
Fourteenth meeting of the Adaptation Committee 
Bonn, Germany, 24 to 26 October 2018 

 
The role of the Adaptation Committee (AC) is to promote greater adaptation by:  

• providing technical support and guidance to Parties;  
• sharing relevant information, knowledge, experience and good practices;  
• promoting synergy and strengthening engagement with national, regional and international 

organizations, centers and networks;  
• drawing on adaptation good practices, providing information and recommendations for 

consideration by the Conference of the Parties (COP) relating to finance, technology and 
capacity-building;  

• and considering information communicated by Parties on their monitoring and review of 
adaptation actions, as well as support provided and received. (http://sdg.iisd.org/events/14th-
meeting-of-the-unfccc-adaptation-committee/) 

Members – representatives from Angola, Argentina, Botswana, Canada, Chile, China, USA, France, 
Jamaica, Maldives, Mongolia, the Netherlands, Nicaragua, Russia, Ukraine, USA.   

The Adaptation Committee (AC) is chaired by developing and developed country representatives, 
Argentina and Canada, respectively.  This combination will change in the AC15 but for the last two 
meetings has worked relatively well. 

Papers and official Minutes can be found on: https://unfccc.int/event/fourteenth-meeting-of-the-
adaptation-committee  

RINGO observers included: Samuel Rufat, Visiting Professor, United Nations University; Britta 
Horstmann, German Development Institute (DIE); Gregg Walker, Mediators Beyond Borders 
International Environmental Communication Association, and Lindsey Fielder Cook, Quaker United 
Nations Office (QUNO/FWCC) 

Business: 

The initial Agenda items discussed went smoothly, approached out of order to complete reports that 
lacked decision making requirements, but in this report described in the order of the Agenda.   

The Meeting began with the Adoption of the Agenda, Organization of work, Reports from Members 
attending other UNFCCC committees, and Mainstreaming a gender perspective into the work of the 
Adaptation Committee. 

Agenda 4. Overarching coherence: Recent collaboration with other adaptation-related institutional 
arrangements under the Convention.  

“AC members reported from their experiences of collaboration with the WIM ExCom’s task force on 
displacement, the Climate Technology Centre and Network, the Technology Executive Committee. There 
was also information provided by Barney Dickson from Global Climate Action, with offers to work closely 
with the AC.” (UNFCCC Minutes) 



Agenda 5:  Mainstreaming a Gender Perspective, the UNFCCC Secretariat member spoke of gender 
equality as the goal, while gender responsiveness is the process.  She explained that mainstreaming the 
gender perspective includes engaging on who is in the room, who is participating, who is making the 
decisions, who is benefitting from the action, with an aim not to exacerbate inequalities, but to address 
them.  Landownership is one such example – addressing inequality would help you come out with a 
better outcome. UN WOMEN spoke of women as agents of change, and in their experience at the Green 
Climate Fund (GCF) engaging with proposal questions concerning what are the people’s needs and 
priorities, legal status of women, who has what rights, land, decision making in the household, access to 
technology, if women and men doing the same employment, or men doing more domestic work which is 
not really reported, and who benefits.  If one asks/approaches proposals in this way, it is helpful.   

The AC said that they would take gender considerations into account in developing the flexible 2019-
2021 workplan. 

Agenda 6. Work of the Adaptation Committee’s working group on the Technical Examination Process 
on Adaptation.  

Presentations were given by representatives from the Netherlands and Japan, discussions on the 
Technical Expert Meeting on Adaptation (TEP-A) on Adaptation Finance (including private sector), what 
worked well in the 2018 process and what could go into 2019. 

The USA noted the importance of climate finance advisors, regional finance banks, while the French 
representative expressed concern over potential bifurcation of Nationally Determined Contributions 
(NDCs) questioning what would be achieved with bifurcation and NDCs which are quite differentiated.   

Possible 2020 TEP-A themes include: 

• Urban adaptation, bringing together all topics; 
• Water, as it is across-cutting and universal 
• Transboundary aspects of adaptation, such as adaptation of infrastructure which covers inter-

connected transport and energy networks 
• Enabling environments, which links to the mobilization of support 
• Adaptation technologies and sustainable livelihoods, which life style changes are necessary 
• 2020 NDC implementation 

Observer input (QUNO) encouraged TEP-A to focus on innovative financing instruments, as being 
explored in the WIM ExCom (including climate damages tax on fossil fuel extraction, for example, to 
fund climate finance needs), and highlighted the cross-cutting of sustainable livelihoods/lifestyle 
change/behavior change which is critical to all listed potential themes, and could be integrated as part 
of any topic on the list.  Red Cross and UNISDR contributed on the interconnections and additions to 
these sides. 

