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CIVIL SOCIETY PARALLEL CONFERENCE ON AID EFFECTIVENESS
315T AUGUST AND 15" SEPTEMBER, 2008

GHANA COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS CONFERENCE CENTRE
ACCRA, GHANA

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

PREPARED FOR THE GHANA CIVIL SOCIETY AID
EFFECTIVENESS FORUM (GCSAEF) BY AKUNU DAKE

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The International Steering Group (ISG) of Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) organised
a CSO Parallel Forum to the Third High Level Forum (HLF 3) Conference on 31%
August and 1% September 2008 at the Ghana College of Physicians and Surgeons in
Accra. The conference which was supported and hosted by the Ghana Civil Society Aid
Effectiveness Forum (GCSAEF) was to create space for CSOs to voice their
development concerns on the Paris Declaration (PD) as regards aid architecture and
Aid-Effectiveness, ensure CSOs engagement on the Accra Agenda for Action (AAA)
and also provide the platform to showcase their work at a Market Place. In addition, it
was to enable CSOs to prepare for their participation at the Round Tables in the HLF 3
which took place in Accra from 3rd to 5th September, 2008.

Over 600 representatives from 325 CSOs and 88 countries participated in the Accra
Civil Society Parallel Conference - a culminating forum of preparatory and
interventionist activities by CSOs since donor country members of the Organisation for
Economic Cooperation and Development’s Development Assistance Committee (OECD
DAC), developing countries and multilateral institutions signed the Paris Declaration on
Aid Effectiveness in 2005. (See Appendix 1 for the List of Participants)

Deliberations were carried out in plenary and roundtable sessions as well as in “Village
Voices” fora and this offered the opportunity for CSOs to debate their actions on aid
reform and also enabled them to finalize their recommendations to the HLF 3.

The conference was held in two frames; the first day of the conference which was
internal was devoted to CSO preparatory work for the HLF 3 and the second day which
was opened to the public included a Press Conference, the Launch of AID 2008 Reality
Report as well as the presentation of ONE Award.



The preparatory roundtable workshops covered the following key discussion issues of
the HLF 3:

Country Ownership

Harmonization

Managing for Results and Development Impact
Alignment

Making Mutual Accountability Real

Applying a Sectoral Approach

The Role of Civil Society

Aid Effectiveness in Fragile States and Conflict Situations
The Changing Aid Architecture

There were 24 Village Voices workshops meant to create a broad range engagement
with donors and governments.

2.0 OPENING PLENARY OF THE CSO PREPARATORY SESSION

In his welcome statement Siapha Kamara (SEND Foundation) noted that, the
impressive infrastructural development in and around Accra and the consistent
economic indicators of development for the past six years have not translated into
actual elimination of poverty and unemployment, the provision of adequate social
amenities, fostering gender equity or narrowing the inequality gaps. The good news,
though, is that there are vibrant and active civil society groups that are spearheading
the struggle to overcome these challenges through their various networks at the local,
district, regional and international levels.

He intimated that, through the evaluation workshops at the district, regional and national
levels, the challenges confronting the poor since the implementation of the Paris
Declaration in Ghana were determined. The main conclusion of the report, suggests
that the issues of gender, environment and production for the domestic markets and
local industries are least favoured by international development aid.

He expressed the hope that the Accra Conference would offer the platform for the
strengthening of existing networks and energize new alliances to ensure that the critical
issues of social justice and gender equality, sustainable livelihood and food security,
human rights, good governance and accountability, environmental protection, access to
clean and safe drinking water and proper shelter for the poor continue to become the
actual pillars of determining the efficacy of international development aid.

Cecilia Alemany (Association of Women'’s Rights in Development — AWID) mentioned
that only 14 CSOs from OECD and non OECD member States were present when the
Paris Declaration (PD) was signed in 2005. There was need for a new framework to
change aid relationships and to make it more accountable. She noted that, whilst they
could agree on the principles, there were immense challenges about implementation.



She stated that, it was at the Nairobi World Social Forum that a group decided to
strategize on how to deal with this new framework on aid. Independent groups were
working on these issues and it was at the beginning of 2007, through an OECD initiative
that an Ad Hoc group started working concretely towards HLF 3.

On his part, Charles Mutasa (AFRODAD) indicated that the Advisory Group embarked
on wide consultation on key stakeholders and partners on how aid could be made more
effective.

Some of the issues raised by the CSOs included:

Making sure that the process went beyond aid effectiveness to development
effectiveness.

Employing innovative and visionary ideas.

Ensuring democratic ownership based on the actual needs of beneficiaries of
projects.

Participation of CSOs in practical and not cosmetic ways.

That the CSO-AfDB meeting in Rwanda was to examine particularly the Accra
Agenda and feed into it.

Meetings on a diversity of domains in agriculture, climate, gender, debt,
democratic ownership, labour etcetera in relation to aid effectiveness.

At least 80 participants from the CSO Forum will participate in the HLF 3 in order
to advocate the concerns of the CSOs to the Ministerial Plenary and other fora of
the HLF.

Bakary Doumbia (FECONG) stated the CSOs decided to carry out a global independent
process on improvement of aid effectiveness. These were motivated by the following
considerations:

That the PD focuses on aid effectiveness and does not take into account
development effectiveness.

That harmonization with government priorities and alignment to these priorities
as captured in the fundamental principles of the PD are not compatible with civil
society which considers diversity and autonomy as an advantage and not as a
drawback.

The application of the PD to CSOs will reduce them to the role of donors and
service providers whereas they are multi dimensional development actors.

The CSOs view that the Paris Declaration could not apply to them as they
exercise a lot of development roles and are not only donors and service
providers. They however lauded the spirit of the signatories of the PD for
improving their efficiency including the management of technical aspects of their
work.



He mentioned that, finally the process was embodied in the final draft of the AAA, which
will cover the period from January 2009 to December 2011 and shall bring together all
CSOs around the world.

He concluded by enumerating the key objectives of the Open Forum for CSOs
Effectiveness as follows:

Develop a worldwide appropriate inclusive and participatory process that is
gender-sensitive with equal representation from the North and South;

Deepen knowledge and build capacity among CSOs regarding their effectiveness
as development actors;

Deepen their knowledge and understanding for consensus building on guiding
principles as development actors.

Adapt and develop standards to implement according to national, regional and
sectoral contexts;

Create a political dialogue with donors and governments for the recognition of the
voice and specific roles of CSOs as development actors.

Liz Steele (CONCORD), a co-discussant outlined some of the core principles
underpinning the CSO effectiveness process as follows:

It is an open, inclusive and transparent process and as such it is credible and
accountable. It captures country-based sectoral/thematic regional and global
processes involving CSOs from the North and South.

Diversity — as diverse actors operating in very different contexts, the Open Forum
ensures that no single international “code of conduct” is imposed but that a
learning space and process is evolved where CSOs would agree on working
tools and mechanisms to be used at local, national/regional levels and to which
CSOs can be held accountable.

Multi-stakeholder appropriate — it is important to interact with all stakeholder
groups, engage donors, governments and communities throughout the process.

Yao Graham (TWN) and Lucy Hayes (EURODAD) presented the CSO Draft
Statement, stating that draft statement which has been on their website for a while now
was a summary of key demands made to serve a number of purposes. The Statement
was finalised the following day and presented to the media and to the Ministers at
during the HLF 3.



3.0

KEY ISSUES FROM ROUNDTABLE PREPARATORY WORKSHOPS

The Roundtable Sessions were organised to enable Civil Society Organisations (CSOs)
to prepare for their participation at the Roundtables of the High Level Forum Il which
were devoted to the following:

Country Ownership

Harmonization

Managing for Results and Development Impact
Alignment

Making Mutual Accountability Real

Applying Sectoral Approach

The Role of Civil Society

Aid Effectiveness in Fragile States and Conflict Situations
The Changing Aid Architecture

The essential thrust of the Roundtable discussions espoused the urgent necessity for
human rights, gender equality, decent work and environmental sustainability to be made
explicit objectives of aid. Secondly, that, development aid should be seen in its
symbiotic relationship and interaction with trade, debt, domestic and international
resource mobilization and the international governance system.

The emergent key issues were as follows:

3.1

Country Ownership

CSOs encounter problems when engaging as CSOs in development advocacy or
service delivery due to restrictive or even repressive policies and actions from
governments aimed at limiting or even squeezing them out of existence.

The situation is even acute in fragile states where the exercise of democratic
ownership has become increasingly difficult. Testimonies from Darfur and
Mauritania illustrate by its very denial the need for a rights based and effective
enabling environment.

Parliaments and media are fundamental actors and CSO allies within the
democratic ownership paradigm, although they often face the same problems of
involuntary compliance with ruling powers or are unable to act as CSOs.

There is also the issue of failing capacity which is recognized as one of the main
challenges for CSOs with respect to democratic ownership.

Full transparency and accessibility of information is also a fundamental concern
and should be taken up under the commitments of the Accra Agenda for Action
(AAA)

The need to create and ensure the development of a rights based enabling
environment for democratic ownership should be raised forcefully at the HLF.

This should be done within the context of adopting clear definitions and
measurement instruments that allow CSOs to make the national democratic
ownership operational.



3.2.

It is also to be noted hat only a rights based ownership approach will allow
meaningful and genuine partnerships and consultations.

Further, the enabling environment for democratic ownership should be based on
the broad international development agenda and not by World Bank driven
indicators and measurement instruments.

There are internationally recognised and adopted standards and statutes on key
concerns of gender equality, environmental sustainability, labour and decent
work.

The international rights framework includes obligations for States to consult and
engage critical stakeholders and social partners on development policies for
poverty eradication. This also implies the conferring of rights which empower
CSOs to full and sustained participation in development policy-making.

There is therefore the obligation to broaden the scope of the measurement
instruments, both in the content and in its institutional ownership. CSOs should
therefore move away from the World Bank approach and rather gravitate towards
an inclusive international framework that allows all stakeholders, including the
specialized agencies, to participate in their own right in monitoring democratic
ownership.

Conventions, monitored by the diversity of specialized agencies should form part
of that framework. International agreements and conventions such as Convention
on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW), the
Beijing Platform for Action; the ILO conventions 87 and 98 on Freedom of
Associations and the right for collective bargaining and the ILO Decent Work
Agenda are important references. The UN Convention on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights, the framework of the UN Charter on Human Rights and other
International Conventions and agreements also offer empowering provisions and
monitoring indicators.

Harmonization

Harmonization was defined as an old concept of the Paris Declaration. It is
essentially to reduce transaction cost. Nordic countries are very interested in
harmonization among themselves. Germany for example is interested in budget
support but keen to guard against corruption and graft. Donors have generally
been concerned with self protection. African governments generally have no
policy in place and the framework is therefore not taken into consideration n
dealing with the concerns for accountability and transparency.

The essential challenges identified were:

Capacity problems in the Ministries of Finance.

Donors have developed a coherent framework of coordinating themselves

There is no linkage to national budgets and donors are those who are manning
the process,

Donors creativity and flexibility are affected



Donors gang up against poor countries for failing to improve their systems and
this puts pressure on recipient countries

It has an effect on CSOs funding

Budget support is very problematic.

The recommendations made were the following:

Allow countries to choose between GBS and SWAPs

Put in place a national observatory to monitor how this is working

Joint donor —government agreement should be encouraged

Need to have security in harmonization.

Harmonize CSOs work

Aid should not linked to a government

Take into account the concern of women in PD

CSOs should create a network that should benefit them in AEA and should finds
innovative ways of ensuring that their views are incorporated.

HRs are key to this approach

Budget support should not be one size fits all.

Budget support should not be mixed with harmonization

Syndication of donors can be problematic.

Naming and shaming could be useful with the use of data.

Southern governments should strengthen institutions that work with donors
Institutionalizing is a necessity

The agenda on harmonization should be clear

There should be a differentiation between loans and grants

Strengthen the role of CSOs and their funding in the national context to assist
governments for innovative ideas and approaches.

National government and Donor priorities should be clearly defined

More dialogue between government and CSOs is required in the harmonization
process

Harmonization is dependent on other pillars and so it is important to get the other
frameworks right.

3.3 Managing for Results and Development Impact

Managing for Development Results is probably the most important and neglected aid
effectiveness debate.

Messages for the HLF were the following:

Development results from aid must be measured against aid recipient’s priorities
and views based on democratic ownership and in line with international
commitments like the MDGs, International Human Rights Law, Belijing Platform
for Action, CEDAW, UN and the ILO.



34

It was

Aid must be monitored at the country and international levels in a transparent
and participatory manner with the involvement of all stakeholders including
vulnerable groups

Where necessary, capacity building should be available to enable all
stakeholders to participate fully in the process

Aid must also be monitored in an independent and non-discriminatory manner
and must avoid being overly bureaucratic

Results must be assessed over a long-time frame to enable outcomes to be fully
captured and realised

Alignment

noted that the HLF roundtable will address questions around 4 key themes:
alignment to policies and objectives

alignment to time horizons (predictability);

alignment to country systems

alignment to markets (tied aid)

The key issues covered under the Alignment principle were:

Use of country systems,

Predictability,

Technical Assistance,

Tied aid,

Use of Parallel Project Implementation Units and aid recorded on budget.

Messages to the Roundtable on Alignment were as follows:

Political recognition that ownership and alignment are inseparable issues. and
Need to emphasise that progress on alignment cannot occur without progress on
ownership.

On Tied aid and Technical Assistance, it is to be noted that whilst progress has
officially been recorded, in reality the real lack of progress is holding back
genuine alignment

Reporting by donors on alignment has been misleading on a number of areas
and this must be addressed.

Use of country systems is key to ownership and what we see are donor
governments failing to use systems on the basis of their quality. Whilst a number
of partner countries have registered real improvements to their PFM and
procurement systems, this has not been matched by use of those systems by
donors.

There is the need to see more concrete commitments on all alignment targets
including untying food aid and Technical Assistance, commitments to make
100% of Technical Assistance fully owned by partner country governments
(already an additional EU commitment); default use of country systems by
donors and explanation of why those systems are not used on the basis of

10



3.5

quality (an EU recommendation), coupled with commitments to help
governments improve their systems if increased quality are needed;
commitments to provide aid on a 3-5 year basis.

Making Mutual Accountability Real

Issues to be raised at the HLF Roundtable were as follows:

Accountability is the most crucial in the evaluation process.

There must be mutual accountability between Governments, CSOs and the
people at all levels. The Paris Declaration does not capture all dimensions and
moreover does not contain mechanisms to make developing countries apply it at
all levels of government. Donors are accountable to their tax payers and National
Governments to the media, CSOs and the people.

Accountability calls for transparency and openness

Vertical accountability should be reversed in favour of downward accountability
Information is critical, transparent, holistic for accountability

Accountability should be broadened to cover not only the political leadership but
also the private sector including international multinational corporations

There is the need to move from the neocolonial accountability to a point where
accountability is to the people and this is where the CSOs need to play a critical
role.

There must be an internationally agreed standard, a normative framework

The way to implement MA in developing countries should be defined for all the
actors at national level, social actors, to include all developing partners
Commitments should be measurable

There must be rules and procedures to govern the process and actors held
accountable like at the WB, IMF, OECD monitoring mechanisms to ensure
effectiveness of programmes

Inclusive frameworks evolved should recognize current power imbalances that
take into account downward accountability to ensure inclusiveness and to take
marginalized groups into account.

Accountability is multidimensional; countries in the North are to account for the
billions of dollars stashed in their banks; multinationals exploiting African mineral
resources must be held accountable and the contracts signed with nations be
made available to CSOs etcetera

This calls for capacity building at country level

PD is not a commitment. Amendments should be made to take actors to task.
Timeframes should be set for achievement of targets and access to information
bills passed to enable the constituents have the requisite information

Concrete steps have to be taken regarding power relations between donors and
recipients and between Governments and citizens

Aid can never be better and therefore exit strategies need to be designed to
enable countries to come out of the syndrome

11



3.6. Applying Sectoral Approach

The following issues were raised to guide the interventions on the HLF Roundtable:

On Ownership:

The sector level is seen as the place where multi stakeholder collaboration can
take place. The development of programmess and sectoral strategies should go
beyond governments (donors and recipients) to fully integrate CSOs as

development actors.

Sector wide needs assessment should inform the formulation of development

priorities at the national level.

On Capacity building and institutional development:

Capacity building and institutional development at the sector level should be

longer term and demand-driven, and also target CSOs as key partners.

On Increased Sectoral Investments:

ARD is in need of significant financial resources to provide basic science and
human services, build roads, and develop other key infrastructures and

institutions.

Direct budget support is not a one size fits all mechanism. Sectoral approaches

should pay close attention to the overall development finance debate.

Harmonization, alignment, and division of labor among donors should not lead to
the creation of “orphan sectors”. These principles should also be attentive to
country priorities —that is, the right to food self-sufficiency — and to the needs and

priorities of all stakeholders, including CSOs.

Sectoral approaches should use a mix of funding/aid instruments to achieve
sustainable results across each sector and prevent intra-sectoral disparities; i.e.,

Health.

On Gender:

Gender priorities should be mainstreamed across all sectors, given gender’s

multiplying effect on poverty reduction programmes.

Sector level priorities, strategies, and programmes should integrate the voices
and concerns of disadvantaged groups and communities such as youth,

indigenous, and ethnic minorities.

12



Pay attention to non-sector specific policy reform and conditionalities that could
affect sectoral development, that is, Structural Adjustment.

3.7 The Role of Civil Society

Issues to be raised at the High Level Forum included the following:

3.8

Stressing the strength of CSOs in its diversity and the importance of addressing
issues in their country and regional context — such as issues affecting CSOs in
new members of the EU and the former Soviet Union, or CSOs representing
people who have been systemically and socially excluded such as the interests
of disabled people.

Stress the roles of CSOs in development effectiveness, making the connections
between aid, trade and debt, including resource outflows from developing
countries.

Stress the fundamental importance of the enabling environment related to the
policies of donor governments and developing country governments for civil
society to be as effective as development actors as possible. Full transparency
is a key enabling condition for all aspects of CSO effectiveness. But we also
acknowledged that many of our governments, in the South but also in the North,
put major restrictions on CSOs (e.g. security legislation) and sometimes attack
human rights defenders, trade unionists, and leaders of peoples organizations.
CSO legitimacy and accountability. Need to approach these issues with
acknowledgement that they are important ones for CSOs to address, but that
CSOs should also do so from strength arising from the experience in
communities, in national and international advocacy.

Aid Effectiveness in Fragile States and Conflict Situations

The recommendations for the HLF were:

Donors should identify causes of conflicts and adopt conflict prevention
approaches and should reach all who have been affected or further marginalised
by conflict

Empower women and civil society with skills for conflict prevention and conflict.
This should therefore include gender specific framework and to implement
resolution 1325.

Develop monitoring and evaluation mechanisms for gender equality

Broader question of aid to States that foster conflict within and across countries.
Pressing beyond the Donors to stop aid when it is financing militarization and is
used as a threat to security

Be careful about the use of ‘voluntary’ in the AAA

Develop mechanisms to remove administrative rigidity in delivering aid in
transitional and post conflict situation

Make provisions for programmes targeted at employment creation and delivering
of services before state building to prevent further conflict

Reconstruct the traumatized individuals, not just the state infrastructure.

13



Women are universally the greater victims of conflict. from a labour perspective
women are forced into dangerous and degrading human conditions so donors
and other actors should implement their commitments to human rights and
gender equality especially, CEDAW, BPA etcetera.

On the monitoring and implementation under section E, we should remove ‘on
voluntary basis’ and use a stronger language

Make provisions to prevent the militarization and the securitization on aid in the
context of fragile states

Include reference to existing human rights and humanitarian law frameworks and
transitional justice instruments.

Make clear distinction between military and humanitarian actions

3.9 The Changing Aid Architecture

Main points for the roundtable on International Aid Architecture should echo the
following among others:
- At Country level we need tripartite monitoring with donors, governments and

civil society.
Transparency is crucial — need to make information about aid public to
citizens
Should not lose gender aspect in new aid architecture: root gender in the
process.
We need to shift the aid reform process to a more inclusive institution (not the
OECD).
CSOs need enabling environment/ more space to hold governments to
account.
Global Funds need better governance, stronger capacity building and impact
evaluation processes
Need for regional institutions to take stronger role in aid processes.
Need to bring other actors into overall aid framework
South-South cooperation has clear benefits, but lacks funding mechanisms.
Southern governments and countries to take more control, accept more
responsibility for management of aid. Donors should end conditionality
regimes and support southern plans.

40 CLOSING THE CSO PREPARATORY SESSION

The speakers were Kumi Naidoo (CIVICUS) and Wahu Kaara (KENDREN).

Kumi Naidoo expressed is appreciation to GCSAEF for the good work done in hosting
the CSO Forum. He also thanked the delegates for their patience and understanding

particularly in accommodating the challenges that confronted the conference on the first
day.

14



Wahu Kaara (KENDREN) on her part said what the Forum had witnessed in the day
would be in vain if participants were not able to multiply these voices. The issues that
were discussed were about power and resources and these are political questions with
implications for the destiny of humanity. She implored participants to be strategic and
seek better aid, economic liberation, environmental justice and an end to poverty. Aid,
trade and debt are one and the same and must be defined from the perspective of the
poor and marginalized, she concluded.

5.0 PUBLIC SESSION — OFFICIAL OPENING
The session was chaired by the Kumi Naidoo (CIVICUS).

Dr. Esi Sutherland-Addy, the chair of the GCSAEF questioned the effectiveness of the
PD which is undermined by political and technical constraints and hoped that the Forum
will provide the framework for the debate on the Declaration.

She stated that Ghana has over a year traversed an extensive phase of consultations
involving about 900 persons based on a set of carefully developed criteria among which
was a deliberate self- introspection within Civil Society. The purpose was to determine
what role Civil Society needed to play to ensure Aid Effectiveness in Ghana.

She observed that, worrying gaps were revealed in key areas such as democratic
ownership, accountability, environmental impact and on social systems of policy
decisions and this raised serious questions about the contribution of Government and
donors.

