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JOINT PROGRAMME MONITORING REPORT
ENVIRONMENT AND CLIMATE CHANGE WINDOW
This report is due no more than 20 days following the end of the 2nd and 4thquarter. Please submit to the MDF-G Secretariat at: mdgf.secretariat@undp.org
Section 1: Identification and Joint Programme Status

a. Joint Programme Identification and basic data
	Date of Submission: 

March 25, 2010
Submitted by:

Name: Sinisa Rodic
Title: National Programme Manager and Coordinator
Organization: UNDP CO Bosnia and Herzegovina
Contact information: srodic@undp.ba
	
	Country and Thematic Window

Bosnia and Herzegovina
Environment and Climate Change

	
	
	

	MDTF Atlas Project No: 00058000
Project Award ID: 00048025

Title:

“Mainstreaming environmental governance: Linking local and national action in Bosnia and Herzegovina”
	
	Report Number: 1

Reporting Period: 
December 16, 2009 – December 31, 2009
Programme Duration: 

36 months

	
	
	

	Participating UN Organizations

UNDP, UNEP, UNESCO, UNV and FAO
	
	Implementing partners

Ministry of Foreign Trade and Economic Relations, Council of Ministers BiH

RS Ministry for Spatial Planning, Construction and Ecology
FBiH Ministry of Ecology and Tourism

	
	
	


	Estimated Budget Summary

	Total Approved Joint Programme Budget: 


	UNDP/UNV: 4,119,362.23
UNEP: 905,000.66
FAO:  311,969.02

UN RC: 163,531.07
Total:  USD 5,449,862.99 

	Total Amount of Transferred to date:
	UNDP/UNV/UNESCO/RC: 847,729.32

UNEP: 373,474.64
FAO: 116,571
Total: 1,337,774.96

	Estimated Total Budget Committed to date:
	UNDP/UNV/UNESCO/RC: 0

UNEP: 0
FAO: 0
Total: 0

	Estimated Total Budget Disbursed to date:
	UNDP/UNV/UNESCO/RC: 0

UNEP: 0
FAO: 0
Total: 0


Beneficiaries 
Direct Beneficiaries
	Indicate Beneficiary type 
(i.e. farmers, policy makers, SMEs, etc.)
	No. Institutions
	No. Women
	No. Men
	No. Ethnic Groups

	National/Entity Government (Environmental sector)
	1 national-level  institution:
BiH Ministry of Foreign Trade and Economic Relations (MoFTER)

2 entity-level institutions:

FBiH Ministry of Tourism and Environment (MTE)

RS Ministry of Spatial Planning, Construction and Ecology (MSPCE)
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Local Government
	Shortlisted  30 municipalities (% female)
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	CSOs
	Local CSOs (% female)
Environmental Organizations

Associations of citizens

Local Development Agencies

Tourist Organizations
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Citizens and other Beneficiaries
	
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Media

Journalists and Media workers
	
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Total
	
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A


Indirect Beneficiaries

	Indicate Beneficiary type

(i.e. farmers, policy makers, SMEs, etc.)
	No. Institutions
	No. Women
	No. Men
	No. Ethnic Groups

	National/Entity Government (Environmental sector)
	1 national-level  institution:
BiH Ministry of Foreign Trade and Economic Relations (MoFTER)

2 entity-level institutions:

FBiH Ministry of Tourism and Environment (MTE)

RS Ministry of Spatial Planning, Construction and Ecology (MSPCE)
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Local Government
	Shortlisted  30 municipalities (% female)
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	CSOs
	Local CSOs (% female)
Environmental Organisations

Associations of citizens

Local Development Agencies

Tourist Organisations
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Citizens and other Beneficiaries
	
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Media

Journalists and Media workers
	
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Total
	
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A


Note: Because of the fact that this project officially began implementation on December 16, 2009 and that the reporting period ends on December 31, 2009, there was in reality only a 16-day period at the very beginning to have activities. Therefore, considering that the entire project team was not even at place by that time, few activities occurred, meaning no beneficiaries, and hence, both these tables have been filled in as “N/A” (“not applicable”).
b. Joint Programme M&E framework  

The template is taken from the JP document. Please, provide an updated Joint Programme M&E framework
The template below is from the JP document, no revision or update has been made during this period. It is expected that the revision of the M&E framework shall be undertaken during the inception phase,  2010.
	Expected Results (Outcomes & outputs) 
	Indicators (with baselines & indicative timeframe)
	Means of verification
	Collection methods (with indicative time frame & frequency)
	Responsibilities
	Risks & assumptions

	JP Outcome 1. Improved local level environmental planning

Output 1.
Improved local level environmental planning

1.1  Effective local level participatory environmental planning mechanisms strengthened.

1.2 Cross-cutting environmental governance methodology integrated into local participatory planning processes. (UNDP-led multi-agency approach).

