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ENEES ADB

AWifi username and password are found on your ID
AAlways wear your ID orthe ADB premises

AUse of face mask is optional

APlease maintain social distancing



The official online platform for ADB's Safeguard Policy Review and Update (SPRU) Regional Consultations

Click on the Interpretation button
at the bottom of your Zoom screen.

® \

Interpretation Reactions

Off

Language 1
Language 2
Language 3
Language 4

Mute Original Audio

©

Interpretation

09 1
[ 79

Participants

[Current Name

CONTACT US

‘, Raise Hand

S V2O s

Cancel

A

Stop Video

https:/

/www.adb.org/who-we
are/safeguards/safeguard-policy-review

safeguardsupdate@adb.org



Restatement of ADB'€ ommitment SAFEGUARD

to Meaningful Consultations |51 POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE

The SafeguardPolicy Reviewand Update Phase2 consultationsprovide opportunities for
stakeholdersto expresstheir views and opinions on ADB's environmentaland social
safeguards the most meaningfuandsafestmannerpossible

All stakeholdersare encouragedto articulate their inputs and concerns during these
consultation sessions By joining (and as noted in paragraph47 of the Stakeholder
EngagemenPlan)stakeholdersare consentingto the video and audio recording of these
consultationsADB will prepareconsultationsummariedor internaluse Thesewill not be
disclosedpublicly The purpose of the recordingsis only to ensure the accuracyand
transparencyof proceedings

Stakeholders wishing to exclude themselves from such recordings are asked to contact:
Safeguards Policy Review and Update Secretarstfatjuardsupdate @adb.owthin 2
weeks of this session to share their exceptions and exclusions.



mailto:safeguardsupdate@adb.org

Restatement of ADB'€ ommitment SAFEGUARD

to Meaningful Consultations | =39 POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE

All typesof feedbackare welcome Thesewill not be usedfor the purposesof retaliation,
abuseor anyother kind of discrimination

If you haveanyissuesor concernson the disclosureyecording,confidentialitypotential
risks,abuseor any kind of discriminationduring the consultationspr wish to exclude

yourselffrom the recording of eventsand discussiongpleasecontact the Secretariatat
safeguardsupdate @adh.
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|.  Technical Announcements and Acknowledgement of Participants (10 mins)

Il. Session 4:Land Acquisition, Resettlement and Involuntary Restriction of Access to Land (30
mins)
Madhumita Gupta, Principal Social Development Specialist (Safeguards), Safeguards Division
(SDSSKustainable Development and Clim@teange Department (SDCC)

. Questions, Answers and Discussion (60 mins)
V. Break (10 mins)

V. Session 5:Labor and Working Conditions (30 mins)
Jay Wagner, InternationahbourAdvisor (Consultant)

VI, Questions, Answers and Discussion (60 mins)

VIl Lunch break (60 mins)



VIIl. Session 6: Safeguards for Indigenous Peoples (30 mins)
Tulsi BishtSenior Social Development Specialist (Safegu&afEguards Division
(SDSSKustainabl®evelopment and Climat€hange Department (SDCC)

X, Questions, Answers and Discussion (60 mins)

X, Wrap Up and Closing Remarks (10 mins)

Bruce Dunn, DirectorSafeguards Division (SDSS)stainabl®evelopment and Climat€hange
Department (SDCC)

Xl Event Evaluation (5 mins)
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ADB Safeguards Policy Statement, 2009 (SPS): OverviexDB

IR Safeguard Objectives

Avoid involuntary resettlement
wherever possible

Minimize involuntary resettlement by
exploring project and design alternatives

Restore and enhance the livelihoods of
all displaced persons in real terms relative
to pre-project levels

Improve the standards of living of the
displaced poor and other vulnerable group

Key Requirements

Triggers: physical and economic displacement related to involuntary land
acquisition, involuntary land use restriction, and involuntary restriction of
access to resources/legally designated parks and protected areas; impact:
can be full/partial, permanent or temporary.

