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6. Opening of meeting (13:00 hr)

· Welcome by Paul van Koppen

· In his welcoming speech, he reflected briefly on the joint meeting of this morning and that he felt that it went very well. Unfortunately, the morning meeting ended ½ hour later than expected. Paul hopes to have this meeting completed by 15.00 hr. To do so, points 6 & 7 will be skipped. Points 8 & 9 are very important and he wants to take the time first to discuss these points. If there is time over, we will come back to points 6 and/or 7.
· Agenda setting: no remarks
· Clarification of day’s programme: no remarks
7. Minutes of last meeting of the WG WSS

There was still time left in the end of the meeting. Paul van Koppen talked briefly about the minutes of the last WG WSS meeting in Accra. He asked members to send their versions of the minutes so that they can be included in the final minutes. This should be done within 1 week. Furthermore, some of the action points were already discussed briefly. If there are any questions concerning these actions points, please send them to Paul van Koppen or Coline van der Ven. 

The next meeting of the WG WSS will probably be in November/ December. This may be combined with the steering group meetings or one of the AMCOW-TAC meetings. It was suggested that the meeting should be linked preferably with a meeting on Country Dialogue instead of AMCOW-TAC.

8.
Donor Harmonisation & Coordination

Now follows a short recap on the workshop in Accra. A workshop was held on the Friday in the Accra conference for both Donor Harmonisation & Coordination and Capacity Building. For each subject, a concept note was made and sent around. This concept note you can find on the EUWI website. There were many discussions and objectives being made for this meeting.

· Give feedback about the workshops in Accra

· How can we bring the two subjects forward for implementation for the use in the CD process?

Presentation of discussion note by Mrs Annette Bos (UNESCO-IHE)

· See presentation on website (www.euwi.net  = Africa: WG Documents/ WG Own Documents (agenda/ minutes): Stockholm 2005)
Stephen Turner presented his and some of the UK’s views on Harmonization
He feels that we already identified earlier the gap between international and ground level. In addition, he makes the following remarks
“There are Harmonization Mechanism and Harmonisation Donor Policies.

On Policies:

They are the decisions of the water sector. Some policies are difficult. We like to harmonize around confirm and understanding what we try to achieve in WS. We talk a lot about the processes but do we agree that what we try to achieve in sanitation is: this or that model? What we are trying to do with cost recovery is the same as what we are working towards? Are there some issues in our organization, which are either policies that we as individual organization or governments are actually promoting, whether all member states agree the same thing about cost recovery? Or, can it be agreed that there are certain best practices that should be included? There is something to be said around some critical issues: sanitation, promotion, cost recovery. Basically thousands facts or perspectives that can be useful can be brought together and then say:  this is what we are looking for. These issues and discussion should be in the CD; these are things agreed to belong to the CD. Governments are an absolute vital issue for the water sector although we got to engage other parts of developing process, both donors & national governments. 

Another important factor is the conditionalities that the World Bank maybe promoting. The British government has changed their policies on conditionality and says that it is not part of their policy. But the bank still has their policy because Britain has only 3 % of the votes of the banks. Of course, once you get the UK policy changed, it doesn’t seem to have any major impact. When it comes down to implementing programmes procedures for how the World Bank’s money been used, then there is impact. How we tackle harmonization in that sense? Now, you can’t tackle all these things at the same time. .

But, first it is not to say you get there very quickly but maybe there are some things that are more within the water sector that can be started up. That is one aspect. I think also harmonization may lead to a a fruitful discussion country by country on the key lockages. Further, I think it is critical for this that states themselves can agree what their common position is and it is not merely this signing up to a treaty. It is what they do on the ground. 

On Mechanisms:
Another aspect of the harmonization is more on mechanism. This might be, it used to be translated where different donors work for different regions and they sorted out location, and sorted out competition between them did not address necessarily those commonalities.
A form of donor club would be, in a way, or can be very disfunctional. Donors clubs can patent big stakes to control. There are issues around different types of reporting and accountability, risks and all the time needed to eventually get the alignment. Again, is there a message to say that, to achieve maximal harmonization, is that ultimately what the budget supports? What is the mechanism? I heard in Uganda that the government will do a trade-off. They will prefer budget support, but if that support gives less money, you would trade off for different mechanism that had different advantages. It is then a trade-off between the volume and the mechanism. So, it is not a pure aspect. These are only my observations about practical stuff. There are complications. We talk of harmonization and set ourselves targets of what that is going to look like, to recognize when actually some things are outside the control. Therefore, we need to be realistic; we need to know what harmonization needs. . I think we should be asking member states to use their collective shareholding to work together to create a sufficient power block to work to change. Harmonization is also something that the member states can pick as well as looking it over.”

