
	  
	  
SBI agenda item 7 
Development of modalities and procedures for the operation and use of a public 
registry referred to in Article 7, paragraph 12, of the Paris Agreement. 
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Key points of the previous session: 
On the previous session, a joint session with registry on NDCs has been requested and 
might happen. Until then, progresses have to be made for each item relate to registry. Also, 
regarding the registry for adaptation communications, YOUNGO (the Youth Constituency) 
has presented a potential web platform to host the AC. 
 
Key points of this session: 
On SBI agenda item 7, the today session was the second meeting. The session was a 40 min 
session. At the beginning of this meeting, the co-facilitators have distributed a new informal 
note based on the discussions of yesterday. Throughout this session, Parties raised a lot of 
concerns regarding the process. A next session is scheduled for tomorrow. 
 
The session started with an update made by co-facilitator regarding the request of having a 
joint session between SBI item 7 and SBI item 6. The co-facilitators informed Parties that 
they would keep Parties updated on this. They followed their update by introducing a new 
informal note on the basis of the previous informal note (version 13.11.2017), deliberations 
by Parties at current and previous sessions and views they have submitted. (This document 
has been distributed in the room). 
 
The first concern was made by Ecuador, then followed by Saudi Arabia on behalf of Arab 
Group, European union, China, Egypt on behalf of African Group, Canada, Tuvalu, Norway 
and Colombia on behalf of AILAC. 
 
Ecuador 
Ecuador requested some clarification on this document. According to Ecuador, no 
agreement has been made yesterday in the room to give the mandate to the co-facilitator to 
produce this text.  
 
Co-facilitators 
Co-facilitator Mr. Tosi Mpanu-Mpanu (Democratic Republic of Congo) replied to Ecuador by 
reminding the mandate adopted at the beginning of the Bangkok Climate Talks, which is to 
produce two iterations to be ready for COP24. He continued by highlighted the fact that 
may be the mandate was not given that clearly but they felt to do that.  
 

Saudi Arabia, on behalf of Arab group 
Saudi Arabia took the floor, by making some concerns related with procedure. They 
informed the co-facilitators that they are ok with the fact that Parties need to speed up, but 
not on this way. They are not agree with the fact that they have only 15 minutes to read it 
and they need more time for internal discussion with their delegation.  
 
 
 



European Union (EU) 
EU started its statement by understanding the position of Saudi Arabia and suggested to 
start the discussion on the content tomorrow in order to get more time to read the 
document. Then EU followed its statement by thanking the co-facilitators for this good 
move.  
 
China 
China joined EU on congratulating the co-facilitators for their efforts in producing this 
document. But, the outcomes have to be party-driven, and this proposal doesn’t follow the 
regular process.  
 
Ecuador 
Ecuador took again the floor by highlighting the fact that progress has to be made, but 
Ecuador cannot accept this document. Then, Ecuador continued its intervention by 
requested a joint meeting, arguing the fact that Parties have to exchange views. For Ecuador, 
adaptation communication has several vehicles and should be stock in several places. To 
have a coherent view the joint session is critical.  
 
Co-facilitators 
Co-facilitator Mr. Tosi Mpanu-Mpanu confirmed that they would inform again the chair 
about the request regarding the need of having a joint meeting. He followed his intervention 
requesting from Parties a consensus on that document as a basis to engage further 
discussions taking into account that it doesn’t reflect clear mandate and Parties need more 
time. If not, he invited Parties to suggest another work method. 
 
Saudi Arabia 
Saudi Arabia took the floor to highlight the fact that to move forward a joint meeting is 
essential. 
 
Egypt, on behalf of African group 
Egypt took the floor and congratulated the co-facilitator for the work they have done but 
reminded to the co-facilitators that the process has to be Party-driven. We haven’t heard at 
the end of the session yesterday the intention of the co-facilitators was to produce this 
document. Egypt concluded his intervention by informing Parties that the position of African 
group is two separate registries.  
 
Canada 
Canada invited the co-facilitators to produce a new text for tomorrow. 
 
Co-facilitators 
To build on the Canada intervention, co-facilitator Mr. Tosi Mpanu-Mpanu asking Parties on 
the way they want to receive the new version of the document. 
 
Tuvalu 
Tuvalu requested some clarification regarding the value of both documents (the today 
version and the tomorrow version). 
 
Co-facilitator 
Co-facilitator Mr. Tosi Mpanu-Mpanu replied to Tuvalu by explaining that the today 
document has no value. Another document will be putting on the table tomorrow. He 
confessed that the new document would be closed to this current version. However, 
because Parties will mandate it, the new version will have value.  
 



Tuvalu 
Tuvalu took again the floor to explain this importance of moving forward: we need the joint 
meeting, but there is some elements exclusively related to our item, and it is important that 
we discuss on it by the time we are waiting for the joint session. 
 
Norway 
… 
 
Colombia, on behalf of AILAC 
Colombia agreed with the importance of moving forward, but regret the too little time 
dedicated the discussion on this issue. AILAC didn’t have the time to provide its view. 
However, AILAC is agreed to give the mandate to co-facilitators to provide a new text. 
 
Co-facilitators 
Co-facilitator Mr. Tosi Mpanu-Mpanu agreed with the lack of time. He mentioned the fact 
that co-facilitators know the AILAC position and will take it into account on the preparation 
of the new text. 
 
Ecuador 
For Ecuador, once again this text is not a base for further discussions. 
 
Co-facilitators 
To move forward, first, for tomorrow to avoid a similar situation than today, co-facilitators 
requested to the Parties to receive the mandate to produce a new text. Then, the co-
facilitators explained again that at this stage they couldn’t confirm that a joint meeting will be 
hold. To finish, co-facilitators have been heard divergence positions regarding registry. Some 
Parties are requesting a single registry, some other request two registries. We can have a 
conceptual discussion on it, but co-facilitators would like to hear views from Parties how to 
catch this.  
 
China 
China insisted again on the importance of having a joint consultation before having a 
discussion on the new document. NDC is the vehicle for adaptation communication. China 
added also this importance of linkages between transparency and adaptation communication.  
 
Co-facilitators  
Co-facilitator Mr. Tosi Mpanu-Mpanu replied to China by explaining that they don’t have the 
mandate to go further.  
 
Saudi Arabia  
Saudi Arabia supported the views of Ecuador.  
 
Ecuador 
Ecuador, after listening views of Parties, made a remark: Ecuador doesn’t understand the 
difficulty to host a joint meeting if Parties agreed on the need to have one. 
 
Co-facilitators 
Co-facilitator Mr. Tosi Mpanu-Mpanu replied concluded the session by explaining that the 
difficulty comes from an agenda issue. He confirmed also that the next meeting will be 
tomorrow. 
 
	  