She asserted that the bottom line is not the refinement of the PD or the architecture of
the delivery but the commitment needed for action to improve the lot of humanity.

On his part, Tony Tujan, Chairperson of the CSO International Steering Group
compared the 14 CSOs in HLF 2 in 2005 and the 800 CSOs in Accra in 2008 and stated
that, this was certainly an improvement but was also quick to note that more complex
issues of aid, trade and debt have been put on the table.

He referred to behavioural and attitudinal change and made the demand that everyone
stresses and commits to maximum reform for aid effectiveness while bearing in mind
the politics of the aid system and be circumspect about what is achievable in Accra.
This makes it imperative for CSOs to do more, in terms of lobbying and to protest
against governments and donors who do not have the poor in their hearts and minds
and who have empires to protect.

In his keynote address, Honourable Kwadwo Baah-Wiredu, the Minister of Finance and
Economic Planning of Ghana, speaking on his own behalf and on behalf of the
President of Ghana, expressed his belief in mutual responsibility and appealed to
donors to improve the basic principles that all stakeholders agreed on. He stated that

15



the political will to develop our societies exists as a social contract signed by
governments to improve what others have done.

6.0 PUBLIC SESSION - SPEAKERS PLENARY

The session was chaired by Kumi Naidoo (CIVICUC) and Fathima Burnad (SRED)

The Honourable Mary Robinson, Chair, Council of Women World Leaders and Former
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights stated that mutual accountability
is the weakest component of the principles from Paris to Accra and there is therefore
the need to think innovatively about it.

She noted that 2008 is the 60™ Anniversary of Universal Declaration of Human Rights
which is sadly being celebrated in a world situation with indices of a $2 a day scenario,
increasing child mortality, poverty and the high cost of food. She echoed Nelson
Mandela’s advice that there is the need to listen to those who are invisible, those who
are silent and those who have no voices.

In his presentation Honourable Jan Cedergran, Chair of the Working Party on Aid
Effectiveness OECD/DAC posited that aid effectiveness and the Paris agenda are
important because they are political and not necessarily technical nor procedural. Aid is
not a goal in itself but must be linked to its development effect of reducing poverty and
improving the livelihoods of poor people and promoting gender equality, human rights,
environmental sustainability and democratic societies. It is about politics and requires
the involvement of all stakeholders in the developmental arena.

Honourable Jan Cedergran noted that, Civil Society has earned the pride of place as a
development actor with clout even within the AG. He was also of the opinion that
traditional power relations are going to be affected profoundly as a result of the
presence of China, India and non DAC-donors, which are mobilizing resources and
private capital into Africa and there is therefore a strong need for CSOs to engage these
actors to secure national ownerships and avoid fragmentation of aid.

He stated that many delegates may be disappointed about the HLF Ill AAA because it
has to be consensus statement; a compromise document that does not leave important
players outside. Secondly, Accra is just one stop on a long road ahead focused on the
future and thirdly, the recognition of the role of Civil Society will have a strong long term
political influence both in donor and partner countries.

The Honourable Rafael Mariano Chair, Kilusang Magbubukid ng. Pilipinas (Philippine
Peasant Movement), Member, House of Representatives of Philippines lauded the role
of CSOs in pushing for human rights and development as a core issue, and that the
plight of the world’s vast peasantry must be the focus as 3 out of every 4 people in the
underdeveloped oountries live in the rural areas and depend directly and indirectly on
agriculture for their livelihood. Ineffective aid thus affects millions of poor rural peasants
and billions of impoverished people across the globe.
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He recognized the limitations of the PD and called for more democratic ownership and
for economies to serve the people rather than profits. The “Aid effectiveness agenda”
must focus on promoting democratic, equitable and sustainable development. It is also
a welcome idea that the quality of aid has been an issue in the process. Aid is not
charity and it should be directed to where people actually need it at the rural
communities, he asserted.

He recognized the limitations and narrowness of the PD in the objectives and
mechanisms for development. It gives scant attention to human rights, gender equality,
social justice and sustainable development and focuses on official institutions which
have no place for civil society, he said.

7.0 PRESENTATION OF KEY MESSAGES FROM CSO STATEMENT ON AID
EFFECTIVENESS

Roberto Bissio of the 1SG presented the key messages contained in the CSO Statement
stating that the Paris Process looks like a failure and Accra should provide a way for a
change in the implementation and the definition of “effectiveness” by setting new targets
and indicators. Donors have not delivered on their commitments and need to evolve
detailed plans on how to achieve the targets.

He highlighted the following as being areas by which the Accra HLF will be judged as a
credible process:

Rewriting the definition of ownership so that communities, all stakeholders
become part of the process of ownership.

Time-bound and monitorable targets.

Ambitious targets for technical assistance to ensure that technical assistance is
demand-driven and effective at capacity building.

A commitment from donors and recipients to make the aid system more
accountable through greater transparency, communication of information to the
public and the establishment of independent and citizen-led monitoring and
evaluation systems.

On Key Messages of CSOs Effectiveness Exploration Forum, Justin Kilcullen
(CONCORD) presenting for The Global Facilitation Group was of the opinion that the
PD though insufficient, could be engaged on CSOs’ own terms and not ignored.

It was noted that Paris is not a global tool, and that, there is the need for the CSOs to
develop their own process reflecting their distinct role and values and emphasizing
‘development effectiveness’ and not aid effectiveness.

He indicated that, the most important aspect is the governance of the process.
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7.1 CSO STATEMENTS

The International Trade Union Confederation (ITUC) Statement noted that the Accra
HLF took place against the background of a critical global crisis in the area of food,
energy, debt, financial market slowdown which threatens to plunge the world into a
deeper impoverishment. This, the statement attributed to wrong policy arrangements
and choices and failure on the part of donor countries to meet binding commitments and
developing countries failing to do more. It also recognized that the PD is just a first step
in the establishment of a framework for aid management.

The Statement appealed to both multilateral and bilateral donors to support ILO decent
work strategies and country programmes and recognized the centrality of decent work
for poverty eradication.

The Statement of the Accra Women's International Forum noted that out of the 1.4
billion persons living under the poverty line of USD 1.25, the majority are women and
children.

It mentioned the essential need to analyze the implication of aid effectiveness agenda
for the advancement of gender equality, women’s rights and women’s empowerment,
and to consider how future aid management will tackle this fundamental issue. It drew
attention to the political contexts of development policies and the neo-liberal model that
is consistently failing to deliver the promised results of growth for all but rather is
perpetuating a syndrome of social exclusion, injustice and increasing inequalities.

It also expressed concerns about the negative impacts of privatization of basic services,
climate change and food security which continuously undermine sustainable
development.

The Joint Ecumenical Message for the Accra HLF noted that inclusion and
participation are indispensable ingredients of any development policy. The effectiveness
of aid should primarily be measured in terms of sustained and positive impact on
poverty eradication, respect of human rights, and justice for all.

It stated that Churches and faith-based organizations are working to ensure that the
common good of all people is achieved.

The Statement therefore makes the call for the need to have meaningful engagement of
all stakeholders; for national policy to be influenced by the community level actions and
for Donors and recipient Governments to make concrete commitments to greater
transparency as well as have the responsibility to promote inclusive frameworks to
ensure proper accountability systems at all levels.
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8.0 PRESS CONFERENCE

Representatives of the ISG and the GCSAEF addressed a Press Conference at which
the CSO Statement was also presented.

9.0 VILLAGE VOICES

The Village Voices engagement fora provided opportunity for a wide range of issues
and concerns which CSOs have been engaged on in the aid effectiveness agenda.

See Appendix 2 for the detailed listing and abstracts that informed the discussions at
the various Village Voices Sessions

10.0 CLOSING PLENARY AND PRESENTATION OF ONE AWARD
The session chairs were Jan Dereymaeker (ITUC) and Fathima Burnad (SRED)

Edith Jibunoh, Africa Outreach Manager of One Award said it was a challenge selecting
a winner because of the exceptionally high standard of the applications submitted. Many
organizations were considered among which are:

1. KDF of Uganda (Water and Sanitation)

2. SEND Foundation (social development project on the MDGs and monitoring
of essential services)

3. Association of Edible Organization of West Africa (on food fortification, a
staple product intended to be popularized in all ECOWAS member countries).

4. France Africa— Documentation on AIDS, TB, Malaria

Dr. K.Y. Amoako presented the award to the winner Development Communications
Network based in Lagos, Nigeria, whose primary focus is actively engaging the media in
the development process with strong emphasis on science and public health journalism.

11.0 CLOSING SESSION

In her closing remarks, Marta Lago (International Gender Trade Network) said that,
Latin America rejected the whole concept of aid as it favoured a top-bottom approach to
development. For centuries their resources had been exploited and carted away and
rain forests destroyed, thus endangering food security. The development model in Third
World countries is subordinated to the neo-liberal globalization which has created a
cheap salaries syndrome and deepened inequalities with people living in abject poverty
while the opposite is increasing revenues and profits of transnational companies. She
advocated for weath distribution otherwise, development, growth and wealth will
become empty and hollow concepts.
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Yao Graham (TWN) noted that the meeting took place against the backdrop of a
situation of deepening food crisis, international economic recession, North-South
inequities, trade injustice and increased debt burden, the increasing role of Bretton
Woods Institutions in the affairs of independent sovereign states, cheap returns and
profits from extractable and other resources for transnational corporations, climate
change, and the general deteriorating conditions of life of the poor, women and children.

He indicated that any discussion of aid effectiveness has therefore to be situated in the
discussion of the politics of aid. While examining the issue of aid dependence, there is
the need to properly situate the expectations and look beyond the possibilities of Accra.
He asserted that, the OECD framework is not representative enough and developing
countries should be are committed to multilateralism as a line of pursuing development
financing.

He advocated the need to push hard to achieve results in terms of the trade justice,
debt eradication, food security, gender equality and women’s empowerment, climate
justice and international and national resource mobilization agenda so as to pale aid
into insignificance.
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CIVIL SOCIETY PARALLEL CONFERENCE ON AID EFFECTIVENESS
315" AUGUST AND 1°" SEPTEMBER, 2008

GHANA COLLEGE OF PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS CONFERENCE CENTRE
ACCRA, GHANA

RAPPORTEUR-GENERAL’S REPORT

PREPARED FOR THE GHANA CIVIL SOCIETY AID
EFFECTIVENESS FORUM (GCSAEF) BY AKUNU DAKE

1.0 INTRODUCTION

The International Steering Group (ISG) of Civil Society Organizations (CSOs) organized
a CSO Parallel Forum to the Third High Level Forum (HLF 3) Conference on 31°
August and 1% September 2008 at the Ghana College of Physicians and Surgeons in
Accra. The conference which was supported and hosted by the Ghana Civil Society Aid
Effectiveness Forum (GCSAEF) was to create space for CSOs to voice their
development concerns on the Paris Declaration (PD) as regards aid architecture and
Aid-Effectiveness, ensure CSOs engagement on the Accra Agenda for Action (AAA)
and also provide the platform to showcase their work at a Market Place. In addition, it
was to enable CSOs to prepare for their participation at the Round Tables in the HLF 3

which took place in Accra from 3rd to 5th September, 2008.

Over 600 representatives from 325 CSOs and 88 countries participated in the Accra
Civil Society Parallel Conference - a culminating forum of preparatory and
interventionist activities by CSOs since donor country members of the Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development’'s Development Assistance Committee (OECD
DAC), developing countries and multilateral institutions signed the Paris Declaration on

Aid Effectiveness in 2005. (See Appendix 1 for the List of Participants)
Deliberations were carried out in plenary and roundtable sessions as well as in “Village

Voices” fora and this offered the opportunity for CSOs to debate their actions on aid

reform and also enabled them to finalize their recommendations to the HLF 3.
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The conference was held in two frames; the first day of the conference which was
internal was devoted to CSO preparatory work for the HLF 3 and the second day which
was opened to the public included a Press Conference, the Launch of AID 2008 Reality

Report as well as the presentation of ONE Award.

The preparatory roundtable workshops covered the following key discussion issues of
the HLF 3:

Country Ownership

Harmonization

Managing for Results and Development Impact
Alignment

Making Mutual Accountability Real

Applying a Sectoral Approach

The Role of Civil Society

Aid Effectiveness in Fragile States and Conflict Situations
The Changing Aid Architecture

There were 24 Village Voices workshops meant to create a broad range engagement

with donors and governments.

2.0 OPENING PLENARY OF THE CSO PREPARATORY SESSION

The opening plenary of the CSO preparatory session was co-chaired by Jorge Balbis
(ALDP) and Nurgul Djanaeva (FWN).

Jorge Balbis traced the process to Accra indicating that a network of CSOs and several
others have been working assiduously towards the CSO parallel conference. Nurgul
Djanaeva emphasized the significance of women’s issues, which should not ignored
and that is the reason why over 200 women from across the globe are represented at
the Forum to convince the leaders to include women’s issues in the outcomes. She
acknowledged the international meeting of women as well as of Trades Unions that had
been held in Accra the previous day as key to the strategic preparatory effort to the

CSO conference.
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In his welcome statement Siapha Kamara (SEND Foundation) expressed the delight of
the GCSAEF in hosting the Conference in Accra, the capital city of Ghana with a
population of two million inhabitants which he described as the “Political Mecca” of
Africa. Accra, he asserted, has served as a platform for the crystallization of ideas,
strategies and energies of African militants, activists and leaders in their struggles for

political emancipation and the wellbeing of humanity.

He noted however that, the impressive infrastructural development in and around Accra
and the consistent economic indicators of development for the past six years have not
translated into actual elimination of poverty and unemployment, the provision of
adequate housing, access to clean drinking water, fostering gender equity or narrowing
the inequality gaps. The good news, though, is that there are vibrant and active civil
society groups that are spearheading the struggle to overcome these challenges

through their various networks at the local, district, regional and international levels.

He intimated that, it was through the collaborative efforts of these organisations and
their international partners that the GCSAEF was born. Through the evaluation
workshops at the district, regional and national levels, the challenges confronting the
poor since the implementation of the Paris Declaration in Ghana were determined. He
emphasized the main conclusion of the report, which suggests that the issues of
gender, environment and production for the domestic markets and local industries are

least favoured by international development aid.

Concluding, Siapha Kamara was of the hope that the Accra Conference would offer the
platform for the strengthening of existing networks and energize new alliances to ensure
that the critical issues of social justice and gender equality, sustainable livelihood and
food security, human rights, good governance and accountability, environmental
protection, access to clean and safe drinking water and proper shelter for the poor
continue to become the actual pillars of determining the efficacy of international

development aid.
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In her Introduction to the Process: Road to Accra, HLF Il and the International
CSO Process Cecilia Alemany (Association of Women’s Rights in Development —
AWID) mentioned that only 14 CSOs from OECD and non OECD member States were
present when the Paris Declaration (PD) was signed in 2005. There was need for a new
framework to change aid relationships and to make it more accountable. She noted that,
whilst they could agree on the principles, there were immense challenges about

implementation.

She stated that, it was at the Nairobi World Social Forum that a goup decided to
strategize on how to deal with this new framework on aid. Independent groups were
working on these issues and it was at the beginning of 2007, through an OECD initiative

that an Ad Hoc group started working concretely towards HLF 3.

The International Steering Group emerged at the Nairobi and there developed a
strategic relationship with the DAC’s Working Party. The group reviewed the PD based
on the principles of Monterrey signed in 2002 in which there was the need for a strong
political commitment towards aid and investment. The process of dialogue was
engendered for two different groups to address key concerns on a common platform
dubbed Better Aid and this culminated in the adoption of 16 recommendations on the

Framework.

She observed that, unlike the World Bank’s approach of using certain evaluation and
monitoring tools on debt, poverty reduction, and international financing, the PD was
narrow in approach as regards implementation and monitoring at the country level. This
therefore necessitated a critical engagement on the principles themselves and how they

are to be monitored.

Secondly, Cecilia Alemany indicated that the PD Framework was donor-driven and
developing countries’ perspectives were not taken into account. There was therefore
the need for an equitable method, elimination of conditionalities and the need for open

spaces for the CSOs. The donor community wanted a discussion of the CSO’s
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recommendations on aid effectiveness in a broader framework responsive to human
rights, gender equity and environmental sustainability. There was therefore a strong
push from outside to create the needed balance in the process to make it more

transparent, inclusive, participatory and accountable.

She informed the conference that, thus, 80 CSO representatives (as compared to 14 in
2005) from all over the world would be accredited participants in HLF 3 but was quick to
add that being there does not necessarily mean they could change the agendas. She
added that the HLF 3 will have the following programme structure; a market place,
roundtables and ministerial plenary

On his part, Charles Mutasa (AFRODAD) stated that, the challenge of the Millennium
Development Goals (MDGSs) in 2000 was how to finance development in Third World
countries. In 2002, a financing for development conference was held in Mexico and the
focus was on financial and technical cooperation for development. In 2003, the first HLF
was held in Rome with an emphasis on harmonization of donor policies and procedures.
This was followed in Marakesh with a conference on the management of development

issues.

He observed that, in all these efforts, the CSOs have embarked on economic justice
campaigns and sought to deepen aid effectiveness from their perspective and to shape
the discourse on these development agendas. HLF 2 saw the signing of the PD and
brought together 60 partner countries and 30 development agencies culminating in the

adoption of the 5 pillars.

The essential critique of the PD was that CSO’s were not effectively involved. This led
to the establishment of the Advisory Group in 2007 comprising three donor institutions,
three partner countries and three CSOs each from the North and South. The mandate
of the Group was to prepare proposals for consideration at the HLF 3 and also to

facilitate a multi-stakeholder participation including Governments, CSOs, development
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partner and aid agencies on how to make aid effective as well as ensure the role of

CSOs in this process.

In carrying out this task, the Advisory Group took into consideration; concepts, issues,
syntheses, case studies on good practices and embarked on wide consultation on key
stakeholders and partners on how aid could be made more effective.
Some of the issues raised by the CSOs included:
Making sure that the process went beyond aid effectiveness to development
effectiveness.
Employing innovative and visionary ideas.
Ensuring democratic ownership based on the actual needs of beneficiaries of
projects.
Participation of CSOs in practical and not cosmetic ways.
That the CSO-AfDB meeting in Rwanda was to examine particularly the Accra
Agenda and feed into it.
Meetings on a diversity of domains in agriculture, climate, gender, debt,
democratic ownership, labour etcetera in relation to aid effectiveness.
At least 80 participants from the CSO Forum will participate in the HLF 3 in order
to advocate the concerns of the CSOs to the Ministerial Plenaries and other fora
of the HLF.

On CSOs, Aid Effectiveness and the CSOs Effectiveness Process, Bakary Doumbia
(FECONG) stated that the reflections on the effectiveness of CSOs took place at
national, regional and international levels through the initiative by the Advisory Group on
CSOs and Aid Effectiveness. During the consultations, especially at Ottawa, the CSOs
decided to carry out a global independent process on improvement of aid effectiveness.

These were motivated by the following considerations:

That the PD focuses on aid effectiveness and does not take into account

development effectiveness.
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That harmonization with government priorities and alignment to these priorities
as captured in the fundamental principles of the PD are not compatible with civil
society which considers diversity and autonomy as an advantage and not as a

drawback.

The application of the PD to CSOs will reduce them to the role of donors and

service providers whereas they are multi dimensional development actors.

The CSOs view that the Paris Declaration could not apply to them as they
exercise a lot of development roles and are not only donors and service
providers. They however lauded the spirit of the signatories of the PD for
improving their efficiency including the management of technical aspects of their
work.

He mentioned that, finally the process was embodied in the final draft of the AAA, which
will cover the period from January 2009 to December 2011 and shall bring together all

CSOs around the world.

He concluded by enumerating the key objectives of the Open Forum for CSOs

Effectiveness as follows:

Develop a worldwide appropriate inclusive and participatory process that is

gender-sensitive with equal representation from the North and South;

Deepen knowledge and build capacity among CSOs regarding their effectiveness
as development actors;

Deepen their knowledge and understanding for consensus building on guiding

principles as development actors.
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Adapt and develop standards to implement according to national, regional and

sectoral contexts;

Create a political dialogue with donors and governments for the recognition of the

voice and specific roles of CSOs as development actors.

Liz Steele (CONCORD), a co-discussant outlined some of the core principles

underpinning the CSO effectiveness process as follows:.

It is an open, inclusive and transparent process and as such it is credible and
accountable. It captures country-based sectoral/thematic regional and global

processes involving CSOs from the North and South.

Diversity — as diverse actors operating in very different contexts, the Open Forum
ensures that no single international “code of conduct” is imposed but that a
learning space and process is evolved where CSOs would agree on working
tools and mechanisms to be used at local, national/regional levels and to which

CSOs can be held accountable.

Multi-stakeholder appropriate — it is important to interact with all stakeholder

groups, engage donors, governments and communities throughout the process.

In addressing why the Open Forum engagement is important for CSOs, she intimated
that, there is the need to learn from existing initiatives to advance the process. A lot
more actions are however needed to ensure impact on the underlying causes of poverty

and social inequality and these can be done through partnership.

Concluding Liz Steele suggested that, the process is an opportunity for dialogue at

national, regional and international level to promote aid effectiveness.
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Yao Graham (TWN) and Lucy Hayes (EURODAD) presented the CSO Draft
Statement, stating that draft statement which has been on their website for a while now
was a summary of key demands made to serve a number of purposes. The statement
would be presented to the Ministers at their dinner during the HLF 3. The dratft is to be
subjected to scrutiny by participants and final statement is to be presented at a Press
Conference the following day.

Tony Tujan (IBON) and Jasmine Burley (CONCORD) introduced the CSO Parallel
Roundtable Preparatory Workshops and offered the guidelines for the discussions at
the workshops. They suggested that the Roundtables are a democratic way of arriving
at CSO positions on the key Roundtable themes and encouraged participants come up

with sharp key political messages that can be presented at the HLF 3.

