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Thursday, May 11 
Opening of the Meeting  

- Chair of the Subsidiary Body for Implementation (SBI), Mr. Tomasz Chruszczow (Poland) 
declared the 1st meeting of the PCCB open. 

- This is the first body that is convening following a mandate in the Paris Agreement 
- Executive Secretary of the UNFCCC, Ms Patricia Espinosa delivered a welcome statement.  

- Historic moment 
- Mandate from Paris to transform reality on the ground 
- Capacity building is crucial for implementation of the Paris Agreement 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=M6HG2GBpUhs
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/financial_mechanism/standing_committee/application/pdf/draft_annotated_provisional_agenda_pccb1.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_1_8_bn_2018_focus_area_agenda_item_7.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_1_3_bn_working_modalities_and_procedures_agenda_item_4.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_1_5_bn_capacity_building_portal_agenda_item_5.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/draft_provisional_agenda_rev_1_pccb1.pdf
http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/6937.php
http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/10053.php
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_1_9_bn_technical_progress_report_agenda_item_8.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_1_4_bp_implementation_2016_to_2020_wp_agenda_item_5.pdf
http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/10260.php
http://unfccc.int/bodies/election_and_membership/items/6558.php
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_1_7_bn_focus_area_2017_agenda_item_6_webposting.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_1_6_bn_linkages_constituted_bodies_agenda_item_5.pdf


- 145 nations have now ratified the Paris Agreement, we must now see country level action 
- The work of the PCCB can help streamline efforts and collaboration to help all Parties 

achieve their NDCs 
- Governments need support to build capacity that empowers local communities, in 

particular areas of financial support, and more effective support by building bridges and 
making crucial connections with those who need it most 

- Seek to increase coherence and coordination among different bodies and actors 
engaged under the Convention and outside the Convention (UN agencies, multilateral 
organizations, civil society and non-Party stakeholders) 

- PCCB has a broad mandate and the work undertaken here can help assist Parties in 
their negotiations 

- Secretariat stands ready to assist this body as a catalyst and enabler of change, to 
empower everyone in the transformation to a low emission highly resilient future where 
opportunity is available to all where peace and prosperity flourish. Together we can 
transform reality on the ground. 

- SBI Chair reiterated the context of the gathering here:  
- At COP21, Parties decided that the PCCB will annually focus on an area or 

theme related to enhanced technical exchange on capacity-building, with the purpose of 
maintaining up-to-date knowledge on the successes and challenges in building capacity 
effectively in a particular area. 

- In context of 3rd Comprehensive Review of the Implementation of Capacity building for 
Parties, Parties requested that the Secretariat look into the complementarity between the 
Durban Forum and the work of the PCCB. 

- Highlighted the working modalities and procedures and membership of the PCCB 
- Invited PCCB members to say a few words about themselves and their aspirations for the 

1st Meeting of the PCCB 
- Ms. Renilde Ndayishimiye ((Burundi) - Represent Africa and believe that this 

PCCB’s role is to identify the gaps in capacity building, particularly for Africa.  
- Mr. Mohamed Nbou (Morocco) - Head of Moroccan Center for Competency, 

which is the platform to strengthen South-South cooperation In Morocco, we 
really need capacity building as one of the biggest challenges. 

- Ms. Yongxiang Zhang (China) - Engineer at the National Climate Center, have 
worked a lot on capacity building. Important to deliver our experience in the 
PCCB and help others to identify their gaps and needs. This is the dream start 
and we have to fix and be practical on the process. 

- Mr. Mahawan Karuniasa (Indonesia) - background in environment, climate 
change and aspirations for 1st meeting of PCCB is to have the best linkages with 
UNFCCC 

- Ms. Marzena Chodor (Poland) - hope to use background to contribute to success 
of this meeting 

- Mr. Kakhaberi Mdivani (Georgia)  
- Ms. Jeniffer Hanna (Dominican Republic) - National Council for Climate Change 

and Clean Development Mechanism of the Dominican Republic. Dream has to 
become a reality. 

- Ms. Rita Mishaan (Guatemala) - Ambassador for Environment and Climate 
Change for MFA, to achieve Paris Agreement and we have the task to make sure 
it lands in-land. People in our countries need capacity building (governments and 
local governments) and we have a great opportunity amongst ourselves to 



achieve this dream. Coherence and coordination among all levels of 
governments and UN bodies and under the UNFCCC. 

- Mr. Matti Nummelin (Finland) - environment advisor for MFA, working with 
capacity building programmes supporting in various developing countries and 
before MFA was involved in projects in developing countries. As part of this 
committee, I feel this is important committee to enhance the capacity of 
developing countries to achieve the goals of the Paris Agreement together and 
hope to synthesize the work under the various bodies of the Convention 

- Ms. Vedis Vik (Norway) - Works with private sector engagement and with forests 
in the Green Climate Fund, and this involves reducing deforestation and increase 
afforestation, hope to bring that to PCCB. Short time and a lot of work, hope we 
don’t duplicate that much. We should identify the gaps so as to work quickly to 
fulfil our dreams. 

- Mr. Crispin d'Auvergne (Saint Lucia) - Coordinator for Loss & Damage, 
Organization of Eastern Caribbean States. This dream started in 2001 in 
Marrakech. Ideal for the PCCB meeting is to make capacity building a 
cornerstone of the Paris Agreement.  

- Mr. Mfumu Richard Lungu (Zambia) - LDCs, help developing countries to 
implement projects at the level that would build resilience to tackle climate 
change and contribute positively to national development goals and in other 
areas related to all MEAs 

- SBI Chair asked that PCCB members remove their ‘negotiator hats’ and to get down to 
work 

- As SBI Chair has to leave, designate one member - Rita Mishaan (Guatemala) - to 
preside over the meeting until the decision on the Co-Chairs are being achieved 

- The Secretariat noted that Room 2112 is available for PCCB members to consult further 
 
Election of Officers  

- Following consultations, Mr. Matti Nummelin (Finland) and Mr. Mohamed Nbou (Morocco) will 
serve as Co-Chairs until 2018. 

 
Organizational Matters 

- Adoption of the Agenda (PCCB/2017/1/1) 
- Adoption of Tentative Schedule of the First Meeting of the PCCB (PCCB/2017/1/2 Annex) 
- Admittance of Observers 
- Live screening via YouTube (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=M6HG2GBpUhs)  
- Six representatives from bodies established under the Convention and from the operating entities 

of the Financial Mechanism will be invited to participate in all meetings of the Committee in line 
with the annual theme of the Committee (decision 2/CP.22, annex, para. 3); the representatives 
shall be invited for a term of one year (decision 2/CP.22, annex, para. 6). 

- Clifford Mahlung, Jamaica, Adaptation Committee (Co-Chair) 
- Mery Yaou, Togo, Least Developed Countries Expert Group (LEG)  
- Edith Kateme Kassajja, Uganda, Standing Committee on Finance 
- Mareer Mohamed Husny, Maldives, Technology Executive Committee (TEC) 
- Milena Gonzalez Vasquez,  Global Environment Facility (GEF) 
- Mette Moglestue, Norway, Advisory Board of the Climate Technology Centre and 

Network (CTCN) and Jukka Uosukainen, CTCN 

http://unfccc.int/adaptation/groups_committees/ldc_expert_group/items/4727.php
http://unfccc.int/bodies/body/8160.php
http://unfccc.int/adaptation/groups_committees/adaptation_committee/items/6053.php
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=M6HG2GBpUhs
http://unfccc.int/ttclear/tec/members.html
http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/financial_mechanism/standing_committee/items/6877.php
https://www.thegef.org/
http://unfccc.int/bodies/body/8160.php


- Jerome Boutang, France, Consultative Group of Experts on National Communications 
from Parties not included in Annex I to the Convention (CGE) 

- Orville Grey, Jamaica, Executive Committee of the Warsaw International Mechanism for 
Loss and Damage (ExCOM) (Co-Chair) 

- Green Climate Fund (GCF) not available this morning but will join later 
- Intergovernmental Organizations: Commonwealth Secretariat, FAO, UNHCHR, OPEC, SPC, 

WFP, WIPO, IAEA, etc. 
- Observer Organizations: RINGO, YOUNGO, LGEMA, CAN, CJN - Warmly welcomed all 

observers and strong interest of PCCB to engage with all observers and encouraged them to 
participate and contribute to the meeting, which is vital to the success of the PCCB. Co-Chair of 
PCCB opened the floor to interventions.  

 
Working modalities and procedures of the Paris Committee on Capacity-building  

- Co-Chair Mohamed Nbou noted the importance of the work undertaken by the PCCB, particularly 
for LDCs, and in the implementation of NDCs. It is hoped that the PCCB will lay the foundation to 
build capacity in the context of the Paris Agreement. 

- Background paper on the working modalities and procedures of the Paris Committee on 
Capacity-Building was prepared by the Secretariat (PCCB/2017/1/3). 

