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Positive points:

· Generally good language but it is key that this is retained in the Council conclusions and complemented with concrete commitments and actions.

· Mention of action plan for the UN Summit. 

· Focus on the most vulnerable and call for wide coverage social protection systems.
· Recognition of failure to meet EU aid targets and proposal of stronger accountability at EU level through “ODA peer review process” up to the HoS level and Annual Action Plans.
· Recognition that issues of capital flight and tax evasion must be tackled and of developed countries responsibilities towards this objective.

· Recognition of need for full, sustainable debt relief for HIPC countries

· Goal of one single seat for the EU at the IMF/World Bank.
· Acknowledgement of lack of progress by EU on aid effectiveness commitments.
· Recognition of PCD as one of the 12 points that the EU needs to achieve in order to reach the MDGs.
Asks and key issues to be strengthened
Also refer to CONCORD MDGs paper for asks: 

· No mention of monitoring mechanisms for any of the MDGs areas. In particular gender accountability and monitoring should be mainstreamed.
· Overall, the importance of partnerships with a wide range of stakeholders (local CSO, private sector, UN, national parliaments…) is not included. There is also no mention of civil society participation in the document – although quite well reflected in the MDG staff working paper. 

· Whereas equity and social justice and human right based approaches are coming out strongly from the staff working paper on the MDGs, they have  regrettably not been well translated in the 12 points. The reference to social security systems is positive but not enough. Moreover, not all the key challenges identified in the SWP on the MDGs have been translated into concrete actions in the umbrella communication.

· Gender aspects are not well reflected in the 12 points and the Gender Action Plan is not even referred to. In general, the gender action plan is more felt like a gender inaction plan; it needs political will behind it and a budget.
· Budget support is mentioned as one of the preferred option as a funding mechanism  but there is no translation in the 12 points of the difficulties of challenges posed by this instrument in terms of situations of fragility and access to funding for civil society organisations and community based organisations working with the most vulnerable and marginalized populations. The action plan needs a stronger emphasis on the role of Parliaments and civil society in influencing and monitoring how government aid is spent. A clearer call for a mix of funding would be welcome. 

· It is interesting that the Action Plan mentions the EU Africa Strategy in the section on ownership especially when the MDG partnership is questioning the efficiency of the Joint Expert Group, raising the problems of active participation of the members. More clarity on  how to use this tool would be welcomed.
· Welcome the invitation to MS to “consider adopting” national legislation on 0.7% aid target however, this should be a formal and binding commitment to action, not just an optional step.
· The EU level accountability process for aid commitments must be strengthened through provision for a debate within the European Parliament on the results of the “ODA Peer Review”.
· Member States need to commit to urgently implement their full range of Paris and Accra commitments on aid effectiveness; the EU should widen new guidance on aid effectiveness to include predictability and mutual accountability; make a statement that the Seoul high level forum on aid effectiveness should be an opportunity to agree concrete steps for further reform as well as review progress on Paris/Accra.
· The EU must commit to making Climate Change Financing 100% additional to ODA commitments.
· More concrete commitments must be taken to address capital flight and tax evasion.
· As regards innovative financing mechanisms, the EU must take further steps to implement a Financial Transaction Tax (FFT) and ensure that part of the revenue goes to the fight against poverty.
· We would want to see in the ODA recommendations a benchmark performance target of 0.1%GNI to ODA for health as recommended by the WHO’s Commission on Macroeconomics and Health to achieve the health MDGs).

· Questions around the list of priority countries to target (before Sept) for health and education – what methodology will be used to finalise the list? And how will the idea of priority countries for health and education be put into practice? Where will the money come from? MTR of the EDF? to what extent will civil society be involved when deciding upon the priority countries?
· We would welcome an overall stronger balance between international Global Health initiatives, health system strengthening and targeted actions to address MDG 4, 5 and 6 (dual approach).

· We would welcome more emphasis on the need to address stigma and discrimination in health systems strengthening and the recognition of the vital role that community health workers play in providing access to services to the most vulnerable and marginalized populations. 

· We welcome more emphasis on research under MDG6. 

· Whereas the paper mentions the interconnection of the MDGs, stronger emphasis would be needed on the interlinkages between MDG 4, 5 and 6 as well as on the importance of addressing them both individually and in a comprehensive manner. This would better reflect what is said in the SWP on the MDGs.  Although the EU recognises that one of the internationally agreed objectives for poverty reduction is "ensuring environmental sustainability", there is a dearth of suggestions in the action plan on how it will actually do this.  There is no commitment to mainstreaming or integrating the environment across its policies and actions.  The staff working paper on MDGs accompanying the communication points to lessons to be learnt from EU support to the MDGs including that environmental sustainability, including maintenance of ecosystems services which are important for the poor, is crucial for MDG process.  This is not recognised in the 12 point action plan but is a call in our Concord paper. 

· For climate the only action is a test case for coordination of EU fast start funding.  This is a paltry response to the challenge of climate change particularly for those vulnerable countries and populations who are now facing the consequences.  There is an urgent need for ambitious mitigation action by the EU and funding for climate change actions in general in developing countries, and in particular for climate change adaptation in the LDCs and SIDSs, which is additional to ODA 0,7 % target and does not detract from spending on all the other MDGs. Mainstreaming of climate change in development must go far beyond the transfer of green technologies and research.  

· For Fragility and Security the only action is to support an EU Action Plan for situations of fragility and conflict which has not yet even been proposed to the Council, and which is badly behind the schedule given by the Council in 2007. The acknowledgment that countries in fragile situations are behind on MDGs and special effort is needed, seems not be taken seriously, as little progress has taken place. In the PCD Work Programme the targets for different areas of work related to security are too vague. For instance, on the role that European and other companies are playing in sustaining armed conflict, the only target is to support the Kimberly Process. There is a reference to increasing country allocations in 2011 – 2013 in Afghanistan and Pakistan, which is really not justifiable. 

· The objectives for trade negotiations refer to the conclusions of "development-oriented" Economic Partnership Agreements, without any qualification or differentiation of what and how this would mean. This is not consistent with what DG Trade, the World Bank and other regional organisations have acknowledged regarding the EPAs. The same goes with the DDA – it is shared analysis that the Doha Development Agenda will not deliver much for the Least Developed countries.
· The package has no mention at all of decent work. As a consequence, no mention is made about how the EU envisages to support progress to provide productive and decent employment for all including women and young people – where accelerated progress is needed according to UN MDG Report 2009 - and to assist countries to monitor and report effectively on employment indicators under MDG Target 1B. 
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