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INTRODUCTION

The governance arrangements for the Warsaw International Mechanism (WIM) and its Executive Committee
(ExCom) have been contested since the conclusion of negotiations on Article 8 of the Paris Agreement. Which
supreme body - the Conference of the Parties (COP), the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of
the Parties to the Paris Agreement (CMA), or both - is / are responsible for guiding the work of the WIM and
its ExCom?

Ambiguities mean that varying legal interpretations currently co-exist, requiring political resolution. This
brief addresses a series of questions around governance to illuminate the legal and practical aspects of the
governance debate. It does this in three sections: legal foundations; legal relationships; and practical matters of

governance.

I. LEGAL FOUNDATIONS

Decision 2/CP. 19, in paragraph (hereafter §) 1, “establishes the Warsaw international mechanism for loss and
damage ... to address loss and damage associated with impacts of climate change, including extreme events and

slow onset events, in developing countries that are particularly vulnerable to the adverse effects of climate change.”

A. What is the role of the Convention in addressing loss and damage?
In the year prior to the establishment of the WIM, in Decision 3/CP.18, the COP agreed on the role of the

Convention in promoting the implementation of approaches to address loss and damage:

5. ... agrees that the role of the Convention in promoting the implementation of approaches to address loss

and damage associated with the adverse effects of climate change includes, inter alia, the following:

(a) Enhancing knowledge and understanding of comprehensive risk management approaches to address loss and

damage associated with the adverse effects of climate change, including slow onset impacts;
(b) Strengthening dialogue, coordination, coherence and synergies among relevant stakeholders;

(c) Enhancing action and support, including finance, technology and capacity-building, to address loss and damage

associated with the adverse effects of climate change;

B. What is the role of the WIM in fulfilling the role of the Convention?
Decision 2/CP.19:

5. Further decides that the Warsaw international mechanism shall fulfil the role under the Convention of
promoting the implementation of approaches to address loss and damage associated with the adverse climate
change pursuant to decision 3/CP.18, in a comprehensive, integrated and coherent manner by undertaking,

inter alia, the following functions:

(a) Enhancing knowledge and understanding of comprehensive risk management approaches to address loss and

damage associated with the adverse effects of climate change, including slow onset impacts ...
(b) Strengthening dialogue, coordination, coherence and synergies among relevant stakeholders ...

(c) Enhancing action and support, including finance, technology and capacity-building, to address loss and damage
associated with the adverse effects of climate change, so as to enable countries to undertake actions pursuant to
decision 3/CP.18, paragraph 6 ...
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Note: A deliberate severing of the relationship between the COP and the WIM, as recommended by some,
could result over the long-term in a dilution of attention to the role of the WIM under the Convention, the
functions of the WIM as defined by the COP, as well as undermine the possibility to build on the functions
through the important “inter alia” found in §5 of Decisions 3/CP.18 and 2/CP.19 (cited above). Such an outcome
would be undesirable and is a compelling reason to maintain a strong relationship between the WIM and the

COP as supreme body.

C. What is the role of the Paris Agreement in addressing loss and damage, and
what is the role of the WIM in fulfilling this role?

Article 8 of the Paris Agreement treats loss and damage in five paragraphs. Two paragraphs suggest
undertakings of Parties to avert, minimise and address loss and damage.

Article 8.3
3. Parties should enhance understanding, action and support, including through the Warsaw International
Mechanism, as appropriate, on a cooperative and facilitative basis with respect to loss and damage associated

with the adverse effects of climate change.

Article 8.4 provides a non-exhaustive list for areas of cooperation and facilitation.
4. Accordingly, areas of cooperation and facilitation to enhance understanding, action and support may include:
(a) Early warning systems;
(b) Emergency preparedness;
(c) Slow onset events;
(d) Events that may involve irreversible and permanent loss and damage;
(e) Comprehensive risk assessment and management;
(f) Risk insurance facilities, climate risk pooling and other insurance solutions;
(g) Non-economic losses;

(h) Resilience of communities, livelihoods and ecosystems.

Il. LEGAL RELATIONSHIPS

A. What is the relationship between the UNFCCC and the Paris Agreement?
The UNFCCC is the parent treaty to the Paris Agreement. In §1 of Decision 1/CP.21, the Conference of the
Parties to the UNFCCC “decides to adopt the Paris Agreement under the United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change.” The Paris Agreement is therefore subsidiary to the UNFCCC.

The COP is the supreme body of the Convention; the CMA is the supreme body of the Paris Agreement. Article
7.2 of the UNFCCC states that the COP, as the supreme body of the Convention, “shall keep under regular review
the implementation of the Convention and any related legal instruments that the Conference of the Parties may adopt.”
Hence, the COP is also a supreme body to the CMA, even if all Parties to the CMA are also Parties to the COP.
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B. What is the relationship between the COP and the WIM and its ExCom?
The COP established the WIM and its ExCom by Decision 2/CP.19, §1 and §2.

