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MORNING SESSION

Welcome

Welcome by Mr. Ian Curtis, Deputy Director and Head of Environment DFID. 

Mr. Ian Curtis welcomed the participants of the meeting. He noted the progress that had been achieved for the sector when the Sanitation target had been included under MDG 7. Similarly he noted that SWA provided an opportunity to make a radical step change in addressing the huge challenges of the water and sanitation sector as we seek to meet the MDG targets and extend services to all those who currently do not have them.
Welcome by Mr. Peter de Vries (DGIS), co-chair for the EUWI-AWG.

Peter de Vries welcomed all participants of the meeting and gave an introduction to the objectives and programme for the meeting (programme attached). Peter de Vries explained why the EUWI-AWG took the initiative to co-organize this donor meeting by highlighting the relationship between the present donor meeting, the objectives of the EU-Africa Partnership and the EUWI-AWG Strategy Plan 2009-2013. In the latter, improving on Aid Effectiveness and support to the implementation of international declarations and agreements are prioritized as the main areas of actions for the following years. The present meeting is an important event in line with the recently approved new strategy of the AWG. 

Bai Mass Taal, the Executive Secretary of AMCOW and co-chair of the AWG also participated in the meeting, bringing an important African perspective.
The purpose of the meeting is the preparation of European donors and the EC for the High Level Meeting (HLM) of the Sanitation and Water for All (SWA)-A Global Framework for Action initiative (April 23, in Washington DC) and to coordinate this with the positions of other major donors. 

The meeting consisted of a morning and an afternoon session. During the morning the session focused on the status and analysis of European aid effectiveness in accordance with the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness, the Accra Agenda for Action and the European Code of Conduct. The afternoon session, focused more specifically on understanding the positions of the other major non-European donors and seeking synergies between the intentions for commitments from European and non-European donors and on preparing realistic messages for the HLM.

Update on SWA and the HLM

A presentation was given by Mr. Piers Cross (SWA-GF4A secretariat). 

The presentation elaborated on the present status of the SWA initiative and its different components. Emphasis was given to the High Level Meeting (HLM) and the preparatory process in the run up to the HLM. The HLM is the SWA’s global annual forum where Ministers of Finance and Ministers of Development Cooperation will gather in Washington DC to take stock of progress on sanitation and drinking water, and decide how to increase the performance and effectiveness of the sector.
 The High Level Meeting aims to result in concrete commitments to: Increase political and financial prioritization; promote evidence based decision making; and to support the creation of actionable national plans with the objectives of improving aid effectiveness by better targeting and better donor harmonization/alignment with national plans. 

It is expected that the first annual High Level Meeting, planned for 23rd April, will be attended by Ministers of Finance from ten to twelve developing countries which are some of the most off-track for sanitation and water, accompanied by their Ministers responsible for sanitation and drinking water, and eight to ten Ministers of Development Cooperation. 
It will also be attended by representatives of Development Banks, Civil Society, multilateral development agencies and regional bodies such as the African Ministers’ Council on Water (AMCOW). An intensive preparatory process including regional meetings in Africa and Asia and follow-up to support in-country preparation processes are ongoing. A clear and united Donor Sector Support is considered important to contribute to the HLM’s success. Hence the importance of this meeting. 
Questions were raised about the selection process of countries being invited to the HLM. The countries to be invited to the HLM are the result of a self selective process of countries who participated in the regional preparatory processes and/or who have expressed keen interest for participation.  
Discussion around the nature of the HLM made it clear that the HLM by no means should be understood as a pledging event and that naming and shaming should be avoided by all means. The nature of the meeting will above all be one of galvanizing political and financial support to address the main bottlenecks for progress in the sector by better targeting, better harmonization and alignment in a context of mutual accountability between developing countries and development partners. 
A discussion evolved around the relation between the HLM and the UN –MDG review meeting in September this year in which it was concluded that the HLM should be considered as providing an extra opportunity to create profile and momentum for the water and sanitation MDG’s with the objective that these figure prominently in the MDG Summit agenda. 
The WB proposed side event on water and sanitation (planned for the morning of the HLM) was very much welcomed by the participants of the meeting  as it is felt that the side event created another opportunity to galvanize support for addressing the main issues in the sector. The agenda for the side event is still open for which SWA ‘s inputs to further shape the agenda are being looked for. This coordination will be very important to optimize the given opportunity for SWA and the HLM. 

