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Informal Session Summary: 

 

This session is a continuation of APA Agenda Item 8 related to the Adaptation Fund. During 

the last session, Parties were given on relatively-short notice the second iteration of the 

informal note, which used boxes as a device for collecting the options put forward in Party 

submissions. While many agreed at the last meeting that more time was needed to go through 

the document, Parties agreed to begin looking through the informal note to flag areas where 

their views may not have been represented in full. 

 

At this session, it appears that Parties have taken the time to review the document between 

meetings and the co-facilitators have prepared a final version of the informal note which 

incorporated their views for later discussion. During this session, Parties spent the first half of 

the session agreeing (mostly) that their views had been represented, with a few small 

additions flagged, and a reminder to the room that agreement with the informal note does not 

imply that Parties are agreeing to the content of the other options included.  

 

Following this conversation, the co-facilitators encouraged Parties to begin discussing 

potential negotiating priorities, to be taken up either in Bangkok or Katowice. While many 

suggestions were made, several Parties suggested that the boxes could be taken in order, as 

early questions about governance would inform the later more technical issues. No formal 

agreement was reached, and it is likely that next session, APA 1-6, will begin by taking up 

this question of priorities, before then moving on to the substance of the text. 

 

Broadly, it seems that the group is on-track to reach agreement at COP24 that the Adaptation 

Fund shall serve the Paris Agreement, pending first and foremost the resolution of issues 

regarding exclusivity, guidance, the transitional period, and sources of funding related to 

Article 6 of the Paris Agreement. Board composition also appears to be emerging as a key 

dividing line, with some Parties expressing an interest in keeping the current structure, while 

others would like to see it updated during this process. 

 

- Kevin M. Adams, Stockholm Environment Institute 

 

 

Relevant Documents: 

Informal Note, Final Iteration 

Other Files, Including Country Submissions 

  

Arrival to Meeting – 10:20 

 

Saudi Arabia 

• Though we are willing to participate in these discussions and add things to the boxes, 

that does not imply we agree with the content of other options. 

• Do the co-facilitators intend to update this informal note between this meeting and 

Bangkok? 

 

Co-Facilitator 

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/InformalNote_APA1.5_Item8AF%208%20May_final.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/InformalNote_APA1.5_Item8AF%208%20May_final.pdf
https://unfccc.int/process/bodies/subsidiary-bodies/ad-hoc-working-group-on-the-paris-agreement-apa/information-on-apa-agenda-item-8


• Understood, and no we are not suggesting any intersessional work. 

• We would like to have a conversation regarding the priority of these things. 

 

Switzerland 

• We feel our views are reflected and fully agree with Saudi Arabia that we do not 

accept all the options that are on the table. We understand that this is on the table for 

further discussion in Bangkok or Katowice. 

• We would like to note that indigenous issues fall under rights and safeguards. It is 

listed in the bullets, but we would like to note that this is sensitive for some members 

of our group. 

 

United States 

• One item is missing that was in our first submission, which is quorum of the AF 

board. It was originally proposed under operating modalities, but could also belong in 

composition, and we would very much like to see this included. 

 

Maldives 

• We find our views reflected in this note and thank you for your work. 

 

Argentina 

• Our options are duly reflected, and we look forward to working on this basis moving 

forward.  

 

Peru 

• On behalf of ILAC, we find our views represented and appreciate the clarity the boxes 

provide. 

• We would like to flag the importance of local communities. 

 

South Africa 

• On behalf of African Group, support comments from others. 

• We look forward to working with colleagues on this text, though there are some gaps. 

• We would not like to ask the co-facilitators to do intersessional work, but would prefer 

to take this up in Bangkok. 

 

Egypt 

• On behalf of G77 and China, we look forward to working with you further on this and 

being productive.  

 

 Uganda 

• On behalf of LDCs, we support what South Africa and the AGN has said. We believe 

our issues have been incorporated and this will form a basis for discussion when we 

next meet. 

 

EU 

• One small point of clarification, under governance letter F related to the secretariat 

and trustee arrangements, we cannot fully decide what arrangements might need to 

change, so this will depend on a review of the secretariat and the trustee. 

• Would like to make it clear that we are in need of further discussions on this issue and 

the extent to which this section will need to be revised. 



 

Co-Facilitator 

• Would like to talk about priorities of the boxes in front of us – which are the first that 

we could address in the next session for example.  

 

Saudi Arabia 

• We would like to assure that anything we do here magnifies and goes further in the AF 

operation, make sure it receives the required resources for it to be able to deliver on its 

objective; the objective does not differ from that of the convention and speaks to the 

purpose of the PA, just as it did under the KP. We look forward to successful 

discussions under Article 6, where the main stream of income will be related to the 

share of proceeds – we need to have an understanding that we are not negotiating 

against one another, but that we are working together. It is a journey, not a destination. 

We want to build on the start we have here and we need to have something we are 

proud of. 

 

Switzerland 

• Our group is of the opinion that questions around governance and intuitional 

arrangements, serve date, probably right away. Exclusivity soon but requires a 

decision from the CMP. Transitional period, and board composition which is one of 

the most important decisions for this COP. Operating modalities, some needs to be 

decided at the COP, but many including the safeguards can be handled in the 

transitional period. We would not like to see the AF change its role but would like to 

see its role reaffirmed. We need to resolve the source of funding absolutely at this 

COP, and many of the other decisions are conditional on this. 

Argentina 

• Group feels that the boxes 1a and 2c are essential and should be the basis of a 

potential CMA decision or a CMP decision if needed. Box b, is implicit in the other 

conversations. Part of e is also implicit in many ways. Arrangements for secretariat 

and trustee is preparatory work. 

 

United States 

• Agree with many of the items raised by Switzerland. We would like to address them 

all holistically, in line with our mandate from the CMA. We view the decisions as 

something that should all be made at the same time, though some will come in to 

effect at a later date. 

 

New Zealand 

• We wonder if it might be helpful to use our next session to work through the note in 

order, beginning with boxes a-d, as once we establish a picture of those, some of the 

other more detailed questions will become clearer. 

 

Maldives 

• Our priorities are boxes 1,2,3,9 – we would like to see a mandate to the AF board to 

do the preparatory work needed to continue. 

 

Norway 

• I would echo points by New Zealand, if we start working from the top, others will be 

easier later on. Some issues are more fundamental, while others are technical.  

 



Australia 

• Important how decisions are arranged and will need to continue discussions both on 

and off the floor on this issue.  

 

Argentina 

• Suggestion for Bangkok meeting: could be helpful for all participants in this group to 

listen to what is already happening at the AF. We would like to see the secretariat to 

brief the members of this group on this topic.  

 

Co-Facilitator 

• Close meeting. 

 

 

*** Close, 10:51 *** 

 


