SBSTA Item 13 - Modalities for the accounting of financial resources provided and mobilized through public interventions in accordance with Article 9, paragraph 7, of the Paris Agreement.
5 May 2018, 11:00

Notes by:
Archer H. Christian, Vermont Law School

*****
Co-facilitators: Ms. Delphine Eyraud (France) and Mr. Seyni Nafo (Mali)

The co-facilitators announced they had received 8 submissions since Thursday’s session and had revised the informal note, which Parties should have received by email. This new Informal note did not include the very recent Conference Room Paper (CRP) that G77+Ch had submitted. 
(No link is provided here, given that the informal note is available to Parties only, though an effort is being made to secure it.)

Co-facilitators invited G77Ch to present on the CRP. 
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/draft%20on%209.7%20final%20G77.pdf?download 

South Africa (G77Ch) 
The CRP includes a background section, proposed draft decision language, and an Annex, in which elements have been rearranged to differentiate between parameters for reporting, (i.e., developed country Party reporting) and specific modalities for each of the parameters. The mixing of these within the Informal Note had made it more confusing. The Annex contains: 
· Tbl 1- Reporting parameters and guidance for reporting on support provided
· Tbl 2- Reporting parameters and guidance for reporting on support mobilized through public interventions
· Cross cutting considerations.

South Africa noted that the key driver for the creation of this CRP was the need to begin to address this matter in a more focused way, and in order for the output to be finalized in time to be discussed in the context of the Transparency Framework (TF) sessions.
_ _ _ _ _

Considerable appreciation for and compliments for the CRP were forthcoming from all groups and individual Parties.

Most groups and Parties (LMDCs, AGN, Argentina/Brazil/Uruguay, AILAC, AOSIS, India, Malawi, Philippines, Iraq) endorsed and/or recommended using the CRP as the basis for moving forward. Ecuador (LMDCs) appreciated the separation of modalities (the intended subject of the work of this agenda item) from parameters. And, Malawi pointed out that the G77Ch had responded to the co-facilitators’ request to move to textual elements. Most developing country Parties and groups were nonetheless open to the co-facilitators producing another informal note, as long as it well utilizes the CRP, is significantly streamlined, and constitutes a transformation in structure. 

While the US, Australia, New Zealand, Norway and the EU were not on board to use the CRP as the basis for moving forward, they all expressed appreciation for it and endorsed incorporating it into the co-facilitators’ next informal note, as part of the task of streamlining and restructuring. The U.S. was the most complimentary, stating that the CRP can be enormously helpful toward the next informal note, and that CRP text can be used directly to replace existing note language in some places.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Echoing South Africa (G77Ch), several groups and Parties (AGN, AOSIS, Philippines, EU) firmly emphasized the need to align the work under this agenda item with that underway on the PA Art. 13- Transparency Framework (APA agenda item 5).

Co-facilitators agreed to take the requested action.
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