3.0 KEY ISSUES FROM ROUNDTABLE PREPARATORY WORKSHOPS

The Roundtable Sessions were organized to enable Civil Society Organizations (CSOs)
to prepare for their participation at the Roundtables of the High Level Forum Il which

were devoted to the following:

Country Ownership

Harmonization

Managing for Results and Development Impact
Alignment

Making Mutual Accountability Real

Applying Sectoral Approach

The Role of Civil Society

Aid Effectiveness in Fragile States and Conflict Situations
The Changing Aid Architecture

The essential thrust of the Roundtable discussions espoused the urgent necessity for
human rights, gender equality, decent work and environmental sustainability to be made

explicit objectives of aid. Secondly, that, development aid should be seen in its
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symbiotic relationship and interaction with trade, debt, domestic and international

resource mobilization and the international governance system.

The emergent key issues were as follows:

3.1

Country Ownership

Chair: Vagan Berthelsen (Alliance 2015)
Presenter: Emmanuel Akwettey (IDEG)
Rapporteur: Jan Dereymaeker (ITUC)

CSOs encounter problems when engaging as CSOs in development advocacy or
service delivery due to restrictive or even repressive policies and actions from
governments aimed at limiting or even squeezing them out of existence.

The situation is even acute in fragile states where the exercise of democratic
ownership has become increasingly difficult. Testimonies from Darfur and
Mauritania illustrate by its very denial the need for a rights based and effective
enabling environment.

Parliaments and media are fundamental actors and CSO allies within the
democratic ownership paradigm, although they often face the same problems of
involuntary compliance with ruling powers or are unable to act as CSOs.

There is also the issue of failing capacity which is recognized as one of the main
challenges for CSOs with respect to democratic ownership.

Full transparency and accessibility of information is also a fundamental concern
and should be taken up under the commitments of the Accra Agenda for Action
(AAA)

The need to create and ensure the development of a rights based enabling
environment for democratic ownership should be raised forcefully at the HLF.

This should be done within the context of adopting clear definitions and
measurement instruments that allow CSOs to make the national democratic
ownership operational.

It is also to be noted that only a rights based ownership approach will allow

meaningful and genuine partnerships and consultations.
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3.2.

Further, the enabling environment for democratic ownership should be based on
the broad international development agenda and not by World Bank driven
indicators and measurement instruments.

There are internationally recognized and adopted standards and statutes on key
concerns of gender equality, environmental sustainability, labour and decent
work.

The international rights framework includes obligations for States to consult and
engage critical stakeholders and social partners on development policies for
poverty eradication. This also implies the conferring of rights which empower
CSOs to full and sustained participation in development policy-making.

There is therefore the obligation to broaden the scope of the measurement
instruments, both in the content and in its institutional ownership. CSOs should
therefore move away from the World Bank approach and rather gravitate towards
an inclusive international framework that allows all stakeholders, including the
specialized agencies, to participate in their own right in monitoring democratic
ownership.

Conventions, monitored by the diversity of specialized agencies should form part
of that framework. International agreements and conventions such as Convention
on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW), the
Beijing Platform for Action; the ILO conventions 87 and 98 on Freedom of
Associations and the right for collective bargaining and the ILO Decent Work
Agenda are important references. The UN Convention on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights, the framework of the UN Charter on Human Rights and other
International Conventions and agreements also offer empowering provisions and

monitoring indicators.

Harmonization

Chair: Gwen Berge (ACT/NCA)
Presenter: Peter Lanzet (FED)
Rapporteur: Charles Mutasa (AFRODAD)
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Harmonization was defined as an old concept of the Paris Declaration. It is
essentially to reduce transaction cost. Nordic countries are very interested in
harmonization among themselves. Germany for example is interested in budget
support but keen to guard against corruption and graft. Donors have generally
been concerned with self protection. African governments generally have no
policy in place and the framework is therefore not taken into consideration in

dealing with the concerns for accountability and transparency.

The essential challenges identified were:
Capacity problems in the Ministries of Finance.
Donors have developed a coherent framework of coordinating themselves

There is no linkage to national budgets and donors are those who are manning

the process,

Donors creativity and flexibility are affected

Donors gang up against poor countries for failing to improve their systems and
this puts pressure on recipient countries

It has an effect on CSOs funding

Budget support is very problematic.

The recommendations made were the following:
Allow countries to choose between GBS and SWAPs
Put in place a national observatory to monitor how this is working
Joint donor —government agreement should be encouraged
Need to have security in harmonization.
Harmonize CSOs work
Aid should not linked to a government
Take into account the concern of women in PD
CSOs should create a network that should benefit them in AEA and should finds
innovative ways of ensuring that their views are incorporated.

HRs are key to this approach
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3.3

Budget support should not be one size fits all.

Budget support should not be mixed with harmonization

Syndication of donors can be problematic.

Naming and shaming could be useful with the use of data.

Southern governments should strengthen institutions that work with donors
Institutionalizing is a necessity

The agenda on harmonization should be clear

There should be a differentiation between loans and grants

Strengthen the role of CSOs and their funding in the national context to assist
governments for innovative ideas and approaches.

National government and Donor priorities should be clearly defined

More dialogue between government and CSOs is required in the harmonization
process

Harmonization is dependent on other pillars and so it is important to get the other

frameworks right.

Managing for Results and Development Impact
Chair: Hetty Kovach (OXFAM)
Rapporteur: Cecilia Alemany (AWID)

Managing for Development Results is probably the most important and neglected aid

effectiveness debate.

Messages for the HLF were the following:

Development results from aid must be measured against aid recipient’s priorities
and views based on democratic ownership and in line with international
commitments like the MDGs, International Human Rights Law, Beijing Platform
for Action, CEDAW, UN and the ILO.
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3.4

Aid must be monitored at the country and international levels in a transparent
and participatory manner with the involvement of all stakeholders including
vulnerable groups

Where necessary, capacity building should be available to enablke all
stakeholders to participate fully in the process

Aid must also be monitored in an independent and non-discriminatory manner
and must avoid being overly bureaucratic

Results must be assessed over a long-time frame to enable outcomes to be fully

captured and realised

Alignment
Chair: Justin Kilcullen (CONCORD)
Presenter. Paul O'Brien (OXFAM)
Rapporteur: Jasmine Burnley (CONCORD)

It was noted that the HLF roundtable will address questions around 4 key themes:

alignment to policies and objectives
alignment to time horizons (predictability);
alignment to country systems

alignment to markets (tied aid)

The key issues covered under the Alignment principle were:

Use of country systems,
Predictability,

Technical Assistance,
Tied aid,

Use of Parallel Project Implementation Units and aid recorded on budget.

Messages to the Roundtable on Alignment were as follows:

Political recognition that ownership and alignment are inseparable issues. and
Need to emphasise that progress on alignment cannot occur without progress on

ownership.



3.5

On Tied aid and Technical Assistance, it is to be noted that whilst progress has
officially been recorded, in reality the real lack of progress is holding back
genuine alignment

Reporting by donors on alignment has been misleading on a number of areas
and this must be addressed.

Use of country systems is key to ownership and what we see are donor
governments failing to use systems on the basis of their quality. Whilst a number
of partner countries have registered real improvements to their PFM and
procurement systems, this has not been matched by use of those systems by
donors.

There is the need to see more concrete commitments on all alignment targets
including untying food aid and Technical Assistance, commitments to make
100% of Technical Assistance fully owned by partner country governments
(already an additional EU commitment); default use of country systems by
donors and explanation of why those systems are not used on the basis of
quality (an EU recommendation), coupled with commitments to help
governments improve their systems if increased quality are needed;
commitments to provide aid on a 3-5 year basis.

Making Mutual Accountability Real

Chair: Rene Grotenhuis (CARITAS)
Rapporteur: Nerea Craviotto (WIDE)

Issues to be raised at the HLF Roundtable were as follows:

Accountability is the most crucial in the evaluation process.
There must be mutual accountability between Governments, CSOs and the

people at all levels. The Paris Declaration does not capture all dimensions and

moreover does not contain mechanisms to make developing countries apply it at
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all levels of government. Donors are accountable to their tax payers and National
Governments to the media, CSOs and the people.

Accountability calls for transparency and openness

Vertical accountability should be reversed in favour of downward accountability
Information is critical, transparent, holistic for accountability

Accountability should be broadened to cover not only the political leadership but
also the private sector including international multinational corporations

There is the need to move from the neocolonial accountability to a point where
accountability is to the people and this is where the CSOs need to play a critical
role.

There must be an internationally agreed standard, a normative framework

The way to implement MA in developing countries should be defined for all the
actors at national level, social actors, to include all developing partners
Commitments should be measurable

There must be rules and procedures to govern the process and actors held
accountable like at the WB, IMF, OECD monitoring mechanisms to ensure
effectiveness of programmes

Inclusive frameworks evolved should recognize current power imbalances that
take into account downward accountability to ensure inclusiveness and to take
marginalized groups into account.

Accountability is multidimensional; countries in the North are to account for the
billions of dollars stashed in their banks; multinationals exploiting African mineral
resources must be held accountable and the contracts signed with nations be
made available to CSOs etcetera

This calls for capacity building at country level

PD is not a commitment. Amendments should be made to take actors to task.
Timeframes should be set for achievement of targets and access to information
bills passed to enable the constituents have the requisite information

Concrete steps have to be taken regarding power relations between donors and

recipients and between Governments and citizens
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Aid can never be better and therefore exit strategies need to be designed to

enable countries to come out of the syndrome

3.6. Applying Sectoral Approach
Chair: Marielle Hart (Stop AIDS Alliance)
Presenter:  Sarojeni Rengan

Rapporteur: Sylvain Browa (InterAction)

The following issues were raised to guide the interventions on the HLF Roundtable:

On Ownership:

The sector level is seen as the place where multistakeholder collaboration can
take place. The development of programmess and sectoral strategies should go
beyond governments (donors and recipients) to fully integrate CSOs as

development actors.

Sector wide needs assessment should inform the formulation of development
priorities at the national level.

On Capacity building and institutional development:
Capacity building and institutional development at the sector level should be

longer term and demand-driven, and also target CSOs as key partners.

On Increased Sectoral Investments:

ARD is in need of significant financial resources to provide basic science and
human services, build roads, and develop other key infrastructures and
institutions.

Direct budget support is not a one size fits all mechanism. Sectoral approaches

should pay close attention to the overall development finance debate.
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Harmonization, alignment, and division of labor among donors should not lead to
the creation of “orphan sectors”. These principles should also be attentive to
country priorities —that is, the right to food self-sufficiency — and to the needs and

priorities of all stakeholders, including CSOs.

Sectoral approaches should use a mix of funding/aid instruments to achieve
sustainable results across each sector and prevent intra-sectoral disparities; i.e.,
Health.

On Gender:
Gender priorities should be mainstreamed across all sectors, given gender’s

multiplying effect on poverty reduction programmes.

Sector level priorities, strategies, and programmes should integrate the voices
and concerns of disadvantaged groups and communities such as youth,

indigenous, and ethnic minorities.

Pay attention to non-sector specific policy reform and conditionalities that could

affect sectoral development, that is, Structural Adjustment.

3.7 The Role of Civil Society
Chair: Antonio Tujan (IBON)
Rapporteur: Brian Tomlinson (CCIC)

Issues to be raised at the High Level Forum included the following:

Stressing the strength of CSOs in its diversity and the importance of addressing
issues in their country and regional context — such as issues affecting CSOs in
new members of the EU and the former Soviet Union, or CSOs representing
people who have been systemically and socially excluded such as the interests

of disabled people.
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3.8

Stress the roles of CSOs in development effectiveness, making the connections
between aid, trade and debt, including resource outflows from developing
countries.

Stress the fundamental importance of the enabling environment related to the
policies of donor governments and developing country governments for civil
society to be as effective as development actors as possible. Full transparency
is a key enabling condition for all aspects of CSO effectiveness. But we also
acknowledged that many of our governments, in the South but also in the North,
put major restrictions on CSOs (e.g. security legislation) and sometimes attack
human rights defenders, trade unionists, and leaders of peoples organizations.
CSO legitimacy and accountability. Need to approach these issues with
acknowledgement that they are important ones for CSOs to address, but that
CSOs should also do so from strength arising from the experience in

communities, in national and international advocacy.

Aid Effectiveness in Fragile States and Conflict Situations
Chair: Garth
Presenter. Una Kumba Thomson

Rapporteur: Barth

The recommendations for the HLF were:

Donors should identify causes of conflicts and adopt conflict prevention
approaches and should reach all who have been affected or further marginalized
by conflict

Empower women and civil society with skills for conflict prevention and conflict.
This should therefore include gender specific framework and to implement
resolution 1325.

Develop monitoring and evaluation mechanisms for gender equality

Broader question of aid to States that foster conflict within and across countries.
Pressing beyond the Donors to stop aid when it is financing militarization and is

used as a threat to security
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3.9

Be careful about the use of ‘voluntary’ in the AAA

Develop mechanisms to remove administrative rigidity in delivering aid in
transitional and post conflict situation

Make provisions for programmes targeted at employment creation and delivering
of services before state building to prevent further conflict

Reconstruct the traumatized individuals, not just the state infrastructure.

Women are universally the greater victims of conflict. from a labour perspective
women are forced into dangerous and degrading human conditions so donors
and other actors should implement their commitments to human rights and
gender equality especially, CEDAW, BPA etcetera.

On the monitoring and implementation under section E, we should remove ‘on
voluntary basis’ and use a stronger language

Make provisions to prevent the militarization and the securitization on aid in the
context of fragile states

Include reference to existing human rights and humanitarian law frameworks and
transitional justice instruments.

Make clear distinction between military and humanitarian actions

The Changing Aid Architecture
Chair: Nikolas Roseveare (BOND)
Rapporteur: Jesse Griffiths (Action Aid)

Main points for the roundtable on International Aid Architecture should echo the

following among others:

At Country level we need tripartite monitoring with donors, governments and
civil society.

Transparency is crucial — need to make informaton about aid public to
citizens

Should not lose gender aspect in new aid architecture: root gender in the

process.
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We need to shift the aid reform process to a more inclusive institution (not the
OECD).
CSOs need enabling environment/ more space to hold governments to

account.

Global Funds need better governance, stronger capacity building and impact
evaluation processes

Need for regional institutions to take stronger role in aid processes.

Need to bring other actors into overall aid framework

South-South cooperation has clear benefits, but lacks funding mechanisms.
Southern governments and countries to take more control, accept more
responsibility for management of aid. Donors should end conditionality

regimes and support southern plans.

40 DISCUSSION OF THE CSO DRAFT STATEMENT

The session was moderated by Yao Graham (TWN), Lucy Hayes (EURODAD) and
Cecilia Alemany (AWID)

They presented the key comments made by participants as follows:

Enabling conditions for CSOs should be stressed

Ownership and conditionality should be clarified.

Reference should be made to the Paris Monitoring Survey.

Aid modalities have gone in different directions that support ownership and

accountability.

Need to recognize the political dynamics of negotiations. Many more

commitments need to be added to the PD.
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The following points were made during the open discussion:
A participant expressed regret that the Steering Committee had not done enough
and wondered how they were selected. He alleged that the process has not been

open and transparent.

While 70% of the population is employed in agriculture, the industry was given

only a 4% proportion in the Statement.

Another participant suggested that the phrase “lifting people out of poverty”
should be taken out.

The position of workers is fundamental but has not been emphasized in the
Statement; better working conditions for workers are a priority and should have

been underscored in the statement.

Sources of funding of aid should have been indicated.

The Francophone participants indicated that their contributions to the Statement
were not captured. They proposed the setting up of a National Observatory to
monitor the effectiveness of aid at national level to which CSOs could contribute
if their institutional capacities were strengthened. Beyond Accra, sub-regional

observatories should be put in place.
Concerns were expressed about corruption and misapplication of funds as major
drawback to development; the issue is not aid effectiveness but who has access

to these funds and how they are used.

Aid effectiveness should be limited to aid financing to cover agriculture,
education and infrastructure.

Budget support is not the best option for fragile states.
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Decentralization of aid financing should be considered; it is usually directed at

the capital cities to the detriment of the countryside/rural areas.

A participant expressed dissatisfaction with the Statement and cited lack of time
at the workshops to come out with concrete proposals for the thematic and

roundtable discussions.

5.0 CLOSING THE CSO PREPARATORY SESSION

The speakers were Kumi Naidoo (CIVICUS) and Wahu Kaara (KENDREN).

Kumi Naidoo expressed is appreciation to GCSAEF for the good work done in hosting
the CSO Forum. He also thanked the delegates for their patience and understanding
particularly in accommodating the challenges that confronted the conference on the first

day.

Wahu Kaara (KENDREN) on her part said what the Forum had witnessed in the day
would be in vain if participants were not able to multiply these voices. The issues that
were discussed were about power and resources and these are political questions with
implications for the destiny of humanity. She implored participants to be strategic and
seek better aid, economic liberation, environmental justice and an end to poverty. Aid,
trade and debt are one and the same and must be defined from the perspective of the

poor and marginalized, she concluded.

6.0 PUBLIC SESSION — OFFICIAL OPENING

The session was chaired by the Kumi Naidoo (CIVICUS).

On behalf of the GCSAEF, Dr. Esi Sutherland-Addy - who is the chair of the Forum -

officially welcomed the delegates and thanked the participants for their invaluable
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contributions and for their tolerance in the face of the logistical challenges of the

conference.

She summed up the purpose of the meeting as being the scrutiny of the credibility of the
PD and the need for all stakeholders including donors to recommit themselves to action.
Quoting a Ghanaian adage by Okyeame Boafo Akuffo of Akropong in the Eastern
Region of Ghana, she said “If you indeed claim that you are sacrificing a live bird to the
sky god, why don’t you release it and let is soar? Why should you deliberately continue
to hold on to its legs? How do you expect it to reach the sky?” She, thus, rhetorically
guestioned the effectiveness of the PD which is undermined by political and technical
constraints and hoped that the Forum will provide the framework for the debate on the

Declaration.

She stated that Ghana has over a year traversed an extensive phase of consultations
involving about 900 persons based on a set of carefully developed criteria among which
was a deliberate self- introspection within Civil Society. The purpose was to determine

what role Civil Society needed to play to ensure Aid Effectiveness in Ghana.

She observed that, worrying gaps were revealed in key areas such as democratic
ownership, accountability, environmental impact and on social systems of policy
decisions and this raised serious questions about the contribution of Government and

donors.

Dr. Sutherland-Addy informed the Forum that, Civil Society was invited to make inputs
into the Ghana Government process and the lessons learnt must be distilled and the

momentum gathered sustained.

In conclusion, she asserted that the bottom line is not the refinement of the PD or the
architecture of the delivery but the commitment needed for action to improve the lot of

humanity.



She thanked the International Steering Committee and CSOs for entrusting this parallel
Conference to the Ghana Committee noting that much impetus had been gained for the

transformation of the PD.

On his part, Tony Tujan, Chairperson of the CSO International Steering Group restated

the objectives of the public session as follows:

Consolidate or preparations for a more effective participation and intervention in
the HLF.
Strengthen dialogue, exchange and learning from CSO experiences and

perspectives on aid effectiveness.

He referred to the finalized CSO Statement considered the previous day which
embodies the shared views, analyses and proposals for a meaningful outcome of the
Accra HLF.

He said the public session is meant to develop dialogue and exchange through plenary
inputs from other stakeholders, sectors, themes and processes through smultaneous

events.

Comparing the 14 CSOs in HLF 2 in 2005 and the 800 CSOs in Accra in 2008, he
stated that, this was certainly an improvement but was also quick to note that more

complex issues of aid, trade and debt have been put on the table.

He indicated that, much has changed on the road to Accra. CSOs have strongly mooted
the agenda for better aid and through the different consultations, researches and
advocacies that have carried out, it can be said that aid can work and must be used

effectively.

Tony Tujan referred to behavioural and attitudinal change and made the demand that

everyone stresses and commits to maximum reform for aid effectiveness while bearing
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in mind the politics of the aid system and be circumspect about what is achievable in
Accra. This makes it imperative for CSOs to do more, in terms of lobbying and to
protest against governments and donors who do not have the poor in their hearts and
minds and who have empires to protect.

He reminded participants that, the Forum is to prepare for the HLF and there is

therefore the need to deepen the dialogue.

He expressed his thanks to Governments and donors who provided support to the

CSOs on the road to Accra and also for bringing them to the conference.

He also expressed his appreciation to the GCSAEF and the people who moved the
process around 100 organizations and the ISG who did not depend on outside donors

but used their own resources to make the meeting a reality.

In his keynote address, Honourable Kwadwo Baah-Wiredu, the Minister of Finance and
Economic Planning of Ghana, speaking on his own behalf and on behalf of the
President of Ghana, thanked the Advisory Group, the International Steering Group and
the Ghana Aid Effectiveness Forum for the efforts they had expended on the road to

Accra.

He said the Government of Ghana appreciates the efforts of CSOs in working towards
aid effectiveness. He expressed his belief in mutual responsibility and appealed to
donors to improve the basic principles that all stakeholders agreed on. He stated that
the political will to develop our societies exists as a social contract signed by

governments to improve what others have done.
He concluded by saying that the doors of his Ministry are open to ideas on improving

the living conditions of the people. He expressed his readiness to work together with

CSOs to achieve the desired goals.
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7.0 PUBLIC SESSION - SPEAKERS PLENARY

The session was chaired by Kumi Naidoo (CIVICUC) and Fathima Burnad (SRED)

The Honourable Mary Robinson, Chair, Council of Women World Leaders and Former
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights stated that mutual accountability
is the weakest component of the principles from Paris to Accra and there is therefore
the need to think innovatively about it. She recognized the important fora held on the
road to Accra. These include the Dublin | meeting which focused on cross-cutting issues
of human rights, gender equality and environmental sustainability reflected in the AAA
and the Dublin Il DFID meeting in London whose central themes were gender
empowerment, mutual accountability and also underscored the importance of human

rights.

