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Summary:  

• References to GST have been substantially deleted.  

Two elements: First text is decision of the CMA in Katowice, second is the Annex I – scope 

of and modalities- this is the informal note.  

Draft CMA decision text goes without comment.  

Norway reports back:  

[5] – options for bracketed text – periodic assessment now conducted by the CMA. COP has 

been taken out.  

Also there is a 5(b)bis – SBI will consider acts of session in May, between the two COPs. In 

(c) it is the same as the COP, and we agree to delete (d).  

The mood in the room is that we also want the parties to be very involved in the process, and 

this suggests that (b)bis would facilitate that.  

9(a) and (b) won’t be bracketed. We went with deleting (c) but made a new (c) to replace this 

– this is the first sentence in para 10 and we deleted the second para of 10. The second 

discussion on the figure we should not touch. We still have issues that we made discuss going 

forward.  

The text may be put into the decision.  

Kenya: Proposed amendment to – to put the GST stuff back in 9. 

“The outcomes of the periodic assessment will inform the further update of the technology 

framework and the guidance and enhancement of the technology mechanism as well as the 

global stocktake referred to in article 14 of the Paris Agreement.” 

Sudan:  

The periodic assessment is sequenced with the second review of the CTCN, the first global 

stocktake, and will follow the sequence in the current assessment – every five years.  

Proposing deleting the graphic and inserting the text: 

Norway:  

Shouldn’t the sequencing with GST be in the decision text? This annex is meant to have a 

long life – but the decision text does too!  

We want to wait and see with what happens in the GST negotiations. Both Kenya and 

Sudan’s proposals should be placeholders, with 11. Also, we haven’t agreed we are updating 

the framework every five years.  



European Union: We have aligned, so we don’t need to explicitly have text that aligns the 

timing with the global stocktake. On the question of aligning the timing of the CTCN 

preview, they have also had a discussion that many of us will have more discussions about 

this. This is very complicated to do when you look at the complete legal implications. In the 

draft decision, there is this paragraph 5 – consideration of the relationship between the CTCN 

review and the periodic assessment. Either we find a quick solution in Katowice, or how to 

align the timig of the CTCN preview with the third periodic assessment. Also we might have 

a situation where we have done the assessment but there is no need to update!  

Kenya: We are not looking at just the first periodic assessment – GST, we are looking for an 

activity that will be routine. We would formulate the suggestions made and we appreciate the 

fact that it would be standalone paragraph 10. We cannot predict that there will be a need for 

an update, but it would be good just to include it. It is good to include the reference to the 

GST because it is explicitly in Art 10.6.  

There was then an adjournment and huddle 

EU: We amended the timing paragraph as follows: every five years, after every 1 year, and 

then first in 2021. For the outcomes paragraph – it is staying as it is in brackets.  

Discussion then moved to the draft decision text. There were procedural difficulties with this 

transition. In particular, Kenya and others had a discussion over whether paragraph 4 of the 

draft decision should remain.  

Sixth and final meeting closed.  

 