Additionally, some useful operational suggestions for further shaping the programme for the HLM were brought forward.
European Aid effectiveness; analysis and implications  

Introduction by Mr Peregrine Swann, WHO

This session was introduced by Mr. Peregrine Swann (WHO) who gave a short presentation of the main results of the GLAAS, giving special emphasis on European aid. A second introduction was given by Erma Uytewaal (IRC – EUWI/AWG support group) who highlighted some of the relevant results of the EUWI-AWG European aid mapping study (2008) in view of the agreements of Paris and Accra, and in particularly the guiding principles as provided by the European Code of Conduct (2007).

Peregrine’s presentation included the following highlights on donor support to the sector:

While the total amount of aid for water and sanitation increased between 2000 and 2008 (150% to Africa and over 50% globally), support for the sector as a percentage of overall aid reduced. However, EU bilateral aid for water and sanitation to Africa has increased as a % of total aid (4.2-4.8). Less than half of the total aid to the sector is targeted to Low Income Countries (LIC’s).

Of the top 8 donors only IDA, AfDF and NL give more than 50% to LICs. The top 12 of recipient countries receive half of the total support to the sector. Donors do not appear to prioritise Fragile States and aid for basic services as a proportion of the total aid to the sector declined over the last five years. 

Countries participating in GLAAS perceive an increased predictability of donor funding and most have developed their own national MDG targets but financial flows to WSS are insufficient to meet these national MDG targets in most countries.
Furthermore it was stressed that the strength of the GLAAS report is that it identifies the main issues the sector is facing based on quantitative and qualitative data from various and complementary sources. However, GLAAS does not provide solutions or recommendations for improvement. 

The GLAAS report will be officially launched at the HLM. Additionally, in preparation for the HLM a 'highlight' document will be prepared by the team.

Presentation on the highlights of the EUWI-AWG aid mapping study (Erma Uytewaal, IRC)

Some of the highlights of the EUWI-AWG aid mapping study on financial aid streams and aid effectiveness were presented against the background of the agreements in the Paris Declaration, the Accra Plan of Action and the European Code of Conduct (CoC) on the division of labor. The CoC is probably the less known of the three mentioned international declarations. The Code of Conduct, approved by the EU council in May 2007 is the EU’s pragmatic approach to the division of labor to significantly increase complementarity and reduce transaction costs in which ownership of the partner countries is a crucial element for any division of labor in development co-operation. The Code of Conduct sets out a number of principles and concrete target but is voluntary and flexible and meant to be implemented within a country –specific approach.  

Round table discussion. 
Based on the two introductory presentations, discussions evolved around the following issues:

Lack of obvious linkages between the actual “need” as expressed by JMP data and the disbursements from European donors. In other words: aid money is not flowing where it is most needed.

The above situation results in emergence of donor orphans and donor darlings with enormous scope for better division of labor and better targeting, across countries.
The difficulty of off –track countries and donor orphans to attract donor support due to challenges in governance and sector capacities. 

A pro- poor focus is not evident. Aid is not targeted to the most off- track countries and support to basic services is decreasing in comparison to investments in large (urban) systems.  

In- country sector investments are not necessarily focused at the groups with largest need, assuming investments in “basic services” is considered an adequate proxy for an in-country pro-poor focus.

 Despite progress in coordination among (European donors) at country level there is still an over-crowding of development partners in some sectors and countries and as a result, high transaction costs at the country level.  

Countries do provide data and info for JMP and GLAAS but availability and use of in-country data and information for internal sector monitoring purposes is an issue.

Sustainability of Sanitation and drinking Water supply services requires adequate strategies for support services to ensure sustainability of the systems and services beyond conclusion of projects and beyond 2015. This implies the need for sector financial strategies or sector financing models. The lack of appropriate indicators to measure and monitor “sustainability” was also flagged as an issue.

Exploration of Intentions and/or statements of European donors for the HLM.

Introduction on possible donor commitments  (Stephen Young-DFID)

Mr. Stephen Young gave a short introduction on the matrix for donor engagement in the SWA-GF4A. The three levels of commitments were explained. The commitment matrix provides for a graduated level of commitment (either agreement to basic principles, group commitments or individual commitments). The matrix provides a framework for donors to discuss and define their position in relation to SWA and the concrete commitments to be made at the HLM.