- Co-Chair opened the floor for early reactions to the document, and on working modalities and 
procedures of the PCCB: 

- Ambassador Rita noted the importance of electronic working and documentation. 
Effective remote working is important. PCCB members has had several calls in 
preparation of the first meeting as well, but notes important technical issues (difficulty in 
hearing clearly, line was noisy for some, dropping out of calls, etc.) exist. Drawing on 
AILAC’s communication solution experience, request that the PCCB consider this option 
(screen sharing, reliable teleconference, recording calls to overcome timezone issues / 
providing review opportunity) to support the PCCB’s work.  

- In response, the UNFCCC Secretariat noted that the operating modality exists (WebEx) 
but internet speed connection issues may be the issue in some countries. The Secretariat 
will also consider consider telephone options, and thanked Amb Rita for her recording 
suggestion.  

- Renilde Ndayishimiye noted that connection to internet is an issue for African countries. 
- Richard Lungu thanked the work of the Secretariat for the background paper wanted to 

flag the issue of how to conduct business of PCCB, and in consideration of practicalities. 
Connectivity and facilities for teleconferencing calls are lacking in the country. There is a 
need to take into consideration the plight of PCCB members on availability of facilities 
and connections in taking the calls. Raising the issue of clarity, he noted that this was a 
challenge for the PCCB due to the frequency of members dropping out of calls. 

- Amb Rita noted the concerns of colleagues.  
- Co-Chair said that they have noted these concerns and that the Secretariat will explore 

technical solutions to ensure full participation of all members at all times in all activities of 
the PCCB.  

- Observers: Suggestions to include in work modalities to consider having observer 
organization in task members. To this, Vedis Vik asked for the working language of the 
TEC Rules of Procedures (FCCC/CP/2011/9/Add.1, para 53) and raised the issue of the 
Committee will “determine an appropriate number of members and ensure that members 
have appropriate expertise in the relevant field of work”. The Secretariat noted that the 
work is open to having observers and asked if the PCCB would be keen to make this 

http://unfccc.int/national_reports/non-annex_i_natcom/cge/items/2884.php
http://unfccc.int/national_reports/non-annex_i_natcom/cge/items/2884.php
https://unfccc.int/adaptation/workstreams/loss_and_damage/items/7545txt.php
https://unfccc.int/adaptation/workstreams/loss_and_damage/items/7545txt.php


clear in the working modalities. Richard Lungu noted para 40 of PCCB/2017/1/3 on 
drawing from external expertise from “relevant institutions, organizations, frameworks, 
networks and centres outside the Convention, including at the intergovernmental, 
regional, national and subnational levels, where appropriate (decision 2/CP.22, annex, 
para. 15). Observers noted that this para looks at “external expertise”, “outside the 
Convention” and pointed that observer constituencies are represented here today, and 
suggested that “observer organizations/constituencies” be added to the working 
modalities and procedures. Crispin d'Auvergne said that he would not advocate for the 
addition of “observers” given that other parties, such as those in academia could be 
brought in for expertise.  

- Party: Japan asked for clarification on procedures of this meeting, in terms of interaction 
with observers. The Secretariat clarified that the agenda allows observers to engage in 
discussions after PCCB members discuss items, and in tomorrow’s working sessions and 
breakout groups, observers are encouraged to participate fully.  

- Co-Chair invited the PCCB to adopt the rules of procedures contained in PCCB/2017/1/3 and the 
working modalities of the PCCB 

 
Implementation of the 2016 to 2020 capacity-building workplan 

- The Secretariat has prepared 3 separate background documents: 
- PCCB/2017/1/4 Background paper on the 2016-2020 capacity-building workplan 
- PCCB/2017/1/5 Background paper on the maintenance and further development of the 

web-based capacity-building portal 
- PCCB/2017/1/6 Background paper on the linkages with the constituted bodies under the 

Convention 
- Co-Chairs propose initiating discussion on the activities to implement the 2016-2020 capacity 

building workplan, including on its inter-sessional work as appropriate, taking into the 
consideration the invitation by the COP as contained in decision 16/CP.22, para 4: 

- Amb Rita noted the broad scope of work. She asked for clarity on activities from COP21, 
and the annual activities from the Secretariat’s background note in which they’ve placed 
them in a diagram (annex 1 of paper 4), on how the PCCB intends to complete the work 
in 4 years in the context of the pillars.  

- The Secretariat explained the pillars individually and also possibly (in the 3rd 
diagram below) or as in document 7’s annex. The Secretariat’s background 
paper suggests possibly options for the PCCB to move forward on their work: 
either to work on pillars individually; in the context of the focus theme of the year 
(For 2017: Implementation of NDCs); or both pillars without looking at the theme. 
The Secretariat highlighted the outcome of the 3rd Comprehensive Review, e.g. 
gender could be looked at specifically.  

- Mahawan Karuniasa noted that the workplan is comprehensive, but PCCB needs to 
elaborate and formulate the fundamental aspects of capacity building to enrich this 
approach of implementation. This can start tomorrow, at the working sessions. This 
meeting looks at a 5 year workplan and there can be future workplans, but we need to 
find ways to formulate the fundamental aspects of capacity building now. 

- Co-Chair noted the tremendous task and challenge to find the issues that have priority 
but am sure that we all have attachment to issues but we have to decide and look 
carefully on this. At this moment, we need to agree that the topic for next year will be the 
same for next year, which will help us to work easier to tackle (leave some issues for next 
year as well). 



- Marzena Chodor agreed that we focus on NDCs. 
- Richard Lungu shared his views on the suggestion by Co-Chair to maintain the 

theme, in relation to the COP decision for the PCCB to decide on the theme each 
year. He added that maintaining the theme may not be aligned with the COP 
decision and asked the Secretariat for clarification on the legal implications on 
maintaining the same theme, or the mandate by the COP to have an annual 
theme.  

- Crispin d'Auvergne agreed with Richard Lungu to remain within the legal 
mandate being set by the COP, but recommend that the theme be maintained for 
the following year. Asked that the Secretariat provide clarification on these two 
options. 

- The Secretariat quoted in verbatim the COP decision. The PCCB 
decides and can reflect the interest to maintain the theme in the PCCB 
report to be forwarded to the COP.  

- Co-Chair said that “we can decide whatever we want”, and the COP can 
override the decision if they find issue with it.  

- Amb Rita noted that this expression of interest to maintain the theme has been 
discussed on phone/teleconference calls before. We need to take into 
consideration the reporting of results as well. Reminded PCCB on Article 2 on 
ambition, and in order to achieve long-term goal of ambition, we are on track to 
work towards the implementation of NDCs, and therefore supportive of 
maintaining the theme for 2018.  

- Co-Chair highlighted that the Secretariat has informed him that theme 
will be discussed in Agenda Item 7: Focus area of theme of the PCCB for 
2018 and asked that the PCCB considers this later.  

- Co-Chair opened the floor for discussion on the Implementation of the 2016 to 2020 
capacity-building workplan: 

- Amb Rita noted that in the workplan, point (b) on identifying capacity gaps and needs of 
recommending ways to address them, we need to have clarity on what those gaps are 
before we can recommend anything. She cited the proceedings of the 6th Durban Forum, 
and highlighted the interest of Parties for capacity building remains in countries.  

- On the same point, Renilde Ndayishimiye asked how the PCCB can look at needs 
assessment in a global manner or specific to regions or countries based on national 
communications.  

- Marzena Chodor said that we need to have a bird's-eye view on the review of the 3rd 
Comprehensive Review, and to use the portal for capacity building for this work.  

- Yongxiang Zhang said the huge task for us to is to have an idea on where the gaps are: 
mitigation, adaptation, support etc. We have to understand the work programme 
2016-2020, and then the work plan. Practically, it is too complicated to precisely grab a 
topic. Before we decide the theme for next year, it would be good for us and as 
suggested by Marzena to get in touch with the review before we start the work.  

- Co-Chair asked that observers should feel free to participate, and if some are shy, they 
can provide it in a written format to us.  

- Co-Chair noted that the Secretariat has prepared a template on how this could 
look like, and suggested that this be addressed after lunch.  

- UNFCCC Secretariat has added the link of the Capacity Building Portal on the landing page for 
easier access (http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/7204.php → 

http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/7204.php


http://unfccc.int/capacitybuilding/activities.html) She went on to explain the portal’s interface and 
how to use it.  

- Crispin thanked the Secretariat for the explanation of the portal and recommended the 
further expansion of the portal to move beyond just being a repository of capacity needs. 
We should try to build a network of organizations and entities that are engaged in 
capacity building activities for bridging and to enable partnerships. 

- Jeniffer thanked the Secretariat for the portal explanation as well and seconded Crispin’s 
recommendation, and added that links should be provided on the portal to encourage 
cross networking and build their own coalitions of institutions.  

 
- Co-Chair noted some concerns over engagement with observers. He apologized for getting 

ahead of himself in the morning, and to anyone who felt left out. He added that the floor will be 
open to PCCB before any observers for comments. 

- Japan raised point on coming back to Agenda item on Party/observer interaction, and 
raised concern over the wording of the Agenda and workplan documents being different 
from how they recalled them to be. 

- Co-Chair asked that Japan raised specific points for PCCB to consider. 
- Suggestion to reflect points made by PCCB Co-Chairs on observers. This was confirmed 

by Co-Chair that they can indicate that discussion was done on this in the report. 
 

