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Key points of this meeting 
First meeting on APA Item 4 at the UN Climate Talks in Bangkok. 
Methodology of work, agenda and modalities of the session have been introduced by the 
co-facilitators. 

o The co-facilitators explained the structure and the goal of the tool. Before each 
section, there is a little resume. After each section, there is a section to go further.  

o Sunday will be the end of work. 
 
Some feedbacks from the Monday session on the linkages have been made. Co-facilitators 
reported that at the workshop, Parties noted the linkages with Transparency and NDCs. 
 
 
Co-facilitators (CoF) 

- We need a clear text with clear options and no repetition. The text in front of us still 
needs more work but has a lot of potential to improve.  

- No option from Countries will be left behind but clearly options have to be chosen.  
- We would like to hear your views on the tool and the roundtable on the linkages. 

 
Argentina, G77+China  

- We are happy to see some of the G77 inputs included in the tool. 
- The document is closed to our input.  
- We would like to thank the co-facilitators.  
- This is a base for discussion.  
- The challenges for this week: streamlining ideas. We need to define together the 

progress we could make on reframing options.  
- We have general comments on a footnote and the first heading. 
- We have one comment on the annex.  

 
Australia 

- Thanks for the work.  
- Very grateful.  
- Good working basis.  
- Would like to start to work on the text.  
- No more comments. 

 
 



European union (EU) 
- Thanks for the tool.  
- Job very well done.  
- This is a good base to continue the work.  
- However we do not agree with everything.  
- Hope to make improvement on substantial languages.  
- When we look at the text:  

o On the decision part: we hope we will have a first reading soon. 
o On the other part, which gathered the annexes and substantial guidance: we 

need to start the reading with common space. Maybe in formal informal.  
 
CoF 

- No restate position. 
- Important to switch this approach to another one.  

 
Ecuador, LMDC  
We support Argentina.  
 
Zambia, LDCs 

- Good base for work here.  
- Good structure to see how we will streamline the text. 
- Need to move on a more substantive discussion.  

 
South Africa, African Group 

- Support Argentina. 
- Thanks for this tool, which reflect Parties and is useful to navigate.  
- Thanks for the questions, which help to make guidance.  

 
US 

- Thank you for your work.  
- Useful.  
- Happy to engage.  
- From the session yesterday, it seems there is no divergences.  
- Need substance on the guidance.  
- Need to operationalize the guidance (we don’t need to loose our time to discuss 

why we have decided to put this guidance).  
 
Kuwait  

- Support joint session on Items 4 and 5 suggested by Ecuador.  
- Wondering if we will have time to have this joint session. 

 
CoF 
Can we have the discussion on the text? 
 
Argentina, G77+China  

- Footnote #11 should be deleted. 
- A footnote should be added after the preamble. This footnote should mention « the 

content of this will depend of the rest of the process ». 
- Overlapping is not an argument for streamlining. 
- On Box 1.2, not agree with merging the preamble and the purpose.  



- On Box 1.3, we would prefer to have point 1 and point 2 separated. Point 4 is ok. 
Point 5 could be deleted. 

- Deleted elements if they are treated in other section in the text.  
- (…) 

 
CoF 
To Argentina: do you need footnote, because this is not content but this is placement.  
 
Argentina, G77+China  

- Footnotes won’t reflect our ideas because we provide options.  
- We are clarifying options.   
- On the point 6, we want to delete paragraph 6 with no condition.  
- On paragraph 7, we can accept this. (SDG, Sendai, etc.) but in the same time the 

language is awkward. We need to come back on the language.  
- On paragraph 8, ok as it is.  
- On paragraph 9, we would like to suggest an option 2. Option 1 can be deleted if this 

provided somewhere else.   
- We need to avoid prejudging.  
On the purpose section: 
- We have discussed a lot.  
- You didn’t provide boxes.  
- First we have to understand our priorities and then I will come back.  
- A lot of Art 7.10 needs to be more reflected on the language.  
- Strengthened climate action on adaptation: we need to have things on capacity. 
- We want to come back with an option in which we are confortable with. 
On the principles section: 
-‐ What should be merged and what shouldn’t.  
-‐ We have identified some repetitions.  
-‐ This section should reflect more CBDR, equity, specific needs. 
-‐ Country driven approach.  
-‐ No additional burden. 
-‐ Flexibility. 
-‐ We need to improve the language. 
On the other points,  
-‐ On Annex 1: options are not so clearly reflected.  
-‐ Option 1 should include the title.  