Stephen Young also presented a joint DFID/DGIS preliminary proposal for possible commitments to be presented at the HLM and which other donors might consider supporting. The proposal includes a concrete commitment (with explicit targets) to increase the proportion of sectoral aid to the poorest countries, to provide technical assistance and support for developing countries to put in place credible sector planning and monitoring frameworks to enable those countries to get on-track for achieving the MDGs. Additionally, DFID and DGIS suggested it might be possible for donors to commit to serve at least 100 million people per year with improved sanitation facilities over the next five years and to increase this to 200 million per year to meet the MDGs. For further reading reference is made to the donor commitment matrix and the DFID/DGIS note.

It was the intention to seek consensus from donors around these or other collective sectoral commitments that could be tabled at the HLM.

Round table.
 During the round table all participating European donors are were invited to share information on their expected participation in the HLM and their commitments to SWA-GFA as well as their ideas on specific messages for the HLM. 

It was highlighted that commitments from donors at Level 1 are extremely necessary and valuable in demonstrating the level of political support for this initiative. In addition it was suggested that a successful HLM will need to deliver one or two specific headline commitments. 

Issues raised and suggestions for refining the proposal:

· Be careful not to present one sided donor commitments without coordination with developing countries. It’s important to safeguard the interface with regional commitments such as agreed upon in Sharm El Sheikh and eThekwini, and national commitments.      

· The HLM is the opportunity to provide a kind of political response to the new JMP results, by addressing issues like better “targeting” and “financial implications”. 

· Refocusing of aid to donor orphans may politically be difficult as these decisions are often made outside the sector at a higher more general political level. Channeling financial support through multi- lateral agencies and silent partnerships were identified as practical options to contribute to a better division of labor and better targeting. 

· Having the present ( and hopefully extended ) group to advocate for working through multi-laterals and NGO’s as a potential strategy to reach fragile states and heavily off track countries which “politically” are difficult to address bi-laterally. 

· Increase commitment to the basic services in % terms as present levels are so low!

The inventory and donor’s specific position to the SWA and HLM is summarized in a table (see annex 3). The key findings are summarized below: 

All participating donors came to a general agreement about the basic principles. Agreement to the basic principles are not found to be very difficult to agree on, however considered to be very necessary and important.  

DFID/DGIs’s proposal for a group commitment to be brought forward to the HLM prompted an interesting discussion on what is understood for a group commitment. Understanding was reached on what it means to sign up for a group commitment.
	.......A group can be defined as a sum of individuals; SWA is the opportunity to “join in”. The framework does not imply that members are accountable for the individual failure of others to comply with the commitments............


However, sectoral agreements and commitments are and remain a difficult point.

In addition to the main and concrete commitments proposed by DFID and DGIS, the participants agreed on the following (additional) principles:

· We recognize that there are poor countries who are being underserved. This is an issue which should be improved;

· There should be a focus on basic services to improve on the pro-poor in country focus;

· Unblocking some of the obstructions, which are preventing countries to move ahead in the sector. We would have to find a way to identify country commitment.

· Need for headlining sanitation: There might be a need for more analysis in order to get to statement about sanitation.

· Numbers being served. Around this principle a discussion evolved around sustainability, monitoring, commitments and being transparent in our own commitments.

	Key findings of the morning session: 

Targeting of aid is the most dramatic finding. Targeting of aid has two dimensions:

· Target poor countries

· Target poor people within countries

Focus on increasing allocations to “basic” services as this is under the control of sector allocations.

Commitments on support to sustainability of services should be made more explicit however maybe difficult to formulate due to lack of clear parameters.  

Re- allocation to countries is less easy, although desirable. Opportunity is to channel finance through multilateral channels e.g. UNICEF, NGO programmes.

Ensure that there is complementarity with the partner government commitments so that it is seen as balanced approach and not donor led.

Aspects of CoC are important and some EU practices such as donor coordination at country level should be advocated for, more broadly among other donors.

The concrete commitments to be announced during the HLM should be more explicit on the needed support for Sanitation. It should be clear that the main emphasis is on addressing the enormous challenges in sanitation.

