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Cofacilitator: The APA cochairs have issued first iteration, will discuss concerns. Paragraph 10 
to 11, on modalities, paragraph 11 was removed. Input from parties on paragraph 10. Paragraph 
15 to 17 (funding), slightly adjusted and some added. Paragraphs 19 to 20 have been adjusted. 
Minor changes through editorial process. Will open floor to first iteration of the draft, 
understanding that streamlining is the most important issue, fixing most important issues. 
 
South Africa (on behalf of African Group): More time needed to assess w/ group. Work is 
appreciated, but paragraph 19, African Group views not reflected at all. Paragraph 19b was not 
necessary, 19c was questioned, also not sure about 19a. How the Adaptation Board would serve 
the Paris Agreement. They had stressed the important of adaptation and adaptation funding, but 
what’s there isn’t congruent w/ the Paris Agreement in that light. South Africa happy to send a 
text, if helpful. Paragraph 19 doesn’t reflect African Group views. Paragraph 10, wants to reflect 
in language some sort of institutional arrangements. More detailed comments on the iteration 
will be provided.  
 
Japan: Some issues on modalities and funding. Governance issue, logistics issues. Problems with 
how to deal with certain projects. Something about paragraph 11. Source of funding, article six 
must remain bracketed. Paragraph 18, okay with adaptation funds still financed by something. 
[I didn’t catch all of Japan’s points] 
 
US: Paragraph 19 missing critical components, not responsive to US mandate. Review operating 
modalities, policies and guidelines of adaptation fund, especially independent accountability 
mechanism. Propose a streamlined text that removes everything that is not deemed essential. 
Concerned about money laundering and financing terrorism, wants to make sure section is in 
accordance with international best practices. 
 
China: It is too early to judge about how this integration is serving Paris Agreement. Issue with 
paragraph 14. 
 
[China began reading, but the cofacilitator cut him off, said those issues will be discussed later.] 
 
Canada: Support recommendation by Japan to bracket paragraph 6, 4, and 15. Supportive of 
changes to paragraph 19, in line with discussions and existing mandates.  
 
Saudi Arabia (on behalf of Arab Group): Cannot find 6.4, confused about document. Not sure 
how things are moving forward, how comments on modalities have [not] been captured. 
Concerned about how the Adaptation Fund will evolve given the document being discussed, 
concerned about catering to developing countries, Adaptation Fund should not be a mimic of 
GCF. Does not want to rush into anything. Concerned about sustainability of the Adaptation 



Fund. Will not accept any changes to finance model or shift in different direction. [I didn’t quite 
understand what he meant here] 
 
EU: [Impossible to hear] 
 
Argentina (on behalf of Argentina, Brazil, Uruguay): Happy to work on ‘this basis’ given that 
they can come back to issues in the document. [Negotiator seemed confused]. Paragraph 16, 
proposal to discuss with colleagues in G77, [unsure what the negotiator said]. Paragraph 19, 
relatively fine with this bit. 
 
Malawi (last speaker for this part of conversation): Adaptation fund is a key fund, wants to see 
fund move forward as quickly as possible in order to serve Paris Agreement. A fair bit of stuff 
has been left out. Should have a transitional period, to see when the Adaptation Fund will start 
serving the Paris Agreement. Key issues are the source of the funding, timing of fund when it 
will start serving the Paris Agreement. 
 
Cofacilitator: Move to paragraphs 12 and 14 on eligibility. How it can be streamlined, delete 
brackets. Opens floor. 
 
China: Changes in 14, to decide that developing countries, parties to Paris Agreement are eligible 
to adaptation fund, especially LDCs and AOSIS. Only wants one paragraph instead of two.  
 
Cofacilitator: Attempt to merge 13 and 14? 
 
China: Attempt to choose only 14, delete 12 and 13. 
 
Switzerland: Could accept option two from previous discussions. Option one, their group is 
concerned about the brackets, particularly how vulnerable would be measured. We don’t know 
how to measure vulnerability at this stage.  
 
Chile (on behalf of Peru and Chile): Supports paragraph 14, option 2.  
 
Argentina (on behalf of Brazil, Argentina, Uruguay): Support option 2 
 
EU: Support option 2, straight forward and does the job. Same concerns as Switzerland 
concerning option 1. 
 
Maldives: AOSIS, they want option 1, see paragraphs streamlined, giving preference to LDCs. 
Language in article 9.4 is concerning.  
 
Saudi Arabia: Established precedent that LDCs receive the highest preference with everything, 
not just adaptation fund. Concerned about Adaptation Fund only serving those who are parties to 
the Paris Agreement. Will also serve Kyoto Protocol.  
 