- Focus area or theme of the Paris Committee on Capacity-building for 2018 
- This year’s theme: Capacity-building activities for the implementation of nationally 

determined contributions in the context of the Paris Agreement 
- Invited organizations: GCF, GEF, Adaptation Committee, LEG, Standing Committee on 

Finance, TEC, CTCN + representatives of other bodies established under the 
Convention.and the operating entities of the Financial Mechanism are also invited to 
identify representatives to collaborate, as PCCB, and particularly encouraged the CTCN.  

- Co-Chair suggested that the PCCB consider that the same organizations be invited back 
at the next (2nd) meeting of the PCCB.  

- Crispin noted that the PCCB has not engaged in the actual substantive issues in the 
workplan, although no problem in principle for next meeting, based on what we will 
discuss, we will then decide to take a particular angle. On this point, he questioned 
whether or not we the PCCB have the sequencing right.  

- Co-Chair said that they can decide the bodies on Saturday after substantive discussions 
have been done. 

- Secretariat showed the Draft template rolling workplan of the PCCB on screen to facilitate the 
reporting of the work undertaken by the PCCB. Co-Chair noted that column 2 on “Activity” is 
completely empty. He note that the entire room could get involved to fill and finalize this workplan 
by end of the meeting. Noting column 3 on “Deliverables/expected results/output”, the Co-Chair 
asked for cooperation of everyone to fill this out. 

- Amb Rita asked to take a step back to take a look at the matrix in annex 2 of document 4 
(PCCB/2017/1/4). She underscored the need to identify the gaps and needs and to do this gap 
analysis we need to know what do we have right now to achieve the goal of the Paris Agreement. 
She said that we have a big gap to fill and in order to fill that gap, we need to identify what we 
have and how to fill that gap.  

- The Secretariat explained the matrix in annex 2 of document 4 (PCCB/2017/1/4) and noted that 
this is based on the same clustering principle seen in annex 1. This exercise was done in an 
attempt to manage the amount of work and linked to the rolling workplan earlier presented by the 

http://unfccc.int/capacitybuilding/activities.html


Co-Chair of the PCCB. In a way, this is like presenting an entire menu of activities and put this 
concept into a workplan template without going into excessive detail and matching workplan with 
activities and deliverables (rolling workplan). Co-Chair likened this to three-dimensional thinking. 
The Secretariat shared that this matrix is meant to help fill the report of the PCCB but said that 
the activities/actions are not meant to be prescriptive and up to the PCCB to decide.  

- Yongxiang Zhang noted that she could not get the whole central logic of the work since the 
morning session was moving from one thing to another. She suggested to find issues and 
guidelines relating to mitigation and adaptation in the context of climate change. She cited the 
Marrakech Accords’ 15 items and to move from there, for instance into information guidelines for 
NDCs in light of this year’s theme. Other information from TEC and organizations can be helpful.  

- Jeniffer addressed Rita and Yongxiang’s concerns on the angles that all members of PCCB are 
coming from, leading to the PCCB being unclear about where to start the work. Since the 
objective of the workplan is to help implementation of the Paris Agreement, we should focus on 
this. With regard to the matrix table in annex 2 in document 4, we need to have a clearer way to 
proceed with our work programme and we should see how we can move forward with our 
discussions. 

- Amb Rita said it is complicated to understanding the organization of the background documents, 
but she appreciates the effort of the Secretariat, and wanted to ask Yongxiang what she meant by 
“guidelines”, which for Amb Rita comes from the Paris Agreement and COP. To this, Yongxiang 
said this would be similar to a menu/tutorial relating to mitigation or adaptation.  

- Mahawan Karuniasa asked if PCCB can formulate annex 2 in preparation for the working 
sessions to take place tomorrow.  

- Richard Lungu said that this issue being discussed has to give consideration the mandate given 
to us by the COP. In sequencing and preparing the annual workplan, the basis for the PCCB 
should be based on the terms of reference of the PCCB (although tempted to use the 
Secretariat). The PCCB was given the mandate of how to foster synergy with other bodies and 
look at the 3rd Comprehensive Review as part of the workplan. Those clusters, as suggested by 
the Secretariat, can guide our activities on the issues. The clusters could be a starting point to do 
some analysis and draw or align with each and every mandate that has been given to us. We do 
an analysis of the matrix table then go back to the other rolling workplan. The sequencing of how 
we move is critical, and we need to be aware we cannot pick everything but focus on the 
mandate of the work of the PCCB. 

- Co-Chair sought clarification from the Secretariat on whether the cluster of items in the matrix 
includes the work of PCCB’s mandate. Secretariat said it does not include linkages, modalities 
and procedures but the essence of thematic work is there.  

- Vedis Vik said that the matrix/table is very good and noted that PCCB should pick one page and 
start there but ideally should add a column on expected outcomes (report, meeting, etc.). 

- Amb Rita said she thought discussion is very fruitful and see how to fill up the other matrix/rolling 
workplan.  

- Crispin emphasized the theme for this year: NDCs. He added that whatever the theme of the 
PCCB’s work should be tied in with the workplan. For example, we should see what the 3rd 
Comprehensive Review has that we can use for our workplan on the NDCs. this might be a good 
approach on how the PCCB can move forward in the coming years. Instead of trying to focus on 
all the gaps and needs, perhaps we can use NDCs as a starting point e.g. in some Parties’ NDCs 
maybe we can draw from the top 3 capacity needs and start from transparency aspect before 
moving to implementation. There will be a lot but we need a starting point.  

- Vedis Vik pointed to annex 1 of document 7 by the Secretariat.  



- Renilde voiced concern about the guidelines for reporting by the UN agency or at the national or 
subnational level, regarding that is made in the portal to help enhance implementation of NDCs. 

- Co-Chair suggested that the PCCB proceeds with the understanding that the workplan be the 
rolling workplan and to keep the 2 matrix tables in mind when thinking about the vision about 
what we want to reach then finally put this down in the workplan on Saturday.  

 
Linkages with the constituted bodies under the Convention 

- In light of the invitation by COP 22 to promote and explore linkages with other constituted bodies 
under the Convention and Paris Agreement, as appropriate, that include capacity building in their 
scopes, the PCCB may wish to: 

- Identify the areas of PCCB work relevant for maintaining linkages with other constituted 
bodies under the Convention; 

- Consider the ongoing work of other constituted bodies, including how this work could 
relate to its activities, and to appoint dedicated focal point(s) who would ensure such 
consideration, as well as liaise with the relevant bodies as appropriate;  

- Agree on the modalities for maintaining linkages with the constituted bodies 
- Renilde said she would have no issue with bodies being invited to attend meetings, and if an 

alternate to the focal point be asked to participate in PCCB meetings. 
- CTCN said that experiences can be shared with the PCCB, and said it would be good if the 

PCCB can look at experiences of other constituted bodies and CTCN can provide capacity 
building needs on technology in developing countries. 

- Crispin spoke to the issue of focal points and what role would such as person play and functions.  
- Amb Rita agreed with Crispin on this, and notes that there is work that the PCCB is not aware of 

now, and we need to be open to ongoing negotiations. We cannot advance too much on this 
because we don’t know exactly what we will choose for the work plan.  

- Marzena noted that we can divide the work up and to liaise with the various constituted bodies. 
This would also help us to build our own knowledge in various areas.  

- TEC noted that a taskforce would be important for all bodies. This work here would be important 
for TEC’s own workplan 2016-2020.  

- Secretariat clarified that document 6 has included the list of constituted bodies and their activities. 
The document’s paras 2, 3, 7 has some ideas on modalities and areas, not to preempt workplan, 
but to give some ideas. E.g. cross-participation of meetings etc.  

- Crispin noted that in looking other constituted bodies’ work, can should also pay attention to 
reporting requirements as well. We have to be inclusive both looking at the themes and our 
workplan.  

- Co-Chair suggest we come back to this agenda item later on when we have some input.  
- Amb Rita noted that there is much further work to be done, and issues to be developed under 

other bodies such as the Adaptation Committee before we can come back to this issue in a more 
concrete manner.  

- Mr. Gervais Ludovic Itsoua Madzous, Congo, Member of CGE has been developing an agenda of 
developing countries within the framework of NC and BUR, and we would be happy to provide 
any inputs. Propose a two-way information flow where on one side, constituted bodies are all 
giving information to the PCCB, then focal points of those constituted bodies pick up work based 
on PCCB’s mandate and apply only what relates to the work and develop an agenda of work.  

- Secretariat sought views on interest to have function of focal points of constituted bodies under 
the PCCB. If so, the Secretariat would like to know in order to put this into Saturday’s agenda.  

 
Maintenance and further development of the web-based capacity building portal 



 
-  On this agenda item, the PCCB is invited to: 

a) Agree on the substantive areas of work for which it wishes to make use of the capacity-building portal 
in order to progress work;  
b) Provide guidance to the secretariat on the maintenance and further development of the web-based 
capacity-building portal; 
c) Agree on outreach activities to enhance the visibility of the capacity-building portal and increase the 
overall awareness of stakeholders with regard to the portal. 
 