Establishes the Warsaw international mechanism for loss and damage, under the Cancun Adaptation Framework,
subject to review at the twenty-second session of the Conference of the Parties ... to address loss and damage
associated with impacts of climate change, including extreme events and slow onset events, in developing

countries that are particularly vulnerable to the adverse effects of climate change ... ;

Establishes an executive committee of the Warsaw international mechanism, which shall function under the
guidance of, and be accountable to, the Conference of the Parties, to guide the implementation of
functions referred to under paragraph 5;

The ExCom reports annually to the COP, as requested in §3 of Decision 2/CP/19.

3. Requests the executive committee to report annually to the Conference of the Parties through the Subsidiary
Body for Scientific and Technological Advice and the Subsidiary Body for Implementation and make

recommendations, as appropriate;

C. What is the relationship between the WIM and the Paris Agreement?

Article 8.2 sets out the relationship between the Paris Agreement and the WIM. Article 8 is silent on the
relationship with the ExCom. As the WIM is not a new mechanism that has been established for the first time,
its reference under Article 8.2 of the Paris Agreement must be viewed in that previously established legal

context.

Article 8.2
The Warsaw International Mechanism for Loss and Damage associated with Climate Change Impacts shall be

subject to the authority and guidance of the [CMA] and may be enhanced and strengthened, as determined by
the [CMA].

D. How might the WIM be enhanced and strengthened under each supreme
body?

COP: The COP established the WIM. It broadly has supreme authority to enhance and strengthen the

mechanism, including its functions, modalities, and areas of work as defined in Decisions 3/CP.18 and 2/CP.19.

CMA: Under the CMA, the WIM may be enhanced and strengthened (Article 8.2). Article 8.3 indirectly
references the current three functions of the WIM - understanding, action, and support — as what should be
enhanced, on a cooperative and facilitative basis. As noted above, Article 8.4 includes a non-exhaustive list of
areas of cooperation and facilitation to enhance understanding, action and support: early warning systems;
emergency preparedness; slow onset events; events that may involve irreversible and permanent loss and
damage; comprehensive risk assessment and management; risk insurance facilities, climate risk pooling and

other insurance solutions; non-economic losses; and resilience of communities, livelihoods and ecosystems.

As the Paris Agreement is to enhance the implementation of the Convention, and is a subsidiary agreement
to the Convention, then it can be implied that the CMA would be able to strengthen the WIM starting from
the broad foundations established in COP Decisions 3/CP.18 and 2/CP.19. However if the WIM were under the
sole guidance and authority of the CMA, there is the possibility that Parties might focus their enhancing and
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strengthening of the WIM based on the narrow list of areas for cooperation and facilitation found in Article
8.4.

Note: It is not clear how limiting the text of the Paris Agreement might prove with regard to strengthening
and enhancing the WIM, but the language of Article 8 (five paragraphs) is arguably much narrower than what
is contained in two entire COP decisions.

E. How are the WIM and ExCom currently governed?

The COP has continued to govern the WIM and ExCom since the entry into force of the Paris Agreement in
2016. The ExCom has continued to report to the COP through the subsidiary bodies and the COP has adopted
four decisions (Decisions 3/CP.22, 4/CP.22, 5/CP.23, and 10/CP.24) on the WIM. The COP undertook the first,
previous review of the WIM, resulting in Decision 4/CP.22. There has been no CMA decision taken yet on the
WIM.

F. What exactly are the governance questions to be resolved?

At present two supreme bodies — the COP and the CMA - have authority and guidance over the WIM. When
the Paris Agreement asserted authority and guidance of the CMA over the WIM in Article 8.2, it added an
additional governance relationship to the already existing relationship between the COP and the WIM and its
ExCom (Decision 2/CP.19, § 1 and 2). Nothing in Article 8, or the accompanying Decision 1/CP.21, negates the
existing relationship between the COP and the WIM and, as noted earlier, the Paris Agreement is completely
silent on the relationship with the ExCom.*

In essence, there are two related governance questions posed: 1) which supreme body or bodies will direct the
work of the WIM, separately or together; and 2) whether the current reporting relationship of the ExCom with
the COP should be modified.

These questions will need resolution through political decisions of one or both of the supreme bodies. To
answer these questions in a way that can effectively protect developing country interests in a strong and
comprehensive mechanism to address loss and damage, Parties should construct a shared governance
arrangement with the COP and the CMA.

The question of shared governance of constituted bodies is not unique to the WIM. The following section on
practical governance matters provides examples and analysis of other constituted bodies facing the same
question in light of new relationships created under the Paris Agreement or subsequent decisions of the
COP and CMA. To be very clear: there is no single technical answer to how to design these arrangements. A
political decision by the supreme governing bodies is required, setting out reporting and other governance

relationships.

Note: Developed country Parties, including Parties to the Convention that have announced their intention to
withdraw from the Paris Agreement, have been vocal in advocating for a complete transfer of governance away
from the COP, with the CMA having sole authority over the WIM. One obvious benefit to developed country
Parties of such a transfer is that it would reinforce the legal impacts of §51 of Decision 1/CP.21, which states
that Article 8 does not involve or provide a basis for any liability or compensation.

