

[image: ]
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Global Partnership Initiatives Bi-Annual Reporting Form
(June 2016)

1. What is the name of your Global Partnership Initiative? 
	EU Joint Programming: Helping to Manage Diversity 



2. Please summarise key progress made and lessons learnt by your GPI since its inception (November 2011 if your GPI is a former Busan Building Block, or April 2014 if your GPI is a Mexico Voluntary Initiative).
In answering to this question, please indicate how results achieved by your GPI:
· Advanced implementation of at least one of the principles for effective development co-operation: ownership of development priorities by development countries; focus on results; inclusive development partnerships; transparency and accountability. 
· Fostered implementation of one or more  commitments for effective development co-operation;
· Contributed to achieving one or more Sustainable Development Goals.

	
Joint Programming as a vehicle for meeting & achieving the SDGs 

Joint Programming is a mechanism for EU and its Member States to provide a coordinated response to support partner country national development policy implementation. It is in itself a Busan commitment (Article 25a.) and reflects EU collective endeavour for development effectiveness. The recent Council Conclusions on Joint Programming sets out JP as a vehicle for meeting the sustainable development goals (SDGs). Forthcoming Joint Strategies will be aligned to national policies aimed at achieving the SDGs.  

Joint programming is strongly results-orientated in that most new strategies feature a joint results framework. Cambodia, for example, has just undergone its first review based on established indicators. 
                      
The State of Play, as of June 2016
Since 2011 Joint Programming has increasingly shown concrete value and benefits such as better intra-EU coordination, transparency, division of labour and aid effectiveness. An independent evaluation is ongoing and its findings will be considered to further improve joint programming[footnoteRef:1]. New Council Conclusions adopted on 12 May 2016 gives a renewed vision for Joint Programming, not only as a commitment to aid effectiveness but a step towards building a stronger Europe.[footnoteRef:2] [1:  http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/index_en.htm]  [2:  Council conclusions (8831/16) 12 May 2016  http://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-8831-2016-INIT/en/pdf] 


Joint Programming is gradually increasing its synergies with the EU Country Roadmaps [footnoteRef:3](RMs) for engagement with Civil Society (CS) which are now in place in more than 100 countries and demonstrate the added value of joint action in one of the areas considered key for EU cooperation.  [3:  http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/public-governance-civilsociety/minisite/eu-country-roadmaps-engagement-civil-society-introduction] 













3. Does your GPI have activities at the country-level? If yes, please list the countries where your GPI is working and specify which activities were/are being implemented. 
	
The following five serve to illustrate where progress has been made and actions/activities implemented: 

1. Cambodia 
Following agreement on timeline & key steps, 2014 saw the finalization and launch of the Development Cooperation and Partnership Strategy 2014-2018 (in consultation with stakeholders). The value added of JP was evident in: greater trust within the EU as well as with the Government of Cambodia, better understanding of individual programmes, DoL & improved policy dialogue, increased effectiveness & efficiency through joint analytical work and M & E as well as less aid fragmentation. 

The first monitoring report of the European Development Cooperation Strategy for Cambodia 2014-2018 measures the impacts of collective efforts in 5 core areas such as governance, agriculture, sector and rural development, physical infrastructure, private sector development & employment generation, capacity building and human resource development. The monitoring system works through the established processes for Government and development partners’ joint monitoring processes at the national and sector level – therefore fully aligned to national systems (report soon to be available on the website dedicated to Joint Programming[footnoteRef:4]). JP in Cambodia has built upon synergies with other EU policy initiatives. The CSO Roadmap analysis is now included in the Joint Programming joint analysis and the roadmap indicators will be further included in the joint programming monitoring framework during the mid-term review process anticipated in late 2016. [4:  http://capacity4dev.ec.europa.eu/joint-programming/] 


2. Palestine
Work towards an EU Joint Programming document in support of Palestine's National Policy Agenda for 2017-2020 is at an advanced stage of preparation. A zero draft of the Joint Analysis is in circulation and the Joint Strategy is expected to be finalized by July 2016, to be synchronised with the next 7 year national cycle 2016 – 2022). The initial benefits of the JP process are recognised by the Palestinian Government. A total of EUR 1.2 – 1.3 billion in development funds calls for better cooperation and coordination for resources to be effectively employed in such a complex context. The process has been bottom up and decentralised. "Sector fiches" have been progressively built and proved useful to enhance EU coordination and sector dialogues. 2015 saw the introduction of the Results Framework (RF) in these sector fiches. A Roadmap for CSO engagement has been agreed and plans have been cemented for expanded support to and participation & accountability of non-state actors.    