1.3 Strengthened capacity of 30 municipalities for environmental programming and planning (UNDP).

1.4 Thirty (30) Local Environmental Action Plans defined and agreed by municipal stakeholders (UNDP).


	Indicator 1.1 No. of local coordinators trained in facilitation of local environmental planning and programming process and LEAP formulation

Baseline: 0

Target: 30
	Training evaluation and reports
	Immediately after each training event participants fill the evaluation sheets

Training provider complete training report after training
	UNDP 


	Evaluations sheets are not filled by participants ( the requirement to have evaluation sheets and training report should be part of ToR of training provider

	
	Indicator 1.2 No. of civil servants trained in environmental planning and programming for including LEAP into budgetary formulation processes

Baseline: 0

Target: 90 (3 per municipality)
	Training evaluation and reports
	Immediately after each training event participants fill the evaluation sheets

Training provider complete training report after training
	UNDP 


	Evaluations sheets are not filled by participants ( the requirement to have evaluation sheets and training report should be part of ToR of training provider

	
	Indicator 1.3 No. of members of Local Action Group trained in LEAP planning and implementation

Baseline: 0

Target: 150 (5 per municipality)
	Training evaluation and reports
	Immediately after each training event participants fill the evaluation sheets

Training provider complete training report after training
	UNDP 


	Evaluations sheets are not filled by participants ( the requirement to have evaluation sheets and training report should be part of ToR of training provider

	
	Indicator 1.4 No. of LEAPs developed

Baseline: 30

Target: 60
	Municipal Council decision on LEAP adoption


	Local legal acts on Municipal Council decisions, once a year


	UNDP
	LEAP development process will take longer tima than planned ( to agree the process, steps and deadlines from very beginning of the process



	
	Indicator 1.5 No. of participants actively participated in LEAPs development process

Baseline: 0

Target: 300 (30per municipality)
	Number of calls for participation per medium

Participant lists of local LEAP development forums
	Archive of call for participation, advertisements in newspapers.

Participants will register their participation in LEAP forums, after each event immediately 
	UNDP
	Low interest to participate in local environmental planning – to increase the interest via implementing small visible pilot projects

	JP Outcome 2. Enhanced management of environmental resources and delivery of environmental services

Output 2. Enhanced management of environmental resources and delivery of environmental services

2.1 Improved management of environmental resources in 30 municipalities.

2.2 Priority actions identified in LEAPs addressed in 30 municipalities.

2.3 Improved environmental, energy, water and sanitation services in 40 municipalities for the poor.


	Indicator 2.1 No. of grants distributed for LEAP’s priority project implementation

Baseline: 0

Target: 30
	MoUs/Contracts with municipalities/

grant-holders signed
	From archive of grant decision making Board, once a year
	UNDP 
	Risk not to have MoUs/Contracts is very low, as this is the basis for grant transfer

	
	Indicator 2.2 % of grant matching funds provided by municipalities/other donors

Baseline: N/A

Target: 25%
	Co-financing agreements signed
	From archive of grant decision making Board, once a year
	UNDP 
	Risk not to have co-financing agreements is very low, as this is the basis for grant transfer

	
	Indicator 2.3 No. of projects implemented

Baseline: 0

Target: 30
	Project Monitoring Reports, Annual Review Report
	Field visits, twice a year
	UNDP
	Risk is unprofessionally implemented projects ( to provide project management training to Grant-Holders

	
	Indicator 2.4 No. of developed and implemented preventive poverty risk systems

Baseline: 0

Target: 30


	Project Monitoring Reports, field reports
	Field visits, twice a year
	UNDP
	Risk is that less attention has been paid to poverty prevention ( to include poverty prevention requirements to ToR of service provider

	JP Outcome 3. Increased national environmental awareness and action, localizing and achieving MDGs

Output 3. Increased national environmental awareness and action, localizing and achieving MDGs

3.1 Documentation of the legal and institutional background for environmental governance at entity and state level. 

3.2 Reliable environmental indicators (linked with poverty reduction) to inform entity and state policy development. 

3.3 Increased public access to environmental information. 

3.4 Expanded access to environmental finance.

3.5 Capacity development for greater implementation of environmental governance actions demonstrating innovation, poverty reduction and social inclusion approaches and addressing the achievement of MDG 6, 7 and 8 through improved service delivery.

