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Co-chairs 
• Fourth informal consultation 
• Last session we talked about the modalities for the biennially communicated… 

o Some parties believe that the current agenda items already respect the PA 
balance. These parties reiterated that Art. 9.5 is dealt with in 10(f) 

o Others asked the discussions on modalities (common reporting format, 
methodologies and assumptions) needs to be taken on by the APA. The AG will 
submit a conference room paper on this matter. It is available on the UNFCCC 
website. 

• Today we will discuss the next possible additional matter: initial guidance from the CMA 
to the operating entities of the FM (GCF and GEF) - Art. 9.8 and 1/CP.21 Par.58 and 
61-63 

• May session 
o Parties have a shared understanding that the SCF would be mandated to 

develop mandates to the GCF and GEF 

South Africa 
• Finance coordinator of the G77 + China is not here. 

Co-chairs 
• The SBI meeting is scheduled from 11:30 to 11:30. Would you be comfortable if we 

continue the recap and do an initial exchange of views. 

South Africa 
• The AG is very uncomfortable proceeding without the G77 + China coordinator in the 

room. 

Co-chairs 
• I see the G77 + China coordinator walking into the room. Let’s just pause the meeting for 

a second. 
• I will continue my introductory remarks 
• May session 

o Parties have a shared understanding that the SCF would be mandated to 
develop draft guidance for the GEF and GCF to be adopted by the CMA 

o When and Where? 
▪ Some parties thought that this mandate could be triggered at this session, 

so that the draft guidance could be forwarded to the CMA at its 2018 
session 

▪ Others thought that it could be triggered in 2018 to mandate the SCF so 
that it could be forwarded to the CMA at its 2019 session 

• Questions 



o When should the mandate be issued to the SCF to prepare the draft guidance to 
the GEF and GCF for consideration by the CMA? And what considerations have 
you taken into account in proposing this 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 

Philippines 
• You have members of the SCF and the co-chairs of the GCF 
• 9.8 the FM of the convention should serve as the FM of the PA, in the same manner that 

it served the KP (Art. 10 and 11 of the KP). SCCF and LDCF also serve the PA with its 
own governing instrument. 

• When guidance from the CMP going to an operating entity of the Convention, goes to 
the COP. The CMP can only give guidance to the operating entities of the FM in matters 
relating to their activities. In the same manner, the CMA will give guidance. Guidance 
should be prepared as draft provided by the SCF, and this should be guidance on 
matters related to the PA, nothing else. 

• Both operating entities of the FM are subject to a MOU with the COP which are signed 
by the council of the GEF. We have arrangements between the COP and the GEF. Both 
the GEF and the GCF have their respective governing systems, principles and 
modalities of working.  

• When we provide guidance to the GCF or the GEF is that we all do it through the SBs, 
the SBI or the SCF which is a SB that report directly to the COP. If the CMA wants to 
give guidance related to the PA, will have to do it through the SCF to provide guidance 
specifically on the PA. The CMA then will bring it to the attention of the COP. 

• Now we are putting together under one COP item the guidance that we are giving to the 
operating entities of the FM, a separate item of the COP (guidance to the operating 
entities of the FM). The AFB will provide guidance which goes to the CMP and then to 
the COP. When we provide guidance to the operating entities of the FM, we have an 
omnibus that puts together all the different inputs. 

• We are not providing initial guidance to the GEF or the GCF because we have already 
done that. 

• The only difference with the CMA is that the guidance should only deal with matters 
relating to the PA. 

Saudi Arabia 
• One legal and one substantive issue 

o Legal: CMA is not in a position to give guidance to the GEF, it is only the COP 
who can give guidance. So if anything is to communicated it should be done 
through the COP. 

o The CMA should not give guidance to the SCF until we better understand the 
issues we are dealing with. At that stage we will look at the various mechanism 
(finance, technology etc.) We don’t want to prejudice and exercise superiority we 
don’t want to do. 

o We shouldn’t see a timeline or a target to give guidance to the SCF. and then at 
any given time we can give guidance through the COP. 

South Africa (AG) 
• G77 + China and Saudi ARabia 
• We think it is too soon to begin thinking about guidance for the SCF. We want 

clarification on what the CMA will be doing. 
• We are firm on the view that the CMA will only report to the COP. Maybe one component 

of this report should include a section on guidelines. 
• The COP gives guidance and the operating entities respond to the COP. 



