institute: Instead of – or
alongside – three more paragraphs specifying how the world will “transition away from fossil
fuels” or “triple renewable energy”, how about three renewable projects in the COP host country,
to be announced in conjunction with the climate summit?…Efforts to advance the
implementation agenda through additional multilateral rulemaking and COP decisions risk
missing the point.

The COP presidency…could showcase a handful of large‑ scale renewable energy projects in
their own countries, backed by concrete financing. Such a “trade fair” function of the COP would
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help bridge the widening gap between what is agreed at COPs and what is happening on the
ground.

Do fossil-fuel companies have too much influence?

Erika Lennon: The fossil fuel industry’s survival depends on the UNFCCC’s failure, as meeting
the goals of the UNFCCC and Paris Agreement undeniably means phasing out fossil fuels. It is
therefore no wonder that, since the beginning, fossil-fuel industry lobbyists have been present at
COPs and working to undermine ambition.

Dr Jennifer Allan: Presidencies have much to answer for and can be key to raising
accountability. COP is becoming the new Davos: a place for billionaires to meet, without
scrutiny of their activities or announcements. This must end. Presidencies should revoke
invitations to [Amazon chief executive] Jeff Bezos and others who have been offered high-level
platforms.

Erika Lennon: Parties could adopt a conflict-of-interest policy to, at the very least, make [fossil-
fuel lobbyists’] influence transparent and subsequently exclude those who aim to unduly
influence the process. Parties, including the presidency team, could refuse to give them
badges…In addition, they could end greenwashing at COPs in the form of corporate
sponsorships and pavilions.

Are COPs too big?

Prof Thomas Hale: COP is both too big and too small for an era of implementation. Its cost and
complexity eat up scarce resources. Meanwhile, it creates a gravity well that warps the climate
community’s work into an annual rush to the end of the year…At the same time, even the
biggest COPs are puny compared to the problem.

Climate change demands action from all of society…In this complex system, the UNFCCC
process plays the critical function of setting agendas and goals. No other body has the
multilateral legitimacy to serve as a lighthouse.

Dr Jennifer Allan: Climate summits could shift from a talkshop to a demonstration of leadership
if invitations are only extended to countries that have submitted and maintained more
progressive NDCs and are implementing them.

Prof Thomas Hale: We need COPs to be everything, everywhere, all at once. Alongside a
single, two-week meeting in one place, we need lots of smaller, focused meetings in many
places. Instead of an intergovernmental process that talks about action, we need to fully shift
the “action agenda” into the heart of the UNFCCC. The good news is that the elements of this
shift are already well in motion, with more and more cities hosting “climate weeks”…Regional
meetings with more flexible formats reach more people, in a more targeted way, much more
cheaply and efficiently than a COP.

Dr Jennifer Allan: I’ve been researching the role of side events, pavilion activities and Global
Climate Action Hub panels in the “expo” that now dominates COP space and participation
opportunities. There has been a decided shift, from a smaller number of events focused on
negotiation and implementation to a huge array of panels showcasing new initiatives or national
actions.
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It is about what is new, not following up on what has been agreed. Side events and Global
Climate Action Hub events could shift focus under the secretariat and the high-level champions.
Pavilion spaces could be reserved for those who can demonstrate that their presence will
advance climate action.

Sandrine Dixson-Declève: COPs must evolve from negotiation-heavy forums to more frequent,
smaller, solution-focused meetings centred on progress and implementation, with broad
stakeholder participation.

How could COP participation be improved?

Erika Lennon: Civil society, youth, Indigenous peoples, women, local communities and people
with disabilities, among others, have increasingly faced shrinking civic space in the UNFCCC
process. They have to fight to have their voices heard, to be present in the rooms where
decisions happen, for access to information and open decision-making, and to assemble
peacefully.

Shreeshan Venkatesh, global policy lead at Climate Action Network International: Structural
barriers…undermine inclusivity and equitable participation in UNFCCC meetings, from the high
cost of accommodation at COPs to discriminatory visa practices and shrinking civil society
quotas. These barriers must be dismantled to ensure all parties and stakeholders can
participate fully and on equal terms.

