APA Item 8- Informal consultation on issues related to the Adaptation Fund (AF)
7 May, 11:00-12:00

Notes by:
Archer H. Christian, Vermont Law School

*****
APA website
https://unfccc.int/process/bodies/subsidiary-bodies/ad-hoc-working-group-on-the-paris-agreement-apa/information-on-apa-agenda-item-8

*****
Co-facilitators had circulated a new informal note in which they had sought to refine elements.
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/InformalNote_APA1.5_Item8AF%207%20May%20.pdf 
The note retains the boxes addressing aspects of guidance/accountability/reporting with refinements that are intended to help identify options. Each box is followed by a listing of the inputs used. The note also includes information provided by the secretariat’s legal affairs representative, who had provided input in response to Parties questions throughout the Saturday session. Co-facilitators reported that the requested timeline with 2 scenarios was being worked on, but not yet available, though they had sought to capture the information in the last section.

Argentina/Brazil/Uruguay, G77Ch, Saudi Arabia, New Zealand, Belize and others expressed the need to have more time to review the note, since it had just recently been distributed. Parties ultimately agreed to at least review it together, including on-screen, to clarify options and point out where elements had been omitted. G77Ch reminded Parties that the informal note cannot be looked as a draft text. Argentina/Brazil/Uruguay, Belize, New Zealand and China expressed the need for an additional session after this one.

Saudi Arabia noted that its submission was not attached. The secretariat affirmed that, while it is not an official practice, it has become common practice to attach submissions to informal notes. Co-facilitators agreed to do so going forward.

Saudi Arabia also pushed strongly for consideration of its proposal on how to move forward, and offered two possibilities: 1) the COP take the decision to have the AF become an operating entity of the Financial Mechanism, and 2) leave the AF as is, under the CMP, and create a whole new fund. It warned against destroying the fund as its’ been. Without either of those, it advocated for Parties to acknowledge the AF should stay intact under CMP until the CMP decides it is time to have the AF serve the PA 

Malawi for LDCs highlighted that the AF is a crucial fund for its group and rest of developing country Parties, and stated that this body must work on the modalities for how the AF shall serve the PA. That is our job. Argentina/Brazil/Uruguay agreed, emphasizing that it is time to follow through on the decision of CMP13. The CMA must take a decision, and the next iteration of the note should reflect that.

Saudi Arabia stated that if we go with this note, we are acknowledging that the AF will be redesigned. Need to conceptually agree that there will be casualties of valued aspects of the AF. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Parties were able to work through the first 3 boxes, clarifying and refining options on 1) The Adaptation Fund / Board, 2) AF serves the PA / date, and 3) Exclusivity.
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