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Summary 

Between 9-12th November 2020 the eighteenth meeting of the Adaptation Committee was held online. As               
a result of the virtual format, the AC delayed its work on recommendations for consideration by the COP                  
and CMA to 2021 and focused the discussion on key agenda points that either required finalisation or                 
clear guidance. The meeting therefore focused on agenda items 5, 6, 8.b, 10 and the activities related to                  
awareness-raising, outreach and information sharing raised in item 9.  

  

A link to the provisional agenda for this session can be found here:             
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_agenda.pdf 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 

Outreach Event 

The session opened with an outreach event offering brief summaries of what the AC has been working on 
over the last year. It involved participants (over 90 people online) through a round of quiz questions based 
on the presentations.  

- Maria del Pilar Bueno opened with an update on the adaptation knowledge portal. There was a 
call for input incl. on a review of effectiveness of adaptation & support, information on the 
development and application of methodologies for assessing adaptation needs (potential for 
follow up within RINGO).  

- Vladimir Kattsov followed with a presentation of data on adaptation. AC and WMO have 
together created a peer-reviewed product. They noted the need for collaboration with statistical 
centres at the national and regional levels, and also emphasised the importance of multilateral 
dialogues in pushing science-based adaptation action forward.  

- Funanani Muremi gave an update on work related to gender considerations within the AC - both 
internally and in adaptation work more generally. A gender toolkit was launched at COP25 with 
the NAP Global Network and the LEG. It is now available for Parties to use in the preparation of 
their NAPs / NDCs.  

- Clifford Mahling offered a presentation on working with constituted bodies to generate support 
for adaptation action and identify and address gaps in climate response. They emphasised the 
need to mainstream adaptation into national agendas. They also addressed the need for adequate 
adaptation funding and information on understanding, accessing and using adaptation finance. 
Next steps are to translate capacity gaps and lessons learned into a compiled document. 

- Cecilia da Silva Bernardo offered a presentation on working with the private sector. They 
presented the recently published “Toolkit on engaging private sector in NAPs” for governments. 
They noted it is best to involve the private sector at an early stage to ensure longterm and 
meaningful engagement. They noted that focus should not only fall on large enterprises but also 
SMEs who are important stakeholders in developing countries. 

- Alice Gaustad offered an update on TEP-A. The programme - whose objective was to identify 
concrete opportunities for strengthening resilience - will end this year. Between July – October 
2020 they held five technical expert meetings, three panel discussions, two workshops, one 
regional technical expert meeting, two competitions for youth, and presented seven policy briefs. 
There will be a joint TEP-A/M on 26 November during the Climate Dialogues. Summary for 
policy makers will be available Q1 of 2021.  

 

 

 

 



1. Opening and welcome. 

2. Adoption of the agenda. 

3. Organization of work. 

Will not discuss all agenda items, focus on key topics.  Observers invited to send in comments to 
AC@unfccc.int 

4. Promoting overarching coherence: 

a. Collaboration with other adaptation-related institutional arrangements under the 
Convention; 

b. Progress report on knowledge and information support provided by the Nairobi work 
programme. 

(From the agenda:  This item will not be discussed during the virtual meeting
time and the AC is invited to discuss on the  AC’s online MS
Teams space. Observers are invited to send their comments to
AC@unfccc.int.) 

 

5. Addressing mandates from the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to 
the Paris Agreement (CMA) 

a. Global Goal on Adaptation; 

Background: The CMA requested the AC to prepare a technical paper considering approaches to 
reviewing the overall progress made in achieving the global goal on adaptation. The paper can be 
found here.  

The global stocktake, to which this paper offers a contribution, will be the first time that the 
UNFCCC produces an account of global adaptation efforts, since the signing of the Paris 
Agreement.  The paper recommends workable approaches  to reviewing the overall progress 
made in achieving the global goal on adaptation and informs parties on how to communicate this 
information and agreed definitions. For example, there remains ‘conceptual ambiguity’ with 
regards to the definitions of adaptive capacity, resilience and vulnerability. 

Members discussed extensively the intended outcomes of the report. The question of how the AC 
can best support parties in taking part in the global stocktake (e.g. on the identification of relevant 
adaptation information) was discussed. It was decided that “the AC will consider organizing an 
expert meeting/webinar next spring to help the AC's consideration of the matter.”  It was noted 
that a lot of the information used to input towards the Global Goal will be based on NAPs,  but 
that this will not be reflective of the real situation as many countries have not yet submitted.  