Key requirements

Screening, categorization and assessment of IR impacts

IR planning: prepare/update and disclose resettlement plans
Stakeholder consultations with displaced persons and GRM

Restoration of livelihoods through replacement/compensation for los
assets at replacement cost; no displacement prior to compensation

Provision of assistance and support (cash andcash)

o o Do Do Do I»

Protections for displaced persons without recognizable legal rights tc
land

o

Monitoring of resettlement outcomes and disclosure of reports



Independent Evaluation Department (IED):

1. Maximize the value added of the IR safeguard beyond compensation . IED evaluationfinds
A D B mwluntary Resettlement(IR) safeguardperformanceto be generallysatisfactoryhowever, it
notes a primary reliance on compensationof affected persons with a simultaneousweaknessof
livelihoodrestoration andimprovementespeciallffor severelyaffectedpoor andvulnerablenouseholds
Recommend<learer livelihood restoration provisionsand mitigationapproachesNotes weaknessem
stakeholder consultationsand disclosure of resettlement plans,and further recommendsimproved
disclosureof safeguarddocumentationn locallanguageandimprovedparticipationof governmentstaff
In consultations

2. Recommends a new integrated approach to risk assessment and categorization . The useof a
numericalthresholdof 200 severelyaffectedpersonsfor IR categoryA projectsis judgedinadequateand
insufficientlyrisk oriented, as it does not appropriately assessthe variable risks within the socio
economicjnstitutionalandcountry contexts

3. Recommends enhanced mechanisms to assess social risks in projects and impacts on
communities, people and their livelihoods which do not originate from involuntary land
acquisition but may still lead to physical and economic displacement.



Analytical Study Methodology and Processes:

Analytical Study Obijective :

A Studyobjectiveis to provide informedrecommendationgor the updateof requirementsrelated
to landacquisitionlanduserestriction,andinvoluntaryresettlement

Analytical Study Methodology :

A Desk based document review - IED Report and ADB ManagementResponse project
documentgelatedto IR safeguards

A Benchmarkingvith other MFIpolices- Comparativeanalysisvith EBRD|FC,IDB World Bank

A Stakeholderconsultationsand workshops- ADB staff,developingnembercountries (DMCs),
PrivateSectorclientsandorganizations;ivil societyorganisations



Findings of Benchmarking of ADB IR Safeguard with MFIs ADB

Objectives and Scope of Application
A ADB shareswith other MFlIsthe objectivesof avoidingandminimizingadverseR impacts

A Other MFIsinclude amongthe policy objectives avoidanceof forced eviction compensationat
replacementost andstakeholderengagement

A SomeMFlincluderequirementsfor voluntarylandtransactionssuchasvoluntarylanddonations

A Some MFIs allow applicationof the IR standardto livelihood impacts not resulting from land
acquisition

Risk classification and categorization
A Exceptfor ADB, all MFlsadopteda risk-basedntegratedenvironmentabndsocialassessment




Findings of Benchmarking of ADB IR Safeguard with MFIs ADB

Mitigation plans

A All MFIs require preparation of varying types of resettlement planning documents
commensuratevith the levelof displacement

A All MFIspermit the use of resettlementframeworksfor projects without impactassessments
preparedbefore project approval

A ADB limitingthe useof frameworksto four financemodalities

Stakeholder engagement

A All MFIsrequire disclosureof relevantinformation about displacementmpactsand mitigation
measuresn locallanguageandanaccessibleulturallyappropriatemanner

A SomeMFIsdetailthe kind of informationrequired

A Exceptfor ADB, none of the MFIsexplicitly require full disclosureof resettlementdocuments
on their websites




Findings of Benchmarking of ADB IR Safeguard with MFIs ADB

Monitoring and implementation
A ADB explicitlymandateshe publicdisclosureof monitoringreports on its website

A To ensureverificationof the completionof RPimplementationespeciallyor IR categoryA, other
MFIsmayrequire landacquisitionR completionreports and/orexternalcomplianceaeviews

A ADB doesnot require standalondR completionauditsand reports but mandatesongoingM&E
anddisclosesompletionof RPimplementationin project completionreports.

Roles and responsibilities
A The divisionof responsibilitiess comparablé¢o ADB.

A MFIsundertakescreeningdue diligencesupervisionsupportandcapacitybuilding
A Borrowers implementall requirementsfor safeguardnanagemensf the standards




Key Issues for
further consideration [[=5]1 PoLICY REVIEW

SAFEGUARD

AND UPDATE

-

Architecture and Integration

1. Adoption of a performance standard approach,with binding requirements for

2.

3.

