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25 June 2009
Opening remarks
Mr. Marek Brencic, Director, Development Assistance and Humanitarian Aid Department, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Slovak Republic

Mr. Brencic welcomed and formally opened the conference. He stressed the challenges the conference has to face as it is held during an economic and financial crisis.

Mr. Jens Wandel, Deputy Regional Director &UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre Director, Slovakia


Mr. Wandel stressed the experience the UNDP has had in supporting the national ODA activities of emerging donors by working with the Czech, Slovak, Hungarian and Romanian governments, mainly through their UNDP Trust Funds. He reiterated that during the global economic and financial difficulties the emphasis has to be put on multilateral cooperation and that new donors are needed. The trust fund experience proves that transition experience in the new EU Member States exists and is needed, but the ODA delivery has to be also effective. 

H.E. Mr. Vladimir Galuska, Ambassador of the Czech Republic to the SR

Mr. Galuska thanked UNDP and the Slovak Government for organizing the meeting. He underlined the fact that the transition assistance should be an integral part of bilateral cooperation and the geographical focus should be understood as complementary to other assistance. According to Mr. Galuska, the EU has changed with the enlargement. Its development cooperation has changed, too. Therefore, the Czech presidency stresses so strongly the Eastern dimension of ODA and supported the EC’s effort to list the EU’s transition experience and expertise, as well as the creation of a European Transitional Compendium. ETC needs to be put in use and also to be given an operational framework and appropriate budget allocations.

SESSION I

Aid Effectiveness and Donor Coordination in Eastern Europe, the Western Balkans and CIS Regions (Plenary)

Chair: Mr. Marek Brencic, Director, Development Assistance and Humanitarian Aid Department, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Slovak Republic

Development Challenges of the Eastern Europe and CIS Region

Mr. Ben Slay, Senior Economist, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre, Slovakia


Ben Slay addressed in his presentation several issues, specific for Eastern Europe and the region of the Commonwealth of Independent States, such as the question whether it is a one single region or rather a group of specific regions. He presented the differences and common features in Eastern Europe and CIS countries. He emphasized that in order to ensure the aid to be effective, it is necessary to build up on the communalities, which are tying different regions together. The overlapping communalities are the EU orientation, post-communist legacies (transition challenges) and emerging markets with their vulnerability to the global financial crisis. According to Mr. Slay, the new EU Member States (EU12) represent  stories of a successful development and transition which can be seen through the single market competitiveness, successful economic transition, modernization, and stable consolidated parliamentary democracies. Among the main differences, he also  mentioned countries’ energy balances, GDP and cultural differences.

According to Mr. Slay, the main problems faced within the region are a limited institutional capacity and a sector of civil society organizations, which is still relatively little developed. 
Possible lessons from EU12, mentioned by Mr. Slay for the program countries, include improved business environment, institutional framework, energy use, and greenhouse gas emissions, as well as modernized energy sectors. He concluded that there are clear differences and communalities within the region and they are a good basis for common interests not only for national government institutions but also in the global geographical terms. 

Constraints of Aid Effectiveness and Coordination in the Eastern Europe and CIS Region 


Mr. Maciej Popowski, Director, EU Development Policy: Horizontal Issues, DG Dev., European Commission 

         
According to Mr. Popowski, the donor community needs to accelerate the work towards fulfilling the aid effectiveness commitments, outlined in the Paris and Accra declarations. Competitive advantages in development aid will be a leading driver in the Seoul Aid Effectiveness Forum in 2011. Mr. Popowski stressed the fact that the development aid delivered in Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Europe shall be included into the Accra Agenda. Furthermore, it is also necessary to implement its principles in practice, as we are now starting to face the same problems as in Africa (a negative phenomenon of donor fragmentation, for example Moldova is a priority country for 10 EU Members). The EU is promoting a program-based approach but new donors only start developing their capacities and focus more on projects as they need the visibility and accountability to their citizens.

