
Monday, 13 November 17 

 

APA agenda item 4: informal consultations on further guidance in relation to the adaptation 

communication, including, inter alia, as a component of nationally determined contributions, 

referred to in Article 7, paragraphs 10 and 11, of the PA  

 

Note taker: Nicole Schmidt 

 

Co-facilitator gives welcome and introduces the newest version of the informal note that was 

published. Co-chairs have urged the co-facilitators to include more details under the 

headings. Every statement under the headings is taken from the input of all parties and what 

they have sent in thus far. Additional guidance, input or comments are welcomed.  

 

Argentina:  

- Speaks on behalf of G77 and China 

- Signals that they consider the informal note to be acceptable but have some specifics 

and some questions for the discussion later  
 

New Zealand:  

- Thanks for the draft and the informal note  

- Comment on an element that needs flashing out, i.e. on the approach, they suggest to edit # 5, 

Option 1, 2nd bullet regarding the encouragement to use the structure for the Adaptation 

Communication 

- “We wouldn’t see the second part of the section to be adequate”  

 

Kuwait:  

- Mentions that they did not get all responses from the Arab states  

- Echo Argentina on behalf of G77 that the current version is a good start for the negotiations 

 

Co-facilitator:  

- Want to produce a version that is more detailed before 5pm and will use what has already 

been sent by parties for this particular version; hence none of the parties need to submit 

anything before 5pm 

- However, if there are additional comments, they will be accepted for the version tomorrow  

 

European Union:  

- Repeat the way you see the process with new version this afternoon and tomorrow  

 

Co-facilitator:  

- Co-Chair want another version, and will use the details sent already by parties  

- The new version will be available close to 5pm  

 

Argentina:  

- Clarification for my group: What kind of information are you looking for; it is clear 

that we have headings and sub-headings but do you want us to propose additional 

content always in that same kind of logical, or are you proposing a new logic such as 

bullet points? 

 

Co-facilitator:  

- For the after 5 pm version: Parties should focus on elements; additional details to 

provide more granularity for the sections  

- For subheadings e.g. on national circumstances and guidance, it would be helpful e.g. 

to include more details about national circumstances  

 

Argentina:  

- Our group will not be able to coordinate before 5 pm  



- Will double-check with the group how they will go about what is required with 

regards to bringing more details to the text   

 

[Long silence] 

 

Switzerland:  

- Beginning of the document is seen critical, especially that there are only two Options 

mentioned, they do not understand the highlighting of the NDCs in this context 

- National Adaptation Plan/National Communication or any other vehicles are not 

mentioned  

- Suggest to have more, i.e. 4 options rather than only two and also one with no-other-

vehicle-specific guidance 

 

Canada:  

- Clarification: are we only commenting on headings and subheadings or also on the 

addition of bullets?  

- Under the preamble/introduction, bullet point 2, the PA is referenced but suggestion 

to add “ as appropriate” so that it becomes clear that adaptation does not only focus 

on Art. 7 

 

[Silence] 

 

Switzerland:  

- Under point 2, add “applicability to all” 

 

Japan:  

- Clarifications regarding the status of points and headings 

- Under headings: “we have lots of points, but we haven’t discussed the details” 

- Suggestion to add a footnote at the very beginning to make it clear that parties have 

not discussed any of the items so far  

 

Co-facilitator:  

- No discussion of sub bullets so far, that is correct, so we can provide a footnote that 

parties only submitted and haven’t discussed these items 

- Proposition to give parties the evening to reflect on all items in the document and 

discuss issues during tomorrow’s session 

 

Russian Federation:  

- “We would fully support what Japan just said” 

- It should be clear that all details we have under the headings have had no discussion 

in the group 

- It needs to be clear that we also didn’t accept any of them, e.g. the point on equity is 

absolutely not acceptable 

- Remark on Option 1 or 2: “I don’t see that the PA asks for any specific guidance, it is 

just a way how it will be communicated”  does not need to have a structure at all  

 

Co-facilitator:  

- It is possible to add content, no option mentioned by parties will be left behind at this 

point  

 

Argentina:  

- Understands that the version which will be released will practically the same version 

we have now 

- Tomorrow: discuss any additional things from the floor  

 



European Union:  

- We are all struggling with all the alterations, we are not able to attend to them quickly 

at this point  

- We also agree to add some more text in the beginning to makes it very clear what the 

status of this document is  

 

Co-facilitator:  

- Thanks all the comments and mentions again that we will reflect and focus on the 

elements tomorrow and that the precautions regarding the preliminary status of the 

document will be readily reflected in the 5pm version  

 

Columbia:  

- Speaks on behalf of G77 

- Believe that the current document is a good basis, but specifically linkages there has 

not bee a very long conversation (which is needed), e.g. issues of linkages between 

the adaptation communication and transparency framework, as well as the global 

stock take  

- “We feel that we are missing these inter-linkages” 

- Global stocktake is mixing some of the information and issues in their view, as the 

tasks are not the same  

 

Canada:  

- APA item 6 is very clear  

- Not necessary to continue this discussion now, encourage parties to do this in the 

appropriate form  

 

Ecuador:  

- Speaks on behalf of the developing country group  

- Agree with Argentina, G77 and China in terms of the linkages 

- Suggest the possibility of having joint meetings or discussion from the different 

agenda items, from a point of view to ensure coherency  

- Joint approach would ensure that information is not duplicated   

 

Canada:  

- Agrees with Ecuador that issues are related and that there are linkages between the 

various items; it is good to be mindful of other items  

- However, and with respect to the proposition of having joint consultations: APA 

agenda has been adopted as it is  

- Might be more appropriate to focus on our own agenda items  

 

Japan:  

- Echoes comments from Canada, want to see the direction moving forward, i.e. 

discussing elements, so they look forward to the discussion tomorrow  

- Art. 7, point 10: guidelines should not override elements in terms of language  

 

Uruguay:  

- Issues are being discussed in other spaces, but how to see the linkages between global 

stocktake and adaptation  

- Also with regards to Finance: what/which mechanism of support, who will provide 

this support?  Not clear!  

 

European Union:  

- Have a process type of question 

- It would be useful to have very clear guidance of what we should prepare for 

tomorrow’s session  



- Shall we focus on whether something is missing in the document somehow, or on 

something that could be misinterpreted, or what can be shorted into bullets? 

- Shall we provide questions for those points which we do not understand? 

 

Ecuador:  

- Clarification of the registry, the different bullets, in terms of the relation of mitigation 

and adaptation since it's a public registry as agreed in the PA  

- Since the NDCs Art 3. mentions the comprehensive scope for adaptation and 

mitigation  some clarification on this aspects for the proponents  

 

Canada:  

- Agrees with Ecuador, registry section poses problems 

- Item 7 of the SPI, item 6 of the SPI and what is contained in the NDCs is discussed 

under the APA at 3pm this afternoon  

 

Columbia:  

- Items, registry  share concerns  

- No focus thus far on how to connect these processes, might be useful to connect these 

processes and show explicit linkages  

 

South Africa:  

- Usage of linkages are an important point of discussion  

 

New Zealand:  

- Concentration should lie on the guidance of adaptation communications; others can 

make use of other things  

- Shouldn't waste time, just focus on what parties should put into the adaptation 

communications 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