Borrowers and ADB, includingfor staff,with clarificationof differentialroles and

responsibilitiesfor the managementf land acquisitionand land use restriction
(LA/LUR)

Adoption of a risk-basedapproachto screeningscopingand categorizationof
LA/LURwithout a numericalthresholdfor impactsignificance

Adoption of anintegratedenvironmentalnd socialimpactassessmerisan over
arching assessmentool to cover all anticipatedsocial risks and impacts of a
project,with specificequirementsfor LA/LUR




Key Issues for
further consideration [==]] PoLICY REVIEW

SAFEGUARD

AND UPDATE

Scope of Application
1.

To cover both involuntaryand voluntary forms of LA/LUR,improve implementation
practicesandprovide clearerguidance

To clarify provisions related to |land use restriction and restriction on access
(regardingboth infrastructureandnaturalresourcemanagementelatedimpacts)

To clarify provisionsfor the socialimpactsof associatedacilities.existingfacilities,
legacyissuesandcumulativeampactsandtheir mitigation

To clarify provisionsfor mitigationof livelihoodimpacts& assetlossesnot causedoy
landacquisition




Key Issues for
further consideration I=

SAFEGUARD
POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE

Strengthening of other provisions

1. To link LA/LURplanningwith the readines®f the technical design through either
A implementation ready land acquisitiplanspr
A aframeworkapproach coupled with enhanced scoping

2. To further clarify LA/LUR related provisions for

A valuation of lost assets A mitigation measures for host

A livelihood restoration communities

A relocation of nontitled displaced A st rengt hening of th
persons capacity for LA/LUR management

A vulnerability A external and thirdparty monitoring

A gender and verification
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Q&A Mechanics

How to raise questions/feedback:

For inperson participants
- Raise your hands and provide your feedback live
- Write your questions/feedback on paper and submit to the moderator, these questions will be asked

anonymously

For online participants

- Raise your hands virtually through the Zoom button

- Type your questions/feedback on the Zoom chat box

- If you want your question asked anonymously, instead of sending the chat message to everyone, you m:
send your question/feedback to Jennifer De BeledadsorGarcia

Participants will be called on a fasbme, firstserved basis. Participants may be called in batches to manage
time.

We will be using English as our main language for the discussion 20



Get involved
Please send us your feedback and suggestions:

WEBSITE

https://www.adb.org/who-we-are/about/safeguard-policy-review

FACEBOOK PAGE

https://www.facebook.com/ADBsafeguardreview

E-MAIL

1 U . U 0 safeguardsupdate@adb.org
|

Screen Break' e
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Background

1 ADB is updating the 2009 Safeguard Policy Statement (SPS)

1 Labor and Working Conditions (LWC) is one of studies being conducted to
feed into the Safeguard Policy Review and Update (SPRU).

1 ADB commissioned Plexus Energy consultant Jay Wagner to review policy

requirements on LWC and benchmark against peer MFIs (WB,AlIB, IFC,
EBRD, and IDB)

SAFEGUARD
L,E POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE




Purpose and Scope

1 Review ADB documents and policies incl. the 2009 SPS, Social Protection Strategy,
Strategy 2030, Handbook for Poverty and Social Analysis, Handbook on Core Labor
Standards (CLS), etc.

9 Conduct comparative review of key similarities and differences on LWC
standards/policies and implementation arrangements (guidance materials and
requirements) of ADB and peer MFIs.

91 Identify: best industry practices, standards and guidance; gaps, areas of convergence,
strengths and weaknesses; critical issues to be addressed; and make
recommendations.

1 LWC includes: the core labor standards ?child labor, foréaobr,nondiscrimination,
and f{eed%m of tassomatlorirbealth and safety, suppainpother labor issues such
as retrenchment.

SAFEGUARD
L,E POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE




Process and Deliverables

1. Document Review and Stakeholder Interviews
2. Draft Report

3. Final Report containing:

0 A gap analysis of LWC in 2009 SPS and a comparative analysis of MFIs safeguard
policies, implementation requirements and practices

o Recommendation for ways forward on LWC for ADB's updateafeguard policy

SAFEGUARD
| 8[| POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE




SAtent SAFEGUARD
ADB Practice [ PoLicy REViEW

AND UPDATE

ASafeguard Policy Statement (2009)
ASocial Protection Strategy (2001)

»» Social Protection Operational Plan
» QOperation Manual C3: Incorporation of Social Dimensions into ADB Operations

» Initial Poverty and Social Assessment (IPg8@) Summary Poverty Reduction and
Social Strategy (SPR$orts on Core Labor Standardsue diligence

