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Lenka Surotchak,
Director of the Pontis Foundation

Dear State Secretary Burian, Your Excellencies, Distinguished Panelists and Guests:

On behalf of the Pontis Foundation it is my great honor to welcome you at the third An-
nual Conference on Democratization, Development and Cooperation. For those of you who
were here last year, you might remember we were celebrating a very important milestone in
a history of Slovak Aid — its first decade.

Paradoxically, within only a year the world around us, in our closest neighbourhood, has
changed drastically.

Coming from an organization and country, that benefited and learned from other donor
countries, as well as our own state building, that learned transitional lessons, became a mem-
ber and donor of the EU, and also a DAC member country, we feel great responsibility to pay
back what was given to us, but also to pay a little bit forward.

We also feel a great deal a responsibility towards the rest of our society to share informa-
tion on what is happening not only in our closest neighbourhood, but also on the other side
of the globe and especially how taxpayers money is being used to change other people’s lives.

And that is only one part of our motivation as organizers of this conference.

Our main objective is to bring together partners in development, from all sectors of
a society and globe, and to create space for innovative ideas and new opportunities for the
development agenda.

This year, we will pay special attention to a number of important topics, but let me just
mention a few:

First, the Slovak Presidency of the Visegrad Four group: uniqueness of each of the coun-
tries’ ODA set-up and the strength and synergies found in joint projects.

Second, the efforts for greater effectiveness and coordination in order to properly plan and
implement post-2015 successors to the MDGs.

Third, we are looking forward to discussion and examples of some best practices in
the field of corporate social responsibility, the role companies and social enterprises play in
development. The challenges of securing both profitability and sustainability and also con-
tributing to building stronger, competitive and more inclusive markets in developing countries.
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Similarly, we will look at innovation and how it can affect the potential of developing
countries to generate economic growth, preserve peace and security and lead to the good
governance.

Fourth, and a very important challenge is ensuring that the EU Plays an Active and Prin-
cipled Role in Supporting Democracy, Freedom and Good Governance, and at the same time
assessing the added value of new democracies in the process of formation and implementa-
tion of these EU policies

Fifth, the next year will be a milestone in development, a year when we will look back and
assess successes and lessons learned but also a year when we will have to look forward and
choose the best tools for sustainable development in the world.

The European year of development will be a special year which will allow politicians and
practitioners to engage more intensively with the public and interact closely with beneficiar-
ies for the purpose of effective and meaningful ODA spending

Dear Distinguished guests, allow me at the end to highlight those without whom the
Conference would not be possible:

SlovakAid a MZV, specially the International Vysehrad Fond, The Ministry of Finance and
the UNDP, Slovak NGDO Platform, the EU and its EU program Trialog, the Faculty of Social
Science and Economy of the University of Commenius and the Faculty of International Rela-
tions of the Economic University.

Thanks for being here and enjoy the event.



Peter Burian, State Secretary of the Ministry
of Foreign and European Affairs of the
Slovak Republic

Dear Ambassadors, dear guests, ladies and gentlemen,

I'am very pleased that you have accepted the invitation to this conference, the third one
in a row of conferences under the heading “Development and Democracy” that we have de-
cided to organize every year. Right at the beginning, | want to thank the Pontis Foundation for
organizational arrangements of the conference but more importantly, for the preparation of
its interesting content.

Many of you remember the success of last year’s conference that gave us the opportu-
nity to review the achievements of 10 years” of the existence of Slovak official development
assistance. It also outlined the future of the development cooperation policy of Slovakia in-
cluding the challenges we must face. Although this year’s conference will be less celebratory
(although one can always find a good reason to celebrate something.), | am convinced that the
conference will stimulate important ideas and provocative inspirations for the future.

What are two key landmarks that will shape the development cooperation agenda in the
coming months? First, it is the Presidency of Slovakia of V4, second is the formulation of new,
sustainable development goals, both have an important impact on our development coopera-
tion activities from a national and global point of view.

Starting with the V4 Presidency; this is an opportunity and at the same time a challenge
for each country sitting in the driver’s seat of the Visegrad Group. In the field of development
cooperation, we continue to hold regular coordination meetings in Brussels as well as at other
international fora. Consultations on political issues are carried out at different working levels,
however the implementation part, and | refer to activities in the field, in specific countries, still
has the potential to be strengthened even further. The Western Balkans or Eastern Partner-
ship countries seem to me obvious focus regions for V4 development cooperation, although
I do not exclude any other country. These countries are eager to learn from V4 transforma-
tion and integration experience and we have a lot to offer them. Due to the current political
environment, mainly in the Eastern Partnership, we should step up our efforts to help them
prepare reform agenda but also assist them in making it happen.
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Last week, | visited Ukraine together with my counterparts from the Czech Republic, Hun-
gary and Poland and we held intensive talks with Ukrainian governmental as well as non-gov-
ernmental representatives. We have jointly defined several areas for cooperation and decided
to provide Ukraine with tailor-made activities building on what the V4 countries are currently
doing individually in Ukraine. A similar approach could be applied to other EaP countries, e.g.
Moldova, or in the Western Balkans.

| believe that V4 countries should strive to reach greater synergy in their development
cooperation activities and make them more harmonized. In this respect, | commend the work
of the International Visegrad Fund which promotes V4 cooperation in the EU neighborhood
countries. However, the Fund should not be the only avenue for the implementation of joint
V4 projects. We should enhance contact among our development agencies and embassies
based in partner countries, and come up with concrete project proposals. The Slovak V4 Presi-
dency offers several opportunities to deliberate on mutual cooperation and to gain political
support for activities, just to mention as an example, the meeting of the V4 Foreign Affairs
Ministers and the Western Balkans later this month in Bratislava.

The second aspect that has an impact on the future development cooperation agenda is
the formulation of new, sustainable development goals and a post-2015 development frame-
work. Next year will be crucial in defining clear-cut content of SDGs including the means of
implementation and relevant indicators. Compared to MDGs, new development goals will
cover more sectors and will be truly universal, which means that all countries around the
world will be required to consider them when crafting national policies, including develop-
ment cooperation policy.

For over one year the UN has been working hard on drafting a synthesis report on SDGs
and their financing that will be published next month. The report should be a good basis
for moving ahead with intergovernmental consultations which have to overcome divergent
opinions, interests and concerns. In the end, by the 2015 UN General Assembly at latest,
a consensus will have to be reached. Till then, we have a chance to influence the substance of
the post-2015 agenda that will result in new commitments to be accomplished at national
as well as global level. Slovakia, which took an active part in the Intergovernmental Commit-
tee on Financing SDGs, will keep on engaging in this process. Together with other countries
and stakeholders, we will endeavor to make this ambitious agenda as relevant as possible to
development challenges of the current world.

Today’s conference will discuss both themes | have touched upon in my opening state-
ment. | could have added more information on SlovakAid achievements since last year's con-
ference, however for the sake of time | will stop here and leave this topic to next panelists.
I wish you fruitful discussions and hope to see you again next year when the conference will
be organized as a part of activities of the European Year for Development 2015.
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PLENARY SESSION 1
Enhanced Cooperation of the V4 countries:
Coordination in development

Speakers:

o Peter Hulényi, Director of the Department of Humanitarian and Development Aid,
Ministry of Foreign and European Affairs of the Slovak Republic

« Adam Zoltan Kovacs, Deputy State Secretary for International Cooperation at Ministry of
Foreign Affairs and Trade of Hungary

e Ivan Jukl, Director General of the Economic Section, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Czech Republic

¢ Zuzanna Kierzkowska, Director of the Department of Development Cooperation, Minis-
try of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Poland

In his evaluation of the challenges and perspectives of the past years, Peter Hulényi called de-

velopment cooperation ,,a work in progress*. He considers V4 cooperation in ODA to be natural

and perspective for the following reasons:

1. Itoverlaps in priority sectors and countries (Moldava, Eastern Africa, Asia)

2. The V4 countries all have a limited budget for ODA and therefore, more can be achieved
together

3. The ODA systems in V4 countries are compatible and based on soft assistance

To comment on the state of play, at the beginning ODA was more focused on information
exchange. Now, it has moved toward activities that are almost trilateral, not just in ODA, but
alsoin humanitarian assistance, development education, etc.

For example, the first trilateral project was carried out in Moldava.

In March 2014, assistance in kind was delivered to the Ukraine in cooperation with Hun-
gary, which was a lot more cost effective.