She noted that 2008 is the 60™ Anniversary of Universal Declaration of Human Rights
which is sadly being celebrated in a world situation with indices of a $2 a day scenario,
increasing child mortality, poverty and the high cost of food. She echoed Nelson
Mandela’'s advice that there is the need to listen to those who are invisible, those who

are silent and those who have no voices.

The Honourable Mary Robinson made reference to the launch last year in South Africa
under the patronage Nelson Mandela, Kofi Annan, Archbishop Desmond Tutu and
Graca Machel of the organization “Every Human Has A Right” which is also dealing with
the issue of aid effectiveness among others and advised all to join in the campaign
against human rights violations by and encouraged participants to visit the website

www.everyhumanhasrights.com She also indicated that her own NGO, Realising

Rights, is leading research into aid effectiveness.

She informed the Forum that, the ILO and the Government of Liberia are meeting next
month on the ILO project on decent work in Liberia. This is taking forward the issue of
decent work and linking it to the MDGs and asked that the AAA must be linked to the
MDGs. She also agreed with Tony Tujan and also called for attitudinal and behavioural

change.
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In his presentation Honourable Jan Cedergran, Chair of the Working Party on Aid
Effectiveness OECD/DAC posited that aid effectiveness and the Paris agenda are
important because they are political and not necessarily technical nor procedural. Aid is
not a goal in itself but must be linked to its development effect of reducing poverty and
improving the livelihoods of poor people and promoting gender equality, human rights,
environmental sustainability and democratic societies. It is about politics and requires

the involvement of all stakeholders in the developmental arena.

He asserted that, it is also about mobilizing resources and ensuring their rational use to
reduce poverty and ensure development. The attainment of results will determine if aid
volumes should increase, thus a linkage must be made between Accra and Doha on

financing for development.

He indicated that the PD came about because trade methods were not effective. It was
therefore designed to increase cooperation between the North and the South hence its

perspectives was on ownership, results and mutual accountability.

Honourable Jan Cedergran noted that, CSOs became obvious actors in this context
leading to the creation of the Advisory Group and the ISG as a multi-stakeholder
platform. He also informed the Forum that, over the period of 18 months, dialogues,
seminars and workshops were organized in different parts of the world involving
thousands of participants and organizations and noted that this would not have

happened 10 years ago.

Civil Society has earned the pride of place as a development actor with clout even
within the AG. Synthesis report presented in Accra and the diverse opinions expressed
at the conference will therefore provide a very solid basis for future work and

cooperation, he asserted.
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He was also of the opinion that taditional power relations ae going to be affected
profoundly as a result of the presence of China, India and non DAC-donors, which are
mobilizing resources and private capital into Africa and there is therefore a strong need
for CSOs to engage these actors to secure national ownerships and avoid

fragmentation of aid.

He stated that many delegates may be disappointed about the HLF Ill AAA because it
has to be consensus statement; a compromise document that does not leave important
players outside. Secondly, Accra is just one stop on a long road ahead focused on the
future and thirdly, the recognition of the role of Civil Society will have a strong long term

political influence both in donor and partner countries.

He advised CSOs to stay engaged, keep the long term vision alive through lobbying

governments in the North and South and promoting continual partnership.

The Honourable Rafael Mariano Chair, Kilusang Magbubukid ng. Pilipinas (Philippine
Peasant Movement), Member, House of Representatives of Philippines thanked the
organizers for giving him the opportunity to speak on behalf of Philippine Peasant
Organizations (KMP), the Asian Peasant Coalition (APC) and his party Group
Anakpawis (Toiling Masses).

He informed the meeting that, KMP brings together millions of peasants and rural
people engaged in genuine agrarian reform and national industrialization. The APC has

a membership of 15 million in 9 Asian countries.

He lauded the role of CSOs in pushing for human rights and development as a core
issue, and that the plight of the world’s vast peasantry must be the focus as 3 out of
every 4 people in the underdeveloped countries live in the rural areas and depend
directly and indirectly on agriculture for their livelihood. Ineffective aid thus affects

millions of poor rural peasants and billions of impoverished people across the globe.
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He recognized the limitations of the PD and called for more democratic ownership and
for economies to serve the people rather than profits. The “Aid effectiveness agenda”
must focus on promoting democratic, equitable and sustainable development. It is also
a welcome idea that the quality of aid has been an issue in the process. Aid is not
charity and it should be directed to where people actually need it at the rural

communities, he asserted.

He debunked policy conditionalities directed to “free market” and “globalization” trends
leading to the collapse of agricultural economies and fledging industrial establishments
in hundreds of underdeveloped countries. Small peasants and workers have suffered
displacement, falling incomes, loss of livelihoods and deeper poverty whilst big foreign
powers with subsidized farms, advanced factories and surplus capital have profited
hugely. He noted that, the total effect of farm trade liberalization measures is to create

food insecurity in developing countries.

He strongly suggested that, ownership without democracy is ownership that strangles
development explaining that the wealthy and elite own all the means of production with
the consequent injustice in agrarian reform and acquisition as well as the
marginalization of the poor who have no opportunity to discuss the aid regime and how
they will benefit.

Honourable Rafael Mariano also noted that, CSOs are vital agencies, who by virtue of
their strength and links at the grassroots can move things forward, but Parliament is an
additional arena for unleashing the battle and an important venue for demanding

accountability and transparency.

He recognized the limitations and narrowness of the PD in the objectives and
mechanisms for development. It gives scant attention to human rights, gender equality,
social justice and sustainable development and focuses on official institutions which

have no place for civil society, he said.
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Concluding, he indicated that, the forum offers the opportunity to seek ways and means
of ensuring that aid genuinely serves its declared objectives of combating poverty and
promoting peace and development and to deepen partnerships and reach mutual

understanding out of diverse perspectives.

8.0 PRESENTATION OF KEY MESSAGES FROM CSO STATEMENT ON AID
EFFECTIVENESS

Roberto Bissio of the ISG presented the key messages contained in the CSO Statement
stating that the Paris Process looks like a failure and Accra should provide a way for a
change in the implementation and the definition of “effectiveness” by setting new targets
and indicators. Donors have not delivered on their commitments and need to evolve

detailed plans on how to achieve the targets.

He indicated that, the HLF 3 is expected to deliver real commitments to address issues
not adequately dealt with in the PD. Donors must untie aid and improve the medium-
term predictability of aid (suggesting between 3 — 5 years while reducing the burden of
conditionality. Governments must also increase the democratic accountability and

transparency of their use of aid resources.

He highlighted the following as being areas by which the Accra HLF will be judged as a
credible process:

Rewriting the definition of ownership so that communities, all stakeholders

become part of the process of ownership.

Time-bound and monitorable targets.

Ambitious targets for technical assistance to ensure that technical assistance is

demand-driven and effective at capacity building.
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A commitment from donors and recipients to make the aid system more
accountable through greater transparency, communication of information to the
public and the establishment of independent and citizen-led monitoring and

evaluation systems.

He asked what changes are expected in the AAA and noted. He was not optimistic and
suggested very little in respect of decent work, gender and social equality, cultural

rights, environmental sustainability and equal participation of all parties.

He also affirmed that the principle of democratic ownership should be the basis of aid
and there is the need for quality space and that decentralization and national priorities

should be supported by donors.

He stressed that donors should not operate according to their own parochial interest for
the benefit of their nations and businesses and that conditionalities should be eliminated

as they constitute a hindrance to development.

He concluded that aid will be ultimately judged as it brings positive changes in the lives

of poor and vulnerable.

On Key Messages of CSOs Effectiveness Exploration Forum, Justin Kilcullen
(CONCORD) presenting for The Global Facilitation Group was of the opinion that the

PD though insufficient, could be engaged on CSOs’ own terms and not ignored.

He informed the meeting that, stakeholders raised a lot of concerns about aid
effectiveness and under the umbrella of the Advisory Group a process began to explore
the issue. A series of meetings took place in 2007 culminating in the Ottawa Global
Meeting in February, 2008 with 70 representatives from Civil Society in attendance. At
this meeting a decision was made to launch a CSO Forum on Development

Effectiveness.
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In June, 2008, an exploratory meeting was held to define this process and this led to the
establishment of an OPEN FORUM FOR CSO DEVELOPMENT EFFECTIVENESS to
run from January 2009 to December 2010. It was noted that Paris is not a global tool,
and that, there is the need for the CSOs to develop their own process reflecting their
distinct role and values and emphasizing ‘development effectiveness’ and not aid

effectiveness with 5 key directions.

He indicated that, the most important aspect is the governance of the process. To date,
CONCORD has facilitated the process and t is now CSO Global Facilitation Group
made up of 25 CSO nominated members based on regions, national and international,

gender-balanced representative bodies.

Justin Kilcullen admitted that, there are challenges as it was an ambitious process.
Being a multi-stakeholder process, it is able to engage governments. They do
recognize that many Governments view CSOs as potential opposition engaged in back
door nefarious activities and can be looked at with suspicion in a heightened security

environment.

The second challenge, he mentioned, was in relation to Beijing 2011 and how to include
all stakeholders to shape the Agenda and move it from aid effectiveness to
Development effectiveness. The CSO engagement with the PD has already had a
significant influence on that process and this new initiative can move the debate to an

entirely new level.

The final challenge he identified was how to engage the CSO community in this process

since it was a day by day activity.

8.1 CSO STATEMENTS

The International Trade Union Confederation (ITUC) Statement pesented by its

representative stated that the Accra HLF took place against the background of a critical
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global crisis in the area of food, energy, debt, financial market slowdown which
threatens to plunge the world into a deeper impoverishment. This, the statement
attributed to wrong policy arrangements and choices and failure on the part of donor
countries to meet binding commitments and developing countries failing to do more. It
also recognized that the PD is just a first step in the establishment of a framework for

aid management.

The statement agreed that aid should just be one element in a broad development
framework that takes into consideration key financing instruments including debt

cancellation, trade and investment.

It declared that the Doha process on financing for development is a holistic process and

aid effectiveness should converge with the Doha agenda.

The Statement suggested that democratic country ownership will continue to be
undermined by tied aid and conditionality and accountability requirements should apply
to both donors and recipients. In fostering democratic ownership, governments have a
cardinal role to play by creating the enabling environment for organized social labour
movements by adhering to internally agreed standards on human rights, labour rights,
gender equality and environmental sustainability.

It suggested a proper focus on the decent work agenda through the involvement of
socially responsible local entrepreneurs in donor supported infrastructure projects and
general budget support within the context of national democratic ownership while
addressing gender-related issues regarding labour and youth unemployment and

underemployment.

It asserted the essential position of trade unions as development actors in their own
right as enshrined in Conventions 87 and 98 on freedom of association and the right to

bargain for trade unions to play their role in poverty reduction and development.



The Statement finally appealed to both multilateral and bilateral donors to support ILO
decent work strategies and country programmes and recognized the centrality of decent

work for poverty eradication.

The Statement of the Accra Women'’s International Forum read by its representative
indicated that officials attending the Accra HLF cannot ignore the failure of their
development policies and practices, particularly those related to gender equality and
women’s empowerment. It noted that out of the 1.4 billion persons living under the

poverty line of USD 1.25, the majority are women and children.

It mentioned the essential need to analyze the implication of aid effectiveness agenda
for the advancement of gender equality, women'’s rights and women’s empowerment,
and to consider how future aid management will tackle this fundamental issue. It drew
attention to the political contexts of development policies and the neo-liberal model that
is consistently failing to deliver the promised results of growth for all but rather is

perpetuating a syndrome of social exclusion, injustice and increasing inequalities.

It also expressed concerns about the negative impacts of privatization of basic services,
climate change and food security which continuously undermine sustainable
development.

The Statement noted that, compared to 2005 when the PD was gender blind, there are
improvements as suggested in the AAA text which emphasizes the central place of
poverty reduction, human rights, gender equality and environment sustainability. It
however notes that, it fails in explicitly recognizing to allocate resources to bind support
from the donor community. It expressed reservation about qualifying language and the
lack of new targets and condemned the culture of existing targets being monitored by
indicators defined by the World Bank which have been contested by CSOs and

women’s organizations.
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It forcefully states that the vision is a world where aid is no longer necessary, where
transformed relations of power and democratic redistribution of wealth continually
challenges norms and structures of injustice and war and rather creates new forms of
relations based on respect, solidarity and justice for all. Aid must be delivered to
catalyze sustainable dynamics of social organizations and strengthen local productive

structures in the face of globalization.

The specific recommendations it makes include the following:
The recognition of gender equality, environmental sustainability, and respect of
human rights as cornerstones for development.
To align the PD implementation with internationaly agreed development goals
To deliver donors’ commitment to increase Official Development Assistance
(ODA) to 0.7% of their GNP in addition to debt relief, and should be in the form of
grants and not loans
To provide transparent information on ODA allocations
Donors and governments to ensure that special funds are available for women’s
rights organizations and that mechanisms are put in place to ensure the funds
reach these organizations
To recognize the importance of UNSCR 1820
To integrate a strategic plan for financing gender equality and women’s
empowerment
To define democratic and participatory ownership as a vector principle in the
implementation of the PD
To enhance capacity building measures related to women institutions and other
bodies that promote gender equality and women'’s rights
To remove economic policy conditionalities that have negative impact on people,
particularly women
To measure development results within the Paris framework by adopting the
existing reporting and monitoring systems for human rights compliance
To measure outcomes on gender mainstreaming and gender specific social and

other domains
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To pay special attention to the needs and rights restitution of victimized women in
fragile states and in depressed communities
To promote the use of mix of funding mechanisms to ensure progress of

women'’s rights and empowerment

The Joint Ecumenical Message for the Accra HLF presented to the Forum noted that
in line with the theological affirmation that all persons are created in the image and
likeness of God, aid for development must contribute to the advancement of both the
individual and shared responsibility. Inclusion and participation are therefore
indispensable ingredients of any development policy. The effectiveness of aid should
primarily be measured in terms of sustained and positive impact on poverty eradication,

respect of human rights, and justice for all.

It stated that Churches and faith-based organizations are working to ensure that the
common good of all people is achieved. It further noted that, even as the PD calls for
systematic involvement of broad range of development partners, the experience with
their constituencies reveals the inadequacy of interaction and awareness of the PD
principles and commitments and the lack of formalized instruments of participative

monitoring and influencing of strategies that are being rolled out.

The Statement therefore makes the following recommendations:

The need to have meaningful engagement of all stakeholders

The need for national policy to be influenced by the community level actions and
desires and for African leaders to engage their citizenry as co-creators of good
governance

Donors and recipient Governments must make concrete commitments to greater
transparency, ensure access to information and for governments and donors to
be accountable

Donors and recipient Governments have the responsibility to promote inclusive

frameworks to ensure proper accountability systems at all levels and that they
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should adopt internationally agreed best practice through policy monitoring ol

kits that can used as guideline for mutual accountability at the country level

9.0 PRESS CONFERENCE

Emmanuel Akwetey (IDEG), one of the presenters at the Press Conference noted that,
the media could pay a key role in education the people of Ghana and across the world.
Aid relates to people in different ways as “it could be for water, sanitation, for health or

education”.

Antonio Tujan Chairperson of the CSO International Steering Group expressed his fears
about the PD and with the concern if “The Paris process looks like a failure?” He
indicated that the 2008 Paris Survey shows that donors have a long way to go in
delivering their promises and pledges. The HLF 3 was a critical opportunity to push and
advocate the issues well beyond Accra. The Accra meeting must deliver measurable

and time-bound commitments to address the issues not properly addressed in the PD.

He added that, “Donors must commit to improve the monitoring of aid effectiveness by
adapting existing Paris indicators and by integrating new indicators from the AAA by
2009 by supporting independent and citizen-led monitoring and evaluation systems and
by agreeing an inclusive evaluation process to assess the impact of Paris on poverty

reduction, gender equality, human rights and environmental sustainability."

Cecilia Alemany (AWID) pointed out that the PD was "gender blind" but the AAA had
moved away from that. She expressed her concern about the statistics that more than
half of those living below the poverty line are women and expressed the need to ensure
that human rights and gender equality did not form part of the conditionality of aid.

Lucy Hayes (Reality of Aid) called for the commitment to the broadening the definition of

ownership so that citizens, civil society organizations and elected officials are central

to the aid process. She also called for time-bound and monitorable targets to stop short
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term aid and to continue to ensure that aid is committed for at least 3-5years by 2010,

as well as to reduce the burden of conditionality by 2010.

10.0 VILLAGE VOICES

The conference fanned out into Village Voices Sessions. These were engagement fora

where independently organized workshops showcased the wide range of issues and

concerns which CSOs have been engaged on in the aid effectiveness agenda. The

sessions were as follows:

First Session:

WORKSHOP OGANISER
1. On emerging aid architecture:
focus on China AFRODAD, DIAKONIA
2. Making aid accountable: church
perspectives on development SECAM, AACC, ACT Development, Caritas
and aid monitoring Internationalis, CIDSE
3. Aid for Trade IBON, APRN
4. Feeding Africa with better PCFS, PAN-Africa
agriculture
5. Beyond aid dependence CIVICUS, AAI, South Center, ITUC
6. The role of media in setting and
implementing development ISG
priorities and objectives
7. Corruption and aid Christian Aid
8. Gender equality and aid WIDE, AWID, FEMNET, NETRIGHT, FES
effectiveness: what is at stake
9. Decent work at the heart of ITUC
sustainable development
effectiveness
10. CSOs and aid effectiveness:
recognition of role and voice of CCIC, AG on Civil Society and Aid Effectiveness
CSOs
11. ROA 2008 REPORT: Aid
effectiveness, democratic Reality of Aid
ownership and human rights
12.The International faith-based and

community initiative: growing
partnerships in development

POSDEV-Ghana, USAID
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Second Session:

WORKSHOP TITLE

ORGANISER

Civil society views on their role in
a context of growing budget
support

REPAQOC, OXFAM International

Aid effectiveness in least
developed countries, and in the
South Asia region

LDC Watch, SAAPE

Global vertical programmes - A
tale of too many funds?

EURODAD

CSOs facing the challenge of
development effectiveness -
introduction to the global CSO
effectiveness, and exploratory
debate on a vision on
development effectiveness

CONCORD

Debt crisis and aid effectiveness

IBON, ROA-Asia, AFRODAD

o

Climate change funding and
development assistance

APRN, AidWatch, IBON

Hearing Aid Booklet: Engaging
local CSOs in aid effectiveness in
Ghana

Action Aid Ghana

Aid effectiveness: what has
happened for women in Africa?

AWDF, NETRIGHT, FEMNET, WILDAF

What is good and effective aid for
agriculture and rural
development

More and Better

10.

Publish what you fund

UKAN, Action Aid, Data One, Tiri, Access Info

11.

Outcome and Impact of the
IAASTD - the International
Assessment of Agricultural
Knowledge, Science and
Technology for Development

PAN International

12.

Principles of successful
partnerships in relief and
development programmes

INTERACTION

See Appendix 2 for the detailed listing and abstracts that informed the discussions at

the various Village Voices Sessions
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11.0 CLOSING PLENARY AND PRESENTATION OF ONE AWARD

The session chairs were Jan Dereymaeker (ITUC) and Fathima Burnad (SRED)

As explained, The ONE Campaign is an advocacy organisation that combines policy
analysis, lobbying, media work and popular mobilisation to persuade donors to adopt
policy changes that are likely to lead to poverty reduction especially in Africa. The work
is carried out in collaboration with musicians such as Bono and Bob Geldof. The focus

is on aid quality, quantity, trade and debt cancellation among others.

The objective is to lend support to individual campaigners in African Civil Society in their
individual fight against poverty, when such efforts give hope and inspiration to the
organisation. The bottom line is a search for innovation, impact, accountability,
partnership and coordination; in short, things that make development effective.

Edith Jibunoh, Africa Outreach Manager of One Award said, it was a challenge

selecting a winner because of the exceptionally high standard of the applications
submitted. Many organisations were considered among which are:

KDF of Uganda (Water and Sanitation)

SEND Foundation (social development project on the MDGs and nonitoring of

essential services)

Association of Edible Organization of West Africa (on food fortification, a staple

product intended to be popularized in all ECOWAS member countries).

France Africa — Documentation on AIDS, TB, Malaria

61



On this note Dr. K.Y. Amoako was invited to present the award to the winner. He
expressed his long association with ONE and its previous incarnation DATA and how
proud he was to be a member of ONE’s Policy Advisory Board. He expressed his
singular pleasure in presenting the 2008 ONE Africa Award to the Development

Communications Network.

The award, the first of its kind went to the Development Communications Network
based in Lagos, Nigeria, whose primary focus is actively engaging the media in the

development process with strong emphasis on science and public health journalism.

In his response, Akin Jimoh of Development Communications Network expressed his
appreciation and that of his network saying that the Award is for all assembled in the
auditorium because “We are ONE”. He called the attention of participants to the large
number of women who lose their lives every 15 seconds in Nigeria in the process of
giving life. Funds are provided to achieve the MDGs but women and children die on
daily basis. He expressed his thanks to ONE stressing that, it was not a celebration but
a clarion call to do more. He thanked the other four selected organisations as well as
CSOs stating that a lot would be learned from them and so they should open their doors

to every journalist.

12.0 CLOSING SESSION

In her closing remarks, Marta Lago (International Gender Trade Network) said that,
Latin America rejected the whole concept of aid as it favoured a top-bottom approach to
development. For centuries their resources had been exploited and carted away and
rain forests destroyed, thus endangering food security. The development model in Third
World countries is subordinated to the neo-liberal globalization which has created a
cheap salaries syndrome and deepened inequalities with people living in abject poverty
while the opposite is increasing revenues and profits of transnational companies. She
advocated for wealh distribution otherwise, development, growth and wealth will

become empty and hollow concepts.
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She noted that, the type of development on the aid agenda does not deal with trade and
trade-related issues which are critical for the empowerment of women. She asserted
that, subsidies for agriculture in the North are creating distortions and called for
coherence in all areas of international cooperation. Expounding the issue further, she
indicated that, the most explicit example of incoherence is the unevenness between the
volume of aid projects carried by OECD countries and the volume of subsidies these
same countries provide to sustain their agriculture. This creates distortions that hinder
local producers’ capacity to achieve sustainable development in Southern countries with
implications for food security. Women, as the main food provider for families, are the

most affected by this problem.

