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Questions put up by the chairs for observers to react upon:
1. How should the principles of the PA be reflected in accounting for NDCs?
2. Is accounting about principles, specific rules, some combinations of both or is it instead to be achieved through transparency?
3. In light of national determination and the diversity of NDCs do targets need to be quantified as part of accounting if so what types of NDCs need to be quantified in what circumstances and for what purposes.
4. What level of detail in the guidance on accounting is required to ensure the PA can function effectively in line with its article 4 paragraph 13 of decision 1 CP21

Australia
Wanted to take floor later, but took the floor after long silence on floor with no one taking the floor. 
Critical need for guidance on accounting, 
What my understanding is of the guidance on the consultative note is that most guidance options are balanced. 
Suggests, 2 types of guidance:
1. Expectation on how to account, most of them are not prescriptive only setting expectations
2. Information that needed to be found in accounting, providing that information than be confined, they have National Determination to provide what they want, 

· I would like to highlight a few things from these two ways of guidance. 
For quantified reference indicators, first some basic
Principle for guidance some good examples of expectations,
Not all reference points can use information outside of the UNFCCC, for other things do the accounting within information similar to the UNFCCC.
When they are set up it would be useful to provide info as soon as possible. 

· Accounting guidance could be used to maintain the references, some may want to update what they use, I don’t mean updating the NDCS but just numerical figures, our NDCS are based on 2005 emission but might be updated and that is what we mean.
I think guidance for specifying the conditions upfront ICTU accounting guidance for reporting these changes. 

· Some of the guidance is in on how to provide information and on providing information on how you share. And that should be in the transparency document.

Brazil
On behalf Argentina Brazil and Uruguay. 
Are countries see accounting through 3 layers, in a way similar to Australia but just add an additional layer.
1. Accounting for guidance on narratives that will used to be track progress
2. Accounting relevant to the inventory, track principles and guidance to common metrics
3. Third layer is additional and voluntary to art 6 mechanism, guidance to overcome double counting, art6,2 art6 room which involved other points as well. 

We feel that for 1-2 we need to adopt guidance especially in Katowice.

2 also the questions of quantification is up there, similar to what Australia, said the vehicle to show how you follow these principles is the transparency vehicle. 

We have seen some of the submission as the UCF as a specific area where specific accounting is necessary. We don’t see that. We thinking that accounting is overall and across the board and also not REDD as the accounting way. What we have for Red is already there. 
Redd is not a part of it most transfers

EU:
· How should principles of the PA be reflected in accounting for NDCs (answering question 1)
The purpose of accounting guidance is that the principles avoided double counting and ensure environmental integrity that this is incorporated in the principles of the NDCs. 

· It’s about both principles. And specific rules. And what we already have art.4 para 14, already in the PA and that parties shall use common metrics is already in the PA. That are clear rules and not principles. 

· 4e question, the level of details:
We believe that paragraph 31 of COP decision gives already guidance but the elements are not yet clear so that parties can not implement it. To make paragraph 31 further operational, would help countries in their work. 

One example: paragraph 31 about accounting mentions methodological consistency, but doesn’t say which methodology and how that should be kept consistent is not assured
It’s particularly these issues of methodology that refers to accounting of GHG-emission and removals that need to be addressed and are important for NDCs. 
· We should ensure via the accounting that updates in the NDCS should not be negatively affected. 
· Reporting on the methodological consistency should be happening under the transparency articles.
· Common metrics still need to be integrated in the APA 3 decision as this does not yet exist as which common metrics still need to be further decided.
· Parties should be required to describe the accounting approach of the NDCs we also think that it’s important that countries with NDCS that use GHG emission for counting should also be using that as NDCS writing language, 
· Different to previous speakers. 
· WE do think we should add something of the accounting also on what, with disturbance of landscape.
· Not all elements of accounting are possible for all NDCs
So dependent on how Countries have there NDCs they know themselves best how to execute accounting. 

WE don’t think accounting needs to be quantified accounting does not determine NDCS.  

ISRAEL:
Not substantially adding to what has been said here, 
On the first question:
· Accounting is the means by what extend the NDCS have been reached first and foremost by the countries themselves and for the countries themselves. And also, to spur motivation 

For the 2e question 
· Transparency is the entire mechanism of the development to the benchmark ,
They are linked to each other accounting and transparency 	
At a bare minimum the accounting must adhere to the countries own NDCS. 
Should not be an additional burden next tot the reporting requirements that already is there for the countries




Marshall Islands:
On behalf of more countries(did not capture which)
· Combination of principles and rules to deliver them. 
· Headline principles
· Accounting should be common, the tech principles land sector included, should be robust for international mitigation outcomes. 
· Last part of second questions is beyond transparency

On question 3
· ultimately collectively know how far we are or on the way of the 1,5-degree target. 
On the 4th point. 
· The level of detail, the level of detail what we need of guidance to facilitate guidance to report under art 13b. or parties NDCs. 
Ultimately where we stand collectively, operationalise the TAK principles(didn’t know this abbreviation.
· Also accounting for landscapes

China
Wants Zimbabwe to go first, 

Zimbabwe:
On behalf of the African Group, 
We looking at the crosscutting issues and then move on t substantive elements, 
· The guidance for accounting and the objective on guidance of accounting is important. 
It’s important to be adopted by the CMA, explain and report the NDCS in a robust manner, form part of the objectives included the need to both trust and allowing for the process of accreditation and voting for developing countries.
This is also part of the formal note, the aspect of already having consisting approaches and we can build on this and improve accounting guidance.
· Flexibility in guidance as developing countries. Are not yet at the same level. 
The TAK principles is fundamental, 
· A proposal of the structure of the list of elements, a proposal on how to structure the guidance. 

