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Key points of the session 
This session has been requested by some groups of Parties since Bonn. 
Yesterday at the halfway point briefing, the holding of this joint meeting has been confirmed. 
The SBI chair indicated that this joint meeting would be the only one in the process, but at 
the end of this session, some groups of Parties requested to have a second informal meeting 
at COP24 to progress on this issue. 
After almost 40 min of discussion on the process, the meeting has started and has been 
extended until 6.30pm. 
This meeting showed that adaptation communication is a critical issue and has to be treated 
on an equal way than mitigation.  
 
 
SBI Chair, Emmanuel Dlamini 
SBI Chair introduced the framework of this meeting: 

- Only one joint meeting. 
- Should be used to advance on the work and increase common understanding. 
- This joint meeting is not a platform for backsliding. 
- It will focus only on the themes and questions identified and agreed by Parties. That’s 

it! 
- It won’t focus on the debate on having one or two registries. 
- There will not output. 
- The objective is to make a stocktake of the common views on these two items. 

 
Co-facilitators (CoF) 
The questions on the screen will guide our discussion: 

- Modalities: are there any commonalities in the technical design requirements? What is 
the possible structure of the tabular format? 

- Functions: is a search function needed? 
- Submitting: how are the documents going to be managed? 

 
 
China 

- Suggested additional questions: How NDCs registry can provide help on adaptation 
communication registry? How to design the registry? 

 
Canada 

- Supported the proposal made by China.  
- Highlighted the importance of having technical discussions on commonalities. 

 
 



 
 
 
Japan 

- We agreed on having a joint session and on the framework. So we need some 
clarification and explanation on why we are changing the process and the content of 
this meeting, unless Parties here agreed on it.  

 
CoF 

- Reminded that the framework has been sent to Heads of Delegates (HoDs).  
- It has been framing by Parties and not only by the Chair.  
- It a party driven process. 
- I suggest we could try to have a first your views on these questions. 

 
Saudi Arabia 

- Party driven process is important 
- I am confused we haven’t received the framework. 
- Need some clarification 

 
CoF  

- I don’t know what happened.  
- Guidance from the secretariat on how they received 

 
Secretariat 

- It has been sent from SBI chair office. 
 

CoF 
- Do you feel to engage on these questions?  
- What could be the commonalities? 

 
China  

- We received it. 
- We are ready to start to solve the issue. 
- We have started late. We are requesting a 30 min extra to have a fully one hour talk.  

 
CoF 

- It could be possible. 
- Could we have discussion based on these questions? 

 
Switzerland 

- We have been received the questions. 
- Happy to use these questions as a starting point. 

 
CoF 

- Co-facilitator made a suggestion: could Parties engage on these questions and add 
some new elements?  
 

 
Colombia, AILAC 

- I don’t know.  



- But those questions have been part of the discussion since a long time. 
- We have a really little time. 
- Ready to engage on these questions. 
- At 6pm we actually need to leave. 

 
CoF 

- This is a single meeting. 
- No other additional meeting. 
- Should focus on similar issues. 
- Should follow the guidelines reflected on the screen. 

 
 
India 

- Clarification: only sent to HoDs, whereas the secretariat has all our addresses. 
- Requested these 20 min compensation. 
- Questions haven’t been shared with us. 
- But you said to us that we could explore new elements, so we are ok. 

 
CoF 

- This room has been booked by LMDCs so if LDMCs is requesting more times in this 
room, this shouldn’t be a problem. 

 
Canada 

- I would like to add to those questions a little bit of the context. 
- We should start right now. 
- Adaptation registry is less complex than the NDC registry.  
- For adaptation registry: the main issues are the vehicles. Those vehicles have already 

their own registries and also in the same time the Paris Agreement is requesting to 
submit on a public registry.  

- We don’t know how the design of the NDCs registry could impact the adaptation 
registry.  

- Regarding the 3rd question, we think national focal points should manage the 
submission. 

 
China, LMDCs 

- We want a simple platform with the functions of uploading and downloading. The 
platform has to be quite easy and not complicate.  

- Having a country page with documents is a problem for us. 
- Adaptation communication depends on the channels we use. There are already three 

channels and maybe a new one.  
- It is very clear that with these channels, we don’t need to create something complex 

because registries already exist in those channels.  
- We want hyperlinks from NDCs and NAPs registries.  
- Searching function: really sensitive question. We cannot prejudge what there is in the 

document. 
 
Egypt 

- Two registries linked. 
- Research function: very helpful for funding organisation. Find information about the 

needs. 



- Management: support the idea to have focal points. However we request a technical 
assistance from UNFCCC secretariat.  

 
Zimbabwe 

- We support the statement made by Egypt: 2 separate registries.  
 
Switzerland 

- Technically, is it possible not to have a searching function? 
 
Japan 

- We are happy that we are very engaged. 
- In the term « Public registry », there is “public” which means that the access to the 

information has to be possible for people.  
- On the management of the data, I don’t have a lot to comment. We just need to 

increase the security of the files. 
 

CoF 
- I need to close. 
- 8 more speakers. 
 
EU 

- We should learn from experiences with registries. 
- With other vehicles, we will need additional modalities.  
- The searching function is a good idea. 
- The EU supported the “public” aspect of the registry.   

 
Jamaica, AOSIS 

- Two separate registries. 
- Jamaica wants to continue to engage on the Canada proposal.   

 
Ghana 

- 2 registries. 
- For the adaptation communications, there is already a lot of vehicles. 
- On the design aspect of the platform, Ghana suggested to have hyperlinks. 
- Adaptation has to be treated with the same attention than mitigation. 
- Search function: by groups of countries. 
- On the design of the adaptation communication: year of submission, title, the 

country. 
- On the management aspect: it looks difficult, but we have to learn from experiences 
- Regarding the security issue, we can ask the secretariat. 

 
Colombia 

- …. 
 
Sierra Leone (LDC) 

- 2 registries. 
- On modalities: name, title, time, etc. 
- There is a need for searching function. 
- On the management aspect: the role of focal points in the submission of the 

adaptation communication + need support from the secretariat. 



 
 
Saudi Arabia, Arab group 

- Few points:  
o I would like to propose one joint session in COP24. 
o The platform: a simple website with no search function. 
o Adaptation has to be at same level at mitigation.  
o Saudi Arabia is in favour of one registry. 

 
Egypt 

- 2 registries. 
- Regarding the searching issue: we should have an alphabetical classification.  
- On the modalities: country name, documents of the countries to choose for their 

adaptation communication, hyperlink. 
 
China, LMDCs 

- We hope we will have another session.  
- We have a lot of views to exchange. 
- Adaptation equal to mitigation. 
- According to LMDC, NDCs have full scope included mitigation, adaptation, means of 

implementation. 
 
Canada 

- That was a useful discussion. 
 
Ghana 

- We can communicate adaptation communication via NDC, but there is not the only 
one vehicle. 

 
Jordan 

- One registry. 
- For the design of the platform, that belongs to the secretariat.  

 
CoF 

- This session has helped us to increase our understandings.  
- We will report to SBI Chair. 
- I would like to remind that no formal outcomes from this session. 
- We will send your request to the SBI Chair regarding to have a new session in 

Katowice. 
 
 
 
 
 
 