Concluding, Marta Lago stated that, these incoherencies create a cycle of dependency
to aid projects by local communities, as they will not be able to face an unjust structure
autonomously. The demand for sustainable projects that seek a future where no aid is

necessary should be the flagship of the work of the work of CSOs, she asserted.

Yao Graham (TWN) noted that the meeting took place against the backdrop of a
situation of deepening food crisis, international economic recession, North-South
inequities, trade injustice and increased debt burden, the increasing role of Bretton
Woods Institutions in the affairs of independent sovereign states, cheap returns and
profits from extractable and other resources for transnational corporations, climate

change, and the general deteriorating conditions of life of the poor, women and children.

He indicated that any discussion of aid effectiveness has therefore to be situated in the
discussion of the politics of aid. While examining the issue of aid dependence, there is
the need to properly situate the expectations and look beyond the possibilities of Accra.
He asserted that, the OECD framework is not representative enough and developing
countries should be are committed to multilateralism as a line of pursuing development

financing.
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He advocated the need to push hard to achieve results in terms of the trade justice,
debt eradication, food security, gender equality and women’s empowerment, climate
justice and international and national resource mobilisation agenda so as to pale aid

into insignificance.

He expressed his thanks to the International Steering Group who conceived the idea of
the road to Accra, the SEND Foundation, the delegates, the volunteers, interpreters and
the staff at the College of Surgeons and Physicians, and to all his colleagues who
brilliantly chaired the various sessions. On behalf of the GCSAEF, he apologized for any

limitations and lapses that might have occurred.



CIVIL SOCIETY PARALLEL CONFERENCE

ON AID EFFECTIVENESS

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS (GHANA)

Appendix 1
No. Name Country Organisation Email

1. Annita Allottey Ghana kenzy32000@yahoo.com

2. Awulae Annor friends@africaonline.com.gh
Adjaje Il Ghana

3. Christine glowaghana@yahoo.com
Enyonam Ghana GLOWA
Kugbeadzor

4. Comfort Tetteh | Ghana winnfog@yahoo.com

5. Commend Seek to Save seektosavefoundation@yahoo.com
Enyam Akpeloo | Ghana Foundation

6. Donkoh Elvis Ghana Alliance for Youth info@aydghana.org
Morris development

7. Ekua Bempong Oyeman Foundation | nedaf2004@yahoo.com
Myles Koufi Ghana

8. Janet Adama C | Ghana ACDEP jadama@acdep.org

9. Mawutor info@aydghana.org
Samuel Mensah | Ghana !

10. Oliver Atibila Ghana BONATADU joedegde@yahoo.com

11. Charles charlesappiagyei@yahoo.co.uk
Appaigyei Ghana ADD addaccra2006@yahoo.co.uk

12. Dakudedzi shapucu@yahoo.com
Gabby Ghana SHAPU

13. Nuhu llliasu atteh25892 @yahoo.com
Atteh Ghana SHAPU

14. Shirley H. Anibi | Ghana Grassroots Africa shibi@grassrootafrica.org

15. Jonah Martha Ghana New Life Foundation | martjonah@yahoo.com

16. Quansah New Life Foundation | nlifefound@yahoo.com
Jacqueline Ghana

17. Betty Ayagiba Ghana Widows Ministry womghana2000@yahoo.com

18. Nicholas Trade Aid napokera@tradeaidgh.org
Apokera Ghana

19. Richard Ananga | Ghana Trade Aid “

20. Dorcas Ghana TUC efuanu@gmail.com
Amuguandoh

21. Bro. Peter Ghana Development thedevin@africaonline.com.gh
Agboso Institute

22. Ken Kinney Ghana Development thedevin@africaonline.com.gh

Institute

23. Collins Agyarko- | Ghana Rural Watch ruralwatch@yahoo.co.uk
N

24, Evans Opata Ghana Micro Finance eopata@yahoo.com

Project
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25. K. Darku Ghana Red Cross dasumadu2007@yahoo.co.uk
Asumadu

26. Kojo Impraim Ghana CRED joesberg@yaho0.co.uk

27. Christopher Ghana Resource Link chrisdapaah@yahoo.com
Kweku Dapaah

28. Elizabeth Ghana CHRALER earchampong@yahoo.com
Acrheampong

29. Elizabeth Ghana Window of Hope maametrs@yahoo.com
Adubofuor

30. Ernest Owusu- | Ghana CHRALER eodapaa@yahoo.com
Dapaa

31. Kennedy Ghana CEDEP tuntum_k@hotmail.com
Owusu-Ade

32. Subaab Bilikun | Ghana Center for csdgh@yahoo.com
Peter Sustainable

Development

33. Donkris Mevuta | Ghana Friends of the Nation | nanaefuaewur@yahoo.com

34. Ekua Eshun Ghana attwware@yahoo.com

35. Nana Efua Ewur | Ghana Friends of the nanaefuuaewur@yahoo.com

Nations

36. Adam Eliasu Ghana GDCP adam_iliasu@yahoo.com

37. Charles Ghana New Energy nachinab@yahoo.com
Nachinab

38. Diana Ndego Ghana SEND Foundation dndego20@yahoo.com

39. Edward Alena Ghana ACDEP edwardkapile@acdep.org
Kapile

40. Malex Alebkiya | Ghana ACDEP amalex@acdep.org

41. Mohammed Ghana Northern Ghana azizpasida@yahoo.com
Azziz Network

42. Salifu Amos Ghana CCFC amoswap@yahoo.com

43. Samuel Akologo | Ghana SEND Foundation sendtam@africaonline.com
Zan

44, Sheik Yakubu Ghana GubKatimali daradi@yahoo.com
Abdul-Karim

45, Catherine Ghana PRONET pronetwa@africaonline.com.gh
Amissah

46. David Bogunluri | Ghana Women Integrated women_integrated@yahoo.com

47. Jonathan Ghana lanjoe2001@yahoo.com
Lanedone

48. Martin Dery Ghana PRONET pronetwa@africaonline.com.gh

49. Naa Robert Ghana Suntaa Nuntaa suntaa_nuntaa@yahoo.com
Lorgah

50. Abraham Ghana Ghana Federation of | abrahamkoomson@hotmail.com
Koomson Labour TUC

51. Adam Salifu Ghana IDEG asalifu@ideg.org

52. Adwoa Sakyi Ghana TUC mudaarmgo@yahoo.org

53. Afi Azaratu Ghana FOSDA afiyakub@yahoo.com
Yakubu

54. Afia Ansah Ghana Mmaa Nkommo mmaankommo@yahoo.com
Ampene
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55. Ama Kuma Ghana ISODEC ama@isodec.org.gh
Blankson

56. Araba Eghan Ghana IDEG seghan@ideg.org

57. Audrey Ghana NETRIGHT audreygadzekpo@gmail.com
Gadzekpo

58. Bernice Sam Ghana WILDAF wildaf@ucomgh.com

59. Birgitte Karen Ghana Ibis birgitte@ibisghana.com
Rasmussen

60. Charity Osei- Ghana IEA iea@ieagh.org
Amponsah

61. David Issifu Ghana CCFC dsulley@ccfcanada.cs
Sulley

62. David Kwame Ghana PDA dmensah@pdaghana.com
Dapaah Mensah

63. Dr. Dzodzi Ghana NETRIGHT dzodzit@yahoo.co.uk
Akuyo Tsikata

64. Dr. Emmanuel Ghana IDEG eakwetey@ideg.org
Akwetey

65. Dr. Rose Ghana NETRIGHT eno-gh@yahoo.com
Mensah-Kutin

66. Dr. Yao Graham | Ghana TWN ygraham@twnafrica.org

67. Elizabeth Apalu | Ghana Advocates for egakpalu2000@yahoo.com

Gender Inst.

68. Emelia Arthur Ghana earthur@ucomgh.com

69. Eric Boateng Ghana CDD eric@cddghana.org

70. Eugene Ghana POSDEV posdev@hotmail.com
Kwaning

71. Eunice Braimah | Ghana POSDEV posdev@hotmail.com

72. Firmin Kami Ghana SECAM secamgov@4u.com.gh
Adjahassou

73. Gyekye Ghana TWN politicaleconomy@twnafrica.org
Emmanuel
Tandoh

74. Hamida Maalim | Ghana ABANTU hamimaa@hotmail.com
Harrison

75. Jeannette Ghana MFWA mfwa@africaonline.com.gh
Quarcoopome

76. John Dominic Ghana Action Aid john.andoh@actionaid.org
Andoh

77. Kofi Asare Ghana GNECC gneccnational@4u.com.gh

kofiasare1979@yahoo.co.uk

78. King-David Ghana ECASARD ecasardghana@ug.edu.gh
Amoah

79. Kyeremaa Rita | Ghana Ghana Federation of | gfdgh@4u.com.gh
Kusi the Disabled ritkusi@yahoo.com

80. Lydia Sasu Ghana DAA daa@africaonline.com.gh

81. Mohammed Ghana Ibis baba@ibisghana.com
Baba Tahiru

82. Nicholas Kweku | Ghana nadamtey@gmail.com
Adamtey
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83. Patricia Ghana NETRIGHT triciaakakpo@yahoo.com
Blankson
Akakpo
84. Patricia Ghana Health Workers patriciatweneboah@yahoo.com
Tweneboah Union: TUC
85. Peter Fiamor Ghana IDEG ghaaf2000@yahoo.co.uk
86. Philomena Ghana National Catholic sed.ncs@ghanachbc.org
Johnson Secretariat
87. Prof. Kwame Ghana MFWA kkaari@yahoo.com
Karikari
88. Rev. Albert Ghana ccg/mdgs abkwabi77@yahoo.com
Bitatsi Kwabi
89. Ruby Dagadu Ghana Christian Council of | rdagadu@yahoo.com
Ghana
90. Siapha Kamara | Ghana SEND siapha@yahoo.com
91. Suzan Aryetey Ghana FIDA sampofo@yahoo.com
92. Theodora Anti Ghana FOSDA theodora@fosda.org
93. Vitus Adaboo Ghana Integrity vitusazeem@yahoo.com
Azeem
94. Volker Monikes | Ghana SECAM secamgov@4u.com.gh
95. Yakubu Saani Ghana Action Aid Saani.yakubu@actionaid.org
96. Yaro Badimak Ghana Basic Needs badimakp@yahoo.co.uk
Peter
97. Yaw Baah Ghana TUC aybaah@yahoo.com
98. Zakaria Ghana Ibis zak@ibisghana.org
Sulemana
99. Abaane Rights And Voice
Robert Ghana Initiative roberta@ravighana.org
100. African Development
Progamme /
International Council
Abbey Charles Ghana On Social Welfare chasadp@africaonline.com.gh
101. Korle Bu Teaching
Hospital/Who-
Adjei George O. | Ghana Tropika.Net goadjei@yahoo.com
102. Ghana Federation
Aidoo Ebenezer | Ghana Of Labour (GFL) gflgha@gmail.com
103. United Natons
Development Fund
Alberdi Ines Ghana For Women
104. Grassroots
Sisterhood
Alhassan Fati Ghana Foundation cfadenruwid2003@yahoo.com
105. Amesu-Addor
Edem Elliot Ghana Oxfam GB, Ghana eamesu-addor@oxfam.org.uk
106. Amoateng Abibimman
Kenneth Nana | Ghana Foundation amoatengken@gmail.com
107. World Vision Ghana,
Anderson Private Mail Bag,
Cecilia Ama Ghana Accra North ceciliaanderson@wuvi.org
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108. Andrews Naa
Dawari Ghana
109. Care International
Ansah Kojo Ghana Gulf Of Guinea ansah@-caregog.org
110. United Nations
Development Fund
Ansre Afua Ghana For Women afuabansre@undp.org
111. Antwi  Anna Ghana Action Aid Ghana
112. Foundation For
Apetogbor Eric Female
Haydock Ghana Photojournalists eric@ffpnet.org
113. National
Appiah-Osei Commission For
Ellen Nyarko Ghana Civic Education
114. Boampong UNDP Civil Society
Micheal Ghana Resource Centre micheal@civilsocietyghana.org
115. Charles Agboklu | Ghana
116. Christiana
Amarchey Ghana Action Aid Ghana
117. Construction And
Building Materials
Workers Union Of
Ghana TUCCBMWU
Dabuoh Selina Ghana of GTUC selsoldab@yahoo.co.uk
118. Ghana Christian
Dagadu Ruby | Ghana Council rdagadu@yahoo.com
119. Dakudedzi Shai area
Gabby Ghana progressive union shapucu@yahoo.com
120. Daniel Odortor Ghana District Assembly
121. Darko Eshun
Winifred Ghana WILDAF/COWIG winniesdes@yahoo.co.uk
122. CONCERN
Dauri Roseline Ghana UNIVERSAL soselinedauri@concern-universal.org
123. Care International
Daze Angie Ghana Gulf Of Guinea angie@care.ca
124, Delegation Of The
European
De Silva Commission In
Ramesh Ghana Ghana rameshde-silva@ec.europa.eu
125. SNV-Netherlands
Development
Dehaan Peter Ghana Organisation pdehaan@snvworld.org
126. Ghana Federation of
Desmod Sackey | Ghana Labour (GFL) gfgha@gmail.com
127. Ghana Federation of
Doris Soku Ghana Labour gflgha@gmail.com
128. Dwamena- The Ark Foundation,
Aboagye Angela | Ghana Ghana adaaboagye@yahoo.com
129. Ghana Federation of
Ellis Koomson | Ghana Labour gflgha@gmail.com
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130. Elvis Otoo Ghana G-RAp elvis.otoo@grap.org
131. Emma Ghana Federation of
Nyanglamah Ghana Labour gflgha@gmail.com
132. Fatima Ewudzie | Ghana Ahmadya Women ewudziefatima@yahoo.com
133. Growth Ghana /
Fichte Maria Ghana Weltfriedensdienst fichte@wfd.de
134. Formadi Patricia Women and
Fafa Ghana Development Project | formadip@yahoo.com
135. 6th MARCH
Frimpong WOMEN'S
Elizabeth Ghana FONDATION sixthmarchfoundation@yahoo.com
136. Gabianu CHF
Sylvester Ghana INTERNATIONAL
137. General Agricultural
Iddrisu Yakabu | Ghana Workers Union gawughanatuc@yahoo.com
138. Women's Action
Kath Rosemary Solidarity Aid
Adoma Ghana (WASA) wasaproject@yahoo.com
139. Kathrine
Meissner Ghana FES - Ghana kathrinmeissner@fesghana.org
140. Kojo Nunoo Ghana G-RAP
141. Centre For Rural
Women
Koranteng Empowerment And
Helen Ghana Development cerwed2007@yahoo.com
142. Association Of
Kudiabor People For Practical
Patrick Ghana Life Education kudfree@yahoo.com
143. African Women
Kuma Edna Ghana Lawyers Association | awlaghana@yahoo.com
144. Kwabena
Nyarko Otoo Ghana GH. TUC oltoshark@yahoo.com
145. Kwesi Ohemeng
Adjei Ghana Action Aid Ghana
146. Laura Nyarko -
Ampem Ghana PPAG lauraampem@yaho00.co.uk
147. Lawrencia
Adams Ghana G- RAP
148. KONRSD-
ADENAUER-
Loetzer Klaus Ghana STIFTUNG KAS
149. Margaret
Essilful Ghana
150. Centre for Women
and Children centreforwomanandchildren@yahoo.c
Mariam Martey | Ghana Association om
151. Marie lidvedsen | Ghana IBIS West Africa marie@ibisghana.com
152. EUROPEAN
UNION
Moehring Ute Ghana utemoehring@ec.europa.ec
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153. Moller Charlotte | Ghana IBIS-WEST AFRICA | charlottetorpmelle@yahoo.com.dk
154. United Nations
Mukarabuga Development Fund
Cecile Ghana For Women cecilemukarabuga@unifem.org
155. Symposium of
Episcopal
Conference of Africa
Mwale Simson Ghana and Madagascar simsonmwale@yahoo.com
156. Mwaura Esther
Ms Ghana GROOTS KENYA esthermwauara@grootskenya/afu
157. Nachinab
Charles
Sampana Ghana New Energy nachinab@yahoo.com
158. Nana Afua
Obuor Ghana
159. Nanna Callisen
Bang Ghana CARE
160. NTOSO RITA
YAA GHANA DRAMA NETWORK | dramantwrkl@yahoo.com
161. NTOW
STEPHEN GHANA WATERAID stephenntow@wateraidghana.org
162. OPAREBEA
CHRISTIANA Centre For National
CARL GHANA Culture coperebea@yahoo.com
163. OSEI KYEI
BOATEMAA University Of
MARY GHANA Ghana(UG) mobkjwat@yahoo.com
164. Osman Abdel -
Rahman Ghana GDCA, Tamale gdca@africaonline.com.gh
165. Oware Aboagye
Isaac Ghana Action Aid Ghana
166. Rights and Voice
SAM OCRAN GHANA Initiative socran@ravighana.org
167. SCHOENAU
AGNETE GHANA IBIS West Africa agnete@ibisghana.com
168. SOHARAB
BAGHI GHANA Concern Universal sohrabbuk2002@yahoo.co.uk
169. Sorensen Sia Ghana IBIS West Africa sia@ibisghana.com
170. UNDP Civil Society
Stewart Robyn Ghana Resource Centre robyn@civilsocietyghana.org
171. SULLEY DAVID Christian Children's
ISSIFU GHANA Fund Of Canada dsulley@ccfcanada.ca
172. Vigoda Marcy GHANA CARE
173. Vincent Awuku Ghana PAMOJA/RAVI jaamenu@yahoo.com
174. Vincent Awuku
Lordson Ghana reflect
network
Ghana
175. VOLKER GHANA Symposium. of justicepeace secam@yahoo.com
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MONIKES

Episc. Conference of

Africa and
Madagascar

176.

YARO
BADIMAK
PETER

GHANA

BASICNEEDS
GHANA

peteryaro@basicneeds.org

GOVERNMENTS & DONO

RS

177.

Fernando De La
Cruz Prego

Bolivia

Agencia Espanola

Internacional Para
El Desarrollo

De La Cooperation

fernandodelacruzprego@gmail.com

178.

Florence Bopda

Cameroon

United Nations
Developments
Fund For Women

clara.anyangwe@unifem.org

179.

Wood
Jacqueline R

Canada

Canadian
International
Development
Agency

jacqueline.wood@acdi-cida.gc.ca

180.

Bedard Yvan

Canada

Ministry Of
International
Relations Of The
Province Of
Quebec

yvan.bedard@mri,gouv.qc.ca

181.

Wallace
Stephen

Canada

Canadian
International
Development
Agency

stephen.wallace@acdi-cida.gc.ca

182.

Lavergne Real

Canada

Canadian
International
Development
Agency

real.lavergne@acdi-cida.gc.ca

183.

Belanger Pierre

Canada

Canadian
International
Development
Agency

pierre.belanger@acdi-cida.gc.ca

184.

Sikivou Semesa

Fiji

Pacific Island
Forum Secretariat

semesas@forumsec.org.fj

185.

Sandor Elisabeth

France

Organisation For
Economic Co-
Operatio And
Development

elisabeth.sandor@oecd.org

186.

Snrech Serge

France

French Minstry Of
Foreign And
European Affairs

serge.snrench@diplomatie.gouv.fr

187.

O'nelll Patti

France

Organisation For
Economic
Cooperation And
Development

patti.oneill@oecd.org
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188.

Killen Brenda

France

Organisation for
Economic
Cooperation and
Development

brenda.killen@oecd.org

189.

Koetschet Regis

France

French Ministry of
Foreign And
European Affairs

regis.koetschet@diplomatie.gouv.fr

190.

Blanc Marie-
Odile

France

French Ministry of
Foreign And
European Affairs

marie-odile.blanc@diplomatie,gouv.fr

191.

Eklof Goran E

France

Organisation for
Economic
Cooperation and
Development

goran@context.nu

192.

De Milly Hubert

France

Organisation for
Economic
Cooperation and
Development

hubert.demilly@oecd.org

193.

Fyson Sara

France

Organisation for
Economic
Cooperation and
Development

sara.fyson@oecd.org

194.

Hoven Ingrid
Gabriela

Germany

Federal Minstry
for Economic
Cooperation and
Development

ingrid-gabriela.hoven@bmz.bund.de

195.

Dietrich Ingolf
Luitger

Germany

Federal Ministry for
Economic
Cooperation and
Development

ingolf.dietrich@bmz.bund.de

196.

Yakpo Kofi M

Germany

Office Of Thilo
Hoppe, The
Chairman of the
Committee on
Development ,The
Bundestag

thilo.hoppe @bundestag.de

197.

Langenkamp
Christoph

Germany

Global Donor for
Rural Development

christoph.langenkamp@donorplatform
.0rg

198.

De Silva Ramesh

Ghana

Delegation of the
European
Commission in
Ghana

ramesh.de-silva@ec.europa.eu

199.

Moehring Ute

Ghana

European Union

ute.moehring@ec.europa.eu

200.

Loetzer Klaus

Ghana

Konrad-Adenauer-
Stiftung

k.loetzer@kas.de

201.

Stewart Robyn G

Ghana

Undp Cs Resource
Center

robyn@civilsocietyghana.org

202.