1 Some commentators have gone so far as to say that Article 8.2 severs a relationship between the COP and the WIM. There is no legal
basis for such a claim.
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I1l. PRACTICAL MATTERS OF GOVERNANCE

A. Could the WIM be governed by both the COP and the CMA? What might

shared governance look like?
The WIM was established by the COP and continues as a mechanism under that supreme body. The ExCom

currently functions under the guidance of, and is accountable to, the COP.

Parties could maintain those relationships, while expanding authority and guidance of the CMA over the

WIM (this is what Article 8.2 does) and adding an additional reporting relationship of the ExCom to the CMA,
through the Subsidiary Bodies. That additional relationship would need to be created by a decision of the
supreme bodies, as the current decision in effect, Decision 2/CP.19, defines clearly the guidance, accountability,
and reporting relationships between the COP and the ExCom.

The Technology Mechanism as a precedent? The Technology Mechanism was established under the
Convention in Decision 1/CP.16, in §117, with two associated constituted bodies - the Technology Executive
Committee (TEC) and the Climate Technology Centre and Network (CTCN), through its Advisory Board:

117. Decides to establish a Technology Mechanism...under the guidance of and accountable to the Conference of the

Parties, which will consist of the following components:
(a) A Technology Executive Committee, ... ;

(b) A Climate Technology Centre and Network, ... ;

Article 10.3 of the Paris Agreement states that “the Technology Mechanism established under the Convention
shall also serve the Paris Agreement”, raising similar questions of shared guidance, authority, and reporting

relationships as with the WIM. How might these questions be resolved for the Technology Mechanism?

The two constituted bodies of the Technology Mechanism have already recommended a shared reporting
relationship to the CMA, reflected in Decision 15/CMA.1:

4. Takes note of the recommendation of the Technology Executive Committee and the Climate Technology Centre
and Network to prepare and submit their joint annual report to both the Conference of the Parties and the
Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Paris Agreement [CMA];

Decisions 1/CP.16 and 1/CP.21 (the latter, among other things, directs the elaboration of the technology
framework) provide some indication as to how reporting might work in practice — which elements of the joint
report might be considered by the COP and which by the CMA and, by extension, which would be the areas of
the work for which the COP and CMA might respectively provide guidance. Decision 1/CP.16 says that:

the Technology Executive Committee and the Climate Technology Centre and Network shall report, ... to the
Conference of the Parties, through the subsidiary bodies, on their respective activities and the performance of

their respective functions;

Decision 1/CP.21 states:

68. The Climate Technology Centre and Network...shall report to the Conference of the Parties serving as the
meeting of the Parties to the Paris Agreement, through the subsidiary bodies, on their activities to support the

implementation of the Agreement;...
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In their reporting to the COP, the TEC and CTCN would communicate on their respective activities and
performance of functions defined by COP decisions, and the COP could provide guidance on the same. In
their reporting to the CMA, the TEC and the CTCN would communicate on their activities to support the
implementation of the Agreement and the CMA would provide guidance on their work.

How to divide labour between the COP and the CMA in relation to the WIM might be less clearly identified in
foundational legal language, but could and should be clarified in a decision taken by the COP and the CMA.
Practically, the ExCom could forward its report and recommendations through the subsidiary bodies to each
of the supreme bodies. One potential arrangement for a division of labour: based on the ExCom report and
recommendations, the COP would take decisions with respect to the role of the Convention in addressing loss

and damage; CMA decisions would involve actions related to Articles 8.3 and 8.4 of the Paris Agreement.

In addition to the Technology Mechanism and its constituted bodies, other constituted bodies with shared
governance arrangements include the Adaptation Committee, the Adaptation Fund, the Consultative Group
of Experts, the Katowice Committee on Impacts, the Least Developed Countries (LDC) Expert Group, and the

Standing Committee on Finance.

B. How do various constituted bodies currently report to the COP and / or CMA?

Table I: Reporting arrangements for constituted bodies
COP through the Annually Report COP and CMA
Subsidiary Body for
Implementation (SBI)
and Subsidiary Body
for Scientific and
Technological Advice
(SBSTA)?
SBI Annually Report SBI and COP decisions
SBI At each SBI session Report of meetings SBI and COP decisions
COP? Annually Report COP and CMA
Draft guidance to OEs
Every four years a report
on needs of developing
country Parties (for
COP and CMA
COP and CMA, through | Annually Joint report with CTCN | COP and CMA
the SBI and SBSTA*
COP and CMA, through | Annually Joint report with TEC COP through the CTCN
the SBI and SBSTA® advisory board
COP through the SBI and | Annually Report COP
SBSTA

2 The Adaptation Committee is not submitting its report to the CMA in 2019.

3 CMA?2 is considering draft guidance prepared by the Standing Committee on Finance (SCF) for the GEF and the GCF, and on the LDC
Fund and the Special Climate Change Fund. A link to the SCF report is included in the CMA agenda but there is no indication that the

entire report will be considered by the CMA.

4 Recommended by the Technology Executive Committee and the Climate Technology Centre and Network.

The CMA guidance to the operating entities of the financial mechanism of the Convention is transmitted to the CMA by the COP.