3.6 Lessons and best practices from effective delivery documented and used to inform policy development.
	Indicator 3.1: Use of Operational Environmental Information System; 

Baseline: Rudimentary and disconnected data

Target: Environmental Operational Environmental Information system is fully functional, continuously updated and actively used – 50 visits per day
	Environmental

Information System Track Record, which includes user statistics e.g. number of users, size of databases, number of different projects using the database
	From website logs on user statistics, once a month
	UNEP
	Summary of assumptions and risks for each result

The risk is that Information system is programmed without keeping user statistics ( to include user statistics component to software development service provider

	
	Indicator 3.2: DNA established and No. of CDM projects; 

Baseline: No DNA, no CDM projects

Target: DNA fully functional, 10 CDM projects in operation
	Project Monitoring Reports, Annual Review Reports


	National legal documents once a year, DNA website once a month
	UNDP
	The risk is in lack of capacities to establish and operate DNA professionally ( adequate training needs assessment and training of responsible authorities 

	
	Indicator 3.3: State of the Environment Report; 

Baseline: 0 (No comprehensive state-level SoE)

Target: 1
	Report
	Report
	UNEP
	No major risks identified

	
	Indicator 3.4: No. of innovation grants provided and projects implemented; 

Baseline: 0

Target: 10
	Project Monitoring Reports, Annual Review Reports
	National legal documents once a year
	UNDP
	Risk is unprofessionally prepared project proposals and inadequate criteria for project selection ( providing training on project proposal and working out criteria of project selection in open participatory and transparent manner in close cooperation with key-stakeholders via consensus building process


c. Joint Programme Results Framework with financial information

The following table refers to the total cumulative joint programme implementation at the end of the semester, it is meant to be an update of your Results Framework included in your original programme document. You should provide a table for each output.
--
	JP output: 1.1 Please highlight the rate of delivery for each joint programme’s output: 

a. Less than 30% b. between 31%-50% c. between 51-60 d. between 61%-70% e. between 71%-80 d. More than 80%

	Programme

Outputs
	Activity
	
	YEAR
	UN AGENCY
	RESPONSIBLE PARTY


	
	
	Estimated Implementation Progress

	
	
	Y1
	Y2
	Y3
	
	NATIONAL /LOCAL
	Source of Funding
	Budget description
	Total amount

Planned
	Estimated Total amount 

Committed
	Estimated Total 

Amount

Disbursed
	Estimated 

% Delivery rate of budget

	Output 1. Strengthened capacity of municipalities and CSOs to manage and participate in long-term sustainable environmental planning and management process
	1.1 Effective local level participatory environmental planning mechanisms strengthened.
	388,322
	133,960
	121,224
	UNDP

UNV
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	1.1.1 Design, testing and choosing of context specific, poverty focused participatory planning method; Publishing the guidelines on participatory and inclusive planning method; Training needs assessment of local planning coordinators; Training of local planning coordinators; Establishing network of local development coordinators.
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	1.2 Cross-cutting environmental governance methodology integrated into local participatory planning processes
	285,850
	134,224
	112,217
	UNEP

UNV

FAO

UNDP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	1.2.1 Assessment of local environmental needs using participatory planning approaches,

1.2.2 Assessment of local integrated good governance training needs;

1.2.3 Data collection and input on land use planning to local integrated development processes.
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	1.3 Strengthened capacity of 30 municipalities for environmental programming and planning.
	110,911
	102,866
	X
	UNEP

UNV

UNDP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	1.3.1 Develop selection criteria for environmental, social and poverty-reduction cost-benefit analysis;