Any proposals around  target numbers must included alignment with recipient countries policy objectives and targets.
Still different views on providing TA in context of the SWA since there are a number of existing mechanisms. Discussion is whether a catalytic fund is the most appropriate format. Coordination on the principle of division of labour based on competencies at country level needs more attention. 
Importance of promotion of country led processes. The catalytic fund could be an instrument to enable it to take place. 

To take the route to the HLM together with developing countries (see AMCOW countries March 23rd).


Follow-up action: DFID/DGIS will rework the documents/notes for being shared for additional donor inputs.
AFTERNOON SESSION

Welcome to additional participants by DGIS / DFID (Mr Peter de Vries)
Mr. Peter de Vries welcomed the additional participants representing the US State department, USAID, the Canadian High Commission in London, the Canadian Development Cooperation, the Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation, the World Bank and UNCEF HQ. The chair for the ICG  (SWA) participated as an observer.  A special thank you went out to Mr. Boorstin and Mrs. Cardone from the BMGF, who kindly offered to use their office facilities in London.

Summary and recap of the morning session

The afternoon participants were introduced to the meeting by a short introduction to the purpose of the meeting (Peter de Vries), update on SWA and the HLM (Piers Cross), presentation of the  main results of GLAAS (Peregrine Swann),  highlights of assessment of current aid effectiveness and position of the European donors on engagement and commitments for SWA-HLM ( Mr. Sanjay Wijeskera) and a recap of the main discussion points and findings  of the morning session (Piers Cross).  

Exploration of intentions and or statements of non-European donors for the HLM

Round table discussions generated the following observations and contributions from the non –European donors:

A strong call was made for the strengths of a good and inclusive process leading to high level commitments from donors and other key sector players. The SWA and HLM provides  the framework for such as process that will help to make the Sanitation and Water sector as important as other main sectors such as health and education. 

The GLAAS report. The GLAAS report is an outstanding instrument/mechanism for  identifying where the international system is failing and for providing the evidence base from which decisions can be made as to what kinds of actions developing countries should take, and how donors should respond.  The data from the GLAAS report is very persuasive; no other sectors have a similar mechanism as good as GLAAS. The information on the breakdown between investments in basic services and large systems is considered compelling. 
SWA- HLM provides a good opportunity for addressing the key issues in the sector and to get more political commitment. It’s felt that the opportunity afforded by the first High Level Meeting needs to be used extremely well to make it an outspoken success as without this a second chance will be hard to get.  Importance of clear and compelling messages was highlighted. We need to come up with 2- 3 very convincing and innovative messages. The messages should be positive rather than repeating what we have failed to do and need to be innovative to capture the interest of the Finance ministers.

In a broader perspective it was mentioned that notwithstanding the quality of some of the existing materials, SWA and the HLM would benefit from a more comprehensive communication strategy. 

More emphasis on effective use of existing resources.   Important for SWA to be clear that it is not necessarily or exclusively looking for more money. More emphasis should be given to making sure that the available resources are used more wisely and efficiently.  

Donor orphans. The statistics presented by GLAAS do not capture the entire picture. Looking into the Sanitation and Water sector in isolation from support to other sectors may be a bit misleading as many fragile states and off-track countries receive support in more general capacity development and governance related areas. 

Country led processes. Support to country processes is a key element of SWA. Support to countries in developing the tools and building the sector and to make them access donor resources. A reference was made to CADAP agriculture sector approach. The key of this concept is that it is an African owned process fully coordinated with Africa. However, it was noted that CADAP was a relatively new mechanism and was yet unproven.
Interface between SWA and country led processes. The donors could take a more explicit stand in developing the link between the global SWA and the in-country led processes, by giving more emphasis in aligning with regionally ongoing processes. 

Is the assumption right that when a country does the right things (policy and strategies in place, national planning system established, investment plans) it will automatically translate in enhanced donor support and other benefits? What is needed to capture donor finance? More evidence based information and knowledge on “what” works and “why” is needed.  What do we know about good practices and are we clear enough about what types of approaches do work best in what circumstances?  This calls for the need of more evidence based information and knowledge, and investments in developing national capacities for sector monitoring and learning.
The word “accountability’ as an important principle for engaging in SWA is too easily misinterpreted and should be changed to “mutual accountability”. Concurrence of support to mutual responsibility is an important principle for partnership.  

