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The Kapuscinski Lectures 2’nd Round
 Final Report 

1.06.2010-31.08.2011
(contract ref: Contract ref: 17/2010/A4/DEV SI2.563070)

I. General background of the project

The European Commission (EC) and the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) have continued an advocacy initiative for the worldwide achievement of MDGs and for development cooperation across the European Union within the “The– 2nd Round”, project. 
The final report covers the implementation of the project during the 1.06.2010 – 31.08.2011 period. The period included 19 lectures in the following countries: Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, France, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Netherlands, Poland, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom. 
The series “Kapuscinski Lectures” was named for Ryszard Kapuscinski, a Polish reporter and writer who covered developing countries. Kapuscinski, whose books were translated into many languages, was often named the “Third World Chronicler” or the “Voice of the Poor” for his famous reportages and books describing developing countries on all continents. Among other books, he was famous for the following: “The Emperor” on Ethiopia, “Shah of Shahs” about Iran, “The Shadow of the Sun” about Africa, “Another Day of Life” about Angola, and “Imperium” about the Soviet Union. 
II. Legal background of the project

The project is based on the European Community Contribution Agreement No 17/2010/A4/DEV signed on May 31, 2010 between the European Community and the United Nations Development Programme (hereafter “Agreement”). According to the Agreement the budget of the project estimated at EUR 179.921,00. The European Community undertook to finance 100% of the estimated costs. The implementation of the Agreement began on 01/06/2010 for the implementing period of 15 months. 
III. Management of the project

The project is managed by UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre. Assistance of UNDP offices in Cyprus, Lithuania, Poland, Romania and Slovakia was also sought. The management team comprises of the following people:

Mr. Jan Szczycinski, Project Manager
Responsible for overall management of the project, in particular the tender, communication and consultation with the selected universities, inviting and confirming experts, financial management, communications activities, regular cooperation with the European Commission, the final reports
. 

Mr. Daniel Hanspach, Emerging Donor Policy Specialist
Responsible for oversight of the entire project. 
Mr. Milka Bindasova, Procurement Associate
Responsible for procurement in the project. 

IV. 
Contracting hosts
The Contracts, Assets and Procurement (CAP) Committee of the UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre approved the request for contracts for 19 hosts of the “Kapuscinski Lectures – 2nd Round”. In the aftermath UNDP signed contracts with the following institutions:
· Belgium – European Association of Development Research and Training Institutes (EADI) 

· Bulgaria – Sofia University 

· Cyprus - network of development NGOs CYINDEP

· Czech Republic – Association of International Affairs 

· Denmark – Danish Institute for International Studies 

· France – Paris School of Economics 

· Germany – Hertie School of Governance 

· Hungary – Central European University 

· Ireland – University College of Dublin 

· Italy - University of Rome La Sapienza 

· Lithuania – Vilnius University 

· Netherlands – Society for International Development 

· Poland - Polish Humanitarian Organisation 

· Romania – University of Bucharest 
· Slovakia – Platform of NGDOs 

· Slovenia – University of Ljubljana 

· Spain - Fundación para las Relaciones Internacionales y el Diálogo Exterior 

· Sweden - Swedish Institute of International Affairs

· United Kingdom – London School of Economics and Political Science

The contracted hosts have been granted from 4,000 EUR to 7,500 EUR for organizational costs and costs of the invited experts. 
V. Implementation - Summary of the lectures
The implementation of the “Kapuscinski Lectures - 2nd Round” included the following 19 lectures: 

04.11.2010 – Andris Piebalgs, EU Development Commissioner

“A new decade in the fight against global poverty”

Location: Budapest

Host: Central European University

25.11.2010 – Kemal Dervis, Vice-President of Brookings Institution

“The world economy and development”

Location: Paris

Host: Paris School of Economics

02.12.2010 – Dirk Messner, Director of the German Development Institute

“Global development challenges beyond the MDG agenda - the great transformation towards sustainable development” 

Location: Ljubljana

Host: University of Ljubljana

16.02.2011 - Jan Pronk, Institute of Social Studies

Former minister of development (and environment) of Netherlands, former politician (MP) of the Labour Party, Special UN SG representative in Sudan. www

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ".

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ"janpronk

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ".

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ"nl. 
“How to respond to global threats in the decade ahead”

Location: London
Host: London School of Economics

22.02.2011 - Jan Vandemoortele, independent researcher
Co-author of MDGs, former UNDP Director of Poverty Group

“If not the MDGs, then what?”
Location: Stockholm
Host: Swedish Institute of International Affairs

07.03.2011 – Kristalina Georgieva, EU Commissioner for International Cooperation, Humanitarian Aid & Crisis Response
Simon Maxwell, Overseas Development Institute, former director of ODI, UK’s leading development think-tank, researcher 
“Influence of the changing world over the european reaction to crisis”

Location: Sofia
Host: Sofia University
16.03.2011 - David Hulme, Manchester University
Director of the Chronic Poverty Research Centre, expert on MDGs. 
“How to reduce poverty – interventions / aid that works”

Location: Bratislava
Host: Slovak NGDOs Platform

05.04.2011 - François Bourguignon, Director of the Paris School of Economics
Former chief economist of the World Bank (2003-07). 
“Inequality, development and development aid”

Location: Copenhagen
Host: Danish Institute for International Studies

05.04.2011 - Richard Manning, Chair of the Institute of Development Studies 
Former head of the OECD/DAC 

“What’s the future of international aid?”

Location: Prague
Host: Association of International Relations

07.04.2011 - Daniel Bach, Science Po Bordeaux
“The EU’s strategic partnership with Africa: a model lost in translation?”

Location: The Hague
Host: Society for International Development – Netherlands

12.04.2011 Simon Maxwell, Overseas Development Institute

“Think locally, act globally: a new framework for European development cooperation”

Location: Vilnius

Host: Vilnius University

03.05.2011 Jon Lomoy, Head of OECD/DAC

“Development and climate change challenges. Do we have the money and political will to make Durban 2011 a success?”

Location: Berlin

Host: Hertie School of Governance

12.05.2011 Jan Vandemoortele

„If not the MDGs, then what?”
Location: Madrid

Host: FRIDE

26.05.2011 Maciej Popowski, EEAS and Paul Collier, Oxford University

“Development at a crossroads”

Location: Brussels

Host: EADI

26.05.2011 Eveline Herfkens
Former Dutch development minister. 
“The Millennium Development Goals beyond 2015”

Location: Rome
Host: University of Rome La Sapienza 
27.05.2011 – Jerzy Buzek, President of the European Parliament

“Solidarity for Development”

Former Prime Minister of Poland 

Location: Warsaw

Host: Polish Humanitarian Organisation 

31.05.2011 - Dirk Messner, Director of the German Development Institute

“Climate change and development”

Location: Dublin

Host: University College Dublin

07.06.2011 - Eveline Herfkens
“The Millennium Development Goals – Unfinished Business”

Former Dutch development minister

Location: Nicosia

Host: network of development NGOs CYINDEP
13.06.2011 – Paul Collier, Oxford University
“Africa’s future: How Europe can help and why we should”
Location: Bucharest

Host: University of Bucharest

The lectures were designed individually according to need and realities in each country. The events gathered in total over 3000 students, as well as politicians, government decision-makers, members of the European Parliament, representatives of NGOs and journalists. Lectures were followed by roundtables with national development experts and policy-makers. Representatives of the European Commission and UNDP were invited to participate in all lectures. All invited experts were asked to relate their speech to:
· Development policy of the European Union

· Development policy context of the host country

· Ryszard Kapuscinski’s legacy

The hosts of the events were responsible for:

· suggesting national experts, contacting them and inviting to the discussion, in consultation with UNDP and EC representation

· providing adequate venue and facilities for the lecture

· preparing the agenda of the event in consultations with UNDP

· promoting the event at the university, in the media and through other channels and inviting students, professors, government officials, parliamentarians, representatives of NGOs working in development field, journalists, representatives from high schools
· contracting the invited expert, organizing travel arrangements and accommodation for her/him

· preparing content material for participants which included basic information about the development cooperation of the host country, development policy of the European Union, information about “Kapuscinski Lectures” series, biography of the speaker and information about Ryszard Kapuscinski. 
· organising video recording of the lecture 
· organising photographic coverage of the lecture 
· ensuring proper visibility of the organizers (European Commission, UNDP and the University), in line with the communications guidelines, in all communications channels, including information note for the audience, press releases, information on the websites, power point presentations. The university will present in all communications channels the following logos: EU, UNDP, Kapuscinski Lectures and the host as well as the note on the European Commission funding the initiative. 
The lectures were filmed, the available videos were upload to the website: http://ec.europa.eu/development/services/events/kapuscinski/. More videos are expected based on continuous reports coming from the hosts. 
The lectures touched numerous development-related topics, including the role of the European Union in development cooperation, Millennium Development Goals, climate change, human rights and theeconomic crisis’ impact on developing countries. 
Belgium
26.05.2011 Maciej Popowski, EEAS and Paul Collier, Oxford University

“Development at a crossroads”

Location: Brussels

Host: EADI

The lecture was held on May 26, 2011 at the ULB University. The event was attended by approximately 250 persons. 
Summary:

Professor of Economics at Oxford University and director of the Centre for the Study of African Economies, Paul Collier held a presentation on the current challenges for the development policy and how aid can be more effective. According to Prof. Collier, aid represents just an instrument among many others, but not a solution in itself. Reading about post-War Europe, we realize it is very similar to be reading about fragile, post-conflict states. Having no other choice, the United States had to pursue the implementation of the Marshall Plan, opening American markets to Europe. A skillful combination of instruments such as aid, trade, security and governance helped Europe in settling a functional government. The role of peer pressure institutions in supporting the recovery of governance was particularly high. Hence, the US used these instruments to drag Europe back, applying them on a long-term basis. ’’Europe is now America and Africa is now Europe’’, argued Prof. Collier. 

The EU trade policy can be particularly helpful by pumping prime opportunities for poor countries to break into the world of global manufacturers. Stating Africa’s need to move from agricultural to industrial production, Prof. Collier emphasized the importance of scale economies and that competitive clusters can be formed as long as there are enough firms set up in a particular region. Providing temporary assistance through trade would create prime opportunities for developing countries and grant them protection in European markets. To date, the African Union has been preparing a proposal for G20, which pushes the OECD to adopt a unitary temporary privileged market access scheme. Gaining market access could be used as a strong incentive for Africa to focus on its regional integration, currently being significantly fragmented by various trade barriers. 

Prof. Collier proceeded with explaining the role of standards developed by the European Community, which served as credible prospects that Central and Eastern Europe had to undertake. In order to stop history repeating itself particularly in the field of resource extraction, African countries need a similar set of standards that would help them implement the required decisions chain. Once the national asset is discovered, it is important to assure that the revenue is captured for the country, as opposed to private actors only. Since the national asset is not sustainable, the revenue should be properly saved. Major capital investments should be considered afterwards, ensuring ’’investing in investing well, at scale’’. Referring to Germany as an example, the Professor argued that it has achieved the best run economy in Europe thanks to the ‘’never again’’ burning sense – a phase where Africa should be finding itself at the moment. Two key measures were undertaken by Germany. Firstly, institutions with checks and balances were built, along with an independent central bank to avoid hyperinflation. Although Africa has a different objective (getting the decision chain right), the implementation logic should be similar. Secondly, building institutions only was not enough. A critical mass of people who cared and understood had to be grounded. A challenge faced by Africa now. 

In conclusion, Prof. Collier mentioned that the international community could contribute to the development process by creating incentives in the form of international standards and guidelines, and by combining the key policies of aid, trade and governance (standards) while tackling development problems.

The lecture continued with a presentation by Maciej Popowski, Deputy Secretary General, EEAS, focusing on the response of the European Union to development policy challenges. Referring to the Kapuscinski lectures as a tool to synthesize the audience and improve its knowledge on development, Mr. Popowski introduced his speech with a quote: ’’…Developing countries should remove impediments to foreign investments, ensure stability and improve administrative procedures affecting foreign affairs. Increases in aid should be clearly aimed at helping these countries to reach a part of sustained growth. Aid increases in the future should be closely linked to the economic objectives and the development performance of the countries receiving aid. In return, poor countries should expect commitments of support. Private foreign investment is not an alternative to public aid…’’ These were some of the findings of the Pearson Commission reported in 1970. Moreover, the same Commission proposed that the public governmental aid in the form of grants should make up to 0,7 % of GNI by 1975. Hence, 40 years later the recommendations seem to be still worryingly valid, stated Mr. Popowski. 

It should be noted that the last 10-15 years have contributed to the change of the international context, leading to a new development paradigm. Mr. Popowski focused on three particular changes: (1) the emergence of a new global order; (2) the economic crisis; (3) and as the most recent – the upheavals in the Europe’s Southern neighbourhood. It is important to note that the modern development policy must integrate global public goods such as climate stability or control of infectious diseases, financial stability and global trade. Moreover, the new global players such as China and Brazil would contribute to a more inclusive and a more legitimate framework for cooperation. Aid alone will not be sufficient to meet the MDGs. Budgetary cuts have made it more difficult for the donor community to fulfill its obligations. But on the other hand, financial constraints are an opportunity to make the available money more effective. This leads to the problem of aid effectiveness, which makes slower progress in real life. In this context, the European Commission has been actively promoting the use of country systems, the division of labour and the predictability of aid flows in the aim of achieving aid effectiveness. Mr. Popowski also mentioned the next global conference on aid effectiveness to be held in South Korea in November 2011. It is hoped that the European Commission and the EU Member States could be eventually delivering aid as one in the longer term. In practice this could be first tested in South Sudan, where donor congestion should be properly avoided. 
Mr. Popowski concluded with a reference to North Africa and the Middle East. The European Commission aims at helping them establish democracy and pursue sustainable growth. Closer economic integration, stronger political cooperation, governance security and conflict resolution will serve as incentives for reforms based on the “more for more” concept. Hence, the notion of mutual accountability will continue to be one of the principles guiding EU’s relations with partners in the neighbourhood and other regions. 
Agenda:

14:00 - 14:15
Welcome 

Françoise Moreau, Acting Director for EU Development Policy, EuropeaAid, European Commission 

Antonio Vigilante, Director of the Brussels Office of United Nations/UNDP

14:15 - 15:00
Prof. Paul Collier, Oxford University 

Current challenges for development policy and how aid can be more effective

15:00 - 15:30
Maciej Popowski, Deputy Secretary General, European External Action Service 

Response of the European Union to development policy challenges
15:30 - 16:30
Discussion with the audience 

The event was chaired by Thomas Lawo, Executive Secretary of the European Association of Development Research and Training Institutes (EADI). 
Key participants:

· Paal Ivar Aavatsmark, Counselor, Mission of Norway to the EU
· Ridwane Abdul Rahman, Chargé d'aide et de coopération internationales 

· Vera Abreu, Counsellor, Development Cooperation, Portuguese Perm. Representation to the EU
· Anca Alexandrescu, Permanent Representation of Romania to the EU
· Joseph Antoine, Ministre Conseiller, L'Ambassade d'Haiti
· Mohammed Ariad, Minister, Deputy Chief of Mission, Embassy of the Kingdom of Morocco
· Rachel Baranska, Development Committee Secretariat, European Parliament
· Georgia Bernard, Special Projects, Embassy of Jamaica
· Jean-Claude Boidin, Head of Unit, DG DEVCO-I3
· Anna Caprile, Policy Advisor, European Parliament
· Christopher Davis, Minister-Counselor for Political Affairs, U.S. Mission to the European Union
· Marguerite Davis, Special Assitant, USAID Representative to the European Union
· Isabelle Delattre, Deputy Head of Division, EEAS

· Polydoros Demetriades, Principal Administrator, EC

· Christine Detaille, Head of Unit Commodities, MFA Belgium

· Elisabeth Edland, International Relations Officer, EEAS

· Raphael Fisera, Policy Officer, EEAS

· Inez Freiin von Weitershausen, EEAS

· Christian Froik, General, Conseil de L'Union europeen, Secretariat
· Aleksandra Garlinska, European Parliament
· Maciej Golubiewski, Regional Desk Officer, EEAS
· Konstatin Granovskiy, Permanent Mission of the Russian Federation to the European Union
· Katarina Grgas Brus, DG Environment
· Petr Halaxa, Permanent Representation of the Czech Republic to the European Union
· Nicola Harrington, UN/UNDP Office Brussels
· Annick Hiensch, Representative in Brussels, UN Department of Political Affairs
· Mamour Jagne, Ambassador, Embassy of Gambia
· Anna Kaczmarek, Adviser, EPP Group in the European Parliament
· Aneta Kedziora, External Relations – CODEV, Permanent Representation of Poland to the EU
· Fisseha Aberra Kidane, Minister-Counsellor, Embassy of Ethiopia

· Mohammad Masud Rana Chowdhurry, Embassy of Bangladesh
· Victor Morales, Minister, Embassy of Mexico
· Brave Rona Ndisale, Ambassador, Embassy of Malawi
· Aldo Siragusa, Honorary Head of Division, EU Council
· Walpurga Speckbacher, Head of Unit, Council of the European Union
· Gerd Trogemann, Deputy Director, UNDP

· Marijke van Hemeldonck, Honory Member of the European Parliament
· Kühn von Burgsdorff, Head of Unit, DEVCO
· Patrick Wegerdt, Development Policy Team Leader, European Commission
· Niu Xiaoqiang, Mission of the People's Republic of China to the European Union Boulevard
· Stella Zervoudaki, Head of Training, EEAS
Bulgaria

07.03.2011 – Kristalina Georgieva, EU Commissioner for International Cooperation, Humanitarian Aid & Crisis Response
Simon Maxwell, Overseas Development Institute, former director of ODI, UK’s leading development think-tank, researcher 
“Influence of the changing world over the european reaction to crisis”

Location: Sofia
Host: Sofia University
The lecture was held on March 7, 2011 in the Aula of Sofia University. The event was opened by Prof. Ivan Ilchev, Rector of the Sofia University. Key lecturers were Mrs. Kristalina Georgieva, Member of the European Commission and Sir Simon Maxwell from the Overseas Development Institute, UK. The event was attended by a number of officials, diplomats and academics. The event was met with enormous interest – it was attended by more than 300 persons. The lecture was widely reflected in the media. 
Summary:

The event was open by the Rector of Sofia University Prof. Ivan Ilchev, who underlined the significance of the issue of development for Bulgaria and the world as a whole.

