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APA agenda item 8: informal consultations on issues except Adaptation 
Fund 

Co-chair 
• There are a number of clashes on finance and budget matters. 
• Initial guidance to the SCCF and LDCF, then we will move to the new collective goal. We 

should take the NDC matter later at 12. 

Philippines 
• If we start with the LDCF and SCCF we would like to wait for the LDC folks. 
• Could we start with the new collective goal. 

Co-chairs 
• 1/CP.21 - Par. 58: initial guidance by the CMA to the SCCF and the LDCF 
• May session 

o Parties had a shared understanding that the SCF could be mandated to develop 
guidelines for the SCCF and LDCF for consideration by the CMA 

o With regards to the timing, some parties think that the mandate could be 
triggered and this session. Other parties were of the view that this mandate could 
be triggered at CMA 1.3 With the view to the SCF forwarding the guidance in 
CMA 2 as opposed to CMA 1. 

• Issue: initial guidance by the CMA to the LDCF and the SCCF in accordance with 
decision 1/CP.21, Par. 58. 

o When should the mandate be issued to the SCF to prepare the draft guidance to 
the LDCF and SCCF for consideration by the CMA? Similar to previous matter, 
what factors are relevant to your views on timing? 

o Which governing body should issue this mandate to the SCF? The COP or the 
CMA? 

o What could be the timeline for the SCF to complete its work in this initial draft 
guidance for adoption by the CMA? 

• Answer to the questions posed in our informal note 
o Is preparatory work on this matter currently being undertaken? If so, where? 
o If there is no preparatory work being undertaken on this matter, is preparatory 

work, and if so, by which body? 
o What should be the timeframe for completion of this work? 

Philippines 
• The SCCF and the LDCF are convention funds which were established under the COP. 

They are handled and being run by the GEF. Both are voluntary funds, meaning that 
they don’t have any specific funding channel. 

• Before going into the nature of the guidance, it is important to know that the PA has no 
adaptation funds. 



• The LDCF takes mainly of the preparation of NAPAs. We have taken decisions in the 
GCF of funding for the planning processes they have produced. There are several 
concrete projects that have been funded. 

• The guidance will be provided to whom under the CMA? There is nothing that the CMA 
does that we haven’t been doing. 

• What kind of guidance will be necessary when our LDCF friends come into the room? To 
whom are you going to direct this guidance? To the GEF who is managing the funds? Or 
to the COP? 

• The CMA produces guidelines. These guidelines already exist. Initial guidance have 
already been defined, much earlier under the convention funds. This is on the ToR of the 
establishment of the SCCF and the LDCF. 

• The CMA will have to develop this guidance. Give it to the COP because these are 
convention funds. 

• Timing: the CMA can only give guidance to the SCCF and the LDCF on matters related 
to the CMA (or the PA). 

Australia 
• We did not provide additional guidance to the SCCF and the LDCF apart from the ones 

given by the GEF. It is already in the mandate of the SCF to provide guidance. WE don’t 
see need to start any specific discussion on these funds until after CMA 2. 

• This is also addressed in the “matters related to LDCs” 

South Africa 
• In most cases the SCF doesn’t really give guidance to the SCCF and the LDCF, but 

mostly focuses on the GEF. The LDCF is taken up by another agenda item. 
• Under the COP there is an agenda item on LDCs matters which also talks about the 

operations of the LDCF 

Japan 
• Support Australia 

EU 
• This item has a lot of similarity to other items. 
• Guidance to the LDCF has a different entry point but it does come into the guidance. We 

don’t really see for this additional mandate to be done. No further work needed on this 
issue. 

• The different entry point, we are referring to the COP agenda item that deals with 
matters related to the LDCs. 

Malawi (LDCs) 
• We share the same sentiments, but we wanted to add a proposal that to move forward 

on the LDCF, the APA should make a comment to the CMA at its first session. That the 
SBI should consider this matter at its 50th session. We would like to see this timeframe. 

• Can make a written submission on what has just been said 

Co-chairs 
• You don’t think that the SCF is not the best channel, but it is also not being addressed by 

the COP agenda. According to your own perspective, this should be taken by the SBI in 
order to provide guidance. 

Malawi (LDCs) 



• If we give a mandate as a COP to the SBI to bring the LDCF as an agenda item for next 
year. The SBI then can make a recommendation to the COP, and then we can conclude 
by the SBI 50. 

Philippines 
• Support Malawi’s suggestions. It has to be at the SBI. Because the GEF is handling the 

fund but is not the mandated place to replace the operations of the COP. 
• The guidance that will come from the CMA will only relate to actions related to the 

matters that are under the CMA, which are mainly the NDCs. 

Co-chairs 
• It would be the COP agenda item dealing with the LDCF or through the SBI. Parties no 

longer think that the SCF should be in charge of giving guidance to the LDCF. 

South Africa (AG) 
• Support the proposal made by Malawi. The same procedure has been followed by the 

SBI deliberation. On the SCF has only one LDC member so it is not the most competent 
body in this regards. 

• If they are asking for guidance now, we will support that. 

Australia 
• This is a new proposal to us, but we think that no guidance needs to be given to the SCF 

because it already has guidance. 
• To pass this conversation to the SBI is not something we can support at this time. 

EU 
• We have a component for the LDCF already under the SCF. WE don’t want to double 

this work. We don’t want additional items. We need to further consult this. 

Canada 
• Share the sentiment that Australia and the EU shared. 

Malawi (LDCs) 
• We are happy for the G77 and AG support. 
• Our understanding was that CMA 1, next year, would take a decision to conclude the 

work at SBI 50. 

Philippines 
• We have Par.58 which specifies that the LDCF and the SCCF subject to the GEF should 

serve the PA. The APA will not handle how this will be done. The guidance can be 
developed by the SBI, but this guidance would be on matters related to the PA only, 
which would primarily be on the NDCs. For developing countries NDCs have a strong 
adaptation component. 

Japan 
• It is clear that the mandate to draft the guidance to LDCF is delegated to SCF (2/CP.17). 

I would like to support Australia, EU, Canada. 

China 
• There is an issue on how to treat the discussion on guidance. 



Co-chairs 
• Parties need some time to reflect on the proposal put forward by Malawi. 
• We always appreciate Parties with specific proposals on the table to be elaborated in a 

written format. 
• We have another finance item that will be discussed tomorrow in Rakiraki room from 

11:00 to 12:00. We will discuss the remaining financial matter and will come back to 
some proposals made by some Parties. 


