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REVISED AGENDA

1. WELCOME – by the Managing Co-Director

2. DEVELOPMENT REPORTS & AID MONITORING

· Briefing on the Aid Monitoring Group (AMG) initiative and the 'Consultation meeting on World Bank (WB) conditionality' organised by the AMG on September 12

· Brief presentation of the 'Evaluation of NGO involvement in the Vietnam Development 

Report (VDR 2007) and Poverty Reduction Strategy Credits (PRSC 2006-10)' 

· NGO involvement in the Vietnam Development Report 2008 lead by the World Bank

· NGO involvement in the Poverty Assessment 2008 carried out by VASS

3. NEW INGO REPRESENTATIVES for the STEERING COMMITTEE & to the CG MEETING – formal confirmation of the new INGO representative candidates and self-introduction by them on their background and focus in the NGO RC Steering Committee and to the Consultative Group Meeting respectively.

4. AOB

2. DEVELOPMENT REPORTS & AID MONITORING

2.1 Briefing on the Aid Monitoring Group (AMG) initiative 

Background

In June 2007, the Aid Monitoring Group (AMG) was initiated by a group of international and Vietnamese NGOs, who have been involved in aid effectiveness activities and the official development assistance (ODA) agenda for several years. 

The AMG was initiated with the purpose of developing and carrying out independent monitoring of the implementation of aid in Vietnam, in order to enhance the accountability of donors and government to citizens in Vietnam, and ensure that donor strategies and programmes reflect the priorities of the Vietnamese people - particularly poor and vulnerable members of society. By enhancing coordination among NGOs and civil society organisations (CSO) in the monitoring of aid, the AMG also seeks to strengthen the dialogue and interaction between development actors and donors in Vietnam.

Co-chairs & Members

The AMG is organised on a voluntary basis and co-chaired by the VUFO-NGO Resource Centre (NGO RC)
 and the Vietnamese NGO Centre for Cooperation & Human Resource Development (C&D)
. A number of international members of the NGO RC are part of the AMG., as are members of the newly established Vietnam Development Forum (VDF), which consists of six different CSO networks. 

Activities

· On September 12, 2007, the AMG organised a consultation meeting on World Bank conditionality. The consultation was part of the WB’s multi-stakeholder consultations currently being carried out in 10 IDA countries as part of preparations for the WB Second Progress Report. Two members of the AMG - Action Aid Vietnam (AAV) and C&D - co-chaired the meeting, which was attended by more than 30 participants from a range of NGOs, CSOs and academia. A meeting report will soon be available. 

· The AMG is in process of designing an independent monitoring initiative, which will link national-level, policy-focused work with community-level, people’s monitoring activities. The outcome of this initiative will be a report, which will be submitted to the National Assembly (NA) and form part of the ongoing capacity building of the NA in relation to aid monitoring. This process is expected to start in November 2007.  

Networks

At the regional level, the AMG is linked to the NGO Forum on the Asian Development Bank (ADB) and the Bank Information Centre (BIC), which are both involved in work on multilateral development banks, and in particular, safeguard policies. In collaboration with BIC, ActionAid Vietnam and a Vietnamese NGO, the AMG is planning to organise a preparatory meeting in relation to the upcoming consultation on the ADB’s revision of it's safeguard policies.

Questions (Q), Answers (A) & Comments (C)

Q: How are current networks like VUSTA involved in AMG?

A: A national consultation on aid monitoring will be held soon and the AMG will be providing support and preparing a presentation for the workshop. A meeting was also held today at VUSTA to discuss how to enable Vietnamese NGOs to make presentations at the upcoming event.

2.2 Evaluation of NGO involvement in the Vietnam Development Report (VDR 2007) and  Poverty Reduction Strategy Credits (PRSC 2006-10)

Introduction

The NGO Resource Centre carried out this evaluation in order to:

· assess what NGOs achieved by engaging in the Vietnam Development Report (VDR2007) and Poverty Reduction Strategy Credits (PRSC 2006-10) preparation process, and to ask if it was worthwhile;

· to consider what negative impacts NGOs might have had through this engagement; and

· to make suggestions about how the process of engagement could be improved.

