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JM: We recall the SBSTA Chair’s remarks at SBSTA plenary opening, that the SBSTA 
processes should remain open to observers to ensure transparency. We propose to 
keep this meeting open to observers. No objections, so it remains open. 
 
BVL: I will shortly guide you through the structure. There will be two informals – today, 
and Friday. We must conclude by Sat 7 Dec. No room for additional informals. We 
welcome the Secretariats of ICAO and IMO. They are available for explanation and 
clarification on the info submitted in FCCC portal and statements made in SBSTA. 
Any clarification for ICAO/IMO?  
 
Saudi Arabia: I would like to ask ICAO about prioritizing the long-term 
decarbonisation goals – how did the ICAO report reach that outcome – we did not 
have any decision at ICAO assembly. 
 
ICAO: It was heavily discussed. The reflection of the Bureau on the discussions is not 
in the resolution, but in the report. The Report went to the Council. Council then 
decided how to implement. And will report in March 2020.  
 
European Union: I would like to ask ICAO on the decisions outstanding in CORSIA. 
The questions of eligible offsets in CORSIA and prevention of double counting affects 
the integrity of  CORSIA. CORSIA must not introduce loopholes.  
 
And on the long term goal – the science and latest IPCC report show that all sectors 
must contribute to decarbonisation. Why must the ICAO long-term goal be analysed 
further? In the interest of the airline industry as well to ensure long-term planning, we 
need to make a decision. It provides certainty to invest in new technology. 
Postponing such decisions does not help anyone.  
 
Double counting – can you explain how the procedures in CORSIA are not counted 
to UNFCCC Art 6? 
 
ICAO: Technology Advisory Committee (TAC) of the ICAO Council is still going thru 
the process- formulating the emissions reduction criteria (ERC), used to vet the 14 
proposals for CORSIA. On double-counting, not important to talk about ICAO now. 
Any outcome here or Art 6 will be taken into account in ICAO. Decision will be due 
March 2020. 
 



Palestine: On behalf of G77+China. We deliver a very strong message that this is a 
very strong agenda item. ICAO and IMO at our table is a very great importance. The 
past 3 COPs were not positive. There is room for massive improvement. ICAO and 
IMO secretariats have the skills and resources. They can enhance the possibility of 
the objective inputs to the exercise. At the end of the day, to have no conclusions 3 
times in a row is not something we see as a constructive, we intend to be constructive. 
But we need the correct info and data. So far we have difficulty to see such. Not clear 
to us how to obtain the most updated info.  
 
BVL: The intention is to allow parties to request ICAO and IMO. We hear your 
statement and any specific question to ICAO and IMO? 
 
Palestine: The group does not understand what is the most updated info and report. 
Can they explain to us what is the process of the most updated info and report. Right 
now the info is not as useful as we expect. 
 
BVL:Aas we understand, ICAO and IMO submit most updated data before COP, if 
the question is how they are drafted and the process, then that’s a different qn.  
 
Palestine: Their website is content and concern of UNFCCC, but it is not the most 
updated. We are not able to see the knowledge and added-value behind ICAO and 
IMO reports. 
 
ICAO: The reporting has its own process, the assembly session, and the council 
session, and this week, the TAC committee met in South Africa. Different 
policymaking and tech bodies contribute to the report, and the Secretariat collates 
and summarize. When it comes to the next 3 years, the Council has not made 
decision. It depends on the status of ICAO and its circumstances. When it comes to 
the decisions of the Assembly and its bodies. What we submitted to UNFCCC is the 
final adopted decision.  
 
IMO: Report of the last session of MEPC (Marine Environment Protection Council) 
74/18 – took note of info by secretariat and cooperation with UNFCCC and attend 
relevant meetings. Ongoing work of IMO to be submitted to UNFCCC. When it comes 
to providing info, we have provided to UNFCCC the report of the last GHG study, 
including estimated GHG emissions from shipping. Provided to parties. 
 
Saudi: The process of reporting needs to be revised. Reporting to us not accurate. 
The secretariat is picking and choosing. There needs to be openness. There is no 
decision as to long-term goal. The only decision is to assess. And it affects the 
aspiration goals of parties. Considered of the historical responsibility. The report must 
be completed thru the Council. The report must reflect reality.  
 
Iran: Reports from the two orgs have not followed UNFCCC guidance. We need to 
see whether we should have guidance to ICAO and IMO for reporting emissions. 
Rather the secretariat has produced its own report by itself. They have to respond to 
the need of the UNFCCC processes, not their own agendas. Unfortunately, these 
reports are not a solid foundation.  



 
South Africa: Speaking on behalf of the Africa Group. They have their mandates, we 
have ours, how to make their products relevant to us? We have taken decisions here 
to use ICAO and IMO reports to feed into the global stocktake (GST). When we here 
Iran and Saudi that the contents are inaccurate or doesn’t reflect their positions, and 
in Africa, where is the means of implementation? And what ICAO report are we talking 
about. References to country reservations – who and why? They say they are 
fastforwarding everything, affects economies. Latest fuels and ships, impact 
assessment, but that doesn’t say anything. Secretariat can maybe tell us what they 
found. Donor trust fund – what does it do, how can we access it? Are we supposed 
to wait for 2023 GST for the data?  
 
Russia: Can the secretariat collate data from ICAO and IMO as a way to forward? 
 
China: We associate with the Palestine’s intervention and seek clarity on the report. 
I have prepared 16 questions. I don’t know if there is enough time to allow me to read 
my comments. I would like to give some direction to the two Secretariats.  
 
The most important message. How many gigatons of CO2 have been reduced since 
last session. How do ICAO and IMO apply CBDR? In which way do these 
organisations improve developing country capabilities. How much funds provided to 
developing countries to assist with climate? ICAO – why has CORSIA sacrificed the 
benefit of the developing countries? Having said that, SBSTA should send signals to 
the two organisations on how to provide reports in the future. 
 
US: It is beyond the mandate of SBSTA to direct ICAO and IMO. Not comfortable 
with providing guidance to ICAO and IMO.  
 
Japan: We note that some members consider the report insufficient. Now we are 
here to ask them. More constructive to ask for clarification than to make guidance to 
them. As the US mentions, beyond SBSTA mandate as well. 
 
India: This is addressed to parties, not ICAO and IMO. We hear that it is beyond 
SBSTA mandate. But if the reports are for our benefit, then it is our duty to inform the 
supporting organisations how the reports are meant to support the GST. CORSIA is 
coming up. India proposes that states which make reservations to the reports – who 
and why? And if implementation of CORSIA is in report, then report of developments 
in CORSIA will be useful.  
 
BVL: Some parties want to ask more questions, some want to send guidance to ICAO 
and IMO. As we only have one more session left, we need to take back to SBSTA 
chair. One further meeting is not sufficient. We will get back to you. Secretariat will 
announce next meeting. 
 
(meeting ended 1800h) 


