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(MONTR�AL, 14 TO 16 JULY 2008) 
 

SUMMARY OF DISCUSSIONS — DAY 3 
 
 
Agenda Item 3:  Planning of actions and policy elements to be developed by the Group 
 
Results of the answers provided by GIACC Members in respect of the consolidated template — 
Identification of topics where consensus exists and of topics where further discussion is needed 
 
Discussion of Category A: Role of UN bodies and Parties (International legal instruments on climate 
change) (Template questions 8, 15, 17, 20, 23 and 25) 
 
Template question 8: Should GIACC recommend reporting requirements for States? What form 
should they take? 
 
Template question 15: What is ICAO’s value added versus that of the UNFCCC? 
 
Template question 17: What future framework should there be for collecting data and keeping them 
updated? 
Template question 20: What are the mechanisms required for collection, consolidation and reporting 
data? What should be the respective role of ICAO, Member States, UNFCCC, industry and other 
stakeholders? 
 
Template question 23: How can the GIACC make sure that it cooperates adequately with other UN 
bodies, such as UNFCCC? What is necessary to keep in line with developments in UNFCCC? 
 
Template question 25: Should a new role for ICAO be identified, such as environmental audits? Can 
ICAO identify and disseminate best practices? 
 
1. The Chairperson indicated that the Group should not aim at a conclusive consensus on the 
Category A issues pending further discussions within the UNFCCC, which would provide greater clarity and 
guide the GIACC’s work forward. 
 
2. In then giving a presentation on UNFCCC institutional arrangements, Mr. Pesmajoglou 
explained how the UNFCCC differentiated between domestic and international aviation emissions. 
Domestic emissions were part of national totals of both Annex I and non-Annex I Parties. The national totals 
of Annex I Parties were subject to targets under the Kyoto Protocol, and it was for the Governments 
concerned to decide if and how to reduce domestic aviation emissions. Such discussions took place at the 
national level and were not negotiated in the UNFCCC. Mr. Pesmajoglou noted that the UNFCCC used the 
internationally-accepted methodology developed by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) 
for distinguishing between domestic and international aviation emissions which was set forth in the Revised 
1996 IPCC guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas Inventories, as well as its report on Good Practice 
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Guidance and Uncertainty Management in National Greenhouse Gas Inventories, which complemented 
those guidelines. There were a number of definitions which were used by all States to distinguish between 
domestic and international and domestic aviation emissions. Those definitions were applied irrespective of 
the nationality of the carrier, passengers, crew and cargo. 
 
3. In outlining the natural process of climate change and the UNFCCC policy-making process, 
Mr. Pesmajoglou noted that the UNFCCC examined the climate change projected impacts by sector and 
endeavoured to minimize the carbon footprint of activities by changing the emission profiles of the various 
States and sectors. Emphasizing that a sustained, global effort was needed over the coming decades to 
mitigate the impacts, he indicated that it was up to Governments, working through the UNFCCC and ICAO, 
to take action. He recalled that Article 4, paragraph 1(b), of the UNFCCC called for all States, developed and 
developing, to develop and implement mitigation action. There was an additional commitment under that 
Convention for developed countries to provide assistance to developing countries to take that action, both 
financial resources in the form of full incremental costs and technical assistance, which could be done 
through national cooperation. The same commitments were reflected in Article 10 of the Kyoto Protocol. In 
addition, Annex B thereto described the exact reduction commitments of Annex I Parties for 2008-2012. 
Mr. Pesmajoglou stressed that the lack of an equivalent Annex for non-Annex I Parties in the UNFCCC and 
the Kyoto Protocol did not mean that developing countries had no obligations to reduce emissions. 
 
4. Noting that States had been struggling within the UNFCCC to determine how to ensure that 
developed countries had the necessary resources to take mitigation action, Mr. Pesmajoglou indicated that 
they had not yet come up with a solution. It was hoped that one would be found by COP15 in December 2009. 
Noting that ICAO dealt specifically with emissions from international aviation, which constituted some 2 per 
cent of global emissions, and that the UNFCCC dealt with the emissions from all other sectors, 
Mr. Pesmajoglou underscored that the challenge ahead was to find a way to reduce those emissions. Averring 
that neither the UNFCCC nor ICAO could meet that challenge alone, Mr. Pesmajoglou stressed that 
cooperation at the national and international levels was required to ensure that the action taken in those two 
fora regarding aviation emissions was consistent, coherent and compatible. A number of different 
mechanisms already existed to ensure such cooperation. 
 
