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CONS-O-1

Global target

National contribution
to the global target

Voluntary national
target

Information events

Mass media articles
and radio/television
programmes about
these events

Sources of
information

Qualitative
assessment

United States of America

Performance indicators

Operational objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

Number and size of information events organized on the subject of desertification, land degradation
and drought (DLDD) and/or DLDD synergies with climate change and biodiversity, and audience
reached by media addressing DLDD and DLDD synergies

Percentage of population informed about DLDD and/or DLDD synergies

0
with climate change and biodiversity 0% AL

Percentage of national population informed about DLDD and/or DLDD 2011

synergies with climate change and biodiversity ,ZI 2013
2015

2017
2019

0,
Percentage of national population informed about DLDD and/or DLDD & Year

synergies with climate change and biodiversity H

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?

It is not possible to tell in a country of over 300 million people what percentage of the national
population is informed about DLDD and/or DLDD synergies with climate change and biodiversity. Any

attempt to estimate a number would surely be inaccurate so none is offered.

Year Number of events Total estimated participants
2008
2009
2010
2011

2012 | [
2023 [ ———— ]

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

Year Number Estimated people reached

2012 I | ]
20123 5]

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

| In a country the size of the United States, with a large, robust, and dynamic CSO presence and a
free press, it is not possible to keep track of this information. Any attempt to estimate a number would

| surely be inaccurate so none is offered.

Does your country have a national communication strategy
addressing DLDD and/or DLDD synergies with climate change Yes [ | No
and biodiversity in place?

Provide any complementary information as needed (e.g., regarding the implementation of the
Comprehensive Communication Strategy, activities relating to the United Nations Decade for Deserts
and the Fight Against Desertification, etc.):
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Performance indicators

Operational objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

NRCS:
-http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/stelprdb1144283.pdf
-http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/wo/Communications_Directorate/public_affairs/
socialmedia.Par.83084.File.dat/ExternalNewMediaStrategy.pdf

BLM
http://www.blm.gov/pgdata/etc/medialib/blm/wo/Law_Enforcement/nlcs/education__interpretation/

strategy.Par.85517.File.dat/ElYNational%20Strategy.pdf
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CONS-0O-3

Global target

National contribution

to global target:
number of CSOs

and STls involved in

DLDD-related
programmes/
projects

Sources of

information: name of

the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls
the CSOs and STls

Voluntary national
target

Qualitative
assessment

United States of America

Performance indicators

Operational objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

Number of civil society organizations (CSOs) and science and technology institutions (STIs) participating
in the Convention processes

A steady growth in the participation of CSOs and STls in the Convention processes is recorded along the
implementation period of The Strategy.

Year Number of civil society organizations T:CT :g{;gy?ﬁgﬁiisg
2008
2009
2010

2011

2012 | [ |
213 (5]

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

| In a country the size of the United States, with a large, robust, and dynamic CSI and STI presence, it is
not possible to estimate.
Any attempt to estimate a number would surely be inaccurate so none is offered.

%

]

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?

Percent increase in the number of CSOs and STls participating in the
Convention process at national level, per biennium

Is your country undertaking initiatives to increase the
participation of CSOs and STls in DLDD-related programmes
and projects?

Yes No |:|

Provide a short description of actions taken at the national level to promote participation by CSOs and
STls in the Convention processes.

The United States actively supports the contribution of thousands of CSOs and STls in combating DLDD

through a combination of financial incentives (including grants, tax exemptions, tax breaks for private
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Performance indicators

Operational objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

[ donors to these organizations) and technical support. |

United States of America 6/20



Performance indicators
Operational objective 1: Advocacy, awareness raising and education

CO NS O 4 Number and type of DLDD-related initiatives of civil society organizations (CSOs) and science and
technology institutions (STIs) in the field of education

A steady growth in the number of DLDD-related education initiatives undertaken by CSOs and STls is

Global target recorded along the implementation period of The Strategy

National contribution Year Number of CSOs initiatives Number of STls initiatives
to the global target: 2008
number of DLDD- 2009
related initiatives 2010

implemented by CSOs 2011

and STIs in the field of 2012 I
education Za N I —

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

Sources of | In a country the size of the United States, with a large, robust, and dynamic CSO and STI presence, it is
information not possible to estimate

| Any attempt to estimate a number would surely be inaccurate so none is offered.