6 Asnoted in the text, Decision 2/CP.19, and reaffirmed in Decision 2/CP.20, sets out the relationship between the COP and the ExCom.
Both the Paris Agreement and Decision 1/CP.21 are silent on this relationship.

9]
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Treaty and decision text establishing these relationships can be found in the Annex to this brief.

C. How might these relationships change for constituted bodies that may also
need to report to the CMA, or will receive guidance from the CMA?

As can be discerned from the above table, there will be a range of new reporting relationships established for
constituted bodies established under the Convention and also serving the Paris Agreement. Some of these
relationships are already obvious from the workplans of the bodies, while others are clearly works-in-progress.

Below is what can be discerned from existing documents:

Adaptation Committee: In its current workplan, the Adaptation Committee references guidance it has
received from both the CMA and the COP. There is no indication of whether it will continue to report solely to
the COP, or whether its report may be submitted to both the COP and CMA, through the Subsidiary Bodies.

Consultative Group of Experts (CGE): The CGE reports to the Subsidiary Body for Implementation (SBI).
Its terms of reference are currently under revision, as it will now also serve the Paris Agreement to support the
implementation of the enhanced transparency framework. It has no reporting relationship with the COP. The
COP, and presumably also now the CMA, provide input to the CGE through the SBI and decisions.

Least Developed Countries Expert Group (LEG): The LEG reports to the SBI. It has no reporting
relationship with the COP. The COP, and presumably also now the CMA, provide input to the LEG through the

SBI and decisions.

Standing Committee on Finance (SCF): In its current workplan, the SCF references guidance it has received
from both the CMA and the COP. A schematic in the workplan indicates that the SCF will prepare its report to
COP25, and intersessionally prior to COP25 will work on reports to the COP and CMA.

One of the tasks of the SCF is to develop draft guidance to the operating entities of the financial mechanism.
The SCF will prepare that draft guidance for the COP as well as draft guidance for the CMA with regards to
implementation of the Paris Agreement. It should be pointed out that the CMA does not communicate directly
with the operating entities, as these are the operating entities of the Financial Mechanism of the Convention.
Instead, a CMA decision must be transmitted to the Financial Mechanism by the COP, as noted below in §61 of
Decision 1/CP.21 and reiterated in §9 of Decision 3/CMA.1:

61. Recommends that the Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Paris Agreement
shall provide guidance to the entities entrusted with the operation of the Financial Mechanism of the
Convention on the policies, programme priorities and eligibility criteria related to the Agreement for

transmission by the Conference of the Parties.

Technology Executive Committee: New reporting relationships have not yet been defined but presumably
are works in progress. The two constituted bodies of the Technology Mechanism - the TEC and the CTCN -
have together recommended that they would submit their joint annual report to both the COP and the CMA.

This recommendation is merely taken note of in Decision 15/CMA.1.

CTCN and its Advisory Board: New reporting relationships have not yet been defined but presumably are
works in progress. The two constituted bodies of the Technology Mechanism - the TEC and the CTCN - have
together recommended that they would submit their joint annual report to both the COP and the CMA. This
recommendation is merely taken note of in Decision 15/CMA.1.

b ¢ European Capacity Building Initiative
e C I www.ecbi.org 8



Executive Committee of the WIM: Decision 2/CP.19, and reaffirmed in Decision 2/CP.20, sets out the
relationship between the COP and the ExCom. As noted above, both the Paris Agreement and Decision 1/
CP.21 are silent on this relationship. Last year, in advance of COP24, the Secretariat strongly pushed for the
report of the WIM ExCom to be sent only to the CMA. Of course, this is not a decision that can be taken by the
Secretariat; Parties decided to continue to have the ExCom report to the COP, with the COP taking Decision
10/CP.24 under the WIM agenda item.

At the 50th session of the Subsidiary Bodies in June 2019, there was a vibrant conversation on the content of
COP25 and CMA?2 agendas taking place under the SBI agenda item on arrangements for intergovernmental

meetings, including debate on the location of an agenda item on the WIM.

What is clear is that, as earlier mentioned, the decisions that will be taken to resolve these governance
relationships are not merely technical, as there are a variety of ways in which relationships may be established.
Parties should devote considerable effort to crafting relationships in the best interest of vulnerable developing
countries and their long-term vision for a strong and effective WIM. Maintaining a strong link to the
Convention and Decisions 3/CP.18 and 2/CP.19 would seem critical in this regard.