The AC also “endorsed the draft technical paper as presented and tasked the secretariat to finalize it. 
The AC discussed the approach to the 2019 TEP and requested the TEP-A working group and the 
secretariat to produce a concept note for discussion by early January 2019.” (direct UNFCCC Minutes) 
 

Agenda 7. Technical support and guidance to the Parties on adaptation action:  



Members highlighted elements under planning (more general topics) and the need to think more on 
specific activities on what more to do.  The Co-Chair reminded Members of the AC13, in which they 
talked through the revised paper and provided further guidance for finalizing.  Noted was the 
importance to integrate findings of the IPCC Special Report on Global Warming of 1.5°C and looking at 
the long term – Sendai, Sustainable Development Goals, Agenda 2063 (Africa initiative). Mentioned 
incremental v.s transformational change.  

a) Adaptation Committee Task Force on National Adaptation Plans;  
The AC took note of the oral report presented by a member on the work of the NAP Expo advisory group 
and the organization of the NAP-Expo 2018, and requested its NAP task force to develop intersessionally 
a draft 2019-2021 workplan for consideration at AC15. (direct UNFCCC Minutes) 

b) Technical paper on long-term adaptation planning  

Members and observers discussed the state of the paper, the importance of its content, the needs still 
to be addressed and how to make it readable to the target audience.  Members in general expressed 
appreciate for the report, but also seek creating resilience and need for climate information.  Some saw 
the paper as having ‘lot of hooks for future work, but not much on specific actions to take’.  Also, an 
interesting discussion on the most urgent need in the list of incremental versus transformational goals, 
and how you bring this together so that you have a sustainable future, also in respect to eco-systems.  
Are there bite-sized pieces we can capture and move ahead?  In finishing discussions, the AC requested 
the secretariat to produce a user-friendly version before AC 15. 

 
c) Meeting to exchange views on national adaptation goals/indicators and how they relate to 
indicators/goals for sustainable development and for disaster risk reduction in the context of 
the Sendai Framework;  

The representative from France and Mongolia went to the related meeting in Japan, during which they 
experienced temperatures of 40C, two typhoons, and the loss of the roof of one Member’s hotel.  They 
(and UNISDR) found the workshop very useful, productive discussions.  Very insightful and very full on. 
Encouragement for Parties and relevant entities to work on national adaptation goals/indicators to 
strength linkages with the SDGs and Sendai Framework taken into account. Noted importance to get 
various Ministries around the table.  Recommendations – including mobilizing the funding from the 
different actors – are in the AC Report to the COP24, and in related next steps for the 2019-2021 
Workplan (referred to always as the ‘flexible workplan’) 

Creates a discussion on AC and Global Commission on Adaptation would be addressing 
https://gca.org/our-work  

d) Inventory of ongoing work on monitoring and evaluation of adaptation;  

ANY INPUT? 

e) Report on various approaches to adaptation.  

The discussion was based on a Report prepared by the UNFCCC, and the AC will “include 
elements of it in the user-friendly version of the long-term adaptation planning paper, noting 



that respective recommendations are included in the AC report to COP 24 and relevant next 
steps in the flexible 2019-2021 workplan.” (UNFCCC Minutes) 

Agenda 8. Technical support and guidance to the Parties on means of implementation:  

a) Workshop to advance the understanding and overcome challenges relating to: i) The 
establishment of National Entities for direct access; and ii) Accessing the readiness 
programme for adaptation of the Green Climate Fund. 

The workshop focused on access to resources for adaptation and how countries could access money 
without through a development/implementation agency, and the window for countries is not well know 
and the GCF needs to be clearer on how countries can access this way.   

b) Workshop to advance the engagement of the private sector in adaptation.  

This has been a process, including the AC 11 (mapping of actors, overview report on key findings), the 
AC12 (workshop in 2018) and focus on agriculture sector.  QUNO asked about information relating to 
private sector involvement in adaptation and conflict of interest, to quote, “For example, standards or 
guidance for engagement, noting that many root causes of anthropogenic climate change are often 
based on lucrative activities which may be led by the private sector, and the AC may caution transitioning 
to effective adaptation should not be defined by profit motive.’  