Erika Lennon: Parties should incorporate and support participation not only at COPs, but also in
climate action and decisions on the ground. They can do this by creating space across all
agenda items to hear from rightsholders and ensuring human rights and civic space are
guaranteed during all negotiations.

Shreeshan Venkatesh: Civic space and freedoms are under threat, even at COPs. Host
agreements must guarantee freedom of speech, assembly and accessibility, backed by an
independent body to address violations.

How can COPs drive change outside the UN process?

Sandrine Dixson-Declève: COP must transform from a forum of negotiation to a platform of
delivery, inclusion and accountability, anchoring climate action in the lived realities of people
and the demands of science.

Kaveh Guilanpour: There should be a thorough and honest analysis of the value add of the
UNFCCC process and what is best left to other fora.

Christiana Figueres: While some negotiations remain necessary, the most urgent action has
shifted to implementation in the context of market forces and climate economics. There is no
doubt that civil society, businesses, cities and communities are moving faster than
governments.

These actors, traditionally considered and labelled as mere “observers” in the formal UNFCCC
space, have become the true engines of transformation. One could consider the pros and cons
of creating a semi-detached “real world” space alongside COP – one that amplifies their
progress, showcases innovation and feeds actionable insights back into the formal process.
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Todd Stern: The Paris regime has a role to play in encouraging and tracking strong action
outside its purview. This includes the public and private sectors working together on rapid
decarbonisation and on unlocking the kind of large-scale investment needed for countries in the
global south to build sustainable and resilient economies.

Shreeshan Venkatesh: The UNFCCC, and other multilateral fora that have become central to
the formulation and implementation of climate policy and international cooperation, must align
with international law. This includes the recent advisory opinions from the ICJ and the Inter-
American Court of Justice, and the obligations they clearly lay out.

Claudio Angelo: [There is] a final, bigger problem, which no UNFCCC reform can solve: the
climate regime is a child of the democratic world order and the lynchpin of that world order has
become a rogue state. The rise of the far-right and the erosion of democracy are rendering
multilateralism itself useless – a world that is unable to stop genocides in Gaza and Sudan can’t
solve the climate crisis.
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FINANCIAL TIMES

UN plastics treaty talks fail after US joins petrostates in blocking action
By: Madeleine Speed

Countries failed to agree on the world’s first legally binding treaty on plastic pollution in
a final round of UN talks after three years of negotiations, dealing a blow to multilateral
decision-making marked by the resistance of the US.

While the majority of more than 170 countries were prepared to compromise to secure a treaty
in Geneva on Friday, the US refused to agree to anything beyond voluntary measures, national
delegates told the Financial Times.

This followed the long-running opposition of Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and a number of other
petrostates which would not budge from their refusal to agree measures that address the
production of plastic, rather than only waste management.

Delegates from countries that were pressing for greater action to deal with plastic production,
meanwhile, did not agree to a treaty based heavily on voluntary measures, which was put
forward in two new drafts. The talks ended in a deadlock after two weeks, including an extended
final session.

“We were ready to negotiate and a lot of countries were,” said Danish environment minister
Magnus Heunicke, on behalf of the EU, following the closing plenary on Friday morning. “But I
recognise that some countries at this point are not ready to examine how they can move on and
bend their red lines. That’s what they have to do.”

About 100 countries sought to limit production, and many also wanted measures to address the
toxic chemicals used to make plastics.

Ian Fry, delegate from the island nation Tuvalu, said multilateralism had been “smashed” by the
Trump administration. “Over 100 countries want something to happen and we are being held up
by the United States. Their position was even more regressive than the Saudis,” he said.

But UN Environment Programme executive director Inger Andersen held back from criticism,
noting the presence of a negotiating team. “It is very difficult in a US context to get a treaty for
ratification through House and Senate. It’s always been difficult . . . But they are participating in
good faith which is critical and they have not left, which is essential for us.”

Agreement on how the clean-up measures would be funded was also a sticking point, with
traditional donor countries less able to commit funding because of their growing defence
spending commitments, delegates told the FT.

It was not clear on Friday when or where the negotiations would resume.