- The PCCB is invited to give their initial reaction on this. 
- Crispin expressed views this morning on the portal. He said the other aspect he has been giving 

some thought to is on Article 6 of the Convention, there are Article 6 focal points but there are 
currently no capacity-building focal points.  

- Jeniffer cited the reason behind selecting a focal point under ACE (Article 6), said last year’s 
meeting was a great one. Parties participated in the workshop and had observers coming in and 
that observers had many collaborations on the Doha work programme. Wonder if we could also 
have such a programme to implement our workplan. 

- Amb Rita spoke on the portal, and said that it was good but went back to the original mandate on 
increasing ambition and thinking how information on the portal can be used to give us a basis for 
identification of gaps and needs. 

- Co-Chair said it was important to clarify the purpose of the portal. 
 
 
 
 
Friday, May 12 
 
The Co-Chair of the PCCB opened Day 2 of the 1st PCCB Meeting. He highlighted that today’s 
discussion will look at the 2017 focus area: Capacity-building activities for the implementation of NDCs in 
the context of the Paris Agreement. He noted that a capacity-building expert from CDKN has been invited 
to facilitate our understanding and will be available to moderate the technical working session too. 
 
Focus area or theme of the Paris Committee on Capacity-building: Capacity-building activities for the 
implementation of nationally determined contributions in the context of the Paris Agreement 
 
All slides are available at: http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/10260.php  
 
Discussion on complementarity between the Durban Forum and the work of the PCCB  
-Mr. Tomasz Chruszczow, SBI Chair and Chair of the Durban Forum for In-depth discussion on 

Capacity-building  Presentation (893 kB) 
 
SBI Chair made a statement. He said it is a pleasure to be at the PCCB, which is important for climate 
action on the ground. He said that deliberations of the meeting of the Durban Forum was very interesting. 
 

- Established in 2011 at COP17 to contribute to monitoring effectiveness of capacity-building, 
provide platform for open, transparent and extensive experiences and practical lessons 

http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/10260.php
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/tomasz_presentation.pdf


- In 2012, CMP8 decided in Doha that the Durban Forum would be an appropriate forum to share 
lessons learnt regarding capacity-building in activities related to the Kyoto Protocol 

- The Durban Forum meets annual during the SBI, proceedings are captured in a report which will 
be presented at the following COP that year 

- Periodic comprehensive reviews on the framework for capacity-building for Parties in the 
Convention and its Kyoto Protocol 

- Summary reports also serve as inputs to the PCCB 
- Since establishment, Durban Forum has had 6 meetings, which are an opportunity for all bodies 

and relevant experts and practitioners from NGOs, academic, IGOs etc. to exchange ideas, 
lessons learnt, best practices etc. on capacity building that would enable mitigation and 
adaptation in the implementation of the KP 

- Topics either provided by COP or by Parties through submissions 
- In previous meetings, Chairs, Co-Chairs of constituted bodies have provided an overview of all 

capacity-building activities 
- Summary of last 3 Durban Forums - all focusing on NDCs from different viewpoints: 

- 4th, June 2015: Technical and financial support, and capacity-building activities for the 
preparation of INDCs; presentations delivered by representatives of developed country 
Parties and relevant bilateral agencies, international organizations and research centres; 
lessons included: INDCs should be embedded into domestic development strategies and 
non-GHG related benefits such as employment, air quality and economic growth; 
institutional structure/systemic framework and national teams important to be responsible 
of preparation of NCs, BR/BURs. University institutions were engaged in training 
government officials and establishing groups of experts working on the development of 
climate change policies; interministerial knowledge transfer facilitated well informed 
decision making processes. Gaps and needs included incomplete assessment and 
needs, lack of comprehensive action plans, lack of coordination and commitment of 
domestic agencies, lack of capacity of stakeholders for adequate input, difficulty of finding 
specific guidelines for preparation of INDCs and insufficient research data on the 
potential effects of INDC development.(see slides for any info missing) 

- 5th, May 2016: How to enhance capacities to effectively implement the PA, particularly 
focusing on the capacity to convert NDCs into action. The moderator was ARI Huhtala 
(CDKN). Challenges to overcome emerging needs included: greater awareness and 
capacity of the private sector needed to increase levels of ambition, and the capacity of 
governments to engage the private sector; the integration of climate change objectives 
including those identified in NDCs, into national and subnational planning processes and 
budgeting (implies building the capacity of policy makers on this); national tracking 
system relevant to transparency. 

- 6th, May 2017: Enhancing capacities for adaptation in the context of National Adaptation 
Plans (NAPs) and NDCs. 3 subtopics: Enhancing human, institutional, systemic 
capacities to design adaptation interventions in the context of NAPs and NDCs;... At the 
forum, the importance and relevance of capacity-building was emphasized as a key 
ingredient for achieving the Paris Agreement and the broader 2030 Agenda and 
development goals. Participants stressed the need for stakeholders to have a clear idea 
of which institutions are involved in NAP and NDC implementation to effectively assess 
capacity needs. Suggested identifying and providing incentives for taking part in 
capacity-building activities and sustaining the capacities build, such as promotion on the 
job, new opportunities etc. better use of readiness support and a more simplified 
application process for readiness support, more systematic support for medium and 



long-term education and training and provision of additional resources and time for 
project preparation. 

- To conclude, SBI Chair said that PCCB should be aware the the website of the Durban 
Forum is where all this information is contained. Webcasts and YouTube streaming is 
also linked to this webpage 
(http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/6802.php)  

 
- Mr. Ari Huhtala, Moderator said that we have a daunting task of bringing the ideas of the PCCB 

forward. He will also be delivering a presentation on behalf of CKDN but wearing a hat of a 
‘climate negotiations old timer’. He added that we have 30 minutes to hear views on the guiding 
question: How to best facilitate, ensure and maximize complementarity between the discussions 
of the Durban Forum and the thematic work of the PCCB? He asked the PCCB to consider the 
‘golden nuggets’ of information that the PCCB can bring into its mandate from the Durban Forum. 
We should also be realistic within the timeframe and resources within its capabilities. He asked 
the PCCB for first impressions: 

- Amb Rita noted the importance of planning in the context of national development. She 
highlighted interest in seeking out projects to build capacity but wondered how UN 
agencies and bodies (including funds) can help countries and step away from only 
projects and ensure that capacity-building is a key factor that strengthens development in 
complying with the long-term goal set under the Paris Agreement. Evolution into a new 
model of development. 

- Ari noted mainstreaming and fundamental change in countries. Institutions must 
own the process. Flying in and out of experts is not the way to do it.  

- Vedis said it would be good to have recommendations of common features of successful 
capacity-building. Noted the helpfulness of the Durban Forum. Asked about the 
added-value of the PCCB. Urge moderator to ask the presenters later to focus on the 
added-value of the PCCB. 

- Renilde said she has been to all the Durban Forum meetings and hoped to see the 
complementarity between the Durban Forum and work of the PCCB emerging, but also 
recognizing gaps and short timing of Durban Forum. 

- Metti said that Jukka was the co-chair of the capacity-building negotiating group at that 
time, creating the idea of the Durban Forum. The Durban Forum has been a useful 
platform for exchange of ideas and networking but it also does not lead anywhere. It has 
its report, but the question is ‘so what?’. The PCCB is the ‘what’, given its mandate to 
develop ideas into action. It is very important that the PCCB look carefully at the 
recommendations by the SBI Chair to see if we can make a sensitive (sensible?) 
proposal for the way forward. 

- Mohamed added that the first access point is on mobilization of research, and suggested 
a one-stop shop to find funding and support capacity-building;  the coherence and 
coordination of all initiatives; and vertical integration of capacity-building which is now 
limited to the international level and we have to look at how it can go down to territories 
where implementation of NDCs is happening. 

- Ari said it was tall orders e.g. one-stop shop for funding for capacity-building 
activities. Good that you raised moving from international to national and 
sub-national. 

- Jeniffer noted that the development of the Durban Forum has evolved and sometimes 
attending it and taking off your negotiator hat can be refreshing. She asked where we can 

http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/items/6802.php


get up-to-date information, and for her it was the Durban Forum without having to wait for 
the Parties’ BR/BURs and NCs. PCCBs can note this. 

- Mahawan said that the PCCB must decide on the framework to discuss and construct a 
comprehensive way ahead.  

- TEC stressed the importance of private sector involvement in the process of enhancing 
NDC planning and implementation but finance is always the issue and in that respect, 
financial investment and engagement of the private sector is critical. In the presentation 
of SBI Chair also had touched on this issue.  

- Local Governments and Municipal Authorities (LGMA) Constituency raised the 
importance of multi-level governance, brought up by SBI Chair and Mohamed Nbou. 
Wanted to highlight activities, approaches and tools at the subnational level e.g. training, 
study tours, workshops, provide resources and tools through ICLEI’s comprehensive 
framework in urban planning and development/GHG software tool. NAZCA portal inputs.  

- Research and Independent NGO Constituency noted that data and research community 
submission of data and research has been raised by the constituency before. 

- Ari noted that this is important and reminds him of the vast diversity in the INDC 
submissions.  

