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New draft text issued by co-chairs early today. 
 
Co-facilitators appreciated yesterday’s productive meeting and permission given by Parties to 
use their informal text. Revised text was displayed on screen until a point of order was raised by 
one Party that no agreement had been given to do so, and text was removed. Co-facilitators 
continued review of the paragraphs. 
 
Summary/Highlights 
• Most, if not all, Party groups and Parties appreciated the co-facilitators’ efforts to turn the 

June non-paper into draft conclusion text, and were willing to work from that basis. Some 
did note the need for added paragraphs to address procedure. 

• Several Party groups noted the imperative for accuracy in the language in order to match 
the decision, names of bodies, identification of the processes.  

• Several Party groups also pressed to amend several paragraphs where the language pre-
judges the Parties’ positions on inputs and/or its considerations of them (e.g., avoiding 
“welcomed,” when “welcomed discussions on” would be more in line), while noting that 
such phrases may be agreed in the future.  

• A few Parties/Party groups expressed the importance of protecting the scientific and 
technical integrity of the review.  

• Concern with the handling of the 2 themes persisted in this session, with several groups 
seeking to include guidance language on SED3 approach/work related to: a) overall balance 
of the 2 themes, b) maintaining the principles of the Convention. 

o Several groups emphasized the importance of considering past lessons and progress 
toward fulfilling commitments under Theme 2 (recalling the COP25 decision) in 
order to conduct a full PR2 and inform future actions 

o On that point, a number of developing country groups/Parties also noted that 
consideration should address finance, capacity building, and technology transfer 
(with a balance between action and MOI), while keeping in mind CBDR + national 
circumstances. This prompted Annex I groups/Parties to warn against diverging from 
the scope of the SED  

o In terms of SED process, some groups recommended considering each theme on a 
different day. Others noted the potential loss of efficiency in that approach, 
emphasizing the importance of allowing fluidity, while ensuring overall balance.  

• One developing country Party expressed the vital importance of the AR6 Synthesis Report 
to the process and the need to address the fact that it will not be available until after the 

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/LTGG%20PR.pdf


June SBs. A developed country group suggested extending SED3 into the summer. In 
response, several groups raised concern about GST overlap with that approach, reminding 
the room that the decision language was carefully taken to avoid such overlap. One Party 
countered: “If force majeure applies to the COP, then it should also apply to the SBs.” 

• Several Party groups expressed strong concern that para 8 gives the impression that the 
pre-2020 summary report has been considered, and no further attention is applicable, with 
one group suggesting this alternative language: “the pre-2020 summary report will continue 
serving as an input to PR2.” 
o At least one other group suggested removing para 8 in order not to single out any 

particular input. 
• In terms of the SED process going forward, several groups advocated for in-person poster 

sessions and summaries and slides being available before the events in order to improve 
outcomes (and to include this in the text). 

• In terms of this PR2 process going forward, several Parties and groups were keen to walk 
through the new draft, para by para, but there was insufficient time. 

 
With time expired, co-facilitator Gordon invited written comments from those with concrete 
proposals asap in the hopes of providing a new version overnight.  
 
 
 