        
Mr. Popowski emphasized that the specific experience and expertise of the EU12 countries shall be used as the leverage, a good starting point and an opportunity to engage in better coordination, improved multi-financing and to avoid the repetition of traditional donors` mistakes. The Compendium is a good entry point for more effective development cooperation. It is an opportunity that will not last forever. The transitional management expertise needs to be capitalized.    

"Does the experience in transition matter?" –  A traditional donor’s view on its development assistance in transition countries

Mr. Stefan Weidinger, Head of Unit, Development Cooperation Department, Federal Ministry of European and International Affairs of Austria

         
Mr. Weidinger gave an overview on the Austria’s Development Agency’s organizational and work structure, its history, legal basis and its references. For ADA, CIS and Southern Europe the priorities were: a geographical region in 2003 and Southern Caucasus in 2008. The development cooperation in these countries is focused on the poverty reduction, regional security, promoting democracy and human rights as well as a public sector reform. He stressed that the new Member States are in a good and natural position to introduce the transition field into the development cooperation schemes. According to Mr. Weidinger, two types of problems exist in the region concerned: political and democratic challenges and economic and social challenges. 
Mr. Weidinger also mentioned shortages of development cooperation as a tool to share the transition experience. These include a limited volume of aid within the development cooperation, compared for instance to foreign direct investments and trade; a social and mentality change takes a long time; and the transfer of aid is important but not sufficient for the transition. 
Discussion

During the discussion, participants actively debated the relevance of the transition experience as well as aid effectiveness and the needs for aid coordination. They stressed that the transition experience could form a sign of the EU12 states engagement in development cooperation, and there are already available tools used in the European integration process, such as the twinning programs. It was also mentioned that transition experience is not only applicable to our region but worldwide, i.e. in almost all developing countries (Popowski). The transition experience from the Central European region seems to be also valuable even for the most developed countries, which are nowadays sufferings from the financial crisis consequences and learning how to adapt to quickly and radically changing circumstances (GTZ). 
The participants also discussed potential multilateral funding sources for sharing transition experience, such as from the European Union or different climate change funds (Wandel). The representative from the recipient country (Ukraine) stressed that the aid effectiveness also means an absorption capacity and improved coordination of aid management in the countries receiving aid. Even if donors do their job, recipient countries need more technical assistance to manage the aid. Important questions were posed that if there are aid coordination requirements to recipient countries and how to modernize an aid coordination system. The aid coordination in a recipient country was mentioned as particularly important for receiving the budget support. Mr. Popowski also mentioned the “MDG contract” for recipient countries with even stricter conditions to enhance requirements for receiving more aid. The participants also discussed new donor coordination modalities, including implementation of programs by one country in a specific topic on behalf of other donor states. Such arrangements have already been working for instance between Sweden and Norway. It was mentioned, however, that the donor crowd among the EU12 countries is not still significant (Popowski). 

The need to improve coordination both among the old and new EU Member States was evident to the participants. A theoretical model of improved coordination and effectiveness, outlined in the Paris and Accra declarations, assumes that there are national development strategies, and poverty reduction strategies; there is a donor coordination council in a recipient country, etc. However, this is not often the case in practice (Slay). 

SESSION II 

Reflections on Lessons-learned from Transition and Current Development Challenges in the Region (Break out Session)

1. Thematic Group I – Economic Transition

Facilitator: Mr. Ben Slay, Senior Economist, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre, Slovakia

Lead Discussant: Ms. Silvia Matusova, Central Financial and Contracting Unit, Ministry of Finance, Slovakia

Lead Discussant: Ms. Kovalova Danka, Consulting Associates, Ltd., Slovakia 

The thematic group I. consisted of a good mixture of participants from recipient countries and emerging donors, representing state institutions as well as non-governmental organizations. Participants learnt about the Slovak experience from a recipient-to-donor transition. Their path was closely connected with the accession to the EU. Fruitful co-operation with UNDP was mentioned at this point. Building capacities as well as the institutional challenges of transition from a recipient to a donor were discussed in detail. Different modes of co-operation between national stakeholders in development assistance were presented (e.g. relation between the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Ministry of Finance). Slovakia served as a good practical example. 