Mizuuchi Kentaro

Ghana

Embassy Of Japan
In Ghana

mizuuchi.kentaro@mofa.go.jp
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203. Danso Ghana Embassy Of The raymond.danso@minibuza.nl
Raymond Kingdom Of
Netherlands
204. Danso Elijah Y. | Ghana Embassy Of The elijah.danso@minibuza.nl
Kingdom Of
Netherlands
205. Muller-Van Ghana Embassy Of The monique.muller@minibuza.nl
Leenen Kingdom Of
Netherlands
206. |Gomez Zuniga Honduras United Nations rosibel.gomez@unifemca.org
Rosibel E. Devlopment Fund
For Women
207. |(lrias Guzman Hondurus National Women’s | keniainam@yahoo.com
Kenia C. Institute
208. |[Schwartz Gaston | Luxembourg | Lux Development schwartz@Ilux-development.lu
209. [Ternes Georges | Luxembourg | Luxembourg georges.ternes@mae.etat.lu
Minstry Foreign
Affairs
210. |Bary Francois Luxembourg | Lux-Development | choin@lux-development.lu
211. |Ogilvy Robin | Rwanda UNDP robin.ogilvy@undp.org
212. Odera Rwanda United Nations josephine.odera@unifem.org
Josephine Developments
Fund For Women
213. Ncube Cecilia South Africa | United Nations cecilia.ncube@unifem.org
Developments
Fund For Women
214, Huijts Henrietta | Switzerland | Joint U. N. huijts@unaids.org
Noelle Programme On
Aids
215. Ingenkamp Nina | Switzerland The Global Fund ninaingenkamp@theglobalfund.org
To Fight Aids TB
and Malaria
216. |Huesken Jan The Hague Ministry Of Foreign | jan.huesken@minbuza.nl
Affairs
217. Harris Elliott USA International eharris2@imf.org
Monetary Fund
218. Bisping Jennifer | USA International jbisping@imf.org
Monetary Fund
AFRICA
219. Barbosa
Almeida
Edelfride REDEMEC edelfride@hotmail.com
220.

Dietrich Ingolf
Luitger

Federal Ministry
for Economic
Cooperation and
Development
(BM2)

ingolf.dietrich@bmz.bund.de
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221. Federal Ministry
for Economic
Cooperation and
Hoven Ingrid Development
Gabriela (BMZ) Ingrid-Gabriela.Hoven@bmz.bund.de
222. Federal Ministry
for Economic
Cooperation and
Development
Kadel Jost (BM2) jost.kadel@bmz.bund.de
223. Wole Olaleye Action Aid Wole.olaleye@actionaid.org
224, Eric Tonde B.Fasc I.E.D erictonde@yahoo.fr
225. Jean Luc
Zampou B.Faso A. GRO.D.I.A zampous@yahoo.fr
226. Nestorine
Sangare
Campore B.Faso
227. Noaga
Slyvestre
Tiemtore B.Faso SPONG bilsy73@yahoo.fr
228. SNV-
Netherlands
Development
Dossa Hugette Benin Organisation jetgels@snvworld.org
229. Resau Pour
L'intergration
Des Femmes
Des Onget
Associatiions
Idohou Des Feemmes
Leontine Benin Africaines rifonga@yahoo.fr
230. SNV-
Netherlands
Development
Jose Tegels Benin Organisation jtegels@snvworld.org
231. Vodouhe Davo Pesticide Action
Simplice Benin Network panafrica@pan6afrique.org
232. SNV-
Netherlands
Development
Dao Bassiaka Burkina Faso Organisation bdia@snvworld.org
233. SNV-
Netherlands
Development
Dia Brigitte Burkina Faso Organisation bdia@snvworld.org
234. Napon Moise

Burkina Faso
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235. SNV-
Netherlands
Development
Neven Inge Burkina Faso Organisation inevens@snvworld.org
236. Reseau Du
Communication,
D"Information Et
De Formation
Des Des
Ouedrago Femmemes
Bernadette Dans Les Ong recif@fasonet.bf,recifong2000@yaho
Tipoko Burkina Faso Au Burkina Faso | o.fr
237. SNV-
Ouedrago Netherlands
Souleymane Development
Nabi Burkina Faso Organisatiion bdia@snvworld.org
238. Women In Law
Ouedraogo & Development
Isabelle Burkina Faso In Africa-Burkina | magitouda@hotmail.com
239. Ouedraogo
Tidiani Burkina Faso Diakonia tidiani.diakonia@fasonet.bf
240. Ouedraogp
Andre Richard Burkina faso
241. SNV-
Netherlands
Development
Sanago Organisation
Ernestine Burkina Faso (SNV) bdia@snvworld.org
242. Commission
Baranyizigiye Episcopale
Consolata Burundi Justice Et Paix | consobara@yahoo.fr
243. Collectif Des
Associations Et
Ongs Feminines
Claire Sinarinzi Burundi Du Burundi clairesinarizi@yahoo.com
244, African-Spanish
Women Network
Niyondiko for a Better
Therese Burundi World tniyondiko@yahoo.uk
245, Agence De De
Ruvakubusa Development
Chantal BURUNDI Global Integre ruvakubusachantal@yahoo.fr
246. Cruz Lisete
Celeste Barbosa
Brito Neves Juirists
Femaleassociati
Cabo Verde on Of Cape lisetencruz@yahoo.com.br
Verde
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247. Andela NGO Collectif Des
Ndjeng Christine ONG Pour La
Securite
Alimentaire Et
Camaroon Le Développent | cosader@yahoo.fr
Rural
248. Service d'Appui
aux Initiatives
Yobol Marie- Locales de
Martine Camaroon Développent cddrasalid.org
249. Florence Bopda | Cameroon UNIFEM clara.anyangwe@unifem.org
250. Makou Kapoko
Epouse
Kamtchang FEMNET-
Valentine CAMEROON CAMEROON valkapoko@yahoo.fr
251. Federation Of
Young African
Greens,
Njeh Germaine | Cameroon Cameroon germaineenuck@yahoo.co.uk
252. Pascal Nkwe
Makongo Cameroon CORDAP cordap_plus@yahoo.fr
253. Africa
Development
Tsounkeu Interchange
Martin M.I. Cameroon Network martsou@yahoo.com
254, Africa
Development
Tsounkeu Interchange
Martin Cameroon Network martsou@yahoo.com
255. Rede Mulheres
Economistas De
Cabo Verde
Brito Joana Cape Verde Redemec Cape | joanabrito@yohoo.com
256. Etienne Ehuzu Africa
Tchibozo Cote D'ivoire International ong_ehuhu_africa_inter@yahoo.fr
257. Muenda
Kabisayi Jean democratic united nations
Claude republic of development
Sylvestre congo fund for women
258. Union
Kanyimbo Nationalede La
Chantal Presse Du
Manyonga DR Congo Congo UNPC chkanyimbo@yaho.fr
259. Couseil national
Mabala DR Congo des ONGD mabal akas@yahoo.fr
Kasongo Robert
260. Service de
renforcement
Tshionza des Appuis a la
Georges Mata DR Congo Societe Civil & seracob@yahoo.fr

77




Aux
Communate de
base en Afrique

Centrale
261. Consortium Des
Ong
Bart E. Internationales
Horemans DRC En Rcd /1.11.11 | bart.horemans@11.be
262. Confederation
Lofete Nkake Syndicale du
Martin DRC Congo
263. Khafagy Fatma ALLIANCE FOR
Aly Egypt ARAB WOMEN | fatmahkhafagy@gmail.com
264. Yousry The Arab NGOs
Moustafa Network for
Hussein Egypt Development y_moustafa@yahoo.com
265. Network Of
Ethopian
Women's
Hagos Saba Associations
Gebremedhin Ethiopia NEWA newa@ethionet.et
266. Oyane Helene Gabon Cadde medza45 1960@hotmail.com
267. Downes Global Call To
Thomas Begay Action Against
L. Gambia Poverty
268. All Africa
Conference Of
Johnson S. Churches
Tilwa Gambia (AACC) programmes@aacc-ceta.org
269. Sosseh Global Call For
Adelaide Action Against
Augustine Gambia Poverty christophe@ancefa.org
270. Christian
Children's Fund
Nantogma of Canada
Sanatu Ghana (CCFQC) snantogma@ccfcanada.ca
271. Women In Law
& Development
In Africa
Bah Madina Guinea-Conakry | Guinea-Conakry | tantiemadina@yahoo.fr
272. Nabe Binta Guinee CONAG-DCF bnabe62@yahoo.fr
273. Christian
Partners
Development
Alice M. Kirambi | Kenya Agency (CPDA) | alice.kirambi@cpda.or.ke
274. International
Trade Union
Confederation -
Boevi Kouglo Afrrica (ITUC-
Lawson Body Kenya Africa) kouglolawson@yahoo.fr
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275. Central
Organization of
Chune Noah Trade Union
Chanyisa Kenya Kenya Noah_chune@yahoo.com
276. All Africa
Conference Of
Dandala Mvume Churches
Hamilton Kenya (AACQ) secretariat@aacc-ceta.org
277. All Africa
Conference of
Dandala Churches
Phumzile N. Kenya (AACQO) mvume@aacc-ceta.org
278. African Gender
& Development
Evalutors
Network
Etta Florence E | Kenya AGDEN
279. Ezekiel Kiama
Kaara Kenya IBON Africa kkaara@gmail.com
280. Association Of
Member
Episcopal
Confrences In
Fr.Mwaura Eastern Africa
James Waweru | Kenya AMECEA
281. National Council
Kamwaga Jane Of Women Of
Kirangari Kenya Kenya NCWK | ncwk'wananchi.com
282. Kerly Linda Kenya Christian Aid Ikerly@christian-aid.org
283. All Africa
Conference Of
Kioni Mbari Kenya Churches mbari@aacc-ceta.org
284. Centre Fors
Research
Communication
Kola Pamela And Gender In
Nereah Kenya Early Childhood | creche@wananchi.com
285. Malomba Peter RANJE
Beda Obuyu Kenya SINOKO F.F.S | malombap@yahoo.com
286. Kenya Debt
Mary Wahu Relief Network
Kaara Kenya (KENDREN) wahukaara@yahoo.com
287. All Africa
Conference Of
Mawudor Bright Churches
G Kenya AACC mawudor@aacc-ceta.org
288. Young Christian
Muli Hope Women's
Gertrude Kenya Organisation ywca@iconnet.co.ke
289. Murkomen Kenya Action Aid onesmus.kipchumba@actionaid.org

79




Onesimus International
Kipchumba Kenya
290. Mutunga John Kenya KENFAP mutunga@kenfap.org
291. Daughters of
Mumbi Global
Njoroge Njehu Resource
Wanijiru Kenya Center (DOM) mshiro@yahoo.com
292. Odondi Martin
Odera Kenya FEMNET finance@femnet.or.ke
293. International
Planned
Parenthood
Federation-
Africa Regional
Pierre Moon Kenya Office
294, Centre for
Economic
Governance and
AIDS in Africa
Rose Wanijiru Kenya (CEGAA) rose_wanjiru2002@yahoo.com
295. African Women
Development
And
Communication | msarose_ng@yahoo.com/
Roselynn Musa | Kenya s Network advocacy@femnet.or.ke
296. Rugene National Media
Cathrine Njeri Kenya Group nrugene@nation.co.ke
297. Eastern And
Southern Africa
Shaha Moses Small Scale
M'ramba Kenya Farmers Forum | ezimpofu@yahoo.com
298. All Africa
Conference Of
Shoo Arthur Kenya Churches anshoo@aacc-ceta.org
299. World Vision
Sue G. Mbaya Kenya International sue mbaya@wvi.org
300. Toroitich Isaiah Norwegian
Kipyegon Kenya Church Aid isaiah@ncakenya.org
301. Wanijiru Mary Action Aid
Wa Kenya International mary.wandia@actionaid.org
302. Winyi Norah Kenya FEMNET director@femnet.or.ke
303. New African
Research and
Dahn Eunice Development
Pickey Liberia Agency eunicedahn@yahoo.com
304. The Parrot
News Paper
Fallah And Front Page
Samawar AFRICA.COM
Samzato Liberia samwar2005@yahoo.com
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305. The Parrot
Newspaper and
Fallah Samwar Front Page
Samzato Liberia Africa.com Samwar2005@yahoo.com
306. New African
Research And
Sahn Eunice Development
Pickey Liberia Agency eunicedahn@yahoo.com
307. Zanavelo Jean Justice Et Paix- | jep@justicepaix-
Philippe Madagascar Madagascar mada.org:zanavelo@yahoo.com
308. Malawi Council
Chingati Herbert | Malawi Of Churches hchingati@hotmail.com
300. Alliance Sud,
Anne-Sophie Swiss Ngo
Gindroz Mali Plateforme mail@alliancesud.ch
310. Federation Des
Collectifs D'ong
Mail/
Association
Francaise Des
Volontaries Du
Progres
Arnal Guilhem Mali Fecong/AFVP guilhem @hotmail.fr
311. Mama Koite
Doumbia Mali FEMNET director@femnet.or.ke
312. Groupe Of
Organisation
Groupe Pivot
Education De
Base/Federation
des collectifs
d'ONG du Malil
Traore GP/EB/FECON
Mamadou Mali G groupepivoteb@yahoo.fr
313. Association
Mohamed Mauritanienne
Cheikh Ould Pour Le Suivi Et
Sidi Mauritania L'evaluation amsemr@gmail.com
314. Association
Mauritanienne
Mohamed Fadel Pour Le Suivi Et
Ahmed Yahya Mauritania L'evaluation amsemr@gmail.com
315. Centre d Etude
et de Recherche
Saadi Mohamed Aziz Belal
Said Morocco (CERAB AFS)
316. Amal El Amari Morrocco UMT
317. Alcino Moiana Mozambique
318. Laoual Sayabou | Niger RODADDHD laoual sallaou@yahoo.fr
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319.

Regroupement
Des Ong Et
Associations Du

Mamadou Secteur Sante
Samaila Niger Du roassen@yahoo.fr
320. Mme Chaibou coalition de lutte
Abou Aminata contre la
Maiga Hamil Niger pauvrete niger rosen@intnet.ne
321. Open Society
Initiative for
Afadzinu Nana West Africa
Asantewa Nigeria (OSIWA) nafadzinu@osiwa.org
322. Justice
Agbogun Development/C
Victor Nigeria aritas agbogunvic@yahoo.co.uk
323. Int'l Centre For
Anyafulu Women And
Ifechukwukwu Child
Bridget Nigeria Development lebrigtta@yahoo.com
324. Dr. Ozo-Eson
Peter Nigeria Labour
Izevebuwa Nigeria Congress 0zoesonpi@nlcng.org
325. Federation Of
Enoch Nyayiti Nigeria Youth
Raymond Nigeria Greens
326. debt AIDS
TRADE AFRICA
foundation/ the
Jibunoh Edith N | Nigeria one campaign edithjibunoh@data.org
327. Global Digital
Kadafa Ayuba Nigeria Solidarity Fund | ayuba.kadafa@dsf-fsn.org
328. Ogbonna Hende
Nguavese Tracy | Nigeria Associates nguaveseo@yahoo.com
329. United Youth
Olumola Shola Front
Kolawole Nigeria International uyfi-membership@yahoo.com
330. African Youth
Otu Uwen .R. | Nigeria Movement aymnig@yahoo.com
331. CAFSO-
Women's Rights
Action Gruop
Tola-Winjobi (CAFSO-
Agnes Olayinka | Nigeria WRAG) Cafsowragb@yahoo.co.uk
332. Women
Advocates
Research and
Documentation
Ugochukwu Centre womenadvocate @yahoo.com;
Chinelo Dayan Nigeria (WARDC) libdyan@yahoo.com
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333. Niger Delta
Womens
Usikepo Movement for
Caroline Peace and
Orobosa Nigeria Development ndwp2005@yahoo.com
334. Niger Delta
Women's
Usikpedo Movement For
Caroline Peace And ndwpd2005@yahoo.com,
Orobosa Nigeria Development ndwpd2005@hotmail.com
335. VICTIMS OF
CRISIS AID
Uzoho Stella Nigeria SOCIETY crisisvictims@yahoo.com
336. Global call To
Winjobi David Action Against
Tola Nigeria Poverty, Nigeria | tolawinjobi58@yahoo.com
337. Reseau Des
Femmes
Republique Anciennes
Rumbu Marie Democratique Ministries Et
Jacqueline Du Congo Parlementaires | refamrdc@yahoo.com
338. Office Rwandais
D'information
Faith Mbabazi Rwanda Rwanda mbx12@yahoo.co.uk
339. Odera Josphine | Rwanda UNIFEM josephine.odera@unifem.org
340. United Nations
Development
Programme
Ogilvy Robin Rwanda (UNPD) Robin.ogilvy@undp.org
341. Economic
Njelesani Justice Network
Mwansa Charity | S.Africa Of FOCCISSA mjelesani@gmail.com
342. Camara Sara Senegal UCEM ucemk@yahoo.fr
343. Oxfam GB,
Chevane Virato | Senegal Mozambique vchevane@oxfam.org.uk
344, Association Of
African Women
Faye Odile For Research &
Ndoumbe SENEGAL Development aaword@orange.sn
345. Gueye
Mohamed Senegal LE QUOTIDIEN | mohagueye@gmail.com
346. Jenkins Oxfam America,
Dominique Senegal West Africa djenkins@oxfamamerica.org
347. Mariam
Coulibaly Senegal FEMNET
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348. Reseau de
Developpement
et de
Communication
pour les
femmes
africaines/ |
Ndeye Astou antenne du
Sylla Senegal senegal ankaboutene@yahoo.com
349. Odile Ndoumbe
Faye Senegal AAWORD
350. OXFAM GB
Pearce Caroline | Senegal \WEST AFRICA | cpearce@oxfam.org.uk
351. Tete Benissan
Aho Guy Senegal REPAOC guy@repaoc.org
352. Zoungrana
Panimba Global Call To
Christophe Action Against
Edgar Senegal Poverty (GCAP) | christophe@ancefa.org
353. Organization
Internationale
de la
Francophone
Vie Conference
des Oing et des
Daff Moussa Mr. | Sengal 0OSC mdaff@refer.sn
354. Abelwine
Emmanuel Sieera Leone CHRISTIAN AID
355. Jumu Kadi Julia | Sieera Leone CHRISTIAN AID
356. Forum for
African Women
Educationalist
Jojo Bernadette | Sierra Leone (FAWE) fawe_sl@yahoo.com
357. network
movement for
Kamara Sallieu justice and
Thaim sierra leone development skamara@nmjd.org
358. Kerley Lynda Sierra Leone CHRISTIAN AID | lkerley'christian-aid.org
359. Campaign For
Good
Lawrence Governance
Christian Sierra Leone (CGG) clawrence@slcgg.org
360. Youth
partnership for
Soko Musa peace And youthpartnershipsierraleone@yahoo.c
Ansumana Sierra Leone Development om
361. Thoronka
Kevin Foday Child Help
Wando Sierra Leone Sierra Leone foyatha2001@yahoo.com




362. Williams Action Aid
Tennyson International
Jonatha Cluade | Sirra Loene Sirra Leone
363. Center for
Peace and
Ibrahim Ali Said Democracy cpdsomalia@yahoo.co.uk /
0. Somalia (CPD) alisaid.omar@yahoo.com
364. Eide Sylvia South Africa IDASA seide@idasa.org.za
365. Pietermaritzburg
Agency for
Christian Social
Gennrich Aawareness
Daniela Brigitte | South Africa PACSA
366. Imata Katsuji South Africa CIVICUS katsuji.imata@civicus.org
367. Women's
Kganyago National
Laura -Joyce N | South Africa Coalition joyce@ncrc.co.za
368. Nowegian
Moreblessings Church Aid,
Chidause South Africa NCA moreblessings.chidaushe@nca.no
369. Civicus House,
24 Gwgwigw
Naidoo Mrewebi street ,
Kumaran Newtown,
Shunmugan South Africa johannesburg kumi.naidoo@civicus.org
370. United Nations
Development
Fund For
Ncube Cecilia South Africa Women ceciliancube@unifem.org
371. Ndungane
Njongo
Archbishop South Africa African Monitor | info@africanmonitor.org
372. Nyamugasira AFRICAN
Warren South Africa MONITOR warren@africanmonitor.org
373. Nyamugasira
Warren South Africa African Monitor | warren@africanmonitor.org
374. Paula Maria Inter Press
Fray South Africa Service Africa pfray@ips.org
375. Tay Nastaya South Africa CIVICUS nastasya.tay@civicus.org
376. Thomas Deve
Deve South Africa UNMC thomas.deve@undp.org
377. Gender Centre
Koko Mohamed for Research
Hamad Sudan and Training kniemat@gmail.com
378. Lokule Agnes
Nyoka Peter Sudan SSWCMP Sw_cmp@yahoo.com
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379. Centre for
Peace and
development
Studies,
Satti Yassir University of
Hasan Male Sudan Zalingei yasatti@gmail.com
380. Dlamini Council Of
Khangezile Swaziland
Isabel Swaziland Churches coc@africaonline.co.sz
381. Tanzania
Coalition On
Debt And
Kajege Chamba Development
Maximillian Tanzania TCDD ttcdd@yahoo.com
382. Ama Essc Togo GARED arspong@yahoo.fr
383. All Africa
Deh Comlan Conference Of
Prosper Togo Churches directeur@ceta-aacc.org
384. Kawonu Kafui Togo
385. Kpodar
Amegnikpo Public Services
Teko Togo International teko.kpodar@world-psi.org
386. Olivier N’'sougan | Togo CENJP
387. Reseau Des
Organisations
Prince Feminines
Aagbodjan M. D'afrique
Akole Togo Francophone rofaf@rofaf.org
388. Association
Tuniseinne des
Hmida Ep Sahil Femmes
Bochra Tunis Democrates bochra.bhh-avocate@voila.fr
389. Chalbi -Drissi
Hasssania Tunisia FEMNET
390. African
Women's
Economic Policy
Network
Achen Juliet Uganda (AWEPON) awepon@africaonline.co.ug
391. Edoku Vincent CARITAS
Esedu Uganda UGANDA vedoku@caritasuganda.org.ug
392. African Women
Economic Policy
Network
Elizabeth Eilor Uganda (AWEPON) awepon@africaonline.co.ug
393. Fredrick Masiga The Monitor
Mangeni Uganda Publications fmasiga@monitor.co.ug
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394.