In the Czech Republic, Slovakia is working together on the evaluation of projects in Bosnia
and Herzegovina.
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In 2015, during the European Year of Development, there will be common V4 projects in
the pipeline.

In her comments on the technical assistance of the V4 countries. Zuzana Kierzkowska, the
Director of the Department of Development Cooperation at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of the Republic of Poland, used the example of the Ukraine to demonstrate cooperation and
coordination of the V4 countries.

The Ukraine is the priority of Polish Aid. They have been working closely with the Ukrainian
government and civil society. They were approached by the Ukraine to help with self-govern-
ment reforms and they have been collaborating with several ministries on this.

The Solidarity Fund PL has been funding several projects in the Ukraine to support 2 major
subjects:

1. Local self-government and reform
2. Free media

They have also been assisting the government in fighting corruption and lots of bilateral
activities have been carried out in this area.

There is a great need for humanitarian assistance. Zuzana mentioned the visit of V4 coun-
tries in the Ukraine which was of great importance in order to find out what can be done.

Zuzana emphasized the need of the V4 to speak with one voice to make sure that the
countries are better heard. She mentioned that joining programmes in countries of common
interests is beneficial for both the recipients and the donors because common initiatives
which combine expertise and bring out like-mindedness can attract the funds of other donors.

She concluded that the added value of V4 cooperation is not in the quantity of projects,
but in their quality.

Ivan Jukl, Director General of the Economic Section at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
the Czech Republic commented on the division of the private sector in terms of its approach
towards the developing countries.

On one hand, the private sector is exporting goods to developing countries. On the other
hand, the other part of the private sector believes in investing in developing countries to teach
them to produce themselves. Therefore, there is a conflict in these 2 approaches.

The least developed countries are unable to attract other funds besides ODA which is
a problem which needs to be addressed and the focus should be on the quality of projects.
Otherwise, these countries will never attract investors. The Czech Republic is trying to be more
engaged in the process of assessing the objective needs of the countries to see if the selected
sectors are the right ones.

For example, if their projects are focused on agriculture, how can they be addressing peo-
ple living on the street?

They are engaged in discussions about industrial policies to attract more investors.

Ivan believes that the projects in which the private sector is working closely with NGOs
can create more synergy. He emphasized the need to engage companies from the same sector
in V4 for better efficiengy of ODA.

Zoltan Kovdcs, the Deputy State Secretary for International Cooperation at the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs and Trade in Hungary commented on foreign trade as a significant part of
international development cooperation. He mentioned the role of trade houses which is to
enhance trade through diplomatic tools. A new concept in regular international development
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cooperation was the creation of an agency for ODA (in this area, Hungary is behind other V4
countries).

He mentioned the following reasons for joint programming:
1. Limited budgets

2. Common objectives
3. Common experiences
4. Comparative advantages related to private sector



PLENARY SESSION 2
Sustainable Development Goals -
From Quantity to Equality and Quality

Speakers:

e Martin Heather, Directorate-General for Development and Cooperation — EuropeAid,
Policy and Coherence, European Commission

 Jeroen Verheul, Ambassador for Trade and Development of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands

e Ida McDonnell, Policy Analyst at the Review and Evaluation Division, OECD

Moderator:

* Ingrid Brockova, Ambassador, Permanent Representative of the Slovak Republic to the
OECD

The objective of the panel was to cover development and its discussion on the interna-
tional scene as we are approaching the year 2015 where the agenda of the Millennium Devel-
opment Goals (MDGs) and post-2015 development framework dominates. This is a process
led primary by the United Nations (UN), but all other international organizations have also
been engaged in the process as well, specifically the European Union (EU) and the OECD. The
panel was composed of representatives of the European Commission, OECD, and the impor-
tant bilateral donor country, the Netherlands. The aim was to achieve more interactive debate
structured in four clusters:

» The Global Partnership, as the new platform for preparing the post—2015 development
framework and one of the suggested Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).

» From the MDGs to the SDGs (lessons learned). The simplicity of the eight-point agenda is
a key strength of the MDGs, but also a major weakness. Looking forward what approach
should be taken (from quantity to equality and quality).

» Sustainable Development Financing OECD Development Cooperation Report 2014:
Mobilizing Resources for Sustainable Development

e Implications/Recommendations/Guidance for the V4 countries.
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In the first intervention, Ambassador Jeroen Verheul tackled the question whether the
Global Partnership would be a viable “business model” and have a sufficient institutional
framework, adequately inclusive, to move forward. He presented the Global Partnership for
Effective Development Cooperation as the platform to provide accountability and practical
guidance needed by all partners to maximize the impact of their cooperation efforts. He sum-
marized the concrete actions towards inclusive and sustainable development results, as i)
progress achieved since Busan and inclusive development (ownership of development priori-
ties by developing countries, focus on results, inclusive partnerships and development, trans-
parency and accountability to each donor, supporting fragile and conflict-affected states in
their transition to resilience); i) domestic resources mobilization; iii) middle income countries;
iv) south-south cooperation, triangular cooperation, and knowledge sharing; v) business as
a partner in development. And he elaborated on working arrangements and the evolving role
of the Global Partnership. He highlighted the outcome of the first High Level Meeting (on Min-
isterial level, April 16, 2014) of the Global Partnership for Effective Development Cooperation,
hosted by the Government of Mexico, co-organized by the OECD and the UNDP, with co-chairs
Indonesia, UK, Nigeria, where 1500 attendees participated from over the 130 countries, repre-
senting governments, civil society, the private sector, parliamentary organizations and others.
Atthe same time, he mentioned “the other” Global Partnership —as the 17. SDG — “Strengthen
the means of implementation and revitalize the global partnership for sustainable develop-
ment”, applicable for both developed and developing countries, which should be as he stated
“the way forward”. The questions to be asked are how partnerships work and how to set up
effective processes, and how to guarantee the performance monitoring of recipient and donor
countries. Representatives of the OECD and the European Commission complemented the
Ambassador by explaining the role their organizations would like to play in the international
process. I[da McDonnell explained the role of the OECD in setting the monitoring framework
in order to be able to measure the quality and quantity commitments of the Development As-
sistance Committee (DAC), other donors and recipient countries. Martin Heather emphasized
the importance of engagement of developed countries being accountable for their policies
and developing countries to be able to contribute in their respective areas.

A Global partnership approach is the way forward to achieve the goals of the interna-
tional community.

Martin Heather was the lead speaker in the second cluster: From the MDGs to the SDGs.
He explained that although this has been a complex intergovernmental process led by the
UN, the other international actors have been intensively engaged in the process as well, i.e.
by providing a deep insight into the development agenda, technical expertise, broad range of
experience and good practices. Reaching a broad consensus on the idea that ending poverty is
an urgent global priority has been one of the most important achievements of the 20th cen-
tury, however new trends not covered explicitly by the MDGs such as climate change or ageing
population etc. need to be reflected in new set of goals. The UN Millennium Declaration em-
bodied international agreement that globalisation should be a positive force for all. This was
a commitment based on the ethical principles of solidarity, equality, dignity and respect for
nature. Yet when the MDGs expire in 2015, the promises of the Millennium Declaration will
remain unfulfilled. While the Millennium Declaration was highly meaningful as an interna-
tional agreement, the MDGs took poverty to the public, they raised awareness and galvanised
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political support for poverty eradication as the over-arching objective of international devel-
opment. “The most progress”, Martin Heather said, “was achieved in the areas covered by the
MDGs”. The eight goals —on income poverty and hunger, education, global diseases, maternal
and child health, gender equality, environmental sustainability and global partnership —were
highly effective in communicating the urgent need to improve the widespread and dehuman-
ising conditions of poverty in the world. Ambassador Verheul confirmed that the MDGs were
the cause of success of development within past 15 years as they were very instrumental and
focused on the process.

The MDGs have come to be used as standards for evaluating progress or justifying the
allocation of resources and effort. The simplicity of the eight-point agenda is a key strength
of the MDGs, but also a major weakness.

