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WALK THE TALK

Exigimos transparéncia:
temos que ser transparentes
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New Study Reveals Weaknesses in Brazil’s Forest and Environmental Funds

by Florence Daviet, Lauren Goers Williams and Stephanie Ratté - August 29, 2014

Brazil is a big investor in environmental stewardship, including several government-managed funds meant to protect the Brazilian
Amazon rainforest. However, new analysis shows that in many cases, these funds aren’t being properly managed.

Read More

New Palm Oil Production Maps Mark a Milestone in Transparency

by Elizabeth Baer - June 05, 2014

A new initiative from WRI and the Roundtable on Sustainable Palm 0il (RSPO) aims to shed light on how oil palm concessions -
affect forests.

Global Forest Watch Commodities (GFW-Commodities) combines the RSPO’s maps of certified sustainable palm oil production sites - -
with global forest data—information that can empower companies to manage their forests and supply chains more sustainably. _



Temos orgulho do apoio diversificado que recebemos e
’ prestamos contas das origens de N0SS0S recursos.

. A Iniciativa Transparify nos premiou com seu
«  reconhecimento “5 estrelas” no ranking the think tanks
(institutos de pesquisa) gue sao altamente transparentes.
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AT RANKING TRANSPARIFY o F
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-+ Avaliam: Como os think tanks publicam quem esta & &
financiando seu trabalho e quanto doam (nos seus &= \.
websites) |

- Nao avaliam: Como o recurso € aplicado.
Tampouco dao ranking para as fontes de
recursos.

Sistema “5 estrelas”: Ganha “5 estrelas” os que
gue sao altamente transparentes sobre suas

fontes de financiamento. Quem recebe 0 € porque
nao esta publicando nada sobre suas fontes de
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WRI1 BRASIL

WRI PUBLICA

Fontes de recursos

g | [LI WWW.Wri.org

WRI Gratefully Acknowledges Our Donors | World Resources Institute

ility at WRI

InfAarmmatinn

WRI is , non-partisan, and independent. We enter into contractual relationsh
if they are aligned with our mission and program objectives. To ensure the quality and
independence of our research, our publications are subject to internal and external peer rev
WRI’'s “Ways and Means” document which guides staff on how to operationalize WRI missic
values, and approach, prohibits staff from manipulating research or suppressing research ri
because they are inconsistent with a desired outcome.

We are proud of the diverse support we receive and report regularly on the sources of our fu
, the first global rating of the financial transparency of think tanks, gave WRI the
maximum five-star “highly transparent” rating.

We are pleased to acknowledge the special role these supporters play in WRI's successes.

Donors (October 1, 2012 - January 15, 2014)

Top Funders (October 1, 2012 - September 30, 2013)



¥ LISTA DE DOADORES 2013 N
11 (Inclui receitas recebidas entre 1-10-2012 e 15-1-2013 #
.# alem de outros subsidios ainda em aberto) i

-+ Categorias de fontes de recursos
R } — Orgédos Governamentais e Multilaterais
HH! — Empresas ou fundacoes empresariais

— Outras fundacoes
— Individuos
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- Orgaos Governamentais e Multilaterais

& - Strategic Core Funding Partners

3 . * Agence Francaise de Développement (AFD)

= * Irish Department of Foreign Affairs (Irish Aid)

* Netherlands Ministry of Foreign Affairs

: * Royal Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs

* Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency (SIDA)

Program/Project Partners

«  African Development Bank Group

»  Asian Development Bank

* Australian Agency for International Development

*  Bundestag Parliamentary Group Alliance 90/The Greens
1+ Climate and Development Knowledge Network

“~ « Commonwealth of Australia

* « Environment Canada

*  European Commission

_ *  Fund for Agricultural Development
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WRI1 BRASIL

WRI: TOP FUNDERS (MAIORES FINANCIADORES)

