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Notes/Summary: 

• Under Agenda Item 15(a), the mandate for the output of this item should be progress 

including accommodations of the PCCB (Paris Committee on Capacity Building) and 

whether it will be extended. 

• Under Agenda Item of 15(b), implementation of the framework, and enhancing 

institutional arrangement for capacity building under the PA (Paris Agreement).   

• The secretariat expects one draft COP decision: covering outcomes of the PCCB, and 

one draft CMA decision on agreements under the PA 

• First Co-facilitator: We will have up to five more consultations following this one. The 

SBI chair has been very clear in his expectations to have this business attended to.  As 

such, I urge clear, concise language and pragmatic solutions.  There will also be further 

informal informals to continue the dialogue on this matter. We are going to start with 

frontloading this meeting a bit, since there is another one this afternoon.  

• Second Co-facilitator: Let us start by getting first views on 15(a) and 15(b).  We must 

be very aware of time management. Floor is open for comments on 15(a): 

o South Africa: Taking floor on behalf of G77+China. Commend work of the 

PCCB, and the progress of their report.  

o Jamaica: Takes floor on behalf of small island states. We’re very impressed with 

work of the PCCB, and think they are striving for and achieving excellence, even 

with their limitations. 

o Zambia: Welcome the PCCB report. Happy with their report production and 

guidance even given their limitations. Note that the report has noted limitations 

of stakeholders. Of our particular interest is the issue of the PCCB linking itself 

to other bodies within and without the convention, and that they acquire the 

support from these other bodies to give them leverage to ensure they can meet 

their program for the year, and the resources of these other bodies and the 

convention. We support that PCCB will be extended, and hope this will position 

this body within the convention itself, to further the capacity building of 

developing countries for action on climate change.  



 

o Indonesia: Echoes previous statements. Work of the PCCB is still needed to map 

gaps and needs of developing countries.  The effectiveness of PCCB in their 

work needs to be enhanced with more guided capacity building actions, and the 

PCCB needs to encourage capacity building at local levels.  

o Burundi: on behalf of African countries. We welcome the PCCB report, and 

echo previous nations. We find many valuable things in this report, and look for 

their recommendations to be implemented 

o Korea: want to make a statement on the work of PCCB, believing they’ve been 

effective in their purpose, convening collaboration with other parties and 

promoting capacity building. Recommend that the PCCB mandate needs to be 

extended and their work continued. 

o Ghana: joins hands with the South African group and thank the PCCB for their 

report. We believe their recommendations are really going to help capacity 

building of developing nations. 

o Japan: Thanks the secretariat and co-facilitators, as well as the PCCB. We are 

very impressed by their work, especially in convening different bodies in the 

convention to promote the coordination of their capacity building work. Happy to 

engage in the conversation on how to address their noted limitations and help 

extend their mandate.  

o EU: We welcome the opportunity to engage on the very hard work ahead of us. 

We’re confident that we’ll make effective progress in the next two weeks, and we 

appreciate the positive feedback on the PCCB technical report, and also want to 

highlight their excellent work interacting with other constituted bodies. 

Pragmatically, we think it would be useful for the rest of the sessions, we think it 

would be good to make progress on the initial question of the institutional 

arrangements of the PCCB, and then follow with considering the technical report 

in more detail 

o Saudi Arabia: Thank the PCCB, however we have concerns regarding the 

notion mentioned in paragraph 54(a), invites parties to do so. We think this 

should be deleted or changed to developed countries, reflecting their obligations 

to developing countries. 

o US: We urge the bulk of the time be spent on 15(b), review of reports. We want 

to shift to the review of the technical reports especially, which needs in-depth 

review. We want to note we agree with Japan, Zambian and others that the PCCB 

has done good work, especially with coherence and coordination among 

constituted bodies. We observed in reviewing this that it’s difficult to gauge the 

PCCB report against other PCCB workplans, so it’s hard to tell how they’re 

doing overall compared to what they’re tasked with, or the effectiveness of their 

work. 



 

o ?(Zambia?): the report of the PCCB is mandated by a COP decision, so we are 

not in favor of using this report to say we will do this or that – it is one of many 

tools. The information is of great importance, but there should not be a move by 

any party to downplay the content of this report, because its one of the few that 

gives real guidance for work. I’d like to urge all parties to stay to the mandate: 

this report is a report, and has useful information for assessment, not say ‘on 

what basis are we going to evaluate this report’.   

o Co-facilitator response to Saudi Arabia: We will consider your concern under 

the language of the COP decision as we proceed this week. 

• Co-Facilitator: Move to 15(b) now.  Note we are already four minutes late.  

o Jamaica: on behalf of AOSIS. We are happy to have the full review of the 

technical reports, and think the documents provide useful information.  

o Paraguay: We want to summarize our (AILAC) comments submitted on the 

report. We’d like to talk to about effectiveness of the work of the PCCB work 

mandate. Based on our assessment, we find that the committee has engaged in 

significant alliance creation both within and without the framework partners, and 

done well to identify gaps and needs to mobilize achieving of the goals.  For 

AILAC, the PCCB has worked well and efficiently for us, and should be afforded 

resources for continuation of work. In our view, it’s of great importance that the 

committee continue their work over the many years in alignment with 

implementation of PA and its goals. AILAC recommends continuation of 

mandate of 10 years for longer term vision of this necessary work. We 

recommend that it’s necessary that the position taken here in Madrid define 

specific improvements to work of the committee, as well as extension of the 

mandate through 2030 

Follow-up: 

• Conversation will continue via informal informals, as well as scheduled negotiation 

events. 

Take Away: 

• The parties laud the good work of the PCCB in producing their report and providing 

valuable insight on further developing capacity building for LDCs.   

• There will be continued discussion of a) the continued mandate of the PCCB and b) 

delving into details of the report 

 
 

 

 


