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CIIEUAJIBHASI PABOYAS I'PYIIIIA I1O I[AJILHEFIIHHM
OBSBATEJBCTBAM JIs1 CTOPOH, BKJIFOYUEHHBIX B
NPUJIOXEHME |, COI'JIACHO KHOTCKOMY ITPOTOKO.J1Y
BocbMmas ceccusi

Boun, 1-12 urous 2009 rona

IyHKT 4 noBecTKHU AHS

PaccmoTpenne nHdopMannu 0 NOTEHIHATBHBIX IKOJOTHYECKHX,
IKOHOMHYECKHX H COLMAIBHBIX MOCJIEICTBUAX, B TOM YHCJI€e 0 T0O0O0YHOM
BO3/€elCTBUM, HHCTPYMEHTOB, MOJIUTHKH, MeP U METO0JIO0THii,
uMemouuxcs B pacnopsizkeHnu CTOpoOH, BKJIIOYEeHHBIX B PUJIOKeHue |

PaCCMOTpeHI/Ie l/IH(l)OpMa]_[I/II/l 0 NIOTCHIIHAJIBHBIX IKOJOIHICCKHX,
IKOHOMHUYECCKHUX MU COIHAJIBHBIX IMOCJIECACTBUAX, B TOM YUCJIC O MO0OYHOM
BO3IleI7[CTBI/II/l, HHCTPYMEHTOB, MOJUTUKH, MEP U MeTOIIOJIOFI/Ii/‘I, HMEIOIIUXCH
B pacliopsizk€CHUN CTOpOH, BKJIIOYCHHBIX B IIPUJ/IOKECHUE I

IIpoexT BhIBOAOB, NpeaioxkeHHbli Ilpeacenarenem

1 B COOTBETCTBUM CO CBOEI MPOrpaMMOoii paGoThl i BHIBOJAMH, IPUHATHIME Ha €€ CebMOil ceccHu’,
CrenmanpHas pabodas TpyIIa 1Mo AadbHEUIuM 00s13aTenscTBaM 111 CTOPOH, BKITFOYEHHBIX B
npunoxenue |, cornmacio Kuorckomy npotokoiy (CPI'-KIT) Bo3o6HOBMIIa paccMOTpeHHE HHPOPMALIUH O
INOTCHIHUAJIbBHBIX 3KOJIOTHYCCKUX, SKOHOMHWYCCKHUX U COLMAJIBHBIX ITOCJICACTBHUAX, B TOM YHCIIC O
1000YHOM BO3/I€HICTBIH, HHCTPYMEHTOB, TIOJINTUKH, MEP W METOOJIOTHIA, UMEIOIINXCS B PACIIOPSHKEHUN
CTOpOH, BKIIFOUYEHHBIX B TIPHIOKeHHE | (HIKe HMEHYEMbIX "MOTEHIIMATbHBIME TIOCICICTBUSIMHA" ), HA
ocHoBe npunoxkenns V| k 10k1axy o paboTe ee CeabMOii ceccHu’ i IpecTaBlIeHnit CTOPOH MO 3TOMY
BOIPOCY.

2. CPI'-KII npoBena KOHCTPYKTHBHBIH 0OMEH MHEHHUSIMH IO ACTIEKTaM, CBS3aHHBIM C
MOTEHIUAIBHBIMU NOCJIEACTBUSIMU, U PACCMOTPEJIA IIPUIIOKEHHUE, O KOTOPOM FOBOPUTCS BBILLIE B
nyHkTe 1. IlepecMOTpeHHBIN BapuaHT NPUBOJUTCS B IPUIOKEHNUH K HACTOSILEMY TOKYMEHTY.

! FCCC/KP/AWG/2009/5, nyrxtsr 53-57.
2 FCCC/K PIAWG/2009/5.
3 FCCC/K PIAWG/2009/M1SC.12.
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3. CPI'-KII npunsna pemenre BO30OHOBUTh pACCMOTPEHUE MOTEHIIMATIBHBIX MTOCIEACTBHI HA CBOEM
Heo(UIMATIBHOM CoBeNIanuu, kotopoe coctoutes 10-14 asrycra 2009 rona, Ha OCHOBE
NEPECMOTPEHHOTO MTPUIIOKEHUSI, 0 KOTOPOM FOBOPHUTCS BBIIIE B IYHKTE 2, @ TAKXKe NPUHIIA pEllIcHHE
opy4uTh cBoeMy lIpencenaTento NpoBecTy JAIBHEUIINI IEPECMOTP IPUIIOKEHUS C LIENIBIO YUeTa
utoros HeounuansHoro coemanus. CPI'-KII Takxke nmpuHsiia pemieHre paccCMOTPETh TOTIOTHATEIHHO
MIEPECMOTPEHHOE TIPUIIOKEHHAE Ha CBOEH IEBATON CECCHHU C LENBIO MTPETPOBOXKICHUS PE3yJIbTaTOB CBOEH
pabots! i paccmoTpenust Kondepenuueit Ctopos, neiicTyromnieii B kadecTse coBenianust CTOpoH
Kwuotckoro nmporokona, Ha CBoel MATON CECCUU B COOTBETCTBHUH CO CBOEH ITPOTpaMMOii pabOTHI.
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Annex
[ENGLISH ONLY]

