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BRIEF

Coupling Forest Protection with Food Security
The African Development Bank’s (AfDB) Gazetted Forests
Participatory Management Project for REDD+ aims to address two pressing developmental objectives in Burkina
Faso: improving the carbon sequestration capacity of gazetted forests and reducing poverty in rural areas. The project
is supported by the Climate Investment Funds’ (CIF) Forest
Investment Program (FIP), a financing mechanism to address the drivers of deforestation and forest degradation.
In the context of scarce global resources, and the need for
lower-income states to manage multiple urgent development challenges, projects such as this look at the feasibility
of addressing climate and welfare challenges in tandem. The
CIF is currently working with the World Bank’s Development
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Impact Evaluation Group (DIME) to carry out an impact eval-
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uation of the effectiveness, determinants, and replicability of
such objectives.

CLIMATE CHANGE AND
SOCIAL PROTECTION
The global community has committed, through the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), to tackle the coexistent and
pressing challenges of climate change, youth unemployment
and food insecurity. By 2030, the international development
community aims to eradicate poverty (SDG1), end hunger
(SDG2), promote productive employment for all (SDG8), all
while promoting climate change adaptation and mitigation
(SDG13), amongst other goals.1 With the 2030 deadline fast
approaching, and faced with dwindling and increasingly
1. World Development Indicators, World Bank, 2016.
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Human Development and Forestry in the context
of Burkina Faso, food insecurity and undernutrition
have proven to be chronically difficult problems to
tackle. This year alone, it is estimated that 3 percent
of the entire population – approximately 687,000
people – will require urgent food assistance during
the period June-August, the leanest time of the

eration and climate resilience.
In theory, such schemes could also leverage the
“youth bulge” in Africa,6 supporting climate action
while providing temporary revenues and jobs for unemployed youth. Welfare outcomes could also apply
to a range of other demographics currently out of
access to traditional livelihood activities. While the
evaluation tells the success of context-specific PES
schemes, it also opens the door to a far wider array
of social protection-climate action solutions, and a re-

hold inputs like fuelwood. Those in the PES treat-

CAN PAYMENTS FOR ECOSYSTEM
SERVICES (PES) DELIVER FOOD
SECURITY OUTCOMES?

ment group were members of five-person teams,

The World Bank’s Development Impact Evaluation (DIME) group generates high-quality and operationally-

given a reforestation parcel, and collectively earn-

relevant data and research to transform development policy, help reduce extreme poverty, and secure shared

ing ~$0.62 for every newly planted tree that was still
alive a year later. The evaluation collected detailed
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primary data from both the treatment and control

2. FAO 2019

4. Wunder, 2015

3. Burkina Faso CIF Investment Plan, 2012, Page 10

5. Pagiola et al., 2005

prosperity. It develops customized data and evidence ecosystems to produce actionable information and
recommend specific policy pathways to maximize impact.
For more information, please visit
http://www.worldbank.org/en/research/dime
www.climateinvestmentfunds.org