Despite the failure of an agreement, officials said some diplomatic progress had been made
during the final talks.

https://www.ft.com/content/f8088e5f-fdca-42b1-b251-cb5c0a6887de?_gl=1*bwxwx0*_up*MQ..*_gs*MQ..&gclid=Cj0KCQjw-4XFBhCBARIsAAdNOkuqJqS_moIhm0HXpRg1BxXZYR7bZonSYCTjoPq45jlcbUjz0TmZLroaAq6sEALw_wcB&gclsrc=aw.ds&gbraid=0AAAAAC_ArBsw6fGeKPooiE_rVK357FK-x
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China, one of the world’s biggest plastic producers, and the EU had productive discussions, one
delegate said, observing that the country had stepped up its engagement in multilateral
discussions.

But after the negotiations dragged into the early hours of Friday morning, delegates expressed
deep discontentment that yet another round of talks had collapsed. It was the sixth in the series
and had been expected to be final.

“We are frustrated by the slow progress,” said Barirega Akankwasah, the head of delegation for
Uganda, which has also opposed measures that tackle plastic production.

The main obstacle was that delegates were not sticking to the treaty mandate, he said. “We still
have a lot of the debate geared towards fossil fuels . . . plastic pollution does not mean plastic
volumes.”

More than 460mn tonnes of new plastic are produced each year and about 20mn tonnes are
estimated to end up in the environment, entering into the ecological system and human
bloodstream.

The Center for International Environmental Law’s David Azoulay said it became clear during the
final days of the negotiations that some countries did not come to finalise a text but to block a
viable treaty.

“It’s impossible to find a common ground between those who are interested in protecting the
status quo and the majority who are looking for a functional treaty that can be strengthened over
time,” Azoulay said.
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Poor planning, not climate change sinking Metro Manila —urban planner Palafox
By: Sherylin Untalan

Metro Manila’s annual floods are often blamed on climate change — but for architect
and urban planner Felino “Jun” Palafox Jr., it's just an easy excuse masking decades of
government inaction.

“Climate change is real. But it is not the main reason Metro Manila is underwater every year,”
Palafox said. “If we had acted on the plans we’ve had since the 1970s, our cities would be far
more resilient today, even with stronger storms," he said.

Palafox, whose four-decade career spans 45 countries and more than 1,700 projects, said the
worsening floods are a man-made disaster, driven less by nature than by political short-
sightedness. He estimates there are at least 150 flood control recommendations — prepared by
local and international experts — that remain unimplemented.

Shelved solutions

Among the most prominent is the Parañaque Spillway, a project first included in the Metro
Manila Flood Control Master Plan in the 1970s. Designed to channel excess water from Laguna
Lake to Manila Bay during heavy rains, it would have prevented the backflow that inundates
Marikina, Pasig, Taguig, and other lakeshore communities.

“It’s been in every master plan for 50 years,” Palafox said. “But it was never built. Instead, we
keep studying the same problem while people suffer the same floods.”

Another abandoned initiative was the Laguna Lake Rehabilitation Project with a Belgian firm. It
aimed to dredge the lake by half a meter, restoring its floodwater storage capacity and reducing
siltation from surrounding rivers. The Aquino administration canceled it in 2010, leading to a P1-
billion penalty after the Philippines lost in international arbitration, and no alternative project was
pursued.

Other countries moved, PH stalled

Palafox said the non-implementation of the flood control programs was not a question of
technical capacity.

In the Netherlands, the Delta Works system of polders, dikes, and surge barriers has kept low-
lying land dry for decades. Japan’s Metropolitan Area Outer Underground Discharge Channel —
a 6.3-kilometer network of tunnels with cathedral-like underground tanks — diverts typhoon
floodwaters away from Tokyo.

Closer to home, Vietnam has invested in large-scale flood control canals in Ho Chi Minh City,
while Thailand manages monsoon flows through the Chao Phraya Dam system.

“These countries didn’t wait for perfect conditions,” Palafox said. “They started building. That’s
why they’re ahead of us.”

https://www.gmanetwork.com/news/topstories/nation/956030/poor-planning-not-climate-change-sinking-metro-manila-urban-planner-palafox/story/
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In the Philippines, Palafox says, the real obstacle is political discontinuity. Flood control projects
often require 10 to 15 years to complete — far beyond a president’s six-year term.

“That’s the problem — we plan for six years, not for the next generation,” he said. “Flood control
doesn’t get ribbon-cutting ceremonies. It’s mostly underground, invisible. So politicians don’t
prioritize it.”