Tuvalu 
• We are discussing two issues 

o Who is legally mandated to give guidance to the SCF? We could ask the COP to 
provide guidance to be approved by the CMA. Once the CMA has been 
convened, we could ask the CMA to give guidance to the SCF on matters related 
to the PA 

o When? 

Australia 
• These are issues that are not intended to be taken specifically now 
• This item would be within the mandate of the SCF already. The SCF already has the 

mandate to be preparing guidance. The fact that we are providing mutatis mutandis, that 
means that no additional guidance needs to be given. 

• Once the CMA is opened, there should be something coming from the SCF to be 
communicated to CMA 2. 

US 
• Australia 

EU 
• Don’t see the need for additional guidance, the COP already prepared this guidance 

additionally. 
• The mandate has been given on par. 63 of 1/cp.21 and that no additional mandate to the 

SCF should be given. 

Philippines 
• We shouldn’t get so tangled up in this arrangements. What is it that we are going to 

finance? Mitigation, adaptation, and of course L&D under the PA, also capacity building, 
etc. There is not going to be a very different set of guidelines given to the SCF. We have 
to determine first exactly what it is that we want to do under the PA, that we want the OE 
of the FM to do, in line with their operating mechanisms, in line with previous decisions, 
etc. 

• When the PA figures out its work plan and it begins to be operationalized, we will know 
what we want to finance under the LDCF, and another OE of the FM. 

• Guidance means policies, program priorities and eligibility criteria, There is something 
specific that the CMA would like to give guidance to the OE they could then request the 
SCF to do this or that, and then the SCF would give it back to the CMA who could then 
finalize this guidance and give it to the COP to be given to the OE. 

Co-chairs 
• In our discussions in May was not so much a question about the legal arrangements 

which are pretty set up and agreed, but about timing as to when the mandate to the SCF 
could be triggered. Should this be at this session? Or will that be triggered a year later? 

Canada 
• We are considering solely the procedural subjects. If we have missed a mandate, how 

can we adequately address it. 1/cp.21 does not mandate anything about developing 
timelines 

• There are already agenda items about guidance to be provided to the GCF and the GEF 
• We are in a zero-sum game. If we add more items, we only take time from other items. 



Japan 
• Support Australia 
• We have consensus that this should be dealt with later. So we think we should move 

from this matter to the next one. 

Tuvalu 
• We don’t need to start work now on this issue, but maybe in your conclusions we can 

task CMA one to being process on this issue. 
• Procedural arrangements have already been outlined by someone else. 

Georgia 
• Support Canada 

South Africa 
• We are clear that we are not inventing a  new procedure. We don’t need a trigger. What 

we need to agree on as parties is when to start this process. We agree that we don’t 
want to rush and there is a lot of guidance already in place. If at some point we need to 
give guidance, we can leave a placeholder so that we can ask CMA to consider giving 
guidance to the GCF. 

• CAn we agree that at some point we will give guidance when it becomes absolutely 
necessary. 

• Agree with Tuvalu that issues related to the LDCF should be treated differently because 
the LDCF has an active agenda item under matters related to LDCs. 

Co-chairs 
• Tuvalu suggested a way forward to not specify timing but to send a general message to 

the CMA that whenever the time is right the process can be started. 

Canada 
• Clarification, when we say CMA 1, which CMA are we talking about? 

Tuvalu 
• Once the CMA has established we have to formally trigger a process to acknowledge 

what we have agreed upon. So what we are calling now CMA 1 but what really is CMA 
1.3. 

Co-chairs 
• If you could make a specific proposal, that would be helpful for when we come back to 

have clarity on what exactly has been proposed and to ensure comfort from the rest of 
the parties. 

• Next meeting will be on Monday in Nairobi from 11 to 1. We intend to continue 
considering the remaining additional matters, which means moving to the item on giving 
guidance to the SCCF and the LDCF, as well as moving on through the rest of the items. 

• We will prepare an informal note to capture the discussions held this week. 
• We will walk through all the finance-related items, but also the other item. We will cluster 

the finance items so we can take advantage of the finance experts. 

Philippines 
• The LDCF and the SCCF could be discussed on the context of the GEF. 


