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High Level Roundtable on Financing:  
Over 30 speakers spoke on financing, an issue that EC VP Kristalina Georgieva is the world’s 
"most important solvable problem."  Highlights: 

 The World Bank will launch a "global response platform" in September at the UNGA.   
 Germany committed another $10 million to CERF.  Sweden committed to at least 30% of 

its funding to the UN as flexible core contributions. 
 Canada committed $125 million over 5 years for a social safety net program responding 

to the El Nino-related effects of drought.  Norway is giving an additional $10 million 
to “Education Cannot Wait.” 

 The ruler of Perak noted partnerships with the World Bank, NRC, and the OIC on islamic 
social financing. 

 The World Economic Forum will partner with companies and NGOs (like IRC, Mercy 
Corps) to shape principles for public-private cooperation. 

 The Netherlands will drop narrative reporting requirements. 
 MasterCard will lead a global initiative on data and identity. 
 CIVICUS will work with smaller NGOs to build their capacity and support an “expert 

group” to build a “more compressive financing tracker.” World Vision will empower its 
national affiliates to reallocate relief response.  The CEO of CAFOD noted commitments 
related to the Charter 4 Change.  WFP, UNICEF and UNHCR said they would make 25% 
of their program expenditures directly to first responders and scale up cash. 

 Sweden committed to a 15% target for Country-Based Pooled Funds. 
 IRC will make 25% of all its work cash-based by 2020 (up from 6% today).  The Groupe 

Speciale Mobile Associate will offer its expertise on mobile cash. 
 Dr. Faizal Perdaus represented ICVA, delivering a well-received statement committing 

our support for follow-up of Less Paper More Aid, UN partnership agreements, and 
other work through the IASC. 

 
High Level Roundtable: Leave no one behind" 
 
- Chair by Deputy to UN SG. 
- Speakers: Columbia, DSG, Lebanon, Uganda, DFID, Turkey, Georgia, Kenya, Grece, Holy See, 
Malta, Portugal, Fondation Cristobal (Human Right organisation based in Salvador), EU, ICRC, 
Ethiopia, Jordan, World Bank, Western Union, Switzerland, USA, Philippines, NRC, Somalia. 
 
Each speaker, staring with Member Sates, in their own words, shared the same message that a 
better and new approach in how to address displacement is needed. The main points raised 
focused primarily on: 
- Support to legal framework related to displacement, humanitarian and human rights. 
- Necessity of a global and integrated approach to displacement 



- Importance to address root causes and connect it to humanitarian and development 
programming. 
- Necessity to invest in long term solutions and possibility of return and resettlement. 
- Need to adjust national and global policies and economic approaches to consider better 
displacement issues. 
- Importance to support host communities and countries welcoming displaced people (note 
Jordan’s strong speech on the need to share burden among MS, based on the example of its 
specific situation). 
- Necessity to invest in education and livelihoods for displaced people. 
- Importance to fight trafic linked to displacement. 
 
However, each Member State promoted their own current approach to displacement issues (be 
it, for instance, Kenya justifying closing of Dadabh, Greece and EU not challenging EU/Turkey 
deal, etc…). 
 
Furthermore, only the ICRC, the Holy See and the Deputy UNSG raised the importance of 
changing the current narrative around displacement. Only the ICRC and NRC really challenged 
the Member States stressing that the current approach is not working, giving as examples the 
negative outcomes of current violent narrative, the negative consequences of cutting financing 
to countries affected by crisis, the need to keep borders opened, the right for asylum to be 
respected, the necessity to support voluntary returns (as opposed to forced returns). 
 
No major commitments were announced aside of general statements, with the exception of 
Columbia announcing the signature, in the near future, of a peace deal. 
 
As a quick conclusion, this session was marked by a i) contradiction between global support to 
change the current approach to displacement - with a reaffirmation of current MS approaches 
to displacement and ii) a call from countries affected the most by displacement for further 
support. 
 