The result: Metro Manila still depends on 1970s-era pumping stations, narrow and silted rivers,
and a drainage network overwhelmed by rapid urban sprawl. Natural floodplains have been
paved over for development, while informal settlements block critical waterways.

The cost of delay

With climate change intensifying storms, the stakes are rising. Typhoons Ondoy (2009), Ulysses
(2020), and Carina (2024) displaced millions, killed hundreds, and caused tens of billions of
pesos in damage. Even moderate rains now trigger flash floods, crippling transportation and
commerce.

“Every year we delay, we pay the price — in lives lost, property destroyed, and businesses
disrupted,” Palafox warned. “Climate change is a factor, but our failure to prepare turns storms
into disasters.”

Palafox then called for legislation that would protect long-term infrastructure plans from being
scrapped by succeeding administrations. He also urged the immediate revival of completed
feasibility studies for flood control, drainage improvement, and urban water management.

“We cannot control the rain,” he said. “But we can control how prepared we are. Stop using
climate change as an excuse. Start building what we’ve been planning for 50 years," he added.
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No deal: Plastic treaty talks end in collapse, chaos, calls for change
By: Cristina Eloisa Baclig

After two and a half years, five negotiating rounds, and more than 170 countries at the
table, the world still has no global treaty to end plastic pollution.

The second half of the fifth round of plastics treaty negotiations (INC-5.2) ended Friday (August
15) with no deal, no agreed text, and no clear path forward. After days of tense backroom
meetings, negotiators and observers left the UN talks in Geneva frustrated and uncertain—
many now questioning whether the treaty can still be finished on time.

For civil society groups and high-ambition countries, the outcome wasn’t just disappointing—it
was a step backward.

“No treaty is better than a bad treaty,” said Ana Rocha, Global Plastics Policy Director at the
Global Alliance for Incinerator Alternatives (GAIA).

“We stand with the ambitious majority who refused to back down and accept a treaty that
disrespects the countries that are truly committed to this process and betrays our communities
and our planet,” Rocha continued.

A broken process
The treaty process, Rocha said, collapsed under “a chaotic and biased process” that left even
engaged countries struggling to be heard.

After days of closed-door talks and overnight sessions that began as late as 2 a.m., the final
plenary was called at 5:30 a.m. Friday—only 40 minutes after it was announced and just four
hours after the Chair’s new draft was released. The session closed without an outcome, leaving
the treaty’s future hanging.

“The content is already difficult to agree on, but the broken process makes it worse,” said Salisa
Traipipitsiriwat of the Environmental Justice Foundation in Thailand. “Two and a half years in,
the rules of procedure are still not agreed upon, and the voting mechanism is still in brackets.”

According to GAIA, while a vast majority of countries supported measures such as cutting
plastic production, phasing out toxic chemicals, ensuring a Just Transition for waste pickers,
and setting up a dedicated fund, progress was repeatedly blocked by a small bloc of oil-
producing nations calling themselves the “like-minded countries.”

These states, Rocha said, “sabotaged each round of talks” by using the consensus rule to
stonewall ambition and derail the process.

“We cannot confuse procedural agreement with meaningful ambition,” added Eskedar
Awgichew Ergete of Eco-Justice Ethiopia.

“For years, the Global South has been the driving force behind the most ambitious proposals,
but the consensus paralysis has prevented us from delivering the treaty the world urgently
needs,” he added.

https://newsinfo.inquirer.net/2096266/plastic-treaty-talks-end-in-collapse-chaos-calls-for-change
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GAIA accused the Chair and the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) of enabling
this paralysis by favoring low-ambition countries, sidelining high-ambition states from the Global
South, and allowing fossil fuel lobbyists to swamp the talks while civil society was shut out.

“This is not the spirit of multilateralism—it was coercion,” Rocha said.

‘Consensus will not deliver’

The World Wide Fund for Nature (WWF), which had pushed for strong global rules on product
design, toxic additives, and lifecycle accountability, said the failure to adopt even a baseline
negotiating text shows the INC process may no longer be fit for purpose.

“After almost two weeks of tense negotiations, we are no closer to agreeing a global treaty to
end plastic pollution,” said Efraim Gomez, WWF’s Global Director of Global Policy Impact.