However, Martin Heather emphasized that the eight goals left out many priorities that
are particularly critical challenges today, notably: the employment and growth that cre-
ate decent jobs; climate change and environmental sustainability; the instability of global
markets; and equity and inclusion in development processes. They also exclude the critical
concept of empowering people in order to achieve equitable development —a theme that is
central to the Millennium Declaration vision. While many of the MDGs overlap with economic
and social rights, they do not reflect certain core principles, such as the concern for the most
vulnerable and the excluded, the principles of equality and participation, and the standard
of universalism. The MDG targets and indicators narrowed the agenda further, for example
by reducing gender equality and empowerment to equality for girls and boys in primary and
secondary education. The second, and related, drawback has been the absence of strategy. Un-
like other paradigms that drove shifts in thinking and policy —such as the basic needs concept
of the 1970s, the liberalisation reforms in the 1980s or the human development approach of
the 1990s —the MDGs did not have an accompanying policy approach. [da McDonnell said, “It
is therefore not surprising that while the MDGs raised awareness and support for development,
they did not foster new and more effective strategies to achieve sustained economic growth
and increase social equity and environmental sustainability”. Although the MDGs have been
focused on results, the international community still faces challenges in ownership and ac-
countability, in policy coherence for development and in managing of results. Global public
good is essential and requires a global response. The international community must renew its
effort and approaches if we are to realize the Millennium Declaration vision. This will require
an agenda to address key contemporary challenges, such as rising inequality — which is both
unjust and a threat to social peace — persistent unemployment, especially for young people;
instability in world financial, food and energy markets; and environmentally unsustainable
growth patterns. New policy approaches are needed that will ensure the achievement of
a broad set of human objectives while at the same time responding to the key global chal-
lenges listed above.

One of the main outcomes of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development
Rio+20), held in Rio de Janeiro in June 2012, was the agreement by Member States to launch
a process to develop a set of Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). Rio+20 did not elaborate
specific goals but stated that the SDGs should be limited in number, aspirational and easy to
communicate. These goals should address all three dimensions of sustainable development
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in a balanced way and be coherent with and integrated into the UN development agenda
beyond 2015. The SDGs should reflect new times, i.e. a new geography of growth; new ac-
tors, new resources; greater interdependence; new geography of poverty; growing inequality;
broader measures of development; country and context specific approaches and pressure
for results. [da McDonnell presented the OECD’s views on the post-2015 agenda with the
ambition to formulate “Global, Holistic and Measurable Goals”: i) Global — moving beyond an
exclusively developing country focus to take a global perspective; ii) Holistic — encompassing
the poverty and human development agenda of the current MDGs as well as the SDGs. The
result should be a single, comprehensive and coherent agenda with one set of global goals,
measuring the quality of life, well-being, inequality in each dimension of life.; i) Measurable
and meaningful — driven by goals which are defined and can be measured by countries them-
selves. The OECD played a pivotal role in developing of the MDGs, and so would like to play
a similar role in the process of developing the SDGs, using instruments such as PISA, Social
Institutions and Gender Index, and others.

Ida McDonnell was the lead speaker in the third cluster Sustainable Development Financ-
ing, and used it as the opportunity to present the key messages of the Development Co-opera-
tion Report 2014: Mobilising Resources for Sustainable Development, which was launched very
recently by the OECD (www.oecd.org/dac/dcr2014.htm). It covers the questions such as how
to better mobilise resources for sustainable development, keeping ODA focused in a shifting
world, growing the development potential of other financial flows, putting foreign direct
investment to work on development, institutional investors as the answer for long-term de-
velopment financing, tax revenues as a motor for sustainable development, foundations as
development partners, the changing role of the NGOs and civil society in financing sustain-
able development, what place should there be for remittances in the post 2015 framework,
using financial instruments to mobilise private investment for development, creating an envi-
ronment for investment and sustainable development, fighting corruption and illicit financial
flows, supporting countries in growing their tax base, innovating finance development, en-
hancing the contribution of social business to sustainable development, finding synergies for
environment and development finance, and others. Jeroen Verheul confirmed that the ODA
remains important, but needs to be redefined and redirected to the LDCs and conflict coun-
tries. Few examples of private sector mobilisation, especially Corporate Social Responsibility
examples, help ODA significantly. Martin Heather emphasized the need to strengthen public
finance management to achieve sustainable domestic financing in the recipient countries.

Few examples of the private sector mobilisation, especially Corporate Social Responsibil-
ity examples, help ODA significantly.

The fourth round of interventions was focused on role and potential contribution of the
V4 countries, from which three — Czech Republic, Slovakia, Poland became members of the
OECD Development Assistance Committee (DAC) in 2013. Ida McDonnell confirmed that this
has been viewed as the opportunity for these countries to be better aligned with the global
agenda and at the same time as the opportunity to offer a contribution to discussions in the
DAC sharing authentic experience from their political and economic transition. Jeroen Verheul
added that these countries, however relatively new to the development agenda, have to strike
to achieve the international commitments “0.7 % target is to stay”. Martin Heather confirmed
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that the V4 countries have and should continue with the practice having a coordinated voice
in the European Union.

These countries, however relatively new to the development agenda, have to strike to
achieve the international commitments.

The interventions from the audience tackled the questions related to the tax evasion, role

of the new donors such as China, India, Brazil, links between development and democracy and
an importance of good governance.
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ROUNDTABLE A
V4 partners in development cooperation

Speakers:

¢ Ondfrej Horky-Hluchan, Head of the Research Department, Institute of International
Relations in Prague, Czech Republic

e Zsuzsanna Végh, Research Assistant at the Center for EU Enlargement Studies, Central
European University in Budapest, Hungary

e Patryk Kugiel, Analyst at the International Economic Relations and Global Issues
Programme, Polish Institute of International Affairs, Poland

« Anne-Marie Callan, the Irish Ambassador to Slovakia

Moderator:
e Peter Brezani, Slovak Foreign Policy Association

Peter Brezani: How should V4 countries cooperate reagarding development cooperation?
Which assistance models could serve as inspiration for V4 countries? Should V4 countries fo-
cus on creating their own models of cooperation reflecting their specific expertise, or should
they rather adhere to the models of more experienced Western donors? Does a culture of
collaboration between the V4 countries regarding ODA exist?

Ondrej Horky-Hluchan: What | have written is not an academic paper but rather a policy paper

with recommendations based on Czech realities however the situation in other V4 countries

may be similar. There has been a political shift in the Czech policy from solely human to politi-
cal and civil rights. An example is the support of dissidents in Cuba or Myanmar. Today, | would
like to state three points we should consider:

1. Rethinking our transition experience as a brand — In the Czech discussion we often say
that our transition was about dissidents but we forget what happened after 1990. We
had problems with political participation, unemployment, gender and poverty. Therefore,
we need to rethink our very narrow discussion and broaden it to more inclusive rights, not

20



justhuman or civil rights. You cannot promote political rights without having social rights
and vice versa. (Czech human rights approach, branding)

2. Rethinking transition experience in the light of political, economic and social rights, their
linkages and our budget — We only have the very small means of 2 mil. Czech crowns to
pass on for democracy and transition experience. Our transition experience is useable in
the Balkans, we have a platform of judges in the Czech republic which cooperates and
helps judges in Bosnia. The Czech NGOs enlarge the script of human rights. They use their
experience to raise awareness of citizens for example in Bosnia and they focus not only on
civil rights but also environmental rights, etc. Therefore, we can talk about a rights based
approach instead of a solely human rights based approach. But in the Czech Republic,
I could say that now we need two things —a more sustainable view of cooperation and
increased focus on broader rights under our brand.

3. Leverage for policy coherence and branding — There is no strategy or cooperation
between NGOs and the Government and progress is slow. We need a narrative to take on
political actors in order to convince them we need more cooperation and coordination.
Also, it would help if developmental cooperation and democracy assistance was under
one umbrella. We also need to take on board the public.

Zsuzsanna Végh: | have taken a different approach and look at a case study focusing on the
V4 export of transitional expertise in Moldova and Georgia. | chose the two countries because
the development of the situation as well as the development of V4 policies there make them
ideal recipients.

Georgia — after the revolution in 2003, the new Government declared European commit-
ment. The country was interested in V4’s transition support. They were mostly interested in
the experience linked to EU accession. At first, the V4 countries did not reach out to Georgia
as they were too involved with their own EU accession at the time. Therefore, the V4 countries
did not pay much attention to Georgia even though this was a perfect country for them to
reach outtoin terms of transition assistance. In 2008, because of the war between Russia and
Georgia , the developmental and humanitarian aid to Georgia rapidly increased. But again
here, it was not transitional assistance. Anyway, after 2008 Georgia managed to maintain
a high level of discussion with the V4.