Exploration of synergies between European and non-European donors 

The meeting agreed on the need for developing concerted actions through strong and effective partnerships as the way forward to address the main challenges in the sector: Addressing the off –track and fragile states, learning lessons from the past necessary to start doing things differently and to change behavior .  SWA provides the framework to enable this.

Key achievements of the afternoon session 
Agreement on substance of the HLM and basic three elements of SWA. 

Participating donors committed to participate in the HLM.

More clarity on the different levels for donor engagement with SWA. 

More concrete ideas on achievable group commitments to be announced at the HLM.

Agreement on how to further refine the matrix on levels for engagement and to re-work the  DFID/DGIS note on concrete donor commitments to be brought forward at the HLM.

Agreement on follow-up actions needed for preparation of donors during the HLM

Next steps:  

DFID/DGIS committed to refine the documents, incorporating a.o. the following suggestions: 

· Change the wording of the commitments;

· Add the shift towards poor countries;

· Increasing the focus on sanitation;

· TA fund should be worked on;

· By better coordination and improving communications we can do better

· Include sustainability of services

· Evidence, good practice, donor behavior etc. to be included 

It was also recommended to include 2 or 3 thought-provoking statements that will stimulate discussion. 

It was also agreed that the document related to this donor meeting will be shared with the participants for feed-back and for further preparation of donor participation in the HLM.

Wrap-up and closure.
The meeting was closed around 17.00 hr by DGIS with a word of thanks to all participants.
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Annex 2
Agenda of donor meeting

EUWI-AWG donor meeting

Aid Effectiveness in the Water and Sanitation sector
Preparation meeting for the SWA-HLM

London, March 10, 2010.

Agenda
Objectives and results

The purpose of the meeting is the preparation of European donors and the EC for the High Level Meeting (HLM) of the Sanitation and Water for All (SWA)-A Global Framework for Action initiative (April 23, in Washington DC) and to coordinate this with the positions of other major donors. 

While preparation for the HLM is the main purpose of the meeting we will also: 

-  Provide an update on the SWA and the HLM 
- Assess the present European aid effectiveness and formulate suggestions for improve-   ment.

-  Discuss different approaches for donor commitments into HLM

-  Prepare intentions and/or statements of donors to be brought into the HLM

The meeting will be split in two parts. During the morning the meeting will focus on European donor aid effectiveness. During this part European donors are invited to participate, this includes EU member states, other European states and the European Commission. The main topics of the morning are the status and analysis of European aid effectiveness in accordance with the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness, the Accra Agenda for Action and the European Code of Conduct. Participating European donors are invited to come to agreement on specific messages and joint or coordinated commitments as input into the HLM. To this effect DFID/DGIS will present their proposal as input for discussion. 
The afternoon session will focus more specifically on understanding the positions of the other major non-European donors and seeking synergies between the intentions for commitments from European and non-European donors and on preparing realistic messages for the HLM. Other major donors are invited to join this part of the meeting (WB, CIDA, USA, AfDB, BMGF and UNICEF as a key sector partner). 
Programme
08:30- 09:00 
Registration and coffee

09:00- 09:15 
Welcome by DGIS/DFID  



Introduction to purpose of meeting and to programme 

09: 15-09:45 

Update on SWA and HLM 
09: 45-11:00

European Aid effectiveness; analysis and implications  


Presentation and roundtable

· Current status of European aid effectiveness based on main conclusions  from GLAAS and other data ( e.g. EUWI-AWG mapping study)  

· Implications of the above analysis for the role of the European donors in view of international agreements like AAA and the European Code of Conduct.

· Follow-up on the results of the analysis within the EU political context.

Coffee break

11: 00-12:30
Exploration of Intentions and/or statements of European donors for the HLM.

Presentation and roundtable
· Different modalities for engagement in SWA and contributions to HLM  

· DFID/DGIS proposal for commitments for the HLM

· Exploration of joint or coordinated European input for HLM

12:30-13:00

Summary of conclusions on European Aid Effectiveness and ideas for 



follow-up.