Immaculate
Agedo

Uganda

National
Association Of
Women
Organisations In
Uganda

nawou@uol.co.ug

395.

Kyomugasho
Jolly Mugisha

Uganda

Uganda
Women's
Network
UWONET

396.

Tibashoboka
Doreen Hona

Uganda

International
Movement Of
Catholic
Agricultural And
Rural Youth

world@mijarc.org

397.

Banda Saul
Mr.

Zambia

Cicil Society for
Poverty
Reduction
(CSPR)

saul@cspr.org.zm

398.

Chimuka Kotutu
Nchimunya

Zambia

NGO
Coordinating
Council

ngocc@zamnet.zm

399.

Mulowa
Anthony

Zambia

TIIMES OF
ZAMBIA

anthony _mulowa@yaho.com

400.

Nkombo
Nachilala

Zambia

Danish
Association for
International
Cooperation in
Zambia

nachilala.nkomba@ams.zm

401.

Brenda Mofya

Zimbabwe

Zimbabwe
Cross Border
Traders
Association
(ZCBTA)

mofya@zol.co.zw

402.

Kapungu
Roselyn Sekai

Zimbabwe

Zimbabwe
Women's
Resource Cntre
& Network

403.

Kaulem Judith

Zimbabwe

International
Council On
Social Welfare
(ICSW)

404.

Mearesera
Eleanor

Zimbabwe

Zimbabwe
Women's
Resource
Centre &
Network

hzmaersera@cbz.co.zw
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405.

African Forum
And Network On

Debt And
Meja Vitalice Zimbabwe Development vitalis@afrodad
406. Africa Forum &
Network On
Debt And charles@afrodad.co.zw/mutasa_charl
Mutasa Charles | Zimbabwe Development es@yahoo.co.uk
407. United Nations
Development
Fund for
Women eunice.njovana@unifem.org;
Njovana Eunice | Zimbabwe (UNIFEM) joana.mupoperi@unifem.org
IBON SPONSORED
408. IBON
Antonio Tujan Jr Philippines Foundation atujan@ibon.org
4009. Rosario Bella IBON
Guzman, Philippines Foundation rosb66@yahoo.com
410. Sarojeni
Rengam, Malaysia PAN AP sarojeni.rengam@panap.net
411. Rezaul
Chowdhury Bangladesh COAST reza@coastbd.org
412. EP Sahli
Association
Tuniseinne des
Bochra Belhaj Femmes
Hmida Tunisia Democrates bochra.bhh-avocate@voila.fr
413. Nimat Koko Gender Centre
Mohamed for Research
Hamad, Sudan Training kniemat@gmail.com
414. Yousry Abdel Ameera-
maguid Organization for
Hussein, Egypt Refugee Rights y_moustafa@yahoo.com
415. Kinda
Mohamadieh, Lebanon ANND kinda.mohamadieh@annd.org
416. Aurelien
Atidegla, Benin REPAOC acaurelien@hotmail.com
417. Rose Waniiru, Kenya CEGAA rose wanjiru2002@yahoo.com
418. Coastal
Development
MM, Mahbub Partnership-
Hasan, Bangladesh CDP tutucdp@yahoo.com
4109. NGO Federation
Timsina Netra, Nepal of Nepal nptimsina@gmail.com
420. Roberto IBON
Pinauin, Philippines Foundation rpinauin@ibon.org
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421. National
Chennaiah Agricultural
Poguri, India Workers' Forum chennaiah_p@hotmail.com
422. Azra Sayed, Pakistan ROOTS/APWLD sayeed_azra@hotmail.com
423. Fathima Burnad, India SRED tnwforum@gmail.com
424, Ramon Bultron Hong Kong APMM rbultron@gmail.com
425. Rajesh Kumar
Sinha, India PRIA rajesh@pria.org
426. Anil Singh, India SANSAD anilsingh2005@rediffmail.com
427. Reden Guste India rguste@ibon.org
428. Arnel Ramos, Philippines ODA Watch odawatchconvenor@yahoo.com
429. Cooperative
Committee for
Borithy Lun, Cambodia Cambodia-CCC dir@ccc-cambodia.org
430. Nah Htay Htay
Win (Tay Tay Thailand WLB wathoundra@gmail.com
431. Abdel Nabi Bahrain Human
Alekri, Bahrain Rights mralekri@yahoo.com
432. Amadou Sall,
RPC Mauritania bureaurpc@gmail.com
433. Mohamed
Saida, Morocco CERABJ/AFS saadill3@hotmail.com
434. Moses Shaha, Kenya ESAFF moses_388ke@yahoo.com
435. Jose Barreto
Goncalves,) East Timor ETDA zebarretog@gmail.com
436. Arab
Commission for
Farouq Al Amad Jordan Civil Societies farougalamad@yahoo.com
437. Lala
Ouedraogo, Mauritania CSWDH comitedesolodarite@gmail.com
438. Mohamed Fadel
Ahmed Yahya, Mauritania AMSE amse.mr@gmail.com
439. Davo Vodouhe Benin PAN Africa dsvodouhe@yahoo.com
440. African
Dr. Saidi, DRC Foundation farmapu@yahoo.fr
441. Women's
International
League for
Annie Matundu- Peace and
Mbambi,) DRC Freedom amatmbambi@ yahoo.fr
442, Nerea Craviotto | Belgium WIDE nerea@wide-network.org
443, Cecilia Alemany | Uruguay AWID calemany@awid.org
444, Arjun Karki Nepal LDC Watch akarki@gmail.com
445, Charles Mutasa | Zimbabwe AFRODAD mutasa_charles@yahoo.co.uk
446. Ziad Abdel Lebanon ANND Ziadas@gmail.com
Samad
447, Roberto Bissio Uruguay Social Watch rbissio@item.org.uy
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448. Ruben Colombia ALOP corpregion@geo.net.co
Fernandez
449, Liz Steele Belgium Care steele@careinternational.org
International
450. Alejandro Nicaragua Centro de Pedro47@aol.com
Bendaia Estudios
Internacionales
451. Jasmine Burnley | Belgium CONCORD jburnley@concordeurope.org
452, Paula Fray South Africa IPS pfray@ips.org
453, Henri Valot France CIVICUS Henri.valot@civicus.org
454, Patrick Mooney | Canada ETC Group mooney@etcgroup.org
455, David New Zealand CID david@cd.org.nz
Culverhouse
456. Nguyen Manh Vietham VUSTA manhcuongiss@yahoo.com
Cuong
457. Daxing Zhao China CANGO daxing@cango.org
458. Gopal Siwakoti Nepal WAFED gchintan@gmail.com
459, Lucky Sherpa Nepal NNIW sherpalucky@yahoo.com
460. Ajith Tennakoon | Sri Lanka Sewalanka Ajith2222 @slnet.lk
461. Jorge Balbis Mexico ALOP jbalbis@alop.or.mx
462. Koshida Japan PARC koshida@jca.apc.org
Kiyokazu
463. Mamoru Endo Japan JANIC/TCSF e-mamoru@mwb.biglobe.ne.j
464. Bethsabe del Peru IRDESG bethsabe@runa.org.pe
Rosario Andia
Perez
465. Aixa Armas Venezuela Espacio Civil espaciocivil@gmail.com
A.C. Y Mujer
Analitica
466. Cecilia Lorena Colombia Organizacion cbarraza@humansa.org.co
Barraza Morelle Corporacion
Humanas
467. Elisabeth de la Ecuador Fundacion fwaaponi@etapanet.net
Nube Jimenez Waaponi
Pesantez
468. Augusto Fust Brazil Associacao danielfg@alfasol.org.br
Goncalves Alfabetizacao
469. Jose Martin Bolivia AIS-Codedco aisbol@entelnet.bo
Carrasco
Burgoa
470. Nadia Colombia Sisma Mujer investigacioneincidencia@sismamujer
Constanza .org
Lopez Tellez
471. Julia Lorena Chile Corporacion Ifries@humanas.cl
Humanas
472. Marta Lago Brazil IGTN martalago@equit.org.br
473. Mario Quintana | Nicaragua Coordinadora georginadaninger@yahoo.com

Flores

Civil
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474. Gina Vargas Peru Articulacion Ginavargas@telefonica.net.pe
Feminista
Marcosur
475. Beatriz Quintero | Colombia REPEM b.quintero52@gmail.com
Columbia
476. lara Pietricovsky | Brazil INESC-REBRIP | iarap@inesc.org.br
477. Tesa de Vela Philippines ISIS admin@isiswomen.org
478. Macario Philippines PHILDHRRA macjusayan@yahoo.com
Jusayan
479. Ngo Sothath Cambodia NGO Forum on | sothath@ngoforum.org.kh
Cambodia
480. Mira Karybaeva | Kyrgyzstan NGO Social Karybaeva.mira@gmail.com
Technologies
481. Rosalinda Philippines CPDG rosalindatablang@gmail.com
Tablang
EUROPE & AMERICA
482. Flint Robert
Duxfield Australia Aid/Watch flint@aidwatch.org.au
483. CONCORD
Andreas Vogt Belgium Europe avogt@concordeurope.org
484. Centre National
De Cooperation
Denis Gaspard | Belgium Au Development | gaspard.denis@cncd.be
485. Dereymaeker International
Jan Juliaan Trade Union
Maria Belgium Confederation jan.dermaeker@ituc-csi.org
486. 1Coalition of the
Flemish North-
South
Movement
Els Hertogen Belgium (11.11.11) Els.hertogen@11.be
487. International
Jan Juliaan Trade Union
Maria Confederation
Dereymaeker Belgium (ITUC) jan.dereymaeker@ituc-csi.org
488. European
Confederation
for Development
NGOs
Jasmine Burnley | Belgium (CONCORD) Jasmine.burnley@concordeurope.org
489. Care
International
Liz Steele Belgium (CI) steele@careinternational.org
490. European
Network on
Debt and
Development
Lucy Hayes Belgium (EUROPEAN) Ihayes@eurodad.org
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491. Stop AIDS
Maria Ellen Hart | Belgium Alliance mhart@stopaidsalliance.org
492. Network Women
Nerea Craviotto In Development
Ortega Belgium Europe (WIDE) | nerea@wide-network.org
493. CONCORD
Olivier Consolo | Belgium Europe Olivier.consolo@concordeurope.org
494, Sintubin Stijn
A.H. Belgium ACS-CSC stijn.sintubin@acv-csc.be
495. European
Federation of
Management
Consultants/Fed
eration
European des
Consultants en | feaco@feaco.org /
Tourres Eric Belgium organization etourres@transtec.be
496. European
Solidarity
Towards Equal
Stocker Simon Participation Of
D Belgium People sstocker@euristep.org
497. Godtfredsen Danish Red
Ulla Denmark Cross ulg@drk.dk
498. Lars Peer Koch | Denmark IBIS LK@IBIS.DK
499. Vagn Alliance2015
Berthelesen Denmark co/IBIS vb@ibis.dk
500. Service Centre
Kronman For
Gunvor Edith Development
Maria Finland Cooperation info@kepa.fi
501. Service Centre
For
Niina Katri Development
Johanna Cooperation
Pitkanen Finland (KEPA) niina.pitkanen@kepa.fi
502. Service Centre
For
Development
Sanna Maria Cooperation -
Autere Finland Kepa sanna.autere@kepa.fi
503. Action for Global
Goyon Charlotte | France Health AfGH cgoyon@ghadvocates.org
504. Jone Rachael The World Bank
Winter France Group rjonesl@worldbank.org
505. Coordination
Katia Herrgott France Sud herrgott@coordinationsud.org
506. Birgit Dederichs-
Bain Germany Welthungerhilfe | birgit.dederichs@welthungerhilfe.de
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507. Craig Michael Transparency
Fagan Germany International cfagan@transparency.org
508. Evangelischer
entwicklungsdie
nst(eed),church
development
service, an
association of
the protestant
Lanzet Peter churches in
Franz Germany Germany peterlanzet@eed.deil
509. FoodFirst
Information &
Action Network
(FIAN
Sandra Ratjen Germany International) Ratjen@fian.org
510. Association For
Womens Rights
Schoenstein In Development
Anne Germany AWID aschoenstein@awid.org
511. Justin Kilcullen Ireland Trocaire jkilcullen@trocaire.ie
512. McGarry Joanne | Ireland Trocare jmgarry@trocaire.ie
513. Interunversity
Research
Centre on
Sustainable
Developemtn ,
University of
Rome" la
D'ppolito Sapienza, Italy -
Barbara Italy CIRPS barbaradippolito@inwind.it
514. Ghiringhelli
Barbara ITALY FOCSIV internazional@focsiv.it
515. Marelli Sergio ITALY FOCSIV internazional@focsiv.it
516. Pizialo Stefano | Italy CESVI stefanopiziali@cesvi.org
517. More and Better
Sgro and Terra
Alessandra ITALY Nuova secretariat@moreandbetter.org
518. Ministry of
Huesken Jan Netherlands Foreign Affairs | jan.huesken@minbuza.n
519. Kamphuis Women Dutch
Hanneke Netherlands Gender Platform | hannekekamphuis@planet.nl
520. Norwegian
Church
AId/AACT
Berge Gweneth Development(N
Eng. Norway CA) gwen.berge@nca.no
521. Norwegian
Kebreab Gaim | Norway church aid gaim.kebreab@nca.no
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522. Women in
Development
Barrio Nerea Spain Network(wide) wide@coordinadoraongd.org
523. Gender &
Development
Representative | coordinadora@coordinadoraongd.org
Juana Bengoa Spain (CONGDE) / Jbengoa@solidaridad.org
524. Swedish
International
Development
Karl-Anders Cooperation
Larsson Sweden Agency (SIDA) karl-anders.larsson@sida.se
525. Church of
Svarfvar Sofia SWEDEN Sweden Sofia.svarfvar@svenskakyrkan.se
526. Care
International
Robert Glasser | Switzerland (CI) glasser@careinternational.org
527. RenA Reinaldus
Bernardus Maria
Grotenhuis The Netherlands | CORDAID rgr@cordaid.nl
528. Catholic Agency
BOCCI For Overseas
MATTEO UK Development mbocci@cafod.org.uk
529. Christiansen
Karin UK DATA/ONE karin.christiansen@data.org
530. CRONIN
KATRINA DEBT, AIDS
MARIE UK TRADE,AFRICA | katycronin@data.org
531. Hetty Kovach UK OXFAM GB hkovach@oxfam.org.uk
532. Jesse L. Action Aid
Griffiths UK International jesse.griffiths@actionaid.org
533. Debt Relief
Martin Matthew | UK International Ltd | mattew.martin@dri.org.uk
534. Oliver Buston Debts, Aids
Graham UK Trade Africa oliverbuston@data.org
535. Development
Room Victoria UK Initiative victoria@devinit.org
536. Chiarella Elena | United Kingdom | World Vision UK | elena.chiarekka@worldvision.org.uk
537. ACT
Sean Kawkey UK Development sha@wecc-coe.org
538. Gender &
Development
Alyson Brody UK Network a.brody@ids.ac.uk
539. British Overseas
Nicholas W. NGOs for
Roseveare United Kingdom | Development nroseveare@bond.org.uk
540. Interaction
Tawana Jacobs | USA
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ASIA, PACIFIC & LATIN AMERICA

541. Yousry The Arab NGOs
Moustafa Network for
Hussein Development y_moustafa@yahoo.com
542. Alberto Cesar
Croce Argentina Fundacion SES | dir@fundses.org.ar
543. International
Gender and
Trade Net Work
Norma Sanchis | Argentina - Latin America | nsanchis@fibertel.com.ar
544. Voices for
Interactive
Choice and
Ahmed Swapan Empowerment
Mahmud Bangladesh (VOICE) ahmed.swapan@gmail.com
545. Bangledesh
Alam A.S.M. Krishok
Badrul Bangladesh Federation BKF | gip@dhaka.net
546. Action Aid
Bangladesh
Asgar Ali Sabri Bangladesh (AAB) asgar@actionaid.org
547. Asociacion
Katia Uriona Coordinadora
Gamarra Bolivia De La Mujer coordina.mujer@acelerate.com
548. Confederacion
Sindical de
trabajadoras de
Ayala Martha Brasil les Americas martha.ayala@csaa-csai.org
549. Associacao
Siqueira Regina Alfabetizacao
Celia Esteves Brazil Solidaria regina@alfasol.org.br
550. Asia Pacific
Mission for
Ramon Mari Migrants
Bultron China (APMM) rbultron@gmail.com
551. Ligia Ines Alzate Central Unitaria
Arias Colombia de Trabajdores | ligiaines245@hotmail.com
552. Asociacion
Latinoamericana
De
Organizaciones
De Promocion
Ruben Al Desarrollo
Fernandez Colombia (ALOP) corpregion@geo.net.co
553. Centro De
Pensamiento
Schonrock Estegico
Phillip Colombia International psm@cepei.org
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554, Centro de
Investigacion y
Hilda de Facilitacion
Magdalena del Desarrollo
Mayorga Ecuador (CIMUF) dir@cimuf.org
555. Jimenez WAAPONI
Elisabeth Ecuador Foundation fwaaponi@etapanet.net
556. Red Liderezax
Peneriel de las
Shiguango Ruth Nacionalidades
Alcira Ecuador de La Amazonia | lifeantisuy@yahoo.es
557. Red Liderezas
De Las
Shiguango Ruth Nacionalidades
Alcira Penafiel Ecuador De La Amazonia | ifeantisuy@yahoo.es
558. Foundation of
the Peoples of
the South
Pacific
Taomia International
Fakavae Fiji (FSPI) fakavae.taomia@fspi.org.fj
559. Vikas Adhyayan
Ajit Muricken India Kendra (VAK) vak@boma3.vsnl.net.in
560. coalition of
komandur asian National
Santana Gopal | India NGO Platforms | cecogopal@yahoo.com
561. Reddipogu dalit united
David India forum reddipogudavid@gmail.com
562. International
NGO Forum On
Indonesian
Donatus Development
Klaudius Marut | Indonesia (INFID) don@infid.org
563. LOALISI
PEREMPUAN
MASRIYAH SITI | Indonesia INDONESIA ime@koalisiperempuan.or.id
564. United Nations
Development
PHILIPOSE Fund For
ANANDITA Indonesia Women ananditaphilipose@unifem.org
565. Konfederasi
Serikat Buruh
Sejahtera
Indonesia
Rekson Silaban | Indonesia (KSBSI) reksonsilaban@hotmail.com
566. People's
Alliance For
WANGKAY Debt
CHRISTIAN Cancellation,
DAMOPOLI Indonesia Indonesia chris@garpu.org
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567. Christian
Foundation for
Public Health
Wijayanto Sigit Indonesia (YAKKUM) wijayanta@yahoo.com
568. Development
Alternatives For
Women In a
New Era
Linnette S. (DAWN-
Vassell Jamaica Caribbean) linnette.vassell@gmail.com
569. Pacific Asian
koshida Resources
kiyokazu Japan Center office@parc-jp.org
570. Japan Ngo
Center For
kumaoka International
michiya Japan Cooperation mkuma@ngo-jvc.net
571. Japan NGO
Centre for
Kumaoka International
Michiya Japan Cooperation
572. United Nation
Development
Divinskaya Fund For
Anastasia Kyrgystan Women anatasiadivinskaya@unifem.org
573. Forum of
Djanaeva Women's NGO
Nurgul Kyrgyzstan of Kyrgyzstan dnurgul@yahoo.com
574. Forum of
Women's NGOs
Nurgul of Kyrgyzstan
Djanaeva Kyrgyzstan (FWNGOSs) dnurgul@yahoo.com
575. Arab NGO
abdel samad Network for
ziad adel Lebanon Development abdel.samad@annd.org
576. Balbis Perez
Jorge Mario Mexico ALOP info@alop.org.mx
577. Centre for
Human Rights
and
Urantsooj Development chrd@mongolnet.mn/
Gombosuren Mongolia (CHRD) urantsooj@mongolnet.mn
578. South Asia
Alliance for
Khadka Sarba Poverty
Raj Nepal Eradication sarba@rrn.org.np
579. SUBEDI Nepal Policy
RABIN NEPAL Institute subedirabin@gmail.com
580. Rachita S.
Dhungel Nepal
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581. Timsina Netra Nepal
582. Pacific Islands
Association of
Tamaroa NGOs
Bakanebo FIJI (PIANGO) bakanebo@piango.net
583. South Asia
AHMAD Partnership
MAHMOOD Pakistan PAKISTAN info@sappk.org
584. South Asia
Ahmad Partnership
Mahmood Pakistan Pakistan info@sappk.org
585. Pakistan
Institute of
Labour
Education and
Aly Alp Research
Ercelawn Pakistan (PILER) piler@cyber.net.pk
586. KHAN
WASEEM SOUTH ASIA
AKRAM Pakistan PARTNERSHIP | waseemakram@sappk.org
587. TALPUR
GHULAM
MUSTAFA Pakistan PILER mustafatalpur@yahoo.com
588. The Palestinian
Non-
Governmental
Organizations'
Allam M. K. Network -
Jarrar Palestine PNGO
589. Red
Latinoamericana
Mujeres
Transformando
la economia tallada@terra.com.pe/
Ana Tallada Peru (REMTE) tallada50@hotmail.com
590. Asia-Pacific
Africa Jose Research secretariat@aprenet.org/africasonny
Enrique Philippines Network @gmail.com
591. Development
Alternatives
With Women
Josefa S. For A New Era
Francisco Philippines (DAWN) gigi.francisco@gmail.com
592. Official
Development
Nachura Cirilo Assistance
B. Philippines watch rnachura@yahoo.com
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593.