The Grand Bargain:  
After a photo with the Secretary General and 30 Sherpa respresentatives who negotiated the 
Grand Bargain, 10 representatives answered questions posed by the Devex facilitator   EC VP 
Kristalina Georgieva highlighted commitments related to frontline responders, cash, and 
reporting, suggested the Bargain would move $1 billion from the “back to the frontline,” and 
encouraged other non-Sherpas to join the Grand Bargain.  ICRC and World Vision underscored 
the importance of approaching humanitarian action in an “ecosystem” that embraces 
diversity.  IFRC talked about frontline responders, DFID on cash, UNDP the humanitarian-
development divide, and OCHA on empowering HCs.  UNHCR recognized that the unifying and 
joining up needs assessments is the most difficult.  World Vision and the Netherlands 
underscored the importance of implementation, with the Dutch MFA telling participants to 
celebrate today and get back to work on Wednesday.    
 
Special Session on Regional Organisations for global challenges. 



This special session aimed at highlighting key role and potential that Regional Organisations 
could further play in humanitarian aid. 
With the launch of ROHAN (Regional Organisations Humanitarian Action Network) created in 
February 2015, this session was as well the possibility to call for further support and 
consideration to Regional Organisations,  , including ASEAN, EU, AU, OIC, ECOWAS, LAS, IGAD, 
PFIS, CDEMA, SPC, CEPREONAC. While each panellist highlighted their own achievements and 
strategy, panellists stressed the added value of Regional Organisations: 

 Effectiveness in dealing with transnational issues ; 
 Making the link between the global and localisation agendas; 
 Promoting partnership amongst stakeholders and information sharing; 
 Promoting humanitarian diplomacy, humanitarian principles and humanitarian law; 
 Coordinated response mechanisms and ensuring better synergies 

humanitarian/development. 

 
Most of the panellists noted the importance to review the humanitarian architecture (including 
a call by the AU to review the resolution 46/182) in a way that better includes diversity of 
actors, new worldwide paradigm and role of Regional Organisations. 
 
 
Youth side event:  
Today’s side event on putting youth at the center began by recalling Security Council resolution 
2250 (a unanimously adopted 2015 resolution urging member states to increase representation 
of youth in decision-making at all levels).  Youth from Rwanda, Indonesia, Liberia told the WHS 
to not underestimate their potential to respond.  Break-out groups discussed ways to ensure 
the implementation of a “Compact for Young People in Humanitarian Action.”   The final 
segment featured the UN Envoy on Youth, Crown Agents, the CEO of War Child, and an 
impressive young woman named Regine Guevara of the Committee for ASEAN Youth 
Cooperation, who noted the need to confront ASEAN’s sensitivity regarding Rohingya and other 
populations. 
 

Side event on No One left behind: Humanitarian Emergencies and Human Rights 

OHCHR – Okay session joined by Oxfam CEO Mark Goldring. I didn’t stay to the end, as it was 
fairly pedestrian – All the right things were said but nothing that I felt would move things 
forward. 

HLRT on From delivering aid to ending need 

After realising it wasn’t the session I’d planned on going to, it was okay! - Mali’s President made 
a strong call for detailed commitments on top of the core commitments for the round table. 
Degan Ali of NEAR called for political will to address root causes, and need for spending to be 



targeted. Called for partnerships with International actors. Luxembourg made a note of the 
importance of keeping humanitarian independent of Foreign Policy, Justine Greening from the 
UK highlighted DFID as an example of a dual mandate donor that worked. World Bank used lots 
of financy jargon, but said useful points on resilience and preparedness. World Bank also 
announced more efforts to build a global crisis response platform. Generally good responses 
but nothing really transformational 

Planning from the Future: Crisis, Challenge, Change in Humanitarian Action 
This panel continued the discussion of how change in the " humanitarian enterprise” can or will 
happen. Everyone agrees change is needed - but there are varying meanings of change and 
what coalitions/structures can create change.  
 