5. Referring to the Category A issues, Mr. Pesmajoglou underscored that the UNFCCC 
welcomed cooperation from ICAO in the collection of aviation emissions-related data as it knew the aviation 
sector best and how to gather such data. The UNFCCC would do all it could to assist ICAO in that regard. 
Recalling his earlier comments (cf. GIACC/2-SD/1, paragraph 43) on the UNFCCC mechanism for the 
reporting and review of data from Governments, he indicated that information thereon could be provided at 
a future GIACC meeting. If ICAO found that mechanism to be useful, it could adapt it to its own 
circumstances.  
 
6. In conclusion, Mr. Pesmajoglou fully agreed that ICAO had a very important role to play in 
addressing emissions from international aviation, regardless of the percentage of the global emissions which 
such emissions constituted. He emphasized that it was necessary for every organization and every sector to 
address the global problem of climate change. 
 
7. Responding to a point raised by the Chairperson, Mr. Pesmajoglou underscored that there 
were many synergies between the actions being taken by States to reduce domestic aviation emissions and 
the actions that the latter were taking to reduce international aviation emissions. The implementation of ATM, 
the improvement of ground operations and the enhancement of fuel efficiency for domestic operations, inter 
alia, could also be applied to international operations. He indicated that information regarding domestic 
aviation emissions were reported to the UNFCCC every four to five years through national communications 
of Annex I and non-Annex I Parties. The information received from Annex I Parties was reviewed on a 
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regular basis. Annex I Parties also reported annually on specific policies and measures put in place for 
domestic aviation emissions as part of the GHG inventories. While such information could be extracted from 
the latter, it was not readily available. Mr. Pesmajoglou would provide the GIACC with information 
compiled by the UNFCCC relating to actions taken by States at the national level to reduce aviation 
emissions. 
 
8. In light of the comment made earlier that Brazil only recognized Clean Development 
Mechanism (CDM) allowances as carbon offsets, it was stressed that the GIACC, in considering carbon 
offsets as a potential economic measure to reduce aviation emissions, should take into account what was 
recognized by ICAO, by individual States and the UNFCCC as carbon offsets and should ensure the proper 
alignment between the UNFCCC mechanisms and any that the Group developed. It was noted that there was 
a significant distinction between domestic and international aviation when it came to economic measures, an 
example being national general emissions trading scheme for all sectors of the economy such as the one 
Australia was putting in place which included only domestic aviation emissions. 
 
9. To a query by the Chairperson, Mr. Pesmajoglou indicated that under the UNFCCC and the 
Kyoto Protocol, a “basket” of options for reducing emissions which encompassed all GHGs and all sectors 
was made available to States. He underscored that States might decide not to focus their efforts on aviation 
emissions but on other sectors where the measures were more cost-effective. The Chairperson requested that 
the UNFCCC’s “basket” of options for domestic aviation emissions be provided to the GIACC for 
consideration in developing one for international aviation emissions. 
 
10. To a further question regarding how ICAO could enhance its credibility within the larger 
forum of the UNFCCC, Mr. Pesmajoglou emphasized that States were already well-aware of ICAO’s actions 
to reduce international aviation emissions through the participation of C/ENV, as the Secretary of the CAEP, 
and other ICAO officials at UNFCCC meetings, as well as through the distribution of statements. The 
Chairperson observed that the classification of international aviation emissions outside national totals and the 
assignment of the former to ICAO was at the core of ICAO’s communications challenge. It placed the 
responsibility on ICAO to not only deal with international aviation emissions but also with all of the 
associated issues of visibility, perceptions and effective communication on international aviation outside of 
the UNFCCC. It therefore also placed a greater obligation on the GIACC to develop a comprehensive 
strategy for dealing with those issues, including meeting the requirements of communication, reporting, 
monitoring and evaluation. While there was room for cooperation and collaboration, that would not result in 
the responsibility for fulfilling that obligation being met outside ICAO. This gave rise to questions regarding 
the strategic nature of the GIACC’s intervention, its location within ICAO’s institutional framework and its 
continued existence after GIACC/4. 
 