Moldova —There was a political shift in 2009 when the leadership changed. We could look
back to 2005/2006 when the V4 countries started paying more attention to Moldova. Since
2003 Moldova has wanted to join the EU and the V4 gradually became more engaged. The
creation of Eastern Partnership Policy resulted in more additional support from the V4 coun-
tries. However, it is hard to evaluate V4's ODA to Moldova as their annual reports do not start
from the beginning of their ODA. Different models started to develop in response to events in
the East. Some donors were motivated by solidarity, some offered transitional experience but
firstly focused on aspects demanding smaller funds.

| think that today the discourse about models is no longer valid, as the countries have
already developed their models. Rather, we should focus on how to optimise what we already
have.

Patryk Kugiel: Transfer of transition experience has been the main theme in V4 developmen-
tal cooperation, however a new chapter can be started by V4. In the Czech republic, | think
we can already see a shift or redefinition away from human rights to broader rights. There
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should be a change in policy — it should be more global and more driven by economics. | see
three main reasons for change —fistly, the governments already think that economic interests
are more important. Secondly, budgets will increase for developmental cooperation and there
should be more support from businesses. Currenly, businesses have little to say about hu-
man rights or democracy. Thirdly, EU countries have credibility problems as promoters. For
example, in Hungary Orban praises Russia for its practices so it can hardly promote democracy
elsewhere. Also, Poland has been condemned for the violation of human rights of an Arabian
person, therefore there is mistrust from Arab countries. On an international level, | think that
V4 will become more like traditional donors even though we promote ourselves as experts in
democracy and human rights. However, there will be a a transition of V4 to the topics of bigger
donors like Germany, etc.

Regarding V4 in development cooperation, we share similarities but for a long time we
were competitors. We should use our similarities and complexities to cooperate and comple-
ment each other. There is no time for searching for new models now. It is not a model but
rather a direction to the big donors now. For inspiration we can look to the Nordic countries.
The V4 fund should help in coordinating our policies and actions and in implementing them.
For that, we need to expand the competences of the V4.

Anne-Marie Callan: It seems like the three papers really covered everything. | will comment
on each.

Czech Republic — moved from transition experience to focus on human rights which is
now expanded to broader rights. Context is indeed important — every country decides what
they focus on based on what they are valued for. You cannot just drop a model, it depends
on the context and who your partner is and what you can bring. There are dangers to non-
coordination and first and foremost, you should focus on how to maximise the impact. It is
important that you link your activities.

Hungary — We cannot be too romantic but should think of context and context specific
aims. There should be more supporters integrating and complementing each other. You need
an integrated strategy. What is important is how you do it. If you become more ambitious, you
need to think about how much finance you have, so that you do not break your own potential.
Partner countries need to lead the topics, not the donors deciding implementing them.

Poland — there is an issue with private businesses. You should support businesses in
a recipient country, not a donor country. Anyway, also the traditional donors have credibility
problems. | do not think that the time for models has passed. They can still be developed in
the process, they can change or adjust. What is important is how you work and if your work
is effective.

COMMENTS SECTION:

Ondrej Horky-Hluchan: There is no need for a fifth donor to help us coordinate. The idea is
a joint programming of V4. It is not a contradiction to focus on other kinds of rights. We were
pushing so that human rights are included in MDGs but human rights quickly disappeared
from the UN development discourse.

Ida McDonnell (as a viewer): It seems to me as if you are going through a crisis of identity. You
need to strenghten the value and consider the money you have but you also need to think of
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synergies that need to be there. When it comes to branding, it does not always need to be
a transition you focus on. Why are you focusing on Africa? You need to be able to justify why
you work in the countries you focus on. Why not Eastern Partnership? Australia can justify
why they only work in the Pacific. Maybe it would be better if you only focus on neighbouring
countries.

Anne-Marie Callan: If V4 does not do democratisation, then who will do it? You, the V4, have
more comparative advantage than you think. But you need to focus and coordinate. And you
need to focus on what you can bring and not only in terms of money.

Ondrej Horky-Hluchan: The problem is our identification. We go to Africa because the EU is in
Africa but we need to get that EU identity. In their yearbook, the Polish also include what has
been done in development by the European Commission because the Commision uses Polish
money for their activities. In the Czech Republic we still see it as Brussels doing that, we do not
perceive it as our work.

Patryk Kugiel: Why should we be in Africa? Poland and Czechoslovakia were very active in Af-
rica during the Cold War, for many years we provided scholarships to students from Africa, we
have been present for decades. We have a moral obligation, we have historical links, economic
as well as political interests. It is an opportunity to establish long term economic cooperation.
Yes, there is an identity crisis in the V4. But we need to realise that transition is a very broad
term and encompasses everything —education, agriculture, industry, etc. Transition itself is an
empty label. We need to be aksing ‘transition in what?".

Ondrej Horky-Hluchan: Transition is a cross-cutting issue.

Anne-Marie Callan: It is a cross-cutting issue. Now, V4 expertise can be very relevant to
Ukraine. ‘Transition’ is a label but a relevant label. There should be a division of labour be-
tween V4 because now there is lots of duplication.

Patryk Kugiel: We need to look for our place in development cooperation.

Anne-Marie Callan: As ODA is increasing now, this is the time for you to decide, otherwise you
will all go in different directions.

Peter Brezani: Strategy is central to focus and getting on track.

CLOSING REMARKS:

Zsuzsanna Végh: Coordination is important. We need to decide on a direction which can be
built upon, including the geographical focus.

Anne-Marie Callan: Context is a strategic point. The partner country and what it wants to
achieve should be in the lead. This decides what you can offer and what to focus on.

Patryk Kugiel: We need to think of the sectors to which we can contribute most effectively.
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Peter Brezani: If not joint programming, at least we should focus on coordination.

All the speakers agreed to be more self-critical about the business model and approach to
development cooperation. The debate lacked a discussion about impact or a recipient. The
countries are still searching for their added value and have an unclear vision who to partner
with. It seemed like the Czech Republic is afraid that by broadening the rights they focus on,

they lose the brand.
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ROUNDTABLE B
Future of Global Education:
Paradigm shifts and conceptual changes

Speakers:

» Helmuth Hartmeyer, Head of Department Funding Civil Society, Austrian Development
Agency

o Ivar Staffa, General Director, International Cooperation and European Affairs Division,
Ministry of Education, Science, Research and Sport of the Slovak Republic

» Cezary Koscielniak, Tenure at Department of Social Science, Adam Mickiewicz University
in Poznan

o Tereza Cajkova, Project coordinator, Teachers: Agents of change, People in Need

Moderator:
 lvana Raslavska, Program Director, Democratisation and Development Abroad, Pontis
Foundation

Critical discussion of global education is very much needed since it has become an in-
creasingly diverse issue in the past decade and is pursued by a variety of stakeholders. With
growing engagement of national governments, different ministries and local authorities, the
global education concept has become a challenge for contemporary national curricula. Holis-
tic features of global education constitute a great barrier to the mechanistic and objectivist
approach which dominates existing educational systems in the V4 countries. Let’s search for
opportunities to reform national curricula which would prepare students for the complexities
of an interconnected and interdependent world and empower them to create a world they
wish to live in.

Helmuth Hartmeyer opened the first round of talks with a few fundamental questions.

“What is the content of global education? Teaching about development cooperation? Teaching
about creating a better world?”
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“I'have doubts about the idea that education would be capable of creating a better world”,
he said. “Education could lead to better laws etc,, but it is the duty of politicians to implement
policies, not of teachers. Global education is more about the global transformation that we
undergoing. How long can we sustain our economies with the concept of constant economic
growth? How will we cope with changes that are taking place all over the world —depletion of
fossil fuels, rising middle classes, etc.?

Global education goes beyond aid. Aid does not solve current global problems and chal-
lenges. The essence of global education is that everyone must start with one’s self. This does
not solve global problems, but offers competences to solve them.

I don’t believe in logical frameworks, PISA measurements and evaluation measurements.
Global education is mainly about solidarity.”

How did Austria manage to get people together to support development cooperation and
global education?

“To unite NGOs, it was necessary to have an enemy and Austrian NGOs had that”, con-
firmed Helmuth Hartmeyer. “In the 90s we also realized that “DevEd” is not only about
development. We created a Strategy Group including people from development NGOs and
representatives of the government. The goal was to open development education to other
sectors, outside development.”

How can academia contribute to a better understanding of GE?

According to Cezary Koscielniak, there has been an increase in the importance of different
kinds of education. “There is a new type of awareness of the role of education. E.g. why should
we protect nature? How and why should we deal with migrants?

This is an age of the homo autonomicus. Media and a feeling of self-governance are the
two crucial factors that fuel the homo autonomicus. Through social media, people become
creators and contributors to dreams; they are no longer only spectators. They ‘like’ and ‘share’
dreams; e.g. the case of Euromaidan or the Arab Spring.