After the opening words Commissioner Georgieva delivered a lecture on the topic: “Influence of the Changing World Over the European Reaction to Crises”. She presented the current trends of economic development around the world with an emphasis on the growing risks of instability fueled by natural and social cataclysms in Middle East, Africa, and some areas in Southeast Asia and Latin America. The Commissioner analyzed the ongoing conflict in Libya as a case study and explained the measures undertaken by the European Union such as:

· Evacuation of the European Citizens,

· Humanitarian operations,

· Coordination mechanisms.

She paid special attention to the increasing number of natural disasters in the world in 2010, mainly connected with climate issues (90%), among which several mega disasters, as well as large-scale industrial accidents. Apart from climate change, the other major factor for the growth of crises worldwide appeared to be the growth of population and the resulting high levels of unemployment. The third outlined factor is growing urbanization.

Complex crises were discussed as well. In response to the complex crises, Georgieva presented a complex model for counteraction based on humanitarian aid networks, uniform system for reaction, complex risk prevention, and aid aimed at development.

Following Mrs. Georgieva, Sir Simon Maxwell made a short outline of the works of Ryszard Kapuscinski. He stressed on contemporary humanitarian risks and their impact. Given the complexity of the interconnected risk factors, Maxwell suggested a global partnership for development based on open and stable trading and financial systems, special attention to the least developed areas especially concerning their debts, access to medications and new technologies. In the framework of such partnership, Europe has a comparative advantage. In conclusion, Sir Maxwell presented the attitudes of European citizens towards the provision of foreign aid and the future benefits for the world from providing aid for sustainable development. 

The third speaker, Mr. Andrey Kovachev, MEP, presented the role of Bulgaria in the process of development as well the tasks the country should undertake in that field.

The discussion was led by Prof. Ingrid Shikova, Chair of the European Studies Department. It continued about half an hour, most of the questions had been addressed to Commissioner Georgieva. The first type of questions concerned Lybia, the second type had been by NGOs, working in the field of development, whose representatives proposed help to UNDP. The discussion prolonged and it continued with a lot of interviews given by Commissioner Georgieva. 

Agenda:

· Opening Remarks – Prof. Ivan Ilchev, Rector of the Sofia University

· Influence of the Changing World Over the European Reaction to Crises – Kristalina Georgieva, EU Commissioner
· Simon Maxwell, ODI
· Andrey Kovachev – MEP

· Discussion – Assoc. Prof. Ingrid Shikova

Key participants:

· Ahmed Al Maddun – Embassy of Pakistan

· Andrey Kovachev - MEP

· Boris Cheshirkov – UNHCR

· Dana Mihalkova – Embassy of Slovakia

· Darina Georgieva – UNDP

· Dinka Franucic – Embassy of Croatia

· Divyabh Nanchanda – Embassy of India

· Elisaveta Kokotanova – World Bank

· Emiliana Zhivkova – UNDP

· Georgi Gotsev – Ministry of Interior

· Guillermo Azrac – Embassy of Argentina

· Hristina Rangelova – UNDP

· Joanna Wojcik – Embassy of Poland

· Kristalina Georgieva – Member of the European Commission

· Michiel Sen Marc – Embassy of Belgium

· Milagros Leynes – UNHCR

· Petya Karayaneva – UNHCR

· Salah Soukkar – Embassy of Syria

· Sergey Pankrushkin – Embassy of the Russian Federation

· Tsetska Tsacheva – Chairperson of the National Assembly of the Republic of Bulgaria

· Yang An – Embassy of China

· Zho Cei – Embassy of China

· Zinaida Zlatanova – Head of the European Commission Representation in Bulgaria
Journalists:

· Galina Beleva – Klasa (newspaper)

· Tsvetomira Licheva – LiveNews.bg

· Petya Dikova – 24 Chasa (newspaper)

· Mila Ivanova – BBT (television)

· Yoana Dimitrova - TV+

· Todoka Kostova – TV7

· Marina Stoimenova – Nova TV

· Maria Nikolova – Europe.bg

· Zheni Koleva – Dnevnik (newspaper)

· Ekaterina Panova – focus-news.net

Cyprus
07.06.2011 - Eveline Herfkens
“The Millennium Development Goals – Unfinished Business”

Former Dutch development minister

Location: Nicosia

Host: network of development NGOs CYINDEP

On June 7th Ms Eveline Herfkens, founder of the UN Millennium Campaign, former Dutch development minister, delivered in Cyprus a lecture “The Millennium Development Goals – Unfinished Business”. The event, organised by a network of development NGOs platform CYINDEP, was attended by over 60 participants, students, members of the parliament and representatives of NGOs and the government. 
Summary:
Ms Eveline Herfkens, founder of the UN Millennium Campaign, during her speech entitled “The Millennium Development Goals (MDGs): Unfinished Business”, praised the initiative of civil society in Cyprus and worldwide in their pursuit of the MDGs, while also challenging CSOs across the whole of Cyprus to raise awareness on issues such as the flight against global poverty and the need for the eradication of hunger. Ms Herfkens also applauded Cyprus’ policy of “delegated cooperation”, pointing out that “silent partnerships with other agencies from EU Member States, or with International Organisations, in the implementation of projects in developing countries, is an excellent way to go”. This, she argued, will allow the assisting country to “contain administrative costs and maximise ODA reaching poor countries”. Ms Herfkens also referred to the Cyprus EU Presidency in 2012, stating that, with the deadline for the MDGs approaching in 2015, Cyprus will have the potential to spur action on development assistance and produce results by leading the rest of the EU to cut the waste entailed by present levels of aid fragmentation and lack of coordination among over 20 different European donors.

The event also marked the launch of two new reports, highlighting on the one hand Cyprus’ performance on ODA spending, and the benefits of adopting a Human Rights Based Approach to Development (HRBA) in New Member States. Researcher Yιouli Taki noted that Cyprus is one of the few success stories in Europe with regards to spending on ODA, noting that having met its spending target of 0.17%, Cyprus is the only NMS to have done so. However, Ms Taki also raised concerns about the government’s policy of earmarking a very high  proportion of its aid budget for expenditure on asylum seekers, understood by some quarters in Europe as inflation of its aid figures. Commenting on the usefulness of the HRBA approach to development, she noted that while human rights instruments should be utilised to achieve maximum onwership of the development process by all stakeholders, nonetheless an identification of needs is also paramount to pinpointing the areas where intervention is required the most.

In addition, Dr Alexandros Apostolides, Lecturer at the European University, noted that Cyprus should take advantage of its own experience of breaking the poverty trap, and maximise the potential of its rich resource base of technical assistance as a cost-effective form of development aid to less developed countries (LDCs). He encouraged the authorities to look towards the expertise of the Planning Bureau, highlighting the regeneration of the Pitsilia area as an important example of rural development which could be of benefit for LDCs.
Agenda:
19:00-19:10   
Welcome speech by Dr. Bulent Kanol, member of the Coordinating Board, CYINDEP

19:10-19:20
Opening speech by Mr. John Lewis, Peace and Development Advisor, UNDP-ACT

19:20-19:50
Keynote speech: “The Millennium Development Goals – 

Unfinished business”.

 
Ms. Eveline Herfkens, former Minister of Development Cooperation in Netherlands and Founder of the UN Millennium Campaign

19:50-20:10

“From being part of the developing world to a member of the 

developed world: Challenges and opportunities in the Cypriot 

contribution to the Millennium Development Goals”. 

Dr. Alexandros Apostolides, Lecturer in Economics, European University Cyprus

20:10-20:25
Recent Policy Perspectives:

-The Human Rights Based Approach and Recommendations by the Minority Rights Group 2011

- AidWatch of EU donors: The Concord 2010 report 

Dr. Yiouli Taki, Senior Researcher, INDEX Research & Dialogue

20:25-21:00
Q&A

Key participants:
· Mr. Averof Neofytou, MP, Head of the Committee for External Relations

· Ms Francis Lanitou, Ambassador, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Head of CyprusAID

· Ms Emanuella Lambrianides, Planning Bureau, CyprusAID

· Ms Marilena Kyprianou, European Public Space, EC Representation

· Mr. John Lewis, John Lewis, Peace and Development Advisor, UNDP-ACT

· Ambassador of Iran

· Ambassador of Netherlands

· Ambassador of Hungary
Media:
A press release was distributed to the media (both in Turkish Cypriot and Greek Cypriot media) before the event and a follow up was done to target journalists ensuring they will cover the event. The event invitation was covered on Monday 6 June by 2 newspapers, Phileleftheros and Politis – with the highest coverage. Ms Herfkens gave an interview to 2 media representative, one radio and one newspaper. The post event press release which was prepared after was published in 3 newspapers (one English island-wide newspaper, one Greek Cypriot, one Turkish Cypriot). 
Czech Republic

05.04.2011 - Richard Manning, Chair of the Institute of Development Studies 
Former head of the OECD/DAC 

“What’s the future of international aid?”

Location: Prague
Host: Association of International Relations
On April 5th Mr Richard Manning, an independent consultant on international development, Chair of the Board of the Institute of Development Studies and Vice-Chair of the BBC World Service Trust, delivered a lecture "What's the Future of International Aid?. The event was attended by representatives of Department of Development Cooperation and Humanitarian Aid and the Department of Economic Cooperation and Country Promotion, MFA of the Czech MFA, Representation of the European Commission to the Czech Republic, Czech Development Agency and Czech Forum for Development Cooperation, and around 50 other guests. On the occasion on the lecture the organizer commissioned a paper summarizing the Czech ODA system. 
In his lecture, Mr. Manning addressed the problems and possible solution of development aid in a changed international context, with more ICT in use, more growth and decreasing number of disease, but also the menace of resource scarcity. He advocates more coordination of development aid among donors and more regional approach to development goals.
Summary:

The topic of Mr Manning’s lecture evolved around the issues of official development assistance, different motivations thereof and the increasing significance of non-official flows of all kinds. Deliberations of this kind come in good time as many official donors ask themselves the hard questions of “purpose” and “management” of ODA, as they work through the consequences of the economic crisis of 2008-09. Moreover, new DA actors emerge with newly important motivations. Additionally, MDG period will end shortly opening the discussion on the development assistance. After giving a brief overview of ODA history, went to analyze a series of question and offered several conclusions:

(1) aid is intrinsically a second-best option compared to development based on financing from tax revenue plus private investment. However, the latter option requires a certain level of economic development as well as good government and good policies if basic living standards are to be achieved and sustained. Aid can be a good complement to domestic financing and source of innovation for countries that use funds well, and can play a palliative role in more fragile settings;

(2) Development aid enabled more rapid progress in some areas (e.g. child mortality, educational access) than could otherwise have been achieved at low levels of income per head. It has also been a vehicle for transformational ideas (as well as some less good ones). Managing this second-best option effectively is therefore a key challenge;

(3) In terms of direction of aid, the latest figures show a significant increase to Africa after decline in the 1990’s, to the Middle East and to South Asia (latter two driven not least by Iraq/Afghanistan), with major declines to East Asia, Latin America and Europe.

(4) Bilateral concessional transfers between adjacent groups tend to prioritise the direct national interest of the donor; that as donors become richer they are more likely to invest in public goods of broader national interest; and that the more altruistic motivation for aid is strongest where the income differentials between donor and recipient are largest and where direct national interest is low;

(5) Aid by DAC members to LDCs became driven increasingly by what can be referred to as an altruistic logic (the untying of DAC bilateral aid to the LDCs in 2001 and the support of most DAC members for the MDGs are manifestations of this), with an increasing interest also in broader national interests (including security and concerns around fragile states, where LDCs are particularly significant for outcomes that could affect DAC members);

(6) As countries get richer and global interconnections increase, considerations of broader national interests (many also being considered ‘Global Public Goods’) may increasingly drive international concessional official transfers from all countries, including MICs;

(7) Since the interest of donor nations in investing altruistically in ‘development’ appears to be proportional to the spread of income among nations, the larger the disparities the greater the likely support for ‘development’. In practice, such disparities will remain very high indeed for several decades yet, suggesting that the ‘development logic’ is not about to disappear in respect of the Least-Developed countries at least;

(8) Politicians are not wrong to stress that donor publics need to see results from their investment in the world beyond national boundaries. Aid donors should be challenged on what they are financing. Aid transparency must be improved, however, it would be a serious mistake if donors fell into the trap of ‘obsessive measurement disorder’.

(9) There are serious shortcomings in the present MDG framework that should be rectified. Mr Manning proposes six changes:

a) instead of one-size-fits-all targets which are ‘imposed’ by UN, it would be preferable to set some agreed minimum targets for key parameters to be achieved at global level, and positively encourage individual countries or groups of countries to set their own targets for these at regional or national level, which would strongly encourage local ownership;

b) headline goals should be cast in terms of outcomes – so that for example minimum levels of educational achievement by a set age would replace ‘output’ goals such as school attendance;

c) a clearer poverty focus should be built in to the design, so that targets cannot be achieved merely by shifting people just below some target level to just above it. Options include a weighting system, systematic disaggregation of reporting at least by gender and income, or setting targets explicitly for, say, the lowest quintile of the population;

d) the perception that the MDGs prioritise welfare over sustainable growth and access to infrastructure services should be tackled by setting targets for access not just for water and ICT but also for transport and energy;

e) consistently with the Millennium Declaration, a new framework should take the human rights and empowerment dimension explicitly into account;

f) The inadequate ‘Goal 8’ should be replaced by a set of ‘enabling conditions’ that would facilitate achievement of the new goals, and require action by governments of both rich and poor countries.

(10) Given the importance of the multilateral system, Mr Manning proposes to build a wider and more honest dialogue about how to improve its effectiveness – not only rationalising the sundry methods used by DAC members to assess multilateral effectiveness but also building a real dialogue with emerging donors and not least with the recipients of multilateral aid about how to ensure adequate coherence at country level and improved delivery of aid.

(11) International concessional transfers have to be analyzed in regard to the changed world context: apparently robust growth dynamic in many poor countries, the growth of domestic revenue, the increasing possibility of access to capital markets, the benefits of widespread access to ICT, rising levels of education, declines in infectious disease, but also the likely start of a long period of resource scarcity or climate change. 