Kilusang
Magbubukid ng
Pilipinas (KMP)
Peasant

Rafael B. Movement of kmp@pldtsl.net cc:
Mariano Philippines the Philippines roda_04@yahoo.com
594, International
Raymundo South Group
Alicia S.P Philippines Network isgn.asia@gmail.com
595. SAMOA
UMBRELLA OF
JACKSON NGOS AND
VAASILIFITI SAMOA CBOs vaasilim_jackson@yahoo.com
596. Sudharma Green
Suranjan Movement of Sri | office@greensl.net/
Kodithuwakku Sri Lanka Lanka (GMSL) suranjan@greensl.net
597. Thilak
Kariyawasam
Majuwana Sri Lanka
Gamage Sri Lanka Nature Forum
598. Kocherry World Forum Of
Thomas Xavier | Sri Lanka Fisher People thomasksa@gmail.com
599. Asia Pacific
Forum on
Women, Law
and
Azra Talat Development
Sayedd Thailand (APWLD) apwld@apwld.org
600. Shan Womens
Liang Won Action Network | wathoundra@gmail.com /
Nang Lao Thailand (SWAN) kenneri@shanwomen.org
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VILLAGE VOICES
FIRST SESSION

Appendix 2

WORKSHOP TITLE

ORGANISER

1. Civil society views on their role in a context of growing
budget support

This event aims to explore the implications for civil
society of the fact that a growing number of donors are
giving an increasing amount of their aid as direct budget
support to governments, and explore what this means for
civil society’s ways of working and positions? What can
civil society do to make budget support work? What
approaches are some organisations taking now, and how
are they taking action to ensure that budget support is
effective in terms of reducing poverty and inequality,
promoting gender equality and guaranteeing human
rights?

REPAOC, OXFAM International

Contact person:
Caroline Pearce:
cpearce@oxfam.org.uk

2. Aid effectiveness in least developed countries, and in
the South Asia region

A panel of experts representing LDCs will critique on
development aid from the LDC perspective. The
participants will brainstorm on the issues and concerns
related to aid effectiveness in LDCs. Broader interaction
will follow the panel presentation. Common
understanding will be developed among the participants.

A panel of experts will discuss the issues and concerns
related aid effectiveness in the South Asia region.
Broader interaction will follow the panel presentation.
Common understanding would be developed among the
participants. Follow-up workshops will be organised in
respective South Asian countries in future

LDC Watch, SAAPE
Contact persons:

Arjun Karki: akarki@Idcwatch.org
or akarki@rrn.org.np

Netra Prasad Timsina:
ntimsina@gmail.com

3. Global vertical programmes - A tale of too many
funds?

The workshop will examine the pros and cons of
channeling aid through global vertical funds. Global
funds have mushroomed in particular in the health centre
in recent years. And the demand for more aid to
agriculture has prompted some to advocate for new
global funds to this sector. Taking the learning from the
health sector, the session will compare the benefits and
challenges of using global vertical funds to these very
different sectors.

EURODAD

Contact person:
Lucy Hayes: |lhayes@eurodad.org
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4. CSOs facing the challenge of development
effectiveness - introduction to the global CSO
effectiveness, and exploratory debate on a vision on
development effectiveness

Following recent consultations held under the auspices of
the Advisory Group on Civil Society and Aid
Effectiveness, civil society organisations (CSOs) have
acknowledged the need to give leadership in improving
their own effectiveness as development actors. CSO
representatives have therefore created the Open Forum
for CSO Development Effectiveness as a means to
advance debates towards agreeing on a CSO-suitable
global effectiveness framework. This framework should
include global principles for CSO effectiveness, guidance
on how to implement these principles in specific contexts
and a vision on development effectiveness that is
relevant not only to civil society, but also to official donors
and governments. The Global Facilitation Group for the
Open Forum would like to take advantage of the large
number of CSO representatives present in Accra to
disseminate information and to actively involve relevant
stakeholders in this process.

The session will include an introductory presentation of
the process and give participants the opportunity to ask
guestions, to provide general comments and to highlight
their priorities. Its main objective is to disseminate
information on the process and to gather feedback.

The session will also be on the planned vision on
development effectiveness that will be one key outcome
of the process. This session should be created as an
open debate to get a sense of the key issues and
challenges that development stakeholders deem relevant
as concerns development effectiveness. The final output
should be a set of elements/topics for consideration in
future debates on the vision.

The session should allow for a first reflection on how a
multi-stakeholder declaration on development
effectiveness (envisaged for the 2011 High-Level Forum
in Beijing) could look like.

CONCORD

Contact person:
Andreas Vogt:
avogt@concordeurope.org

5. Debt crisis and aid effectiveness

Debt remains a severe problem for underdeveloped
countries and their citizens over two decades since the
explosion of the debt crisis in the early 1980s. Among
the areas to be explored are how ineffective ODA has
long been contributing to the debt problem and the
escalation of the debt crisis and underdevelopment in
recipient countries, how the debt problem caused by
ODA loans has been used by donors to impose

IBON, ROA-Asia, AFRODAD

Contact persons:

Jose Africa sonnyafrica@ibon.org

Meja Vitalis vitalis@afrodad.co.zw
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neoliberal policy conditionalities which sustain and
deepen the conditions of underdevelopment which
created the vulnerability to debt in the first place, and how
the Paris Declaration and aid effectiveness agenda can
be improved to take up debt-related aid concerns
according to a development, human rights, gender and
social justice framework.

Aid effectiveness debate cannot take place in vacuum.
Key components of debt and development need to be
part and parcel of this debate even though this has not
been the case. This activity will take a format of a
conference. Short presentations will be made followed by
one hour deliberation. It will seek to introduce new
nuances to the debate around aid effectiveness. The
main target for the conference will be the CSOs,
governments and multi lateral organizations.

6. Climate change funding and development assistance

To bridge the gap between climate change and
development entails the need to place climate change
into international aid efforts. The failure to extend
“support” could mean disastrous effects for the majority
poor especially in the developing countries.

In spite of the increasing aid flows to climate change
adaptation and mitigation measures, contentious issues
arise, such as the need to integrate climate change
adaptation and mitigation into national policy-making and
planning, etc.

The G8's all-out support for the World Bank’s Climate
Investment Fund (CIF) sounds an alarm bell. Under close
scrutiny, in spite of the recent revisions in its proposals,
the CIF undermines the UNFCCC negations for climate
change aid and creates parallel structures for financing
adaptation and mitigation efforts within a process that is
dominated by the G8.

Climate change aid should go where it is needed the
most and should be spent consistent with national
development policies and programs.

APRN, AidWatch, IBON

Contact persons:

Ava Danlog adanlog@ibon.org
Rosario Guzman
rguzman@ibon.org

Flint Duxfield
flint@aidwatch.org.au

7. Hearing Aid Booklet: Engaging local CSOs in aid
effectiveness in Ghana

The “Hearing Aid Project in Ghana”. The Paris Agenda
will have a profound significance for the conditions under
which development cooperation is run. It has however
been criticized for not paying enough attention to the role
played by Civil Society in terms of participation and
influences on development cooperation. Civil Society

Action Aid Ghana

Contact persons:

Saani Yakubu:
adwoa.kluvitse@action.org
Adelaide Decker:
Adelaide.Decker@actionaid.org
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Organisations should have a strategic role in the Paris
Agenda’s continued development, implementation and
evaluation. Ghana and most of its development partners
have signed to the Paris Declaration and are currently
collaborating to implement the declaration. However,
discussion on the implementation of the Paris Declaration
in Ghana has most often been a donor-government affair
notwithstanding the direct impact the Paris Declaration
has on the lives of ordinary Ghanaians. ActionAid
together with Swedish Christian Social Democrats
(Broderskap) would like to launch a book on Engaging
Local Civil Organisation on Aid Effectiveness in Ghana.

8. Aid effectiveness: what has happened for women in
Africa?

This theme seeks to examine the aid effectiveness
agenda and the extent of change in the lives of African
women. This is important given the persistence of poverty
and underdevelopment on the continent. It is expected
that the activity will enable us to critically examine the five
(5) principles of the Paris Declaration and its implications
on the lives of women in Africa. It will enhance
awareness on the Aid Effectiveness agenda and enable
us strengthen our coalition building efforts across
boundaries to advocate for greater gender justice beyond
Accra.

AWDF, NETRIGHT, FEMNET,
WILDAF

Contact person:
Patricia Blankson Akakpo:
netright@twnalfrica.org

9. What is good and effective aid for agriculture and rural
development

More and Better is deeply concerned with the quality of
aid that is delivered to the developing countries and from
its constitution in 2003 is highly committed on this issue.
As an international campaign comprising more than 50
civil society organizations, NGOs and social movements
from different countries in Asia, Africa, Latin America,
Europe and USA the More and Better organizes every
year a global general meeting or regional meetings in
order to evaluate, discuss and improve common goals
and principles on which our common work is based. The
side event of the More and Better campaign aims to
discuss the gaps to fill, biases to correct and outstanding
challenges by drawing lessons from the experiences of
developing countries and will be open to any
organizations from the South or from the North willing to
join us.

More and Better

Contact person:
Alessandra Sgro:
scretariat@moreandbetter.org

10. Publish what you fund

“Publish What You Fund — Because Knowledge is

UKAN, Action Aid, Data One, Tiri,

Access Info
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Power”. A coalition of Northern and Southern CSOs will
be launching a ‘Publish What You Fund’ campaign to
promote transparency of international aid in Accra in
September. Transparency is a pre-requisite for aid to be
accountable and effective. It is key to recipient country
governments — timely and comprehensive information on
aid flows and forward plans is essential for effective
budgeting and long-term investment in the basic services
which are needed by the poorest people. Without
transparency of aid, recipient countries cannot take the
ownership and leadership of development that is needed
to make aid work. Transparency is also important for civil
society.  The public availability of accessible and
accurate information on aid makes it possible for citizens
in recipient countries to participate in decision-making
and to hold governments accountable for how aid is
spent on the ground. Transparency in the aid system
makes it possible to publicly monitor and scrutinise aid,
and helps in the fight against corruption.

Contact person:
Martin Tisne: martin.tisne@tiri.org

11. Outcome and Impact of the IAASTD - the
International Assessment of Agricultural Knowledge,
Science and Technology for Development

The objective of the workshop is to enable the
participants to be informed of the key findings of the
International Assessment of Agricultural Knowledge,
Science and Technology for Development (IAASTD) and
their potential implications for improved donor decision-
making, aid effectiveness, poverty reduction and
sustainable development. The IAASTD is a multi holder
activity which has achieved well balanced conclusions
endorsed by 58 governments and released worldwide on
April 15. The IAASTD—consisting of one global and five
regional reports—concluded that industrial agriculture
practices and related policies and investments have
degraded the natural resource base on which human
survival depends, weakened social structures and now
threaten water, energy and climate security. The IAASTD
lays out specific and concrete options for change,
including redirecting donor aid and investments towards
agro-ecological farming, increasing support for small-
scale farmers (not only technologically, but also in terms
of fostering local institutions, markets, infrastructure,
educational opportunities, supporting local/Indigenous
knowledge, etc) and establishing more equitable trade
arrangements.

The workshop will facilitate discussion among decision
makers and CSO participants on these key findings and
provide an opportunity for participants to evaluate,
strategize and prioritize amongst the shifts in agricultural

PAN International

Contact persons:

Sarojeni Rengam:
sarojeni.rengam@panap.net
Simplice Davo Vodouhe:
dsvodouhe@yahoo.com
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policies and investments considered likely to achieve
more equitable and sustainable development., The
workshop will present results from the IAASTD process
overall , with a particular emphasis on African countries.

12. Principles of successful partnerships in relief and
development programmes

The international aid system now recognizes and even
encourages “partnerships,” but provides little to no real
guidance on how to equitably create and function in a
partnership. “Partnership” is a term with many meanings
and forms—from alliances to contracts to grantor-grantee
relationships. Often times, “partnership” brings together
parties with very different objectives, resources and
incentives around shared goals and equitable allocation
of authority, efforts and resources. This workshop will
use a Partnership Assessment and Monitoring Tool
(PAT) ceveloped in collaboration with African CSOs to
discuss methodologies on how to evaluate and improve
the quality of both bilateral (between two organizations)
and multilateral (among a network of organizations)
partnerships.

INTERACTION

Contact persons:
Sylvain Browa:
shrowa@interaction.org

Kimberly Darter:
kdarter@interaction.org
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VILLAGE VOICES
SECOND SESSION

WORKSHOP

ORGANISER

1. On emerging aid architecture: focus on China

Aid effectiveness debate is currently focused within and
among the members of the OECD and the developing
countries. There are however new major players in the
development co-operation who are outside the OECD
framework. Their impact in aid effectiveness will key and
therefore needs to be put in focus. This activity will take
a format of a conference. Short presentations will be
made followed by one hour deliberation. It will seek to
introduce new nuances to the debate around aid
effectiveness. The main target for the conference will be
the CSOs, governments and multi lateral organizations.

AFRODAD, DIAKONIA

Contact person:
Meja Vitalis: vitalis@afrodad.co.zw

2. Making aid accountable: church perspectives on
development and aid monitoring

The Paris Declaration calls for the systematic
involvement of “a broad range of development partners
when formulating and assessing progress in
implementing national development strategies.” The
panel will present examples of multi-stakeholder
mechanisms for holding donors and governments to
account.

The panel will emphasise the importance of ensuring
broad participation in the monitoring of government
policies and the need for strong citizen representation.
Three cases of good practice will be presented from the
experience of ecumenical partners in Africa who are
working together to monitor government policies,
promote parliamentary scrutiny of national spending and
engage with citizens to ensure that they understand their
democratic rights.

SECAM, AACC, ACT
Development, Caritas
Internationalis, CIDSE

Contact person:
Firmin Adjahossou:
fadjahossou@yahoo.fr

3. Aid for Trade

The workshop is about “aid for trade” understood as the
range of official development assistance (ODA) aimed at
enabling developing countries to more fully participate in
and benefit from the global trading system. This trade-
related aid covers the range of possible kinds of ODA
including technical assistance, infrastructure, industrial
development and even policy reforms.

The activity is a conventional workshop with inputs from
resource persons followed by a facilitated discussion. It

aims to deepen understanding of ‘aid for trade” from a

IBON, APRN

Contact person:
Jose Africa; sonnyafrica@ibon.org
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more critical and people-centered perspective. Among
the areas to be explored are the role of trade in domestic
economic development, overall “aid for trade” trends in
ODA and international development policy agendas,
economic and geopolitical considerations underlying “aid
for trade”, the impact of “aid for trade” programs given
current economic conditions in the global trading system
and within developing countries, and the possibilities for
more effective “aid for trade” in itself as well as in the
context of a more meaningful “trade for development”
framework.

4. Feeding Africa with better agriculture

In the last few months the food crisis has affected
millions of people, particular in Africa. A recent WFP
report warns that 14 million people in East Africa are in
dire straits and will require food aid. The crisis is
sharpening the contradictions: while the agribusinesses
TNCs have increased their profits tremendously, the poor
in all countries are being forced into starvation. It is also
clear that we are suffering 2 decades of neglect of
agriculture especially the reduction of spending on
agriculture and the multilateral and bilateral donors have
cut their spending on agriculture of almost 85 percent
overall and 50 percent in sub-Saharan Africa in
particular. But Africa can feed itself. The small farmers in
Africa mostly women are the key to food production and
agroecological solutions are crucial for rural people’s
livelihoods. The workshop will share and discuss
strategies to enhance Africa’s food production capacity
with agricultural policies and practices that can feed
Africa.

PCFS, PAN-Africa

Contact person:
Sarojeni Rengam:
sarojeni.rengam@panap.net

5. Beyond aid dependence

CSOs have long called for the aid reform process to be
moved to a more representative institution in which both
donors and southern countries have an equal stake and
one that provides oversight and also complements the
processes housed in OECD which is effectively the
organisations of donors. In order for any discussions to
be inclusive and representative, a strong role for civil
society, local governments, parliamentarians and other
stakeholders must be ensured.

CSOs also express the need to position aid and aid
effectiveness in the broader challenge confronting donors
and developing countries today to find a way in which aid
itself can contribute to the end of aid. In other words, we
must go beyond the rhetoric around ‘country ownership’
to find forms of international cooperation that support

CIVICUS, AAl, South Center, ITUC

Contact person:
Henri Valot: henri.valot@civicus.org
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developing countries to achieve more self-sufficient
financing of their own growth strategies, their own natural
resources and their own public policies.

This workshop on existent Development Policy
coherence mechanisms intends to cover the CSO
engagement with the various existing fora such as
OECD/DAC, UN DCF and UN FfD. It will review the
guality and the effectiveness of this engagement and will
attempt to highlight the major CSO demands to these
fora.

6. The role of media in setting and implementing
development priorities and objectives

(this was a new slot that was decided late and | didn’'t get
the abstract — but this was the media forum?? Henri, do
you remember the discussion with Sylvain regarding
this?)

ISG

7. Corruption and aid

Aid can be highly effective, totally ineffective, and
everything in between, depending on a number of
factors, including the quality of policy-making and
institutions in recipient countries. It estimated that one
percent of GDP in development aid can reduce poverty
and infant mortality by one percent in a country with
sound management, i.e. good policies and institutions.
There have also been suggestions that in countries with
poor management, the amounts of aid have not had the
desired effects on the levels of economic growth. There
are several channels through which the effectiveness of
aid is undermined, including corruption. A Christian Aid
panel of discussants will discuss this and related issues
and make suggestions on what donors should be doing
to reduce corruption in development assistance and what
developing countries should do to promote transparency
and accountability in respect of development assistance.
A report of the panel discussion will be compiled and
disseminated.

Christian Aid

Contact person:
Babatunde Olugboji:
BOlugboji@christian-aid.org

8. Gender equality and aid effectiveness: what is at
stake

The current coalition of women’s rights organisations
believe there is no aid effectiveness without development
effectiveness and that human rights, gender equality and
environmental sustainability are crucial to development
effectiveness. Their current status of cross-cutting issues
within the Paris Declaration marginalized them (similar in
the Monterrey Consensus on Financing for
Development), letting them as an accessory issue to

WIDE, AWID, FEMNET,
NETRIGHT, FES

Contact persons:

Nerea Craviotto: nerea@wide-
network.org

Rosetta Olympio:
rosettaoclympio@fesghana.org
Kathrin Meissner:
kathrinmeissner@fesghana.org
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development and aid effectiveness. Aid effectiveness
without gender equality and women’s empowerment
perspective will not be effective and will not contribute to
reduce poverty and inequality and achieve the MDGs.
The objective of this session will be to: (1) ‘Enlarge the
picture’: Share our respective knowledge and analysis
around the aid effectiveness process, already looking
beyond Accra, in terms of what is at stake, what are the
opportunities and how to mobilise; and, (2) ‘Present the
results of the Women’s Forum in Accra’ (30" August
2008)

9. Decent work at the heart of sustainable development
effectiveness

The Decent Work Agenda includes 4 pillars: respect of
Human Rights (a rights based development); the
promotion of full employment; social inclusion based on
social security and social protection policies and social
dialogue as democratic decision making instrument and
ownership instrument. As a trade union movement, we
experienced in many parts of the world the sustainable
character of this approach when in comes to social,
economic and democratic development.  The UN,
including of Decent Work as MDG 1b, has recognized
this. The workshop is to give in insight on the Decent
Work Agenda and to discuss about the contribution of the
Decent Work approach on development effectiveness.

TucC

Contact person:
Jan Dereymaeker:
jan.dereymaeker@ituc-csi.org

10. CSOs and aid effectiveness: recognition of role and
voice of CSOs

This workshop will focus on the outcomes of the multi-
stakeholder Advisory Group on Civil Society and Aid
Effectiveness (AG). CSOs from the North and the South
participated in the AG, which was mandated by donors
and governments in the Working Party on Aid
Effectiveness to advise on ways to strengthen the
recognition of CSOs as development actors and to
improve the understanding of the applicability and
limitations of the Paris Declaration for addressing issues
of aid effectiveness of importance to CSOs. CSOs are
important development actors in their own right. In
strengthening their various roles, CSOs can contribute to
an enriched aid effectiveness agenda in ways that
democratize country ownership of aid and lead to
development outcomes for those living in poverty and
marginalized by current development paths.

The multi-stakeholder Advisory Group on Civil Society
and Aid Effectiveness (AG) published and widely
circulated its Synthesis of Findings and

CCIC, AG on Civil Society and Aid
Effectiveness

Contact persons:

Brian Tomlinson:
btomlinson@ccic.ca

Goran Eklof: goran@context.nu
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Recommendations in advance of the Accra High Level
Forum. This workshop will discuss these findings and
their relevance to the outcomes of the Accra High Level
Forum. It will lead to increased understanding of the
work of the Advisory Group, the relevance of its findings
for strengthening the recognition of the roles and voice of
CSOs as development actors, and future CSO
engagement with development effectiveness.

11. ROA 2008 REPORT: Aid effectiveness, democratic
ownership and human rights

Reality of Aid (RoA) 2008 report profiles voices from the
ground — often unheard in international debates - of the
major challenges that aid still needs to make it effective
at responding to the claims of poor people.

In the ROA 2008 Report, it was concluded that the reality
of aid in 2008 continues to fail in promoting human
development for the eradication of poverty based on the
core values of human rights, democracy, gender equality
and environmental sustainability. This is in spite of the
appearance of progress in the form of high-profile debt
cancellations, new aid pledges, and the signing of the
Paris Declaration on aid effectiveness.

The Reality of Aid 2008 Report launch will highlight
country cases, evidence and opinions from organisations
operating on the front lines of development policies
around the world about the current reality of aid policies
and their outcomes.

Reality of Aid

Contact person:
Josephine Dongail:
j[dongail@realityofaid.org

12. The International faith-based and community
initiative: growing partnerships in development

The workshop will focus on ways to further increase
partnerships with small NGOs in particular, highlighting a
Ghanaian best practice example of collaboration among
CSOs. It will provide insight on USAID’s (or the U.S.
Government’s) International Faith-Based & Community
Initiative and how U.S. donor agencies such as USAID
are working to expand partnerships with CSOs through
grants and funding opportunities.

POSDEV-Ghana, USAID

Contact person:
Terri Hasdorff:
Thasdorff@usaid.gov
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