» Loan Covenant, Project Administration
Manual and Contract Agreements



Key Findings

A ADB LWC Provisions are scattered
o LWC provisions scattered over multiple documerd<LS Handbook, Handbook on Poverty and Analysis, etc.
o MDB peers (except AlIB) have a consolidated, staloie LWC Safeguard Standard

A Lack of Clarity and Accessibility

o0 A standalone LWC safeguard and associated specific guidance, like some ADBs peers have adopted, has pr
beneficial in terms of clarity and accessibility for both staff and borrowers

A Aspirational vs Practical

o ADB provisions worded such that they aspire more to an overall development objective whereas other MFIs
approach is more practical and applied

0 No specific details on how to implement the CLS

o0 ADBs peers have defined clear, practical and auditable requirements for their clients, supported by operation
focused guidance notes



Key Findings

A Policy Principles vs Performance Standards (PS)

o0 PS approach is seen as better suited to address LWC issues and to require compliance by
borrowers

o Clear and binding safeguard requirements would likely enhance developmental outcomes

A Absence of Guidance and Operationalisation
o ADB lacks projectspecific guidance
o LWC requirements are not implementatieiocused and not operationalized

A Loan Modalities

o LWC transcend the different loan modalities and are equally applicable to private sector proje
finance as well as public sector lending



Key Findings

A Descriptive vs Prescriptive
o ADB focuses on a owhat is06, explaining the
o Ot her MFIls chose a more prescriptive, oOohow

0 Language of peer MFI LWC provisions is more binding.Absence of more binding language give

the impression that compliance with the CLS is optional, with national LWC provisions
prevailing

A Allocating Responsibility

o IFC,WB, EBRD and IDB put onus of managing and monitoring LWC on borrowers / projects

o ADB does not allocate clear responsibility to borrowers/here it is mentioned, it falls mainly
to ADB/ADB staff



Key Findings

A Gaps and Omissions

o Compared to other MFIs,ADB has key gaps on crogking and emerging issues, such as
vulnerability, grievance mechanisabor influx / migrant workers, supply chain, gender and
gendefbased violence etc.

0 These themes reinforce the importance of LWC as a core issue in project finance and
sustainable development

o Implicit reference to the CLS in the safeguards is not sufficient

o Harmonisation with MDB Peers

0 The absence of a consolidated andtapdate safeguard addressing LWC is becoming an
obstacle to cefinancing with other MFlIs.

o0 Increased harmonization between MFIs would lower transaction costs and makes it easier for
staff to evaluate and oversee projects and for borrowers to comply with LWC requirements



Recommendations

SAFEGUARD
| =4]] POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE

Key Recommendation :Update SPSand adopt a LWC Performance Standard

A R18Adopt a Stand -Alone LWC Performance Standard
o Consolidate LWC provisions and provide greater clarity for staff and borrowers
0 Understand the resource requirements involved

A R2 & Safeguards Oversight and Quality Assurance
0 Review the arrangements and steps needed to implement and oversee tloairoli a LWC PS

o Consider the kind of indicators needed

A R3 &Tighten the Language of LWC Provisions
o0 Ensure that provisions are based on more definitive language such as "must" or "should"



Recommendations

SAFEGUARD
| =4]] POLICY REVIEW
AND UPDATE

A R4 8 Guidelines and Tools

o Develop, in parallel to a starelone LWC PS, operationalfgcused LWC guidelines,
guidance notes and tools for borrowers

AR5 & Strengthen Bank Expertise in LWC
o Carry out a review of the technical expertise needed
o0 Develop a capacity building and training program, learning lessons from other MFlIs

A R6 8 Review CLS Implementation Status

0 Review the extent to which the CLS are ratified and implemented in key ADB operating
countries and establish where gaps exist



RVAVAUAL

g Sustalnabl'eD elopme pm!gg:wga_},,)mmun! (SDCC)
_ Safeguards Division SDSS '

S, ANSWETS land BISCUSSIGN

‘‘‘‘‘

S
..... ATAT

J V \
AR
RVAVATAT
 —isaeummn
- RGme ADB

"""




Get involved
Please send us your feedback and suggestions:

WEBSITE

https://www.adb.org/who-we-are/about/safeguard-policy-review

FACEBOOK PAGE

https://www.facebook.com/ADBsafeguardreview

E-MAIL
safeguardsupdate@adb.org

lLlunch Break = e
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Safeguards Requirement 3: Indigenous Peoples Safeguards ADB