(12) Aid should never be a substitute for policy coherence!

Agenda:

11:00 – 12:45
Lecture by Richard Manning, "What's the Future of International Aid?

12:45 – 13:15
Discussion by panelists 

Zuzana Hlavickova, Head, Department of Development Cooperation and Humanitarian Aid, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Czech Republic

Daniel Hanspach, Emerging Donors Policy Specialist, UNDP Bratislava 
Pavel Gruber, Chair of the Board, FoRS - Czech Forum for Development Cooperation 

Simon Panek, Director, People in Need 

13:15 – 13:30
Questions and answers
Key participants:

· Zuzana Hlavickova, Head, Department of Development Cooperation and Humanitarian Aid, MFA 
· Brigitte Luggin, Representation of the European Commission to the Czech Republic

· Marek Skolik, Head, Department of Economic Cooperation and Country Promotion, MFA

· Michal Prochazka, Czech Development Agency

· Daniel Hanspach, Emerging Donors Policy Specialist, UNDP Bratislava 

· Pavel Gruber, Chair of the Board, FoRS - Czech Forum for Development Cooperation

· Inka Pibilova, Director, Czech Forum for Development Cooperation

· Iva Petrickova, MFA, Department of Development Cooperation and Humanitarian Aid, MFA
· Simon Panek, Director, People in Need
Media:

For the event two media partnerships were utilized, the general partnership agreement that the organizer has established with the Czech version of EurActiv. The second partnership was related to this event only and was with established with Europskop. cz. Two working days before the event a press release was sent out to main media outlets. 

Otherwise, the information on the lecture was disseminated through various channels, including the websites of DEMAS (Association for Democracy Assistance and Human Rights), FoRS (Czech Forum for Development Cooperation), Representation of the European Commission in the Czech Republic.
Journalists participating: 
· Marie Bydžovská, Europskop

· Jan Vitásek, EurActiv.cz
Denmark
05.04.2011 - François Bourguignon, Director of the Paris School of Economics
Former chief economist of the World Bank (2003-07). 
“Inequality, development and development aid”

Location: Copenhagen
Host: Danish Institute for International Studies

The lecture in Copenhagen was organized on 5th April 2011 by the Danish Institute for International Studies. The lecture discussed the development and level of inequality and established an important distinction between income inequality and inequality of opportunities. The lecture was of high academic quality and the event managed to highlight an important, yet often overlooked subject in development cooperation. The event attracted 100 participants.
Summary:

Introduction 
This is an important initiative, especially because of threats of development aid, such as aid fatigue; when the public opinion isn’t convinced that aid is important in development. 

Growing sense of development being important in global community: 

More and more students are interested in development in Europe and US. 

Progress over the last 15 years in academic communities: what is the relation between inequality and development and economic growth? 

This work is yet to be diffused in policy communities. 

The implications of the work done are not clear 

Why is inequality important? 
Poverty and distribution 
Development was formerly judged as growth of GDP. Today there is a focus on faster poverty reduction in the growth of poor countries. 

When the World Bank says “our dream is a world without poverty”, they think of GDP growth of fast speed. Mr. Bourguignon disagrees with this perspective. 

If every ones income grows at the same rate, inequality will not change. 

The distribution of income changes: in the US, growth over the past 20 years has taken place at the top ten percent of the population and at the same time there’s is no progress in terms of poverty. 

Amartya Sen: Development as freedom 
Development is influencing inequality and inequality is influencing structure and the length of economic growth. In the perspective of Amartya Sen’s development as freedom, development should be freedom for people to do what they would like to, without restrictions in society. This leads to a different concept of inequality, not in income, but in opportunities. Focus on inequality of opportunities, not income and outcome. 

What are the implications for development aid? 
In the economic structure, income is related to inequality in development, in the sense that GDP per capital can influence development. Studies have shown that inequality in a society is affecting the rate of growth. Inequality is important from a normative point of view but also from a positive – a more equal society may be able to develop faster and in a better way than countries where we have lots of inequality. 
Various dimensions 
Rising inequality and rising poverty is a dual concept: 

Income is a result of economic activity, with the economic welfare as a measure. 

Poverty is essentially inequality when we look at the bottom: 

Even though poverty in a country may be declining, then if the country is unequal, people on the top are getting richer, but people at the bottom aren’t. 

Many insist that when we measure inequality, we have a static view. Especially in development countries we should have a dynamic view and look at the average over a longer period of time. 

Income inequality 
The perception of inequality may be different from objective measures. 

There exist misperceptions and differences in concepts in ways people see inequality. Example: Brazil, US, China and Netherlands. 

When people think of inequality, they might focus on Sen’s capabilities, as the sets of outcomes people can reach. These opportunities are: endowments, health, talents, education, equal access to facilities, no discrimination (in housing markets) as well as quantitative opportunities. Equality is also the democratic aspect of society; when people have a say in the sharing of public goods. 

Ex ante model 
In this model, two kinds of opportunities interact. This creates a feedback through accumulation of factors. From the left we see the market which determines growth: the structure, the distribution of opportunity and outcomes and endowments. These relationships are two-directional, as the distribution of outcome influences what they have and what they get. 

Major inequality channels 
The level of inequality depends on the structure of markets and the discrimination of people. You can explain conflict by several groups who don’t have access to resources. Also, it seems there exist a negative relationship between degree of inequality and growth - more inequality in human capital and access to markets is really bad for development. A more efficient society is one where parents of talented kids can afford to send them to school. 

It is difficult to observe access to opportunities and how to aggregate access to justice, school and healthcare. What matters is the difference across groups, not between groups. Focus on going from development to inequality of outcomes in projects: development will make a country more or less unequal in terms of income. We need to find a way for relating inequality to the rate of growth, and make use of a conceptual proxy, since at the moment we don’t have strong empirical cross country evidence. 

When we look at opportunities, you think of human capital. The question is if it is possible to redistribute human capital, e.g. between to grades of schooling and access to markets. You need to figure out how to accumulate human capital among poor people, e.g. through access to microcredits. Behind equalization of opportunities, is the accumulation of opportunities! 
Policy interventions: 3 areas for affecting inequality 
These instruments are essentially compliments to each other: 

- Standard: taxes, transfers. Problem is they may impact the work of the economic system and make economy less efficient, which in turn will lead to rich people having less incentive to invest in business, since it’s less profitable to them and society, when they are taxed. Or rich people have enough money to not be affected by this taxation. You may end up with distortion costs and efficiency losses through taxes. 

- Pro-poor accumulation of factors: Efficiency enhancing: microfinance, accumulation of factors in the poorest part of the economy. Possibly benefitting people who don’t have access. Goes through improving opportunities. 

- Controlling and regulating the way markets behave: through regulation of markets. We have to accept that markets have an effect on distribution. E.g. minimum wage will improve the income of people with the job. 

What matters is more public social protection and redistribution in improving opportunities. We need good policies that evaluate efficiency gains and inequality. 

Conclusion for development aid 
What kind of social policy must be promoted? 

- accumulation among poor in assets 

- better access to justice 

- health 

- Standard redistribution: cash transfers. 

We need guidelines for thinking about how development aid policies in countries should be like. The point is to make sure that the inequality you are creating in order to ensure growth will not translate to more inequality in possibilities over time. 

Agenda:

13.00-13.10 

INTRODUCTION

Lars Engberg-Pedersen, Senior Researcher, DIIS
13.10-14.10 
INEQUALITY, DEVELOPMENT AND DEVELOPMENT AID

Francois Bourguignon, Professor

14.30-15.50 

PANEL DEBATE

Giorgia Giovannetti, Professor of Economics, University of Florence – presenting conclusions of the European Report on Development 2010

Henrik Hansen, Professor of International Economics and Policy, Copenhagen University

Poul Engberg-Pedersen, former Director General, Norad

Kamal Qureshi, Socialistisk Folkeparti, Member of Parliament

15.50-16.00 

CLOSING REMARKS

Jakob Simonsen, Director, Nordic Office, UNDP.

Chair: Lars Engberg-Pedersen, Senior Researcher, DIIS
France
25.11.2010 – Kemal Dervis, Vice-President of Brookings Institution

“The world economy and development”

Location: Paris

Host: Paris School of Economics

The lecture in Paris was organised by the Paris School of Economics on 25 November 2010. The event attracted approximately 130 participants. Le Monde did the interview with the keynote speaker – Kemal Dervis. 
Summary:
The structure of the world economy and the interaction between overall world growth and development has been changing. The great crisis of 2008 underlined global interdependence. It is also clear, however, that many developing countries weathered the crisis much better than many advanced countries. Looking ahead, are we finally entering the age of convergence? Which factors are going to cause convergence or divergence? What do these structural factors imply for development cooperation, the 

pursuit of the MDGs and global economic cooperation? 

In his lecture, Dr. Kemal Dervis shares his perspectives on the world economy and shows the role of emerging markets in the new world economic order. How emerging market economies weathered the crisis much better than the advanced countries, how most of these economies have bounced back rapidly from the 2008 crisis. 

To start his lecture Dr. Kemal Dervis refers to three quotes and wonders if they still reflect the reality of the economic situation: 

- The first one from Sir Arthur Lewis’ Nobel Prize Lecture in 1979: “For the past hundred years the rate of growth of output in the developing world has depended on the rate of growth of output in the developed world. When the developed world grows fast, the developing world grows fast, when the developed slow down, the developing slow down. Is this linkage inevitable?” in [The Slowing Down of the Engine of Growth]; 

- The second one from Pr. Elhanan Helpman in 2004: “Although the differences in income per capita among rich countries have declined in the post-World War II period, the disparity between rich and poor countries has widened. At the same time the number of middle income countries has dwindled. We now have two polarized economic clubs: one rich, the other poor.” in [The Mystery of Economic Growth]; 

- The third and last one from a foreword by Angel Gurria, from OECD report “Perspectives on Global Development”, 2010: “This Report shows that the ‘rise of the rest’ is not a ‘threat to the west.’ Overall it is good news for the global economy”. 

Agenda:

5.30 pm – 5.40 pm
Welcome address by François Bourguignon, Director of the Paris School of Economics

Thomas Dedeurwaerdere, Advisor, UNDP 

5.40 pm – 6.30 pm 
Dr. Kemal Dervis’ lecture 

6.30 pm – 6.45 pm 
Panel discussion with experts Pierre Jacquet, Chief Economist, Agence Francaise de Developpement and Helmut Reisen, Head of Research, OECD Development Centre 

6.45 pm – 7.15 pm
Questions & answers with the audience 

Key participants:
	Nom 
	Prénom 
	Institution 

	ALEKSYNSKA 
	Mariya 
	CEPII 

	ALVAREZ 
	Daniel 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	ARSLAN 
	Cansin 
	PSE Jourdan 

	ASLAN 
	Gurdal 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	ASLAN 
	Buhara 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	BABONNEAU 
	Julien 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	BELET 
	Gérard 
	Ministère des Finances 

	BOILLOT 
	Jean-Joseph 
	CEPII 

	BOLTZ 
	Marie 
	PSE Jourdan 

	BOURGUIGNON 
	François 
	PSE Jourdan 

	BOYCE 
	Christopher 
	PSE Jourdan 

	BRICET 
	Roxane 
	PSE Jourdan 

	BRONFMAN 
	Javier 
	American University 

	CARMELLE 
	Perrier 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	CATIK 
	Nerih 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	CERCIL 
	Irfan 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	CHANTELOUP 
	Clément 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	COGNEAU 
	Denis 
	PSE Jourdan 

	COMMENGE 
	Guillaume 
	PSE Jourdan 

	CORICELLI 
	Fabrizio 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	DAUDE 
	Christian 
	OCDE 

	de Almeida Bandeira 
	Guilherme 
	PSE Jourdan 

	DEPETRIS CHAUVIN 
	Nicolas 
	SCIENCES PO 

	DESTAIS 
	Christopher 
	CEPII – Directeur Adjoint - 

	DEVRIENDT 
	Orion 
	Commission Européenne 

	DHENNIN 
	Zaccharie 
	PSE Jourdan 

	DRAME 
	Mouhamadou 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	EKIN 
	Ozan 
	Paris 13 

	ERDO 
	Diyar 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	ESQUERRE 
	Stéphane 
	PSE Jourdan 

	FABRE 
	Claire 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	FAUJAS 
	Alain 
	LE MONDE 

	FAYAD 
	Dominique 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	FORMERY 
	Florence 
	AIR France 

	FOUILLE 
	Antoine 

	FREDON-ROUX 
	Yves 
	AIR France 

	GADENNE 
	Lucie 
	PSE Jourdan 

	GAGNON 
	Jason 
	PSE Jourdan 

	GARREAU 
	Pierre 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	GARROWAY 
	Christopher 
	OCDE 

	GASC 
	Olivia 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	GIGNOUX 
	Jérémie 
	PSE Jourdan 

	GILLOT 
	Pascal 
	Boussard & Gavaudan 

	GUO 
	Lin 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	HAZEM 
	Rym 
	PSE PARIS 1 

	HOUNGBONON 
	Georges 
	PSE Jourdan 

	HUANG 
	Yang 
	PSE Jourdan 


Journalists:

	M. DEVRIENDT 
	Orion 
	Commission Européenne 

	M. FAUJAS 
	Alain 
	LE MONDE 

	M. NIEL 
	Frédéric 
	Pèlerin Magazine 

	M. REVERCHON 
	Antoine 
	LE MONDE 


Germany
03.05.2011 Jon Lomoy, Head of OECD/DAC

“Development and climate change challenges. Do we have the money and political will to make Durban 2011 a success?”

Location: Berlin

Host: Hertie School of Governance

The lecture in Berlin was organised by the Hertie School of Governance on 3 May 2011. The event attracted approximately 75 participants. 
Summary:
The alleviation of global poverty and responding to global climate change are two of the defining, and closely related, challenges of the 21st Century. Extreme poverty weakens the fabric of society and governing institutions, undermines markets and breeds desperation and instability threatening global security. Efforts to address extreme poverty and achieve the Millennium Development Goals can be delayed and even reversed by the impacts of poverty.

Imbalances in earth’s climate caused by green house gas emissions increase the likelihood of extreme weather events, drought and floods with significant costs in human lives, infrastructure, agricultural productivity and migration impacting global markets, food availability and security. Poor societies within and between nations are most vulnerable to the impacts of climate change.

The two communities at the front line of these challenges over the last decades have been the climate change and development communities. While these communities have recognized the inter-linkages between these two challenges the degree of cooperation and collaboration remains inadequate. 
At the most basic level, the trade offs are perhaps at their starkest. A person living on less than a dollar a day faced with the choice of whether to cut down a tree to have basic fuel for cooking and feeding their family or whether to maintain the tree for carbon sequestration will clearly chose the short-term benefit of cutting down the tree. 
The scale of current climate finance pledges mandates new and unprecedented levels of cooperation between these development and climate change communities.There has been a long history of official development assistance provided by OECD countries. Increasingly the aid landscape is changing with the emergence of new donors. 
If development is about poverty reduction, where the poor live is a crucial question. In the past poverty has been viewed as an LIC issue predominantly, nowadays such simplistic assumptions/classifications can be misleading because a number of the large countries that have graduated into the MIC category still have large number of poor people. 

Providing external financing for any activity is complicated. Climate Finance is more complicated than most. A range of initiatives such as the Global Compact and the Equator Principles currently provide some guidance on the use of private sector funds. And we have over 50 years of experience that provides valuable lessons for climate change finance. 
G20 Leaders decided in Toronto last year that tackling development gaps was part and parcel of their efforts to promote stronger and more balanced growth and to support the emergence of new sources of global demand. This led to the creation of the G20 high level development working group and the adoption in Seoul of a G20 Consensus for shared growth and a multi-year action plan to promote growth and development. 
While mobilizing climate change finance is critical and equally important challenge is how to effectively and efficiently utilize this financing. 