11. It was reiterated that ICAO should exert its leadership role in tackling international aviation 
emissions; otherwise, another organization would, in contradiction with ICAO’s role as the international 
organization responsible for civil aviation under the Chicago Convention. It was emphasized that if ICAO 
assumed its responsibilities, then its efforts would be appreciated in the global UNFCCC framework. 
 
Template question 25: Should a new role for ICAO be identified, such as environmental audits? Can 
ICAO identify and disseminate best practices? 
 
12. The view was expressed that an environmental audit function for ICAO would complement 
its role in performing safety and security audits and that it could be identified as a medium-term initiative. 
While it would require some lead time to develop and evolve, an environmental audit programme could 
enhance ICAO’s credibility within the UNFCCC as it would demonstrate that the Organization had the 
requisite expertise and that it was taking responsibility for reporting publicly and in an objective way on what 
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was happening globally with regard to international aviation emissions. Some other Members maintained 
that it was premature for the GIACC to discuss such an environmental audit function for ICAO. 
 
13. Responding to a query, Mr. Pesmajoglou noted that while the UNFCCC did not have an 
audit process, it did have the said review process for determining if Annex I Parties complied with their 
commitments under the Kyoto Protocol to reduce emissions. 
 
14. Noting that the Group was discussing details before it had agreed on the key issues, 
Mr. E. Bachurin (Russian Federation) indicated that, in order to formulate aspirational goals (the GIACC’s 
main task) it should address the following questions: Did the Group want civil aviation to continue 
developing and growing? Did it believe that there was no real alternative to civil aviation? Did the Group 
believe that passenger air traffic would keep growing regardless of the higher fuel prices? If the answer was 
yes, then the most obvious goal and mission would be along the lines of: “To take all necessary measures to 
reduce the negative effects of emissions produced by civil aviation in order to ensure its stable development 
and obtain the support of public opinion for its growth”. That was the key element: civil aviation needed to 
grow and the GIACC must make that growth possible. That was why the Group needed a very solid 
emissions reduction programme which should give it the support of public opinion. If the GIACC agreed on 
that point, then it would be easy to address a second set of questions: Did the Group believe that it had to be 
active or passive in achieving that goal? Did the GIACC want ICAO to be just an observer or consultant or 
the driving force, taking decisions which would be obligatory for all signing States? Should the ICAO 
solution be very limited, for example, only international flights, or should it be global? He favoured real, 
global actions, without any constraints as to applicability. Mr. Bachurin believed that the strength of ICAO 
was in setting industry Standards. It was far from being an observer or consultant. If the Group could agree 
on that point, all other questions and answers would be easy to formulate and respond to. 
 
15. Mr. Bachurin noted that, at this stage, the GIACC would need to go into some level of detail, 
such as whether there was a possibility to set industry Standards for the reduction of international aviation 
emissions. Affirming that it existed, he indicated that if the GIACC took noise reduction as an example, then 
it would have the recipe. Should it encompass all aviation or only a small fraction, such as international 
aviation? Mr. Bachurin considered that it should cover all commercial aviation. Should reporting by States 
be voluntary or obligatory? He believed that it should be obligatory for the goal to be achieved. Was there a 
need for an action plan to be adopted by States? Should that action plan be formed on the common ground 
provided by ICAO? The answer was, of course, yes. Could there be variations and differences between 
developed and developing countries, exemptions, etc.? Yes, as long as they did not influence public opinion 
and did not put the brakes on civil aviation development. Was there room for market instruments such as 
emissions trading? Yes, as long as those instruments were global and not local or fractional, 
non-discriminatory and clearly addressed the goal. Should emissions trading be regional or global? 
Mr. Bachurin believed that the principles must be set at the global level and be formulated and controlled by 
ICAO. 
 
