REPORT OF THE 42"! SESSION OF THE IPCC BUREAU
Busan, Republic of Korea, 10 October 2010

1. OPENING OF THE SESSION

The Chair of the IPCC, Mr Rajendra K. Pachauri, opened the Session at 10 a.m. on 10 October
2010.

The agenda was approved without a change and is attached as Annex 1. The list of participants is
attached as Annex 2.

2. APPROVAL OF THE DRAFT REPORT OF THE 41° SESSION

In the consideration of the draft report of the 41 Bureau Session, Mr Jean-Pascal van Ypersele,
Vice—Chair of the IPCC, requested that the opening statements of the representatives of WMO and
UNEP be attached as an Annex to the report.

He suggested adding the following text under agenda item 9.5: “Some Bureau members expressed
the wish for more transparency about this process, so that the catalytic role of the IPCC can be
fully exerted. “

Mr Thomas Stocker, Co-Chair of Working Group | (WG I), proposed amendments on page 2,
paragraph 5, under item 4, line 6 to read: “the IPCC should not ignore the targets relevant to Article
2 to which the Copenhagen Accord refers” and on page 3 at the end of section 7: “It was agreed
that the email message of Mr Stocker, containing the report and recommendations by the task
group, would be sent to the Bureau members for their consideration and comments. “

In response to a suggestion to add lists of Authors for the Fifth Assessment Report (AR5) and
statistics, the Secretary of the IPCC, Ms Renate Christ, noted that the file with all the AR5 Authors
and statistics was finalized after the Session, but agreed to find an appropriate way of annexing the
lists to the Bureau Session report.

With the above-mentioned remarks taken into account the draft report of the 41% Bureau Session
was approved.

3. ADMISSION OF OBSERVER ORGANIZATIONS

Mr Alexandre Zaitsev, Acting Deputy Secretary of the IPCC, introduced document Bur-XLIl/Doc. 3,
Rev.1, noting that the application for observer status of the Industrial Technology Research
Institute (ITRI) was still pending.

The Government representative of China noted that although the Industrial Technology Research
Institute (ITRI) has observer status with United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
(UNFCCC), this should not be a prerequisite to obtain automatically observer status with the IPCC.

Some representatives requested the full list of current observer organizations and attention was
drawn to the list contained in document IPCC-XXXIl/Doc. 6, which was prepared for the 32™
Plenary Session.

It was proposed to endorse the request for observer status from the International Renewable
Energy Agency (IRENA), an Intergovernmental Organization (IGO), and from the following Non-
governmental Organizations (NGOs): International Institute for Environment and Development



(IED), the Ecology Center, the Gender CC - Women for Climate Justice and the College of the
Atlantic, and to submit these requests to the Panel for acceptance.

From the following two NGOs the Secretariat will ask the necessary background documentation
before their requests for observer status can be taken into consideration: Development and Human
Rights of Cameroon (GICAR—CAM) and Institute of Energy Policy and Research at the Universiti
Tenaga Nasional (UNITEN).

There was discussion on the IPCC Policy and Process for Admitting Observer Organizations, with
Bureau members suggesting that the observer status of organizations should be reviewed
periodically to ensure that it is still relevant.

The Chair concluded that it would be worthwhile to carry out a review of the IPCC Policy for
Admitting Observer Organizations at the end of the current assessment cycle, since by then the
Bureau expected that there would be a large number of observers and more experience gained in
how the system worked.

4. COMMUNICATIONS STRATEGY

The Secretary of the IPCC introduced document IPCC-XXXII/Doc. 21 and elaborated on past and
future communication activities. She commented that since the peak public interest after certain
potential errors were identified in the Fourth Assessment Report (AR4), the IPCC has to be better
prepared on how to react in such situations in a more cooperative and timely manner. Guidance
from the Bureau and Plenary will be sought on who will be designated to speak on behalf of the
IPCC. Setting up an outreach task group might also help to further elaborate future activities, such
as regional outreach and training of experts, development of guidelines for spokespeople, etc. She
recalled that concerning the issuing of press releases the IPCC always has had a cautious
approach, which should be further discussed. She also drew the attention of the Bureau members
to issues like cooperation with the private sector, United Nations (UN) and NGOs on briefings and
briefing notes. It was highlighted that the IPCC Secretariat got support from a number of experts
from the European Climate Foundation and Resource Media (WG Il contacts). During the peak
media attention period in early 2010 support was provided to the IPCC, in particular the IPCC
Chair, by additional media experts.

Bureau members welcomed the draft communication strategy, but also expressed some concerns.
In the discussion the following issues were raised:

o Use of the Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) from the assessment reports is welcome
but caution is advised concerning interactive graphics and the possible development of new
FAQ's after acceptance of reports.

¢ Need for careful guidance from the Working Groups (WGs) and Secretariat on issues such
as how to comment on errors in the reports.

¢ Importance of professionalism and neutrality in communications.

¢ Messages and information should have their roots in the approved material of the reports.
Strengthening the role of the IPCC Focal Points to transmit information and results from the
IPCC while distinguishing between what is the role of IPCC in communications and what is
the responsibility of national governments; suggestion for an “IPCC Day".

o Need for a strategy to reduce criticism and to react in response to errors discovered in the
reports.