“It is now up to Member States to explain and demonstrate how continuing forward on the INC
pathway can be effective in addressing the urgent global plastic pollution crisis causing harm to
people and nature around the world,” Gomez stressed.

WWF warned that sticking to consensus at all costs risks cementing a weak, unenforceable
treaty.

“What we have seen and heard through the last 10 days is not enough,” said Gomez, adding
that the ambitious majority failed to fully use the multilateral tools available to them—and that
the insistence on consensus by Member States is unlikely to produce the treaty the world needs
or that leaders had promised.

Zaynab Sadan, WWF’s Global Plastics Policy Lead and head of delegation to INC-5.2, called
the result “bitterly disappointing.”

“This outcome is neither what communities, scientists, businesses and civil society demanded
nor what our leaders promised,” she said.

“Consensus decision-making has outplayed its role in international environmental negotiations,”
Sadan continued.

She warned that without a radical shift in the process and greater consideration for the demands
of the majority, continuing the talks would be futile.

Not backing down

The talks may have collapsed, but civil society groups say the fight for a strong global plastics
treaty is far from over.

After years of advocacy, plastic pollution is no longer seen as just a trash issue. It’s now widely
understood as a crisis rooted in petrochemicals, climate change, and threats to human health.

“There was no conclusion for the treaty, but we are not backing down,” said Thais Carvajal of
Alianza Basura Cero Ecuador. “The process and its challenges have made us stronger. We
have changed the narrative and will keep fighting plastic pollution.”
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GAIA emphasized that ambitious countries now have strong public support, scientific evidence,
and policy options to move forward—with or without the INC process.

“The science is clear, the health impacts are indisputable, the path forward well-defined—and
denial is no longer an option,” Rocha said. “It’s time to fix [this process] so people and the planet
can finally have a fighting chance.”

WWF echoed that call, urging countries to consider pursuing the treaty through other
mechanisms, if necessary.

“Taking the treaty beyond the INC process is the way forward,” said Sadan. “Do not betray
those they promised to help.”

What happens next?

The INC Chair has informally suggested the possibility of resuming talks later this year under a
“fifth and final” INC-5.3, but no dates or plans have been confirmed.

If no deal is reached by the end of 2025—as mandated by the original UN Environment
Assembly resolution—the world may lose its best shot at stemming a crisis that is expected to
triple in scale by 2060.

The costs are especially high for countries like the Philippines. Despite consuming less plastic
per capita, low- and middle-income countries bear the brunt of the damage—paying as much as
US$150 per kilo of plastic waste, compared to just US$19 in wealthier nations.

They also suffer the health toll. More than 93 percent of recorded deaths linked to plastic
production occur in low- and middle-income countries.

The Philippines has consistently aligned itself with the “high ambition” camp. In June, it joined
94 other countries in signing the “Nice Call for an Ambitious Treaty on Plastic Pollution”—a
statement supporting global production caps, phase-outs of harmful materials, and a shift to
reuse and refill systems.

Back home, public support is resounding. A Greenpeace survey of 19 countries showed
Filipinos among the strongest advocates for bold treaty action:

 94% support capping plastic production
 88% support banning single-use packaging
 97% support mandating reuse and refill systems
In July, heavy rains and floods carried over 600 tons of trash through Metro Manila.
Environmental groups warned:

“Floods are the symptom. The plastic crisis is part of the disease.”

For now, the future of the treaty remains unclear. But one thing, advocates say, is certain: the
stakes are only rising.
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PH Eyes Stronger UN Cooperation On Peace, Climate, Food Security – Marcos

President Ferdinand Marcos Jr. has expressed his interest in the Philippines’ expanded
collaboration with the United Nations on advancing development priorities, especially in
climate change, food security, social protection, and lasting peace.

This was after he met with new UN Resident Coordinator Arnaud Peral in Malacañang on
Thursday.

“Met with United Nations Resident Coordinator Arnaud Peral to discuss how the UN can further
support our national development priorities and the Sustainable Development Goals,” Marcos
said on his social media accounts on Thursday night.

