APA Item 8- Informal consultation on issues related to the Adaptation Fund (AF)
1 May 2018, 16:00 (meeting actually didn’t start until about 16:25)

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 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Co-Facilitators posted a link through which participants could register for the email list on Item 8 AF. Unfortunately, it is currently for Parties only. 

This session was a continuation of the APA task to “address the governance and institutional arrangements, safeguards and operating modalities for the Adaptation Fund to serve the Paris Agreement.” (1/CP.21)

Co-Facilitators:
· Solicited textual elements from Parties for a possible CMA decision on this matter (to include options and speak to the 3 issues that cover the mandate { quoted text above}).
· Noted that the goal is to continue to capture progress through informal notes, which is a good way to work toward providing a draft negotiating text/narrative to be used going into COP24
· Invited concise comments from Ps, in particular regarding the CMP 13 decision that the AF “shall serve the Paris Agreement subject to and consistent with decisions to be taken at the third part of the first session of the Conference of Parties as the meeting of the Parties to the Paris Agreement (December 2018), in line with decision1/CMA.1, paragraph 11)”

Multiple negotiating groups welcomed the decision, considering it significant progress on this important issue.

Co-facilitators:
· Informed Parties that the next session of this informal, which will be on Thurs, 3 May, will start with governmental and institutional arrangements for the AF to serve the PA
· Invited Parties to send their inputs (see first bullet above) by 6 pm, 2 May.

Parties asked what the nature of the inputs should be and for what purpose are they being invited?

Co-facilitators responded that Parties should provide specific textual suggestions using whatever format they wish. The inputs will be compiled and presented back to Parties before the next meeting.

Parties pushed for more guidance, e.g., should the submissions target the elements in the informal note? 

One Party noted that some elements belong there while some might belong at the CMP decision level, and asked whether a narrative would be more helpful, as opposed to a decision text proposal.

Argentina (for Argentina, Brazil and Uruguay) noted that it is ready to provide specific text proposal.

In response, the co-facilitators suggested that the previous informal note can inform new submissions, and encouraged Parties to submit substantive content.

The session ended before 17:00.