In this respect, the evaluation contributes to literature on self-evaluations of policy work by organisations such as Save the Children UK (influencing the CPRGS) and Oxfam GB (influencing the SEDP 2006-10), but is possibly the first in Vietnam to address NGO-wide contributions.

The evaluation was carried out by Bill Tod, Netherlands Development Organisation (SNV) Regional Adviser, and Trine Glue Doan, Managing Co-director NGO Resource Centre (NGO RC), over the period April – June 2007, and is primarily based on a comparison of policy recommendations made by NGOs at the beginning of the process and policy actions actually proposed in the VDR2007 and PRSC 2006-10 (including the PRSC 2007-10). Annex 1 describes the analytical framework and content. In addition, interviews were also held with the Department for International Development (DFID), a keen supporter of the PRSC process, and the World Bank (WB), the driver of the PRSC process.

The report is divided into seven sections, beginning with a description of the background and motivation for NGOs involvement in the process. Section II then reviews the inputs, in terms of resources, made by NGOs into the process. Section III summarises the outcomes of NGO consultations in terms of the policy recommendations made. Section IV examines the outcomes in terms of policy recommendations that were included in the VDR and the PRSCs. Section V then looks at the wider effects and impacts of the process. Section VI considers the specific question of risk, while Section VII concludes with perspectives on what NGOs achieved and what more could have been achieved. 

Key Findings

· The most impact from NGO consultation on the VDR was observed on policy actions relating to disability. Some impact on planning reform and education was also evident.


· While re-defining state-society relations rose higher on the donor policy agenda with contribution from the NGOs, the lack of policy actions (particularly regarding facilitating the legal framework) did not meet the expectations of participating NGOs. 


· The recommendation to develop a legal framework that facilitates the growth and operation of CSOs was included in the VDR and PRSC drafts as late as March 15, 2007, however it was not included in the final PRSC6 or in possible actions for PRSC7-10. Other recommendations were also not adopted, e.g. improved state-CSO coordinating mechanisms and facilities for strengthening CSO capacity development.


· Concerns reflected by NGOs regarding capacity development and increased budget allocation for more participatory, results-oriented, poverty-focused and integrated planning were not adopted.


· While some of the NGO recommendations were ultimately successful in making it through to the final policy outcomes, the fact that many important contributions did not pass the initial consultation process raises further concerns about the impact NGO participation in the process.


· The added value of NGO participation in the process was substantial and was recognised by donors, but probably not by the government as NGO inputs were not distinct at the time of the PRSC negotiations.


· To maintain effective involvement, a overall roadmap for NGO involvement might could be developed by the NGOs. To support the involvement concrete measures and mechanisms should be developed in collaboration with the World Bank and other donors to increase accessibility for I/NGOs and CSOs to contribute to the different stages in the VDR and PRSC processes.


· Finally, in order to attempt to assess whether policy actions are being implemented and are having an impact, NGOs and CSOs in general could play a role in engaging in the SEDP monitoring, both in terms of its design at the local level and actual measuring progress. To enable this, the Would Bank and other donors should engage in a dialogue with I/NGOs on how to establish concrete measures for CSO monitoring of the SEDP implementations.

Full report available at:

http://www.ngocentre.org.vn/file_lib/14september2007vdr-prsc_evalutation_2006_7.doc 

Questions (Q), Answers (A) & Comments (C)

Q: Has any anaylsis been done regarding resistance factors relating to rejected NGO recommendations?

A: An analysis focusing on this issue has not been carried out. However, we hope to address this issue in future evaluations and discussino, particularly in relation to the upcoming CG Meeting, where similar concerns/patterns have emerged, in terms of what issues are included in the agenda and which ones are not.

C: The recommendations can sometimes be a double-edged sword. For example, there has been an unforutunate outcome regarding legalising motorbikes and licences for disabled, which the WB expressed interest in. The recommendation got into the policy matrix and now a new law – which is an indirect result of the consultations - will be released banning any modified bikes on the roads. Any modified bike on the road will be confiscated and there is no where to get a bike approved or licenced: no transport is the fastest way to poverty for disabled people. Therefore, sometimes recommendations coming into policy can have unfortunate consequences.