16. There was one other main question: Did the Group believe that civil aviation might take 
advantage of high technology solutions or alternative energy sources? Should it count on miracles and 
projected high reduction figures? Could it imagine an aircraft which operated on nuclear power? While such 
an aircraft could be a real solution to most emissions issues on the ground and even in the sea, it would be 
tantamount to a nuclear bomb. It was necessary to be realistic and to request the working groups not to go into 
fantasy and not to promise too much. Civil aviation was a unique transport medium that did not have any 
alternative, and was unlikely to have one, even in the Group’s projected long term period, 2050. The GIACC 
should look for solutions keeping in mind the need for development and growth. 
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17. In conclusion, Mr. Bachurin asked the Group to support the following important statement: 
In addressing the issue of global climate change and civil aviation emissions reductions, ICAO must make 
an effort to set industry Standards and to not be just an observer or consultant, as recommendations were not 
obligatory for each and every country, they would lead nowhere. 
 
18. Observing that Mr. Bachurin’s comments crystallized the key strategic issues to be 
addressed by the GIACC, the Chairperson indicated that they would serve as a useful backdrop for 
considering the work to be carried out by the envisaged working groups. 
 
19. With reference to the issue of Standards, the Chairperson underscored that the detail of 
moving to the level of Standards would pose particular challenges to the Group. There was a question of 
whether, in concluding its work, the GIACC would wish to introduce the new idea of Standards as opposed 
to aspirational goals. She indicated that Standards would eventually emerge in the monitoring and 
implementation frameworks. Careful consideration would have to be given to that issue, as Standards 
implied adoption, monitoring, enforcement, etc. The Chairperson emphasized that the GIACC wanted a 
more flexible approach, one that allowed for adaptation and adoption of measures by States depending on 
their specific circumstances. The issue of Standards was thus a contentious one that required clarification. 
 
20. The Chairperson noted that the questions relating to the relationship between global 
aspirational goals and principles at the global level were useful. The GIACC would have to reflect on what 
practicable measures to reduce international aviation emissions were achievable in the short-term. It was 
suggested, in this context, that the Group consider the issue of night curfews, whose imposition at certain 
airports caused an increase in aviation emissions. 
 
21. In then summarizing the discussion, the Chairperson noted that a consensus was emerging 
that it was premature to consider the issue of an environmental audit function for ICAO. The Group could 
discuss it at a later stage, in the context of post-implementation, to test the effectiveness of measures and to 
set Standards against which States could be audited. Similarly, the issue of Standards could be addressed 
later. They would apply at the audit stage, way in the future when implementation was underway. She 
observed that the common theme from the exchange of views was the primacy of ICAO’s role in addressing 
international aviation emissions and the placing of certain responsibilities on the Organization to take the 
process forward. As Mr. Bachurin had stated, ICAO was not an observer or consultant but a principal 
contributor to that process. The Chairperson indicated that it would be for the envisaged Working Group on 
Means to Evaluate Progress to address the issues relating to the institutional framework, the role of ICAO, 
monitoring and reporting, information gathering, etc. 
 
Agenda Item 4:  Plans and schedules for the accomplishment of tasks identified 
 
Process to progress work in the interval between GIACC/2 and GIACC/3 (Montr�al, 16-18 Feb. 
2009): Assignment of tasks, allocation of responsibilities and identification of deliverables 
 
22. The Group considered Flimsy No. 2 on the proposed structure of the three envisaged 
working groups (Goals, Measures and Means to Evaluate Progress) and the assignment of participants, as 
well as the draft terms of reference for each working group, which were circulated during the meeting. The 
Secretary of the GIACC noted that it would be at Members’ discretion to have their Advisors take part in the 
working groups. He suggested that the mechanism for carrying out the working groups’ tasks be left to the 
Chairperson of each working group in consultation with the respective Members. In also suggesting that the 
work be done as much as possible through virtual meetings, the Secretary of the GIACC encouraged the 
sharing of electronic documents and the use of teleconferencing techniques. He indicated that once the draft 
terms of reference of the working groups had been agreed upon, they would be attached to a revised version 
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of Flimsy No. 2 so as to have a complete record of the working groups’ structure, composition and terms of 
reference. 
 
