
SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 11, 2017; 
 
APA Informal session on Item 6 (GST) - 2 hr. meeting notes (Andrea Godshalk, Washington 
University in St. Louis, Matthew Kennedy, College of the Atlantic) 
 

• Co-Chairs: Promised to populate the building blocks template. Today’s meeting will focus on 
topic of equity. Also output and outcome of GST, “in light of equity.”  

o Questions 
§ What is your understanding of conducting GST in light of equity? 
§ Where/how will equity be captured? 
§ How do you see this working in practice? 

• Philippines: A cross-cutting considering in GST process (explicit mention in Art. 14.1), a key 
operational aspect. Could be affected and made operational in: 

o Activities (a), (b), and (c). Answering whether actions being done (mitigation, adaptation, 
CB, etc.) are equitable, broadly. How is Historical Responsibility reflected?  

o Also with regards to results of the GST. Informing parties following the stocktake, how 
to inform options for enhanced action. Equity should inform national determination of 
their actions 

o Equity = fairness. At heart of our design of the process. This will lead us to increased 
ambition, a more “cross-based” discussion. Assessing how we’ve individually and 
collectively met our Paris commitments 

• Africa Group: Full use of various sources of info, not only IPCC/IEA/UNEP, for GST process.  
o Need common understanding around basic terms (i.e. GST). 
o Info such as biennial reports are essential for GST 

• EU: Reference to mandate from 14.1. Equity was important to articles of the Paris Agreement, its 
overall design 

o Agree that equity is a cross-cutting issue, should be integrated within many of the 
building blocks of the GST. 

§ With regards to preparation of inputs. IPCC ARs and SR1.5 are important inputs, 
and we hope that equity is taken into account. The same goes for biennial reports 
used by SCF. Equity should be presented on finance issues 

§ NDCs (and info requirements): Paris Agreements calls for us to address fairness 
in NDCs. Synthesis report to be prepared by secretariat should also present us 
with information on equity 

o Argument to have three technical dialogues on mitigation, adaptation, and finance flows / 
MOI. Cross-cutting issues should undercut each of these. Also discussion of international 
cooperation in each of these 

• Canada: support Philippines statement finance toward green infrastructure which has co-benefits. 
But defines equity as ‘consideration around how information regarding benefits from climate 
action is shared’ 

• China: support Philippines statement. Equity should be substantive. Not just a framework. 
Pragmatic cooperation guided by values.  

o Things related to equity 
§ Parties responsible for causing damage 
§ No single size fits all.  
§ Equity related to mitigation and adaptation because developing countries 

are exposed to more risks.  
§ Sustain a motivation system 
§ Consider differentiations and capabilities 
§ Developing countries should take the lead 

• Equity on rights in the GST 



• Equity on capabilities (take stock) 
• Equity on utilities  
• Equity on procedures (modalities / make sure all the parties have equal 

participation in the process.) 
 

• India: support Philippines statement.  
o Equity for individuals: treat all the people of the world equally. Each person is allocated 

per capita emissions. That would let countries know where they are and need to go. 
Would allow developing countries the space to develop  

o Intergenerational equity 
o Developed countries need to pay for whatever the climate actions that need to happen in 

developing countries because they have enjoyed the fruits of development by way of 
consumption of fossil fuels.  

o Human development index as an input (health outcomes, per capita income) 
o PA talks about climate justice, sustainable development 

 
• Brazil: support Philippines statement. Glad to have the specify meeting about equity. Equity is 

fundamental but shouldn’t be discussed too much here but should be part of the technical process. 
As part of the NDCs. Need to have text to move on. The NDC is the proper context for equity. 
Equity is not conceptual; it is a pillar agreements of UNFCCC. Equity should be included as a 
cross cutting theme. Not a separate stand-alone work stream.  

o In favor of balance as Norway mentioned but need to define what balance means between 
the work streams.  

o What inputs could support equity? 
§ IPCC report 

o Equity favors ambition 
o Essentially proposed that equity be considered and defined domestically 

• Ghana: support for the G77 and China 
o Guidance from Lima 
o The GST should be undertaken in light of the best possible science and equity 
o Cross-cutting 
o Inputs that would analyze equity in relation to mitigation (minimum/ maximum) 
o Technical assessment 
o There are not individual outputs on NDCs but on the GST 
o A table on methodologies parties are using to measure their NDCs 

• South Africa: Support for the G77 and China 
o Equity an enabler of ambition. When we see others efforts we are more likely to join in.  
o Those with greater capacity need to support those with less capacity.  
o Looking at the range of indicators parties have used to begin to define “fairness” coming 

out of Lima 
o Global temperature as an indicators of fairness 
o Funding for adaptation is related to equity 
o NDC are not prescriptive they are nationally determined.  
o Cross cutting means across mitigation and adaptation 
o We thought coming in here it would just be a rambling but we are encouraged by what 

others have shared here.  
o Just transition of the work force (especially when the energy economy is highly 

dependent on coal) 
• Maldives: support Philippians statement 

o Equity should be measured also in support provided 



• Switzerland: understanding of equity varies. Approaches varied. Need to start the process of 
convergence. Challenge when applied to an aggregated. The aggregated then needs to be applied 
to the NDCs.  

o Must be science driven 
o With input from NGOs, non-party actors 
o A contact group that process this information 

• Iran: support Philippians statement 
o Should look at knowledge building and technology transfer 
o SBI and SBSTA import and reports from IPCC 
o Flexibility for developing country parties should be highlighted 
o Outcome should respect the Nationally determined manner should not be politicized.  
o Take into account 

• Japan: GST  
• Australia: associate remarks with Canada and Norway 

o Equity over time 
• Saudi Arabia 
• Costa Rica: support Philippines statement. this is proving a useful and constructive conversation 
• Solomon Islands: support Philippines statement. When looking at the building blocks we need to 

look at context across the four areas of the PA. How do we put ourselves on a 1.5-degree 
pathway?  

o We can keep talking and being academic about it but we have to be accountable 
to our people. Parties say we will do what we can, we need to move away from 
that. We need to have a sense of urgency. We live in a world of have and have 
not this is a reality. Need to be accountable to the people on the front line.  

o We need to explain our contribution in light of equity.  
 

• New Zealand: equity between countries  
o Equity in the process  
o Referencing equity through citing “the paragraph” of the Paris Agreement’s 

preamble:      
§ Acknowledging that climate change is a common concern of humankind, 

Parties should, when taking action to address climate change, respect, 
promote and consider their respective obligations on human rights, the 
right to health, the rights of indigenous peoples, local communities, 
migrants, children, persons with disabilities and people in vulnerable 
situations and the right to development, as well as gender equality, 
empowerment of women and intergenerational equity,  

o Inputs from non-state actors which represent parties in the paragraph 
o That inputs from indigenous people in their own ways important 

• Brazil: to clarify one point not proposing the global temp as the only one.  