Ukraine is a point in case of rising awareness of the desire for self-governance. Global
education goes beyond post-colonial education and adds the notion of higher personal par-
ticipation in education. This rising personal participation brings about a higher need for per-
sonal interaction. In consequence, people must deal with ethnic, cultural, national, historical
clashes and narratives. Education of today should address these issues.

The successful (cultural) transformation of the V4 countries can help us to be more effec-
tive in development cooperation. Global education should be more embedded in the national
education systems.”

Tereza Cajkova shared the Czech experience in global education. “In relation to global
education we no longer focus on the ‘what’, rather on the ‘how’. Despite the existence of the
National Strategy for Global Development Education 2011-2015, there has been no system-
atic approach on a national level to support the development of global education at schools.
There are insufficiencies and therefore there’s |ot of potential for improvement.

In partnership with academics in the Czech Republic, we support academic tutors in in-
corporating a global dimension into courses where they teach students of pedagogy.
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We are in contact with many practitioners from NGOs and teaching institutions. But in
reality at schools we often see the reproduction of stereotypes and a lack of skills necessary to
deal with current global complexities and uncertainties.”

Who should be providing the support for NGOs and teachers?

The most far-reaching and systematic solution is via national training systems. NGOs can
be partners in the creation of content, but their reach is limited, answered Tereza Cajkova.

What is the position of the Slovak Ministry of Education, Science, Research and Sport?

Ivar Staffa noted that all points of the Action Plan for 2014 within the National Strategy of
Global Education in Slovakia for 2012 — 2016 are fulfilled.

“However we can’'t measure the impact of global education nor the changes global edu-
cation introduces in the curricula — the question then is whether there is a place for global
education in the education system. Without a way to measure its impact, there is little sense
in incorporating it into the national education system.”

Peter Ivanic from the Slovak Centre for Communication and Development responded that
there are two ways to measure the impact of global education. The first is to measure accord-
ing to the indicators that are formulated in the Action Plan. There are also measurements of
the impact of global education that are now being tested in SK, e.g. by the Milan Simecka
Foundation.

When GE is not a must, why should the teachers teach GE?

Regarding measurement...“We do not have to be afraid of more questions than answers”,
claimed Helmuth Hartmeyer. Measuring the qualitative impact is impossible.

There shouldn’t be additional global education subjects; Global education should be in
the core of the curricula, like it is e.g. Finland. There is no one-size-fits-all strategy, though.

There is a danger of ideologization of education, noted Cezary Koscielniak. “How can we
avoid the situation where global education is a source of new ideology, especially in the Cen-
tral European countries? We shouldn’t force some new obligations on people. Universities
should introduce Open Studies Centres for the general public and this should be the third role
of universities (after education and research). Universities have huge potential in mediating
and transferring ideas. They can be platforms for communicating new ideas in current chang-
ing societies with new global challenges, e.g. environmental issues (1 car per family, etc.).

Universities are much better platforms for development education, because they are much
freer than primary and secondary schools. They are the main players in raising awareness.”

The question is if university level isn"t already too late to start developing people’s ideas
and opinions on global issues?

Juraj Jancovic¢ from the People in Peril Association drew attention to the purpose of edu-
cation. Why do we educate people? To prepare them for new jobs? To ‘create’ global active
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citizens? This is the core question. The current education system in Slovakia is about prepa-
ration for a job. It is not about becoming a citizen that lives together with other citizens in
a single society. The goal of education is to search further, ask more questions and live not
as in island, but achieve global interconnection. The opposite of global education is frontal
education where teachers stand in front of the students and talk and then leave after the
lecture finishes.

Paulina Stachova from the Faculty of Management, Comenius University in Bratislava
shared her experience. “This semester | asked students to answer questions instead of writing
about a specific ‘topic’. This seems to be having a much better effect and students are more
engaged.”

Juraj Jancovic explained. “My university students already arrive with the mind-set that
they will receive study materials and ‘frontal education’ That’s why we need to start with
global education much earlier, already in primary and secondary education.”

Cezary Koscielniak thinks the challenge is to bridge the gap between vocational training
and critical thinking. “In vocational training that leads to specific professions, there is no need
for critical thinking, as it produces professionals in specific fields. Similarly, consumers are no
critical thinkers. However, general policy trends are only to push through vocational training.
The current EU policies attest to this.”

Helmuth Hartmeyer agrees with this, although he is convinced we can’t let this happen.
“This is one of the roles of the NGOs. Obviously, these policy plans are not working, since un-
employment is rising. Furthermore, if a person changes job five times in their lifetime, how
can you train a professional when they are 18, if in his 50s they will be doing something com-
pletely different?”

“Schools decrease our curiosity. The older we get, the less creative we are. Also, universi-
ties are becoming marketplaces for selling ECTS points and degrees after the Bologna Process.
NGOs should help to create better schools and universities.”

Ivar Staffa agrees there is a strong shift towards vocational training at the EU level. “How-
ever, vocational training will always be present, because we must constantly solve labour
market disparities. | view this as a joint process —keeping the aspect of vocational training
and introducing methods and principles of global education. Moreover, Slovakia must deal
with the labour market —education mismatch, especially with our high unemployment rate.”

“Positive initiatives do not only come from the NGOs”, responded Tereza Cajkova. “There
are groups of students of economics (OIKOS) who comment on the content of their own cur-
ricula and propose new content based on their expectations for the future. Recently, in the
Czech Republic teachers associations have been founded. Parents are becoming more inter-
ested in the content of the education process and curricula as well. They are becoming more
involved and critical about their children’s education.”
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Katarina Pazmanyiova Faculty of Philosophy, Comenius University in Bratislava thinks that
things are changing for the better in Slovakia. She asked if there was one thing all speakers
would say to a 10-year-old from the global education perspective, what it would be.

Juraj Jancovic does not understand global education as an ideology, because it does not
give any answers. “It only creates new questions. Current education is mostly focused on
knowledge, very little on skills, and never on attitudes.”

There are two approaches to global education, noted Peter Ivanic: action-based and sys-
tem-based global education. The former is much more ideological, the latter is about offering
skills and competencies.

Cezary Koscielniak confirms that one of the best performers in PISA are Polish students,
and one of the worst were Swedish. “I don’t share the optimism about the possibility of hav-
ing vocational and global education together. 1 dont think vocational education leads to lower
unemployment.”

Is there a way to obtain more specific GE in the Central European countries; especially in
relation to the historical and cultural context of this region?

The most basic starting point for the whole GE should be human rights, says Helmuth
Hartmeyer. “It is ok to take a stand as a teacher; in this sense ideology is necessary and
permissible.”

“My answer to the 10-year old is: You are living in a world that we are shaping and that you
will be shaping.”

Tereza Cajkova closes with the idea, that Czechs are now discussing how to live a quality
life and be responsible as citizens in the same time.

Cezary Koscielniak would answer to the question of a 10-year-old “acting needs
understanding”.
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THE SLOVAK NGDO PLATFORM
ROUNDTABLE C

Policy Coherence for Development -
a new challenge for V4 countries

Speakers:
* Ingrid Brockova, Ambassador, Permanent Representative of the Slovak Republic to the
OECD

 Katarina Sramkova, Policy Officer, FORS — Czech Forum for Development Cooperation,
Czech Republic

¢ Jan Bazyl, Executive Director, Grupa Zagranica, Poland

e Réka Balogh, Policy Officer, HAND — Hungarian Association of NGOs for Development
and Humanitarian Aid, Hungary

Moderator:
¢ Andrea Girmanova, Project Manager, Slovak NGDO Platform

After decades of development cooperation provision, the international community points
out that development goals cannot be achieved only by increasing aid quantity and effective-
ness of development policies. There are other policies of the EU and other donors that have
a serious impact on developing countries in areas such as trade, energy, environment and
climate change, agriculture, finance and migration. Policy coherence for development (PCD)
is a legal obligation of the EU based on the Lisbon Treaty. The EU member states agreed on its
implementation, however, the level of implementation differs in EU countries. This roundtable
had a closer look at the discussion on PCD at the level of the V4 countries.

In Slovakia, policy coherence for development is stated in the law on official development
assistance. Policy coherence for development is one of the 2 basic principles of the Mid-
term Strategy of Development Cooperation of the Slovak Republic for 2014 — 2018. By 2016
a strategy on PCD should be adopted by the Ministry of Foreign and European Affairs of the
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Slovak Republic. Based on the Review of Slovak Development Cooperation conducted by the
OECD in 2011, a stronger focus on the PCD agenda in the Slovak development cooperation
should be ensured.