= |Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Netherlands 58,600,000 Institutional, Poverty Alleviation
= |Agency for Development Cooperation of Morway 54,918,421 Cities & Transport, Climate
7 |United States Agency for International Development $4,890,000 Forestss
= IMinistry of Foreign Affairs of Denmark $2,987,337 Institutional, Poverty Alleviation
= MFederal Ministry for the Environment of Germany 52,041,263 Climate, Forests
1L UK Department for International Development 52,041,246 Forests
10C European Commission 52,027 627 Climate
1 Agency for Development and Cooperation of Switzerland 52,000,000 Climate
12 5hell Foundation %1,000,000 Cities & Transport
1 JEuropean Climate Foundation 5879317 Climate
112 JKPMG East Africa Limited $865,380 Climate
17 FedEx $850,000 Cities & Transport
1 JUPS Foundation $600,000 Climate
1t Institute for Sustainable Communities 572,000 Climate, Energy
1 Alcoa Foundation £550,000 Climate, Energy
i fUnited Nations Environment Program £542,990 Climate, Food, Forests, Governance
i ClimateWorks Foundation $533.842 Climate
r.7 \Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade of Ireland 5514155 Institutional, Poverty Alleviation
r.= |Robertson Foundation 5500,000 Climate
r |Climate and Land Use Alliance 54497,941 Forests, Governance
r. \Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Norway 5488,188 Food
r. 7 |Charles Stewart Mott Foundation 5400,000 Governance
rri |5koll Global Threats Fund 400,000 Climate, Water
LS. Department of Energy $375,000 Cities & Transport, Energy
2 Agency for International Cooperation of Germany $372,455 Climate, Cities & Transport, Governance
1 The Tilia Fund $370,000 Climate, Forests
21 The World Bank 366,076 Forests, Governance
=7 JDOEM Foundation 350,000 Governance
Corporate Consultative Group membership,
= 15hell Oil Company USA 350,000 Water
t:. | The Energy Foundation 330,000 Climate, Energy
:= |Rockefeller Foundation 5326,000 Cities & Transport, Water
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i TRASPARENCIA 3 THINK TANKS .
AT AT A B DSt 1 IR 1Y | S fEEE ~ | :

RECEBER DINHEIRO DE DOADORES NAO

SIGNIFICA ESTAR SE VENDENDO
A SUA INFLUENCIA
b | B A=y i @ gevem | o SRl — —EC L o
Transparify ndo acredita que receber doacdes &
de instituicOes ou pessoas comprometa a i |
opinido e qualidade da andlise de think tanks; &
Todos os think tanks precisam de dinheiro '
para operar;

Todo doador da recursos para aqueles com
gue tem afinidade,

Para garantir independéncia, basta ser
radicalmente transparente sobre suas fontes
de fundos.
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i TRANSPARENCIA E THINK TANKS e B
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TRANSPARENCIA FINANCEIRA

~ E INTEGRIDADE COMPROVADA

A Y R TR R SR |

. Um instituto que e transparente sobre suas
fontes de recursos nao teme divulga-las,
porque € confiante na qualidade do seu
trabalho

- Suaindependencia intelectual e integridade
nao sao comprometidas porque recebe
recursos deste ou daquele doador.

- Atransparencia apenas nao é suficiente para
+evitar conflito de interesse.

— E preciso ter uma série de medidas para comprovar.
ISso e ser aberto sobre isso (Firewalls;
Condicionantes no recebimento de recursos)

A el T A |
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TRANSPARENCIA E THINK TANKS 3
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RECURSOS ESTRANGEIROS X :

! RECURSOS NACIONAIS
o P EE R T e W O ST

Limitar a dlscussao a esse ponto pode
negligenciar a discussao sobre a origem de
fundos nacionais tambem.

E preciso avaliar em detalhe cada situagéo,
revelar de onde vem o recurso, e porque se
concorda em obter tal recurso.

Fundos internacionais “per se” nao
necessariamente causam violacao da
Integridade da organizacao.
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ITENS CUJA PUBLICA(;AO NA INTERNET DEVERIA . .
SER FEITA POR TODAS AS ORGANIZACOES SEM
FINS LUCRATIVOS

EEW SO MO I |7 e T Y D e
ARTIGO DE ELENO GONCALVES :
TRANSPARENCIA PARA GERAR CONFIANCA”

Composu;ao da D|retor|a ou Conselho nao remunerado (nome de cada membro);
Composicao da Diretoria ou Equipe Executiva (home completo dos profissionais);
Relatério de Atividades (0 que a organizacao fez no ano anterior);
Demonstracdes Contabeis e Financeiras (ano anterior);

Plano de Acado (o que a organizacado pretende fazer no ano seguinte);

Critérios utilizados para definicdo de beneficiarios;

Parecer do Conselho Fiscal e Auditores Independentes (ano anterior);
Indicadores de Impacto e/ou Resultado (atingidos no ano anterior);

0. Metas de Impacto e/ou Resultado (pros anos seguintes).
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WRIT BRASIL

Diretora Executiva | WRI Brasil
- wri.org e



