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Transparency commitments under the Grand Bargain:
1. Publish timely, transparent and harmonized and open high-quality data on humanitarian funding within 2 years of the WHS. We consider IATI to provide a basis for the purpose of a common standard.
2. Make use of appropriate data analysis, explaining the distinctiveness of activities, organisations, environments and circumstances.
3. Improve the digital platform and engage with the open-data standard community to help ensure: accountability, a reduced workload and traceability of donors’ funding
4. Support the capacity of all partners to access and publish data.

Follow-up and implementation of the commitments requires coordination. Intention is to make all signatories IATI compliant (unless they want to develop/use another open data standard), and the humanitarian sector more transparent and accountable. Links with data platforms such as FTS are important, and will be developed along the way. Development of common definitions of what will be reported (including results) and how this will be done is crucial, if we want to avoid ending up with loads of incomparable data. Discussions on common definitions will also eventually lead to a reduction of the reporting workload. 

Way forward: develop a baseline to determine where we stand (individually and collectively); identify key obstacles and gaps and work out a process to address these (GB-signatories); start a dialogue on common definitions for reporting purposes; make sure that information is shared continuously throughout the network. 

There was consensus that for this work, the support of an independent and trusted facilitator would be required. It was agreed that Development Initiatives is well placed to play that role. The Netherlands would be prepared to engage with them and ask them to work with signatories on:
· Develop ‘the transparency dot on the horizon’ (where do we want to be in 2017/18?);
· Baseline survey;
· Gap analysis & prioritization;
· Common definitions leading to reduced reporting workload; 
· Traceability of funding 

The facilitator/DI would be preparing and guiding the way for the Grand Bargain network, organize meetings and/or workshops if necessary and consult with individual organisations to understand their specific challenges and opportunities, but would not be a technical consultant for individual signatories (unless at their request). The facilitator could play a role in the preparation of the annual – independent – progress report. As a first step, an outline of DI’s proposal can be distributed among the group members.

If all commitments are implemented, success will be determined as: 
· Every signatory of the Grand Bargain has signed up to IATI (or alternative)
· Every signatory is implementing IATI within its own organization
· Major problems have been identified (gap analysis) and have been/are being addressed
· Recommendations on what to report (results) and concomitant definitions (incl. taking into account privacy, confidentiality issues, etc.)
· Progress towards a reduction in the reporting workload
· Improved decision making based on best possible information
· Improvements in the traceability of funding from donor to delivery Better public access to data and knowledge about the humanitarian sector.

Most explicit links of transparency with other Grand Bargain workstreams are: 
· Reporting requirements
· Reduce duplication and management costs
· Localization 

Development Initiatives will be asked to link up to these workstreams to reduce duplication and ensure complementarity. 

Co-convenors The Netherlands and the Worldbank will continue their role as ‘champions’ and will if necessary call a meeting and discuss progress. 

Other initiatives on transparency: 
· IASC Humanitarian Financing Task Team (HFTT) work plan includes activities related to developing IATI guidelines (how to use it, how it relates to FTS) and FTS policy (reporting commitments, criteria for inclusion). This work is complementary to what is being proposed here. 
· IATI-secretariat
· Development Initiatives and IRIN have announced they would want to monitor the Grand Bargain commitments under the transparency workstream (see distributed document on independent monitoring initiatives). We will discuss if this monitoring role can be reconciled with the facilitating role described in this paper.

Pilots underway:
· European Commission, Netherlands, Belgium, UK, Sweden and Germany harmonizing IATI guidelines within the development sector.
· CIVICUS and NL - project on developing a generosity tracker


Participants in transparency session in Bonn:
UNHCR, Interaction, Mercycorps, ICVA, World Vision, the Worldbank and the Netherlands.

More donors and agencies are invited to actively join the transparency workstream process.