Ingrid Brockova, Permanent Representative of the Slovak Republic to the OECD, opened
the roundtable with an introduction to the PCD concept. Since the High Level Forum on de-
velopment effectiveness in Busan in 2011, we can observe a change in the understanding of
development assistance. The PCD concept is relevant for the international community. The
OECD, together with the European Union, stresses the importance of Policy Coherence for
Development also in the post-2015 global agenda that is being developed. The OECD recom-
mendsimplementing PCD in a cycle consisting of three interconnected phases. Ingrid Brockova
presented 3 building blocks to implement PCD. The first phase of setting and prioritizing ob-
jectives involves political commitment and policy statement which should be transformed
into concrete plans and actions. She mentioned that good examples in this regard are the
Netherlands and Sweden. In these two countries PCD has a central role in the government ap-
proach. The second phase, coordinating policy and implementation, intends to create synergy
between policies in the development agenda. A maximum amount of synergy would resolve
conflicts and cause minimum inconsistency. The Netherlands is one the countries performing
very well in this regard. The third phase, monitoring, analyzing and reporting, consists of col-
lecting information on the impact of policies and reporting to the parliament and the public.
Some members of the DAC are weak in this regard. The Netherlands, Germany and Sweden
can be mentioned as good examples. A complementary approach to PCD tries to include all
sectoral policies of the OECD to focus on the development agenda.

Ambassador Ingrid Brockova set the concept of PCD into the broader context of Sustainable
Development Goals that are being discussed on the international scene. After 2015 there will
be new sources of financing development as new actors emerge. In this regard, she empha-
sised that it is important to go beyond the traditional ODA and involve other sectors. In the
world inequalities are growing, we face climate change problems which will be at the core of
the Conference of the Parties on Climate Change in Paris in 2015, migration is also an urgent
issue. All these problems are hard to address without coherence. Ingrid Brockova expressed
the potential of V4 countries to coordinate sectoral policies at regional level.

Although all the EU member states are signatories of the Lisbon Treaty that contains
an article on PCD, the level of implementation of this commitment differs from country to
country. Jan Bazyl, the Executive Director of the Polish Platform of NGDOs, Grupa Zagranica,
introduced the situation in Poland. PCD is an obligation of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
Policy coherence for development is not mentioned directly in the law and is a relatively new
concept in the Polish context. First of all, it is important to learn about it and raise awareness
among other ministries. Jan Bazyl thinks there is a good potential to work on PCD. It will be
crucial to move from debating PCD to the establishment of mechanisms and tools on how to
implement it.

The Czech Republic was the first country from the EU 12 countries to join the OECD DAC
(later followed by the Slovak Republic, Poland and Slovenia). The OECD states that over the last
couple of years, the Czech Republic has transformed its development co-operation system to
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make it more focused, more coherent and more effective. Katarina Sramkova, Policy Officer
at FoRS, the Czech Forum for Development Cooperation, provided an insight into the Czech
context. In the Czech Republic, the legal basis for PCD is rather weak. The Act on Develop-
ment Co-operation and Humanitarian Aid does not mention PCD. In the Czech Republic there
is a lack of political commitment and will. PCD is a multi-disciplinary issue and that is why
it is important to raise attention of other ministries. PCD is mentioned in the Development
Cooperation Strategy for 2010-2017 as one of the principles of development cooperation.
The statute of the Council on Development Cooperation states that it should act as an inter-
ministerial advisory body to the MFA which should ensure better co-ordination and coherence
of development cooperation with other policies. As part of the inter-ministerial council there
is a working group on PCD which is currently focused on agriculture. However, she concludes
that the work is not strategic. In the Czech Republic, potential PCD topics are also climate
change and climate finance. The Council on sustainable development which is a govern-
mental body, the chair of which is the Czech Prime Minister, has been renewed. It involves
ministries, NGOs and other actors. It works through 8 committees. When implementing PCD
commitments, multistakeholders cooperation from different sectors is inevitable.

Inthe PCD study published earlier this year as part of the World Wise Europe project which
focuses on PCD we can read that Hungary has not integrated development cooperation into
its foreign policy strategy. Réka Balogh, Policy Officer at the Hungarian Association of NGOs for
Development, HAND, informed about a recent success in Hungary. In March 2014, Hungary
adopted its first development cooperation strategy. It is a general document of 40 pages but
does not outline specific objectives, timeframe or institutional background. In general there
is a weak political commitment regarding PCD. Although formal mechanisms have been es-
tablished to ensure coordination of all ministries in relation to development, there is no such
mechanism in relation to PCD. According to the new development cooperation strategy an
inter-ministerial committee should be established in the near future to improve coordination
first of all and the government sees it also as the next step to implement PCD. Similarly as is
the case of Poland and the Czech Republic, Réka Balogh emphasised the need to raise aware-
ness of PCD among other ministries.

Representatives of the Platforms presented the involvement of their organisations in the
PCD. Réka Balogh explained the background of the Platform’s involvement in PCD. HAND
started working on PCD thanks to the World-Wise Europe project funded by the EC. Among
other countries, all the V4 countries” Platforms are project partners. The non-governmental
sector except for few organisations in Hungary lacks the capacity to work on PCD. PCD does
not figure among the priorities of HAND’s members. The policies that Hungary could work
on are in the area of biofuels and food security, trade, taxes and finance as well as migration.
Réka Balogh stressed the importance of research on the impact of incoherent policies. The re-
search should be conducted on policies at national and EU level. In Hungary, the Platform has
just opened up to other NGOs, e.g. those working on biofuels and food security. The Platform
cooperates with academics at the Central European University. In the policy labs the students
take the topics of policy coherence and do research. The situation in the Czech Republic is
similar stated Katarina Sramkova. Within the Platform there is no great capacity either, but
there is a think-thank, Glopolis, working on PCD. The Platform has identified 3 working groups
(SDGs, education and awareness raising). The organisations try to find a common narrative
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on PCD. According to Jan Bazyl, in Poland one of the policies mostly discussed is climate policy.
Poland is highly dependent on coal. NGOs are strong actors that advocate climate issues and
raise awareness in both the media and within the general public. In Poland the environmental
NGOs are most experienced in working together. There are some NGOs working on migration
policies. In the area of trade and investment expertise could be found. Ambassador Ingrid
Brockova noted that she considered PCD to be an intellectually challenging concept. Policy
makers have a role to play in this regard and should advocate on PCD in their home countries
to create awareness across governments. NGOs have a role to play in speaking with stake-
holders and media. She drew attention to the fact that policy makers are those who should be
able to sell PCD at a national level.

The speakers of the roundtable discussed the experience of the V4 countries during the EU
Presidency. Slovakia is the only one of the V4 countries that has not held the EU presidency yet.
Recently, the importance of PCD has been stressed in the European Parliament hearing of the
new EU Commissioner on Development, Neven Mimica as well as the future High Representa-
tive for EU Foreign and Security Policy, Federica Mogherini. Slovakia is in the process preparing
for the EU Presidency in 2016. Ingrid Brockova said that the role of the country which holds
presidency is mostly one of facilitator of the process. Three countries, known as the Trio, pre-
pare for the Presidency together. The Netherlands who will be the predecessor to Slovakia
has the development agenda as a priority. We can anticipate what topics will resonate in the
international arena. The year 2016 will be the first year after the Sustainable Development
Goals will have been adopted and PCD is a very relevant topic. It will however depend on
discussions at a national level. Réka Balogh shared the experience of Hungary during the EU
Presidency. PCD was among the priorities, but it was not successful. The Hungarian Ministry
of Foreign Affairs did not manage to engage other ministries in the discussion and Hungarian
NGOs followed the priorities of the government. She considers the cooperation of the civil
society with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs as an asset. In 2017, the EU work programme on
PCD will come to an end, so PCD will probably be on the agenda, she concluded. Related to the
EU Presidency, Zuzanna Kierzkowska from the Polish Ministry of Foreign Affairs noted that it is
important to think ahead and link the priorities of the government and the NGOs. During the
Presidency, the priorities are set for the entire EU, so it is important to think outside of the na-
tional focus. Jan Bazyl expressed his perception that there is too much focus on the Presidency.
During the Polish Presidency, the Polish Platform Grupa Zagranica did not have special aims in
terms of advocacy. They organized various events to become stronger internally. Life after the
Presidency continues, he said. He would recommend talking more with the MFA and with par-
liamentarians during the Presidency. lulia Socea from TRIALOG stated a recent example from
the Lithuanian Presidency. As one of the priorities was food security, the Lithuanian platform
tried to prepare its members on the topic by organizing seminars related to food security. It is
important to ensure that there is capacity to work on specific priority issues.