Panelist Antonio Donini questioned the "humanitarian enterprise" fulfilling a need by States 
and playing a role of buffer to political failures. The paucity of challenge to member states for 
their failures loomed large and the key challenge to humanitarian principles is recognized to lie 
with States. Panelist Degan Ali challenged INGOs to return to roots to build a social movement, 
educate the public, and use the global north public campaign to change public opinion (re: 
Syrian crisis). Investment in local civil society is the way to hold their governments to account 
which is critical to real change.   
 
Discussion focused on the potential to changing status quo with new players – is this essential? 
And will this lead to the same problems? The discussion highlighted that power is not usually 
given up voluntarily. Humanitarian action and organizations has grown with the west. But, the 
West is in retreat, and East is rising. China too, could play a big role in humanitarian power. 
These are the changes we will see even if existing system has difficultly letting go. To move old 
power, we need new power. This is not necessarily with the goal to polarize,  but rather to 
excite about new power, in new places. 
 
Syrian Refugee Employment in Turkey  
The early morning WHS side event on Syrian refugee employment was chaired by the ILO 
Director General Guy RYDER and ran over time (with no time for audience Q&A) after lengthy 
interventions by the Turkish Minister for Labor and Social Security, a representative of Turkish 
trade unions, a representative of Turkish employers, the Governor of Kilis, and someone from 
the Regional Development Administration (the only female on the panel).  They listed a variety 
of Turkish efforts to support livelihoods and educational opportunities for their Syrian “guests,” 
but admitted these are falling fall short of the needs and Turkish workers are increasingly 
feeling the impacts on the labor market (competition and falling prices).  Nearly all panelists 
revealed their frustration with the international community’s lack of solidarity with Turkey, 
singling out Europe several times.  The Turkish Minister began and ended the event by warning 
Syrians will continue to need asylum for a long time to come; therefore short-, medium- and 
long-term interventions are needed, including Turkish language training and completion of a 
database to help match individual Syrians' skills to job opportunities. 
 
 



Resilience: Translating promise into reality 
This session focused on the concept of resilience across various contexts, with a focus on local, 
national and international civil society working with communities on resilience programming. 
What came up in most – if not all presentations? Partnerships. ‘Partnerships (often between 
national and international organisations) are often partnerships on paper, but leave out room 
for true collaboration and joint decision making’. This is not new – but was so clearly 
highlighted across all presentations. A Myanmar civil society representative further 
commented: ‘Us local NGOs are often used as cheap labour…. Yes, we receive trainings from 
our international partners during the projects. These projects finish. Our staff often then move 
on, and we are left at the beginning again.’ 
 
Interpeace, a presenter, is calling for a commitment to meaningful partnerships – i.e. working 
towards common goals and truly collaborative. Much work - both at many individual agencies 
('donors' and ‘implementers’) and across the sector, has attempted to unpack partnerships. 
Alongside justified focus on capacity strengthening – when it comes to the the issue of ceding 
power and money, is where the key barriers are met. The principles of partnership, developed 
in 2007 by the Global Humanitarian Platform – equality, transparency, complementarity, 
results-oriented approach, and responsibility, is one useful tool to point in the right direction.  
 
Making evidence count: Better use of evidence for humanitarian impact 
Amongst other presentations in this session, the ELRHA’s presentation highlighted the need for 
increased research and innovation in the humanitarian sector. A recent study categorised 
various industries as being ‘low-tech’; ‘mid-tech’; and ‘high-tech’ industries. Industries classified 
as 'low tech', investing less than 0.3% of industry turnover into research and innovation, include 
the paper industry as a notable example. The humanitarian sector, by comparison, invests less 
than 0.1% into innovation and research.  
 
This call for increased investment in research and innovation sits alongside equally impactful, 
proven and deserving focus areas, including calls for increased investment in innovation; 
preventable diseases, risk reduction, women and girls. A question is how do, and show should 
various donors and agencies prioritise according to such a diverse interests and priority areas – 
considering gaps, overlaps and competition for resources in increasing demand.   
 