1.3.2 Analysis of best practices on integrated assessment and planning;
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	1.4 Thirty (30) Local Environmental Action Plans defined and agreed by municipal stakeholders.
	48,696
	69,497
	54,867
	UNV

UNDP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	1.4.1 Development of LEAPs  as part of local integrated planning process
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	Output 2. Secured understanding of the necessity of sustainable management of natural resources within local communities and impr-o-ved link betwe-en local and state/e-ntity level policies
	2.1 Improved management of environmental resources in 30 municipalities.
	51,437
	152,655
	85,353
	UNV

UNEP

UNDP

FAO
	UNDP
	MDG-F 
	2.1.1 Implement key enhancements in the management of natural resources using multi-agency best-practice approaches;

2.1.2 Assisting canton/entity authorities to update the databases of natural resources;

2.1.3 Promoting sustainable use of natural resources
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	2.2 Priority actions identified in LEAPs addressed in 30 municipalities.
	X
	1,136,073
	18,636
	UNDP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	2.2.1 Establish national funding mechanism for co-financing of LEAP priority projects and deliver thirty (30) grants ranging from $ 30,000-70,000 for the project implementation support
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	2.3 Improved environmental, energy, water and sanitation services in 30 municipalities for the poor.
	51,934
	51,934
	158,383
	UNV

UNESCO

UNDP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	2.3.1 Build capacity for implementing poverty focused actions for biodiversity protection, clean energy, water supply and sanitation proposals
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	Output 3. Strengthened capacity of state to manage local socio-economic development and engage key national partners - capacity of government in designing and implementing public investment budget strengthened


	3.1 Documentation of the legal and institutional background for environmental governance at entity and state level.
	52,644
	25,928
	21,639
	UNEP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	3.1.1 Conduct desk review of existing legal-institutional framework, produce "road map" recommendations for MoFTER's position and advocacy activities
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	3.2 Reliable environmental indicators (linked with poverty reduction) to inform entity and state policy development.
	45,570
	35,149
	-
	UNEP

FAO
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	3.2.1 Review existing NEAP indicators and produce new comprehensive framework; Produce comprehensive new indicator framework including data sources.
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	3.3 Increased public access to environmental information.
	37,744
	103,141
	102,463
	UNEP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	3.3.1 Identify gaps (particular emphasis on environment-poverty linkages); Link, modify and update existing environmental databases/information sources in accordance with indicator framework; Conduct gap analysis for comprehensive environmental information system; Organizing stakeholder workshop on content and priorities for pilot  State of the Environment Report; Select drafting team and advisory committee for SoE
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	3.4 Expanded access to environmental finance.
	54,962
	524,785
	522,946
	UNDP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	3.4.1 Establish national funding mechanism for innovative projects linking environment and poverty; Establish governance structure and selection criteria for seed/innovation grants; Award grants (10) grants in average value of $ 90,000 for project implementation support and monitor/evaluate implementation.


	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	3.5 Greater implementation of environmental governance actions demonstrating innovation, poverty reduction and social inclusion approaches and addressing the achievement of MDG 6, 7 and 8 through improved service delivery.
	10,819
	30,349
	30,349
	UNEP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	3.5.1 Develop capacity needs assessment for MoFTER, the Inter-entity Environmental Committee and entity environmental Ministries; Develop capacity building strategy for MoFTER on priority areas such as environmental monitoring and reporting
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	3.6 Lessons and best practices from effective delivery documented and used to inform policy development.
	58,100
	41,098
	35,550
	UNEP
	UNDP
	MDG-F
	3.6.1 Establish project website; Develop electronic network linking municipalities and national authorities; Forming the database and network of national and international experts, who are able to answer to all requests from local stakeholders on priority issues
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	Management (UNDP)
	118,290
	108,017
	107,732
	
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	Monitoring and Evaluation (UN RC BIH)
	42,494
	41,210
	79,826
	
	-
	-
	-
	Less than 30%

	
	1,357,774
	2,690,895
	1,451,192
	Total
	0
	0
	0
	Less than 30%


Section II: Joint Programme Progress

a. Narrative on progress, obstacles and contingency measures

Please provide a brief overall assessment of the extent to which the programme components are progressing in relation to the outcomes and outputs expected for the reporting period. Please, refer only to progress in relation to the planned in the Joint Programme Document. Try to describe facts avoiding interpretations or personal opinions.