Ingrid Brockova stated that V4 countries are in a position to be more engaged at the dis-
cussion on PCD at the OECD level. However, so far there has not been any specific interest. The
OECD tries to have a more coherent approach. The development agenda is incorporated into
every department of the OECD. All pillars have a development component in their agenda.
This should happen on a national level, too. She said that more awareness on PCD needs to
be created among the ministries at a national level. If there is no political commitment on
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a national level, the international one can be followed. It is crucial to have champions in the
government to pursue the agenda. It is a process where it is important to use every option to
engage the country on EU and OECD level. International organizations could have a strong
advocacy role on a national level.

The discussion at the roundtable touched upon the involvement of the private sector in
development cooperation. Katarina Sramkova said that the Czech Platform FoRS has been
leading an internal discussion on the private sector. The private sector is not homogenous.
It is important to differentiate between multinational enterprises, small and medium enter-
prises, etc. It is important to stress that the private sector should be involved in development
cooperation in accordance with the development effectiveness principles — as the other ac-
tors should. Cooperation with the private sector can bring new technologies, knowledge and
know-how. However, open dialogue on the involvement of the private sector should be led at
a national level. For instance, a new development cooperation instrument — Programme for
development-economic partnership (known as Business to Business) was introduced in 2013
in the Czech development cooperation, which should support private sector involvement in
the Czech development cooperation. So far, a few companies are interested. That is why new
tools should be developed. Jan Bazyl said that in Poland there is a tendency to mix private sec-
tor and development cooperation. There should be however different approaches to the topic.
He agrees that there is a lot of potential in the involvement of the private sector, but there is
also a lot of doubt when it comes to land grabbing and avoiding taxes in developing countries.
Réka Balogh said that the involvement of private sector in development cooperation was a re-
search topic of one policy lab of the CEU in Hungary. A memorandum of understanding was
also signed between the line ministries, the predecessor of the Hungarian Trade Promotion
Agency and HAND for the promotion of the private sector involvement but there’s no follow-
up of this initiative. Though the government intends to do a lot in this field it seemingly does
not have a clear-cut strategy on how to involve the private sector in development cooperation
or at least it is not known to NGOs. NGOs also warn about the risk that development coop-
eration can be perceived as a tool to achieve export and investment goals of the companies.
Ingrid Brockova agrees that the private sector is an important player and that here is room
for greater engagement. CSR is a good example of how to connect the development agenda
with business. In Slovakia a platform to work with the private sector has been established.
The government has a lot of expectations, but there is the question of capacity, as the private
sector should not rely on ODA funds.

The roundtable was concluded by discussing the possibilities of involving other actors in
PCD implementation. The speakers agreed that the embassies in developing countries can
play a role in identifying incoherent policies at the ground. However, there is a question of
limited capacity.
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ROUNDTABLE D

Effective tools for civic participation to
engage in public policy in the Western
Balkans

Speakers:

e Marko Aksentijevi¢, Program Director, Mikroart, Serbia

e Tamara Resavska, Project Coordinator at Metamorphosis Foundation, Macedonia
 Kaltrina Pajaziti, Institute of Criminology and Criminal Justice

Moderator:
 llina Nesik, Project and Communication Manager, Balkan Civil Society Development
Network,

The panellists in the round table each presented their examples of support of civic en-
gagement in their countries, notably through public policy intervention.

Tamara Resavska

Metamorphosis is a Macedonian Foundation for Internet and Society active in the field
of good governance (transparency and freedom of speech), human rights, social innovations
and environment.

TR presented a policy paper elaborated by Metamorphosis on the use of Macedonian gov-
ernment websites as tools for transparency, accountability and e-participation and their role
in increasing open governance. The practical research was conducted from December 2013
to May 2014, through the examination of over 230 websites run by government bodies and
institutions, and through structured interviews with experts.

The research findings indicate that the gov.mk websites lack public data, particularly in
the area of fiscal transparency and accountability, and that there is also a lack of mechanisms
that allow citizen e-participation and inclusion in the decision making process.
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A brief overview of selected results:
60 % of the citizens of Macedonia have access to the internet and over 50 % of citizens
are social media users.

+  Gov.mk web sites are still mostly used as ID cards of the institutions, and other tradi-
tional methods, such as press releases are used for communication with citizens.
In 63 % of the cases, general contact e-mails are available, and only 1/3 of cases have
forms or detailed contact.
1/3 of the registered web domains don’t function properly, and over 1/2 of reviewed
websites are not punctually updated.

Transparency and Accountability
1/3 of the websites have a section on free access to public information, more than 3/4 have no
published work program or fiscal information, nor privacy policies for internet use.

E- Participation
There is very little inclusion, consultation or interaction with experts and very lit-
tle public awareness around e-governance. Communication is mostly one-way and
the opportunities for two-way interaction are generally limited to e-mail and tel-
ephone. Only two websites enable public discussion about changes in legislation and
public policies and are rarely used because the citizens are uninformed or demotivated
due to previous experiences with such processes, in which their opinion was not taken into
consideration.

The majority of websites are neither optimized for use by people with disabilities, nor do
they meet the W3C standards.

How are you planning to work with the research?
Metamorphosis organized a presentation of the results. The presentation was attended by
a number of officials from state institutions.

What was the response of the institutions?
The rankings of websites were published for each criteria, and this seems to be a strong mo-
tivating factor.

The development of these systems depends on the political will of the Government and
the officials from the subordinate institutions. Development must be based on standards that
place the citizen and his needs at the centre of the system and simultaneously promote the
principles of e-inclusion and protection of human rights in the digital sphere.

Is there a legislative framework for e-participation in Macedonia?

The Republic of Macedonia has an existing legal framework governing civic e-participation,
but it is necessary to implement it consistently, and to raise awareness of citizens and institu-
tions of the existing opportunities, and of the importance of using new media — in this case
websites as tools for transparency, accountability, and e-participation.
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Marko Aksetijevic

Mikro Art focuses on democratization of urban development and urban resource manage-
ment. It has strong contacts with similar groups, initiatives, more activist and smaller organi-
zations. Experience shows that most of the urban plans changed mainly due to private invest-
ment and institutions are only responsive, when the public voice has been raised. Therefore
most active groups in Serbia only manage to succeed with proposals through public pressure.

The most visible lacunae in publicactivism in the sphere of urban planning in Serbia relate
to non—existent precedents, or established proceedings in influencing public decisions, and
every single case means starting from zero, looking for lawyers/experts, understanding the
legal framework, etc...

This is why Mikroart ventured from being a group of activists in the area of the public
policy, inspired by the example from abroad (e.g. Croatia).

Main problems:

Citizens are not duly and timely informed. They are only consulted once final drafts are

ready

There is a lack of understanding of the consequences of urban planning as such, a lack of

understanding of what it means in practice.

No genuine consultations with citizens take place —if they happen, it is more on

a technical rather than systemic/ program level. Most of the consultations are ad hoc

and a merely pro-forma exercise.

What would be the main suggestion, main necessity to be addressed in the area of urban
planning and participation?

The main issue is access to information in all stages of planning, and fora for consultation,
expression of objection, etc...

Is there legislation in relation to urban planning in Serbia?
The final draft law on planning will be in Parliament in November 2014. It will then be possible
to evaluate it as such, but also, the questions on its implementation remain open.

Kaltrina Pajaziti

Institute of Criminology and Criminal Justice — Pristina has been operating since 2011 and its
first projects focused on research and data collection on issues such as:

Mobbing in the workplace

Selling and use of drugs without medical prescription

Traffic violations

With the rise of radicalism in the Balkans and the increasing number of youth joining ISIS
and radical terrorist groups, the Institute started focus to a great extent on issues related to
incarceration and radicalization.

The reason for this is that the prisons in Kosovo are considered to be a breeding ground
for extremism.

Following the creation of the state of Kosovo, it has experienced an unprecedented and
uncontrolled influx of foreign funding, mainly from the Middle East, which among other
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goals, is also used for financing extremist groups. Recruitment usually takes place through
gatherings labelled as religious. Although research proves that the reasons for joining radical
groups can be and are varied, in combination with high unemployment and a perception of
limited opportunities for career and life standard development, the young male population is
quite susceptible.

