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Notes on Adaptation Fund Negotiations 
Tuesday December 3, 2019, 4:11-5:05PM 

Meeting Room 26 
Notes taken by Anna McGinn, Policy Associate 

Environmental and Energy Study Institute (EESI), https://www.eesi.org/ 
 

Negotiations during this session: 
• SBI informal consultations on matters relating to the Adaptation Fund: membership of 

the Adaptation Fund Board 
• CMP item 7 and CMA item 7d contact groups on matters relating to the Adaptation Fund 

 
*Please note that these notes are an attempt to capture what took place during the meeting, 
but they are not comprehensive and could have errors.  
 
Key: 
…means that there were comments that I missed 
AF: Adaptation Fund 
AFB: Adaptation Fund Board 
[ ]: my comments 
PA: Paris Agreement 
KP: Kyoto Protocol 
Co-F: Co-Facilitator 
 
SBI informal consultations on matters relating to the Adaptation Fund: membership of the 
Adaptation Fund Board 
4:11pm 
 
Maldives Co-Facilitator (Amjad Abdulla) 

§ No parties object to observers being in the room 
§ Parties not member to the KP are observers when discussing matters related to the KP 
§ Secretariat have created list for parties to be on the mailing list to get relevant 

information from the secretariat for climate finance 
 

§ At COP24, established that the Adaptation Fund shall serve the Paris Agreement 
§ Now, SBI has been invited to consider the matter that the parties to the Paris Agreement 

are eligible to be on the Adaptation Fund Board 
§ SBI50 in June did not result in SBI conclusions 
§ So, this is on the agenda for this session 
§ At this session, SBI is invited to discuss this matter and put forward draft result 
§ Need concrete outcomes for recommendations for consideration of the CMP 
§ Remind parties that as announced by the Presidency on Monday, consultations are 

happening with members of the Adaptation Fund Board here 
§ Would be happy to open the floor to observer organizations at the end of the informal 

consultations once all member parties have spoken, as it permits 
§ This is the first informal for this agenda item 
§ Want to hear your views for the remainder of the time 
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Palestine (G77 and China) 

§ Welcome yourself and Fiona Gilbert [Co-F from Australia] 
§ We are dealing with membership to the Adaptation Fund Board 
§ In our view this is procedural 
§ Usually the selection of members to the Board is done by the regional groups 
§ No role for this body to prescribe who the regional groups should pick 
§ Not sure what you want from us 
§ I guess it is about considering suggesting to the regional groups that they pick countries 

that are not parties to the KP 
 
New Zealand 

§ Recognizing niche role of Adaptation Fund in climate finance 
§ To properly serve the PA, we need to reflect the non-bifurcated format of the PA 
§ See GCF board as a model 

 
South Africa (African Group) 

§ Only in favor of a procedural decision 
§ CMP concluded that no action is required until share of proceeds from Article 6 is 

available and the amendments are require and approved 
§ Should consider balance of membership of KP and PA 
§ Cannot participate in this group further if this goes in another direction 

 
Saudi Arabia 

§ Colleagues from G77 and China and the Africa Group said what I wanted to say 
 
Argentina (Argentina, Uruguay, and Brazil) 

§ Speaking on behalf of Argentina, Uruguay, and Brazil 
§ Do not see any need to change anything about the Board 

 
Co-F to Argentina 

• We like the organization that your group is staying together on this 
 
Japan 

§ Japan is willing to continue the discussion about the AF Board 
§ Recognize the importance of the Fund and making it sustainable is important and 

therefore financing is necessary 
§ Japan thinks the current composition of the Fund Board does not adequately reflect the 

countries. Want to review the Board when the Fund moves exclusively under the Paris 
Agreement 

§ Want to change the names from Annex 1 and Non-Annex 1 to developed and developing 
countries because that reflects the PA 

 
China 

§ China supports G77 and China and Africa Group 
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§ Too early to talk about composition of the Board since Article 6 is pending and the AFB 
has worked smoothly in the past 

§ Do not think that the composition of the Board needs to change 
§ We think the funding of the Fund needs to be the focus because that is the future of the 

Fund 
 
Malawi (LDCs) 

§ Agree and support the G77 coordinator, Palestine, and the African Group 
§ Our understanding is that previous decisions tell us that those parties to the PA are 

eligible to serve on the Board, so that decision was taken 
§ It is incumbent on the regional groups to make recommendations 
§ For the numbers of members of the Board 
§ As recipients of the Fund, we are content with the composition of the Board and we do 

not want to see changes in the numbers of the board. The current composition suffices for 
us 

§ As Palestine and African Group have said, what we suggest, what we put forward is to 
take a quick procedural decision and conclude and we close the matter 

 
India 

§ Support the G77 coordinator as well as the views by the South African representative 
§ Adaptation Fund has been performing very well for developing countries and there is no 

need for change in Board membership 
§ What is important is the funding, adaptation is the most important for developing 

countries 
§ Scale of financing is lagging compared to what is needed 

 
EU 

§ The EU appreciates the work of the Adaptation Fund 
§ One of the unique features is majority developing countries on the board 
§ Ready to maintain this 
§ But a decision as mandated by the SBI is required to be taken here 
§ For the AF to serve the PA, work needs to be finished here 
§ We are here to finalize this work to figure out eligibility for the AFB 
§ In comparison to the last session in Bonn, we do have a view from the Adaptation Fund 