One key stumbling block to improved transparency is agreement on what constitutes ‘new and additional’ support. The concept new and additional is not a recent development; it is enshrined in Article 3 of the Convention (1992). However, there has never been an agreed definition or common baseline against which to measure this. Therefore, although Fast Start finance is to be new and additional, there is no agreed way of determining what this means in practice. The overriding concern of developing counties in relation to ‘new and additional’ is to avoid a situation where contributing countries merely shift funds within fixed ODA envelopes away from existing priorities towards climate change. 
Ownership is not just a technical exercise. Policies and strategies that can be taken forward across all of government require a political commitment from the highest levels of government to make them real. We know that such political ownership cannot be imposed from outside, not even when the incentives are large financial flows. Pressure from external partners to pursue particular policy goals can in fact be counter-productive. Domestic political ownership needs to be built among all key stakeholders, in each specific context. NGOs, civil society, implementing agencies, and all concerned government parties all need to participate. 

We have learnt the importance of all external funders working together in a transparent and collective manner. To enable funding to be most effective, partners should coordinate and harmonize their finance mechanisms and objectives, to avoid duplicative efforts and wasted resources. However this is not yet happening fully with relation to climate change finance.

As a first step - information-sharing between funders can have significant impacts in improving effectiveness. Unfortunately not all funders are fully transparent. This is counter-productive. Where donors are working together, nationally-led working groups on climate change and environment can be helpful for coordinating donor assistance.

Alignment is the principle that each donor’s conditions should be linked to a single framework of conditions or indicators derived from national development strategies. External finance should be demand-driven, not supply-driven. 
Equally important is to maximize the predictability of funding flows. We have learnt the need for external funders to provide timely, transparent, and comprehensive information on forthcoming aid flows, particularly for long- term commitments, so as to enable partners to draw up more comprehensive budgets and strategies with a longer term and forward-looking vision.

While the guiding principles of aid effectiveness apply also to fragile states, greater attention needs to be paid to capacity building. Few fragile states have largely developed operational development strategies or results-based frameworks, though some are making progress to develop poverty reduction strategies. Even fewer have climate change strategies.

Gathering data on climate change financing remains problematic. This is due in large part to the cross-sector nature of climate change mitigation activities. A strengthening of measuring, reporting, and verification (MRV) processes will require greater national public financial management capacity, climate expenditure frameworks, and application of climate markers to national budgets. Adequate MRV is affected by the presence (or lack) of a national climate change strategy; without recognition of climate change in development strategies, there is no national framework against which to report on progress; this creates a situation that forces donors and civil society to do the reporting in a manner that may not be acceptable to the national government. 
The principle of mutual accountability, is that both donors and partners are accountable for development results. A key objective for donor and recipient countries is to enhance mutual accountability and transparency in the allocation of aid and execution of development activities. The process itself also helps strengthen legitimacy and support of the recipient country’s public as well as the international community. 
Recipient countries should continue to strengthen the role of the national parliament, other authorities, and civil society in monitoring the implementation of agreed national development strategies. The accountability of climate change strategies and action plans involves the implication of civil society actors and other stakeholders, but also building capacities so that they are better equipped to deal with the climate change agenda and monitor the success or failure of aid activities. 
Agenda:

12:30-2:00 pm

Welcome note by Dr. Marzenna Guz-Vetter, Political Section, European Commission Representation in Germany
The lecture: Jon Lomoy, Director of the Development Cooperation Directorate of the OECD

Panel discussion with participation of experts: Alina Mungiu-Pippidi, Professor of Democracy Studies, Hertie School of Governance, Daniel Hanspach, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre. Moderated by Dagmar Dehmer, journalist of Der Tagesspiegel
Key participants:

	First Name
	Surname
	Organisation

	Matthias
	Adolf
	Freie Universität Berlin 

	Beate
	Adolf
	Heinrich-Böll-Stiftung e.V.

	Lisa
	Asemissen
	World Food Programme

	Iris
	Bauermeister
	World Food Programme

	Silvio
	Capone
	Botschaft der Italienischen Republik

	Ina
	Dettmann-Busch
	Internationale Weiterbildung und Entwicklung gGmbH

	Oliver
	Geden
	Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik SdbR

	Linde
	Grießhaber
	Germanwatch e.V.

	Ajit
	Gupte
	Indische Botschaft

	Frank
	Herterich
	Auswärtiges Amt

	Andreas
	Hübers
	ONE

	Morgane
	Joffredo 
	Botschaft der Französischen Republik

	Charlotte
	Junghans
	Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale Zusammenarbeit (GIZ) GmbH

	Antonie 
	Kerwien
	Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development Berlin Centre

	Josephin 
	Kischitzki
	American Embassy

	Stefan
	Krug
	Greenpeace e.V.

	Andreas 
	Kuhlmann
	Bundesverband der Energie- und Wasserwirtschaft e.V.

	Ashok
	Kumar
	Indische Botschaft

	Silva
	Lauffer
	Berliner Zentrum für internationale Friedenseinsätze gGmbH

	Sascha
	Müller-Kraenner
	Ecologic Institute

	Wolfgang
	Münch
	Bundesministerium der Finanzen

	Stefan
	Oswald
	Bundesministerium für wirtschaftliche Zusammenarbeit und Entwicklung

	Katerina
	Peros
	elfnullelf® 

	Ralf
	Retter
	Bundesministerium für wirtschaftliche Zusammenarbeit und Entwicklung

	Olivia
	Schoeller
	DuMont-Redaktionsgemeinschaft Berlin

	Elke
	Schwanke
	Sony Deutschland GmbH

	Hershil
	Shah
	Transparency International Deutschland e.V.

	Margot
	Tuzina
	Europäische Kommission - Vertretung in der Bundesrepublik Deutschland

	Shirley
	van Buiren
	Transparency International Deutschland e.V.

	Heino
	von Meyer
	Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development Berlin Centre

	Nicola
	Wertz
	Bundesministerium für wirtschaftliche Zusammenarbeit und Entwicklung

	Hans-Albrecht
	Wiehler
	Bundesverband BioEnergie e.V.

	Nicole
	Wilke
	Bundesministerium für Umwelt, Naturschutz und Reaktorsicherheit

	Frank
	Wolke
	Umweltbundesamt


Hungary
04.11.2010 – Andris Piebalgs, EU Development Commissioner

“A new decade in the fight against global poverty”

Location: Budapest

Host: Central European University

“Kapuscinski Lectures – 2nd Round” in Budapest was organized on 4 November 2010 by CEU Business School, Central European University (CEU). The event was attended by approximately 120 participants. 
Summary:

Commissioner Andris Piebalgs welcomed the audience and highlighted that he would like to use this opportunity to discuss the importance of development policy, touch on the role that Hungary and other new Member States can play, and explain how he sees development policy evolving over the next decade.

At the beginning of his speech he said a few words about Ryszard Kapuscinski and the idea behind the series of Kapuscinski lectures. He explains that development goes much further than our natural instinct to help others in need. The aid Europeans give is not a panacea, but it can be a catalyst for change. Our development policy must be about the long-term response to global threats, because we cannot look at migration, climate change, security, and trade without facing what is often the at the heart of such problems: poverty. However, poverty cannot be solved by giving people enough food to get through the day; our response must be about building a better tomorrow. To do this our development policy has to confront the global challenges.

He believed that Hungary through its transition already gained a lot of experience that it can share with the developing world. He also brought up a new Hungarian initiative, the Africa-Europe Challenge as a good example. He emphasized that we need to change our habit of giving the aid only when the country to support is already in a crisis. Also, when an aid is promised, it has to be transferred accordingly, and we cannot deny it because of our difficulties emerging in the meantime. He was happy that the Hungarian government has agreed to monitor compliance with aid commitments when they hold the EU presidency in 2011.

He talked about how aids from EC have helped people around the world. He also brought up numbers to support these successful programs. But, beside the aid, the development policy also has to be smarter by focusing on those areas where we have a real advantage in acting at EU level. Also, it must ensure that every penny we spend has a genuine effect. For this sustainable and inclusive growth has to be supported in the partner countries as evidence suggests that a 1% increase in GDP will be far more effective in reducing poverty than an equivalent increase in aid. Europe is aiming for the same goal. The EC recently launched our 2020 strategy for inclusive, smart and sustainable growth. The Union's development policy only mirrors what we want for our own citizens. He outlined several factors which should be at the heart of our objective of putting high impact aid into practice over the next decade. He emphasized that without good governance, the effects of aid are limited.

Also, since their impact is tremendous, EU, and also international policies on matters such as trade and migration should also support development policy. He strongly believes that if the Commission and EU Member States coordinate and consult each other on our aid intentions, a much better value for our aid money. Also, as the developing world is expected to be one of the main drivers of global population growth over the next decades, the challenge this presents in terms of ensuring sustainable development is considerable. Many areas in the developing world represent ideal places to foster renewable energy, whether through hydro, or solar power. By investing in local, competitive, renewable energy, it would be possible to skip a generation in technology terms, and avoid the need to construct expensive power grids, which can account for 50% or more of a typical electricity bill. 

He closed his speech mentioning that his services are also in the process of producing a consultation paper on modernising development policy which will go online in November later this year. He looks forward to receiving comments and suggestions from across Europe and invited also the audience to take part. He was also convinced that by Hungary taking over the Presidency of the Council for the European Union on 1st January 2011, it will raise the profile of development not only within Hungarian society but also further afield.

Agenda:

13.30 – 14.00: 
Registration of Participants

14.00 – 14.15:
Opening remarks

John Shattuck, CEU President and Rector

14.15 – 14.35:
“The Hungarian EU Presidency and development cooperation: our goals and challenges” delivered by

János Hóvári, Deputy State Secretary for Global Affairs, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Hungary 

14.35 – 15.10:
Lecture: “Leading by example: A new decade in the fight against global poverty” delivered by

Andris Piebalgs, European Commissioner for Development
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Q&A
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Agi Veres, Senior Program Coordinator, UNDP Bratislava Regional Center
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Ireland
31.05.2011 - Dirk Messner, Director of the German Development Institute

“Climate change and development”

Location: Dublin

Host: University College Dublin

The lecture was held on May 31, 2011 at the University College in Dublin. The event was attended by approximately 140 persons. 
Summary:

Professor Dirk Messner, German Development Institute carefully presented the findings of a German Development Institute report on the transformation to a global low carbon economy (www.wbgu.de/en/home): “World in Transition: A Social Contract for Sustainability”.  “The world needs to learn to decouple wealth creation from burning fossil fuels. A great transformation to a global low carbon economy is necessary during the decades to come in order to avoid major and dangerous changes in the Earths system. What do these global shifts imply for Europe s role in the world? Europe needs to define its global interests. And it needs to be part of a global governance strategy to shape global development trends.” What was clear is the social, economic and cultural changes that need to take place alongside the purely technological are very challenging. 

A panel discussion followed, chaired by Prof. Patrick Paul Walsh (UCD Chair of International Development Studies). Panelists included Francis Jacobs (Head of the European Parliament Office in Ireland), Cliona Sharkey (Trócaire, Environmental Justice Policy Officer), Tara Shine (Head of Research and Development, Mary Robinson Climate Justice Foundation, Joseph K. Assan (TCD-UCD MDP Lecturer in Development Practice) and Frank Convery (UCD Earth Sciences Institute).
Agenda:

· Barbara Nolan, Head of the European Commission Representation in Ireland, opening remarks

· Keynote speech: professor Dirk Messner (chaired by Jan Szczycinski, UNDP)

· Discussion panel moderated by Patrick Paul Walsh, UCD with participation of:

· Francis Jacobs, Head of the European Parliament Office in Ireland
· Cliona Sharkey, Trócaire, Environmental Justice Policy Officer
· Tara Shine, Head of Research and Development, Mary Robinson Foundation- Climate Justice

· Joseph K.Assan, TCD-UCD MDP Lecturer in Development Practice
· Frank Convery, UCD Earth Sciences Institute
· Q&A session with the public
Key participants:

· Barbara Nolan, Head of the European Commission Representation in Ireland
· Francis Jacobs (Head of the European Parliament Office in Ireland), 
· Cliona Sharkey (Trócaire, Environmental Justice Policy Officer), 
· Tara Shine (Head of Research and Development, Mary Robinson Climate Justice Foundation, 
· Joseph K. Assan (TCD-UCD MDP Lecturer in Development Practice) 
· Frank Convery (UCD Earth Sciences Institute).
Italy
26.05.2011 Eveline Herfkens
Former Dutch development minister. 
“The Millennium Development Goals beyond 2015”

Location: Rome
Host: University of Rome La Sapienza 
The lecture in Rome was held on 26th May, 2011 at the Sapienza University. The lecture was organized by the Development Studies Research Centre (SPES) of the University. The lecture was organized as part of the course on the Millennium Development Goals and was attended by approximately 90 participants. 
Summary:

In her address, Eveline Herfkens, the Founder of the UN Millennium Campaign, covered four critical themes related to the Millennium Development Goals. 

Firstly, she described the international process leading to the Millennium Summit held in September 2000 and to the signing by 189 governments of the Millennium Declaration. She also explained the political relevance and importance of the Millennium Development Goals and of the “global deal” they represented at the eve of the new Millennium. 

Secondly, she openly responded to the eight most challenging criticisms the Millennium Development Goals have attracted over the past 10 years from civil society organizations, Governments, the media and academics. In brief: (i) the Millennium Development Goals are not ambitious enough; (ii) the MDGs are not achievable, particularly in the poorest countries in Sub-Saharan Africa; (iii) the MDG approach is much too “one-size-fits-all”; (iv) the MDGs do not pay enough attention to the importance of good governance issues in poor countries; (v) the “deal” is not fair: developing countries are held to precise indicators and results, which are monitored while Goal 8, regarding rich countries responsibilities, is vague and lacks time frames; (vi) the framework is too simplistic and leads to the neglect of complex policies required to deal with unemployment and income poverty; (vii) the Goals have led to fragmentation, and (viii) the Goals ignore the issue of inequality.

Thirdly, she examined in detail the policies that need to be addressed to accelerate progress in achieving the Goals both in rich and poor countries. She explained the broad range of responsibilities poor countries have for the achievement of the first seven Goals. Then, she provided an exhaustive outline of the responsibilities falling under rich countries and encompassed within Goal 8. Those policies range from aid volumes, aid effectiveness and trade reforms. In her overview, she briefly assessed the performances of some OECD Governments, including Italy.

Fourthly, she shared the latest trends and positioning at the international level on development and on the Millennium Development Goals by key institutions and actors. She then concluded by articulating her views on the post 2015 agenda and advising young development experts on the critical importance of national ownership.
Agenda:
10:00 – 10:15 

Registration of participants 

10:15 – 10:45 

Opening remarks:





Luigi Frati, Rettore SAPIENZA University of Rome

Elisabetta Belloni, Head of International Cooperation – Italian Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

Elena Montani. European Commission Representation in Italy





Daniel Hanspach, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre

Antonella Cammisa. Head of International Division at SAPIENZA University of Rome

10:45 – 11:45 

Kapuscinski Lecture 





The Millennium Development Goals Beyond 2015





Eveline Herfkens, Founder of the UN Millennium Campaign

11:45 – 12:45 

Expert discussion 





“International Cooperation, Development and the MDGs”. 

Moderators: 

Antonello Biagini, Vice Rector for Cooperation and International Relations

Claudio Cecchi, Development Studies Research Centre, Sapienza University of Roma

Marina Ponti, Regional Director for Europe, UN Millennium Campaign 

Key participants:

· Luigi Frati, Rettore SAPIENZA University of Rome

· Elena Montani. European Commission Representation in Italy

· Daniel Hanspach, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre

· Antonella Cammisa. Head of International Division at SAPIENZA University of Rome

· Eveline Herfkens, Founder of the UN Millennium Campaign

· Antonello Biagini, Vice Rector for Cooperation and International Relations
· Claudio Cecchi, Development Studies Research Centre, Sapienza University of Roma

· Marina Ponti, Regional Director for Europe, UN Millennium Campaign 
· Francesca Felicani Robles, UN Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO)

· Paul Larsen, UN World Food Programme (WFP)

· Carlo Marzocchi, European Union Parliament Office in Italy

· Mattia Prayer Galletti, UN International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD)

· Enrico Todisco, Millennium Project Italian Node 
· Pietro G. Garau, Development Countries Research Centre at SAPIENZA University of Rome

Lithuania
12.04.2011 Simon Maxwell, Overseas Development Institute

“Think locally, act globally: a new framework for European development cooperation”

Location: Vilnius

Host: Vilnius University

Summary: 

‘Think Locally, Act Globally’: A New Framework for European Development Cooperation

Can development cooperation be defended at a time of economic austerity in Europe? The moral imperative remains strong, but contemporary events also illustrate the role of development cooperation in managing global risks and opening opportunities for prosperity and sustainability at home. The 27 Member States of the European Union can act independently or seek leverage through a variety of multilateral organisations, like the UN, the World Bank – or the institutions of the EU itself. What is the comparative advantage of the EU in development cooperation? What must change for us to achieve even greater impact? 