¢ Communication on the structure of the IPCC itself, its role and how it functions to a larger
audience.

¢ Need for more capacity in the Secretariat and a mechanism on how to respond in a timely
manner to IPCC related news appearing in the media.

¢ Need for transparency in how communications work is supported.

Crucial role of Working Groups in communications.

e Guidance for authors on communication, encouraging them to communicate about their

own science but not on behalf of the IPCC.



e Suggestion for regular media briefings at the occasion of Lead Authors and other IPCC
Meetings; referring to recently held briefings.

¢ Importance to protect IPCC’s reputation and brand.
Need for IPCC messages to be provided in a professional and pro-active way.

The following important key issues emerged:

e How to deal with errors in the reports.

¢ How to communicate the results that come out of IPCC reports.
Development of other products and ideas while remaining faithful to the approved
assessment reports.

e Communicate how the IPCC functions, structure and methods and what it means to make
an assessment report.

The Chair summarized by emphasizing the need to set up a mechanism to ensure that the IPCC
would provide its messages in a professional and pro-active way and stressed the importance of
communicating to the larger public on how the IPCC functions. He drew attention to the fact that
communication will also be addressed in the context of the InterAcademy Council (IAC) review. He
furthermore informed the Bureau that he was contacted by Mr Al Gore requesting his advice on the
establishment of a Wikipedia type arrangement on climate change which Mr Gore is planning to
launch. The Chair concluded this agenda item by suggesting a small Task Group on
Communication.

5. REVIEW OF IPCC BY THE INTERACADEMY COUNCIL (IAC)

The Secretary of the IPCC introduced the following documents concerning the IAC review:
IPCC-XXXII/Doc.7 and INF.4, INF.5 and INF.6, which were prepared for the 32" Plenary Session.

Most Bureau members stressed the need to start the discussions on the IAC Report as soon as
possible after the opening session in Plenary. Some Bureau members expressed the need for an
extra Bureau Session in March 2011 in order to formulate and express the Bureau’s opinion on the
IAC review, to be sent to the 33™ Plenary Session which will be held late April/beginning of May
2011 in Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates.

The Chair expressed the hope that in Abu Dhabi the discussion on the IAC review could be
brought to a closure.

One participant proposed to establish Contact Groups in Plenary to discuss the different
recommendations of the IAC. One group should deal with governance and management and
another group with procedures. The communication strategy should be dealt with in a separate

group.

Other participants stressed the importance of the development of a conflict of interest policy for the
IPCC.

Most Bureau members agreed with the proposed Contact Groups for the Plenary Session and
stressed the importance of availability of interpretation. The Chair stressed the importance of
having a set of decisions taken by the Panel on the IAC recommendations at the end of the
32" Session in Busan.



6. PROGRESS REPORTS
6.1 IPCC Scholarship Programme

The Secretary of the IPCC introduced document IPCC-XXXII/Doc.17. There has been an
enormous response to the call for nominations. More than 1,000 eligible applications were received
by the Secretariat, and therefore the suggested goal was to finance 40 to 50 scholars. IPCC
authors have been asked to evaluate the scientific quality of the proposals. The process of
identification for scholars is going on and the Science Board (IPCC Chair and Vice-Chairs) will
select the scholars. In September 2010 the Board advised the Secretariat that 10 - 12 scholarships
should be awarded for the pilot phase of the scholarship programme. The Nobel Peace Prize
money should not be touched, only the interest earned plus donated funds should be used. The
Secretary also mentioned that the Secretariat has no longer a staff member specifically dealing
with the scholarship programme.

The Chair asked the Bureau members for their help. He also indicated that during the forthcoming
COP16 of UNFCCC in Cancun, Mexico, IPCC plans to organize a side event to raise awareness of
the programme and that he was hopeful that contributions would be received.

One participant noted that probably the best way forward was to outsource the management and
administration of the scholarship programme and not use the limited financial resources of the
Secretariat. The IPCC should only be involved in the selection of about 10 scholars per year.

Another participant stressed the importance of the scholarship programme for capacity building in
developing countries.

Some Bureau members warned that the scholarship programme is not a core function of the
Secretariat and that it should not become a burden. The idea of outsourcing was supported by a
number of Bureau members.

The Secretary noted that the idea of outsourcing is difficult to realize. So far no partner has been
identified that is willing to run the programme for the IPCC and referred to high overheads that are
charged for such services. She also asked for guidance from the Bureau if, apart from foundations,
private companies and corporations could be approached for donations.

The Chair noted that the UN Foundation had once said they would manage the programme and
that he would make another plea to see if it is still willing to help the IPCC. The Chair concluded by
saying that a teleconference will be organized with the Board of Trustees to set up a new strategy.
He proposed to continue for the moment with a small amount of scholarships.

