Notes on the Article 15 discussion May 01 item 7 APA

The co chairs spelled out their approach. The intention is to move forward towards developing a basis for negotiating. The objectives are to improve the informal notes but not to remove options and also to build a narrative.  It is desirable to explore a range of possible measures and to explore what they would look like in practical terms. The areas of priority are the initiation of the process, the measures and the scope. 
The group was advised that for the next session the co chairs would frame the questions to be addressed.  Also the next sessions, scheduled for Thursday would be for one 2 hour and one hour session. Other issues that could be reviewed are systemic issues and review.
Parties then made statements, generally in support of the approach that was outlined. 
Norway raised the issue of linkages between various review mechanisms and other articles of the Paris Agreement.  
China raised procedural issues and asked about linkages.
US suggested using the narrative to show linkages.
Mali asked for more clarity and did not see issues being removed at this stage. 
EU supported  starting the discussion with the framing questions and discussing initiation and institutional issues. 
AOSIS  thought that the discussion would be on institutional arrangements:  but supported discussing systemic issues,  scope, initiation and measures. AOSIS suggested moving to actual text this session.
New Zealand supported working on procedures and felt it useful to clean up the note.  
Australia also supported focus on functional arrangements, initiation, scope and measures, systematic issues and institutional work and felt it would be useful to have examples.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Argentina thought it important to finish the work in December. On the nature of the committee it was emphasized that it is important to be efficient and effective. Argentina also stated that only a self referral trigger would undermine effectiveness and therefore supported additional or a different type of trigger.  Details on design could agreed after Dec 2018. 
Uganda for the LDCs stated that it was possible to start populating formal note and supported the need for triggers other than self referral.
Costa Rica for AILAC agreed to begin with the three issues of initiation, scope and measures. 
The co chairs will  provide framing questions but will focus on practical aspects. At the next session the group will work through how to advance the work. 
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