The question of development indeed consists of three major dilemmas: How do we reform the development politics and re-frame the development itself? How do we mediate the response at the European level? And lastly, how can we make the case far more influential in countries which share sceptical view on the issues of development. These questions might seem essentially basic, though they provide pivotal opportunities for development policy if solved.


What can we learn from Ryszard Kapuscinski? Simple idea, “Think Locally, Act Globally”. It seems a bit different statement that we are used to, but it carries a strong message. There is no reason why the basic principles of our daily life cannot be implemented into a global perspective. Now, The European Commission is already one year in. How is it doing? 
That is an important but specific question, since Andris Piebalgs has circumscribed responsibilities within the domain of development policy. Thus, there are separate Commissioners for trade, climate change, neighbourhood policy and even humanitarian action; as well, of course, as a Commission Vice-President and Council High Representative for external affairs. All have an interest in developing countries.

It is not difficult to imagine a worst-case scenario, in which the new External Action Service would have captured control of development policy and funding, and would be using it to pursue security and foreign policy objectives. The development Commissioner would be left managing implementation of others’ decisions, aided by a time-expired European consensus on development policy and a poorly structured and poorly functioning bureaucracy. Good news. The worst case has been avoided. In fact, there are positive stories to report at the end of the first year.

First, the worst predations of the foreign policy establishment have been dodged. Although the post-Lisbon External Action Service formally has the lead on aid programming, the Development Commissioner has joint authority. In practice, he also has under his control the development expertise on development issues, an area in which the EAS looks to be weak. This is as good an outcome as could have been expected, a victory for common sense, but also the result of good political management.

Second, Andis Piebalgs has begun to put his stamp on EU and EC development policy. The title of the Green Paper he published at the end of 2010, ‘ EU development policy in support of inclusive growth and sustainable development - increasing the impact of EU development policy’, summarises the main themes, and hints at others: growth, the private sector, energy, a focus on results, accountability.

Third, the Commissioner has established a good political foundation for further work. The key themes of the Green Paper resonate with other ministers around the EU Member States, all concerned with demonstrating the impact of aid at a time of fiscal stringency. The growth and private sector themes also resonate with many, including the new Government in the UK.

Fourth, there has been an important decision to restructure the bureaucracy, merging DG Development, which previously dealt with policy, and Europe Aid, which led on implementation. The creation a new ‘DevCo’, under the leadership of Fokion Fotiadis, offers the opportunity of better strategic leadership on policy, and more effective administration.

Fifth, there have been some significant moments on the ground, for example in negotiating a coherent EU response to the Haiti earthquake. The EU offered a coherent position at the MDG Summit in New York in September 2010. There have also been summits with Africa and Asia.

Sixth, the EU’s development programme has been ranked highly in recent comparative evaluations, for example by the Centre for Global Development in Washington. They score development agencies with respect to 30 criteria related to: maximizing efficiency; fostering institutions; reducing burdens; and transparency and learning. The EC scores above the mean on all four of these aggregate measures. That is a far cry from the situation of a few years ago, and far also from the jaundiced public view of EC performance.

Should the record have been even better? Obviously, the development community, this author among them, has expectations which can never be satisfied. The gravity of poverty in the world demands no less. The Commissioner has been in office a whole year, yet poverty still persists!

Realistically, there are certainly some items of unfinished business.

First, the agenda is overloaded with policy papers and consultations. Second, and paradoxically, the policy agenda is incomplete. Third, and again paradoxically, given the range of policy initiatives, the Commission is remarkably poorly staffed in the policy area compared to its peer group among the large international donors. The EC, remember, not the EU as a whole, but the European Commission, disburses more in official development assistance than the World Bank, and about as much as the whole of the United Nations. Its weight and influence in global policy debates falls far behind either the Bank or the UN – even allowing for the innovation of an annual European Development Report. Some argue that the EC should leave the thinking to others, but surely a 10 billion euro aid programme needs to apply to itself the principle of being learning and thinking organisation, even before bringing into the mix other areas like trade.

Fourth, the EC ‘talks the talk’ on cooperation with other regions, but is very unevenly vigorous in ‘walking the walk’. Africa takes pride of place, though doubts remain about whether Europe is as effective a partner, or as preferred a partner, as China. In other regions, Europe needs to accelerate the transition from an aid relationship to a true strategic partnership on global and regional issues. The Asia Europe Meeting (ASEM) offers unfulfilled potential in this respect.

Finally, the Commission still struggles with the core question of whether Europe is a forum for cooperation between Member States, with energy focused on setting standards and managing coordination on the ground - or a forum for consolidation, with a greater share of aid passing through the Commission. It is yet another paradox that senior policy-makers use the language of coordination, and express their preference for this way of working, while simultaneously funding the largest channel in the world for oda.

Here lies the challenge – and the opportunity. 

I have argued elsewhere that the Commission should stop playing poker with development policy and reveal its hand. Another way of saying this is that the Commission should stop trying to cover all topics equally, but state its priorities, including those to do with growth, the private sector and energy. Commissioner Piebalgs might be surprised by the extent of support. In any case, it would be good to speed up.

Next, tackle head-on the apparent contradiction between cooperativist thinking and consolidationist behaviour. This may be a high-risk strategy, but is essential to help frame the debate now starting about the Financial Perspectives 2014-2020. At present 20% of EU development spending goes through Brussels. Is this about right? Too large? Too small? How do grants relate to loans, for example through the European Investment Bank? And what can be learned from the experience of creating shock facilities, like V-Flex and the food facility?

Three items on the to-do list for 2011. That doesn’t sound impossible. Ministers of the EU-27 should support this level of ambition and engage in making change happen.

With some EU economies in crisis and others facing unprecedented fiscal retrenchment, the auguries are not favourable for new, large-scale financial contributions. Further, there is little appetite in certain quarters for EU engagement in multilateral initiatives, with some writing of a ‘zero-sum world’ and others of ‘Europe’s Decline and Fall’.

Nevertheless, few leaders would deny that development represents an existential threat to humankind. And all would recognise that tackling the challenge is a matter of politics not technical analysis. That is why leaders themselves need to engage. Development is too important to be left to environment ministers, or even to foreign ministers.
Agenda: 

13:15 

Simon Maxwell’s lecture at the Institute of International Relations and Political Science ‘Think Locally, Act Globally’: A New Framework for European Development Cooperation

13:15 
Opening Remarks by Giedrius Sudikas (European Commission Representation in Lithuania)

13:20 
Speaker presentation and opening speech by the lecture moderator Dr. Jovita Pranevičiūtė (IIRPS expert, senior adviser to the President of Lithuania) and Ms. Rūta Svarinskaitė (UNDP Lithuania)
13:35

Simon Maxwell (Overseas Development Institute)

14:05

Q&A Session

14:15

Informal discussion with a glass of wine

Panel discussion

17:00

discussion with decision makers, NGO’s representatives at the Eastern European Studies Centre EU Development Co-operation Policy: New Challenges and Opportunities

Dr. Jovita Pranevičiūtė (IIRPS, Adviser to the President of Lithuania)

Mrs. Raimonda Kučinskaitė (Virtual Institute for Nonlinear Optics)

Mrs. Ilona Petrikienė (Development Cooperation Policy and Planning Division, Foreign Ministry of Lithuania)

Mrs. Karilė Levickaitė (Global Initiative) 

Mrs. Virginija Klimukienė (Global Initiative)

Vytis Jurkonis (Eastern European Studies Centre)
Key participants: 
· Dr. Jovita Pranevičiūtė (Adviser to the President of Lithuania)

· Mr. Petras Auštrevičius (Member of Parliament, Foreign Affairs Committee)

· Mrs. Rūta Svarinskaitė (UNDP Lithuania)

· Mr. Giedrius Sudikas (European Commission Representation in Lithuania)

· Prof. Ramūnas Vilpišauskas (director of the Institute of International Relations and Political Science)

· Mr. Evaldas Grabažis (Development Cooperation Policy and Planning Division, Foreign Ministry of Lithuania)
· Mrs. Izolda Bričkovskienė (Development Cooperation Policy and Planning Division, Foreign Ministry of Lithuania)
· Mrs. Kristina Vaičiūnaitė (head of the Eastern European Studies Centre)

· Mrs. Ilona Petrikienė (Development Cooperation Policy and Planning Division, Foreign Ministry of Lithuania)

· Mrs. Virginija Klimukienė (Global Initiative)
Netherlands
07.04.2011 - Daniel Bach, Science Po Bordeaux
“The EU’s strategic partnership with Africa: a model lost in translation?”

Location: The Hague
Host: Society for International Development – Netherlands

On Thursday the 7th of April, 2011, the Society for International Development Netherlands and the International Institute of Social Studies, presented a lecture by Professor Daniel Bach of the University of Bordeaux as part of “The Kapuscinski Lectures – 2nd Round” series. Professor Bach’s lecture addressed the relationship between the European Union (EU) and Africa, and argued that EU, unlike other actors such as corporate sector and emerging markets, does not recognize Africa’s strategic importance. The lecture was followed by a panel-discussion representing different perspectives. This report provides full details of panel-members and includes a summary of the lecture and panel-discussion.

Summary:

Professor Bach addressed the relationship between the European Union (EU) and Africa. While emerging market countries have recognized the opportunities Africa holds, Bach queried the EU’s appreciation of the strategic importance of Africa. Africa is still too often viewed as a ‘dark continent’, made up of neo-patrimonial, quasi-states which offer few prospects for development. A victim narrative has been constructed whereby Africa is believed to epitomise the pitfalls of globalisation. This has given rise to a moralistic and humanitarian approach to Africa by the EU, which while well-intentioned, has not, arguably, been in the best interests of Africa. Failing to define Europe’s geo-strategic interests in Africa has fostered the impression in EU circles that Africa is a ‘dispensable continent’ when it comes to setting the agenda of world affairs. Bach argued that the EU’s vision of Africa needs to change if Europe does not wish to be sidelined in the future development of Africa.

It is true that in recent years there has been a move by the EU to chart a new course in EU-African relations. The Joint Africa-EU Strategic Partnership (JAES) which was adopted in 2007 following the second Africa-EU Summit in Lisbon, has significantly altered the tone of the dialogue. Bach argued however that the JAES has, up till now, not been very successful. It has suffered from both a lack of funding and weak enforcement capacity. Furthermore, the African Union (AU) – the key organisation for EU-African engagement- suffers from a ‘fallacy of composition’. Its members are often also party to other organisations, treaties and frameworks which at times compete with the stated aims of the AU. Bach therefore called on the countries of the AU to rationalise their membership in order to strengthen the negotiating power of the AU.

When it comes to institutionalising a model for regional integration and cooperation, the EU model has been highly successful. The lure of the benefits of EU membership has spurred on liberalising and democratising reforms and conferred upon the EU project a sense of ownership and legitimacy. It remains to be seen however whether this model can be transposed onto other settings such as Africa in order to serve as a catalyst for development as well as a framework for North-South dialogue. The situation in Africa is for example not analogous to that of Eastern Europe during the time of the EU’s expansion – the weakness of many African states is much greater. Region building in Africa will therefore be as much about state building as anything else. 

However, emulation of the EU model for African development and EU-Africa dialogue is not simply a matter of state capacity building. Bach argued that the EU model has been undermined by the contradictory policy orientations of the EU towards Africa. Economic liberalisation and integration in Africa has for instance been undermined by EU protectionist policies and an unwillingness to treat Africa as a single market. Democratisation in Africa meanwhile has largely been sacrificed in favour of enforcement of the status quo. Lastly, the concept of ownership is pursued along narrow security parameters. In the interest of European border control, Africa is expected to regulate its migration outflows, while European peace keeping forces steadily retreat from the continent. In sum, Bach argued that the EU’s strategic partnership with Africa is not simply a model lost in translation; it is a model which has not even ever been implemented.

The choice is not between a ‘no strings attached’ versus a Washington Consensus model of engagement between the EU and Africa. What is needed is a true strategic partnership between the EU and Africa based on a dialogue of equals, articulated in a coherent set of policies. If this does not happen, the provincialisation of Europe rather than the marginalisation of Africa is at stake. 
Wil Hout, Professor of Governance and International Political Economy at the International Institute of Social Studies, presented a short commentary in response to Bach’s lecture. He argued that EU policy towards Africa was still based on a ‘divide and rule’ principle. Liberalisation for instance has not been pursued coherently with many overlapping and competing bilateral and regional trade agreements between the EU and Africa. The securitisation of Europe’s foreign policy with respect to Africa, which Daniel Bach spoke of, also does not permit a harmonisation of EU and African objectives. Hout argued that the starting point of EU policy should be a clear definition of the EU’s interests in Africa so as to arrive at a consistent and credible vision of EU-Africa relations.

Following on from Hout’s comments, a panel discussion took place. Sjoera Dikkers of the Dutch Labour Party argued that the key question we should ask is: who benefits from the EU-Africa relationship? She thought that far too often the EU serves to legitimise corrupt African elites who do not have the development of their populations at heart. In her opinion, it was therefore time for the EU to formulate a strategy which puts Africans first. 

Ineke Duijvestijn, Deputy Director of the Sub-Saharan Africa department in the Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs, questioned the EU strategy of promoting economic development in Africa through regional integration. While this model had worked very well for Europe, she saw a number of pitfalls in applying this model to Africa, among them being the fact that no pre-conditions are set for AU membership.

Mark Schneiders, head of business development at African Development Cooperation, an investment fund for bank and insurance companies in Sub-Saharan Africa, noted that this year Africa will be the fastest growing continent, with growth figures in excess of East Asia. This dynamism is reflected in a growing middle class and a return of the Africa diaspora to the homeland. Schneiders argued that while BRIC countries were seizing the opportunities present in Africa, the EU was far too slow to recognize Africa’s economic potential. 

Andrew Sheriff of the European Centre for Development Policy Management spoke about the current status of the Joint Africa-EU Strategic Partnership (JAES). He saw the JAES being hampered by reluctance on the part of both the EU and the AU to collectively articulate their interests. The result was that the JEAS has up until now engaged in only low-level projects. Sheriff also saw the gap between stated European values and implementation as damaging Europe’s credibility and soft power. 

The panel discussion was complemented by questions and contributions from the audience. Bonny Haufiku, commercial counsellor of the Namibian Embassy in Brussels spoke about his personal experience in negotiating the Economic Partnership Agreements (EPA). In his experience, European negotiators assumed a superior attitude, with African countries viewed as a junior partner in the relationship. Haufiku argued that it is time for Europe to listen and to conceive of a new way to deal with Africa. Another participant from the African Studies Centre in Leiden thought that the framing of the debate was problematic, given that the EU is an institutional entity while Africa is a geographic location. Daniel Bach answered that the technical reason why the debate is not framed in terms of an EU-AU relationship was due to the exclusion of Morocco from the AU. However, he conceded that the conceptualisation of the EU-African partnership is problematic if we assume African region building will mirror the European experience. Bach pointed out that there are other ways of achieving regional integration, following for example the ASEAN model with the creation of regional corridors and special economic zones. Bach thought this was probably the future of regionalism in Africa.

Daniel Hanspach, Emerging Donors Specialist at the UNDP Bratislava regional centre offered a few closing remarks. He commented that the 12 new EU member states do not see Africa as a priority area, being traditionally more orientated towards the CIS and Asian countries. This makes the job of coordinating European development policy more difficult. Hanspach thought that today’s Kapuscinski lecture had set out an excellent case for a political approach to the EU-African strategic partnership which could be complemented by further discussions from a developmentalist perspective. 