- To this, Mohamed noted that African countries has experienced this in INDC 
preparation. The lack of understanding of what constitutes an INDC was an 
issue. The process in crafting INDCs was rapid and yet the INDCs have to be 
anchored in the core policies in the country and therefore INDCs must be a core 
in capacity building, particularly in Africa. 

- Crispin noted that data and detailed information, working with agencies of group 
of entities in meeting some of the demands. This is one of the critical roles that 
the PCCB can play. Where we have best practices in some countries, the PCCB 
can highlight these as some of the lessons learnt and make specific 
recommendations in that area to ensure that toolboxes, rulebooks can be 
developed to meet the need. 

- Ari asked if the PCCB can be the amalgamator of the best practices and how. 
Main issue is how to we get all this information together, which are extremely 
scattered and not necessarily under the heading of capacity-building. We don’t 
have any service menu we can tick necessarily, no ‘MRV’ of this. This is a 
nebulous, complicated space. This points to good knowledge management, to 
make sure available best practices are packaged and shared in a manner that is 
transparent and simple. The PCCB can investigate on how best it can get 
engaged or make recommendations towards this. 

- Mohamed noted that the Moroccan Centre for Competency was set up to 
achieve such a goal.  

- Amb Rita noted that challenges common to all are engaging financial 
stakeholders and identifying the scale of change needed to move forward. 
Agreed with Crispin on bringing together best practices. She also noted her 
experience on the Durban Forum - attendance by government agencies, funds, 
NGOs etc. The fact that all actors were available gave the opportunity to have 
conversations at different tables and to hear everyone.  

- Metti pointed out other agencies giving advice on capacity building. We have to 
think which kind of recommendation would be clever for PCCB to give.  

- Renilde said that stakeholders (government, private, etc.) can be coordinated 
and how expertise from different centres can share, and if South-South 



cooperation can be leveraged for NDCs implementation. She added that time 
limit for elaboration is short, and the lack of institutional capacity can limit the 
effectiveness of help rendered to countries. PCCB has to know the nature of the 
NDCs submitted to know how to coordinate experiences between levels and 
stakeholders and not to use one consultant.  

- Richard noted that the PCCB has used the Durban Forum as platform for sharing 
and information gathering to inform the work of the PCCB. That different 
stakeholders attend and share at the Durban Forum, this should inform our work. 
What is crucial for PCCB is to put in place mechanism to enhance knowledge 
coming from there so as to recommend strategies, approaches and tools to 
promote information sharing and facilitate in-country capacity-building.  

- Ethiopia (observer): PCCB has research and outreach functions and can be 
distinct from Durban Forum by reaching out to regions. E.g. African Sustainable 
Development Forum. Work of the PCCB can be more robust by reaching out to 
regions.  

- Ari noted that notes have been taken on all the suggestions and rich observations and 
called for a coffee break.  

- Side discussions (RINGO): Technical expertise necessary to interventions and 
negotiating positions. Submissions come from approved Observer Organization level, 
universities are often not prepared to submit from their main university institution and it 
has to be done at the individual researcher level. Amongst negotiators there is reticence 
to be flooded with research papers and specific author may bring a view that may be 
seen as serving a particular interest group.  

 
Presentation on the outcome of the capacity-building workshop organized by the Moroccan Presidency - 
key outcomes by Mr. Mohamed Nbou, Director of the Ministry of the Environment of Morocco and PCCB 

member  Presentation on the key outcomes of the workshop (626 kB) 
- 4 panel discussions and one roundtable on 4 themes 
- Participants included climate experts, technical centers, civil society 
- 4Cs intended to contribute to placing the Kingdom of Morocco at the heart of the international 

mechanism for combating climate change; domestic capacity building; enhancing South-South 
cooperation between Morocco and other countries 

- Purpose: potential role of regional climate centers, coalitions and networks in capacity building 
analysis, mobilization of expertise, knowledge management and sharing of best practices across 
regions 

- Recommendations: need to enlarge, broaden scope of networks to encompass several expertise 
and skills,; collaborate with CTCN and network of its 300 institutions and 193 centers in Africa; 
bring together stakeholders 

- Outcome 1/Lessons learnt: Need to capitalize on existing capacity-building initiatives by CTCN, 
GEF etc; encourage peer-to-peer exchange and bilateral/multilateral projects; link tech transfer, 
climate finance and NDC support with capacity building efforts to optimize effectiveness and 
improve sustainability; National Focal Points should be responsible for various aspects 

- Outcome 2: Feasibility studies should identify and assess capacity building needs for 
implementation of NDCs; develop science/policy interface to make policy instruments more 
relevant; countries where INDCs were elaborated by external experts need capacity-building for 
local experts; support cooperation among relevant institutions; tools can be used 

http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/morocco.pdf


- Outcome 3: Need to simplify procedures to access finance for capacity building, ideally through a 
“one-stop shop” for financing capacity building; enhanced transparency framework (ETF) for 
action and support, and improvement of MRV capacity  

- Outcome 4: Improve UNFCCC capacity building portal to include information from non-Party 
actors; need for CTCN to coordinate with the Adaptation Committee in the delivery of capacity 
building initiatives; donors must ensure coordination among themselves to limit inefficiencies due 
to parallel processes; integrating the Durban Platform process. 

- Q&A/Clarification opportunity:  
- Jukka Uosukainen on CTCN - well aware of work with Adaptation Committee are working 

to build a holistic document on capacity building needs. It will be published in a few 
weeks and will be broadcast to Parties.  

- Vedis asked if this was a workshop facilitated by the Moroccan Presidency of the COP 
and if they have discussed this with the incoming Fijian Presidency and if they are keen 
to take on a second workshop? To this, Mohamed said the purpose of the workshop was 
to do mapping and to build the foundation from the approach from before and to enhance 
it.  

- Renilde asked workshops of this nature to look at regional centers more carefully, to 
scrutinize if they concentrate primarily on finance only and not actually on 
implementation. It is important to encourage regional centres to continue focusing on 
capacity-building. 

- Amb Rita also noted the importance of regional centers and said the PCCB could 
definitely use the outcomes 

- CGE open to sharing experiences with the PCCB, particularly on reporting and mitigation 
actions including non-GHG impacts, support among others.  

- TEC asked if the information of the regional center is being shared with the UNFCCC. To 
this, Mohamed noted that there are many regional centers and we have to facilitate the 
connection between the centers and UNFCCC but yet to formalize this connection. 

 
Session I: Initiatives or partnerships supporting capacity-building activities for the implementation of NDCs 
in the context of the Paris Agreement 
 
Presentation and panel discussion by: 
 
- Mr. Rob Bradley, Director for Knowledge, NDC Partnership (no slides) 

- LDC is a new partnership launched in Marrakech COP22, only 3 weeks into the job. 
- 54-55 countries involved, including implementation partners such as development bank 
- Rob Bradley part of World Resources Institute 
- Development processes must be genuinely Party/country-led, ensure that lasting capacity is 

being met in countries and destiny is in their hands 
- In many cases, NDCs were put together in short time and with side assistance which didn’t hang 

around for long afterwards. The NDC partnership’s purpose is to find answers to fill those gaps, 
such as integrating the SDGs often within economic development growth strategies - hard 
enough on their own and tricky when done together.  

- 1) Engage directly in those countries, listening to various government agencies 
- 2) As Director of Knowledge & Research, see how to best mobilize research and developing 

lasting capacity in those countries. Last 6 years in UAE which was going through a process which 
was expanding its capacity to engage in multilateral processes - own commitment and drive. 
Brings home the scale of the challenges. Government officials (junior, mid) are usually tasked 



with drafting policies etc - are they equipped with data, partnerships, technology platforms, 
access to appropriate resources? Academic institutions are home to important research bases 
and more can be done to make NDCs in various developing countries take up a strong role on, 
since they bring research capacities and they are a learning and teaching institutions - can create 
learning academy atmosphere.  

- Launched some initial tools: 500-600 funding initiatives around the world and some are quite 
obscure, so NDC partnership’s role would be to navigate tools in different sectors e.g. transport.  

- This is just the beginning.  
- Scale of the political will and the ambition of the Paris Agreement  offers us the opportunity to do 

more.  
- Hope to work with PCCB to make the NDCs the success we need it to be. 

 

- Mr. Ari Huhtala, Climate and Development Knowledge Network (CDKN)  Presentation (564 kB) 
- Example of work 
 

- CDKN has had 7 years of experience, looking back now on what we have learnt 
- Developing capability of relevant actors and enable them to self-manage the immensely complex 

task of integrating climate change into development planning and implementation 
- Guiding principles 
- Capability development approach  
- Country engagement approach: Integrated learning through action, reflection and adaptive 

management - continuous loop and improvement that we are advocating 
- Country engagement in action in Rwanda: Green Growth and Climate Resilience Strategy as 

cross-sector effort, designed FONERWA to mobilize national and international resources and 
channel them. DfiD in 2013 with GBP22.5m. MINIRENA achieved AF and GCF accreditation in 
2015, readiness funding and pipeline development ongoing. 