D. Which body will consider the outputs of the review of the WIM?

There has been no decision yet as to which body will receive the outputs of the WIM review. There are at least

three options:

e COP: Procedurally, this is most the most parsimonious and legally straightforward option. The COP
established the WIM and the review was mandated under COP Decision 4/CP.22. The ExCom continues
to function under the guidance of and be accountable to the COP, and the functioning of the ExCom and
its subsidiary arrangements is an element under consideration in the review.

e CMA: Some Parties favour this arrangement, as does the Secretariat, but the legal basis for such a
decision is hard to imagine.

e COP and CMA: Until governance relationships are clarified, this could be a compromise arrangement,
although again the legal basis for such an arrangement is not obvious.

b ¢ European Capacity Building Initiative
e C I www.ecbi.org 9



Quawaa.dy

slaed 9Ya dAJas |[eys dnouny
149dx3 sarnuno) padojeasqg
1SB97 Y3 pUE 991WWOD
uonerdepy aya 1eY3 sopia ‘|
I'VWD/1 | uoisidsqg

"H37 2Y3 jo d3epurw dY3 SuIpULIXd OTJD/E PUE 81dD/TI ‘L1dD/S ‘91dD/9 ‘€1dD/8 ‘1 1dD/¥ ‘6dD/L SuoisiddQ 30U os|yY

o1eudoadde se *** saneg Sy JO 92USIDUOT) BY3 O3 POPJEMIO) SUISG SUOIIEPUSLLLLIODD DSOYI O3 MIIA B Y3IM - uonejuawajduw|

J0y Apog AJeIpIsqng ay3 Aq UONEISPISUOD IO} SUONEPUIWIWIODA few *** 03 dnoun) 319dx3 sarauno) padojaas(] 159 Y3 SAIAU|°E
‘92U3.3§a4 JO SWSI JUDLIND s3I Japun dnoun) 1uadxg salIuNo) padojeAs(g 35897 Y3 JO SIBPUEBLU B3 PUIIXS O3 AP |

1TdD/61| uolsidzg

‘uoisidep

3uasaJd Y3 03 XSUUE dY3 Ul PIPN|DUI BDUBIDJDJ JO SWLISY 3Y3 03 Juens.ind ‘dno.d 34adxa sa113uNod padojaAdp 1se3| & Ysi|qeiss 03 s9pIdaQ |
LdD/6T uoisid>aQg

Juawaa.dy siied 3yl

JO £ 3|21V JOpUN HoMIWE.l
Aouaedsueny pasueyus a3 jo
uopejuswa|dwi ay) 1uoddns 03
‘6107 AJenuef | wouy unJels
UBWDUBY SIIBd Y3 9AISS
os|e |jeys’*s14adx3 jo dnouo
SAIEBINSUOY) dYI*""SalIIRd B3
JO 92UBIYUOD) Yl AQ WIS SI
JO UOISURIXd ays 03 323lqnS g |
I'VWD/81 uoisi>sq

‘(6107 42quiad3(]) UOISS3S Y3iy-AIUSM]I S IE SIM3IEY S JO 3dURISUOD By Aq uondope

PUE UOIEISPISUOD .10} UOISIDBP HBJP € SUIPUSLULLOIAI 01 MIIA B YiM ‘G| ydeiBesed ‘| "y D/g| uoIsa pue ‘s1uadx3 jo dnous aanesnsuo)
a3 Jo s340dad [BNUUE ‘6| dD/6| UOISIDR O3 XUUE U3 Ul O3 Pa.LI9JJ SUOIIUN SY3 JUNodIE ojul Supjes s1uedx jo dnous aAnelnsuo) a3

JO 92U3J9J0. JO SULISY BY3 BSIASI PUB M3IAB 01 ‘(60T 2un[) UOISSs y3anyy s3t 38 ‘uoneauawaldwl| Joy Apog Aeipisqns auya sasanbay gz
‘s3.09dx3 Jo dnoJ) BAIFEINSUOD) BY3 3| BWEUAU O) PUE ‘97T J2GUIAQ | € 03 60T AJenue( | wouy ‘sueak y3Ie 10) UONUBAUCD

SU3 03 | XaUUY Ul PSPN|DUI 10U SAIIEJ WO SUONEIUNWWIOYD) [BUOREN UO s3Jadx3 jo dnou) sAREIINSUOD) 3Y3 JO WIS SY3 PUIIXD 03 SIPIRQ |
yTdD/1| uolsidag

{s3114Bd ) JO 9OUIBJUOD)

33 JO SUOISSaS BYI YIM UONdUN[UOD Ul PaY e YdIym uoneiuswa|dw 4oy Apog AJBIPISGNS SU3 JO SUOISSIS 33 I8 UORE.ISPISUOD SI 0}
uoneauawajdwy 1oy Apog AJeIpISGnS ay3 03 Y1om s31 uo Ajfenuue 1uodau ssaudo.d e 3wgns 03 s3uadxg jo dnoun saneInsuo) 3y s1sanbau os|y L
61dD/61 uoisi>sg

‘UOIIBISPISUOD U133 IO} SAIPOQ AJIPISGNS B3 03 PIP.emIo} 3q |[eys’**dNoI3 SAIIEINSUOD Y3 JO SUONEBPUIWIWOIDY ‘9

‘UOIUBAUOY) B3 03 | XBUUY Ul PAPN[DUI 10U SBIIEY WOl SUOIEDIUNWIWIOD [BUOREU UO s34adx® jo dno.g 2ANE}NSUOD € YsI|qeIsd 01 Os[e s3p1daQ ¢
§dD/8 uoisidag

uawaaJdy

slied 2ya d9AJ3s |jeys dnougy
149dx3 sarnuno) padojeasg
1S9 Y3 pUEB 391IWWOD)
uoneidepy ay3 Jey3 ssp1aq |
I'VWD/11 uoisi>ag