Voluntary national Percent increase in the number of DLDD-related education initiatives %

target undertaken by CSOs and STls, per biennium |:|

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?

Qualitative Is your country undertaking initiatives to increase the number
assessment of DLDD-related initiatives in the education sector Yes No [ ]
implemented by CSOs and STIs?

Provide a short description of actions taken at the national level to increase the number of DLDD-
related initiatives of CSOs and STls in the field of education.

The United States actively supports the contribution of thousands of CSOs and STls to DLDD education
through a combination of financial incentives (including grants, tax exemptions, tax breaks for private
donors to these organizations) and technical support.

United States of America 7/20



Performance indicators
Operational objective 2: Policy framework
Number of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities to have finalized the formulation/
CO NS-O-5 revision of national, subregional and regional action programmes (NAPs/SRAPs/RAPs) aligned to The

Strategy, taking into account biophysical and socio-economic information, national planning and
policies, and integration into investment frameworks

Percentage of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities

> 0
Global target that have formulated, revised a NAP/SRAP/RAP aligned to The Strategy =80% 2018
National contribution 5 N NAP alisned to the S R
to the global target oes your country have a aligned to the Strategy* Yes I:l No
Qualitative
o 5
assessment Is your NAP being implemented” Yes |:| No

Please answer the following two questions only if your country has not aligned the NAP to the Strategy

Voluntary national When do you plan to align your NAP to the Strategy? 2014-2015 |:|
target 20162017 [ |
20182019 [ |
No Plan Yet

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?

Qualitative Provide any complementary information as needed (e.g., national circumstances affecting the NAP
assessment alignment and implementation process)

Sources of | http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/national/programs/financial/
information http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/national/programs/?cid=stelprdb 1048817

| http://www.blm.gov/wo/st/en/prog/more.htmi

United States of America 8/20



CONS-O-7

Global target

National contribution
to the global target

Performance indicators

Operational objective 2: Policy framework

Number of initiatives for synergistic planning/programming of the three Rio conventions or
mechanisms for joint implementation, at all levels

Each affected country Party has either one joint national plan in place or functional

mechanism(s) to ensure synergies among the three Rio conventions AU
Was your country implementing joint planning/programming Yes |:|
initiatives for the three Rio conventions in the current reporting
period? Yes, but for only two

of the Rio conventions

No []

Were there any operational mechanisms that facilitated joint Yes
implementation of the three Rio Conventions during the current
reporting period? Yes, but for only two D

of the Rio conventions

No|:|

Please answer the following questions if your country has such initiatives or mechanisms in place

Qualitative
assessment

Qualitative
assessment

Sources of
information

United States of America

H There is not a national initiative but as needs and opportunities arise where we identify synergies we

If your country has initiatives for synergistic planning/programming of the three Rio conventions,
specify the type of joint initiative(s):

Evaluation of national plans and identification of gaps in synergies |:|

Identification of national sectors and policies that could benefit from synergies and cooperation |:|
Review of national policies to enhance cooperation and synergies |:|

Enhancement of the institutional and scientific capacities and awareness of relevant stakeholders |:|

Other (please describe below):

make an effort to capitalize on them.

If your country has mechanisms for joint implementation, specify the type of mechanism(s):

Regular meetings between focal points and focal point teams of the Rio conventions |:|
A national coordinating committee for the implementation of the Rio conventions |:|
National coordination on synergies in reporting under the Rio conventions |:|

Other (please describe below):

One person is the national focal point for two of the Rio Conventions and has a close working
relationship with the third national focal point, which is located in the same part of the ministry. The two
colleagues engage each other on an ad hoc basis as issues arise and discussions are required.

