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I. Background 
Per 13/CMA.1 and 1/CMP.14, Parties decided that the AF shall also serve the Paris Agreement 
under the CMA, effective Jan. 2019, and cease to serve the KP once share of proceeds from PA Art. 
6.4 become available. The CMP decision also ensured that Parties to the PA were eligible for 
membership on the AF Board as of Jan 2019 and requested the AF Board to amend its rules of 
procedure to accomplish this. 

Co-facilitators: Eva Shreuder (The Netherlands); Diane Black Layne (Antigua and Barbuda) 

II. Highlights/Takeaways 
▪ Parties in the room affirmed that, since the Board currently includes a PA Party who is not a 

Party to the KP, the eligibility issue for PA Parties to serve on the AF Board has been resolved.  
▪ Many expressed appreciation for current board functioning 
▪ Regarding further engagement on Board matters: 

o Coalescing around the G77+China statement, developing country Parties asserted that the 
Board works and functions well as it is, so no further discussion on membership matters is 
needed until the AF serves the PA exclusively (per the decision language). Specifically, this 
included no change to membership balance (70% developing country Parties). Pressed for 
tabling this matter, especially given the shortage of time for all matters at this conference 
and the small size of so many developing country Party delegations.  

o In contrast, developed country Parties consistently stressed that only the eligibility matter 
had been resolved, and that discussions here should center on other Board matters, 
including elements of composition and governance, in order for the SBI to be prepared to 
make recommendations to the CMP and CMA at the time of transition to the AF serving 
the PA only. (Authority elements, other legal issues, references to the Annexes [no 
Annexes in the PA]). Must be prepared. 

▪ The discussion centered on 2 options: 1) address when necessary (stays on the agenda), or 2) 
defer to a specified future date (e.g., SBI58) (remove from the agenda until then). No 
agreement was possible.   

 
III. Next steps 
Co-facilitators will do some consultation on the matter and report back to the SBI.  
 
IV. Additional Points 
▪ Norway proposed discussion now on identifying the matters and getting clarity on what needs 

to be done, as well as on the timing in order to move forward when it’s time. 
▪ EU suggesting inviting the AF Board to bring anything to the SBI’s attention it feels should be 

considered at this point. (Co-facilitators will look into this.) 
▪ EIG noted its proposal to add 2 new seats for voluntary contributors as part of an incentive 

structure for countries to make long term commitments, especially given the critical need to 
increase the Fund’s resources. Suggested deliberations on these other Board matters could 
possibly occur the summer of 2023, but no later than COP28. 
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