{s913.1ed BU3 JO 9UBIBJUOD) B3 AG UONIEIIPISUOD JOJ ‘UOIIUSAUOD) SY3 Japun paJinbau 3q Aew eyl uonde Jayling uo

‘a1e1idoadde se ‘pue Sjaom s31 Woly SulsIIE UOREBULIOJUI JUBAS[ JOUYIO PUE SUOIIEPUSWILIOIS ‘@OUBPINS ‘Suonduny s)i Jo douewWIONMd 9Y3 ‘senIARde
511 uo SuIpnjaul ‘sa1poq AJeIpISqns ay3 YBNoJY ‘SaN.IRY Y JO 9IUBIIJUOD dY3 O3 Ajjenuue 1iodau 03 senWwWo)) uonerdepy ai s1sanbay 96
{SUOISIDSP JUBAB[DL YIIM 3ul| ul sapdijod s3] Uo SpIdep PINOYs YdIym

‘S311.184 BY3 JO SIUBIBJUOY) B3 ‘03 qEIUNOIIE 3] PUE Jo AlIoyIne sy Japun 33e.ado ||eys 9833WWOD uonerdepy Y1 Yl SIPIIIP 0S| "G4

“** suORUNy SUIMO||O4 Y3 YSNOIY3 BIfe J31UI SIoMaWE.4 uoneldepy undue) ay3 Aq 1o} papiaoad Se ‘UORUBAUOD) Ay Japun Jauuew

3UaJ340> ® uj uopeIdepe UO UORDE paduRYUD JO uoneIuaWa|dw SY3 Slowold 03 PaysI|qeISS SeM 321UWWOD) UoNEIdEpY Y3 3By SWLIYE OS|Y €6
a3ueyd BWI|D JO SIDYD

35.19APE 33 03 uoiErdepE UO S31IIBY Y3 JO BOUBIRHUOD) Y2 01 APOq AIOSIAPE [[BJ9A0 33 3q |[Bys 391Iwwo)) uoneidepy aya 1eys WY 76
L1'dD/T uoisdaq

*+* suonauny SUIMO||04 3Y3 YSnoJy) ‘el[e IS3Ul ‘UOIIUSAUOD) BY3 JSpUN JauuRW

U130 ® Ul uoneidepe UO UOIIE PadUBYUS Jo uoneuaWwa|dw ay3 s30wou.d 03 sRWWO) uoneidepy ue ysi|qess Aqauay 01 SapIRQ 0T
91°dd/1 uoispaa

XANNY

10

Itiative

European Capacity Building Ini
www.ecbi.org

ecb



UsWaa.8Y sled 9ya 01 sanJed 9y jo Sunssw

a3 se 3UlAIS SB11IB] DY) JO DDUBIJUOT) BY PUE SBIIBY YL JO 9dUBIBJUOD) 3yl Y10q 03 1uodau [enuue uiof Jiaya uwigns pue aJedaud
01 5JOMIBN PUE 3.13Ud7) A30jouyda] S1BWI|D) YI PUE IINIWWIOD) dAIINDAXT AS0jOUYII] BY) JO UONEPUSWIWIOIAI S JO 10U SE| '}
2UsWaa.3Y Slied 9yl 01 sanJed 9yl Jo 3unasw ay3 se SUIAISS SIIE4 SYI JO 3DUIIBJUOY) B JO 3dUBpINg

Sy JSpUN UOIIEIOQE||0D 3SO|2 Ul ddomawe.y A3ojouydsn aya ausws|dwi [[BYs SIOM JO SONI[EPOW PUE SSIBPUBL ‘SUOIIDUN) SARDSdsau
J1341 YIM A2UDISISUOD HJOMIBN PUB 2.3Ud7) ASojouyd3] WD Y1 PUB 331UWWOY) dANNIXF A30j0uyd3) ay3 1By SapIaq ‘T

¢ ** JuUBWRUBY slued 9y Jo ‘4 ydeaSeaed ‘g | 9jon.y Japun duomawe.y ASojouydan aya sadopy”|

I'VIWDI/S | uoisi>aq

“JuswaaJdy a3 Jo uoneusws|dwi ays 34oddns o1 SENIANDE JIBYL UO ‘saIpoq AJelpisqns 3yl y3no.ys Juswaa.dy siied

a1 01 sanJed Y3 Jo Sunsasw ay3 se SUIAISS SaNIBY SYl JO 9DUBIBJUOD) Y3 03 1odau [[eys * 9a1WIWO) dARNISX] A3ojouyds) ay] 'g9
1TdD/| uoisi>ag

‘suonouny dAnRdadsas

J19Y3 Jo ddueWLIONRd Yl puUE SINIANDE
aAnDadsau J1ay3 uo ‘salpoq AJeipisqns aya
y3nouys ‘sened aY3 JO 9JUSIBUOD) A