Agenda:

15:00-15:30
Welcome and registration of participants (with coffee and tea) 

15:30-15:45
Opening remarks

René Grotenhuis (President of SID Netherlands)

Maria-Silvia Gatta (Head of European Commission Representation in the Netherlands)

15:45-16:20 
Lecture delivered by Professor Daniel Bach

16:20-16:30 
Comments by Wil Hout, Professor of Governance & International Political Economy, ISS 

16:30-17:15 
Panel discussion (chaired by Wil Hout):

(1) Sjoera Dikkers, Member of Dutch Parliament for Dutch Labour Party (PvdA)

(2) Ineke Duijvestijn, Deputy-Director Sub-Saharan Africa Department, Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs

(3) Mark Schneiders, Head of business development at African Development Cooperation 

(4) Andrew Sherriff, European Centre for Development Policy Management, Maastricht 

17:15-17:45 
Q&A with the audience 

17:45-18:00 
Closing Remarks by Daniel Hanspach, Emerging Donors specialist, UNDP Bratislava regional centre.

Key participants:

· Maria-Silvia Gatta, Acting Head of European Commission Representation in the Netherlands

· Sjoera Dikkers, Member of Dutch Parliament for Dutch Labour Party (PvdA)
· Ineke Duijvestijn, Deputy-Director Sub-Saharan Africa Department, Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Audience included students and lecturers from different institutes including the African Studies Centre (Leiden), ISS, and universities in Amsterdam, Utrecht and Leiden. Also present were representatives of the Dutch Ministry of Foreign Affairs, NGOs, (independent) consultants. Interesting to note is that Namiba was represented by the Minister-Counsellor and Commercial Counsellor of its Embassy in Brussels as well as by its Honorary Consul.

Journalists: 

· Hélène Michaud (Radio Netherlands Worldwide)

· Mtinkheni Gondwe (Writing for the Nuffic-blog)
· Paul Hilkens (Photography)
Media:

A press release was sent to more than 150 press contacts, including journalists working for printed media (both smaller and national newspapers such as Volkskrant and NRC Handelsblad), internet fora, and other media (radio/television). An announcement was sent to all relevant magazines and websites, including IS Magazine, Vice Versa, and the Broker. Among others, IS Magazine (widely read by people interested in international affairs and development cooperation) published the event in the agenda of their magazine, and several others announced the lecture on their website. 
Poland
27.05.2011 – Jerzy Buzek, President of the European Parliament

“Solidarity for Development”

Former Prime Minister of Poland 

Location: Warsaw

Host: Polish Humanitarian Organisation 

The lecture in Warsaw was part of the 3-day international conference “Global Development and the EU New Member States – time for a relaunch?” organized by the Polish Humanitarian Action, Global Development Research Group, Warsaw School of Social Sciences and Humanities in cooperation with the European Commission and UNDP. The lecture was attended by approximately 160 participants. 
Summary:

During the lecture prof. Buzek referred to history, concept and movement of Solidarity, role of solidarity in shaping EU and its policies, experiences of solidarity in whole EU, role of EU new member states (EU 12), development policy as fulfilled and unfulfilled commitments.

Solidarity – foundation of EU integration

Solidarity is a polish symbol – „Solidarność”. Solidarities’ deep roots in Europe. The beginning of the European integration, continent was in ruins. At the end of the war, physically damaged, destroyed cities, hate were between people and disagreements, indifference, loss of hope. This is what Europe looked like. Europeans understood that after the 2nd World War, without the close cooperation, Europe cannot be rebuilt. Not only in the physical sense, but also mentally. 

Community building and cooperation aimed not only to rebuild the Europe which was in ruins, but also to repair mutual relationships and to make sure that such conflict will never happen again. And Europe was rebuilt on the foundations of solidarity. Solidarity means cooperation against the logic of force. This is the European understanding of solidarity. Prosperity and peace based on community to restore dignity of citizens. Dignity of individuals.
Solidarity – as a key rule of EU policy

The history of European integration is also defending common values. Freedom and human rights - we should never forget about it. It is also to provide social security, this after all, dignify life, is also life free of hunger. This is all about solidarity, this is the principal of European policy understood as need to build community, not only the internal community, but also the global community.
The experience of solidarity as the experience of the entire EU

The experience of solidarity as the experience of the entire EU. Our Polish or Central-European experience of solidarity harmonizes with the European experience. This is not only the experience of our democratic transformation, it is the experience within the entire EU after 1989, and we see it today, better than ever. And we also know that our revolution of Solidarity restored again the bright to the word of the solidarity in the EU and it gave this word a new meaning and the recent changes in northern Africa show that it refrains to the European experience of this solidarity, it’s clear. 
Solidarity – New comittement of „New” EU member states.

Countries such as Tunisia or Egypt would like to draw on of the experience of the transformation in Central Europe and looking for such experience sometimes they approach directly of countries as our but they also approach to EU as I have this experience recently when I visited Tunisia and Egypt in March. As a Pole and as a man of the EU. I spent lot of time there as an official foreign visit in cooper with other such visits. So it means that countries of our region are no longer thought about these new member states. As a Pole a was treated as a as a man of the EU and from an African perspective, there is no difference between those who acceded several years ago and those who acceded 40 years ago. We have a special role and there are no bad associations with us so it all means we have a special commitment, we Poles. And there, in Tahiri square, everyone knew that Poles have a special experience in building community and society. A society based on solidarity. Without solidarity our transformation in Eastern Europe would not have succeeded and today our European Community again founds its response of to northern Africa on solidarity. What is the lesson here? It is now time for member states, such new member states and I begin thinking solidarity not only in terms of receiving (aid which we continue to receive from the richer European countries) but also in terms of providing to others countries of our region are strong advocates of internal European solidarity and you will hear about it soon

Countries of our region are strong advocates of this sort of European solidarity, It’s good, it’s important. It makes our community continue but it is not only about the survival, it is about the global meaning of our community. It is the key matter I want to address. Because problems of Europeans and problems of Poles need often to be solved beyond our continent (the crises which was imported to Europe and also problems with the energy sector, terrorism, and many other problems). 
Development Policy – long term investment and long term commitment

Development policy is long term investment and commitment. Development policy fallows not only on the moral commitment because this is obvious. It results from such interest we have. Development policy is an investment in building peace and prosperity in all over the world, investment in democratic values, development policy is our key instrument in relations to less developed countries. It is the way of solving global challenges because we already know today that permanent and long-lasting balance will not be possible without democracy and growing prosperity.
Development Policy – our own interest.

Sustainability is only possible when we provide foundation of democracy and we make it possible for the living conditions to improve. Development policy may and should be such a instrument to achieve those goals. So this is about our own interest not only about normal human commitment, moral commitment. The crises, climate changes, job migration, the afraid of terrorism, all of this we see in Europe today, but today the problems of one region effect directly the situation of other corners of the world and we import many or most of the problems to Europe. We are the largest donor as a community so also I would like also to get other powers to involve to our policy.
Development Policy – unfulfilled commitment.

Act to development policy is also one of the commitments. In 1970s (then we didn’t dream about Solidarity and independent trade unions), EU countries committed to spend 0.7 % of GNP on official development assistance and now it is only Sweden, Luxembourg, Denmark and Holland which fulfilled the commitment with EU and 30 years ago. On the European forum we adopted the Millennium Development Goals. These are specific goals, with deadlines. In 2005 few countries have adopted the European consensus on development at that time we were already new member. The consensus was targeted at 0,7% of GNP for development aid is to be reached gradually. Countries which joined the EU in 2004 and 2006 are in worse economic situation so this target is spread for them. By 2010 our development assistance was to reach 0,17 % of GNP and in 2015 this to account 0,33%. These targets are much lower compared with other new members. For them it is 0,51 and 0.7 %. Our commitment is to take into account actual possibilities, but still this is a distant target. 
Opportunity for Poland – need for work.

There is an opportunity for Poland because it’s in our interest to invest in this. So on the one hand we have the experience of solidarity and we also understand the importance of ways of development policy and we fill it particularly well in relation to countries which are on the east of Poland which is natural and soon we will take over the presidency in the EU. We also have an unfulfilled commitment to put on pour Polish presidency. If we are to be perceived as a serious partner which has a effect on many decisions of the EU we must only fulfill our commitment but also motivate others, so we are proud of it experience of solidarity. We would like to build the Europe on the foundation of the solidarity, we must live in accordance with solidarity ourselves. It is not only about promoting internal solidarity associated with the EU budget, it is about remembering that our interest, not only the moral commitment is going far beyond the EU and we must make development our top priority. It is not about making of this the top priority but we should not spend the least money from all the EU countries per capita. We must also spend the money well, we need the appropriate legal regulation, coordination on the international level, we need support of politicians, polish politicians and the entire society. This is not about making a development policy the main priority, this it about making solidarity for development and new dimension of Polish activism within the EU. Let us to look for the niche within the development policy the EU, to share the experience of transformation, to mobilize the civil society with collaboration with NGOs, political foundations, universities, medias (well known representative is present here). We need support, huge political or national spirit to make it our great message. This is not a challenge for 6 months of presidency, but our presidency is a good opportunity to begin that. If we can do that, after the Polish presidency something permanent and great will survive. Within the presidency we need to coordinate the operations and working of 27 members states on the summits, this include the development policy. We will propose concrete solutions but our work should not end on the 31th of December. 

Prof. Buzek shared his reflection on meeting with Bill Gates in Strasbourg, in the EP in April. He came to EP to promote the Living Proof campaign, this is series of documents and publications showing specific cases, specific people whose lives changed thanks to development aid so they could positively affect the lives of others nearby who also needed assistance. BG is involved in helping them. Someone will say, BG is the billionaire and he is the one of the richest men in the world and he can help but there are millions of us and we can also help. This is what solidarity is about, that together we can do great things, we can change the world together. And if so – how should we decide to not to do this. It is to try just as 31 years ago we tried to win by organizing Solidarity. We had no idea if we will succeed but we did it.
Agenda:

11.00 

Opening by Jacek Żakowski, journalist/moderator of the event

11.15 

Lecture by prof Jerzy. Buzek

12.00

Panel discussion moderated by Jacek Żakowski. Participants: 
· Jerzy Buzek, President of the European Parliament

· Krzysztof Stanowski, Minister for Development, Undersecretary of State, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Poland

· Janina Ochojska, President of the Polish Humanitarian Action

· Jens Wandel, Director of UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre

Key participants:

· Krzysztof Stanowski (Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs)

· Victor A. Adeleke (charge de Affairs, Nigerian Embassy in Warsaw)

· Louisa Hrabowy (DFID)

· Ministry of Foreign Affairs civil servants (7 representatives)

· Wojciech Nowak (Ministry of Finance, civil servant)

· Magdalena Piłasiewicz (Ministry of Finance, civil servant)

· Kinga Schlesinger (EC Representation In Poland)

· Magdalena Szpin (Ministry of Finance, civil servant)

· Anna Zygierewicz (Chancellery of the Sejm)

· Izabela Zygmunt (EC)

· Agnieszka Żak (Ministry of Health, civil servant)

· Ministry of Education civil servants (2 representatives)

Romania
13.06.2011 – Paul Collier, Oxford University
“Africa’s future: How Europe can help and why we should”
Location: Bucharest

Host: University of Bucharest

On 13th June 2011 Paul Collier, Professor at the Oxford University, delivered a lecture in Bucharest as part of the Kapuscinski Lectures 2 series. The event was attended by over 70 participants, including students, journalists, NGOs and government representatives. 

Summary:

Prof. Paul COLLIER, University of Oxford, provided the keynote lecture and answered the questions in the Q&A session. First, he paid tribute to the work of Ryszard Kapuscinski, focusing on the journalist’s East Central European background and work in developing countries. Then, starting from the argument of his book, The Bottom Billion, he presented several examples to illustrate the complex and intricate relations between economy, trade and social development. One of the most comprehensive was a comparison between Chinese and African trade environments, using the example of a button-making industry. Also, he made references to the way new donors might impact the African countries. Although their input cannot be at the level of donors with decades of experience in the field, they still can provide input especially in 2 matters related to democratization and transition to democracy. Within this context, he also gave the example of Germany, which, he stated, is highly developed because it had the experience of deep economic and social collapse, and it does not want to repeat that traumatic experience. A similar experience may be perceived also in some African states, most notably in South Africa, where there would be a strong commitment to not repeat the errors of the past. From this perspective, supporting development in other parts of the world is a means to remind oneself about one’s own developmental problems in the past and thus keep developing in the present and future. At the same time, he argued that the examples of the traditional donors, though useful for understanding the development of the field, might not be useful also for reproduction by the new donors because the specific relations that the countries have with each other has an important impact on the type of development assistance.

Ms. Olivia BACIU, President of the Board, FOND Romania, told the audience about the Romanian presence in Africa, which, although not very big has been always very well received due to various educational programs before and after the fall of the communist regime.

Dr. Bogdan Mihai RADU, Coordinator of the International Development Studies Master Programme at the Babes Bolyai University Cluj Napoca, presented the preliminary results of a research on public opinion and international development in the new EU states. He showed that knowledge on ODA is relatively similar to that from the old EU members (lower with only 10%) and support for it may be also high if related to ethical issues. Within this context, he also proposed two lines of inquiry and policy priorities that might be common to European countries, including the new member states, as well as to other countries around the world, including the African ones. The first is the issue of migration, in which Romania has experience and may develop several interesting strategies. The second is the issue of education, which, he argued, is essential for the sustainability of the public support for international development, as well as for the consolidation of democracy.

Dr. Luciana Alexandra GHICA, ProRISE Coordinator at the University of Bucharest, Faculty of Political Sciences, continued the argument of the previous speaker and discussed the relation between development, freedom and democracy, pointing out that there are many positive examples that can be exported from Africa and that the development is also a learning process for both the recipient and the donor. Within this context, the new donor states, including Romania, have a privileged position for understanding the needs and for communicating with various African aid recipients. Dr. Ghica also facilitated the debate.

During the question and answers session there were several questions related mostly to advice that the keynote speaker would give to policy makers in the new donor states and in African countries. The questions were asked mostly by representatives of the ministries (Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ministry of Education, Research, Sport and Youth), NGO representatives, as well as by students.

Agenda:

Welcome remarks

Ms. Yesim ORUC

UNDP Romania Resident Representative

Keynote lecture

Prof. Paul COLLIER

University of Oxford

Discussants

Ms. Olivia BACIU

President of the Board, FOND Romania

Dr. Bogdan RADU

Coordinator of the International Development Studies Master Programme

Babes Bolyai University Cluj Napoca

Dr. Luciana Alexandra GHICA (facilitator)

ProRISE Coordinator, University of Bucharest

Q&A session
Key participants: 
· Mihaela Rutjens, Head of ODA unit, Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs

· Olivia Baciu, President of Board, FOND Romania (The Romanian NGDO platform)

· Other representatives of the Ministries of Foreign Affairs, Education and Health

· Various NGO representatives

· Students from Bucharest, Iasi (1), Craiova (1), Cluj (1), Sibiu (1) and Timisoara (1)

· 3 medical doctors
Slovakia
16.03.2011 - David Hulme, Manchester University
Director of the Chronic Poverty Research Centre, expert on MDGs. 
“How to reduce poverty – interventions / aid that works”

Location: Bratislava
Host: Slovak NGDOs Platform

The “Kapuscinski Lectures – 2nd Round” in Bratislava 2011 – “How to reduce poverty - interventions / aid that works” was held on 16th March 2011 in the premises of the University Library in Bratislava. This place offered a very suitable space for organization the high quality lecture of professor David Hulme from the Manchester University and also the organization of the public discussion with main stakeholders (decision-makers, NGOs). Approximately 100 persons attended the event. 
The Library allowed the organization of other accompanying activities of the event such as:

· Photo exhibition about Slovak development assistance 

· Short movies presentation about Slovak development assistance

· Presentation of the work of Slovak NGDOs with volunteers in the frame of European Year of Volunteering (materials on standees, presentation tables, slideshows, small tasting food from developing countries).

Summary:

During the lecture, professor Hulme introduced ideas from his recently published book “Just Give Money to the Poor”. In this book he describes a different way of development aid; he called it “a development success story.” Many parts of the book are available on the Brooks World Poverty Institute website. 