C: This demonstrates the limitations of NGO involvement in the PRSC instrument: NGOs can make recommendations, but have no influence over how government adopts them. We can bring attention to an issue but outcomes of this attention can have negative impacts. 

2.3 NGO involvement in the Vietnam Development Report 2008 led by the World Bank

Background

The World Bank describes  the Vietnam Development Report (VDR) as a “Flagship Report” in the sense that it builds on a large number of independent studies, recent or ongoing, it is released (but not discussed) at the End-year Consultative Group Meeting, it is co-signed as joint reports of the World Bank and other donors, and it is written in an accessible style, avoiding technicalities.

Objectives  of the VDR 

The main objectives of the Vietnam development reports are: 

· Getting clarity of key development issues faced by Vietnam and possible policy responses to them

· Influencing the reform agenda directly (readers in government) or indirectly (media and researchers)

· Better coordinating the views and approaches of all the donors working on a specific area.

· Building capacity among Vietnamese teams (with Reviewing Committees taking the lead on follow up reports subsequently; e.g. poverty assessment)

Preparation process 

The total preparation process takes place during the fall leading up to the End-year Consultative Group Meeting. The production timetable is very tight (about two months and a half in total). The overall steps in the preparation process includes:

· Establishment of a Steering Committee of donor representatives is established to discus the story line and comments on all drafts; 

· Establishment of a Reviewing Committee, of Vietnamese experts serves as a sounding board on issues and findings;

· Inputs for specific chapters and illustrations are sought by experts (at World Bank and elsewhere);

· Inputs are edited and an overall packaging of the report is done by a World Bank team.

Focus of the VDRs

The VDR 7 to 10 are planned to support the SEDP 2006-2010 framework. VDR 2007: Aiming High, “translated” the SEDP into a series of concrete measures and indicators. It was co-signed by 16 donors and served as a “compact” for the preparation of PRSCs 2006 to 2010. 

The next four VDRs will go in more depth into each of the four “pillars” of the SEDP. In a nutshell, after having reached some consensus on the reform program for the next five years, the World Bank wants to go back to details of what can be done in each of the four pillars. The World Bank prefers to start by the social pillar (as the WB did in the previous cycle with the Poverty VDR). The focus on social protection is also seen as the natural complement to WTO accession, a process that will lead to increased efficiency but also to possible social dislocation and increased inequality. Hence, the next VDR 2008 will focus on Social Protection, starting again with the social pillar, as a complement to global integration

Tentative table of conents

I. SOURCES OF VULNERABILITY

1. A Poverty Update: Main trends in poverty, up to 2006.  Breakdowns by key population groups: urban and rural, majority and ethnic, by region. Poverty profiles. Key drivers of poverty reduction. Trends in inequality. Areas for concern.

2. Ethnic Minorities: Is the plight of ethnic minorities the same across groups and regions?  Which ones are lagging and why?  Are government programs working for them? Household assets versus community characteristics.

3. Shocks and Shifts: Who is barely above the poverty line?  Health shocks and their impact on well-being.  Natural disasters. Opportunities and threats from global integration. Long-term implications of the epidemiological transition, aging and migration

II. POLICIES AND PROGRAMS

4. Labor Markets: Main trends in employment, pay and working conditions.  Unemployment and under-employment.  Wage setting in the context of WTO accession.  Industrial relations at the enterprise level.  Government employment and pay policies

5. Taxes  and Fees: gross to net income: efficiency and equity implications. Distributional impacts of value added tax, personal income tax, and local fees. Property tax and land markets. Taxing capital and economic growth. 

6. Budget Allocations: Main breakdowns of budget by function and level of government.  Budget allocation norms for recurrent and capital expenditures. How pro-poor is government spending?  Budget allocation decisions at local levels.

7. Targeted Programs: Coverage and leakage of main targeted programs. Assessing the effectiveness of household-based programs. Community-based programs and community-driven development. Access to infrastructure, clean water and sanitation.