01 *** ‘240dau ||BYS YIOMIBN| PUE 2.13UDD
A8ojouyda] ajeWI|D Y3 pUE IINIWIWOD)
aAnNdax3 A8ojouyda] ay3 3Byl SAPIA ‘9T |
91dD/| uoisd3Q

“JUSWIB.BY SIY2 SAISS |[BYS UOIUSAUOD) Y1 JSpun paysijqelss wsiueydal] ASojouyds| ay |
€01 PB4y Quswaudy slued

L 9lMoOMIBN

pue a.3ua7) ASojouyd3] a1ewWD Y (q)

¢ ‘99mIwwo)) sAlNdaxg A3ojouyds) v (B)
:syusuodwod

SUIMO|[0} B3 JO ISISUOD [|IM UDIYM ‘sanied
3 JO 9dUBIBYJUOD) A3 01 B|qEIUNOIIE

PUE Jo 92uepIng Sy3 J9puUN”** WSIUBYIS|
A3ojouyda] & ysi|qeass 01 sapaq /| |
91dD/] uoisd3g

{S3114Ed B3 JO IDUIIIJUOT) dY3 JIpuUN paysi|qeIsa
qisuodsaJ pue suo[IdUNY S11 YIIM BUI| Ul JUSWS3ISY BY2 SAIIS |[BYS 9dUBUI4 UO 33NIWWOD) SUIpUEBIS dYI JBY) SIPIDAP OS|\/ €9
1TdD/| uoisd2q

ol

DJdom syl jo

5109dsE |[e UO SaNUEd 32 JO SOUIBUOD) 3D
JO UOISSas AJBUIP.IO YoBD IE ‘UONIEISPISUOD
S31 10} ‘s311dBd Y3 JO 3JUIIBUOD) 3Y3 03
SUOIIBPUSWILIODA. Xew pue 1uodau |eys
samIwwo)) Suipuels ay3 1eya sep1a "0 |
L1'dD/T uoispaq

LTt sanJded

33 JO SOUBIJYUOD) Y3 JBPUN SIWWOD)
Suipueg e ysijqeass 01 sapaq ‘7| |
91dD/| uoisdaQ

Itiative

European Capacity Building Ini
www.ecbi.org

ecb



DDDANQ 2y2 49 payrauapl sy,

ta1elidoadde se ‘suonepuswiwiodal yew pue uoneiusawsa|dw) Joy Apog

AJeIpISQNS Y2 puUE 9DIAPY [B21S0[0UYd3] pUE dIUSIdS Jo) Apog AJelpisqng aya ysnoay
SaNUEd Y JO 92UIIBUOY) Y2 O A|[enuue 110dad 01 931IWWOD SAIINDAXD Y3 s1sanbay ¢
(y ydeaBeaed ‘gzdD/7 UOISIDD Ul pawLIYfeal PUR) ¢ | dD/T Uolsidaq

‘g yde.3esed Jspun o1 padiapeu suonduny jo uoneuswsajdwi ayr apingd

01 ‘s31JBd 92 JO 9DUSIBJUOD) Y3 ‘O S|qEIUNOIDE 3] PUE JO IDUBPING SY3 J9pUN UORdUNY
[[BYS Y2IYM ‘WSIUBYISW [BUOIIEBUIIIUI MESIBAA D3 JO 992IIWILLOD SAINISXS UE SaYsI|qeIs] ‘g
*3x33 ON (€8 ‘0TdD/T uoisAQ Ul pawIygEdl PUE) 6| dD/T UoIsPRQ

EIUCINEENE V]

SIy2 01 saNed 3Y3 Jo SunodW dYa st SUIAISS SaNUed Y
JO 92UBIRUOD) Y1 Aq PaUIWLIAIBP St ‘pausyrBualls pue
pasueyud 3q Aew pue JUSWIIBY SIY) O sanlaed Y3

Jo 8unaaw ay) se SUIAJISS SNUBY DY JO IDUIIHUOD)
a3 jo soueping pue Aioyine ays 03 33lqns 3q ||eys
s1oedw| a3uey) a3BWI|D YUM paleldosse adewe

pUE SSOT JO} WISIUBYII|| [BUOITBUIDIU| MEBSIBAA DY |

'8 9PNy Yusawaa.dy siued

"+ 9 ydea3ered ‘g 4D/€
uolisia 01 Juensand SUONDE S3E1ISPUN O SILIIUNOD J|GEUD O) SB OS ‘D3UBYD IBWI|D JO SIIDYD ISISAPE Y2 YIIM PaIeIDOSSE

a8ewep pue sso| ssauppe 01 ‘uip|ing-A1oedes pue A3ojouyda) ‘@dueuly 3uipnjpul 9uoddns pue uonse 3upueyuy ()
** sI9p|oya>[els JueAd|a. Suowe sa1819uhs pue 95UaI3YOd ‘UonEUIPIoOd ‘anSojelp SuluayiBuauag (9)

*+* s3oedw 395U MO|s Sulpn|dUl ‘98UBYD IBWI|D JO SID9YD ISIIAPE 3Y) YIIM paleldosse adewep

pue ssoj| ssaJppe 01 saydeoudde Juswageuew sia aAIsuayaidwod jo Suipueisiapun pue agpajmouy| upueyul (e)
‘suonduny