Cash transfers or broader concept of how social protection is provided for the populations has been slowly spreading across the world. It is not mentioned in the Millennium Development Goals. However, this concept is rapidly growing and in 2010 at „MDGs + 10 meeting” which was held in New York, there were frequent references to the need for cash transfers, to having social protection and social platforms for population. These days’ cash transfers are used by more than 110 million families in at least 44 countries; that is approximately 750 million people benefiting from cash transfers in low income and middle income countries. This number even increases as China introduces this concept, too. So, it may reach 1 billion people in low income and middle income countries. The ideas and impetus to introduce cash transfers have not come from aid donors or rich world, but it has came from the Global South, more specifically South Africa, Brazil, Mexico, India, followed by Indonesia and China. Professor Hulme stressed the need for political consensus in order to promote these programs; politics and cash transfers have to go hand in hand. 
Professor Hulme introduced what he was going to talk about. The message was 4 findings, 2 debates and 5 principles. The findings are that recipients in low income and middle income countries use money well, although these are only small sums of money. It is also an efficient means of reducing poverty in a short term. People can increase household income, reduce hunger, improve nutrition and get children go to school. However, there are also long term benefits. This concerns literacy, physical well being of children and of populations. Cash transfers can also contribute to the economic growth and make it more pro-poor. There is also some evidence that it can help with the political evolution of countries. Professor Hulme mentioned affordability of cash transfers, too. He argued that it can be afforded on a modest scale and then it can be developed over time. 

Professor Hulme introduced two debates, about conditions and targeting. There are two kinds of evidence. Both, conditions and targeting can be good and bad. So, it needs to be debated and it has to be approached very contextually. One has to think about the country, locality and objectives of the programme. These programmes of cash transfers can go ahead if they are fair, assured, practical, make a difference also with a small amount of money and if they are popular in political terms. 

Cash transfers are payments which are regular (people get them on a regular basis, usually monthly), long-term (people can get them for a few years or for a whole life), rights based (people are entitled to have them, it should not just be a charity) and tax-financed (ideally financed from the domestic tax, donors can help in establishing the schemes and financing them in the early years). They should be a form of a social assistance not a social insurance or a labour market regulation. 
There are 5 types of cash transfers: social pensions (people are entitled to get them reaching a certain age), child benefits (e.g. in Southern Africa countries), family grants (for poorest families), disability allowances (in African and Asian countries), and cash for work programs (people get money for working on public works such as in India). 
South Africa is a good example to be used as a case study. It has social pensions and child benefits. Around 2,3 million people, this is 85% of people aged over 63 get the social pension although they have not contributed to it. Child benefits have expanded a lot over the last four years. 8,5 million people receive them which is over 55% of children under the age of 16. In this case, there is targeting, but it is unconditional. Although, it is a big sum of money (3,5% of the GDP), there are benefits of reducing poverty in a short term. These schemes are diffusing across the Southern African region. Namibia, Lesotho and Botswana already use the scheme of social pensions and there are other countries in the region which are considering their introduction. Professor Hulme noticed that South Africa has enormous problems with not generating employment, so the cash transfers are not enough in themselves. Other fundamental changes in the macroeconomic structure are needed. 
Another example, which professor Hulme used, was Brazil. He introduced the scheme of Bolsa Familia which goes to around 11,6 million families with per capita income under 30% of minimum wage, so it is targeted and there are conditionalities, too. Social pensions go to 6,6 million of people. So, all in all, 39% of the population gets cash transfers (it is 1,5% of its GDP). Brazil has had excellent economic growth over the last ten years, and inequality and poverty has reduced. 

Results of many studies showed that poor use money wisely, mainly on family, that there are benefits for the next generation (regarding nutrition, education, etc.) and it does not discourages the work. Cash transfers can offer short-term and long-term benefits. Concerning short-term benefits, the grants are used by whole family, around a half of it is spent on more and better food, children are taller and healthier with increased school attendance and higher potential to learn, and it contributes to the reduction of inequalities, e.g. in income, food consumption and access to education. The most important long-term advantages are that the money is spent locally. Other people are probable to get employment as money is spent for buying local. So, it stimulates the local economy, it increases investments and it encourages job seeking. 

There is an existing stereotype that cash transfers make people lazy. Professor Hulme argues that it is not true. He said that cash transfers provided a necessary base for poor people. They know how to invest money locally to have a profit. The problem is that they lack cash to take opportunity. Cash transfers also reduce risk aversion. Poor people are conservative about taking risk. But households which get cash transfers can think about taking small risks. Closely related to risk is also planning. Risk represents an enormous problem for poor families; very often they would face questions such as will my family starve if I try a new crop and I fail? Should I risk buying a fertilizer? Or, can we afford a bus fare to look for the job? Therefore, cash transfers are very important, because they represent a guarantee of the future income, it permits risk taking and it provides a sort of insurance in the case of failure. Cash transfers also allow small farmers and entrepreneurs to take a micro-credit, because in the case of failure it may be paid by cash transfers. 

There are 4 assumptions that have to be taken into account if the political leaders or aid donors decide to implement this strategy. Is poverty partly caused by lack of predictable income? Are opportunities available? Can we trust poor? Is giving money to the poor ethically right? Professor Hulme thinks that if cash transfers are applied contextually the answer to all the questions is yes and therefore cash transfers should be introduced. 

There has been a change in the elite or middle class attitudes in the last decade in developing countries. There is a gradual rejection of the attitude that growth is enough, that the poor are lazy, that we cannot afford welfare or social protection. And there is an increasing consensus that if a country wants to have national development, there is a need for growth, human development and human security. It is accompanied by understanding that poor are good “economists”. A very important fact is that costs of social protection constitute only 0,5 -2,0 % of GDP and therefore it should not represent a real problem for the economy. 

Among scholars there are 2 ongoing debates: conditions and targeting. There are arguments for and against conditions. In Mexico, there are highly conditional programs. In South Africa, programmes are unconditional. Arguments for are that one can improve the long-term impacts and change the culture of certain social groups. On the other hand, paternalism and low quality of existing services are main arguments against conditions. 
Targeting is the second part of the debate. If you target you can give money to those who need it most. Targeting is different from country to country as well as from program to program, i.e. South Africa: pension is untargeted; meanwhile child benefit is targeted on poorest half. Arguments against targeting are that it is difficult to do it accurately, it is divisive and may be seen as unfair, it brings opportunities for corruption or manipulation and it represents additional administrative costs. The problem with targeting is also when you try to target the poorest of poor, i.e. in Africa it has proved to be problematic as people can say “we are all poor”. Professor Hulme in this case emphasized the necessity to apply contextual knowledge and to avoid taking extreme sides for or against it.
Cash transfers need to be seen as fair. This means that most citizens must agree on “who gets grants”. They need to be assured on a weekly basis, a monthly basis or annually. It needs to be practical, so you have to be able to deliver it. It needs to be more than a few cents. It should make at least 20% of poor household income. And finally, they should be popular and politically acceptable. Politicians, middle class and elites should support them. They should not just be a single programme, but they should become a part of an evolving social policy framework. 

Professor Hulme thinks that cash transfers provide immediate poverty reduction and social protection; they may increase good governance and reduce risk. They increase investments and impact next generations. They are a necessary step on the way to a national welfare system. However, it must be seen as developmental, not as safety nets. Therefore, the main message is to give money to the poor. However, not as a charity or out of helicopters, but as a carefully designed programs deriving from national decision-making and experience and there is a role for donors and international agencies to support it with cross-national learning, help countries to recognize the affordability and joint financing, particularly in low income countries in Africa. 
Agenda:

09:30 – 10:00 

Registration of participants 

10:00 – 10:15 

Opening remarks : 

Ján Mihálik, Vice-chairman of the Slovak NGDOs Platform

Annie Demirjian, Democratic Governance Practice Leader, UNDP Bratislava Regional Centre

Pavol Magyar, Communication Officer, European Commission  Representation in Slovakia

10:15 –11:00 

Lecture “How to reduce poverty- interventions/ aid that works”




Prof. David Hulme, University of Manchester

11:00 –12:00 
Moderated discussion with Prof. David Hulme, national experts and decision- makers:

Matej Dostál, Development Assistance and Humanitarian 

Aid Department, Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Zuzana Jezerská, Director of the Slovak Centre for Communication & Development

Zuzana Fialová, Independent consultant, expert on development aid and international human rights

Daniela Petrášová, Project manager of the Dobrá novina - programme of development cooperation eRko




Moderator: Ján Mihálik (PDCS).

12:00 –13:00 

Refreshment pause

13:00 – 14:30

Movie presentations with development aid theme 
Common Area - Accompanying events
09:30 –14:30 

Photo exhibition of SlovakAid – projects implemented in the frame of the Slovak ODA (from Afghanistan, Haiti, Kenya, Sudan, Indonesia, Moldavia, Mongolia, Ethiopia)

12:00 – 14:30 
Presentation of volunteering projects – small refreshments from developing countries, information about the countries, exhibition of original objects from developing countries (SAVIO – Kenya, eRko – Kenya, South Africa, India, TABITA - Mongolia, Vietnam, Cambodia, People in Peril – Georgia)

Key participants:

· Matej Dostál, Ministry of Foreign Affairs


· Lucia Zimanyiová, Ministry of Finance



· Katarína Pavlíková, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development

· Richard Vojna, Member of International Committee of Christian-Democratic Party

· Pavol Magyar, European Commission Representation in Slovakia

· Thanahu Tiwawiny, American Chamber of Commerce

Media: 

Before: 

One week before the event, 28 journalists from the major print media, the TV and the radio were invited via email. On 14th March they were sent a press release and a reminder regarding the invitation. 

An interview with Prof. Hulme was organized and planned on 15th March 2011. The interview will be published in the journal “Foreign Policy” and in the bulletin of the Slovak NGDOs Platform “Development Aid”.


During:

On 16th March a press release was published at webnoviny.sk

3 journalists participated in the lecture:
· Stanislava Harotková- Aktuálne.sk

· Klaudia Lászlóová – Freelance

· Daniela Balážová – Zahraničná politika (Foreign Policy)

After:

A new press release was sent to SITA and TASR on 17th March. The interview with the professor will be published in the journal “Foreign Policy” and in the bulletin of the Slovak NGDOs Platform “Development Aid” (May 2011, 2000 prints). Press releases which were sent to media before and after the lecture were taken over by other internet portals which are stated in the below table. 

Slovenia
02.12.2010 – Dirk Messner, Director of the German Development Institute

“Global development challenges beyond the MDG agenda - the great transformation towards sustainable development” 

Location: Ljubljana

Host: University of Ljubljana

The Kapuscinski lecture in Slovenia was organized on Dec. 2nd, 2010. The main lecture was delivered by professor Dirk Messner, German Development Institute, followed by the presentation of head of the Office for Slovenian Development Cooperation at the Minsitry of Foreign Affairs, Alenka Suhadolnik. The lectures were attended by approximately 250 participants, mostly students. Among guests were the head of European Commission Delegation in Slovenia, representatives of different Slovenian ministries (Foreign Affairs, Higher Education, Science and Technology, Office for Growth), diplomatic corps and non-governmental agencies. 
Summary:

Dr. Messner delivered the lecture, titled: Global Development beyond the MDG - Agenda - The great transformation towards sustainable development. He spoke about the achievements in the area of Millenium Development Goals and the necessary efforts to meet them by 2015. While overall good progress towards MDGs can be observed, even in several African countries, there remain countries where their achievement is highly unlikely. Significant growth rates have been experienced by several developing countries, especially re-emerging economies of China, India, Brazil… While their growth is impressive, it opens a question of environmental sustainability.
The issue of climate change and potential impact it may have on global development were addressed in the second part of the lecture. Dr. Messner presented what he called “four fundamentals” of global development: the issue of climate, water, soil and energy. With rich data he illustrated the situation in each one of them as well as several predictions of change unless action is taken on a global scale. The four fundamentals are closely interrelated and negative developments in one area affect all the others as well. Growing average temperature increases the scarcity of water and land, which can only be cultivated at high cost with irrigation- while water is scarce as well. Energy consumption is on the rise and in particular, the energy derived from coal due to its low price is attractive to high-growing Asian countries, for example. Environmental problems may well be potential new areas of conflict, especially over the resources like soil or water availability. Dr. Messner presented key findings of the German Advisory Board of Global Change, where much attention is devoted to coping with Global Warming and has analysed the security risks associated with climate change as well. Climate driven conflicts tend to be much more complex, involve more countries and affect more people than the environmental conflicts have done so far. Overall, climate conflicts are ready and will only more so contribute to global migration processes. Third dimension discussed by prof Messner is the shift taking place among the key players in global economy. The dynamic growth of China and India, as well as of Brazil, are changing the global landscape. Already by 2050 China is expected to be the leading economy in the world, followed by India and USA. Yet emerging powers will also be leading in CO2 emissions, if they maintain their current energy consumption patterns. 

This led Dr. Messner to his final section of the lecture: how to design development policies within planetary boundaries, and manage resources with a view of their preservation. Key elements of such development need to be resource efficiency, innovation, the respect for limits to growth, green growth and attention to quality of life. To achieve such development policy, more attention to these issues needs to be given by the global politics: here Dr. Messner touched on the Copenhagen and Cancun climate talks, suggesting that Europe needs to be more proactive in searching for allies around the globe, should it wish to promote its climate agenda. A global transformation to new development paradigm is needed, but is not easy to achieve it, since it depends on global governance push. This global governance must be fair, just and provide access to resources to all humankind. 

Here Dr. Messner presented a climate formula to calculate national emission budgets, based on per capita emissions. According to this formula substantial transfer of financial resources towards countries with low/ lower emissions would take place, providing them with development finance. Already, a lot of investment, especially in China is going towards green technologies and alternative sources of energy (like wind or sun), but more of the global approach to problem solving is still called for. 

The lecture was followed by presentation of Slovenian international development cooperation, its evolvement since becoming an EU member and a donor to today. Mrs Alenka Suhadolnik, the head of the Office for ODA at MFA explained the specifics of Slovenian ODA, where larger share of the funds are channeled through multilateral agreements, especially EU budget. Bilaterally, in 2010 the MFA has managed to centralize the management of resources and thus has a much better position to gradually shape priorities, which at the moment are not fully observed. Still, the strategy for the future is clear, it should follow both the Paris declaration as well as EU development consensus, focus on programme countries and allow some flexibility for NGOs to work in different countries on smaller projects. 

The two lectures were followed by the open discussion, where the two panellists responded to the questions from the floor. Dr.Messner made an appeal to the students that it is their task to demand from the politicians to take appropriate action on time, since climate change and other related issues will affect them most.

Agenda:

· Welcome address by the Vice-dean of the Faculty of Social Sciences, prof. dr. Bojko Bucar

· Welcome address of the head of the EC Representation Office, Ms. Mihela Zupancic

· Welcome address of the representative of UNDP Regional Office, Mr. Daniel Hanspach 

· Lecture by Prof. Dirk Messner

· Lecture by Mrs Alenka Suhadolnik

· Open discussion, moderated by dr. Maja Bucar

Key participants:

· Ms Mihela Zupancic, Head of EC Representation Office

· His Excellency Ambassador of Germany to Slovenia

· His Excellency Ambassador of Switzerland

· Representative of Embassy of Poland

· Honorary representative of Rep. of South Korea

· Reoresentative of General Consulate of Kingdom of Thailand

· Representatives of SLOGA, Slovenian NGO Platform

· Representatives of Slovenian UN Chapter
Journalists:

· Dnevnik (the biggest daily newspaper in Slovenia) –Vesna Vaupotič

· STA (Slovenian Press Agency) – Mihael Šuštaršič

· POP TV (the biggest privat telvision in Slovenia) – Tea Šentjurc

· Večer (one of the moste important daily newspaper in Slovenia) – Jure Stojan

Spain
12.05.2011 Jan Vandemoortele

“If not the MDGs, then what?”
Location: Madrid

Host: FRIDE

The lecture in Madrid was organized by the FRIDE foundation and hosted at the CEU San Pablo University. The lecture was attended by approximately 70 participants. 

