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Notes/Summary:

- Considerations must be finalized today (sessions were extended to the next day anyway)
- Taking a final look at the revised conclusion text

- Zambia
- On behalf of LDCs
- Notes how it doesn’t look like everyone is here yet

- Facilitator paused to make sure all relevant parties are accounted for
- Decided they were, in fact parties unable to enter until later

- US
- Revised text does a good job of capturing discussion
- Paragraph 2b

- Slightly confusing
- Suggest beginning the paragraph at “strengthening”
- Replace “intergenerational equity” with language directly from the

UNFCCC (“present and future generations”)
- 3c, 4, 12b

- Remove the “all parties, in particular developing country parties…”
- 7f

- Prefer “actions” to “response measures”
- 15

- First clause should include that it is specific to LAKI
- Add “through LAKI”

- Zambia
- Asks for clarification on the US’s note about paragraph 12
- Prefers the current formulation of the paragraph

- Saudi Arabia
- Chairs are missing due to situation outside



- They are not letting anyone in
- African Group

- 18c
- Change “knowledge needs”

- Costa Rica
- On behalf of AILAC
- 17

- Suggest to add “national focal points or relevant contact points”
- Mexico

- 2b
- Not agreeing on taking off intergenerational equity

- In response to the US
- Likes the language as is

- More clear
- Does not want the US’s compromise for language

- US
- 2b

- Is concerned that the term intergenerational equity is not clear enough
- Would prefer previously used UNFCCC language, as stated before

- Kuwait
- Only now allowed to enter
- Asked for clarification due to coming in late

- Nepal
- 10b

- Include mountain ecosystems
- Facilitator says it is already reflected in the text
- Furthermore, NWP specifically mandated to prioritize coral reefs

and mangroves
- Zambia

- Asks to repeat the changes in 3c and 4
- Objects to removal of specifying language in 3c, 4, and 12

- China
- 18b

- Finance, technology, and capacity building should make reference to the
Constituted Bodies

- Chair believes this is captured in paragraph 17a
- Asks to include the previous language from the first draft

- Saudi Arabia
- Asks for text on screen



- Facilitator does not think there’s enough time in the session
- Africa Group

- 3a
- Where did “long-term strategies” come from
- Hesitant about this term

- China
- 18b

- Covers different topics than 17a, therefore should also include the
language for consistency

- Also requests text be projected
- Australia

- 2b
- Prefers “present and future generations” over “intergenerational equity”

- Supports the US
- Kuwait

- Also requests the text be projected, insistently
- Saudi Arabia

- 18f
- Wants to add geographical regions as well

- Mexico
- 2b

- Insistent on the term intergenerational equity
- Notes its inclusion in the Paris Agreement

- Zambia
- 3c and 4

- Wants to keep them in their original state
- Overturns US’s previous suggestion

- Kuwait
- 2b

- Asks what does intergenerational equity actually mean
- Stands against the procedure without being able to see the text

- Does not agree with the process
- Facilitator offers to send the text by email before sending to the Chair

- African Group
- 3a

- Does not want “long-term strategies”
- China



- Requests the facilitator to consult with the SBSTA chair about how to deal with
the need for future revisions

Takeaways:

- Similar to the last session, this was mostly focused on smaller changes in language and
swapping terms for clarity

- However, the concept of intergenerational equity was fairly contentious
- The US asked to change to language more consistent with the UNFCCC, for

clarity
- Mexico pushed to keep the original language, which they believed to be more

clear
- The US claimed that UNFCCC consistent language would be more clear
- Australia supported the US
- Mexico still insisted on the term intergenerational equity
- The conflict was not resolved in session

- The negotiating process in general was also fairly contentious
- Multiple parties arrived late due to circumstances outside of their control, and

seemed to have a hard time catching up
- As a result, multiple requests were made to put the text on the screen

- These requests were made with 15 minutes left to negotiate, so the
facilitator denied the request

- Kuwait took the floor to criticize the process, staking the claim that parties could
not track all changes without actually seeing where they applied to the text

- Said they could not accept the submission of the document if they didn’t
know what was going to be in it

- Supported by Saudi Arabia
- When the session had closed, this issue had not really been resolved

- Facilitator offered to email the document to parties before emailing to the
SBSTA chair


