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What have you done so far (individually and/or with others) to address the commitments in ‘your’ workstream? What are you planning to do next to address the commitments in ‘your’ workstream and would this include e.g. studies, workshops, pilots? What do you hope to achieve in the next 6-12 months? 
Studies and mapping planned and current status: 

1. OCHA Planning and Monitoring Section (PAMS) study 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]HCTs intend to use multi-year planning in the Sahel (Niger, Mali, Nigeria, Chad, Cameroon), Somalia, DRC, & CAR
2. OCHA evaluation of multi-year planning
· The first draft of report was reviewed by internal and external advisory panels, and structure and recommendations are set to change substantially. Country case studies include Myanmar, OpT, Haiti, Somalia. Study set to inform 2018 Humanitarian Program Cycle and possible guidance.
3. DFID evaluation of five-year implementation of multi-year planning and funding
· Work is due to complete early 2018, but there should be a stream of products from about middle of next year. There is work for DFID and USAID, within the current bit of work, on the impact of resilience and early warning investments during the recent El Nino in Ethiopia.
4. IASC-UNDG retreat on multi-year planning 
· Retreat to take place end October 2016 to start discussions on multi-year planning frameworks across the hum-dev-peacebuilding divide. Guidance is expected to be developed to inform development of new cycle of UNDAFs and SRPs
5. OCHA study on multi-year financing under the IASC Task Team on Humanitarian Financing
· ToRs under development
6. ALNAP study on adaptive humanitarian programming
· ALNAP is currently developing ToRs on adaptive humanitarian programming, particularly as it relates to multi-year planning
7. The Overseas Development Institute (ODI) and Global Humanitarian Assistance (GHA) both have a strong focus on tracking the duration and nature of humanitarian responses and humanitarian financing trends such as the impact of new approaches like multi-year HRPs.
8. GHD workstream on multi-year funding modalities
9. SPIAC-B subgroup on social protection-humanitarian linkages, implementation over multi year planning and financing frameworks


Would you reach out beyond the Grand Bargain signatories (e.g. external expertise) in the process of implementing the commitments?
 
Yes. In addition to calling upon the external expertise listed in the previous list, it is important to:
· Fund and/or conduct research to identify best practice within the humanitarian system, including within evaluation studies.
· Engage in coordination and learning forums.
· Identify opportunities for ongoing dialogue with UN and NGO partners and other donors. 
· Focus on incentivizing multi-year planning through multi-year funding frameworks 

What existing forums have significant work happening that is addressing the commitments in ‘your’ area? (A draft mapping will be shared with you before the meeting in Bonn)  Please see previous information

Have any institutions/organisations within or outside ‘your’ workstream expressed interest in monitoring of the implementation of the commitments within ‘your’ workstream? 

OCHA and ALNAP have expressed interest in a role in monitoring the implementation of multi-year planning and funding. The IASC Task Team on the humanitarian-development nexus and UNDG working group on Transitions will also likely undertake some type of monitoring. 

STAIT has expressed interest in contributing to monitoring of the various Grand Bargain commitments and could have a role to play in monitoring progress against this workstream.

Finally, we would recommend that OCHA and relevant agencies monitor the impact of the change to planning approach by HCTs in countries who anticipate adoption of multi-year planning. As a donor, the US government will also monitor these efforts.

What are the most explicit links of ‘your’ workstream with other Grand Bargain workstreams? (Please note that most of the areas are connected, so we are looking for the most explicit ones). 

It is noted that the commitments under Collaborative multi-year planning have linkages to/interdependency with Grand Bargain commitments regarding:
.
· Softened earmarked funding
· Changes would have the potential to allow for greater flexibility for supporting capacity building for subawardees in multi-year awards. 
· Possibly increased use of cash
· Cash assistance could be an effective tool in multi-year safety net programs.
· Local and national responders
· Partners argue that multi-year funding will allow more intensive capacity-building and sustained relationships with local and national staff and partners given the assurance of funding over the course of multiple program cycles. 
· Humanitarian development nexus 
· Multi-year planning and funding will arguably allow for better coordination between humanitarian and development actors. 
· Anticipating needs on the medium-term horizon and planning accordingly will help facilitate the identification of areas where development-oriented responses are feasible and appropriate in order to tackle root causes of recurrent crises and/or vulnerabilities.
· Joint needs assessments
· The humanitarian community’s commitment to improve the quality and coordination of humanitarian needs assessments can support partners’ analysis and provide justification for funding on longer-term time horizons. 
· It will likewise give donors confidence in the strength and methodological soundness of humanitarian needs assessments as an expression of a coordinated and transparent evidence collection and analysis.

If all the commitments in ‘your’ workstream would be implemented, how would “success look like” FOR YOU? How might you measure progress? 

· Measurable improved results across the full spectrum of complex emergencies.

· All UN agencies introduce new modalities, or adapt existing ones, allowing for multi-year funding of partners.
 
· At least five new multi-year humanitarian response plans in place by 2018, which demonstrate clear optimization of impact and efficiency through multi-year planning.

· Multi-year funding efficiency framework developed with key indicators to be gathered by selected IASC agencies and reviewed periodically by GHD group..

· Increased capacity building of local and national responders.

· Reduced need for humanitarian funding (through, for example, humanitarian caseloads being graduated into Government led social protection systems) and reduced gaps in funding appeals.

· Better collaboration and planning between humanitarian, development, and other actors (such as private sector partners) in situations of protracted or recurrent crises.
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