Australia: Supports option 2, however, if 1 is chosen, merge paragraph 13 and 14. Paragraph 12, 
difficult how to determine or define vulnerability. LDCs and island states better able to 
understand how to define vulnerability, merging 13 and 14 helps make this clear. 
 
Panama: [I couldn’t hear] 
 
Malawi: Paragraph 13, second line, concerns. Paragraph 10, the idea is to help developing 
countries, in particular AOSIS and LDCs. Something about how funding will still come through.  
 
India: Extend support to recommendations from China and Malawi, as well as Saudi Arabia. 
Should not pre-judge limiting this only to Paris Agreement signatories.  
 
Pakistan: Also wants to support the proposal by China. Also agrees with Saudi Arabia, over only 
serving Paris Agreement, need to avoid this for the time being. 
 
South Africa: There needs to be a section on eligibility, put the entire thing in brackets. The 
notion of eligibility is covered elsewhere (CMP), no eligibility criteria at this moment. Requests 
board to come back to the parties to discuss how the fund will actually support countries under 
the Paris Agreement. Should not be dealing with eligibility issues with this decision, not in 
support of exclusivity.  
 
Argentina: Supports having a reference in 14, to something. Regarding comment by Saudi 
Arabia, transition period when transition fund would be under CMP and CMA. The fund will 
serve the Paris Agreement but will keep working under Kyoto, so parties to Kyoto but not Paris 
will still be eligible for funds.  
 
Indonesia: Supports option 2, but will work with other parties over paragraph 12. 
 
Cofacilitator: move to paragraph 5 to 9, on working position. Wants groups to signal preferences.  
 
Saudi Arabia: No need to change the working position, same sort of stuff that comes from clean 
development mechanism. Key success for Adaptation Fund, caters to needs of developing 
countries. Of the option that giving the majority positions to developing countries, will continue 
to make development countries more powerful with their circumstances and with self-
governance. Doesn’t wish to see conditionalities associated with finance, which could easily 
happen if more representation came from developed countries.  
 
Switzerland: Not in agreement with option 2, absolutely not an option. There may be a 
transitional period, wants clarity on what the board will look like. Putting off things during the 
transition is not acceptable, so 2 is not an option. Option 1 is also not good. If the fund will serve 
the Paris Agreement, Option 3, but edited, concerning how Annex parties will be served. Need to 
make sure that Paris Agreement parties who are not party to Kyoto need to be part of the 
conversation about transition. Proposes that one seat be added, so that non-Kyoto parties can be 
represented. Does not intend to change geographical balance, which is important to G77 efforts, 
but important to move forward constructively.  
 



Argentina (Argentine, Brazil, Uruguay): Changing the position of the board is dangerous, not a 
good idea from a practical perspective. The board has worked well as it is now, so they support 
keeping the current composition of the board. Incorporation of Paris Agreement parties that are 
not Kyoto parties, should be eligible, but changing the composition of the board at this stage is 
not something that they support. 
 
South Africa (African Group): Supports colleague from Argentina, no need for changing the 
composition of the board. Strong position on this. Understands that some colleagues have 
concerns about parties on the board that aren’t party to Kyoto and/or Paris. Issue that bureau can 
resolve, giving instruction to secretariat, plead or advise regional groups to take care of their own 
election processes and nominate members for the Adaptation Board. Thinks there’s a simpler 
way of dealing with this (concerns over non-Parties on the board). It’s not necessary to have a 
section on the composition of the board, because the composition of the board should not 
change. 
 
India: Resonate views by South Africa and Saudi Arabia, no need for change in the board 
structure.  
 
Pakistan: Also does not believe that the composition of the board should be changed. Board is 
already actively functioning, working well. Agrees with South Africa, issue of representation 
could be resolved easily. 
 
Japan: Supports the idea that the board should be changed in accordance with the Paris 
Agreement. [Didn’t catch most of what Japan stated]. 
 
Cofacilitator: allows US to intervene for 30 seconds. 
 
US: Explain the suggestion to change composition of the board. Can’t prejudge what the funding 
source would be under the Paris Agreement, so that could influence how the composition of the 
board should be decided, in order to best deal with funds. 
 
Cofacilitator: Another informal consultation tomorrow, will need to come back to governance. 
Encourage to meet in informal informal, to see if some issues can be solved (governance). 
Cannot come and just repeat positions tomorrow. Can book rooms but also realizes that 
schedules are packed.  
 


