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• The SBI Co-Chair clearly delimited the scope of this meeting, stressing a no focus on 
the question of 1 or 2 registries, no backsliding on any progress made on either 
agenda items. No output for this joint session, which is to stocktake on the 
commonalities between both agenda items. 3 specific questions on modalities, 
functions, and submission/management would frame the discussions. 

• Developing countries requested to be able to address other important technical 
questions on design and operationalisation such as if the interim NDC registry could 
provide some guidance for the Adaptation one. Further, understanding the 
parameters of discussion for each agenda item would enable the technical 
discussions on commonalities. They said they had not received these questions and 
invoked the party driven process. 

• Developed countries and AILAC did not agree to deviate from que 3 framing 
questions agreed on by the HoDs. 

• Countries agreed to proceed with the framing questions once the co-facilitators 
allowed them to add elements. 

• Canada gave a recap of the issues for both agenda items:  for agenda item 6, the 
NDC interim registry has been the basis for most of the discussions, which focus on 
whether/how to enhance the interim registry before the decision to use it as the 
final one. This agenda item has also been grappling with a potential search engine 
which some parties view as intrusive to the content of their NDC document. For 
agenda item 7,  the question is which registry should be used to record the 
adaptation communications since article 7.11 allow different vehicles to carry them. 
Some parties want to integrate them into their NDC registries, but others would like 
a standalone registry for ACs. Canada proposes a hyperlink registry. 

• China for LMDC said that the registries are only to provide a web platform to upload 
and download documents, and is not to interfere with the content of the 
documents. Suggested that the interim NDC registry interface be used as a model for 
the Adaptation registry, without prejudging the outcome of 1 or 2 registries, but 
proposed ACs should be recorded either through the NAPs, NCs or NDC. No need to 
create a new platform. Once again, they stated that a search engine was a red line 
for them as it links these agenda items to APA agenda item 3. 

• Egypt for the African group supported by Zimbabwe stated the importance of 
Adaptation for their continent and their wish to have a standalone adaptation 
registry, without making it an obligation to submit it through that channel but at 
least giving countries the possibility to. They supported hyperlinks in the registries. 
They supported a search engine saying it would help funding organisations to 
identify the information they require. Japan also supported the search function, 
emphasising the “public” feature of the public registries. 

• Countries agreed that the Secretariat was to maintain and manage the registries; the 
NFPs would be responsible for uploading the document;, and requested increased 
security. 