1. Safeguard Requirements 3 (SR 3): Indigenous Peoples (SPS
2009)

2. Independent Evaluation Department (IED) Review Finding on
SR 3

3. Analytical Study:
Objective and Methodology
Benchmarking with other MFIs
Key Finding and Recommendation

4. Potential Changes in the New IP Standard



1. Safeguard Requirements 3: Indigenous Peoples

Objectives of Indigenous Peoples Safeguard:

Design and implement projects in a way that fosters full respect for

|l ndi genous Peoplesdo 1 dentity, dignity,
cultural unigueness as defined by Indigenous Peoples themselves so that

they (i) receive culturally appropriate social and economic benefits, (ii) do

not suffer adverse impacts as a result of projects, and (iii) can participate

actively in projects that affect them.

Application of Indigenous Peoples Safeguard:

Apply to all ADB-financed and or ADB-administered sovereign and non-
sovereign projects. The requirement also applies to actions conducted In
anticipation of ADB financing of projects.



Indigenous Peoples Identification Criteria:
The term Indigenous Peoples is used in a generic sense to refer to distinct, vulnerable,

social and cultural group possessing in varying degree four characteristics

() Self-identification as a distinct group that is also recognized by others;

(i) collective attachment to distinct habitats or ancestral territories;

(i) separate and customary cultural, economic, social or political institution; and
(iv) distinct language.

Indigenous Peoples Safeguard Triggers:

ATriggered if a project directly or ind
systems, or culture of Indigenous Peoples or affects the territories or natural or cultural
resources that Indigenous Peoples own, use, occupy, or claim as their ancestral domain.

A Triggers include both Negative & Posi

| rect |

ti

vV €

y
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Indigenous Peoples Safeguard General Requirements: ADB

- Screening and Categorization based on significance of impact

- Conducting Social Impact Assessment (SIA)

- Consultation, Participation & Information Disclosure

- Preparing Indigenous Peoples Plan (IPP)

- Outlining Beneficial and Mitigative Measures

- Grievance Redress Mechanism

Capacity Building of the Borrowers where required

Institutional Arrangements and Budgeting for IPP Implementation
Undertaking Monitoring & Reporting on IPP Implementation
Project Completion Report



Indigenous Peoples Safeguard Specific Requirements:

Broad Community Support (BCS): ADB

SPS requires projects to seek Broad Community Support (BCS) where the project activities
include

- commercial development of cultural resources and knowledge of IP;
- physical displacement from traditional or customary lands;
- commercial development of natural resources within customary land.

Requirements to seek BCS and its documentation are laid out in SR 3.

- ADB reviews the documentation of the BCS process to satisfy itself of the BCS for a
project.

- ADB conducts its own due-diligence to assure itself of existence of BCS.
- ADB does not finance the project if such support does not exist.



2. |IED Report Outcomes on IP:Safeguard Implementation:=—= AR

Indigenous Peoples outcomes have been less than satisfactory;
Emphasis on avoiding areas where Indigenous Peoples live;
Mainstreaming Indigenous Peoples communities;

Indigenous Peoples issues are narrowed to resettlement aspects;
Borrowers' reluctance to implement IP safeguard requirements;
Planning documents lack adequate social impact assessment;
Information disclosure is a concern;

Significant drop in the share of projects triggering IP safeguards since SPS
approval



3. Analytical Study Summary:

Objective: to provide informed recommendations for the update of IP
Safeguards.

Methodology:

Desk based document review - IED Report and ADB Management
Response, project documents related to IP safeguards such as selected
Indigenous Peoples Plans (IPPs), Monitoring Reports and relevant reports
from ADB Accountability Mechanism

Benchmarking with other MFI polices - Comparative analysis with AllIB,
AfDB, EBRD, EIB, IDB, IFC, NDB, World Bank

Stakeholder consultations -ADB staff, developing member countries
(DMCs), Private Sector clients and organizations, civil society organizations,
Indigenous Peoples and IP Organizations (IPO) and Representatives



Implementation Challenges of SR’ S:

- Identification of IPs: Complex and need further clarification

- Vulnerability as one criterion of IP Identification: Helps focus on those who
need help but causes misalignment with MFIs, results in mainstreaming

- Conflating involuntary resettlement impacts with SR3 specific impacts:
Results in involuntary resettlement issues getting priority over the SR3
Impacts

- IP safeguard is complex: Rigorous and distinct requirements and takes
longer to prepare and implement projects

- Resource constraints: Monetary resources, time and skills in ADB, DMCs,
IPOs and clients

- Requires robust and culturally sensitive Social Impacts Assessment
- Alignment with other multilateral finance institutions (MFI) on IP policies



Benchmarking of ADB IP Safeguards with the MEIS:

Comparative textual assessment of [P safeguards of ADB with other MFIs to
assess the extent of harmonization and alignment.