Are there difficulties in the implementation?   FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
No
If so, what are the causes of these difficulties? Please check the most suitable option
 FORMCHECKBOX 
UN agency Coordination

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Coordination with Government 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Coordination within the Government (s)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Administrative (Procurement, etc) /Financial (management of funds, availability, budget revision, etc)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Management: 1. Activity and output management 2. Governance/Decision making (PMC/NSC) 3. Accountability

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Joint Programme design

 FORMCHECKBOX 
External to the Joint Programme (risks and assumptions, elections, natural disaster, social unrest, etc)

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Other. Please specify: 

Please, briefly describe (150 words) the current difficulties the Joint Programme is facing. Refer only to progress in relation to the planned in the Joint Programme Document. Try to describe facts avoiding interpretations or personal opinions.

Please, briefly describe the current external difficulties (not caused by the joint programme) that delay implementation. Try to describe facts avoiding interpretations or personal opinions.

Please, briefly explain (150 words) the actions planned to eliminate or mitigate the difficulties (internal and external) described in the previous text boxes. Try to be specific in your answer.
b. Inter-Agency Coordination and Delivering as One

· Is the Joint Programme in line with the UNDAF? Please check the relevant answer
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
No
· If not, does the Joint Programme fit into the national strategies?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
No

If not, please explain:

What types of coordination mechanisms and decisions have been taken to ensure joint delivery? 
Are different joint programmes in the country coordinating among themselves? Please reflect on these questions above and add any other relevant comments if you consider it necessary:

Please provide the values for each category of the indicator table described below:

	Indicators
	Baseline
	Actual Value
	Means of Verification
	Collection methods

	Number of managerial practices (financial, procurement, etc) implemented jointly by the UN implementing agencies for MDG-F JPs.
	
	
	
	

	Number of joint analytical work (studies, diagnostic) undertaken jointly by UN implementing agencies for MDG-F JPs.
	
	
	
	

	Number of joint missions undertaken jointly by UN implementing agencies for MDG-F JPs.
	
	
	
	


Please, provide additional information to substantiate the indicators value (150 words). Try to describe qualitative and quantitative facts avoiding interpretations or personal opinions.

c. Development Effectiveness: Paris Declaration and Accra Agenda for Action

Are governments and other national implementation partners involved in the implementation of activities and the delivery of outputs?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Slightly involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fairly involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fully involved
In what kind of decisions and activities is the government involved? Please check the relevant answer

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Policy/decision making

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Management:   FORMCHECKBOX 
budget  FORMCHECKBOX 
procurement  FORMCHECKBOX 
service provision 
      FORMCHECKBOX 
other, specify: Defining criteria, evaluations, workshops etc. 
Are civil society and/or the private sector involved in the implementation of activities and the delivery of outputs? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Slightly involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fairly involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fully involved
In what kind of decisions and activities are they involved? Please check the relevant answer

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Policy/decision making

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Management:   FORMCHECKBOX 
budget  FORMCHECKBOX 
procurement  FORMCHECKBOX 
service provision 
      FORMCHECKBOX 
other, specify: Active participation in creation of Local Environmental Action Plan document
Are citizens involved in the implementation of activities and the delivery of outputs?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
Not involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Slightly involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fairly involved

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Fully involved

In what kind of decisions and activities are citizens involved? Please check the relevant answer

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Policy/decision making

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Management:   FORMCHECKBOX 
budget  FORMCHECKBOX 
procurement  FORMCHECKBOX 
service provision 
      FORMCHECKBOX 
other, specify: Participation in creation of Local Environmental Action Plan document

Where is the joint programme management unit seated? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 National Government  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Local Government FORMCHECKBOX 
 UN Agency FORMCHECKBOX 
 By itself  FORMCHECKBOX 
other, specify: Entity Government
	Indicators
	Baseline
	Actual Value
	Means of Verification
	Collection methods

	% Of UN support to 
Government sector under the Joint Programme reported on the Government budget
	0
	
	
	

	
% of funded Technical Assistance /Technical Cooperation that is coordinated with the country’s capacity development objectives and strategies.
	0
	
	
	


Briefly describe the current situation of the government, civil society, private sector and citizens on regards of ownership, alignment and mutual accountability of the joint programme. Try to describe facts avoiding interpretations or personal opinions.  Please be specific on the role of different actors (i.e. implementing partners, or third parties being sub-contracted for specific service delivery).

d. Communication and Advocacy

Has the JP articulated an advocacy & communication strategy that helps advance its policy objectives and development outcomes?  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes    FORMCHECKBOX 
No  

Please provide a brief explanation of the objectives, key elements and target audience of this strategy (max. 250 words).