8. Health Care: Progress on basic health indicators.  Trends in the demand of health services.  Concerns by region, age and gender.  How the delivery of health services is organized.  The funding of the health sector.  Provider payments and incentives.  

9. Health Insurance: Trends in the coverage of health insurance.  Participation by the poor and near-poor.  From supply- to demand-side finance for the health sector.  Use of health services by the insured.  Gaps in access and funding.  Institutional gaps. 

10. Compulsory Pensions: Trends in the coverage of the compulsory pension program.  Disability and survivor benefits.  Long-term financial viability.  Gaps across population groups.  Benefit design and incentives to participate. Investing reserves.

11. Voluntary Programs: How serious is the adverse selection problem in voluntary health insurance?  How much willingness to pay for old-age pensions and other benefits?  Additional incentives and mechanisms to expand coverage.

12. Insurance Schemes: Financial instruments and their development: life insurance and private pensions.  Insurance instruments available to the poor.  Market-based insurance in agriculture.  Dealing with natural disasters.

III. THE WAY FORWARD

14. An Integrated Approach: From program-by-program to households and communities.  From supply-side financing to the subsidization of beneficiaries.  From coverage targets to appropriate incentives.  From residence-based delivery to portability.

15. Towards Universal Systems: Jobs, private insurance, social insurance and transfers as complements. Avoiding duality: universal programs with multiple entries.  Recognizing the limits of voluntariness: addressing self-selection in health and pension programs

16. A Reform Agenda: Streamlining social protection policies.  The need for an integrated information system.  Using data analysis to improve social protection policies and contain costs. Strengthening service delivery.  Reporting and accountability.

***

NGO involvement  in the preparation process

NGOs can be involved in the preparation process on equal terms with donors and other stakeholder. There are two mai ways to be involved, these two ways are not mutually exclusive:

1) By providing related analytical documents 

2) By contributing with further analytical work.

These two ways are not mutually exclusive, and further analytical work may include grassroots consultation or experience on access to social protection mechanisms and their impacts. The WB has already prepared a 'Initial Combined Reference List”. This list can be obtained by director@ngocentre.org.vn.

This year the VDR needs to be finished the 2nd of December, as the CG meeting in on the December 6. An almost complete draft is therefore needed by November 15. Inputs received after October 30 are unlikely to be included.

If NGOs are to produce further analytical work in terms of a thematic paper and/or a grassroots consultation, these have to carried out and produced within a very short time frame. In terms of investing time and resources in this process one of the key findings from the evaluation was that the most impact from NGO consultation on the VDR was observed on policy actions relating to disability. Some impact on planning reform and education was also evident. Hence, it might be worth while to focus an input for the VDR 2008 on certain themes or issues. If there are NGOs interested in engaging in the VDR preparation process the NGO RC is willing to support and facilitate this process as the NGO RC did in 2007.

Questions (Q), Answers (A) & Comments (C)

Q: Last year the process was very extensive. How is it linked to the NGO community and what impact can we expect to have? Any idea if DFID will expand the consultation process as was suggested last year, such as through further analytical work?

A: Donors felt mixed about their impact, similar to NGOs. However, the key donors are expected to submit their own analytical work. 

C: The theme of social protection is close to the NGO community's mandate, and Oxfam would like to  encourage NGOs to get involved by providing existing case studies regarding what a lack of social protection means for people. WB is happy to accept submissions and it important that NGOs contribute. While the impact can be minimal at times, at other times such contributions can influence the debate strongly. For example, a document prepared by Save the Children some years ago is still being quoted. 

C: This is an area close to what we work on, but we should engage in a more organised way. Simply channeling input to bank is not constructive. More coordination is needed, similar to DFID approach.

NGO RC: Last year, the NGORC announced the process and called for meeting on VDF. Fifty participants in the first meeting and groups formed around policy areas. If there is sufficient interest, NGORC can make a call to start the process but it needs to be more coordiated. 

C: Considering limited timeframe, it is more practical to use existing documents as effectively as possible. 

