
The 3rd Meeting of the Kat0wice Committee of Experts (digital) 

5-9 October 2020 

 

1. Opening of the meeting  

Helpful word: ‘Quorum’ referring to the KCI members present, where a certain number of members 
must be present to have ‘a quorum’, to proceed officially with business. 

2. Organizational matters  

(a) Adoption of the agenda, which can be found here 

 The agenda was adopted. The new US representative (Catherine Goldberg) would like to add 
‘conflict of interest’ to ‘any other business’ (AOB). 

(b) Organization of the work – discussed in relation to the limited time. 

(c) Membership matters  

The KCI membership should include 5 regions of the world plus LDC, SIDS, and 2 UN 
Intergovernmental Organizations among those at the table (European Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development and the International Labour Organization).   

New faces included delegates from Norway, Russia, Antigua, and the Dominican Republic.  For 
the full list, click here. 

3. Workplan of the Katowice Committee on Impacts for 2020–2025  

(a) Introduction to the workplan of the Katowice Committee on Impacts for 2020–2025  

The Secretariat gave a presentation on the role of the KCI 

Important document:  

• The workplan of the forum on the impact of the implementation of response measures and its 
Katowice Committee of Experts on the Impacts of the Implementation of Response Measures of 
the KCI, as adopted at the COP 25, can be found here on page 16. 

Discussion included the need for workplan implementation to promote action on the ground – 2020 to 
2025. 

Highlights from the presentation include outlines on: 

 -  11 activities (most substantive) 
 - 5 additional activities – mandated from other activities (gender, review, etc, other 

decisions taken by other bodies) 
o Activities relate to just transition/economic diversification 
o KCI to give regional workshops, technical expertise, technical papers, to be produced by 

KCI (papers to relate to 3,4,5,8,9) 
o In-session workshops, and concrete actions 



o SB56 midterm review – 2023. 

(b) Strategy for implementing activities in the workplan of the Katowice Committee on Impacts  

There were discussions on whether to say they are making ‘recommendations’ or ‘may make’, a 
discussion that was divided along developed/developing lines. 

Under the ‘exceptional circumstances’, questions were asked about meeting reports, input, 
recommendations, what language can be said when having in person sessions.  There was concern that 
proposed changes to the meeting report format were made without agreement by the Quorum. 

Members also discussed acceptable language and Egypt was active offering an option on track changed 
ideas.  In sum, the discussion was over two options on how/when to finalize the report and 
recommendations.   

Co-chair – explained that there was agreement on having the report ready before the quorum met, and 
to be submitted, but not agreement on whether the report includes recommendations as the quorum 
makes recommendations.  

USA - There is value in being flexible, this report is our way of communication with the quorum.  
Suggesting ‘meeting report will consider possible recommendations…’ she is trying to find a compromise 
without prejudging outcomes. 

There was a request for more meeting time – a compromise was found to consider flexibility and ‘switch 
and/or’ to not prejudge the discussion. USA ‘- ‘as appropriate’ is best, to show we are not making 
assumptions. The quorum eventually agreed on language 

a. Activity 4 – SB52 – get ahead of meeting – same activity as previously planned. 

On this activity, there were three options offered.  Members dismissed the first, second had no 
requests, third and forth options, different voices in support. 

Egypt expressed concern that if we have started these options, under Covid would they happen?  A 
consultant and located resources would help to conduct work under circumstances, so have option 3 
but must have option 4.  The final compromise was a Hybrid solution, with KCI Members bringing in 
their expertise, and also having option to bring in a consultant to help, if budget is there and not to write 
the whole paper.   

b. Activity 3: 

Members discussed different proposals for the third activity, including dates for the outline of the paper, 
and then the paper itself for preparation by the end of the 4th KCI meeting. (Co-Chair getting nervous).  
The UNFCCC Secretariat clarifies that Members just need to agree that the Annual Report will be 
prepared by certain times, there are two annual reports being discussed.   

(c) Integrating gender considerations into the work of the Katowice Committee on Impacts  

This was discussed at the end of the meeting.  Gender – organize events, monitor gender inclusion, etc.  
Other bodies – how do they do consideration in their work? Open the floor to the views. 



QUNO/RINGO intervention – noting the encouragement made for a gender discussion on language used 
in reports, could we also consider humanizing language of ‘stakeholders’ – to name men, women, 
families, so that we humanize the ‘human impact’ we are discussing. QUNO added that it would, from a 
gender perspective, be good to see in the future more gender balance amongst members (only two 
women out of the whole group). 

(d) Explore approaches to inform the development and implementation of climate change mitigation 
strategies, plans, policies and programs that maximize the positive and minimize the negative impacts 
of response measure        POWERPOINT is available – please request from Lindsey at LFCOOK@quno.ch  

Very good presentation and discussion about how to do an economic transition, one that is effective to 
address climate change without being destructive to the economy, with a main focus on just transition.  
Difficult discussion, since at least half of the countries at the table have profoundly fossil fuel dependent 
economies (extraction/use). Measures that do not hurt the economic development – but of course, 
sometimes this discussion feels like a wish list.  Norway talking about cleaner fossil fuel extraction, 
which of course helps but reducing extraction is more important for a safer climate.  

QUNO (RINGO) asked about ‘rights-based approaches’, as many such approaches were mentioned in this 
presentation in relation to more successful climate action, did they come across the term ’rights-based’?   
Answer from the UNFCCC was no, but then a representative from the Trade Unions added that ‘just 
transition’ is a rights-based, or human rights based approach, as were a number of other approaches 
mentioned.  The UNFCCC then came back and said that, yes, ‘human rights’ approaches were mentioned 
by several inputs.  