The AC said they were mindful to the concern and that the AC should keep this in their range.   

Agenda 9. Flexible workplan of the Adaptation Committee for 2019-2021.  

There is a draft work plan https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac14_workplan.pdf    

This Agenda item involved long discussions on the different work streams: the activities and how to 
make them visible, practical, implementable. Members and observers were together in discussions that 
went late into the evening. Some of the sensitive areas are based on situation that at the COP24 there 
will be a political decision that will influence their workplan section in Workstream A.   

As discussions on the workplan went on for hours, it was easy to lose track of what was progress and 
what was not.  The version of the workplan by Friday noon did not impress some large observer 
practitioners, who felt that the AC could do so much more than they currently appear to achieve for 
adaptation.  Certainly, only about half the Members regularly speak (or are adaptation experts), and at 
least two AC members barely speak the whole meeting.  

In the end, the “AC agreed on its flexible 2019-2021 workplan that will be annexed as a table to the 
report of the AC to the COP.” (UNFCCC Minutes) 

Agenda 10. Awareness-raising, outreach and sharing of information: Adaptation Forum.  

The 2018 Adaptation Forum took place in Cape Town on 19 June.  It focused on integrating climate 
change adaptation with the SDGs and the Sendai Framework.  The representative from Angola gave a 
very engaged report to AC members.  The meeting was packed – sitting room.  Language was noted as a 
challenge, in disseminating documents in ways that non-English speaking countries can access, and the 
UN documents are not always translated even into all UN languages.  Key findings include: hold another 
Adaptation Forum ‘to ensure progress on key topic under consideration by the AC’. Consider having in 



conjunction with another adaptation event (even if not a specific CC one). Also consider holding it every 
two years, rather then annually. Russia (he spoke!) suggested Korea in 2019.   And how to do this at a 
more local level, to make it relevant to people on the ground? 

There was mention of the proposed UN Climate Summit in New York, and a number of themes, including 
resilience.  Would adaptation wish to be engaged? If so, UK may be leading the resilience theme.  

Chair summary – we consider to do the organized event as something good and desirable, and an 
invitation from Korea is manageable. “The AC agreed to hold the forum annually and to hold its 2019 
Forum in conjunction with the South Korea adaptation event in April 2019. It requested its Forum group 
to prepare inter-sessionally a concept note, including a topic.” (UNFCCC Minutes) 

Agenda 11. Report of the Adaptation Committee to the 24th session of the Conference of the Parties.  

“The AC agreed to the draft report and requested the secretariat to finalize it, including inserting the 
relevant recommendations agreed under relevant agenda items, and circulate it to AC members for 
approval in the week following AC14.” (UNFCCC Minutes) 

Agenda 12. Organization of intersessional work.  

“The AC agreed on leads and members of its working groups and on members nominated in response to 
invitations for collaboration from other constituted bodies. The leads of groups are requested to hold a 
call with members of their respective groups in mid-January to elaborate their schedules of work.” 
(UNFCCC Minutes) 
 

Agenda 13. Dates for future meetings.  

“The AC agreed to hold its 15th meeting within the week from 18 to 22 March 2019 and its 16th meeting 
within the week of 23 to 27 September 2019.” (UNFCCC Minutes) 

Agenda 14. Any other matters.  

Agenda 15. Closure of the meeting. 

 

Reflections on AC 14 

From Gregg Walker 

The is fifth consecutive AC meeting I have attended.  AC members engage the meeting agenda items 
actively and comprehensively.  They welcome observer comments and most observers are 
knowledgeable about the issues and well prepared. 

Earlier meetings have included participants from other UNFCCC supported committees, such as the 
CTCN, the Standing Committee on Finance, and the LEG.  This meeting was an exception and perhaps 
explains why the meeting covered three days instead of four.  I hope that future AC meetings can 
include interaction of AC members and observer with representatives from other groups, such as the 
SCF, CTCN, and WIM-ExComm.   



This meeting emphasized the development of the new AC Workplan and reflected the discussions that 
occurred at AC 13.  Observers were involved significantly at AC 13 in break-out sessions that generated 
Workplan ideas.  While still involved, observers contributed less to the Workplan discussions at AC 14, as 
AC members focused on and refined a draft prepared by the Secretariat. 

The RINGO Constituency continues to be represented well at the AC meetings and participate 
meaningfully.  

 

 

 

 

 

 