C: Perhaps, in the longer run, a more coordinated NGO response could lead to an 'alternative' VDR report?

C: Further analytical work does not have to be elaborate, one page can be sufficient.

C: Case studies can be very effective to provide illustrative examples.

NGORC: Suggesting a call for existing work. A meeting can be organised if necessary regarding policy statements, selecting case studies, stories etc.

C: Perhaps a short story for each theme? Can engage VNGOs in this process.

C: A constraint will be that there is likely to be more input in some areas than others. Policy recommendations and input will therefore vary from issue to issue, eg regarding labor market, NGOs could have a great deal of alternative input.

NGORC: As submissions must be complete by Oct 30, submissions from NGOs must be received by Monday October 8.

2.4 NGO involvement in the Poverty Assessment 2008 carried out by VASS

Background

The poverty assessment 2006-2008 will be conducted as Vietnam implements its WTO commitments and monitors progress in achieving MDGs/VDGs. Vietnam is in the process of implementing the five-year plans (2006-2010) at the national, sectoral and sub-national levels including the Public Investment Plan 2006-2010, the National Targeted Programme on Poverty Reduction (NTP PR) and the Socio-Economic Programme for Communes with Special Difficulties in Ethnic Minority and Mountainous Areas (“Programme 135”). Particularly important, Vietnam will soon need to embark on the preparation of the Ten-Year Socio-economic Development Strategy for the period from 2011 to 2020, which should reflect the important challenges of governing a middle-income country. It is expected that this will require a focus not only on the speed of growth, but also on the quality of growth, exploring issues of equity and equality and the need for modern governance.  

VASS aims to make Poverty Assessment 2008 as broad initiative with multi-stakeholder participation and ownership. As Poverty Assessment 2008 the will expand also include qualitative data in combination with quantitative data, VASS would like to encourage NGOs to contribute to the production of qualitative data, in terms of participatory poverty assessments (PPAs).

Objectives 

The proposed poverty assessment for the period 2006-2008 will be coordinated and produced by the VASS and will seek to achieve a number of objectives (in shortened version).

Firstly, the proposed VASS-coordinated poverty assessments will aim to inform policymakers, including the top leadership, of the impacts of policies and measures of reforms and proactive international economic integration on social equity and poverty reduction The poverty assessments 2007-2008 will analyze positive and negative impacts of policies, establish influencing factors and identify newly emerging trends which will provide the foundation for recommendations on the policy measures to counteract any disturbing trends and reinforce the past impressive achievements. The recommendations in the Poverty Report will be objective and evidence-based, with an emphasis on employing inter-disciplinary and multi-disciplinary approaches. 

A second objective responds to the need to promote a regular policy dialogue between policy makers at the central level (from relevant bodies of the Party, the Government and the National Assembly), policymakers at the local levels, the research community and other stakeholders with an interest in issues related to social equity and poverty reduction. 

A third objective of this work is to promote the emergence of a well-coordinated, nationally-led, poverty-focused network of researchers, policy makers, donors and local and international NGOs and other stakeholders. This network will ensure the highest quality of research-based policy recommendations and their best utilisation. 

Research Activities

The VASS team proposes that research activities should be grouped into four issues 

· inequality, 

· ethnic poverty, 

· urban poverty and 

· rural poverty

and four instruments: 

· market and global integration, 

· social protection, 

· budget transfers,

· governance

The research process for each theme will be carried out in a consultative and participatory manner which encourages wide participation from researchers and policy makers at both the national and sub-national levels. This interaction between researchers and policy makers will be implemented through thematic forums that will engage participants from policy making agencies, research institutes, NGOs and donors. Chairs of thematic forums, where possible, will be representatives from policy making agencies or research institutes specializing in those themes. 

NGO involvement  in the preparation process

VASS is in process of developing detailed concept notes for each of the four issues and four instruments. These concept notes are expected to be finalised by the end of October. The consept notes will inform the design of the PPAs. 