[Text on potential consequencesfor further consider ation by the Ad Hoc Working Group on
Further Commitmentsfor Annex | Parties under the Kyoto Protocol at itsinformal meeting to be
held on 10-14 August 2009

A. Bass!

1 The Ad Hoc Working Group on Further Commitments for Annex | Parties under the

Kyoto Protocol (AWG-KP) reiterated that its work on the consideration of information on potential
environmental, economic and social consequences, including spillover effects, of tools, policies, measures
and methodol ogies available to Annex | Parties (hereinafter referred to as potential consequences) should
be guided and informed by [Article 4, paragraphs 8, 9 and 10, of the Convention,] Article 2, paragraph 3,
and Article 3, paragraph 14, of the Kyoto Protocol and the [best] available scientific, social,
environmenta and economic information.

B. Relevant decisionsand Articles of the Kyoto Protocol

2. The AWG-KP noted that according to Article 2, paragraph 3, of the Kyoto Protocol, the
Conference of the Parties serving as the meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto Protocol (CMP) may take
further action, as appropriate, to promote the implementation of

Option 1: the provisions of that paragraph.

Option 2: the commitment of Annex | Parties to minimize adverse social, environmental and economic
impacts on other Parties of policies and measuresimplemented in accordance to Article 3 of the
Kyoto Protocol.

3.

Option 1. The AWG-KP also noted that a framework for this process has already been established
through decisions 15/CMP.1, 27/CMP.1 and 3/CMP.1.

Option 2: According to decision 27/CMP.1, the Compliance Committee shall address questions of
implementation of Article 3, paragraph 14, of the Kyoto Protocol regarding potential consequences.

[The AWG-KP further noted that according to decision 27/CMP.1, the facilitative branch of the
Compliance Committee is responsible for promoting compliance by Parties with their commitments under
the Kyoto Protocol, taking into account their common but differentiated responsibilities, and respective
capacities.

The AWG-KP noted that one way to facilitate compliance by Annex | Parties with their
commitments under Article 2, paragraph 3, of the Kyoto Protocol is to enable affected Parties to submit
guestions of implementation of response measures to the facilitative branch of the Compliance
Committee.]

Headings have been inserted by the co-chairs for information purposes only and to faciliate the structuring of the
text.
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C. Framing of thework

4. The AWG-KP reiterated that further work on thisissue should build on relevant decisions of the
Conference of the Parties and of the CMP, and work under way by the other bodies and in other processes
under the Convention and its Kyoto Protocol, with the aim of maintaining an approach that is coherent
with other work in the UNFCCC process.

5. The AWG-KP noted that minimizing the adverse impacts of mitigation actionsisacommon
concern of both developing and developed countries. It reiterated that there could be both positive and
negative consequences of mitigation actions and agreed that [its work on this issue should focus on
minimizing negative potential consequences for Parties, especialy developing country Parties] [attention
should be paid to potential negative consequences for developing countries]. The AWG-KP further noted
that the work on potential consequences will need:

@ To support and complement efforts to mitigate climate change;
(b) To benefit from experiences of Parties and lessons learned;

(c) [To take into consideration the role of national [climate] policies and measuresin terms
of potential adverse social, environmental and economic impacts on other Parties,
especialy on developing country Parties;]

(d) [To [balance the consideration of] [consider both] negative and positive potential
consequences.)

D. Vulnerability and ability to respond to the impacts of potential consequences
6.
Option 1: It recognized that potential negative consequences present challenges for al Parties.

Option 2: It recognized that although potential negative consegquences present challenges for all Parties,
they will be most severe for devel oping country Parties, in particular those identified in Article 4,
paragraph 8, [and] [,] Article 4, paragraph 9, [and Article 4, paragraph 10,] of the Convention.

Option 3: It recognized that although potential negative consequences present challenges for all Parties,
they will be most severe for developing country Parties, in particular for the poorest and most vulnerable
developing country Parties [that are |east capable to address them].