23. The Chairperson proposed that at least one meeting of each working group, virtual or 
otherwise, be held prior to the CAEP Steering Group meeting to be convened in Seattle from 22 to 
26 September 2008 so that the Steering Group could consider the CAEP’s contributions to the working 
groups. She noted that it would be helpful if the working groups held their first meeting after the UNFCCC 
meeting in Accra, Ghana (21-27 August 2008) so that they could reflect on the latter’s deliberations. The 
Chairperson suggested that there be at least two meetings of each working group, virtual or otherwise, 
between GIACC/2 and GIACC/3. In noting that a third meeting could be held prior to GIACC/3, for example, 
the week before that meeting, depending on the working groups’ progress, she indicated that a decision to 
convene an additional meeting could be left to the Chairpersons. It was underscored, in this regard, that such 
a meeting should not be convened immediately before GIACC/3 as it was necessary for the working groups’ 
reports to be prepared and posted on the GIACC secure dedicated website well in advance of that meeting. 
 
24. During the discussion, the Chairperson clarified that while Members were assigned to a 
particular working group, they could make inputs to the other working groups. In noting a request from the 
Member of the United States to be transferred from the Measures Working Group to the Goals Working 
Group, she indicated that she would check if another Member of that Group could be reassigned to the 
Measures Working Group. The Chairperson confirmed that the Secretariat would provide support to the 
working groups’ Chairpersons. With regard to the provision of language services, the President of the 
Council noted that the Organization had limited financial resources. Recalling that in many cases in the past 
the Russian Federation, China and the Arab States had provided translation/interpretation services, he 
indicated that the matter should be left to the Secretariat. 
 
25. The Group agreed that the names of the working groups would be changed as follows: that 
the Goals Working Group would become the “Global Aspirational Goals Working Group”; that the 
Measures Working Group would become the “Measures to Achieve Emissions Reductions” and that the 
Means to Evaluate Progress Working Group would become the “Monitoring and Implementation Working 
Group”. Although proposals were made to combine either the Measures and the Monitoring and 
Implementation Working Groups or the Goals and the Monitoring and Implementation Working Groups, it 
was agreed to retain the three working groups. 
 
26. The Chairperson of the Measures to Achieve Emissions Reductions Working Group 
indicated that working groups should be allowed to seek assistance from industry organizations such as 
IATA and CANSO and suggested that paragraph 1.2 of Flimsy No. 2 be amended accordingly. This was 
agreed. It was also agreed that the first sentence of paragraph 1.4 would be amended to reflect that each 
working group could consider any other related topic which Members believed would assist them in 
achieving their mandate and that the second sentence would be amended to indicate that they would also bear 
in mind Assembly Resolution A36-22, Appendix K, and the deliberations of GIACC/1 and GIACC/2. 
 
27. The Group then reviewed the draft terms of reference of the working groups. While 
recognizing that paragraph f) of the terms of reference of the Measures to Achieve Emissions Reductions 
Working Group called for the latter to consider mechanisms to facilitate implementation by States, it was 
suggested that the terms of reference of each working group be amended to reflect the need to take into 
consideration the special needs of developing countries and to identify measures to assist them. 
 