 

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_gga.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_gga.pdf


A second thread of discussion concerned the need for different types of data on adaptation that 
can be reviewed on a global level (as highlighted in the literature review section of the report), 
recognising that these may present limitations and that the workability of approaches may differ 
across different contexts (e.g. on adaptation action in both developed and developing country 
situations). The need for/desirability of producing a common template for reporting and 
aggregating this data for a global goal were discussed.  On the topic of adaptive capacity, Clifford 
Mahlung (Jamaica) highlighted the need for methods to be regionally appropriate, giving the 
example of data aggregation methods which might fail to take into account migration in the 
context of small island states.  

Definitional aspects of the core components of the global goal on adaptation (2.1 of the paper) 
were also discussed, in light of their use in both this and other processes under the UNFCCC (the 
work of the LCIPP FWG was mentioned) and also based on global metrics vs. at the local level. 
The need for a clear definition of the GGA and its scope was highlighted by both members and 
observers (inluding AILAC). 

 

b. Adaptation Communications: Draft supplementary guidance for voluntary use by Parties 
in communicating adaptation information 

Background: The CMA requested the AC to develop, by June 2022, draft supplementary 
guidance for voluntary use by Parties in communicating adaptation information in accordance.
This is to be done with the engagement of the IPCC Working Group II and using relevant existing 
guidance as a starting point. This is to be considered by SBs at their 57th sessions in November 
2022 in preparation for the global stocktake. The paper can be found here.  

Discussion centered on the relationship between adaptation communication and other 
communications and reporting arrangements, as well as the process hereof. There was also 
discussion on what constitutes the mandate of the AC and how in turn this affects the scope  of 
the AC’s contribution.The need to be sensitive to not reinterpret the COP Katowice decision was 
emphasized. Most committee members agreed that it should not be a “report of reports” but rather 
an independent synthesis of information for the global stocktake. There appears to be a real divide 
between members about what exactly should be included in the report. For example: should it 
include “other” elements such as finance, gender or monitoring and evaluation? Or is that outside 
the scope of the AC’s mandate? Part of a larger conversation / difference of understanding among 
AC members. Remained unresolved, at least during the public portion of the meeting.  

Andrea Carmen, Co-Chair of the LCIPP FWG offered an intervention recalling a written 
statement submitted by the FWG that stressed a strong basis for collaboration in terms of the 
conceptualisation of adaptation. She also highlighted the opportunity to collaborate on a 
contribution to the global stocktake. This was followed by an intervention by Le-Anne Roper 
Member of the Executive Committee of the WIM.  

 

 

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5b_adcomms.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5b_adcomms.pdf


 

c. Methodologies for assessing adaptation needs; 

Background: The concept note can be found here and the inventory accessed here. The CMA 
requested the AC to prepare a technical paper on methodologies for assessing work on adaptation 
needs. This inventory has been developed in collaboration with the Least Developed Countries 
Working Group, Nairobi Work Plan partners amongst others. It is to be updated regularly, as per 
the mandate of this work.  

Members discussed the future of the inventory as part of the need to make information on climate 
services more accessible. A number of Members commented on the need for additional budgetary 
and external support in developing the inventory.  

 

d. Recognizing the adaptation efforts of developing country Parties; 

Synthesis report on how developing countries are addressing hazards is available for review; was 
approved at AC17. It will be finalized in the coming months. 

 

e. Methodologies for reviewing the adequacy and effectiveness of adaptation and support; 

Background: The CMA requested the AC and the LEG, in collaboration with the SCF and 
relevant experts, to  compile existing methodologies for reviewing the adequacy and effectiveness 
of adaptation and support. It invited Parties, United Nations entities and other relevant 
organizations, as well as bilateral and multilateral agencies, to submit by April 2020 to the AC 
and the LEG information on gaps, challenges, opportunities and options associated with 
methodologies for reviewing the adequacy and effectiveness of adaptation and support. Four 
submissions were received from Parties and other groups, and a draft report was prepared based 
on the submissions as well as other technical knowledge. Next steps: AC may want to compile 
further methodologies along with the SCF and LEG in advance of the Global Stocktake. 
 