The solution lies in the implementation of a ,correction system” in the true meaning of
the word.

In the previous period: a UNDP programme was implemented for de-radicalization.
Imams used to preach to inmates on the meaning of the Koran and non-violence. Currently
there are no such services available and radicalization is deepening.

Different strategies are needed to tackle the radicalism issue in a Kosovo context. Espe-
cially as regards the dualism between the Muslim population and western orientation. There
is a huge opportunity in this area. General public awareness is needed to prevent radicaliza-
tion and extremism. CSOs could play an important role in this particular area, both religious
and the secular, as they are probably best suited for the job and have close contact with their
constituencies.

What happens with Kosovars who join extremist group upon their return to Kosovo?

There is no legislation dealing with this issue. Fighting abroad, and especially involvement
in the actions of radical groups is not being followed up. People are not being prosecuted,
because legislation to prosecute in these cases is missing.

Question: what do you think is the most effective way to prevent radicalization?

As | mentioned previously, | think a concentrated effort of religious leaders in explaining
the consequences of radical movement and its contradiction with religious teachings is es-
sential. Also, working with the families of the youth, as often they support the decisions of
their children without completely understanding what is happening.
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ROUNDTABLE E
CSR and economic development

Speakers:

e Melissa Whellams, Avanzar Consulting

e Melina Heinrich, Donor Committee for Enterprise Development
e Gunther Schall, Austrian Development Agency

Moderator:
e Michal Ki$sa, Business Leaders Forum/Pontis Foundation

Michal Kissa: CSR in Slovakia is focused internally — there are not many companies investing
abroad —how can we motivate Slovak companies to focus on CSR when investing abroad?

Melissa Whellams: How can the mining industry contribute to sustainable development
through CSR programmes? What factors can contribute to the improvement of the situation?
Companies can contribute to sustainable development of communities in developing coun-
tries, but should be focused on capacity building among these communities and not focus
solely on philanthropic contributions. There should be greater focus on long-term contribu-
tion. Investment opportunities — engagement of women is also very important in the stage
of identifying problems that need to be addressed, which creates other forms of livelihood for
people. It is important to partner with local NGOs or public institutions and establish what
the region has as its priority and then focus on those previously set priorities.

Melina Heinrich: CSR needs to be as close to the core business as possible to ensure long-term
contribution and involvement. Challenge: intellectual property rights — companies are not
that willing to share their know-how regarding CSR projects.

Gunther Schall: The private sector is seen as a partner in development cooperation. The
operation of Austrian companies in developing countries is a part of Austrian development
cooperation.
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Main points:

+Notonly a business case for companies but also contribution to the development of local
communities
Discussion platform for companies —this year they are discussing impact measurement
The agency learns from companies how to deal with the impact assessment
Interests of all sides need to be realised in the project
Necessary to improve the training system in the whole partner country — possibly lead-
ing to spill-over from the company to the whole sector — sometimes companies involve
the whole sector —e.g. qualification of construction workers in Moldova (managed by
Strabag)
Supply chain of Austrian companies —local communities benefit from production that is
carried out locally

Michal Kissa: Do you need to approach companies or do they contact you themselves?

Gunther Schall: The Agency is engaged in dialogue with companies so we are recognised as
a partner

Michele Bologna, Slovenské elektrarne: What are the specific tools required for cooperation
with companies?

Gunther Schall:: Deep knowledge of a companies’ interests and characteristics of effective
development assistance is needed. What matters is cooperation between people from the
company and people from the agency

What are the risks companies face when working in developing countries?

Melissa Whellams: Risk — not engaging with local communities. Companies as a result don’t
know what their needs are. There are also other issues: human rights, land rights, resettle-
ment, stability of the supply chain, reputational risks etc.

Michal Kissa: Has CSR helped companies to start business in other countries?

Melissa Whellams: \WWhat helps is engagement with state representatives and local people —
open and transparent communication

Slavomira Urbanova, Business Leaders Forum/Pontis Foundation: Regarding the risks of dis-
rupting a company’s supply chain, what do you recommend as the best approach? Auditing
by independent organisations or a more personal approach aiming at building more personal
relations?

Melissa Whellams: Dealing with requirements from suppliers —this differs whether you coop-
erate with one supplier for several years or your suppliers change twice a year —like in apparel
business- you then do not have the capacity to build more personal relationships and invest
into the training of suppliers and to discuss the reasons behind certain requirements
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Gunther Schall: What can help are alliances with other companies — not dealing with the
company as such —apparel companies for example have such a common initiative.

Michele Bologna: How can we create shared values with a real business case? /not part of PR
and promotion

Gunther Schall: Not many people in companies care about the impact of CSR activities — to
change that internal communication is needed on all levels — from managers to the lowest
levels of employees
« Thekey is to accept that there are common interests in the field — some people believe
that companies do not care for the communities —when this is the perception you can’t
reach agreement and it is not possible to find a common language
It is important to understand each other —there are many things in common
A company needs to have ownership of its CSR activities — you cannot dictate to the
companies what to do —this also applies to the need for ownership of the developing
projects in developing countries
Showcasing successful company examples of can motivate others
Profiling of the company activities in national media

Melissa Whellams: CSR also brings cost reduction/ savings in the long-term
CSR is a long-term optimisation of profit —the problem is that companies are operating on
a quarterly (Q) basis —boards look at the Q results.

Does this mean that only large companies can afford CSR?

Gunther Schall: Not at all. Smaller companies are sometimes more responsible and have
stronger commitment thanks to the personal relations with employees. There is no need for
global ‘stakeholdership’ —therefore they do not need global publicity.
A Brazilian mining company —drilling in Mozambique — they approached the mining
university in Austria for help on how to carry-out their work in a more sustainable way.
Many negative things came up — bad reputation
The risk of bad reputation for the agency.

Melissa Whellams: One company can be doing a great job in one country and completely
mess up in another, maybe also different operation stages are being performed in different
countries. They are not necessarily a bad company. They might also have been involved in
problematic projects. Should they be blacklisted for mistakes they have made for the rest of
the life?

Melina Heinrich: Bad practice example is generally not shared.

Michal Kis$sa: Can companies investing in developing countries destroy the local markets?
Melina Heinrich: This can happen when research is not carried out at the beginning of the

project.
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Gunther Schall: It is very common problem. You cannot work with a company without disturb-
ing markets. The aim is the systematic change in markets — it can destructive as well.

Michal Kissa: Are there complains about job creation in other countries and not in the home
country?

Gunther Schall: Some jobs can be in jeopardy but good jobs can be secured and more good
jobs can be created.
Ivan Lukas, Czech Development Agency: What are the short-term/mid-term results of CSR?

Gunther Schall: Reputation. The important thing is impact assessment — regular monitoring
of results —there needs to be an allocation of responsibilities of what to monitor—what is the
company’s responsibility and what the donor monitors/ or even the communities.

Bedta Hlavcakova: Resource scarcity — what is being advised to companies?

Gunther Schall: regular training carried out by environmental specialists to identify what the
risks regarding resources issues could be —this is done in relevant projects

Melissa Whellams: the mining industry is dealing with water scarcity, it’s a biodiversity sensi-
tive sector

Biodiversity offsetting programmes —this is a slightly controversial way to deal with the
problem.

What can be the added value of cooperation between NGOs and companies, when it comes
to CSR business activities in developing countries?

Gunther Schall: deepening cooperation of the agency with NGOs — they reach out to compa-
nies as a funding partner — stress what value can be added to the company by cooperation
with NGO

Melissa Whellams: mining companies do assessment of the environmental and social im-
pacts of their operations — once they are identified they need to figure out how to mitigate
expected negative impacts —this leads to cooperation with local organisations

One way to promote development in Global South is upskilling of small businesses /

local producers so they can become suppliers to bigger companies

NGOs can help to promote B2B cooperation —just as a moderator / monitoring

Joint ventures between a company in the home country and a company from a partner

country

Michal Kissa: What is the project you are most proud of?
Melina Heinrich: internal market systems — in Africa fertilisers were sold first of all in huge

packages that were not affordable for local farmers. Then they changed their attitude and
changed to smaller packages.
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Gunther Schall: Egypt — strong ownership from the local side, strong personal commitment
of the company owner who was able to persuade an Austrian company to stay on board even
during a time of crisis. Local ownership and local personalities are very important

Melissa Whellams: water monitoring project, other communities came to test their water
because they had the suspicion there was something wrong with it. After testing this proved
true, now there is discussion with the mu