Provide any complementary information as needed:

| Barbara De Rosa-Joynt, Chief for Biodiversity, Office of Conservation&Water, OES/ECW, US Dept of State|
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Performance indicators

Operational objective 2: Policy framework
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Performance indicators
Operational objective 3: Science, technology and knowledge

CONS O 8 Number of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities to have established and
supported a national/subregional/regional monitoring system for DLDD

Percentage of affected country Parties, subregional and regional reporting
Global target entities that have established and supported national monitoring systems >60 % 2018
for DLDD

National contribution  Is a monitoring system specifically dedicated to DLDD
to the global target established in your country? Yes No D

If yes, is the monitoring system regularly updated and

functional? Yes No D

Please answer the following questions if your country has not established and supported national monitoring systems
for DLDD by the end of the current reporting period

Voluntary national When does your country plan to establish and support a national 2014-2015 |:|
target monitoring system for DLDD? 2016-2017 I:l

20182019 | |
No Plan Yet |:|

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?

Sources of |

information

Qualitative b N o i o DLDD?

assessment oes your country have a monitoring system partially covering . Yes [ ] No [ ]
Provide any complementary information as needed (e.g., major difficulties experienced, how the
system is being supported, etc.):

Knowledge-sharing List any DLDD-relevant knowledge-sharing system in your country, providing an Internet link and

systems estimated number of users per year (add as many rows as necessary).
Name of the system: Natural Resources Inventory
Internet link: http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/me/tec
Estimated number of users per year: 25000
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Performance indicators

Operational objective 3: Science, technology and knowledge

CO NS-O-lO Number of revised NAPs/SRAPs/RAPs reflecting knowledge of DLDD drivers and their interactions, and
of the interaction of DLDD with climate change and biodiversity

Percentage of revised NAPs/SRAPs/RAPs that have successfully gone > 709
Global target through a quality self-assessment. i AL

United States of America 12/20



Performance indicators
Operational objective 4: Capacity-building

Number of countries, subregional and regional reporting entities engaged in building capacity to
CONS-0-13 combat DLDD on the basis of the National Capacity Self-Assessment (NCSA) or other methodologies
and instruments

Percentage of affected country Parties, subregional and regional reporting entities that

Global target implement DLDD-specific capacity-building plans or programmes/projects

=290 %

National contribution Is your country implementing DLDD-specific capacity-building Yes D No
to the global target plans or programmes/projects on the basis of the NCSA?

Is your country implementing DLDD-specific capacity-building

plans or programmes/projects on the basis of other

methodologies and instruments to assess national Yes I:l
capacity-building needs?

No

Provide any relevant information on the size, scope, effectiveness and status of the initiatives
implemented, or other complementary information as needed

There are not any DLDD specific programs that have been implemented or are planning to be
implemented, however, there are capacity-building plans and programs/projects that have DLDD
components.

Sources of ||

Voluntary national If at the time of reporting there are no DLDD-specific capacity-building plans, 2014-2015 |:|

target programmes or projects implemented in your country, when does your country 2016-2017 D
plan to have them in place?

20182019 | |

No Plan Yet

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?

Qualitative Has your country assessed DLDD-related capacity-building needs?
assessment ves [ ] No

Did you country receive technical and/or financial assistance
to build capacities to combat DLDD? Yes D No

United States of America 13/20



Performance indicators

Operational objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Number of affected country Parties, subregional and regional entities whose investment frameworks,
CONS-0-14 established within the integrated financing strategy (IFS) devised by the Global Mechanism (GM) or
within other IFSs, reflect leveraging national, bilateral and multilateral resources to combat DLDD

Percentage of affected country Parties, subregional and regional reporting

Global target entities that have developed integrated investment frameworks (IIFs)

=50 % 2014

National contribution
i i ? Yes No |v
to the global target Does your country have an integrated investment framework® |:|

Provide any complementary information as needed (e.g. is the IIF based on the NAP; non-traditional and
innovative financing targeted by the IIF; overview of the progress in implementing the IIF in your country;
assistance received in the development or implementation of the IIF from the GM or other development
partners, etc.)

Sources of |
information

Please answer the following questions only if your country has not developed an IIF by the end of the reporting period

Voluntary national When does your country plan to establish an IIF? 2014-2015 |:|
target 20162017 [ |

20182019 | |

No Plan Yet

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?
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CONS-0O-16

Rating of the bilateral
assistance received
for the implementation
of the Convention and
its Strategy during the
reporting period

Qualitative
assessment

United States of America

Performance indicators

Operational objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Degree of adequacy, timeliness and predictability of financial resources made available by

developed country Parties to combat DLDD

Adequacy of bilateral assistance received Adequate
Fairly adequate

Not adequate

Timeliness of bilateral assistance received Timely
Fairly timely

Not timely

Predictability of bilateral assistance received Predictable

Fairly predictable

Not predictable

DO non

Provide any complementary information (e.g., additional information on other aspects beyond those
mentioned above which impact proper planning and effective implementation of the Convention in your

country, etc.)