- Kenya’s Climate Change Act: springboard for greater society-wide progress on climate 
compatible development (CCD) 

- Plan 4C in Cartagena, Colombia, has transcended different political administrations and 
leaderships to position CCD as a long-term strategic pillar for city planning - 4 mayors, selling 
slogan for foreign investors 

- AMCOW framework and training for water security in changing climate in Africa 
- People need to be eager to change - slogans not enough 
- Quality inputs from trusted staff and suppliers (internal and external) 
- Responsibility and opportunity to take action 
- Link with key stakeholders in the system 

 

- Ms. Chizuru Aoki, Global Environment Facility (GEF)  Presentation (869 kB) 
 

- Supporting capacity-building needs of developing countries - GEF Experience 
- Capacity building is a key theme in GEF and there exists various opportunities to enhance 

cross-sectoral/issue work 
- Support modalities: COP mandates, Capacity-building initiative for Transparency (CBIT), 

cross-cutting capacity development (across Convention e.g. CDB, Convention on Deforestation, 
Minamata Convention etc.) 

- 2015 - $189 million for 85 projects; 2016: $217 million for 135 million - only those approved in that 
calendar year 

https://cdkn.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/CDKN-Guide-to-INDCs-Revised-May2015.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/gef_pccb_session_i_12_may_2017_rev.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb-0517-ari.pdf


- On NDCs proposals, we ask that all initiatives are relevant to NDCs and institutional support e.g.g 
barrier removal for achieving the national energy roadmap targets of Vanuatu; support for NDC 
enhancement; on all COP mandated issues, there is the Global Support Program (workshops, 
info sharing, tools, knowledge etc. on global and sub-regional level) 

- CBIT is open for business! New initiative written into the PA Decision to support countries. New 
trust fund, time bound. $55 million for NOvember 2016-June 2018. 5 national projects and 1 
global component approved - Costa Rica, Kenya, South Africa, Uganda and Uruguay; 
Collaboration with other actions and initiatives e.g. ICAT, Coalition on Paris Agreement Capacity 
Building, Partnerships for transparency 

- GEF support for MRV and Transparency (see slide) - Finance: $500k for NC and $352k for BUR, 
country allocation for NAMAs; Support: Global Support Program, etc. → GEF has to support the 
Paris Agreement 

- Support for cross-cutting initiatives (outside the UNFCCC) 1) Sustainable cities; 2) 
Deforestation/commodities; 3) Food security in sub-saharan Africa → integrated approach 
programs but not enough for ‘good will’ donations but have to engage traditional agencies and 
financial institutions we know of and perhaps not so easily available/obvious ones - e.g. 
California, ICLEI 

- Goodwill note enough, need some structure, role and money 
 

- Mr. Clifford Polycarp, Acting Head, Division of Country Programming, Green Climate Fund (GCF)  
Presentation (919 kB) 
 

- Support provided by the Green Climate Fund 
- Decision 1/CP.21: “GCF shall serve the Paris Agreement” 
- GCF’s Strategic Plan emphasizes support to the PA, workplan for implementation adopted at 

B.16 
- GCF will provide support in terms of finance, capacity-building and tech transfer 
- The organizing framework that the GCF uses to work with countries: 

- 1. NAPs, NDCs, other climate strategies, plans led by climate change focal points 
- 2. Need to signal to GCF what activities they will undertake and resources/capacity they 

need before the GCF can define the programming priorities (Programming Strategies 
with the GCF) 

- 3. Be accountable to the process and donors with reporting 
- 96 country programme briefs currently 
- Examples of GCF support: GCF’s support in NDC preparation → Readiness & Preparatory 

Support Programme, NAP support, Project Preparation Facility. GCF encourages countries to 
work with accredited entities to consider how to turn their NDCs into concrete concept notes and 
funding proposals. 

- Areas of support: NDA strengthening, strategic frameworks, support for direct access entities, 
adaptation planning processes (in cycles) 

- Readiness process (see slide): Submission → … 
- Readiness funding: $1M cap per country per year for NDA strengthening, support for direct 

access entities, strategic frameworks and additional $3M cap for national adaptation plans (not 
per year) 

- NAP support: COP21 to COP22 to expedite support to formulate and implement NAPs, this 
Decision was translated by the GCF Board into action and finding for Nepal and Liberia has been 

http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/present_gcf_sb46_bonn_pccb_final.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/present_gcf_sb46_bonn_pccb_final.pdf


approved. Have since received additional requests from 16 countries, and expect to receive more 
this year (see slide on NAP Support: Progress in 2017 for useful map) 

- These slides are by no means a comprehensive account on all capacity-building support that can 
be provided by the GCF but we also need to address coordination and coherence across sources 
of support. In the NDA exercises, we are providing support to convene various stakeholders 
(wide-range) that have ability to contribute in the implementation of the NDCs.  

 

- Mr. Jukka Uosukainen, Climate Technology Centre & Network (CTCN)  Presentation (783 kB) 
 

- Honored to be involved in PCCB 
- Have been negotiating on capacity-building since Marrakech 2001 and it has been a long road 

and we are still cautious about what kind of body that the PCCB will be situated within the 
framework with the CTCN, TEC (operating arm) in that we do not confuse and overlap our work 

- >10 different guidance by the COP e.g. Decision 1/CP.16, para 123 a,ii, Decision 2/CP.17, 
Decision 1/CP.19, Article 11 of the Paris Agreement (five core areas) 

- Technology transfer and capacity building are interlinked 
- Country-driven approach - CTCN serves countries on their request, we negotiate with NDA on the 

capacities they need to strengthen and how CTCN can bring that support to them 
- Examples include Benin and Mauritius  
- Need to now prioritize requests based on a certain criteria (LDCs, SIDS and other vulnerable 

countries, balance between mitigation and adaptation) 
- Facilitating linkages between technical assistance and financing - Decision 11/CP.22, para 11 

and Decision 14/CP.22, para 4 → see if requests will lead to climate investments that the country 
feels it needs whether GEF etc. CTCN will then consider the funds available.  

- Examples: Guinea, Mali, Jordan  
- GCF capacity building module: Zimbabwe, Guatemala, Mali etc.  
- Foster institutional strengthening in developing countries: CTCN Incubator Programme focuses 

on LDCs and SIDS to strengthen the institutional capacity of NDEs; Support creation of National 
Institutions/ Center of Excellences e.g. Madagascar, Ecuador, etc. → quite interesting, and 
wonder if they are sustainable and are they serving the primary effort of the country? E.g. energy, 
water technologies…  

- Regional Networking Forums, Private Sector Engagements 
- NDA for technology needs empowerment and constantly. They need to be all the time supported. 

It is a long-term issue but it is an institutional capacity issue and should be discussed at the 
PCCB. 

 

- Ms. Gemma O’Reilly, Standing Committee on Finance (SCF)  Intervention (197 kB) 
 

- SCF is mandated to assisting the COP in exercising its functions in relation to the Financial 
Mechanism (FM) of the Convention 

- Shall also serve the Paris Agreement  
- Mandated activities (Decision 2/CP.17, para 121):  forum, linkages with SBI and other bodies, 

draft guidance, recommendations, biennial assessment and overview of climate finance flows, 
further mandated activities since COP19 

- Sixth Review of the Financial Mechanism - capacity building embedded in the thematic 
programmes/projects across the FM 

 

http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/cb_pccb_sb_2017.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/draft_slides_scf_intervention_fat_pccb_1.pdf


Q&A/Discussion 
 

- Need to have clarity on division of work, avoid overlaps e.g. Rwanda / CTCN’s request and 
extensive support by CKDN 

- Database and excel spreadsheets are not based on a dedicated webpage, although they are 
available in the meeting documents of the Standing Committee on Finance (compilation 
document) website: 
http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/financial_mechanism/standing_committee/items/6881.p
hp  

- Need to find value-add by focusing on technical work and aggregation of efforts 
- Noting the NDCs of a number of Caribbean countries, there is reference made to reducing 

emissions through energy and transport sector (largest end-users of fossil fuels)  
- How to enhance responsibility to take action on capacity-building? How to get motivated 

individuals involved? 
 
 
Session II: Assessing capacity-building gaps and needs to be addressed in implementing NDCs in the 
context of the Paris Agreement 
 
Presentations by: 
 
- Mr. Clarence Samuel, Marshall Islands 

- Capacity is the greatest hurdle faced by SIDS in achieving our NDCs 
- Office has only 2 staff excluding myself, and we are responsible for the administration of all the 

MEAs 
- Constant struggle with doing what we can and doing more (doing more with less) 
- In addition to capacity building at national level, there has to be a more strategic way of building 

capacity and sharing experiences within regions 
- NDC partnership - we are serving on the committee, will hopefully deal with this 
- Hope there can be Regional centers of excellence - be able to pick up the phone and ask 
- Marshall Islands has the first absolute emissions reduction target, and just last week, Cabinet just 

approved a Committee to fast-track the implementation of our NDC 
- We need capacity to make application to grants, which can take up phenomenal efforts, and 

takes away human resources to deliver on pressing tasks 
- Real issue is to ensure that PCCB is not just another committee but rather ensure that cost of 

implementation is taken most efficiently and effectively, maximizing synergies 
- Building number of experts also important, not just building capacity 

 

- Mr. Bubu Jallow, The Gambia, LDC Group  Presentation (3738 kB) 
- Recall the difficulty of coming to this - must really work and deliver the results 
- Speaking on behalf of the LDCs 
- Refer to slides 

 
Interventions by: 
 

- Mr. Clifford Mahlung, Adaptation Committee  Intervention (350 kB) 

http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/financial_mechanism/standing_committee/items/6881.php
http://unfccc.int/cooperation_and_support/financial_mechanism/standing_committee/items/6881.php
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/capacity-building_needs_and_gaps_identified_in_ldcs.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/ac_report_to_pccb_may_2017.pdf


- The AC is currently working on a range of topics related to adaptation and capacity building. The 
background paper on linkages covers this. 