He added: “We welcome deeper cooperation, especially in advancing peace and progress in
Bangsamoro Autonomous Region in Muslim Mindanao, strengthening social protection, and
addressing climate and food security challenges for our people.”

Peral spent more than 25 years of his career with the UN. He previously served as UN Resident
Coordinator in Tunisia from 2020 to 2025 and in Ecuador.

The UN is the Philippines’ steady partner in achieving national development goals and the 2030
Agenda, including the 17 SDGs which are a global call to end poverty, protect the environment,
and promote peace and prosperity among all peoples.

https://politiko.com.ph/2025/08/15/ph-eyes-stronger-un-cooperation-on-peace-climate-food-security-marcos/daily-feed/
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Map out all flood control projects for transparency – DOST chief
By: Iya Gozum

Science Secretary Renato Solidum Jr. said Thursday, August 14, that all flood control
projects should be mapped out through a geographic information system for
transparency and accountability.

“All projects must be mapped out, if you will ask me,” Solidum said in a press briefing in Antipolo
City.

“For every proposed project, they must be mapped out through the geographic information
system, exactly where they will be implemented, the exact location, the dimension, and all the
river systems should also be mapped out,” he added.

Solidum said mapping the river systems as well will show the interconnections of tributaries,
canals, and their capacity to accommodate rainfall in the future.

Laying out the projects in this manner helps promote transparency. “If we can have all of this up
in detail and in a map form where we can see, then I think transparency will be the norm,” said
Solidum.

President Ferdinand Marcos Jr. has named top contractors of flood control projects in the
Philippines, following his announcement to crack down on corruption in these projects.

Rappler has mapped out and listed the flood control projects in Metro Manila and the rest of the
Philippines, according to data from the Department of Public Works and Highways.

The Department of Science and Technology developed Hazard Hunter PH, a platform that
consolidates seismic, volcanic, or hydrometeorologic hazard information to generate reports per
location.

Recent flooding in parts of the country renewed calls for integration of data and policies related
to waste management and drainage solutions.

Swift action to mitigate flooding in urban areas are crucial especially as rainfall volume
increases due to climate change.

“Especially with climate change, there will be times where rainfall will be so much [that] you
have a problem with the flood,” said Solidum. “Or sometimes there will be less rain so you will
have drought.”

Aside from flood control projects, there is also a need for water impounding facilities to weather
dry spells. Environment Secretary Raphael Lotilla has previously mentioned requiring housing
developers to establish cisterns in their project sites.

https://www.rappler.com/philippines/dost-chief-map-out-flood-control-projects-transparency/
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[Opinion] Put out the welcome mat for GCF

If the government has not done so already, the Philippines should submit an application
to host a regional office of the Green Climate Fund (GCF). The presence of a GCF
regional office here would not only provide the multilateral organization with an excellent
and well-prepared location from which to carry out its expanding work, it would have a
number of direct benefits for the Philippines as well.

Most people probably have not heard of the Green Climate Fund, because despite being in
business for almost 15 years, it has only been within the past year or two that the institution has
ramped up its efforts to raise its public profile. Given the scale of GCF’s portfolio and reach, it
certainly should be doing that, and the GCF board’s recent decision to expand its network of
offices is part of that effort, as well as aiming “to drive significantly more impact by being in
much closer proximity to its developing country partners and stakeholders,” according to its
statement announcing the move.

GCF was established following the 16th Conference of Parties (COP16) of the UN Framework
Convention on Climate Change held in Cancun, Mexico, in 2010. As is typical of these types of
big international initiatives, it took several years for the organization to pull itself together and
find its footing. In 2013, GCF established a permanent headquarters in Songdo, South Korea,
but it was not until 2015 that the institution truly stepped into the spotlight, as a ready-made
vehicle for the new, ambitious climate adaptation and mitigation financing goals under the Paris
Agreement.

According to the GCF website, it currently manages a portfolio of $18 billion in funds for climate
finance and has a hand in 314 projects across 133 developing countries. As GCF’s primary
modus operandi is to partner with other funding institutions and sources (more than 150 of
them), the total volume of funded projects with the cofinancing included is actually close to
$66.5 billion.