Not applicable - the US is a developed country party.

Did your country receive assistance in raising resources from Yes I:l No

bilateral donors?
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Performance indicators

Operational objective 5: Financing and technology transfer

Amount of financial resources and type of incentives which have enabled access to
CONS-0-18 technology by affected country Parties

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

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

National contribution Year Currency Amount
to the target: 2008
estimated amount of 2009
financial resources 2010
allocated to facilitate 2011

access to technology 2012 |—f l—l
203 9 ]

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

Has your country established economic and policy incentives Yes No D
intended to facilitate access to technology?

Sources of | http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/national/programs/financial/eqip/
information http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/national/programs/farmbill/rcpp/

http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/national/programs/financial/cig/
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/national/programs/technical/

Voluntary national Percentage increase of financial resources allocated to facilitate access to % Year
target technology by a given year | | I

Which national target your country has established to measure progress in achieving the priorities
established in the national action programme, if different from the target suggested above?

Qualitative Provide any complementary information as needed (e.g., a short overview of specific aspects and the
assessment nature of technology transfer in your country, aspects in which there is a need to increase the level of
technology transfer, etc.)

The US, like many countries, is undergoing a transition from providing technical assistance primarily
through individual extension agents to the development and implementation of increasing numbers of
internet-based tools and applications.
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Identification

Identification code

Name of the activity
funded

United States of America

Financial flows

Unified financial annex

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

Part 1 of 1

Enter the name or title of the activity, project, programme, organization or initiative

17/20



Additional information

Reporting process-related issues

Financial resources

Human resources

Knowledge

Coordination

Participation and
consultation

Validation

Subregional and
regional processes

United States of America

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

No|:|

Provide an estimate of the amount invested from your country's national budget into the current UNCCD

reporting process

Year Currency Amount
2008
2009
2010
2011

2012
2013

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

|||||qp||||

Provide an estimate of the people involved in your country in the UNCCD reporting process, and of the

total number of months dedicated by these persons to the reporting process

Year Number of people Number of months

2008
2009
2010
2011

2012
2013

2014
2015
2016
2017
2018

|||II¥IIII

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

No|:|

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

No [_]

Was a participatory or consultative approach applied to involve all relevant Yes |:|
stakeholders in the reporting process?

No [v]

Was a validation meeting held as a part of the reporting process? Yes

Did your country cooperate with the entities entrusted with preparing the Yes |:|
subregional and regional action programme reports?

No



Additional information

Accommodation of specific requests within decisions taken by the Conference of the Parties

Reporting on Tick the boxes only if you have experienced difficulties in reporting on one or more performance
specific COP requests: indicator(s). When doing so, place the tick mark under the e-SMART criterion for which the difficulty

iterative process on occurred.

indicators Economic Specific Measurable  Achievable Relevant Time-bound
CONS-0-1 [] [] L]
CONS-0-3 [] [] []
CONS-0-4 [] [] []
CONS-0-5 ] ] [] [] [] L]
CONS-0-7 [] ] [] [] [] L]
CONS-0-8 ] ] ] ] [] []
CONS-0-10 ] ] ] ] [] []
CONS-0-13 ] ] [] [] [] L]
CONS-0-14 ] ] [] [] [] L]
CONS-0-16 ] [] ] [] [] []
CONS-0-18 [] ] [] [] []

Any other country-specific issues

Does your country have any specific issue to bring to the attention
of the Conference of the Parties?

<

8
L]

5
N

United States of America 19/20



Submission form Name of the reporting officer

Date of completion

Please enter your email address to
authorize this submission

Name of the authorizing officer

Date of authorization

Please enter your email address to
authorize this submission

United States of America

Submission

Barbara De Rosa-Joynt

12/09/2014

derosabm@state.gov

Barbara De Rosa-Joynt

12/09/2014

derosabm@state.gov
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