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Next steps: Questions to be considered and revisions to information tools to be published on APA 
agenda item site. Next informal consultation 3 May. Possibly finishing discussion below with an aim 
towards addressing modalities for biennially communicating public finance and setting a new collective 
quantified goal on finance. 
 
My shorthand/acronyms:  

GROUP/Country intervening on behalf of group: (other group/party statements supported by 
group/country)  
CF = co-facilitator 
ID = identify 
PA = Paris Agreement 
PAWP = Paris Agreement Work Program 
§ = section 
Art = article 
Re = regarding 
POV = point of view 
LDCF = Least Developed Countries Fund 
SCCF = Special Climate Change Fund 
SCF = Standing Committee on Finance 
GEF = Global Environment Facility 
GCF = Green Climate Fund 
FM = Financial Mechanism 
… = missed intervention (sorry) 

 
APA Co-Chair Sarah:  

• Recap: 9 possible additional matters. Contained in annex to informal note from Marrakech COP. No 
particular status under negotiations. Some are mandated issues to be addressed by CMA.  

• Organization of work for this session: 6 hours of consultations planned for this sub-item.  
o 3 May (1 hour) 
o 4 May (2 hours) 
o 5 May (2 hours) 

• Questions to consider will be shown on screen and published on site later today 

• Initiate discussion on each of the possible additional matters in following order:  
o Initial guidance by CMA to operating entities of FM (GCF & GEF) under Art 9.8 and dec 1/CP.21, 
¶¶ 58, 61-63.   
o Initial guidance to LDC Fund and SCF 
o Guidance on adjustment of existing NDCs 
o Modalities for biennially communicating public finance 
o Setting new collective quantified goal on finance 

 
 
 



Other matter: Initial guidance by CMA to operating entities of FM (GCF & GEF) under Art 9.8 and dec 
1/CP.21, ¶¶ 58, 61-63 

Should APA recommend CMA to mandate the SCF to prepare draft 
guidance for GEF, GCF for transmittal to CMA in 2019, or at another 
time, for its consideration and decision?  

 
Egypt? (AGN): Doesn’t ¶ 63 answer this? It’s the COP that provides guidance. CMA transmitting 
guidance to FM via the COP. We don’t need clarity; it’s there.  
 
Tuvalu: Walk through procedural steps. SCCF and LDCF serving CMA; it has right to give guidance on 
how they’ll operate to meet mandates established under PA. Not sure COP has that responsibility, since 
PA separate agreement and separate mandate. 
 
South Africa: The action we’re looking for is request to parties to provide submissions to SCF; on basis of 
submissions that we consider guidance. That’s the trigger action, not a mandate.  
 
Egypt: CMA requests SCF to prepare draft guidance. It’s a requesting function; no new mandate because 
previously given. SCF will go through its process. So, “should APA recommend SCF to start preparing 
draft guidance,” is the question.  
 
Iran: In recommendation and mandate, which would be given to SCF, for elaborate of guidelines based 
on three principles: availability of resources to all; transparency of process; and taking action to 
depoliticize process in funding and resourcing eligible projects and countries. Fully support proposal to 
recommend CMA to mandate SCF for that purpose.  
 
EU: We don’t see mandate to be given; it’s already there.  
 
Canada: Mandate of this room is not to delve into substance; we’re only talking procedure here. To talk 
about principles is not within mandate of this room.  
 
US: Good convergence that SCF would carry out its normal processes, which could result in guidance. OK 
with that. Question room thinking through is what the specific procedure is to get there. Agree in 
general that SCF’s functions cover providing guidance. May be question of whether technical decision 
needed under Art 19 with respect to ¶ 63; technical matter only. Whether anything additional? Dec 
under Art 19 that it serves PA may be sufficient. 
 
Tuvalu: Second Egypt explanation made a lot of sense. 
 
Iran: Responding to Canada’s comment about focusing on the procedural. Clarification whether this 
body can touch upon substantive issues?  
 
APA Co-Chair Sarah: Yes, understanding that we’re going to address these issues from procedural POV 
to clarify matters. Fine line so bear with one another and give some leeway in explaining procedural 
aspects but try to avoid going into substantive.  
 
Iran: Please provide us with reference with decision taken by COP 23 in this regard. 
 
Egypt: APA recommends that SCF starts work on guidance.  



 
Sarah 

• We’ll revise graph to be more useful.  

• Three options: 
o Egypt – Specific agenda item could forward to APA to recommend to CMA to request SCF to 

prepare draft guidance 
o SCF confirms through some mechanism that provides guidance to GEF and GCF  
o No action needed 

 
Other matter: Initial guidance by the CMA to LDC Fund and SCCF in accordance with dec 1/CP.21, ¶ 58 

Should APA recommend CMA mandate the SBI or SCF to prepare draft 
guidance to LDCF and SCCF for transmittal to CMA in 2019, or at 
another time, for its consideration and decision?  

 
Natalie (UNFCC Legal), responding to Egypt: SCF does groundwork/prep work on guidance, but goes 
from COP to GEF 
 
Tuvalu: Expedited function would be preferable 
 
South Africa: Guidance given is about LDCF and SCCF, but it goes to the GEF 
 
Other matter: Guidance by CMA on adjustment of existing NDCs under Art 4.11 

Should APA recommend that CMA mandate SB(s) to prepare draft 
guidance on adjustment of NDCs for transmittal to CMA at a future 
session, for its consideration and decision? If so, when should mandate 
be issued?  

 
China: We don’t think APA should recommend that CMA mandate guidance. If any party wishes to 
update, it’s up to them, as long as moving upwards: principle provision. We are already have relevant 
item to address issue. Conclude this item without any further steps. 
 
Egypt: Support China; no need for this agenda item.  
 
EU: Don’t see need for APA to recommend CMA mandate, but we want to return to this at some point 
(later CMA) for provision of guidance 
 
Japan: Tend to agree with EU; not sure whether CMA actually needs mandate but CMA does have to do 
something.  
 
APA Co-Chair Sarah: 

• Two options:  
o No work needed 
o CMA 2 or 3 could work on guidance 

 