E. Deepening understanding

7. [[The AWG-KP noted the complexity of thisissue, including in the assessment of the
consequences of tools, policies, measures and methodologies available to Annex | Parties.] It further
noted that there [may be challenges] in anticipating, attributing and quantifying potential consequences
owing to the many economic and social factors and diverse policy objectivesinvolved. [It also noted that
the potential consequences [depend on] [will be influenced by] the institutional capacity and regulatory
framework in non-Annex | Parties][.]]

{To be further elaborated}
[and be based on evidence of actual impacts and consequences] [and be based on negative consequences
that developing country Parties are facing and/or will face].



FCCC/K PIAWG/2009/L.12
page 5

8.

Option 1: This could be achieved through various mechanisms, including regional assessments; a global
assessment to be carried out by an international organization (such as the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change); and the regular and systematic provision by all Parties of information that is as
complete as possible (including in national communications).

Option 2: The AWG-KP noted that there is a need to deepen the understanding of potential consequences
and to improve the availability of evidence of actual impacts. This could be achieved through various
[mechanisms] [means], including the regular and systematic provision by all Parties of information that is
as complete as possible, [in particular] [including] through national communications and the regular
review of thisinformation.

Option 3: The AWG-KP noted that there is aneed to deepen the understanding of potential
consequences, giving priority to negative consequences on developing countries. This could be achieved
through various mechanisms, including regional assessments; a global assessment to be carried out by a
relevant international organization; and the regular and systematic provision by all Parties of information
that is as complete as possible (including in national communications of Annex | Parties).

0. [The AWG-KP recognized that work being conducted in other forums, including on technology,
may have direct benefits for addressing spillover effects.]

F. Designing policiesand measures

10. The AWG-KP underlined the need for Annex | Parties [to strive] to design policies and measures
carefully, in order to minimize the negative potential consequences of mitigation actions. The AWG-KP
al so emphasi zed that these policies and measures may al so serve to maximize positive potential
consequences. [The AWG-KP underlined the need to take into account possible interactions between
different policies and measures.]

11.

Option 1: [The AWG-KP emphasized that non-Annex | Parties should strive to strengthen their
institutional capacity and regulatory framework in order to minimize the negative potential consequences
and maximize potential consequences of mitigation actions by Parties.]

Option 2: [The AWG-KP emphasized that Annex | Parties should support non-Annex | Partiesin striving
to strengthen their institutional capacity and regulatory framework in order to minimize the negative
potential consequences and maximize potential consequences of mitigation actions by Parties.]

12.

Option 1. The AWG-KP agreed to [develop guidelines] [review the existing guidelines contained in
decision 15/CMP.1] to assist Annex | Partiesin their assessment of potential consequences [and agreed to
further examine possible e ements of these guidelines at its xx session].

Option 2: The AWG-KP agreed to review existing guidelines contained in decision 15/CMP.1 on the
preparation of the information required under Article 7 of the Kyoto Protocal.

13. [The AWG-KP noted that one way [for Parties] to facilitate the design and selection of mitigation
actions [by Annex | Parties] isto identify potential consequences|, including by the use of impact
assessments,] associated with specific tools, policies and measures that are considered or implemented by
Annex | Parties and then to [take them into account in finalizing these policies and measures] [develop
ways and means to minimize these consequences [on non-Annex | Parties] [on all Parties].]
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G. Implementation

14. [The AWG-KP noted the need for [a channel] [an expeditious mechanism] through which non-
Annex | Parties could report impacts and consequences from the policies and measures of Annex | Parties
on non-Annex | Parties [and the need to establish a common space where this exchange of views can take
place continuously].] [Non-Annex | Parties shall provide solid information on their specific needs and
concerns relating to the adverse and beneficial social, environmental and economic impacts arising from
mitigation actions taken by Parties. Non-Annex | Parties shall report on impacts of response measures in
their national communications. The AWG-KP agreed that the CMP should develop guidelines for non-
Annex | Parties to improve reporting on those impacts.]

15.

Option 1: The AWG-KP recognized that cooperation among Parties on the further devel opment and
application of technologies could assist in minimizing negative consequences. It noted the need for
technology cooperation and transfer to developing countries for the enhancement of capacities of

devel oping countries and for finance and risk management tools, including economic diversification, to
assist devel oping countries in assessing and dealing with potential consequences.

{Proposal to distinguish between assessment of consequences, and ways to deal with them}

Option 2: The AWG-KP recognized that cooperation among Parties on the further development of
technologies could assist with regard to potential consequences. It noted the need for enhancement of
capacities of developing countries to assess and deal with potential consequences.

H. Considerationson any further work

16. [Parties noted that work on this issue should be consolidated into a single stream with aview to
avoiding duplication and maintaining a coherent and consistent approach with other work being carried
out under the UNFCCC process, including through the possible use of joint groups).]