3. Senegal 
In Senegal, the current JP process is building on the initial /interim Joint Programming strategy agreed in Nov 2014. Work on a deeper version of the JP strategy for 2018-2020 began in May 2016, of which CSO engagement will form an integral part. The Roadmap for CSO engagement was approved by the EU & 6 MS while HoDs provided a report on JP progress in July 2015. Signature of the JP document is expected in Q3 of 2017.

4. Ethiopia
Joint programming in Ethiopia is at an advanced stage with a joint programming document in place and numerous examples of joint implementation/action. Together the EU and 20 MS conducted a joint analysis of Ethiopia's national development plan for the 2011-2015 period (GTP) and a EU+ Joint Cooperation Strategy for Ethiopia, one of the first joint documents in the ACP region. It describes Ethiopia’s context and challenges, guiding principles for future cooperation, EU+ mutual priorities and the commitment to progressively introduce full joint programming by 2016, the start of the new national development plan, GTP II. At the sector level, the EU leads coordination in governance and nutrition while the UK leads in job creation, Italy in gender and Germany in natural resources.  

5. Laos
Good progress has been made. A Joint Programming document has been drafted and is in the process of approval for substitution of the MIP. Laos constitutes the first case of "replacement", where a fully-fledged JP strategy replaces bilateral programming documents. This full European Joint Strategy for Lao PDR for 2016-2020 is synchronized to its 8th National Socio-Economic Development Plan. DoL has featured strongly and policy dialogue has proved more successful through joint approaches. Partner country ownership has strengthened and there has been notable success in agreeing a Joint Results Framework. An official launch of the joint programme is expected to take place around the time of the July 2016 ASEAN Summit in Vientiane.  





4. What policy messages can be drawn from your GPI experience to inform discussions and decisions at the 2nd GPEDC High Level Meeting (29 November – 1 December 2016, Nairobi, Kenya)?
For more information on the 2nd High-Level Meeting, please refer to this brief.
	
Partner governments should actively promote Joint Programming at the EU level and beyond. In some cases partner governments have shown hesitations and fear that the JP would imply slow or rigid processes and loss of flexibility. These hesitations should be addressed, a shared understanding should be built around JP and its implications and solutions jointly sought in order to ensure that all partners step up JP.  

Joint Programming seeks to improve coordination including through transparency, data availability and sharing of information. Using and supporting local aid management systems where feasible would also be an asset.  This would serve to also improve as mutual accountability, to ensure better harmonisation in the delivery of aid. Moving towards data use (not only publication) and greater use of aid management systems will also speed up progress towards the Busan commitments 

Joint programming should be seen as a vector for coordinating the EU response to new agendas and emerging topics such as migration and climate change. Joint Programming reduces aid fragmentation & transaction costs and provides greater complementarity, through better division of labour. In this regard, Joint programming serves as a vehicle and method for meeting and achieving the sustainable development goals (SDGs).  






5. Based on the experience and progress made by your GPI, what actions could be agreed by participants at the 2nd High Level Meeting to accelerate progress towards at least one of the principles and commitments for effective development co-operation? 

	
All providers (donors, partner governments & civil society) should be accountable in the way they jointly programme their development cooperation. Lessons learned with JP should be shared in order to build a new generation of  joint strategies supporting the SDGs.

Based on experience and progress made in Joint Programming, actions which would advance progress towards Busan principles and commitments include better use of aid data for improving coordination among the EU and its member states. Linking this to a joint results framework would help identify the comparative advantages of different actors and in doing so articulate ways in which targets and results can be achieved. Improving data availability and the use of data generated through this exercise would deepen our commitment to transparency and predictability. Greater use of aid management systems would also help to amplify the benefits and impact of Joint Programming. 
[Please limit your answer to 400 words]


6. Please provide updated contact information of focal points for your initiative (title, organization and email address).
	Functional mailbox: 
DEVCO-Joint-Programming-Support@ec.europa.eu 
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