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Executive Summary
The Environmental Defender's Office of NSW (EDO) has prepared this briefing note to
assist Small Island Developing States (SIDS) to assess proposals for fast start funding
being discussed at the UNFCCC negotiations in Copenhagen. The EDO is a community
legal centre with over 20 years experience specialising in public interest environmental
and planning law. Since 1999, the EDO has received funding from the John D. and
Catherine T. MacArthur foundation for capacity-building in the South Pacific region.
The EDO has been extensively involved in law reform and litigation relating to the
impact of climate change on coastal communities.
There is a clear and urgent need for SIDS, particularly in the Pacific, to access funding
for adaptation to the current and projected impacts of climate change. This need is
widely-recognised, as demonstrated by the inclusion statements in favour of fast start
funding for adaptation in pre-Copenhagen declarations by both developed and
developing countries, including the Commonwealth of Nations and the EU. 1
Several groups have raised concerns, however, that fast start funding may be used as a
means of garnering support for a weak agreement, diverting attention from the
negotiations necessary to secure long-term funding sources.2 Such concerns may be
fuelled by statements such as Australia’s that “a fast-start fund can assist in bringing
about a good outcome at Copenhagen.” 3
In addition to their very short operation and potential to detract from negotiations
around longer term issues, the EDO has identified two key limitations in the current
proposals for fast start funding. First, there is no guarantee that fast start adaptation
funding would be additional to existing financial assistance. Indeed, there are strong
indications that it would not. Second, there is considerable uncertainty relating to how
the money will be distributed, making it likely that (as with previous funding schemes)
only a small proportion will go to adaptation projects in SIDS.

1. Proposals for fast start funding
At the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting (CHOGM) held in Port of Spain
in November 2009, the UK proposed the creation of a Copenhagen Launch Fund. This
was endorsed by the 53 Commonwealth heads of government at CHOGM in the
Commonwealth Climate Change Declaration (“the Declaration”),4 and a similar proposal
appears in the Danish text of November 27 (“the Danish text”).5 Fast start funding was
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also part of the conclusions of the European Council’s meeting of December 10-11 2009
(“the EC Conclusions”).6
The Declaration provided that fast start funds would be provided as grants, starting in
2010 and building to a level of $10 billion annually by 2012. The Danish text and EC
Conclusions also provide for $10 billion annually from 2010 to 2012, though both the
amount and the end date are bracketed in the Danish text. The EC Conclusions stated
that the EU is ready to contribute EUR 2.4 billion ($3.6 bn) annually for the next three
years.7
These figures are all considerably lower than the $75-100 billion that the World Bank has
estimated will be required for adaptation in developing countries every year from 20102050.8

2. Additionality
While the Danish text provided that fast start funding would be additional to existing
funds for poverty alleviation and progress toward achievement of Millennium
Development Goals,9 both the Declaration and the EC Conclusions were silent on the
issue.
Commentators have suggested that the money is likely to be simply a re-labelling or redistribution of existing aid commitments.10 Reuters reported an internal EU discussion
paper from the Swedish Presidency, circulated to EU negotiators ahead of the UN
climate negotiations in Copenhagen, as stating that “(F)or fast start actions existing funds
should be used.”11 In Port of Spain the UK announced that it would contribute £800
million in total over three years, and that this had already been allocated in the budget,12
although there was little indication that this would be additional to the £800 budgeted by
the UK in 2007 for the World Bank’s climate investment funds.
3. Distribution
It is not clear how the funds would be distributed, and there is little to indicate that
adaptation projects in SIDs will be a focal point of fast track funding.
All three proposals discussed above provide that fast start funding should go to
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adaptation, but also for other purposes. The Declaration provided that the fund would
include support for REDD plus and clean technology as well as adaptation. The Danish
text provided that fast start funding should be made available to implement actions
identified in National Adaptation Programmes of Action and other urgent needs and to
build capacity for further planning. The EC Conclusions provided that fast start funding
should also be provided for mitigation, including forestry and capacity-building.
The Declaration provided that there would be a dedicated stream for small island states
and associated low-lying coastal states of AOSIS of at least 10 per cent of the fund.13
However, the more recent Danish text and EC Conclusions did not give any priority to
SIDS, instead stating that priority should be given to “the poorest and most vulnerable
countries” “vulnerable and least developed countries” respectively.
Without explicit prioritization, it is likely that only a very small proportion of fast start
funding would be spent on adaptation in SIDS. An analysis of past funds indicates that
the majority is spent on mitigation projects, and is spent outside of SIDS. As illustrated
in the chart below, of the $3.79 billion spent on climate change under the GEF, only
$560 million was spent on adaptation, and only $57 million went to projects in SIDS.14
Total Climate Change Funding

Total Mitigation
85.2%

Other Adaptation
13.3%

SIDS Adaptation
1.5%

If these trends are repeated in fast start funding, an allocation of $10 billion a year would
mean only $15 million for adaptation in SIDS. This is well below the estimates of what is
required for adaptation.
Further, within the small proportion spent on adaptation under past funding, the
majority of funds have been spent on knowledge-gathering, research studies and
capacity-building, rather than on concrete adaptation projects.15
In addition to their failure to address medium and long-term adaptation needs in SIDS,
During the Port of Spain meeting, Australia had proposed that, should such a fund come into being, five
to ten percent should go to small island states. Transcript of doorstop, Port of Spain, November 28 2009 <
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the above analysis indicates that current proposals for fast start funding are unlikely to
meet even the short-term adaptation needs of SIDS. SIDS must therefore lobby strongly
to ensure that previous low funding levels are not reflected in any agreement on
adaptation financing in Copenhagen. What is needed is a concerted effort to ensure that
financing corresponds to the levels needed to address both imminent and ongoing
climate change threats in SIDS.
* For more information about this submission please contact Amelia Thorpe, EDO International
Director on +61 2 9262 6989.
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