Presently, VASS is discussing with Oxfam GB and ActionAid Vietnam how their 'WTO post monitoring' initiative, which will be carried out in 8 provinces and 2 cities. In addition to this VASS is encouraging  NGOs to contribute in the following ways

1) to take part or support the PPAs, either by technical or financial support (this depends on the actual design, scope and geographical focus)

2) to provide specific input on what gap should be adressed in the PA, e.g. areas with rapid  social change, environmental challenges, or specific vulnerable groups, such as people living with disabilitie, etc. 

The first draft of the Poverty Assessment 2008 is expected to be ready by July/August 2008, and the aim is that the PPAs should be carried out by April 2008. 

Questions (Q), Answers (A) & Comments (C)

C: There is a desire to include NGOs in the process and Oxfam GB and ActionAid Vietnam (AAV) have experience in this regard, mayby OXFAM GB or AAV could elabrorate on their WTO-post monitoring. 

OXFAM GB: As part of our post-WTO poverty monitoring initiative, Oxfam GB and AAV is conducting monitoring in eight areas, tracking changes over time to capture shifts in poverty trends, both positive and negative. However, there is a big time lag between conducting surveys and getting results. Oxfam GB has been working with VASS closely and been asked to do more participartory poverty assessments as others have done in past. However, Oxfam GB have limited resources to this. VASS would therefore like to encourage other NGOs to participate and/or join the PPA work.

C: It has not yet be clarified how NGOs might be involved. VASS is in the process of finalising eight thematic areas. Once this is complete and the concept papers finished, the need for PPAs will be much clearer. While Oxfam GB and AAV are conducting their study in eight provinces and two cities, VASS might be aiming at a total of 12. VASS would really like NGOs to particpate, both international and local, who could receive capapcity building from experienced INGOs. With the long term purpose of building up local capacity so that the process can be continued under local organisations. If NGOs identify gaps in the thematic areas eg environment, climate change, rapid social change etc. these can be raised with VASS. Small towns are a big gap and VASS is looking for NGOs working in small towns. At the moment, the scope of the study is being designed, this is expected to be ready by the end of October, hence there is not yet a specific call for action. NGOs will be kept informed and should consider engaging in the process. 

3. NEW INGO REPRESENTATIVES for the STEERING COMMITTEE & to the CG MEETING

3.1 NGO SC: Two up for election and only two nominated: 
Nominee 1: Diana Measham, Country Representative / PACT 
Nominee 2: Pieter de Baan, Country Director / Netherlands Development Organization (SNV) 

Diana Measham

“It is a pleasure and privilege to be nominated. I am a British Canadian social epideemilogist/econimist with 20 pears experience in social reproductive health. I have worked with WB, UN, other NGOs and academia. For the last decade, I have worked exclusively on HIV response, working for PACT, which is based in Washington DC. PACT focuses on natural resources and governance and has been active since the early 1990s in youth livelihood activitiess. It ceased operations in early 2000 and re-established operations in 2004 through PEPFAR funding. PACT provides funds and technical assistance to a wide range of NGOs working in HIV. Most of PACT's partners are INGOs. Currently PACT has 15 partners, which will rise to 30 by the end of the yr, including many LNGOs and CSOs. PACT expects to have 40 partners by the end of next year, focussing on capacity building and institutional strengthening. 

The NGORC has provided me with many benefits and was essential to PACT during it re-establishing of operatings and negotiating of the operating environment. It also has been invaluable in promoting relations with peers and advocating the consultative processes. I have been more a recipient than  a contributor to NGORC's services and look forward to shifting the balance. I am particularly interested in aid monitoring, harmonisation and the NGO response. I am particularly concerned about the lack of harmonisation in HIV resources, despite the huge amount of resources available. Lots of opportunities to address the imbalance, and I hope to do that through participating in the SC.”

Pieter de Baan

“I represent the Dutch-based NGO SNV, which works on capacity building. We don't provide money, only advice, which can be a risky business. I look forward to working with PACT in the SC. It is not easy to put capacity build on the agenda, especially in terms of local organisations. There is a need to better understand what the local NGO sector is and what type of orgnaisations there are. My reason for coming on board the SC, is that the NGORC is approved of by donors and government, and there is a growing demand within Vietnamese civil society to use the NGORC's services. There's a lot to be done in that regard and it corresponds with SNV's ambitions to localise services, which is particularly challenging, and any suggestions are welcome. Looking forward to working in the SC to improve the NGORC.