Within the discussion, Members noted the challenges of finding methodologies that are relevant 
across contexts. Interventions touched on whether adequacy and effectiveness of adaptation and 
support can be seen as separate from one another. Concern was raised by Germany about the lack 
of reference to the Enhanced Transparency Framework (ETF). Adaptation reporting and the CGE 
were also mentioned in this context. There was some disagreement among members about the 
scope of the paper in relation to the AC’s mandate. It was decided that further guidance from the 
SCF is needed, which the Secretariat would follow up on. 

 

 

 

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5c_needs.pdf
https://www4.unfccc.int/sites/NWPStaging/Pages/SearchAsses.aspx
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5d_hazards.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5d_hazards.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5e_acleg_adequacy.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5e_acleg_adequacy.pdf


 

f. Information collection and preparation for the Global Stocktake. 

Focusing on the paper which is here. 

 

5b - Adaptation Communications - was returned to on Wednesday.  

A member of the Secretariat gave an update on the study. They explained ording and approach for 
Parties when communicating their Adaptation for global stocktake and other communications.  

Approach: Overview of the specific guidelines, other existing guidance, information and 
knowledge tools that can facilitate Adaptation communication (ADCOM is the new acronym 
they’re using) preparation. Should include suggestions for how to find and apply the guidance, 
navigating links between ADCOMs and other arrangements, where to find further information, 
tools and documents. Value added: should assist Parties to make informed decisions about 
submission options, including use of “vehicle” documents and collection of information, enhance 
quality of information in the ADCOMs, reduce duplication and burdens, benefit from synergies 
between ADCOM and other processes.  

Discussion then centered on the AC’s engagement with the IPCC, both up to this point and in the 
future. Discussion also returned to the need to exercise caution not to interpret when referring to 
Katowice decisions. Some members called for the need to develop the substance of adaptation 
action, taking into account the different elements that feed into this. Other members returned to 
the importance of ensuring that there is not any interpretation of what adaptation should be. A 
suggestion was made to set up an expert task force on ADCOM, also recognising the technical 
barriers facing developing countries.  
 
It was decided that the Co-Chairs would explore further opportunities for the AC’s engagement 
with the IPCC. 

 

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

The TEP-A will conclude this year. The co-chair reflected on the working group’s outputs. Members and 
observers gave general support for the TEP-A’s work and, whilst next steps are the decision of the COP, 
pledged support for the continuation of this process. 

 

 

 

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5f_gst.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/ac18_5f_gst.pdf


 

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

b. Technologies for adaptation; 

Background: The AC has agreed to prepare a technical paper on the application of technologies 
for an adaptation priority topic. The co-chairs requested the secretariat to review relevant 
technical information, including from the Technology Executive Committee and the Climate 
Technology Centre and Network, to support the AC in determining a topic for its technical paper.  

Presentation by the Secretariat. They had surveyed key areas where LDCs need the most support - 
agriculture, water, coastal zones, etc.  It was noted that there have been over 100 country requests 
for assistance. Knowledge sharing was identified as playing an important role. Proposed the topic 
of “enhancing stakeholder engagement, including private sector, in technology planning and 
implementation.” 

The scope of the paper was then discussed by Members. Discussants differed on whether to keep 
the focus broad or to go more specific. Focusing on the technology needs of developing countries, 
building designs, intellectual property rights, climate proofing, gaps in application of technologies 
were all flagged as potential avenues. The methodology by which these needs are determined 
remains uncertain.  

Committee agreed that the topic would be decided by early December, so that members of the 
working group could get started in Q1 of 2021.  

 

9. Awareness-raising, outreach and sharing of information. 

The Secretariat offered an update on outreach products and events. It was noted by Members that the 
delay of COP26 this year presented a lost opportunity for outreach. Norway noted the fact that many of 
these topics require a lot of background knowledge and raised the question of how this topic can be made 
more accessible. US noted that as much of this work is still evolving, this may provide a challenge to 
meaningful outreach. 

A strategy for how AC members engage in external events was also discussed, noting that it is important 
that Members reflect the current state of work rather than personal opinions. 

 

10. 2020 report of the Adaptation Committee. 

