SBSTA Ag contact group – 24th May
Chair – I circulated text this morning, what are your views?

Bolivia – no agreement on draft text of the chair, discussed different options but no common ground found

Chair – any other views on way forward? On ways to fix text?

Bolivia – not right time to engage in drafting, can restate our position on changes requested, para 1 taken into account replaced by on the basis of; …; can accept para 3 with stop after scale; but no consensus reached this morning on this

US – para 3 could include need for in-session workshop on [para 3] “as well as adaptation co-benefits”; para 4 could read “views on issues related to ag and including para 3”; clarification in para 5; our way through your text

NZ – we can accept proposal by US would enable our dialogue to continue and would reflect interest expressed for matters included in para 3

Brazil – as indicated, no common understanding, way ahead would be two options, either not have conclusions (a shame), or a clean and straight forward para saying that we have discussed and decided to continue discussion at SB37

Bolivia – also proposals made by G77, we need response on these before we can consider US proposal, no further comment at this stage

Chair – impossible to see convergence, propose 2 things, give you up to tomorrow morning to come to a compromise, or to read tomorrow the following text: exchange of views and will continue with this agenda item at SB37

China – take note of options, thanks a lot

Chair – would be good to take a step further (workshop & submissions) but if no agreement then I’ll have to just state that we’ll continue discussing

Bolivia – not sure what your recommendations are, please make available your option for conclusions before the plenary, feeling on this issue, ag is key for developing countries, that’s why, although we are flexible, we have not reached an agreement, discussing text at this stage is not going to help, likely to make G77 unhappy, so would be in favour of your conclusions chair 

Japan – no outcomes would be disappointing, spent 2 weeks discussing, so need your guidance to move forward

SA – support for your conclusions chair

NZ – join Japan’s disappointment, found this session very useful process, helped identify key issues and priorities for guidance, would be good to capture some of this in the text, workshop on adaptation/ submissions / para 3 with slight amendment proposed by US, we can agree on this, submissions are particularly important, all we disagree on is scope of on-going work under SBSTA after Doha, but this is outside our mandate.

Brazil – also regret we don’t have a substantive conclusions, we proposed a way forward but it was not accepted, we proposed to start work on adaptation before pre-judging the scope of on-going work

India – hard work in two weeks, would be very disappointing not to have conclusions, discussions of last 2 days was not wasted, we got to understand each other’s positions much better, Bonn gave us a lot of relevant experiences.

US – can you repeat what your conclusions would be?

Chair – two options: discussion up to tomorrow morning on draft shared this morning or simple conclusions stating that discussion will continue in Doha, i.e. procedural conclusions that we do not agree and we take it up (rules of procedures 16)

US – we continued discussing up until now, no conclusions but progress, if still opportunity to continue working on your text with thought of minimal changes on your text, this is what we did and we are prepared & willing to continue seeking a solution until tomorrow morning

Gambia – for LDC, I look at myself as a small-holder, and for this reason I would urge parties to think twice about a solution to start this process, very disappointing not to reach a compromise after 2 weeks

Chair – there will be another contact group tomorrow morning at 10am, in case you have reached a compromise