ILO – what helps countries up front?  Measuring the potential for mitigation and the social and 
economic impacts.  “Social dialogue” would be important. Also, what is important in terms of policy 
clearance – what complimentary actions are needed, skills-related support.  Big job potential in clean 
energy, but initially job loss so retraining is important.  And social security for people to be supported. 
Enterprise-related policies. 

A lot of reference to the lack of public consultation breaks down climate mitigation attempts. EU -
national climate and energy plans – you need to consult all your neighboring countries to consult in your 
energy plans. 

European Bank – consider not just plans but also outer ideas. Carbon price – redirect income from 
carbon tax to help those most affected. And what liabilities and responsibilities countries have.  
Legislation to take mediating action on mine closures.  What needs to be done in action, while also 
engaging with responsibilities of the action. 

Trade Unions - the need for trust in society to implement climate policies, and the social policies to help 
support changes.  Response measures – impact in different countries.  In some countries, huge 
impact/low capacity, other countries have the reverse. We need to take care of this. With a union 
perspective, we link this work to global protection fund, for example.  40 billion – good social protection 
for LDCs.  These schemes could help them implement climate action, while protecting the vulnerable.  

(e) Enhance capacity and understanding of Parties, through collaboration and input from 
stakeholders, on the assessment and analysis of the impacts of implementation of response measures 
to facilitate the undertaking of economic diversification and transformation and just transition 



https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/Draft%20Concept_note_TP_CB_with_stakeholders_web.
pdf  

POWERPOINT is available – please request from Lindsey at LFCOOK@quno.ch 

The paper can be found here 

The presentation, and following discussion, noted that awareness raising is important but not enough.  
National data and national action from inter-country experiences. Capacity building should be hands on.  
Policy to maximize positive impacts. Information on migration, agriculture, etc.  Modeling on scenarios 
on OPEC countries.  Effective a country levels – monitoring actions- climate screening, impact 
assessment, cost-benefit analysis etc, in-country training for policy makers, training to measure social 
and employment outcomes, just transition policies, assess climate action impact on economy and social 
outcomes.  Transport climate directory, recommendations to collaborate with stakeholders.   

ILO call or KCI to recongise the role of success with just transition. The submissions had an impressive list 
of organisation input for just transition actions – no one single answer 

Additional notes – invitations out to other constituted bodies, and PCCB representative is present but 
did not speak.  

Discussion of the ‘paper’ outline, all seemed quite positive on the paper, encouraging a limit of 12 pages, 
but there was serious concern (USA said ‘shocked’) from developed countries, for any mention on the 
KCI offering ‘recommendations’ to the GCF, for example.  Only the SCF and COP can do this, they stated.   
Don’t see the word ‘recommendations’, but that might have been stated orally, not sure. 

Big discussion on when to meet again, how to do this in pandemic times, how to meet twice next year 
and if so, how do we fulfill the mandate in this way? If more meetings are needed, we should be 
prepared to do this, and a physical session if this becomes possible in the new year.  Singapore (Peter) 
asked what do we need to do to catch up? The USA was not opposed to a meeting before SBI 53, but the 
forum needs to meet and provide input onto our work. Peter explained that ‘we missed one meeting, 
lost out this year due to covid.  Good to have this in addition next week.  So we need three meetings 
between now and the end of next year, ideally back to back with SBs, but we don’t know when SBs will 
be.’ 

Co-chairs will come bac with possible dates by late December – unable to decide vis a vis when and in 
what connection.  US ‘confused’ (they must have a range of expressions to use) as the mandate is in 
conjunction with the SBs, but that is pre-covid times… 

Return to Agenda item 3b, discussion on Activity 3: 

Need to agree on language concerning the paper – establishing an open-ended working groups to 
develop the paper with support of the secretariat.   Co-chair, by having no dates, they can work on what 
is acceptable. On preparing annual report – supposed to happen at sb53 – agreed that the co-chairs will 
prepare a draft report and this will be circulated to all members for comments.  Members and 
international organizations volunteered to work in working group mentioned above.  Mixed developed 
and developing.   Secretariat – there are two technical papers now, do the members want to work on 
both papers, or only one?  Chair – these are open ended, so people can come and join, don’t need to 
create two working groups, we have only 14 members.  All here are experts in this field. Ali (Maldives) 



will the working group also be open to the observers?  Chair – there will be a call for experts to 
contribute, so in effect, yes. 

Draft strategy plan – reads out similar calls to the summaries already discussed here, but now related to 
sustainable development. The members are temporarily stuck - developed/developing block, with 
Norway and US objecting. Chair (EU) proposing a compromise.  

AOB – conflict of interest  

This is concerning a commitment by members to, in their private lives, avoid conflicts of interest in 
relation to their work at the KCI. It appears a similar request is being made to Members of the 
Adaptation Committee.   A very interesting discussion on language for Members, and observers were 
asked to leave (removed from the zoom temporarily).  Members discussed this for 30 minutes, then 
came back and saying the Members must consult first with their legal teams before agreeing. 

AOB – Timing on call for inputs: Rushing now, need clarity on timing for call to inputs and would be 
good to agree to that.  Use previously agreed language for the previous two activities, and that could 
replace points 3,4 and 5. 

End – with an announcement that Albara (Saudi Arabia) is resigning as co-chair of the KCI, he will stay as 
a member of the KCI. Nominate Peter as the next co-chair for developing countries. 

 

Prepared by Lindsey Fielder Cook, Quaker United Nations Office, Geneva 

 