3.2 CG Meeting INGO reps

The CG Meeting is government-donor meeting, formal one in December, informal in June. The purpose is to discuss Vietnam's development path, extremely formal with 200-300 attendees, co-chaired by WB country director and a deputy prime minister or prime minister. One seat for each country, ministry and two  for all INGOs, who are allowed to speak. INGOs have sent reps for 10 yrs, four elected reps elected for two years each. Two seats vacant and only two nominated.

Nominee 1: Kim N. B. Ninh, Country Representative / The Asia Foundation (AF)

Nominee 2: Phan Van Ngoc, Country Director / ActionAid Vietnam 

Kim N. B. Ninh

“I Have been AF country director since 2005, I am a political scientist by trade, used to be academic. Spent the last 10 years with AF, initially focusing on governance and sub-conflict management. AF is San Franciso-based with offices in 17 countries. AF is only operating in the Asia-Pacific region. AF was established 1954 with a governance/legal reform focus, including international relations, economics, womens empowerment etc. AF operated in South Vietnam prior to 1975. AF opened office in 1993 in Hanoi, working on economic index based on business environment, focus on eco governance. AF will release a new paper prior to CG, focusing on the domestic private sector. AF is working with the NA on the law making process and is involved in projects to provide legal support for victims of trafficking. AF is a policy- oriented organisation with roots at local levels. Engaged at provincial and local level and particularly interested in Vietnam's second phase of its development process. The civils society needs to be reviewed and working within CG is a useful way to bring NGO voices and leverage them for larger change.”

Phan Van Ngoc was excused from participating in the meeting

Steve Oxfam GB: “We just got CG agenda and will meet WB country director on Monday. The final agenda will be distributed with a call for comments from INGO community. A meeting will then be held at NGORC, which will form the basis for a written statement. We are strongly looking for support from colleagues working in areas we do not. Already omissions in agenda e.g. climate change labor market etc. We shall try to get them on the agenda and report back after.  

Q: There has been a lot of discussion about civil society, will it be brought up at the CG Meeting?

A: Yes, the Coruption Law provides a mandate for CS (mentioned at last CG), and is a good way to bring the topic to the table. We plan to raise it again and many donors feel the same. CS organsiations sometimes go, invited by government.   

C: There is no legal framwork for shifting services to the non-state sector, we should analyse this issue from different angle, shift focus.

C: NGOs have great opportunity to raise issues at the CG, and are e.g. given the same time to speak as the whole UN. NGOs have been able to achieve impacts regarding WTO accession. Might try to find like-minded donors to backup statements made by INGOs. Caution: NGO comments are valued, but vary in quantity and quality. There is a danger of four INGOs only presenting their own perspective, so contributions needed from NGO community to widen perspective. 

C: Working groups good for the process of widening representation.

As the number of nominees for the SC and CG was equivalent to the number of available seats, no election was helf, but the INGO forum meeting confirmed the nomination of the 4 new nominees, who were thereby formally elected for the respective posts.

4. AOB

C: In response to a number of recent events regarding corporate social responsibility (CSR), involving US Chamber of Commerce, Japanese etc, it might be an idea to form a working group around CSR. This would increase the opportunity to influence corporate sector to be more responsible. Next friday, monthly meeting of AMCHAM, where the case for philanphropy, will be presented by GM of Ford. Everyone welcome at Amercian Club over lunch. Can WG on CSR work? 

NGORC: If enough people interested, NGORC can help start up WG.  
�	The Vietnam Union of Friendship Organisations (VUFO)-NGO Resource Centre is a member-based organisation established in 1993 to serve the community of INGOs working in Vietnam and their Vietnamese partner institutions.


�	 The Vietnamese NGO Centre for Cooperation & Human Resource Development (C&D) was establishe din 2004. 