Summary:
Dr. Jan Vandemoortele began by pointing out the achievements of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) since their establishment at the Millennium Summit in 2000. A first impact was preventing the Millennium Declaration from falling into oblivion. They also galvanised debate and action on poverty and underdevelopment in the global North and South. They have improved the quality of statistics and encouraged more cross-sectoral work, whilst also contributing to a modest increase in Overseas Development Assistance (ODA). Their gains have however been uneven.
Nevertheless a recent survey titled “100 Voices – Southern perspectives on what should come after the MDGs” states that three-quarters of respondents regarded the MDGs as ‘a good thing’ and none of the respondents fully disagreed with this statement. Also, 87 per cent of those polled wanted some kind of overarching, internationally agreed framework for development to continue beyond 2015.

Mr. Vandemoortele then outlined 5 misunderstandings about the MDGs. These are: 
1. MDGs apply to each and every country 
2. They are as easy or hard to meet for poor or rich countries
3. They are aspirational and express a normative world
4. They include gaps and therefore an “MDG+” frameword is needed 
5. MDGs must spell out strategy for reaching the targets (not presently stated)
Against this perception, the lecturer offered the following corrections: 
1. MDGs are collective targets, based on global trends of 70s & 80s
2. They are hardest to achieve for countries with low initial HD
3. They express a feasible world; not one of aspirations or norms
4. They are illustrative, not an exhaustive list
5. They represent ends, not means – the strategy must be set by each country, and these can differ from one place to another.
In addition, Mr. Vandemoortele noted that the common criticism that Africa is hampering the achievement of the MDGs is totally misplaced. As he noted, it is in fact the case that “Africa is not missing the targets, they [the critics] are missing the point“.
The scorecard on the “MDG 8: Global Partnership” was also revised at the lecture, and shown to be rather poor. Only one of the indicators, debt relief, achieved a passing grade. Regarding the promised increase in ODA, it is necessary to “retake exam”, and both trade policy and patent laws as well as global governance “obtained a failing grade”.
Following this revision of the MDGs, Mr. Vandemoortele went on to outline what the ideal set of development indicators should be. They should be:
· Concise and comprehensive
· Measurable and cover the key principles
· Simple and reflect complexity of issues
· Country-specific and universal
· Express ends and explain means 

What this outlines is a clear strategy for the post-2015 scenario. The indicators that substitute the MGDs should according to Mr. Vandemoortele: 
· Revise current structure of indicators (the current one reflects excessively the United Nations’ own structure)
· Be formulated clearly as global targets
· Stress measurability; not perfectibility
· Capture the all important equity dimension 
· Focus on ends; not on the means to get there

The lecture concluded with more detailed prescriptions from Mr. Vandemoortele on the road-map to an effective post-2015 set of indicators. It is necessary that a new approach to global summitry is adopted and that - beyond global final targets - interim targets for political accountability are included (maybe for every 4-5 years). 
The key element of Mr. Vandemoortele’s proposal would be the establishment of a ‘Peer & Partner Group’ composed of high-calibre individuals, ideally led by Southern personalities (Brazil’s ex-President Lula da Silva would be one good option). This group should be willing and able to challenge world leaders and conventional wisdom. The group should also generate options and proposals regarding next framework by 2013, based on wide consultation and “a bit of thinking”. This ‘Peer & Partner Group’ should furthermore serve beyond 2015 as global custodians of the new set of targets.
Agenda:

“Si los Objetivos de Desarrollo del Milenio no, ¿entonces qué?” –

 If not the Millenium Development Goals, then what? 
Lecture by Jan Vandemoortele, co-architect of the Millenium Development Goals

Other Panelists include:

Belén Becerril, Sub-directora del Instituto Universitario de Estudios Europeos de la Universidad CEU-San Pablo

Silvia Hidalgo, Patrona de FRIDE 
Event moderated by: 

Oladiran Bello, FRIDE researcher
Key participants:

· Representatives of the Spanish government (Presidency) 

· Representatives of development cooperation agencies (AECID and FIAAP). 

· Representatives of UN agencies – including UNICEF (Sara Collantes); FAO (Beatriz Beeckmans); UN Women (Joaquín Pardo) and UNWTO (Marcelo Risi), 
· Representatives from different embassies (Romania, Turkey and Austria)

· Representatives of NGOs - Intermón Oxfam, Cruz Roja, Manos Unidas; 
· Representatives of research institutions - Real Instituto Elcano, Center for Economic and Social Rights [CESR] and universities (CEU, Rey Juan Carlos)

· Representatives of private sector, including Telefónica company 

Journalists (organized interviews with the speaker):

· Alba de Sábada (MediaResponsable) 
· CEU Media

Sweden
22.02.2011 - Jan Vandemoortele, independent researcher
Co-author of MDGs, former UNDP Director of Poverty Group

“If not the MDGs, then what?”
Location: Stockholm
Host: Swedish Institute of International Affairs

On February 22, 2011, the Swedish Institute of International Affairs (UI), in association with the European Commission and the United Nations Development Programme, arranged UI Development Day. The day included a keynote lecture, one in a series of “The Kapuscinski Lectures – 2nd Round”, on the Millenium Development Goals by Dr Jan Vandemoortele, presentations of UI’s ongoing research in the development field and a panel discussion. In his keynote, Jan Vandemoortele discussed the Millenium Development Goals and highlighted a number of common misconceptions about them. The event was well-attended by nearly 150 people in the audience and included researchers, diplomats, students, business people and representatives from various government agencies.
Summary:

The lecture started by reviewing the good, the bad and the ugly that has happened since the Millennium Development Goals came into being some ten years ago; including how they have been sanitised and misappropriated so that the poverty debate became dolarised and the MDG discourse was kept within a donor-centric ambit. As a result, the global debate has been dominated by the implicit formula: faster economic growth + more foreign aid + better governance = MDGs.
The lecture debunked the claim that Africa’s performance is worse than that of the other regions. The oft-repeated statement is that Africa is missing the targets but that statement is missing the point. Africa will not, cannot, and must not meet the MDGs for the world to meet them. The lecture discussed the merit of a target-driven approach to development and will highlight some of the caveats and pitfalls that need to be avoided in formulating the post-2015 framework. By way of conclusion, it offered a concrete proposal for the process of redesigning the MDGs and for conducting global summits.
The MDGs have rescued the Millennium Declaration from oblivion. They continue to galvanise and energize a diverse set of stakeholders in the fight against human deprivation. Indifference is not a charge that can be laid against the MDGs. Yet they have been criticised from several angles; including for presenting a reductionist view of development; for focusing too narrowly on social sectors; for leading to fragmentation and vertical silos; for being excessively focused on quantification; and for omitting fundamental objectives such as human rights, social protection, democracy and good governance.

Much of the criticism laid against the MDGs stem from the erroneous view that they substitute for human rights instruments and for sectoral development frameworks. Instead, they were meant to complement them. The MDGs are good servants but bad masters. At the same time, the MDGs should not be oversold. A balanced view is to appreciate their virtues and to recognise their limitations without either deifying or demonising them.

It is essential to have a clear and a common understanding of the MDGs. Three main characteristics were clarified during the lecture. First that they represent a political statement of what is feasible at the global level. They are not to be seen as aspirational, as lofty pledges, or as a normative statement of what is desirable in an ideal world. Second that they are not an exhaustive list of desirable outcomes. In order to be concise, the list can only be illustrative. Finally that they represent ends or ultimate aims; they do not indicate the means by which to achieve them. 
A parallel was drawn between two leaders in the 17th century – the Mughal Shah Jahan in India and Queen Ulrika Eleonora of Sweden and Finland – to illustrate that development is always specific to the space and era in which it unfolds. Development must be seen as a process of collective self-discovery – in rich and poor countries alike. Those who claim that the MDGs should spell out the strategy for reaching the targets merely want to de-politicise the development process by reducing it to a series of standard interventions of a technocratic nature. Policy, however, is always embedded in politics. The MDGs require fundamental transformations in society that prioritise the wellbeing of the most disadvantaged and vulnerable people – i.e. ethnic minorities, low-caste children and women, slum dwellers, subsistence farmers, and households in the bottom wealth quintiles.

It is most unlikely that the world will achieve the MDGs by 2015. Even if they were achieved, the world would still face the daunting task of addressing exceedingly high levels of human deprivation beyond 2015. In this regard, a target-driven approach will continue to prove useful. Global targets can be drivers of change. The question is not whether to abandon global targets but rather how to improve the MDG architecture and how to adjust them to the priorities beyond 2015.

A perfect set of global targets should express the many dimensions of human wellbeing yet include a limited number of targets. It should address the complexity of development yet exploit the charm of simplicity. It should embody agreed principles yet allow for quantitative monitoring. It should reflect global priorities and universal standards yet be tailored to the domestic situation and local challenges. It should specify the destination yet spell out the journey for getting there. Composing such an ideal set is more than challenging because it has to combine comprehensiveness with conciseness; complexity with simplicity; principles with measurability; universality with country-specificity, ends with means. This is a tall order for any task; it is practically impossible when it comes to setting targets that require universal acceptance and a political consensus among governments and world leaders.

Any revision of the MDGs will face several pitfalls and challenges. The lecture reviewed several of them, namely (i) to formulate them more clearly as global targets and in ways that are more even-handed for all categories of countries, (ii) to focus on their measurability and not on their perfectibility, (iii) to focus on ends and not on the means, (iv) to capture the equity dimension in terms of equality of opportunity for development, (v) to include interim targets, and (vi) to take a different approach to global summitry to make them better fit for purpose.

In order to yield an optimal outcome, it was suggested to task a Peer & Partner Group to generate a set of options and proposals regarding the post-2015 framework. Over the next 2-3 years, the proposed group would consult widely to collect ideas and suggestions from a wide range of stakeholders on how to re-design the MDGs. In 2013, when the UN General Assembly will hold the next global event on the MDGs, the group would table its views and suggestions. These would serve as an informed basis for the political discussions and negotiations among member states so they can adopt a new set by 2015. Beyond 2013, the Peer & Partner Group would serve as the global custodian of the global targets. Without a strong and high-calibre custodian of the MDGs, global summitry will continue to punch below its weight. 
Agenda:

Session I: UI Development Research Projects 
13.00

Welcoming Remarks 
Anna Jardfelt, Director, UI 

13.05-14.00 
China and Africa: Expanding the South-South Corridor 
Johan Lagerkvist, Senior Research Fellow, UI 

The End of the Development-Security Nexus 
Jens Sörensen, Research Fellow, UI 

Business for Peace 
Tobias Evers, Analyst, UI 

Commentator: Jan Vandemoortele 

Session II: If not the Millennium Development Goals, then what? 
14.30

Keynote Speaker: Jan Vandemoortele 
15.15-16.15 
Panel Discussion and Q&A 
Monica Lorensson, Liasion Officer, UNDP Nordic Office 

May Ann Ramsay, Head of the Political Section, EC-Representation in Sweden 

Per Örnéus, Head of the Department for Multilateral Development Cooperation at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs 

George Andrén, Deputy Director, Department of Programme Cooperation, Sida 

Moderator: Jan Joel Andersson, Head of Development and Senior Research Fellow, UI 

Key participants:
· May Ann Ramsay, Head of the Political Section, EC-Representation in Sweden; 

· Per Örnéus, Head of the Department for Multilateral Development Cooperation at the Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Sweden

· George Andrén, Deputy Director, Department of Programme Cooperation, Sida.

· Monica Lorensson, Liasion Officer, UNDP Nordic Office

United Kingdom
16.02.2011 - Jan Pronk, Institute of Social Studies

Former minister of development (and environment) of Netherlands, former politician (MP) of the Labour Party, Special UN SG representative in Sudan. www

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ".

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ"janpronk

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ".

HYPERLINK "http://www.google.com/url?q=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.janpronk.nl&sa=D&sntz=1&usg=AFQjCNFxR6Oofpjy-wfAhQDVaRKxr190vQ"nl. 
“How to respond to global threats in the decade ahead”

Location: London

Host: London School of Economics
The lecture in London was held on February 16th at the London School of Economics and Political Science and organized by LSE Enterprise, the consulting arm of the School. The speaker, Emeritus Professor Jan Pronk (ISS, The Hague) addressed to the participants a 45-minute lecture on “How to respond to global threats in the decade ahead” followed by a debate coordinated by Professor Tim Allen (LSE). The event was attended by approximately 60 participants. 
Summary:

During his lecture, Emeritus Professor Jan Pronk touched upon key issues of the current and future international system from an interesting perspective laying at the intersection between international relations and international development. 

Jan Pronk opened his lecture by reminding the audience of the core message of a lecture held by Kapuscinski at the University of Krakow in 2004. In that occasion Kapuscinski regarded as a crucial issue the respect of the dignity of each human being, regardless cultural differences and engaging oneself in dialogue, aiming at mutual understanding and a sense of togetherness; the respect, in short, of The Other.

This plea made by Kapuscinski in 2004, Jan Pronk suggests, is key to understand current threats and to tackle future ones. Indeed, international institutions inspired to dialogue and mutual understanding are crucial to uphold those global values that Kapuscinski identified. 
Professor Pronk recalled the international system that was created after the second World War. From that new order, a era of globalisation that spread beyond economy and technology reaching the realm of values and institutions began. Professor Pronk recalled six key objectives that stood among the others: peace, security, stability, development, freedom and protection of human rights. These ambitious objectives could only be reached by relying on an integrated system, the United Nations.

Globalisation grew to maturity, Professor Pronk suggested, in 1989 when the divisions between North and South and between East and West started fading resulting in a real world market, enhanced possibility for movement of goods, people and technology as well as knowledge and ideas. It is after 1989 that, according to Professor Pronk, the sky became the limit.

Nonetheless, Jan Pronk warned that despite steady economic growth has been occurring since the 1990s, poverty has hardly decreased and globalisation enhanced inequality among countries and regions and the objectives set by the Millennium Development Goals at the beginning of the XXI century will not be met by 2015. The last two decades have witnessed conflicts in many regions of the world, spread of international terrorism, the arising of a new confrontational scenario between the West and the rest and more and more pressing environmental threats. The recent financial crisis contributed to make the landscape even more alarming. In other words, Professor Pronk suggests, the sky, although being still the limit, is rather cloudy. 

What has been lost, according to Jan Pronk, is the spirit that drove the change in the mid-XX century, i.e. consensus on global values and international institutions able to enforce those values. International institutions are becoming weaker mainly due to a shift in the perception of security which is no longer regarded as a public good but rather as a private commodity. Security has nowadays become something that can only be achieved by excluding The Other. 

How to revert this trend? This can only be achieved by a strong reassessment of values and reform of international institutions. This should be done not only in the interest of ourselves, but also in the interest of The other, that should be regarded as the humankind as a whole, bringing together, as suggested by Joseph Conrad, “the dead and the living and the living with the yet unborn”.
Agenda: 

17.30 – 17.45 

Welcome and introduction by Professor Tim Allen

17.45 – 18.30 
“How to respond to global threats in the decade ahead”, lecture by Professor Jan Pronk 

18.30 – 19.00 

Debate
Key participants:

· Mr Mark Robinson (DFID Chief Professional Officer – Governance, Conflict and Social Development & Chief of Profession Growth and Private Sector)

· Ms Giulia Mennillo (Representation of the EC in the UK)

· Ms Rene Maisner, daughter of Ryszard Kapuscinski
· Ms Joanna Wasiewska (Second Secretary Trade and Investment Promotion Section Embassy of the Republic of Poland)
· Ms Nadia Mentz (European Bank for Reconstruction and Development)
VI.
Communications

The major communications work in this project was done by contracted universities around the lectures. The universities followed the communications guidelines of the project which implementation was supervised by the Project Manager
. 

A special website devoted to this project was created under  http://europeandcis.undp.org/go/lectures. The website presents briefly the project, announces the lectures, presents biographies of the speakers and videos from the lectures. Simultaneously the European Commission launched an official website of the “Kapuscinski Lectures” with similar content http://ec.europa.eu/development/services/events/kapuscinski/. 
Every lecture was announced to the national media through invitations and press releases. Most of the lectures were attended by journalists. In some cases the hosts organized exclusive media interviews with the speakers. 

The summaries of all lectures (based on submissions from the hosts) were also collected in one document
. 
� For details please see annex 1 to this report.


� Annex 2 to this report: communications guidelines. 


� Annex 3 to this report: summaries of all lectures from Kapuscinski Lectures 2 project
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