- The technical support to developing country Parties is part of our rolling workplan. The AC has 
dedicated one of its workstreams to this topic. Regional centers and networks are integral to this 
process. AC has reached out to them for support. A call was made during some earlier SB 
sessions.  

- Working with CTCN 
- Two Secretariats are working on preparing a document on work done, will be ready before next 

AC meeting in September 2017.  
- Methodologies for assessing adaptation needs - COP21 asked AC looks at this with a view to 

helping developing countries, without giving them undue burden, to prepare recommendations for 
their consideration and adoption by CMA1. Issued a call from stakeholders and synthesized the 
information… available on AC website: 
https://unfccc.int/files/adaptation/groups_committees/adaptation_committee/application/pdf/ac10_
4b_meth_adapt_needs.pdf  

- Group is convening an expert meeting tomorrow, to ensure perspective of scientific and other 
bodies are reflected. Full recommendations will be ready soon. 

- TEM on Adaptation - Tues next week - topic on integrating climate adaptation in SDGs and the 
Sendai Framework for Disaster Reduction 

 
-Least Developed Countries Expert Group (LEG)  
 

- The LEG works in supporting LDCs in NAPs, and is guided by a vision. 
- Has undertook many activities to help LDCs on the process to formulate and implement NAPs: 

- Elaborate guidance for NAP process 
- Training and workshops on these guidance 
- NAP Expo to share experiences and lessons learned 

- For the NDCs, many gaps exist: 
- Global Stocktake 
- Enhanced Transparency Framework 
- Assessment of SBI of progress made in the process to formulate and implement NAPs 
- Adaptation communications 
- NDCs 
- Modalities to recognize adaptation efforts Art 7, para 3 of Paris Agreement 
- Methodologies for taking steps to facilitate mobilization of support in developing 

countries…. Art. 2 of PA 
- Methodologies for reviewing the adequacy and effectiveness of adaptation and support… 

Art. 2 of PA 
- Technical needs on which LDCs may require support regaridng how to factor into their work on 

adaptation: global goal on adaptation and links to sustainable development and efforts to 
eradicate poverty 

- FCCC/SBI/2017/6 
- Waiting to see how LEG can work with PCCB 

 

-Mr. Naoki Mori, Technology Executive Committee  Intervention (461 kB) 
- Identifying and addressing needs and gaps of technology development and transfer to support 

Parties in implementing the Paris Agreement 

https://unfccc.int/files/adaptation/groups_committees/adaptation_committee/application/pdf/ac10_4b_meth_adapt_needs.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_slides_12052017.pdf
https://unfccc.int/files/adaptation/groups_committees/adaptation_committee/application/pdf/ac10_4b_meth_adapt_needs.pdf


- Undertakes analysis and provides policy recommendations to enhance climate technology 
development and transfer 

- TEC comprises 20 expert members and maximizes impact through: TEC Briefs, key messages & 
recommendations to COP, guidance and  working with key partners (CTCN, GEF, GCF, etc.) 

- In 2016: Analysis of mitigation-related policy options of the TEP, TAPs, and CTCN requests  
- Needs: Support to increase the mitigation ambition of climate action 
- Result: Identified “Gap” with high interest but low experiences (i.e. industrial EE), 
- Outcomes: Technical paper, thematic dialogue, and TEC Brief on industrial EE 

- In 2016: Enhancing Implementation of Technology Needs Assessments 
- Needs: How to enhance the implementation of TNAs, in particular Technology Action 

Plans (TAPs) 
- Result: Importance of building capacity for the process of preparing a TAP 
- Outcomes: Publication “Guidance for Preparing a Technology Action Plan” 

- In 2017: Innovation and research, development and demonstration 
- Needs: How innovation can support implementation of technology elements of NDCs 
- How: Mapping enabling environments and barriers in TNAs/NDCs/CTCN requests 
- Outcomes: Special event on how innovation can support implementation of NDCs 

- In 2017: South-south practical learning on adaptation technologies 
- Needs: Enhance the visibility of SSC practical exchange on adaptation technologies 
- How: Learning & sharing experience through personal interactions (i.e. exchange 

programmes) as effective tools to accelerate knowledge dissemination 
- Outcomes: Compilation of good practices 

- In 2017: Analyse linkages TNA and NDC process 
- Needs: Strengthening linkages between TNA/NDC/NAP to enhance effective 

implementation 
- How: Analyse how TAPs/TNAs could work as a platform for NDC and NAP 

implementation. (i.e. applicability of organizational structure, process, methodology and 
results of TAPs/TAPs) 

- Outcomes: Paper on linkages between the TNA and the NDC processes 
- Challenges on implementation of TNAs and TAPs 

- Setting organizational structure and incentives for active participation of various 
stakeholders 

- Prioritization of sectors and technologies fitting to local condition 
- Identifying actions to address enabling environment in prioritized sectors and technology 
- Applying cost and benefit (multi benefit) analysis 
- Identifying funding sources both in public and private 

- Lessons Learnt 
- Engage stakeholders from a broad range 
- Form a core team of stakeholders 
- Actively engage high-level decision makers 
- Actively involve financial experts 
- Involve ‘champions’ who can diffuse prioritized technology 

- TEC looks forward to further collaborate with the PCCB 
 

Q&A - Guiding questions for the discussion: 
- Which are the main human, institutional and systemic capacity gaps and needs identified by 

developing countries in implementing NDCs? 

http://unfccc.int/ttclear/misc_/StaticFiles/gnwoerk_static/TEC_column_M/33933c6ccb7744bc8fd643feb0f8032a/82af010d04f14a84b9d24c5379514053.pdf
http://unfccc.int/ttclear/misc_/StaticFiles/gnwoerk_static/TEM_TEC_meetings/6ae9ca9c5882472e94b23c522b6ded34/71375cfd955a446db561dba61fd96c2f.pdf


- What are some of the existing and innovative solutions to address the capacity needs and gaps 
identified above? 

 
Breakout group discussions 
 

1. Strengthening collaboration between different actors to support capacity-building activities for the 
implementation of NDCs in the context of the Paris Agreement 

a. How can the PCCB serve as the connecting bridge among actors under and outside the 
Convention supporting capacity-building activities in the developing countries? How can it 
contribute to increasing synergies among them? 

 
- French youth delegate: provide resources and trainings to actors, particularly youth, each 

delegation can have the PCCB equivalent of an ACE focal point - Jeniffer agreed to 
conect with ACE focal points and to create registry of what each organization does and 
communicate better with each other e.g. coalition of organization for education  

- Local Government and Municipal Authorities Constituencies: local government, e.g. 
ExCOM task force on displacement mandated to work with constituted bodies under the 
UNFCCC and outside, including all levels of government - great recognition given to this 
group 

- LDCs - universities play an important role 
- Workplan of PCCB is still under discussion but hope that it would remain open to having 

non-state actors involved at each meeting 
- Renilde: PCCB would have to monitor gaps and to see if gaps still exist or have been 

addressed; PCCB has to plan activities and can get advice from those to whom they 
report; coordination of strategies 

- Marzena: Need for national focal point for capacity building, could come from 
recommendation to the Parties e.g. NDAs for CDM, and they mushroomed because 
everyone wanted to set up CDM but this did not occur for capacity building 

- CGE/UNEP: Registry, NC capacity building chapters don’t always make sense - this is 
important to be able to craft the guidelines moving forward → legitimacy of NC/BUR 
process issue?  

- Melissa/RINGOs: Echo PCCB members’ inputs on the need to monitor gaps. But draw 
discussion back to transparency and existing/current arrangements under the 
Convention. Having attended a ICA Update side event yesterday, I was informed that 
only 36 out of 154 developing country Parties have submitted BURs and this is a clear 
gap in capacity here in the submissions. But would also like to point out the lack of 
capacity in the UNFCCC Secretariat - the Mitigation, Data and Analysis (MDA) 
Programme team has just 4 people and if all 154 countries submit their BURs on time, 
they would not be able to handle it and at each session only 10 FSVs can be held, so this 
needs to be looked at. Parties should be encouraged also to submit their first and 
subsequent BURs, since the chapters of capacity needs can be compared then to identify 
the remaining gaps that exist biennially and what worked for the capacity gaps and needs 
to be met. In essence, recommend that the PCCB connect with the MDA Programme 
team and SBI to assess current gaps through the BURs and see how to 
translate/copy&paste arrangements under the Cancun Agreements into the Paris 
Agreement which is being negotiated now under the APA Agenda Item 7 and in other 
agenda items too. → refer to above point of accuracy of capacity building chapters 



- CTCN urban: capacities, who will deliver capacities and who requires capacities and at 
what level (policy makers? Government? All stakeholders?) need to realise not everyone 
will have all the capacity. Separate approach needed for everyone. Submission of NCs, 
BURs and it will be a challenge to bring everyone to the same level. If you have a 
situation where everyone works on the same NDC Communication then easier to 
coordinate -- cannot allow countries to submit at their discretion. -- Suggest that PCCB 
recommend that the transparency arrangements under the PA avoid the mistakes of KP. 