Background: The COP requested the AC to report annually to the COP, through the subsidiary bodies, 
including on its activities, the performance of its functions, guidance, recommendations and other 
relevant information arising from its work and, as appropriate, on further action that may be required 

 



under the Convention, for consideration by the COP. The 2020 report will provide an update to the 
Parties on the key elements of the AC’s ongoing and upcoming technical work. Recommendations based 
on work undertaken in both 2020 and 2021 will be included in the AC's report in 2021.  

This report was not ready for sharing with observers.  

The discussion covered many areas. Jamaica opened by putting forward a request for an internal 
discussion and reflection between Members on why the last AC Report did not pass at COP25. Egypt 
noted the importance of reflecting the impact of Covid-19 on the AC’s work. The discussion centered on 
how to do this reflection well, focusing on what the AC can do to deliver on its mandate. The need to 
keep the usefulness for practitioners as a central concern was underlined. Germany emphasised the need 
to understand how can offer meaningful adaptation input on the ground.  

 

11. Organization of inter-sessional work. 

AC Members call for more clarity in work deadlines, in more time before deadlines for input, and helpful 
naming of files to give confidence of correct work. 

Members then discussed the concept note that will focus on how their work has been impacted by remote 
working as a result of Covid-19. Discussion centered on the extent to which this paper should focus on the 
logistics of remote working, or whether it should incorporate reflections on the topic of adaptation and 
pandemics more generally. The way in which Covid-19 has affected the AC’s capacity for outputting 
work, and taking the work forwards, was also noted as being important to recognise.  

12. Dates for future meetings. 

The week starting on the 16th-19th of March 2021 was identified. 

13. Any other matters. 

There was a brief discussion on a document regarding a voluntary oath addressing conflicts of interest 
with regards to the Constituted Bodies, circulated by the Secretariat. This is a new suggestion. USA and 
China both noted that they would need to check with their respective legal council on this. 

USA - would need to share the text with US legal council before the USA can approve or reject the 
formulation of the text.  Voluntary oath but a departure from previous actions.  We come respecting rules 
in the best manner possible, and this oath seems misplaced, but will check with legal council. 

 

14. Closure of the meeting. 

 

 

 



From Gregg Walker 

The notes from RINGO colleagues are comprehensive and informative.  I will add a few comments here - 
drawn from my notes. 

 

Day One.  Regarding the Global Stocktake.  I recall an AC member proposing that the AC sponsor a 
training workshop to prepare for the Stocktake that responds to the question “how do we serve the Parties 
on matters of adaptation?” 

An AC member further noted that the AC work related to the Stocktake should account for the local 
context.  Reference was made to an article in Nature Climate Change. 

 

Day Two - Item 5 F.  AC members discussed the need to address added value in the Synthesis Report. 
Comments noted the importance of social science, including factors such as gender. 

 Other comments I noted: 

● The importance of language in the document 
● Correspondence to the AC mandate 
● Concerns about scop and visual representation of the work (e.g., table format and content) 

Item 5C.  Concerns expressed were that the methodologies were outstated and that the Secretariat will 
work to update and improve the inventory. 

 

Day Three - Item 5 B.  AC members discussed the importance of interacting with IPCC Working Group 
2, clarifying purpose and addressing added value and cross-cutting issues such as gender.  They noted  the 
need to devote more attention to “ADCOM” (adaptation communication), with coherent and flexible 
approaches that serve Country purposes. 

Item 6 - TEP-A.  Positive comments here - TEP-A events have been constructive, helpful.  Hopefully 
TEP-A activity will continue. 

Item 8B - Stakeholder engagement in technical areas of assessment, design, and implementation is 
essential.  The 2021 technical paper should discuss enhanced stakeholder engagement and the private 
sector in technical planning and implementation. 

Gaps need to be identified and priorities established.  Concerns were expressed about technologies being 
environmentally friendly, intellectual property rights, and bureaucratic impacts. 

 

 



Day Four - Item 9.  The AC members looked forward to their participation in the Climate Dialogues in 
late November and early December.  They also noted the importance to discuss “capacity gaps” in 
adaptation funding - to be addressed at AC 19. 

 

One reflection: 

I have been a RINGO participant/observer at all but one of the AC meetings since 2017, including the two 
during 2020 on-line.  Observer participation has been much different on-line from on-site, primarily 
because of time constraints.  Rather than speaking during the on-line meetings, I have sent comments via 
email.  AC members welcome and value observer contributions, but the opportunity to do so during 
on-line meetings is limited.  

 

 
 

 


