RINGO notes for: 
APA agenda item 4: informal consultations on further guidance in relation to the adaptation communication, including, inter alia, as a component of nationally determined contributions, referred to in Article 7, paragraphs 10 and 11, of the PA
Maggie White, Manager International Policy @ SIWI (Stockholm International Water Institute) and AGWA co-chair – 2.05.2018 
Introduction: 
Co facilitators open the floor and pick up from yesterday’s meeting. 
Contact list for APA4 email list - klucas@unfccc.int
Overall positive feedback from Parties on where they left off at COP23
The entire session addressed 1 main item: G77 proposed a new set up for recommendations and annexes when it comes to the adaptation communication – Parties expressed their views on this new set up.
Also the co facilitators produced a Table (shared with parties the previous day) – the intention is to have a tool that highlights in the text where there is duplication on the issues raised, topics– no other intention- just a mapping exercise of where concepts are repeated in the note in order to help avoid duplication.  
Roundtable 
EU : thanks G77 for new proposal and finds it relevant – easier reading – good basis for restricting the information and for identifying the work that needs to be done. So asking co facilitator to restructure the note with this proposed new structure. It’s a tool, that allows to capture all different parties’ ideas and help in decision making. Will help deliver on end product. One concern is to ensure that no substance is lost and how to ensure that everything ‘lands’ somewhere. Annexe 2 : clarity on what kind of explanation will be addressed, what is the thinking behind annexe 2. 
Japan: supports EU position but needs new headings. If not feel that they are going from scratch.
USA : looking forward to moving forward with text and looking at substance. Spent too much time on heading and lay out. But need to move forward and see what also goes in annexes. Difficult to understand the thinking G77 new lay out proposal. Don’t understand the need for principals here or needs for modalities. Why repetition of numerous principals, co facilitators note seemed to have a simpler approach for modalities. View is not to loss anything from informal note. Idea of separating operational decisions from elements is a good step forward. Critical part of discussion. On annexe 2 , difficult to see the consensus of G77 for it. Missing element in note for parties that are going to use article 4.7 in their ndc’s and how they will use this note. Structure driven by climate (hat). Don’t need headings. Let’s move to substance – streamline duplications / take operatives elements into annexes,…
Mexico: would like G77 group to elaborate on intentions behind new structure and headings and ask that Annexes 2 not be present in structure.
Australia: thanks proposal, should have headings, annexes 2 is maybe not appropriate to consider now. Would like to focus on substance. Would like to get technical underpinning down first. Further discussion is needed for order of sequence. 
Canada : restructuring should not prevent to loose substance. Division of decision text and substantive text. Would like more clarifications around Annexes 2.
New Zealand: structure makes sense to them. Heading or no heading makes no difference. Separation between decision and annexes is very good
G77+China:  finds spirit in Bonn very good and thanks for positive feedback. Thanks them for considering the proposal. Idea behind new structure : words are not negotiating language, it’s a way to restructure the conversation , have a tool to make ideas present more visible, mandate from co chairs was to have textual narrative to transform into textual negotiation in a future stage. This is a first attempt. There will be other attempts. Conscious that some technical work needs to be done to add to different clusters/headings. Under the ‘boxes’/headings need technical work and use this session to provide further ideas and clarity. Heading or no heading : if use the word ‘decision’ not prejudging the final outcome – just restructure the formal note.
Not in position to leave anyone behind. Keep all ideas and options. Find solutions with annexes. Need to keep all proposals to take the right decision in Poland. Leave doors open and all decisions to make on table. 
What will happen if this new structure is not accepted – would like indication from co facilitator. 
Co facilitator : New proposal accepted
Meeting tomorrow at noon and use it to move forward with new proposal. 
G77 + China wants a confirmation that for tomorrow they will  use the structure to be populated with existing information – stage for tomorrow to see the new version and work on it under co facilitators guidance. 
USA asks co facilitators to present their views on where they would have difficulties or where they feel there are repetitions. 
Co facilitators could provide a tracking tool and not remove any duplication. That would be next step that will be done in session tomorrow. 
UE agree with way forward. Not take too many steps too quickly. Make certain that we are all still together and on same page. 
Switzerland: since have difficulties in understanding some of headings proposed by G77 and China would like to understand them better and could help co facilitators in restructuring process. 
Japan: when look at COP23 informal note do not see the same sentences. Please indicate what is in mind. Make it clearer. 
G77 + china: not negotiating the word modalities, can use anything else , have seen that there is some content related to adaptation communication. Meaning is more important than the words used. G77 did not create anything new just wanted something that was easier to read. 
China : the new structure will allow for discussion on the details. 
Co facilitators : New format  adopted and will be populated with the text. Will be sent out tonight by 10 pm and will be discussed tomorrow a new session. Will only copy/paste and not take any duplications out. To enable G77 to be able to consult and have a shared position will look if possible for session to be at 4/5 pm.  Revised tool will be sent tonight. 






RINGO 


not


es for


: 


 


APA agenda item 4: informal consultations on further guidance in relation to the adaptation 


communication, including, inter alia, as a component of nationally determined contributions, 


referred to in Article 7, paragraphs 10 and 11, of the P


A


 


Maggie White


, Manager International Policy 


@ SIWI (Stockholm Intern


ational 


W


ater Institute) 


and 


AGWA co


-


chai


r 


–


 


2.05.2018 


 


Intro


duction


: 


 


Co facilitators open the floor 


and


 


pick up fro


m yesterday


’s meeting. 