The participants also mentioned a problem of pooling resources in the area of public finances. The group also raised the importance of visibility and communication policy in a recipient country. Recipient countries expressed the need of better donor coordination, as they use different planning, reporting, programming, monitoring and other procedures. The presentation by Mr. Ben Slay can be used for more detailed overview of the economy related issues in the region.
2. Thematic Group II – Political Transition
Facilitator: Ms. Annie Demirjian, Good Governance Practice Leader, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre, Slovakia

Lead Discussant: Mr. Oleksiy Perevezentsev, Senior Deputy Director of Coordination Bureau for European and Euro-Atlantic Integration, Secretariat of Cabinet of Ministers, Ukraine

Lead Discussant: Ms. Mihaela Rutjens, Director, Department of ODA, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Romania

The session was considered to be an open and honest discussion. The views and opinions were expressed by the discussants, new and traditional donors, as well as recipient partners. The Romanian and Ukrainian discussants presented political journeys and experience in developing the transition for development co-operation. Both discussants admitted that they are new members of the donor community and continue to learn from the past experience. Both underlined that their ODA strategy and approach is entrenched in the principles of the Paris Declaration and Accra accord, while incorporating the EU's democratic values and accession requirements of the European Transition Compendium.

Romania (Ms. Mihaela Rutjens) presented the following best practices: 

· Established a platform to empower Romanian CSOs to work with development and recipient partners in the field. In particular, Romanian NGOs successfully teamed with Georgian counterparts on development initiatives - a point that was confirmed by the Georgian representative as a success story.

· Initiated capacity building programs for NGOs and community based organizations; supported human rights activities; and developed programs to strengthen citizens'/business participation in development cooperation.

· Established a national law to eliminate all discrimination, targeting programs towards the rights of minorities - protection of the Roma population - as a priority. (In Romania, political parties officially represent minorities in the government).

· Developed 'lessons learned’ so that others - new members – to prevent them from making the same mistakes. 

· Supported efforts to combat human trafficking – a national agency has been set up to co-ordinate, collect information, monitor and fight illegal human trafficking.

 
Ukraine (Mr. Oleksyi Perevezentsev) presented the following: 

· The Ukrainian integration policy went beyond the partnership and attempted to enshrine the European standards into their ODA strategy, not only in the issues of development but also covering social, security, finance, humanitarian, and judicial reforms, including corruption issues, among others.

· Underlined the political challenges the Ukraine faces, including:  EU/Russia political relationship; the impact of the economic and financial crisis; and internal political dynamics.

 

Summary of the group discussion

The lively discussion focused on all aspects of the ODA`s political and development challenges. The following issues were highlighted by the participants:

· The importance of exchanging information experience and lessons learned from like-minded partners who share similar transition challenges, such as the Romanian and Georgian experiences.

· Recognition that the institutional foundations are weak and the human resource capacity is not fully developed and often driven by personalities. The constant change of personnel in the recipient/partner countries also did not allow the establishment of a critical mass to deepen the knowledge and know-how in the program development and implementation. 

· Priorities of ODA from the development/recipient perspectives. Three issues emerged:  
i) Budget support. Romanian representative stated that the budget support should be left to bigger donors such as the WB and others.
ii) Poverty alleviation. An extensive discussion focused on whether ODA is an extension of external/foreign policy or whether it should only support development efforts. Generally, it was agreed that it was a combination of both - but with the focus on poverty development and the principle of ownership.
iii) Support to local initiatives - to ensure that the 'voice of the recipients’ at the national and local levels are heard. It was agreed that it was not sufficient for the donor community to develop procedures and programs, but that two-way communications mechanisms shall be established to ensure that the voices of the local communities and their priorities are incorporated into the development assistance programs. SIDA was cited as a model example for being on the ground and working with local communities as well as with national partners. Equally, UNDP, through the UNDAF process and ongoing initiatives, is engaged with national and local partners to address priorities collectively.

