SBI Item 15 - Matters related to climate finance: identification of the information to be provided by Parties in accordance with Article 9, paragraph 5, of the Paris Agreement
3 May, 16:00

Notes by:
Archer H. Christian, Vermont Law School

*****
This was the 3rd informal consultation on this agenda item during SB48.

The Co-facilitators proposed 3 guiding questions to further action on the original informal note, as well as the new 2 May Conference Room Paper (CRP) submitted by AGN and LMDCs negotiating groups. 

Original informal note:
Preliminary considerations for the advancement of work under COP 23 agenda item 10(f) [Version 15.11.2017]
http://unfccc.int/files/meetings/bonn_nov_2017/in-session/application/pdf/cop23_10f_informal_note.pdf 


Conference Room Paper (AGN and LMDC): 
Biennial Communication of Indicative Support and Reporting: Draft Decision
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/SBI48.CRP_.1.pdf?download 
(This CRP is in the form of draft decision language with an Annex identifying the information to be provided by Parties under Art. 9.5)  


Guiding questions:
· What are possible additional elements or information that are not captured in the informal note?
· What are the duplications or overlaps?
· How would you structure the informal note to better express the elements or information contained therein?
_ _ _ _ _ _

South Africa for AGN presented the AGN/LMDC Contact Room Paper, noting that the AGN and LMDCs feel they have provided a holistic overview of the PA Art. 9.5 mandate, and the elements that need to be taken up in this process. Asks the Parties to consider it the basis for discussions on negotiations, and update it through those.

The CRP was supported by China and Ecuador and welcomed by AILAC 

All the Annex I Parties expressed unwillingness to take the CRP as possible structure and language to work with directly, preferring to work with the existing informal note. The US stated that it is outside the mandate. There was mixed reaction to the clustering by quantitative and qualitative elements in the CRP’s Annex (China, in particular, noted that qualitative information is a core concern), though there was appreciation for the concept of clustering.

Several Annex I Parties making interventions (Switz, EU, US, Norway) supported the concept of clustering of elements that speak to the same thing. This is expected to make overlaps more evident, help reveal the different levels of detail on specific points, and provide streamlining opportunities. Switzerland suggested various categorizations, such as: bi-lateral; multi-lateral; public, private and both; by instruments; by policies; and more. Norway cautioned that structuring must not pre-judge outcomes.

There was support for reorganizing the note before moving forward, incorporating all the new submissions and the CRP. The US noted that submissions would allow identification of points of convergence, as well as elements outside the scope or not available. It also cautioned that form should follow function, while a developing country cautioned that the act of clustering, is, in fact, already impacting on structure.

Switzerland, speaking on the status of finance committed and dispersed, expressed that it is not an ex ante matter, and we are here to deal with ex ante information. Several developed country Parties expressed the difficulty or impossibility of providing ex ante information by sectors, activities, etc, since much of international funding derives from needs-based dialogues with recipient countries. “Activity level basis is completely against needs based programming understanding.” 

South Africa (for AGN) countered Switzerland, and, along with Malawi (for LDCs), countered Japan, directly on this argument, pointing out that many donors provide ex ante commitments and pledges for replenishment processes (e.g., Japan, for the past 40 yrs). And, pledges for replenishment address ex ante and ex post. The message seemed to be that it was time for this argument to be abandoned.

Malawi (for LDCs) highlighted the absence of L&D and geographic demarcation. It also emphasized that the decision calls for qualitative and quantitative information, so, more than numbers are needed.
_ _ _ _ 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Co-facilitators will proceed with Parties’ directions on the next iteration of the informal note.

o e A g 5 g

e
o pRR——]

s e 3ol crsaten n s e e 558

T ——
e iyt o o 1k 1 A5 s

P
T —"")

ot e g i w400
oo . 35

[
et s s sttt ot .

St Ao st o ANNGE ot o e o ot A1
B T T T
e et o e ) k.

[T ———