 


C


ontact li


st 


for 


APA4 email list


 


-


 


klucas@unfccc.int


 


Overall 


po


sitive feedback from P


arties on 


where


 


they


 


left 


off a


t 


COP23


 


The entire s


ession 


addressed


 


1 main it


em


: 


G77 proposed a new set up for recommendations and 


annexes


 


when it comes to the adaptation communication 


–


 


Parties 


expressed their views on this new 


set up.


 


Also the co facilitators 


produced a 


Table


 


(sha


red with parties the previous day)


 


–


 


the intent


ion is to 


have a 


tool 


that highlights in the text


 


where the


re is duplication 


o


n the issues raised, t


opics


–


 


no 


other 


intention


-


 


just


 


a


 


mapping 


exer


cise 


of where concepts are repeated in the note 


in order to help 


avoid 


dupl


ication. 


 


 


Roundtable 


 


EU : thanks G77 for new proposal and finds it relevant


 


–


 


easier reading 


–


 


good basis f


o


r


 


restricting the 


information and for


 


identifying the


 


work that needs to be done. So asking co facilitator to restructure 


the note with 


this proposed 


new structure. It’s a tool, that allows to capture all different parties


’


 


ideas and help in decision mak


ing. Will help deliver on end product


. On


e c


oncern is to ensure that no 


substance 


is lost and how to ensure that e


verything 


‘lands


’


 


somewhere. 


Annexe 2 : clarity on what 


kind of explanation


 


w


ill be 


addressed


,


 


wh


at 


is the thinking behind annexe 2. 


 


Japan


: 


supports EU position but 


need


s


 


new headings. If not 


feel that they are 


going from scratch


.


 


USA : looking forward to moving forward 


with text and looking at substance. Spent too much time on 


heading and lay out. But need to move forward and see what


 


also goes in annexe


s


. Difficult to 


understand the thinking 


G


77 new


 


lay out propos


al


. Don’t understand the need for principals here or 


needs for modalities. Why repetition of numerous principals, co facilitators note seemed 


to have a 


simpler approach for modalities. View is not to 


loss anything from informal note. Idea of separating 


operational decisions from elements is a good step forward. Critical part of discussion. On annexe 2 , 


diff


icult


 


to see the 


consensus


 


of G77 for it. Missing element in note for parties that are going to use 


ar


ti


cle


 


4.7 in their ndc’s and how they will use this note. Structure driven by climate (hat)


. D


on’t need 


headings. Let’s move to substance 


–


 


streamline duplications / take operatives elements into 


annexe


s


,…


 


Mexico


: would like G77 group to elaborate on intenti


ons


 


behind new structure and


 


headings and ask 


that


 


A


nnexe


s


 


2


 


not be present in structure


.


 


Australia


: thanks proposal, should have headings, annexe


s


 


2 is maybe not appropriate to consider 


now. Would like to focus on substance


. 


W


ould 


like to


 


g


et technical underpinning down first. Further 


discussion is needed for order of sequence. 


 




RINGO  not es for :    APA agenda item 4: informal consultations on further guidance in relation to the adaptation  communication, including, inter alia, as a component of nationally determined contributions,  referred to in Article 7, paragraphs 10 and 11, of the P A   Maggie White , Manager International Policy  @ SIWI (Stockholm Intern ational  W ater Institute)  and  AGWA co - chai r  –   2.05.2018    Intro duction :    Co facilitators open the floor  and   pick up fro m yesterday ’s meeting.    C ontact li st  for  APA4 email list   -   klucas@unfccc.int   Overall  po sitive feedback from P arties on  where   they   left  off a t  COP23   The entire s ession  addressed   1 main it em :  G77 proposed a new set up for recommendations and  annexes   when it comes to the adaptation communication  –   Parties  expressed their views on this new  set up.   Also the co facilitators  produced a  Table   (sha red with parties the previous day)   –   the intent ion is to  have a  tool  that highlights in the text   where the re is duplication  o n the issues raised, t opics –   no  other  intention -   just   a   mapping  exer cise  of where concepts are repeated in the note  in order to help  avoid  dupl ication.      Roundtable    EU : thanks G77 for new proposal and finds it relevant   –   easier reading  –   good basis f o r   restricting the  information and for   identifying the   work that needs to be done. So asking co facilitator to restructure  the note with  this proposed  new structure. It’s a tool, that allows to capture all different parties ’   ideas and help in decision mak ing. Will help deliver on end product . On e c oncern is to ensure that no  substance  is lost and how to ensure that e verything  ‘lands ’   somewhere.  Annexe 2 : clarity on what  kind of explanation   w ill be  addressed ,   wh at  is the thinking behind annexe 2.    Japan :  supports EU position but  need s   new headings. If not  feel that they are  going from scratch .   USA : looking forward to moving forward  with text and looking at substance. Spent too much time on  heading and lay out. But need to move forward and see what   also goes in annexe s . Difficult to  understand the thinking  G 77 new   lay out propos al . Don’t understand the need for principals here or  needs for modalities. Why repetition of numerous principals, co facilitators note seemed  to have a  simpler approach for modalities. View is not to  loss anything from informal note. Idea of separating  operational decisions from elements is a good step forward. Critical part of discussion. On annexe 2 ,  diff icult   to see the  consensus   of G77 for it. Missing element in note for parties that are going to use  ar ti cle   4.7 in their ndc’s and how they will use this note. Structure driven by climate (hat) . D on’t need  headings. Let’s move to substance  –   streamline duplications / take operatives elements into  annexe s ,…   Mexico : would like G77 group to elaborate on intenti ons   behind new structure and   headings and ask  that   A nnexe s   2   not be present in structure .   Australia : thanks proposal, should have headings, annexe s   2 is maybe not appropriate to consider  now. Would like to focus on substance .  W ould  like to   g et technical underpinning down first. Further  discussion is needed for order of sequence.   