· The issue of using western consultants was raised – whether they had the necessary contextual knowledge and experience to provide appropriate advice in the CIS and Southern Europe regions. 

It was agreed that the transition countries in development co-operation still had much to learn from the recent experience and that experience and lessons learned need to be documented and shared while avoiding the mistakes made by the earlier transition partners. Most discussants recognized that, later, the development co-operation support will be further entrenched in the democratic governance principles. All agreed that partners bring to the development co-operation experience more than just money and funding, but they shared the vision and development and co-operation principles.

In conclusion, the host of the event, Mr.Marek Brencic from Slovakia, proposed that participants adopt, at the plenary, the following principle:

‘that development co-operation is aligned with the national development needs and priorities of partner countries and that a consultation mechanism and processes incorporated into the partnership agreements.’

3. Thematic Group III – Environment Transition 
Facilitator: Ms. Keti Chachibaia, Energy & Environment Practice Leader, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre, Slovakia

Lead Discussant: Mr. Martin Naprstek, Development Agency, the Czech Republic 

Introduction:

The overcoming environmental legacy of the previous system is a common challenge. The experience of the EU12 countries is invaluable in finding effective ways to address this legacy. 6 countries in the ECA region are counted among the 20 most carbon-intense economies, globally. Uzbekistan was ranked by the World Resource Institute (WRI) as having the most GHG-intensive economy, followed by Kazakhstan on the fourth and Turkmenistan on the fifth place. These inefficient, polluting economies are clearly unsustainable.  Absence of a needed legal and institutional framework precludes these countries from moving towards the sustainable trajectories. The Experience of EU12 could be a fast track to lifting this burden.

Contrary to the popular perception, ECA faces a substantial threat from the climate change, with the number of the most serious risks already in evidence. Decades of environmental management have diminished the ECA’s natural resilience. The environmental legacy of control planning systems is particularly dramatic for agriculture, and greatly increases sector’s vulnerability to the climate change. Uzbekistan is not the only country to have been specialized in producing a small number of crops ill-suited to the local environments.

In the summary of the thematic group on environment transition, Mr. Svoboda supported the opinion that the legacy of the communist past in the field of environment is a common concern and that effective and sustainable solutions need to be found. 

Following the example of the Czech Republic, he presented the emerging donor experience with its advantages (built on a long tradition in the region, and own experience of being an aid recipient) and disadvantages (an ineffective and fragmented system of the ODA delivery). The key constraints can be summarized as follows: budget constraints, stand-alone projects and programs, limited presence in the field, legal obstacles, and a lack of capacities, supply-driven projects, and low public support linked to the insufficient awareness, a low level of trust in partner countries administration, irrelevant objectives of and limited access to the EC programs. Other transition countries face similar problems.

Environmental issues during the transition started to be dealt with in the 90th (due to the strong pressures from the EU during a pre-accession period), and the end of pipe solutions in the first years resulted in a rapid improvement. However, end of pipe solutions were extremely costly and did not tackle the fundamental systemic and institutional issues. These approaches may no longer be affordable under the current conditions of the financial crisis. The Czech Republic now has a well developed system of assessment and remediation of the past environmental burdens, and high expertise. However, critical deficiencies still exist at the procedural level. 
Lessons learned include: ownership and support also at the local level, clear setting of roles and responsibilities, clear priorities and strategies, adequate legal and financial frameworks, partnerships across sectors (PPP), capacity building, trust in local expertise, and a long term vision. According to the participants of this group, the EU12 has the knowledge that is highly relevant for the countries which are going through the transition. There are already cases of the good practice of knowledge and technology transfer through the Czech trust fund. Armenia and Ukraine are already benefitting from some of the good practices of waste management and decentralized supply services, especially in the district heating systems. However, these are sporadic cases. The new ways of transmitting the knowledge, through for example, trilateral arrangements and PPPs, should be sought and the transition cooperation expanded. However, in order for this to happen, we need to overcome the barriers, focus on systemic changes and solutions, and build our own capacities.