What concrete gains are the advocacy and communication efforts outlined in the JP and/or national strategy contributing towards achieving? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Increased awareness on MDG related issues amongst citizens and governments

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Increased dialogue among citizens, civil society, local national government in relation to development policy and practice

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 New/adopted policy and legislation that advance MDGs and related goals 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Establishment and/or liaison with social networks to advance MDGs and related goals

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Key moments/events of social mobilization that highlight issues 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Media outreach and advocacy 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Others (use box below)


What is the number and type of partnerships that have been established amongst different sectors of society to promote the achievement of the MDGs and related goals? 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Faith-based organizations     
 Number      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Social networks/coalitions    
 Number      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Local citizen groups                
 Number      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Private sector 

      
Number      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Academic institutions              
Number      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Media groups and journalist   
Number      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Others (use box below)          
Number      

What outreach activities does the programme implement to ensure that local citizens have adequate access to information on the programme and opportunities to actively participate?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Focus groups discussions

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Household surveys

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Use of local communication mediums such as radio, theatre groups, newspapers, etc

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Open forum meetings

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Capacity building/trainings

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Others


Section III: Millennium Development Goals

a. Millennium Development Goals
The MDG-F main objective is to contribute to progress to the attainment of the Millennium Development Goals worldwide. This subsection aims to capture data and information on the joint programmes contribution to 1 or more Millennium Development Goals and its targets.

For this purpose the Secretariat has developed a matrix where you should link your joint programme outcomes to one or more Millennium Development Goal and Target. You should also select the most suitable indicators from your joint programme M&E framework as a measure of the Millennium targets selected. Please, refer to the example provided below.

	MDG #
	Joint Programme Outcome 
	MDG Target #
	MDG Indicators
	JP Indicator

	Goal # 1, 6, 7 and 8

	JP Outcome 1. Improved local level environmental planning

	Currently, the link between each JP outcome and MDG targets is not elaborated. 

“The joint programme will support the achievement of MDGs 1, 6, 7 and 8 in BiH.”

JP Outcome 3 is to contribute to MDG Goal 6, 7, 8.  


	
	

	
	Joint Programme Outcome 2
	
	
	

	
	JP Outcome 2. Enhanced management of environmental resources and delivery of environmental services

	
	
	

	
	Joint Programme Outcome 3
	
	
	

	
	JP Outcome 3. Increased national environmental awareness and action, localizing and achieving MDGs


	
	
	


Additional Narrative comments

Please provide any other comments information or data you would like to communicate to the MDG-F Secretariat

 Progress in outcomes: 


In this reporting period (December 16, 2009 – December 31, 2009) there was no progress in relation to the outcomes.





Progress in outputs: 


In this reporting period (December 16, 2009 – December 31, 2009) there was no progress in relation to the outputs.





In this reporting period, UN Agencies were working on establishment of teams for the implementation of Joint Programme.





N/A





N/A





N/A











The government at State and Entity level is fully involved in the MDG-F programme. Besides their role in the PMC and NSC, the government will be involved in many programme activities such as: creation of criteria for selection of 30 LEAP municipalities, evaluation and selection of municipalities, defining criteria for small grants and innovative grants, DNA establishment and etc. 





N/A























The Joint Programme overall aims to contribute to MDG Goals  1, 6, 7 and 8. However, the programme document does not describe clearly the link between each JP outcome with the MDG goals, targets, indicators, except mentioning MDG 6, 7, 8 in the outcome 3, output 3.5. Refinement of the M&E framework during the inception phase would clarify and if any specific linkages would be made. 








� Please list all the partners actually working in the joint’s programme implementation, NGOs, Universities, etc.  If you are working with a large number of partners please annex the list.


� This indicator has been adapted from the Paris Declaration 


� This indicator has been adapted from the Paris Declaration
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