28. With regard to the terms of reference for the Global Aspirational Goals Working Group, one 
Member suggested that under the heading “Task”, the word “different” in the first line be replaced with the 
word “global”; that under the heading “Actions”, the word “aspirational” be deleted from paragraphs b) and 
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c) as those paragraphs related to medium- and long-term goals; and that under the heading “Deliverable”, the 
first sentence be amended to read along the following lines: “A report to GIACC/3 providing a set of options 
with respect to particular global aspirational goals in the form of fuel efficiency, their time scales, and 
metrics, including the proposal in GIACC/2-WP/4 and another set of options with respect to medium- 
and long-term goals for fuel efficiency, if any” (new text appears in bold); and that the second sentence 
be amended by replacing the words “This is” by the words “These are”. Another Member suggested that: 
under the heading “Task”, the words “and carbon neutral growth” be deleted from the second paragraph; and 
that the words “and carbon neutral growth, as well as emissions reduction” be deleted from the third 
paragraph; and that under the heading “Actions”, the words “and individual State” be deleted from 
paragraph a); that the word “different” be replaced with the word “aspirational” in paragraph b) and that a 
new paragraph be added referring to the provision of advice on how to take into consideration the special 
circumstances of developing countries. A Member suggested, as an alternative, that, under the heading 
“Task”, reference be made in the second paragraph to the potential for carbon neutral growth and issues 
related to its achievement and in the third paragraph, to the potential for carbon neutral growth, as well as 
emissions reduction and issues related to their achievement. Another Member suggested that, under the 
heading “Task”, the word “short-term” be added so that it would read “…a set of options for short-term 
aspirational goals”; that a reference to GIACC/2-WP/4 be added after the word “CAEP” in paragraph a) of 
the “Actions” paragraph instead of under the heading “Deliverable” as proposed; and that a new paragraph 
be added referring to the provision of advice on the scope of application of the options and the implications 
for ICAO and its Member States instead of the proposed new paragraph d). A Member indicated that the new 
paragraph should be added to the terms of reference of the Monitoring and Implementation Working Group 
instead of to the Aspirational Goals Working Group as it related to the scope of application of the various 
options. A Member suggested that the proposed new action paragraph d) be revised to refer specifically to the 
issues of financing, technology and capacity-building for developing countries. Another Member suggested 
that: action paragraph a) be amended by adding the words “and the ICAO Secretariat” after the word 
“CAEP” and the words “and the information required” after the words “doing so”; and that under the 
heading “Deliverable”, the word “challenges” be added after the words “time scales” and that the words “and 
the information required” be added after the word “metrics”. The Chairperson of the Measures to Achieve 
Emissions Reductions Working Group underscored that action paragraph b) duplicated the actions to be 
carried out by his working group. 
 
29. With respect to the terms of reference of the Measures to Achieve Emissions Reductions 
Working Group, one Member suggested that: under the heading “Task”, the word “reduce” be replaced by 
the word “address”; that under the heading “Actions”, the word “reduce” be replaced by the word “address” 
in paragraph a); that the words contained in square brackets (“[and to flag up potential trade-offs]”) be 
deleted in paragraph b); and that a new paragraph h) be added referring to the identification of measures to 
assist developing countries. 
 
30. With regard to the terms of reference of the Monitoring and Implementation Working Group, 
one Member suggested that: under the heading “Task”, the word “ aspirational” be added before the word 
“goals”; and that under the heading “Actions”, a new paragraph d) be added referring to the identification of 
measures to assist developing countries. Another Member suggested that: under the heading “Task”, the 
word “assess” be replaced by the words “report on”; and that under the heading “Deliverable”, the words 
“and communication” be added after the words “data collection”. Another Member suggested that: under the 
heading “Task”, the phrase “in accordance with international obligations” be added at the end of the sentence; 
and that under the heading “Actions”, a new paragraph e) be added on the identification of how ICAO can 
report on progress of Annex I countries in the fulfilment of their obligations under Article 2.2 of the Kyoto 
Protocol. A Member suggested that action paragraph b) be amended by replacing the words “volume and 
standard of that data” with the word “required”. The Chairperson indicated that, as the Group did not have 
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sufficient time to address the item “Media issues and communications arising from GIACC/2”, it would be 
referred to the Monitoring and Implementation Working Group for consideration. 
 
31. The Group entrusted the Chairperson with the finalization of Flimsy No. 2 and the working 
groups’ terms of references taking into account the suggestions made and the meeting’s discussions. It was 
noted that a revised Flimsy No. 2 would be made available on the GIACC secure dedicated website. It was 
understood that Discussion Paper No. 1 to WP/2 on the consensus reached regarding the consolidated 
template would be revised to include the conclusions reached during the present meeting and would be 
posted on the website, for comments. That paper would be finalized prior to the first meeting of the working 
groups and would be taken into consideration by the latter in the initial part of their work.. 
 