26 June 2009
SESSION III
New Partnerships for Development (Plenary)


Towards Transition Compendium – Reflections from the Thematic Groups presented by Rapporteurs (10 minutes each theme)

Facilitator: Ms. Eva Kolesarova, Director, Slovak Agency for International Development Cooperation, Slovakia


Development Cooperation Instruments – Panel Discussion on the Following Topics (20 minute each topic)

Bilateral cooperation mechanisms 

Lead Discussant: Mr. Michal Kaplan, Department of Development Cooperation, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Czech Republic 

Mr. Kaplan aligned himself with previous speakers and underlined the need to put the EU Transition Compendium into use and make it operational via existing instruments (ENPI, IPA, and European Partnership). He expressed his view that transition cooperation fits into the ODA definition (financed from the public budget, sustainable development is the main objective and it is addressed to aid recipient countries).

In the framework of the Czech ODA, the transition cooperation has not been systematically addressed so far despite the fact that the transition experience is the country’s comparative advantage. The new law on development cooperation was approved in June 2009. Its main objective is to make the ODA more effective and bring programmatic and systemic approaches. Recently, the new Czech ODA strategy is being drafted and the main issue focuses on the decision on what kind of a donor the Czech Republic wants to be.

Two approaches to transition cooperation can be distinguished: 1) transition cooperation as a separate sector and 2) transition cooperation as a cross-cutting issue which is a more demanding and challenging, but also more effective approach. According to Mr. Kaplan, the major principles which shall be used include a focus on the aid effectiveness and implementation of the demand-driven initiatives. Mr. Kaplan mentioned that it is not advisable to provide transition cooperation via mostly ineffective technical assistance. At the same time, each country shall focus only on the issues where the best expertise exists (and an example of Poland hiring Czech experts to deliver services in the recipient country in the field of environmental remediation).

EU Eastern Partnership Program and SIDA’s Partnership Program
Lead Discussant: Ms. Annika Palo, Partnership Program Coordinator, Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency (SIDA), Sweden

Ms. Annika Palo from SIDA presented the Swedish Government initiative from 2008, aimed to increase the Swedish bilateral development cooperation with the most EU12 states and the work plan for this Partnership Program 2009-2011, which intends to: guide the Swedish Development Cooperation eastwards, “Reform cooperation in Eastern Europe”; make a better use of transition knowledge/EU approximation processes in relevant Member States; develop and expand development cooperation with the following countries: Bulgaria, the Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Romania, the Slovak Republic and Slovenia; and offer support in establishing development cooperation mechanisms (trainings, and capacity development, etc.). SIDA is considering the V4 countries the main partners in cooperation among the new donors, given their relatively longer tradition, more advanced systems of development cooperation and tight relations among the V4 countries themselves.

SIDA has been carrying out a mapping exercise. The fact that SIDA has its experts in the field in all relevant countries appears to be an advantage. SIDA’s priority countries in the region are: Albania, Belarus, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Georgia, Kosovo, Macedonia, Moldova, Serbia, and the Ukraine. The objective is to address and focus on fewer sectors (good governance, trade, human rights, and the gender issues) and to be result-oriented. Obviously, the biggest challenge for the program will be how to measure the results achieved.