· Agreements on next steps in preparation to HLM

Lunch 13:00 until 14:00 hours

Afternoon programme 

Other major donors like WB, CIDA, BMGF, USA, AfDB, AusAid and Japan, and UNICEF as a key sector partner are invited to join the afternoon programme. Most of them will participate by phone or by videoconferencing 
14:00-14:15
Welcome to additional participants by DFID/DGIS
· Introduction to purpose of meeting and programme by DFID/DGIS

14:15-14:45 
Update on SWA and HLM 

· SWA and process to HLM 

· Questions and contributions from participants 

14:45-15:00 
Summary of the results of the morning session 

· Highlights of assessment of current aid effectiveness and position of European donors on engagement and commitments for SWA-HLM

15:00-16:15
Exploration of Intentions and/or statements of non-European donors for the HLM.
Round table discussions on:

· Position of non European donors and reaction to the results of the morning discussions

· Exploration of synergies between European and non–European donors

16:15-16:45
Agreement on follow-up actions needed for preparation of donors during the HLM
· Refinement of where we are and ideas of commitments for the HLM

· Indication of intended attendees

· Steps and action in period towards HLM

16:45-17:00
Wrap-up and closure.     

Annex 3. Inventory of intended participation of European donors in HLM and support to SWA:  
	Countries 
	Participation and representation in the HLM
	Support to the basic principles
	Considerations to the DFID/DGIS proposal/commitment 

	Italy
	Will participate in the first HLM
	Supports the principles but mentions the difficulty of provision of data in the CRS (codes do not fit well)  


	Support to WSS is not a  priority compared to Health 

Can join the multi donor commitment

Suggest to include some commitments on support to sustainability of systems and service delivery

Provides TA via projects

	Netherlands
	Minister Koenders for Development cooperation had already accepted. Unfortunately due to internal political crisis Minister Koenders is not part of the de-missionary cabinet. The aim now is for the Minister of Foreign Affairs to participate, the Minister of Finance as an alternative or the DG for Development Cooperation.
	Supports the principles 
	Support the proposal and stresses the need for a clear message on the importance of investments in WSS an benefits for Health and other sectors Include a clear commitment for enhanced support to basic services Highlights the need for support from additional donors in supporting JM< GLAAS and the SWA secretariat and catalytic fund..

	UK
	Aim is to have the Secretary of State for Development cooperation but as the HLM coincides with the run up for the elections in the UK, a high level official may need to substitute.  
	Supports the principles and supports the enhanced support to basic services as a principle 
	Does support the proposal to strengthen the prop0poor focus by  including a  specific and concrete commitment on support to basic services 

	Sweden
	The Permanent State Secretary will attend (who is the second in line for development cooperation).


-
	Support to the sector is decreasing. SWA and the HLM are a good opportunity to re-focus in context

of new policy on ENV-CC


	Do support the joint donor proposal for commitments. Caveats: 1) do not commit by numbers but use the MDG language, 2) re-allocation of resources to donor orphans maybe difficult , 3) within bi-lateral context   

	Germany
	Deputy DG of BMZ.

Flags the importance of getting more information and clarity on the process in preparation to the commitments to be made at the HLM.
	Subscribe to the basic  principles

· 
	Agrees with the proposal  with the following caveats:

-Pro-poor focus ( in targeting support to countries and at country level)

-Very supportive to the principle to increase support to basic services  

-Technical assistance is fine but not through a TA (catalytic pool). - - Advocates for a mechanism that helps implementing the complementary and division of labor principles especially in in providing TA.

-Does not support the numbers as they are formulated now as it sounds too much as a one sided donor focus. If this can be agreed on a more coordinated frame work , yes!

	UN-Water
	WHO will be represented by Mrs. Maria Neira
	
	


Annex 4. Inventory of intended participation of non- European donors in HLM and support to SWA
	Donors 
	Participation in HLM 
	Considerations versus SWA and   HLM

	Worldbank
	Cathy Sierra
	Can commit to trying to improve the basic access, technical assistance, access to basic systems, help countries to monitor.

	BMGF
	Would like to maintain it’s observer’s status. 
	Aligned with the focus on basic sanitation and but taking into account the nature of the organization it’s considered difficult to subscribe to the SWA principles..

They will try to contribute to the work and process.

	USA State department : 


	The secretary of USAID (?)
	Problematic to commit due to mixed messages in the HLM one pager. More clarification is needed, if this is achieved participation in the HLM may be more likely.

	CIDA
	Representative, but it will probably not be on Minister’s Level
	Does line up with most of the principles of level 1. Will monitor, will not make commitments at the HLM but will go along with the SWA concept.
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