- Renilde: NDC will be difficult to implement because reporting is linked to support, 
capacity etc. maybe NDC partnership can do that but data is the primary challenge. See 
what kind of NDC is submitted and see what is common and not.  

- Yongxiang: hard to identify which issue is most pressing to address. There should be a 
holistic way of classifying capacity building needs. Clustering would make it easier. → 
although each country would have different capacity building needs in their own national 
and sub-regional contexts. 

- Having used the portal, it is quite hard as the capacity-building needs don’t fit neatly.. 
Registry may not really work since there is overlap of support.  

 
b. How can the PCCB collaborate with constituted bodies under the Convention to address 

current and emerging capacity gaps and needs in implementing NDCs in the context of 
the Paris Agreement? 

 
- Necessary to go beyond the capacity building portal for best practices 
- Forming of task force including specific experts and decision makers 
- Look into other existing portals to collect information on capacity building activities 
- Contact governments, have workshops to establish networks within the PCCB 
- Capacity building portal could create a platform for creating partnerships 
- Virtual space for exchange of information 
- Capacity needs assessment (pros and cons) 

- CB needs assessments needed for PCCB to address gaps and needs to achieve 
ambition 

- PCCB could prepare guidelines with steps to go from NDCs to implementation 
- PCCB could establish a library of good practices and lesson learned through 

submissions of gaps and needs 
- PCCB can get in touch with governments to collect information on gaps and 

needs and filter that information 
- Existing information such as TNAs and existing portals can be used. E.g. better 

for stakeholders to market it themselves, in universities etc.  
 

2.  Enhancing the capacities of developing countries to implement NDCs in the context of the Paris 
Agreement (solutions and best practices) 

a. How can the PCCB address main institutional, systemic and individual capacity gaps and 
needs in implementing NDCs in the context of the Paris Agreement? 

b. What can the PCCB do to promote an exchange of information, good practices and 
lessons learned contributing to address current and emerging capacity gaps and needs in 
implementing NDCs in the context of the Paris Agreement? 

 
Reporting of the breakout group discussions by rapporteurs (see above for text) 



 Report back from Breakout group 1 (13 kB) 

 Report back from Breakout group 2 (119 kB) 
 
Closing words by the Co-Chairs: 
 

- Today has seen a rich exchange of views and it gives the PCCB a challenging task for tomorrow, 
since we are expected to agree on a workplan and there now maybe half a million things being 
surfaced here and all of them have their own pros and justifications.  

- In order to make the PCCB and our report for the SBI to be presented to COP, we have to think 
about what is important, how to prioritize and what we can do with the resources we have. 
Co-Chair suggested that members of the PCCB sleep over it tonight and let our brains work 
harder tomorrow. 

- Tomorrow, the PCCB will be invited to: 
- Agree on its activities to implement the 2016–2020 capacity-building workplan, including 

on inter-sessional work as appropriate, taking into consideration the invitation by the COP 
as contained in decision 16/CP.22, paragraph 4; 

-  Agree on its approach to the implementation of the 2017 focus area or theme of the 
PCCB, including on inter-sessional work as appropriate; 

- Invited to discuss and agree on its 2018 focus area or theme with a view to including this 
information in its technical progress report to COP 23; and 

- Invited to agree on the content and process for preparing its technical progress report to 
COP 23.  

 
Saturday, May 13 
 
PCCB Co-Chairs opened the meeting 
Ari will give a stocktake of yesterday 

- Personal and professional opinion  
- Key issue is the topic - NDCs, implementation, role of PCCB in driving and building capacity in 

developing countries within its mandate 
- So many mandates elsewhere in COP, PCCB needs to ensure complementarily rather than just 

looking to avoid overlaps i.e. how can the Durban Forum influence and guide PCCB’s work, TEC 
etc. 

- Converting mandates to action, investment plans, financial support - could be a way to narrow the 
work of the PCCB in the following years, given that this year’s thee is already confirmed 

- Broad areas where the PCCB can focus on:  
- 1. Analysis/mapping of capacity gaps, through perhaps a database or inventory 
- 2. Knowledge management - CKB possible partner with ready made inventory of over 

250 partiners 
- 3. Recognizing the importance of sub-national actors, as champions for implementation 

efforts 
- 4. Amalgamate/country coordination 

- Co-Chair opened the floor to PCCB members for comments: 
- BURs: when NA1 Parties started to develop BURs, it was a different approach and was a 

transformative phase. Most countries saw this as an opportunity to show gaps in capacity 
that they have. Currently, TTE members and Parties are quite positive and that all of 
them have some expectations of the summary reports. If we could somehow keep that 

http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/notes_breakout_group_1b.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/notes_breakout_group_2.pdf


so, and encourage that Parties’ summary reports have elaborated on their capacity 
building needs - to see how that translates into our analysis and give promotion to Parties 
to accept. This would be beneficiary to our side. On the portal, I fully agree it would be 
useful but on the other hand I also see the threat in coordination and lose the significant 
parts. Cited example of Berlin case where Parties had opportunities to showcase gaps 
and audience had time to give recommendation of barriers.  

- CTCN pointed out gaps in NDCs 
- Co-Chair asked if any bodies here at PCCB have analyzed NDCs and have any of you looked at 

the capacity building needs? 
- LEG: Not yet analyzed NDCs, as many of them focus on adaptation components so we 

have needs and gaps on adaptation 
- SCF: Not looked at capacity building gaps in NDCs, as that hasn’t been a focus for us but 

even though we haven’t biennial assessment did have some recommendations and did 
identify some capacity gaps which have been referred to yesterday. This biennial 
assessment and overview is one of SCF’s mandates to look at this.  

- TEC: Not yet involved in capacity building in NDCs itself but looking at technology 
assessment to be applied to NDC 

- CGE: We cannot have good NDCs if countries cannot track national inventories and what 
the possibilities there are to stabilize or reduce emissions - there is a big gap and 
capacity building needs on that issue. Trying to have mitigation efforts in all countries  

- CTCN: Yes, have looked at NDCs for LDCs and SIDs in particular but NDCs are not 
great and difficult to look at them. Have chosen to look at 10-12 LDCs in our incubator 
programme and happy to share that analysis with you. 

- Co-Chair asked SCF and CTCN to share their assessments. Have heard views on BURs 
and CGE - we in this group are not the right ones to finally make recommendations for 
the upgrading of guidelines for reporting but still we might have some thoughts and this 
would be important to work with CGE at least for developing country reports. 

- RINGO: Many NGOs have done work related to NDCs e.g. law programme in Canada 
has done assessment of NDCs to look at legal related issues and gaps -- Co-Chair said it 
would be useful to be shared with PCCB  

- Pacific Capacity (observer): Looked at Pacific countries and needs assessment  
- TEC: Raised finance issue, and access to bilateral funds, private sector financing, green 

finance (China G20 meeting)  
- Co-Chair announced a 30 minute break for the PCCB members to consult on level 21 
- Workplan of PCCB has to be done in a closed session and ask observers to return at 3pm 

instead, in line with the role and mandate of the PCCB 
- Workplan shown on screen, observers invited to give comments via email latest by 2pm. Time 

table, combination of work plan has been put together.  
 
Own thoughts: From the conversation, it sounds as though many of the bodies represented here have not 
started work on analysing the NDCs for capacity building needs. Maybe a way forward would be to 
recommend to the SBI and COP that, in order to fulfil the work of the PCCB, information included in NDCs 
moving forward should include capacity building needs? 
 
See:  
Item 4: Working modalities and procedures of the Paris Committee on Capacity-building. 

 Outcome of discussions (11 kB) 

http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/agenda_item_4.pdf


 
Item 5: Implementation of the 2016 to 2020 capacity-building workplan. 

 Draft workplan of the PCCB (257 kB) 

 Outcome of discussions (83 kB) 
 
Item 6: Focus area or theme of the Paris Committee on Capacity-building: 
Capacity-building activities for the implementation of nationally determined contributions in the context of 
the Paris Agreement. 

 Outcome of discussions (69 kB) 
 
Item 7: Focus area or theme of the Paris Committee on Capacity-building for 2018. 

 Outcome of discussions (72 kB) 
 
Item 8: Annual technical progress report of the Paris Committee on Capacity-building to the Conference 
of the Parties. 

 Outcome of discussions (68 kB) 
 
Other matters 
 
Closure 
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http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/agenda_item_7_rev.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/pccb_rolling_workplan_draft_template_populated_rev.pdf
http://unfccc.int/files/cooperation_and_support/capacity_building/application/pdf/agenda_item_8.pdf