 
CoF 

-‐ Thanks for the very constructive options. 
-‐ 4 minutes left.  
-‐ Shall we have an additional hour? 

 
USA  
(…) 
 
CoF 
Do you want to delete the footnote #11 on page 12? 
 
(After the question made by the CoF, a huddle started) 
 



Argentina, G77+China  
-‐ We need more clarity on it. 
-‐ We need more discussion on it.  

 
CoF 
(…) 
 
EU 

-‐ Question: G77+China made a useful & detailed intervention. We want to do the 
same. How we are going to catch this? 

 
CoF 

-‐ The objective is to produce iteration.  
-‐ Make your comments and we will progress together. 

 
EU 
On the preamble section 

-‐ On the Box 1.3, we are ok.  
-‐ There is a link between the box and the principle section. We don’t need principle. 

This is one or another.  
-‐ We need to recall the provision of the convention.  
-‐ Article 7 is important to highlight. 
-‐ On Paragraph 6: we are wondering why this paragraph.  
-‐ On Paragraph 7: we would like to stop the sentence after “Sendai”. We don’t know 

what is “2030 agenda”.  
-‐ On Paragraph 8: more general statement on that’s it.  
-‐ We would like to add something on action for adaptation, party driven process.  

On the purpose section, on b), we would like to see a combination of A and B, something 
like that.  
We don’t see the need for the principles. It is a repetition of what have been said in the 
Preamble. We could make some mentions, maybe.  
On the adoption of the guidance, we need to pack. This is a good idea.  
 
CoF 
(…) 
 
USA  

-‐ We should move on the substance as quick as possible.  
-‐ What are the adaptation communications and for what they should be useful. 
-‐ We cannot go beyond the Paris Agreement. 
-‐ CBDR is not appropriate here.  
-‐ It is important to have the Paris Agreement language. For example on paragraph 2, 

paragraph 3, paragraph 5.  
-‐ Para 8 & 9 (..) 
-‐ On the skill principles, we support EU.  

 
 
 
 
 



CoF 
To the US: In the preamble, you need a general reference on the Article 7. Everything, which 
not directly linked with Article 7, should be deleted, right?  
 
US 

-‐ We need to capture the Paris Agreement language. 
-‐ No need for purpose because self evidence.  

 
CoF 
(…) 
 
Norway  

-‐ Preamble is important.  
-‐ We need to go slowly on what we want to reflect in the Preamble.  
-‐ Purpose could move to the Preamble, but we should keep it for the guidance section. 

 
CoF 
We want to transform these options in one text.  
 
Canada  
Question + additional comments.  
 
China 

-‐ The principles section is this is a political issue.  
-‐ Purpose how to use the guidance: we need more clarification.  

 
CoF  

-‐ EU and US just made some suggestions and comments. 
-‐ All the options are still there. 

 
China 

-‐ On the Principle, it is important to understand the guidance and follow it. 
-‐ There are some crucial issues.  

 
CoF 
(…) 
 
Argentina, G77+China  

-‐ We want to comment the reflections of colleagues.  
-‐ We need to provide new things. 
-‐ There are some other things important and consistent.  
-‐ How do we put the all process together?  
-‐ We need to strengthen adaptation action.  
-‐ Adaptation communication is critical.  
-‐ The reference to global goal is important. We need to improve the language. We will 

try to provide more texts. 
 
CoF 

-‐ The exchange is good, but we don’t need to go too far this is not the moment to find 
common ground.  



-‐ We are just trying to make sure that the options are reflected your views.  
 
Uruguay 
Purpose and principles are important for the implementer on the ground at the national 
level.  
 
Ecuador, LMDCs 

-‐ We do agree with Uruguay.  
-‐ It is important to have those.  
-‐ CBDR it is a principle to implement the Convention and the Paris Agreement. It is 

important to reflect this.  
 
CoF 

-‐ We are not deleted ideas.  
-‐ We had the luxe to have an extra hour.  
-‐ Quite clear we have space to express options and not ideas.  

 
EU 

-‐ We agreed with CoF. 
-‐ Expressed our views help us on the objectives.  

 
 
End of discussion at 19:00. 