6.2 Other progress reports
e Working Group | Progress Report

Mr Thomas Stocker, Co-Chair of Working Group |, referred to document IPCC-XXXII/Doc.9 and
gave an update on the activities of Working Group |. A number of meetings and workshops were
held, namely the IPCC Expert Meeting on Assessing and Combining Multi-Model Climate
Projections, which resulted in the publication of a Good Practice Guidance Paper. Furthermore the
report of the IPCC Workshop on Sea Level Rise and Ice Sheet Instabilities will be published soon.

He also reported on preparations for the First Lead Author Meeting of WGI AR5, which will take
place from 8 — 11 November 2010 in Kunming, China. WGI has proactively prepared guidance
notes for its authors on Confidentiality, Conflict of Interest, and Media and Public Communications,
including a Media Strategy for Lead Author Meetings.



e Working Group Il Progress Report

Mr Christopher Field, Co-Chair of Working Group I, gave an update on the activities of Working
Group I, including the status of the Special Report on Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and
Disasters to Advance Climate Change Adaptation, preparations for the First Lead Author Meeting
of AR5, which will take place from 11 — 14 January 2011 in Tsukuba, Japan, and progress on IPCC
meetings and workshops. A guidance note on the handling of uncertainties in the AR5, based on a
Co-Chair meeting in July, is nearly complete.

He also mentioned the sad passing of Prof. Stephen Schneider on 19 July 2010.

Mr Jean-Pascal van Ypersele referred to the Plenary document on the procedures to correct
errors. Mr Christopher Field summarized the proposed procedure.

e Working Group lll Progress Report

Mr Ottmar Edenhofer, Co-Chair of Working Group Ill, gave an update on the activities of Working
Group lll. From 21 — 24 September 2010 the Fourth Lead Author Meeting on the Special Report on
Renewable Energy Sources and Climate Change Mitigation (SRREN) took place in Mexico City.
During that meeting there was agreement that an additional step was necessary to check the
overall consistency of the report. This will result in the postponement of the approval/acceptance of
the report by approximately 3 months to late April/early May 2011. A shortening of the review
period to 6 weeks would be required if the approval meeting would take place in April 2011.

One participant appreciated that the Co-Chairs of Working Group Il have taken steps to improve
the report, but noted that the period of 8 weeks is important for a full review by the governments.

e Task Force on National Greenhouse Gas Inventories (TFI) Progress Report

Ms Thelma Krug and Mr Taka Hiraishi, Co-Chairs of the TFI Bureau, gave an update on the
activities of TFIl. They mentioned that an Expert Meeting on Software for the IPCC 2006 Guidelines
was held from 18 — 20 November 2009 in Geneva, Switzerland. Furthermore there had been an
Expert Meeting on National Forest GHG Inventories from 23 — 25 February 2010 in Yokohama,
Japan, an IPCC Expert Meeting on Uncertainty Validation of Emission Inventories from 23 — 25
March 2010 in Utrecht, the Netherlands, and an IPCC Expert Meeting on Use of Models and
Measurements in GHG Inventories from 9 — 11 August 2010 in Sydney, Australia.

They furthermore informed the Bureau that at the SBSTA 32 meeting in June 2010 in Bonn,
Germany, two decisions were taken that directly affect the TFI. Firstly, FCCC/SBSTA/2010/L.12
“Revision of the UNFCCC reporting guidelines on annual inventories to parties included in Annex |
to the Convention” and secondly FCCC/SBSTA/2010/L.2 “Reducing emissions from deforestation
in developing countries: approaches to stimulate action” which asks the UNFCCC secretariat to
work with the IPCC on promoting the use of the IPCC Emission Factor Database (EFDB), and
report to the SBSTA at its 34" session. The Co-Chairs and the Technical Support Unit intend to
work with the UNFCCC secretariat in promoting the EFDB.

Bureau members thanked the Co-Chairs for their hard work and ambitious agendas. It was
heartening to hear the extent of collaboration among the Working Groups and the TFI and to notice
that the AR5 activities are well under way.

7. OTHER BUSINESS

A number of Bureau members expressed their concern about the travel arrangements for
participants from developing countries attending IPCC meetings.



The Secretary of the IPCC appreciated the concerns expressed by Bureau members. She noted
that there are reasons for concern on IPCC side regarding the efficiency of travel arrangements
and that she asked WMO to develop changes in consultation with the IPCC. She also suggested
that this matter would be addressed by the Financial Task Team (FiTT). Outsourcing of the travel
arrangements could be an option.

One participant asked for comments on the AR5 Synthesis Report review process.

Some Bureau members expressed concerns about the suggested Synthesis Report (SYR)
schedule and also commented on the content and the topics to be addressed in the SYR. The
Chair noted that the Panel at its 31% Session in Bali agreed to continue with what was outlined in
the Venice scoping meeting concerning the topics, but that it was of course the prerogative of the
Panel to make changes if deemed necessary.

8. TIME AND PLACE OF THE NEXT SESSION

The 43™ Session of the IPCC Bureau is planned to be held in the first quarter of 2011.

9. CLOSING OF THE SESSION

The 42™ Session of the IPCC Bureau was closed by the Chair, Mr Rajendra K. Pachauri on
Sunday, 10 October 2010 at 6 p.m.
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