Just a couple of local examples of projects supported by GCF include the $10-million Multi-
Hazard Impact-Based Forecasting and Early Warning System for the Philippines in partnership
with the Land Bank of the Philippines, and the $26.27-million Adapting Philippine Agriculture to
Climate Change project in partnership with the UN Food and Agriculture Organization. The
Philippines is also among the beneficiaries of several larger regional and global projects
supported by GCF with other funding partners, including the Asian Development Bank, the
Korean Development Bank, and private-sector banks and fund managers. These projects cover
areas such as coral reef protection and rehabilitation, sustainable land use, climate-related
entrepreneurship and energy transition.

One knock against the GCF, particularly from within the development finance sector, is that its
centralized operations slow progress on putting together and implementing projects, and so to
improve its responsiveness and efficiency, GCF has decided to spread its network.

According to its recent announcement, interested countries may apply to host a regional office
or outpost until Sept. 19. Metro Manila meets the basic eligibility requirements given, and should
be offered by the government as a GCF regional office location.

https://www.manilatimes.net/2025/08/16/opinion/editorial/put-out-the-welcome-mat-for-gcf/2168618
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There is, in fact, no good reason why GCF should decline the offer, as our capital offers many
advantages. The Philippines is ideally located to connect with both the Southeast Asian and
Pacific regions, two areas of priority for GCF as well as other development finance institutions.
The Philippines was also recently selected as the headquarters for the new Climate Loss and
Damage Fund, hosts the regional headquarters of the World Health Organization, and of
course, is the home of the Asian Development Bank, which is rapidly becoming GCF’s most
important partner institution. And, as one of the world’s most climate-vulnerable countries, the
Philippines can serve as an excellent showcase of sorts of the kind of work GCF supports.

As we noted at the outset, the relevant authorities in the government may already be aware of
this and take action to submit an application. However, our attempts to find out if this is the case
have not been successful so far, and the silence on the subject — compared with the intense
public lobbying by the government about its aspiration to host the Loss and Damage Fund —
suggests not. The government should act quickly to catch up before the application deadline.
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BUSINESS MIRROR

Experts tackle ways for climate-resilient, sustainable economy

Experts from various national government agencies gathered recently to discuss insights on
building a climate-resilient and sustainable economy.

With the theme, “Facing Environmental Challenges and Climate Change in the Philippines’
Future: Actions in Line with Pagtanaw 2050,” the hybrid conference was held recently at the
historic Heyden Hall of Manila Observatory.

The Philippine Association for the Advancement of Science and Technology (PhilAAST), in
partnership with the Department of Science and Technology-National Capital Region (DOST-
NCR) organized the event, said Claire Bernadette A. Mondares of DOST-Science and
Technology Information Institute in a news release.

Pagtanaw is the country’s science, technology and information development blueprint
developed by the National Academy of Science and Technology, which envisions a progressive,
sustainable, and resilient Philippines.

Experts from the Climate Change Commission (CCC), DOST-Philippine Institute of Volcanology
and Seismology, and the Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) discussed
how governments should take actions in addressing climate-related issues as the country
consistently ranks high in terms of climate change impacts and disaster risk.

“Climate change is the governance challenge of our generation. It is global as it affects us all, no
matter who or where we are. No country can stand alone in this crusade. And we must work
together globally to find solutions. It is historic as it is the total of our omissions and
commissions, not just of our generation but the generations before us,” CCC Deputy Executive
Director Romell Antonio Cuenca, said.

Cuenca highlighted in his talk the recently completed National Adaptation Plan (NAP) for 2023-
2050, under the Marcos administration, which is crucial to steadily reduce climate-related loss
and damage and build the country’s adaptive capacity toward transformative resilience and
sustainable economic development by 2050.

According to Cuenca, the NAP is a foundational document outlining the Philippines’ roadmap to
climate resilience with fit-for-purpose interventions determined through comprehensive science
and evidence-based and beyond business-as-usual planning tools, all taking into consideration
projected risks and scenarios from top-of-class modeling technologies.

“At its core, the NAP is anchored on risk management and the best available science and
climate analytics, identifying eight key adaptation priorities and strategies to serve as an
insightful reference point to support decision-making on adaptation actions at a localized level,”
Cuenca said.

https://businessmirror.com.ph/2025/08/17/experts-tackle-ways-for-climate-resilient-sustainable-economy/
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The adaptation priorities include, agriculture, fisheries, food security, water resources, health,
ecosystems and biodiversity, cultural heritage, population displacement and migration, land use
and human settlements, livelihoods and industries, energy, transport, and communications.