Ms. Palo underlined that the Partnership Program is not meant to be a new funding mechanism but an instrument to achieve increased efficiency of the aid and also improve its predictability. Expected results of the program are: the increased knowledge of joint areas of interest, established network for the exchange of views and ideas, seminars in partner countries, and an increased number of joint undertakings of Sweden with other countries, the EU and other international institutions. 
UNDP Trust Funds 

Lead Discussant: Mr. Daniel Hanspach, Emerging Donors Specialist, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre, Slovakia

Mr. Daniel Hanspach gave a very brief summary on the work that has been achieved in the framework of the Emerging Donors Program, managed by the UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre via its Trust Funds operated with the Czech Republic, Hungary, Slovakia, and Romania. All TFs have different ‘modus operandi’ but the objective is the same: to spread and share the transition experience and expertise gained by these countries in the CIS and the Western Balkans. This experience is unique and not existent in the traditional donor countries. It represents a comparative advantage of benefiting from the recipient countries that are undergoing similar transitional processes.

SESSION IV

Getting the Balance Right – How to Best Match the Demand for and Supply of ODA 

Chair: Mr. Jens Wandel, Deputy Regional Director &UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre Director, Slovakia

Challenges of Aid Effectiveness and Coordination from the Recipient Angle 

(Panel discussion among recipient countries)

Mr. Wandel opened the session by mentioning that the new donors are not donors in classical sense, but rather “knowledge donors” who can share their transition experience. The knowledge (positive and negative experience) is available; however it will not last indefinitely. Therefore, it should be codified and shared now. According to Mr. Wandel, the recipient countries are interested in such cooperation on the transition experience sharing. However, it implies many constraints. He posed the question that what is meant by the division of labor between donors. Should these be the ODA programs, divided by sectors and recipient countries, or in any other way?

A representative from the Ukraine appreciated the importance of knowledge and experience of emerging donors for the Ukraine, for instance, in further integration with the European Union. Significant lessons would be drawn from the experience of emerging donors in establishing institutions, mechanisms and procedures of aid management and coordination. 

By answering this issue, Mr. Kaplan from the Czech Ministry of Foreign Affairs stressed that building the absorption capacity, for instance for the EU pre-accession funds, should not be left only to ministries. Others viz. sub-national entities, who will actually use the funds, should also develop their capacity. Flowingly, he mentioned the capacity of the recipient countries to refuse certain types of aid whenever it seems irrelevant and not useful for the country’s development. 

A Serbian representative emphasized that it is important for new donors not to repeat the same mistakes of traditional donors. She mentioned – as best practice - appointing one entity. In case of Serbia it is the Ministry of Finance, as primarily responsible in the country for the aid coordination, including multilateral aid from the EU. Then, she stressed the need for small, more flexible aid projects, directed to specific areas. 

A representative from Kyrgyzstan highlighted the importance of the new and traditional working together in identifying and overcoming common obstacles in development cooperation. He challenged the effectiveness and predictability of aid, particularly technical assistance, and recommended more transparent and predictable aid which would ease aid management at the recipient country level. 

Donor Coordination and Trilateral Cooperation – sectoral and geographical “division of labor”, joint programming and pooling of resources, coordination and complementarities for the increased development effectiveness 

Lead Discussant: Mr. Pal Fabian, Head, Bilateral Development Cooperation Unit, Department for International Development Cooperation, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Hungary

Mr. Pal described the Hungarian ODA system and its origins, which are currently based on the strategy of external relations of the government, adopted in 2008. Until 2009, the Hungarian development cooperation had funded over 500 projects. He appreciated the UNDP Trust Fund solution as it proves to have the following added-values: access to extensive network of experts and organizations, flexible cooperation with the civil society organizations and easier cooperation with the Western Balkans and immediate neighbors. Mr. Pal admitted that it will be difficult for Hungary to reach the ODA commitment of 0.17 % of GDP by 2010. As the priority topics for the Hungarian ODA, he mentioned the poverty reduction, peace and security, promoting human rights and democracy. He announced a planned multi-donor cooperation with the Swedish SIDA and other Visegrad Group countries as well as USAID and  donors such as Greece and Japan. He recalled the limited capacities in donor and recipient countries as a major challenge to the Hungarian development cooperation. Additionally, a relatively small proportion of the bilateral aid in the total ODA (only 12 % in 2008) also contributes to difficulties. Moreover, the limited political understanding of the foreign aid in opposition to funding social needs internally in Hungary, fuels the challenges. Next, Mr. Pal mentioned the Hungarian significant experience in receiving and utilizing foreign aid. 