3uimo||o} a ‘Blje 491Ul ‘SujeIspuUN AQ JaUUBW JURI9YOD pue pateJ3aiul ‘dAIsusyaadwod . ul ‘g dD/€ uolsia o1 auensand
‘a8uBYD S1BWI JO SID9YD ISJIDAPE DI YIIM PIIBIDOSSE SFBWEP PUE SSO| SSaIppE 0 saydeoldde jo uonerusws|dwi aya
Sunowoud jJo uonuaAUOY) BY3 JSpUN BJ0J BYI [N} [[BYS WSIUBYIIW [BUOIIBULISIUI MES.IBAA BU3 1BY) SIPIDSP Jayling °g

¢ ** 93uBYD 91BWI|D JO SID9YD ISIIAPE ) O) S|qEIIU|NA

Arejnon.ed sJe Jey3 s9113Unod SUIdO[SASP Ul ‘SIUSAS 19SUO MO|S PUEB SIUSAS SWa.axa Sulpnjaul ‘o3ueyd S1ewipd jo sidedwi
U3IM P9IBIDOSSE 9SBWEP PUE SSO| SSSUPPE 01 *** S3M1IBJ 93 JO 9DUSIBJUOD) Y3 JO UOISSIS PUOIIS-AIUSMI B3 1B MIIAS. 03
123[gns “Jomawe.4 uoneidepy undueD syl Jopun ‘S3ewWep pue SSO| IO} WISIUBYISW [BUOIIBUISIUI MBSIBAA 943 SIYSI|qeIsT * |
61dD/T uoisid>aQ

UaWaa.3Y slied aYa 01 saflued 3yl Jo Sunaaw aya se SUIAISS SINUEY BYI JO IDUIBJUOD

‘.

9Y3 pUE Sa1UBd dY3 JO 9DUIBJUOD) Y3 Yroq 03 3uodau [enuue Julol Jisya Jiwgns pue aJedaud 03 yaomisN pue
a.41ua7) ASojouyd3] S1BWID SY2 PUB 391IIWIWOY) SAINISXT AS0|OUYD3] Y3 JO UONEPUSWILLOIA B3 JO 310U SHE| |
UBW93.BY Slied Yl 01 sanJed Ayl

Jo Bunesw sy se SulAISS SaNIBY Y JO SDUSIBHUOD) Y JO SdUBPINS B3 JSPUN UONEIOGE||OD SSOD Ul HJOMIWE)
A3ojouyda1 sy Juswa|dwi ||eYs ‘YJOM JO SaI[EPOW pUB SSIBPUBL ‘SUOIIDUN) dANDdSAU J19Y) YIIM ApUSIsIsuod
“]JO0MIDN PUE 3.3U37) A30j0uyd3) STBWID) SYI PUEB 992IIWIWOT) dAINIAX] ASojouyda] syl 1Byl SOPIdRQ ‘T

¢+ JuawWaaJdy slued ayd jo ‘4 ydeadeaed ‘g| a1y Jopun ddomawely A3ojouydal ays sadopy |

IVIWD/S| uoisidag

Juawaa.dy sy jo uonejuswajdwi

ay3 310ddns 03 S91IARDE UI9YY UO ‘s3IpOq AJeIpisgns 9Y3 Y3nouJy3 WusWSa.Y siied Sy3 03 saiIed 9y jo Sunssw
a3 se 3UlAJI9S SaNJBd Y JO IDUBIBJUOD) Y1 O3 14odau |[eys®*JOMIBN PUE 3.0UsD) A3ojouyda) ewID Y] '89
1TdD/| uoisdag

‘pJeog AJOSIAPY 943 Y3nodya saflued 9y JO dUaI94U0D) 3yl
‘Jo 2ouepIng aYy3 JapuN pue ‘0] 3|qEIUNOIIE 3] |[BYS HJOMIBN|
pue 2.3ua7) A3ojouyd3| S1BWI|D) Y3 JBYI SWIIEY f |

¢ *** ‘paysi|qeIsa AqaJay SI JIOMIDN PUE 3J3UdD

A3ojouyds)] areWI|D Y1 Jo pJeOg AJOSIAPY 343 JBY) SIPIdR 'S
81dJ/v| uoisdaQg

‘suonouny aAndadsad Jivya

Jo 9durWLIOWMAd BY) PUB SANIANDE dANDIdSAU JIBY) UO ‘SaIpOq
AJeipisqns aya y3noJya ‘sanJed Y3 JO 9dUIBJUOD) Y3 03 *°°
‘210dau |[eYs SJoMISN pue 2.3us)) A3ojouyds)] S1BWID S
pUE 99231WWOT) dAINdaX] A3ojouyd3] syl 1Byl SIPI2AQ ‘9T |
91dD/1 uoisPag

12

Itiative

European Capacity Building Ini
www.ecbi.org

ecb


http://: https://unfccc.int/process-and-meetings/bodies/the-big-picture/what-are-governing-process-management-subsidiary-constituted-and-concluded-bodies
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