Board – says that decision on Board membership is needed from this body 
§ EU did already present a way for this to be resolved in Bonn 
§ This is a small and technical change in language- don’t want to change the number of 

parties and the majority would be maintained for developing countries 
§ This is in our submissions which, in principle, still stands 
§ We do need to see terminology that all other groups under the PA are using 
§ Suggest Co-Facilitators take the views expressed by parties and would entrust you with 

preparing a decision text 
§ We need the recommendation from SBI for CMP to engage its work 

 
Colombia (AILAC) 

§ AILAC also agrees with maintaining the composition of the Board 
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§ No need for change for eligibility to the Board 
AOSIS 

§ Support G77 and China 
§ The issue is a settled matter 
§ Need to invite nomination from developed and developing countries that are members to 

the KP and PA 
Australia 

§ Came to work constructively this session, were upset we didn’t do this in June 
§ Need to address composition and right now the situation is not future proofed because the 

AF will eventually serve the PA exclusively when share of proceeds is available from 
Article 6 

§ Support EU idea for draft text by Co-Facilitators 
Mexico 

§ Looking for a sense of the timeline you have for providing a text 
Co-Facilitators 

§ Will give a timeline once we hear from all the parties 
Switzerland (EIG) 

§ Position has not changed since Bonn, so referring to that position 
§ We need a decision at COP25 to conclude this matter 
§ Current balance [of the Board] should be maintained if the primary source of funding is 

share of proceeds from Article 6 
§ If not, then composition should be revisited 
§ Terminology for composition should be adapted to the PA language 

Palestine (G77 and China) 
§ Not prepared to entertain any decision here 
§ There is no urgency for us to change to the PA language 

US 
§ CMP14 did not take enough steps for AF to serve the PA, need a decision to allow this to 

proceed 
§ Suggest that this body moves forward with a decision 

 
Conversation between South Africa and Co-Facilitators about taking comments from observer 
organizations 
 
Canada 

§ The Adaptation Fund now serves the Paris Agreement 
§ Want to ensure smooth transition to the Paris Agreement 
§ Should reflect spirit of the Paris Agreement 
§ Need more to take action to operationalize eligibility of Paris Agreement parties to the 

Adaptation Fund 
Co-Facilitators 

§ Send us your written submissions by Wednesday at 5pm 
 
Palestine (G77 and China) 

§ Our position remains, we want a procedural decision, you are welcome to seek 
submissions, but we won’t be submitting anything 
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Co-Facilitator 
§ We are trying to listen to all parties in the room 
§ Seeking your guidance on how we are going to move forward 

South Africa (Africa Group) 
§ Just to restate, we have a procedural decision, or we will have no decision 
§ There is no consensus on this and there will be no consensus 
§ I think we should not waste time on this and we should just say there is no conclusion 

Norway 
§ Party views are not that far apart 
§ EU suggested something we are also in favor of 
§ We don’t want to make changes to the composition of the Board 
§ We just want to update to PA language 

Palestine (G77 and China) 
§ I appreciate what Norway says, but I dispute it, we are very far apart 

Co-Facilitator 
§ I will continue to consult with parties and I will let you know when we will meet again 

Palestine (G77 and China) 
§ Our decision will not change even if you do consult 

Co-facilitator 
§ We will close the session 

 
CMP item 7 and CMA item 7d contact groups on matters relating to the Adaptation Fund 
 
CMP item 7 
4:52pm  
 
Co-facilitator (Fiona Gilbert) 

§ Members of the AFB are here 
§ You might need to talk to them after since we don’t have much time 
§ We have to report back by Monday, Dec 9 
§ Open floor for brief initial comments 
§ Also send in written submissions by 6pm Wednesday for elements of possible text 

 
[There are no interventions] 
 
Co-Facilitator 

§ Any observers who would like to provide their views? 
 
[No interventions from observers] 
 
South Africa 

§ Can the secretariat give us a track changes version of the amendments to the trustee 
services? 
 

Co-Facilitator 
§ We can provide that by the next session 
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§ I take your silence to mean that you agree with our approach 
§ We will present draft text at our next meeting 

 
CMA item 7d 
4:56pm 
 
Co-Facilitator 

§ Recalling decisions 
§ AF Board will report its activities at each session of the CMP and the CMA will also 

provide guidance to the AFB 
§ Same set of documents under the CMP and the CMA  

South Africa (Africa Group) 
§ Do not think that G77 has reached coordination on this 
§ In our view right now, if parties accept to have a standing agenda item under CMA 

related to the global goal then we will have an agenda broad enough in scope to give 
guidance, but at this point, since that does not exist, the only thing we can do is take note 
of the report 

Co-Facilitator 
§ Thank you for views and inputs 
§ Next steps, we will prepare draft text based on the comments we heard, proposed that 

based on the comments, we prepare draft text for our next meeting 
§ And the track changes will also be provided by the next meeting 

South Africa (Africa Group) 
§ We do not believe it is the CMA role to comment on the documents [with track changes] 

because the authority and accountable to is still to the CMP 
§ The CMA does not have a role until the share of proceeds is available [This seems to be 

the major reason behind the lack of consensus in all three portions of this informal 
consultation/contact group] 

Iran 
§ Support the observation of South Africa 

 
Co-Facilitator 

§ We are closing the group 
 