Discussion
The participants addressed the issues and answered the questions posed by the recipient countries. They admitted the difficulty in predicting funds for multi-annual programs as the emerging donors usually do not know the budget for the following years (Slovak MFA). It was mentioned that even if the country strategy papers are prepared in consultations with recipient countries and based on their needs, finally they have to be approved by the donor country government and the strategy is a decision of the donor government (Palo). 

Mr. Wandel stressed that developing assistance will change significantly in the coming years. The traditional ODA will be outstripped by hundreds of billions of dollars for the global public goods, such as climate. In the nearest future, the previous focus on the bilateral aid will move to more involvement of the private sector in the public-private partnerships. However, the private sector will not only be used for the execution of projects in developing countries, but it will also co-fund the initiatives. Some examples are already visible in the instruments of the UN Global Environment Facility. In light of the absence of the political agreement on development cooperation, a solution might come from leveraging the importance of development cooperation at the sub-national level of regions, at least in some countries. Mr. Wandel recommended increased financial engineering in combining different sources of funds in individual initiatives. Furthermore, he mentioned shortening the process of the projects approval as a solution to making aid more predictable and to decrease the risk of changing priorities and decisions. Shortening this process is particularly important at the time of this crisis. 

Apart from limited capacities in developing countries, representatives from several emerging donor countries mentioned a lack of capacity in their states, among decision-makers, and mass-media. Therefore, they recommend to increase campaigns to raise public awareness on development cooperation (Romania, Slovakia, and the Czech Republic). The participants also mentioned the need for identifying a single institution in recipient countries, which are responsible for the aid management (Romania, and Palo). 

In concluding remarks Mr. Wandel summarized the need for continued collaboration on sharing the transition experience from the emerging donors. As the participants identified major obstacles, the donor countries should make headway to improve predictability and transparency of their aid. According to Mr. Wandel, coordination on both donor and recipient sides should be enhanced. 


Summary and Innovative Ways Forward/Closing Remarks


Mr. Daniel Hanspach, Emerging Donors Specialist, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre, Slovakia


Mr. Marek Brencic, Director, Development Assistance and Humanitarian Aid Department, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Slovak Republic

Mr. Brencic reminded that the transition know-how in emerging donors will not last forever and should be utilized now. He stressed the importance of donor coordination and sharing transition experience being part of a long term vision of the new donors. He summarized the capacity development challenge both in recipient countries, but also in the new donors. Finally, he reminded that the development assistance is only a one tool to improve the situation in developing countries. Improving coherency with the policies on migration, trade, security, and agriculture is equally important. 

Mr. Hanspach declared that the objective of the meeting – to start a dialogue – was achieved. The meeting clearly described the situation and constraints. According to Mr. Hanspach, there is proven experience among new donors in bilateral and trilateral cooperation. However, it should now translate into better quality programs. The new donors should also know how they want to perceive themselves as donors in the coming years. He stressed the important experience of the new donors, being both recipients and donors in a short period of time. Mr. Hanspach offered the support to new donors in creating and using the European Transition Compendium as a useful tool which can start better programming, and dialogue among donors with recipient countries, articulation of new donors’ interest and enhancement in the use of the European Commission funds for the development cooperation. According to Mr. Hanspach, UNDP could provide a flexible and not too tight platform for sharing the transition experience. However, in order to use this knowledge effectively, it should first be well codified and comparative advantages of each donor identified. Improved coordination between donors should be introduced gradually, step-by-step, so that we learn by working out what the constraints and benefits are. 
PAGE  
12