Moreover, DENR Undersecretary Carlos Primo C. David, for Integrated Environmental Science,
shared strategies for resource management and overcoming environmental challenges.

He discussed unlocking and leveraging natural resources which are crucial for economic
development, community progress, and environmental protections.

“What is global warming when a person cannot even find the food that he will serve his family
for tomorrow? What is sea level rise when the slightest rainfall or an active habagat, monsoon
rains, will mean that my town will be flooded consequently? And therefore, what is climate
change when I do not even have a sustainable, viable livelihood for my family to survive,” David
said.

He added that there is a negative factor when looking at the equation for vulnerability because
of climate change, which is the adaptive capacity of the person or the family.

“You reduce vulnerability if you have that adaptive capacity. To me, what adaptive capacity
means is that you have enough resources to feed for your family, to ensure that they are safe
and well despite of climate change,” David said.

He shared strategies in unlocking natural resources like water. He said, first is to map out all
these resources; create policies that will unlock these resources; improve the application and
regulatory procedures; and insert important environmental sustainability and climate resilience
strategies.

“If we change our mindset that water is a resource and not as a disadvantage to Filipinos
because it creates flooding, traffic on Katipunan [Avenue in Quezon City], damages our crops,
and so on and so forth. But remember that it’s the same water, even floodwaters, that we will
use for our drinking water, irrigation, aquaculture, ecotourism, and even power generation,” he
pointed out.

David added that the five strategies presented for water resources are almost 100 percent
complete.

On the other hand, while CCC is committed to translating the NAP into tangible actions, Cuenca
said the success relies on the active participation of regions and local governments.

PhilAAST is being led by its president, former DOST secretary Fortunato R. de la Peña.

This initiative is one of the many collaborations and programs of the DOST aimed at providing
science-based, innovative, and inclusive solutions across four strategic pillars: human well-
being, wealth creation, wealth protection, and sustainability. These pillars embody the mantra
OneDOST4U: Solutions, Opportunities for All.
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CCC Pushes NAP-aligned Nature-based Solutions for Resilience in Bukidnon

The Climate Change Commission (CCC) is scaling up nature-based solutions (NbS) aligned
with the National Adaptation Plan (NAP), emphasizing ecosystem-led approaches to build
climate resilience in vulnerable areas like the Province of Bukidnon.

Nature-based solutions (NbS), defined as actions to protect, sustainably manage, and restore
natural ecosystems to address societal challenges, are one of the thematic cross-sector
adaptation strategies of the NAP. This approach prioritizes ecological interventions that deliver
both biodiversity conservation and human well-being benefits.

The NAP specifically calls for mainstreaming of NbS in critical adaptation strategies. For land
use and human settlements, it involves strategies to stabilize slopes and reduce flood risks. For
livelihoods and industries, it promotes reinforcing infrastructure with climate-resilient designs.

During a recent field mission, Bukidnon stakeholders expressed strong support for NbS
implementation. Local officials, cooperatives, and community leaders highlighted specific nature
-based approaches aligned with regional needs, including bamboo cultivation – identified for its
unique potential to deliver ecological and economic co-benefits.

“Traditional gray infrastructure like seawalls often shifts risks to vulnerable communities, unlike
bamboo cultivation that uses natural systems to control erosion, sequester carbon 30% faster
than hardwood forests, and create sustainable economies,” said CCC Vice Chair and Executive
Director Robert E.A. Borje.

A People’s Survival Fund (PSF) technical briefing was also conducted to equip Bukidnon
planners with tools to develop bankable NbS proposals, prioritizing projects with rigorous
ecological safeguards.

“Effective NbS requires science-based risk assessments respecting ecosystem carrying
capacity,” Borje emphasized. “It must integrate indigenous knowledge while delivering co-
benefits from carbon sequestration to livelihood generation.”

Looking ahead, the CCC will support technical mapping of climate-vulnerable zones suitable for
bamboo reforestation through academic partnerships, assist local governments in developing
PSF-funded NbS proposals, and facilitate policy alignment with NAP priorities.
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