“We need to get around some of the critical blockages to the policy level. Is there clarity on the house sanitation, getting around agreements? I don’t think the outcome of that will result in uniformity. A degree perhaps, of conscience of that way forward. We talk about achieving sanitation targets; we actually have some substance to lessen the gap. I think it is working.

“Countries are still looking at a planning process rather than necessarily looking at getting to the point where they are agreeing to standards. They need to look at critical issues that are not yet resolved.”

Other remarks: The different countries need to be in the driver’s seat instead of EU. They should assist the countries, not the other way around. EU should also expect that the countries are on different levels of the process and that not one of them is the same. For example, Uganda progressed by seeing other countries and communicating their experiences with others. 

If you look at the ODA polices and different policies of water supply & sanitation, there are a lot of variations & different approaches. On the issue of sanitation, do we give subsidy or not? On the issue of water, water should be free and everyone should have the right to have it. At the moment there is no harmonized EU approach on water supply and sanitation. That is why there is a discussion today, what our WG tries to see, but it doesn’t lead to a harmonized alliance in the works in the field of water sanitation, just to make more efficient service delivery systems available. Can issues be identified? There should be more alignment and better harmonized organization. In Ghana, discussions were made of critical issues. Just start a simple tangible issue that EU could help with, to be put on the agenda of the politicians and members states to be looking into the harmonization. 

The objective of DH is to apply it in countries. To see the effects clearly, there should be pilot country. The suggestion was to use Ghana as a pilot country for the DH. First ask permission from Denmark for the funding of this project. 

How to move forward? Suggestion: There should be a workshop held in Ghana to determine what the EU can do for it in the CD process. As well, the experiences that EU has made should be communicated at this workshop. In the later part of the pilot process, Ghana needs to contribute its experiences to other countries and to the EU. This point should be brought in the concept note and see whether recommendations how the EU can globally contribute to the DH on the political side. If the EU wants to change things, they should dot it on policy level, outside the water sector. 

We need to sell the message to get support from the governments and politicians. It was suggested to use the finalized concept note to give to politicians, explaining what is happening in Africa and that there is a way of improvement. It is vital to capture their attentions because they are the only ones to change government outlooks.

What needs to be remembered is how to achieve the millennium goals that have been set. Lead donors have a responsibility to it.

Action Point:

· Annette Bos: The concept note needs to be finalized and include the comments and remarks of the discussion
· We need to capture the results/ outcomes of the future workshop in Ghana so that the EU can specifically see how they can help in the CD process.

· There should be a review of example cases whether the EU has developed experiences in specific countries. 

· To the in-country processes and their support groups: when there will be a MSF (like in Ghana in November of this year), we need to discuss the issues over DH before or during the MSF. We then need to prepare documents to tackle these issues at the MSF.

9. 
Capacity Building to support reaching the MDGs

Presentation of discussion note by Mrs Annette Bos (UNESCO-IHE)

· See presentation on website (www.euwi.net  = Africa: WG Documents/ WG Own Documents (agenda/ minutes): Stockholm 2005
To be able to succeed in the CB, it is of vital importance that relation between the road map and capacity building is very clear and concise. E.g in the case of Mozambique, we need to look at the role of CB with the task ahead: 6M being served in 10 years. This can be done, but the work needs to be sustained.

Then follows a small note on the Mozambique process. The CB is a process that is very dedicated to local government. Local government is in the process of reducing their role in government and involving more private sectors. There is a tremendous capacity with the private sectors. People also need to be aware of this change in the government. It needs to be clear to identify in view of the plans ahead, on national, provincial & district level.

CB is part of the national dialogue. It should be better promoted to the governments and to the people. They need to know about the CB and how the best way to achieve that. It was suggested that the management, government and its people should be trained. 
The collective weakness of CB is the funding. Once there is funding, the weaknesses can be dealt with. There should be requirements made to be showed by investment plans of the Roadmap Plan. Donors need to increase their budgets to be able to succeed the CB in the countries.

What also is very vital for the succession of the CB is the sharing of information. The EU needs to give African countries a briefing over CB; we need to promote it in the Dialogue Process. Furthermore, the experiences that already have been made need to be known to other countries and to the EU.
It was agreed that the issue of capacity building will be taken forward and further developed. 

10. AOB


Skip

11. Closure of WG WSS meeting(15.00 hr)

Emmanuel Nkrumah spoke words of thanks for everybody’s contribution to the meeting. He thanked Paul for facilitating the meeting. Dick van Ginhoven added his gratitude on the outcome of the meeting and he wished everyone a safe trip home.
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