On substance elements. 
· Some methods adopted from technologies of the IPCC; while developed countries have to use the latest Developing countries can still use older ones. 
· Developed countries should ensure methods consistencies and developing countries to use their own methodologies to use other references and sources because not yet capacity. 
Advanced accounting methods, the accounting rules under article 6 would avoid double counting and env. Integrity. 
· Need for accounting for support with developed countries as they need support and that procedures should be implemented under article 9 also for accounting. 

Chairs;
What do you intend to send?

Zimbabwe:
It’s a list of the informal notes, the list for the elements on accounting on which we can engage, which is what we did yesterday. 

Chairs;
You have tomorrow also the chance to present it tomorrow, if you want to communicate over the format of the notes 

Zimbabwe: not captured

New Zealand 
point of order: looking at streamline proposal, 
Tomorrow meeting on substance rather than on streamlining and on accounting

Chairs:
We are looking for substance discussing here, but if something helps but we won’t discuss the format in the informal consultations 

China:
On behalf of the like minded developing countries
· First, we like to support the views of the African Group, that China also support at the application for the guidance that it should take into account the different capabilities of different countries and should be reflected.
· The different developing countries have different capabilities, and this should be taken into account. And the accounting is the main responsibility of the own countries and developing countries should be responsible and be able to use their own way and guidance for that. 

Regarding the methodologies:
· The existing things already gives us some ideas, if the methodology is changed and adopted if there is no adjustment of the methods than there is nothing to explain. 
· Our proposal is to have a general guidance not necessary to have very detailed guidance for parties regarding the 31 c and d. in the PA. 
That already showed maximum consensus and ready to have more details here
· The accounting guidance for common metrics there we support Brazil we could have more further discussion on this
· For the market issue this year maybe we have a general principle for that for further times we may have more detailed discussion.
· For NDCs for forest and land sector we can’t go along with this which has substance on mitigation and accounting

Accounting guidance is not to do assessment but just to provide guidance to help parties to explain the target in a clear and responsible manner and we hope the guidance is to be single and quantification if it should be a part it should be not part of the accounting guidance. 

for NDCS cannot go for guidance for all the types of NDCS is not necessary to have different types of guidance for different NDCs that is not possible

India
India would like to align with the comments of China LMDCs, align also with AF from Zimbabwe 
Especially on the parts of the methods and there are existing methods that we have to consider
 
Confusion with the first question and the phrase of the principles of the PA, (what are the principles of the PA)
I assume that it’s the accounting principles of the PA, ? 

Chairs:
These come from the co-chairs reflection note
So what is meant is the accounting principles of article 4 PA
Accounting should be reflected in the next questions in the sections. 

India:
To answer I would give an overall answer. Rather than discussing the questions separately.

Any accounting must consider:
· Equity and Common But Differentiated responsibilities
· Also take into consideration different capacities of developed and developing countries as well as their obligations,
· light general and concise accounting framework without putting burden on developing countries
Also like to tell you that the nature of accounting of NDCS is different of accounting of transparency accounting.
As said, the accounting should be accounting framework and that NDCs should be light and concise.

Ethiopia:
support African Group. 
Like many we don’t want to start from scratch built on existent accounting mechanism in action.
2 things that we like to highlight for LEDC. 
· Flexibility, 
· For us to link this to support as we don’t have the capacity 

Columbia:
Same challenge as we are facing with information, we need streamlining and you need some guidance to do that work. We like to mention some other topics and jump between the questions. Next session is really important:

Also on behalf of AILAC
· The guidance for information is about the what elements of information is guidance for, 
· The guidance is based on the how of the mitigation components of the NDCS. It’s easier to say the what than the how so there are new challenges. 
· We have mentioned previously that it’s important that monitoring the NDCs implementation that we use the guidance on how during the implementation and also during and in the end to see if we mentioned to get to the NDCs.
· The principles of article 4,13 PA we account for NDCs, so what we discussed through our discussion. 

· Guidance for accounting on article 6 for AILAC it’s not very clear who is going to do the job on article 6 who is going to provide elements for that part as well for the land sector and accounting balance at the end of the implementation period. 

On question 3:
· We believe that all types of the mitigation components should be quantified we discussed this hardly, this was supposed to be in the presentations of the submission of the NDCS. All types should be reported under the NDCs. 
· The level of detail that we need in order to go forward is not yet clear,
we like to set the work in order to get some conclusion and help you to streamline the doc. 

Cochair:
Do parties want to stay longer or carry points to tomorrow. 

Japan:
We started later than expected so didn’t exhaust time yet?

Zimbabwe:
On behalf of the AG, with African coordination standing at 6 we can not proceed. 

Chair:
Thanks, so it is decided we need to close now and take the rest of the speakers for tomorrow. 
further closure and addressing which parties are on the list to speak for next time. 
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