Agenda Item 3:  Planning of actions and policy elements to be developed by the Group 
 
Exchange of information on national and regional initiatives/action plans/measures in relation to the 
environmental impact of aviation 
 
32. Noting that Mr. K. Gohain (India) had been unable to attend GIACC/1 due to unavoidable 
reasons, Mr. R.P. Sahi assured ICAO and the GIACC that India would participate and contribute, 
individually and collectively, in addressing, and finding solutions, to the tasks assigned to the GIACC by the 
36th Session of the Assembly in September 2007 under the overall framework of Assembly 
Resolution 36-22, Appendix K. 
 
33. Mr. Sahi reiterated India’s stand that per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions was the 
only equitable basis for a global agreement to tackle climate change. He underscored that his State, while 
pursuing sustainable development and growth, has shown that its per capita GHG emissions would never 
exceed the per capita GHG emissions of developed countries. Mr. Sahi further reiterated that the issue of 
climate change in international aviation must be addressed in accordance with the UNFCCC, the Kyoto 
Protocol and the common but differentiated responsibilities principles. In that regard, he endorsed and 
supported all of the comments made by other Members supporting these basic principles. The ICAO 
Assembly had laid down the principle of common but differentiated responsibilities in Assembly Resolution 
A36-22, Appendix K, and it could not be negotiated in the GIACC. It was therefore important that the 
provisions and principles of the UNFCCC were fully respected, in letter and in spirit, in the GIACC and in 
its outcome. Emphasizing that sustained and actual rated economic growth was critical for all developing 
countries, Mr. Sahi stressed that the latter could not, for the present, even consider quantitative restrictions to 
their emissions. 
 
34. Mr. Sahi noted that India had recently unveiled a strong national action plan for climate 
change and that those efforts were greatly enhanced by financial and technological support. His State was 
also commissioning a study to assess the baseline GHG inventories from international civil aviation in India 
which would help his Government in undertaking mitigation plans and actions in the future. 
 
35. In fully supporting the creation of working groups on goals, measures and reporting, 
Mr. Sahi observed that India would contribute as a Member of the Measures to Achieve Emissions 
Reductions Working Group. He emphasized that the working groups should work on the basis of reliable 
data furnished by the CAEP, as well as other technical inputs. Mr. Sahi further underscored that, in keeping 
the timeframe of the UNFCCC negotiations, ICAO must send its interim report and input after GIACC/3 to 
the UNFCCC by June 2009 at the latest so that it would be taken into account by the UNFCCC pursuant to 
Assembly Resolution A36-22, which directed the Council to submit policy to, and advise, the UNFCCC. 
 
36. The Group noted the above statement. 
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Closing of the meeting 
 
37. The President of the Council thanked Mr. Pesmajoglou, the representative of the UNFCCC, 
for his participation in the second meeting of the GIACC. Noting that it was his last mission for the UNFCCC, 
the President, on behalf of ICAO and the GIACC, expressed sincere appreciation for his presence at 
GIACC/2, for his many contributions to ICAO’s work, in particular to the CAEP, and for facilitating 
relations between ICAO and the UNFCCC. He wished Mr. Pesmajoglou every success in his future 
endeavours. 
  
38. The Chairperson thanked the Members of the GIACC, who had worked tirelessly through 
GIACC/1 and GIACC/2 to advance the work assigned to the Group by the 36th Session of the Assembly. 
Observing that the Group was now at the half-way stage, she indicated that the framework for progressing to 
GIACC/3 had been discussed extensively. Members’ extensive engagement in the working groups would 
take the GIACC’s work to a higher level. Assistance provided by ICAO would enable the Group to finalize 
its work and to report to the Council and the Assembly in a meaningful way. 
  
39. In addition to expressing gratitude to Members for their participation and to their Advisors 
for their support, the Chairperson voiced appreciation to the Secretariat staff for their hard work and 
applauded the interpreters. Concluding, she thanked the President of the Council for all of his support and 
guidance on how to advance the GIACC’s work. 
 
 
 

— END — 