IP Policy Objectives - ADB shares with other MFIs the objectives of avoiding and
minimizing the potential adverse impacts on IP. Some MFIs have more detailed
objectives such as FPIC, support for women, girls and other groups within IP
communities.

IP Policy Scope of Application & Triggers - SPS shares the criterion of
'distinctiveness' based on four characteristics like other MFIs in the process of IP
identification. There is a marked difference in ADB's approach that requires social
groups to be 'vulnerable' too. Other MFIs like IFC, WB onlyrequire' di st i nct i V€

Social Impact Assessment - ADB has similar requirements of conduct of SIA.
Other MFIs (IFC, WB, EBRD) require an integrated approach to environment and
social impact assessment (ESIA), while ADB requires separate SIA and EIA.



Stakeholder Engagement (Information Disclosure & Consultation) -
ADB shares the meaningful consultation and disclosure requirement with
other MFIs.

Roles and responsibilities T Provisions defining roles and responsibilities
of both borrower and the MFI are similar across the institutions.

Assessing SR 3 with National Standards -ADB requires a gap
assessment between SPS requirements and national safeguard policies and
identified gaps need to be addressed to comply with ADB requirements.
Some MFIs such as IFC, IDB have similar requirements, while WB does not
have such specific references.

Grievance Redress Mechanism -All MFIs iIncluding ADB have
requirements related to GRM. Some MFIs such as EBRD, IFC, IDB have
more details on GRM requirements. All MFIs require early establishment,
accessibility, impartiality and transparency in GRM.



ADB

Promoting Benefits and Wellbeing of IPs - All MFIs share the objective
that IP benefit from development interventions in a culturally appropriate
manner.

Monitoring, Reporting and Institutional Support i All MFIs share the
requirement of monitoring and reporting. Though MFIs require assessment
of borrowers' capacity and commitment, not all provide for implementation
support, while ADB does offer capacity building support.

Voluntary Isolation - ADB does not have any requirement for IP's living
remotely or in voluntary isolation, MFIs like WB, IFC, IDB, EBRD have such
requirements.

Special Requirements (Broad Community Support vs Free Prior and
Informed Consent)- there is a divergence as ADB requires seeking BCS,
other MFIs such as EBRD, EIB, WB, IFC,IDB have adopted FPIC.



Analytical Study Recommendation:

A IP identificationi 6 Di st i ncti venessod only or both o6Di st
A Adopting FPIC

A Improving SR3 requirements and processes:

o Improving SIA to assess IP impacts (tangible/non-tangible)
Developing IP specific mitigation measures
Improving consultation procedures
Making GRM more inclusive
Monitoring and reporting to include non-tangible indicators
o Promoting capacity building for ADB staff and borrowers

©O O O O

A Addressing political sensitivities
A Developing clarity for technical terms, concepts and safeguard requirements



Potential Changes In the New |IP Standarad:

1. Scope of Application: ESS 7 will apply if Indigenous Peoples are present in, or
have collective attachment to, a proposed project area.

2. Changes 1 n I P i1identification criteria:
identification dropped.

. Il ntroducing OFree, Prior, and I nfor med
ABroad Community Supporto (BCS); the sp
broadened from Acommercial devel opment
| mpacts ono; from ncommercial devel opme
Asit gnificant 1 mpactso and from Aphysica
| Po.

4. Compensating IP communities for adverse impacts clarified and will also be
cross-referenced with IR PS.

5. Minor Changes:
- Clarifying objectives
- GRM: Inclusion of IP dispute resolution system
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Q&A Mechanics

How to raise questions/feedback:

For inperson participants
- Raise your hands and provide your feedback live
- Write your questions/feedback on paper and submit to the moderator, these questions will be asked

anonymously

For online participants

- Raise your hands virtually through the Zoom button

- Type your questions/feedback on the Zoom chat box

- If you want your question asked anonymously, instead of sending the chat message to everyone, you m:
send your question/feedback to Jennifer De BeledadsorGarcia

Participants will be called on a fasbme, firstserved basis. Participants may be called in batches to manage
time.

We will be using English as our main language for the discussion 50
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