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OGP Steering Committee
In-person Working Level Meeting
June 27 and 28, 2017
Washington, DC

Individual SC Subcommittee Meetings

Monday, June 26

Criteria & Standards (1-5pm, OG Hub - Manila)
Governance and Leadership (2-5pm, OG Hub - Rome)
Peer Learning and Support (12-5pm, OG Hub - Sydney)
Civil Society Caucus (5-9pm, OG Hub - Sydney/Manila)

BN =

All subcommittee meetings will be held at the Open Gov Hub. The city names next to the time
indicate the room names where the meetings will be held. More information, including the
individual subcommittee agendas will be shared with the members of the subcommittee ahead
of the meetings.

Steering Committee Meeting Agenda

Day 1: Tuesday June 27

9:00 - 10:30
State of the Partnership
- Presentation of progress on implementing OGP’s strategic refresh, including:
- Priority Country support (including latest IRM findings and subnational progress)
- Global advocacy strategy
- Advancing thematic leadership

Background Materials: 2017 Support Unit/IRM Implementation Plan; OGP 2017-2018 Global
Advocacy Strategy; OGP Spin-off Process Update

10:30 - 10:45
Coffee Break

10:45 - 11:45
Building a Steering Committee coalition - A discussion led by a selection of new OGP
Envoys
- OGP Envoys on lessons learned from founding Steering Committee - and how we can
build a stronger Steering Committee with an “esprit de corps” to help drive forward the
next phase of OGP?
- Q+A



11:45 - 2:45 (including lunch)
Building a Steering Committee coalition continued (3 Breakouts facilitated by OGP
Envoys)

- OGP Steering Committee members break out into 3 pre-assigned groups. Each group
will rotate to three tables, hosted by different OGP Envoys, to discuss the role of the
Steering Committee to advance the following three priorities in the OGP implementation
plan

» Table 1: Priority country support
* Table 2: Global advocacy strategy
* Table 3: Advancing thematic leadership

- The objective is to have a deep discussion on the role of the Steering Committee and
generate a set of concrete actions for each priority. These actions will be written up
overnight with help from the Support Unit and presented to the full Steering Committee
the next morning.

2:45 - 3:00
Coffee Break

3:00 - 5:00
Deep dives on emerging priority topics in OGP (Breakout sessions)
- Session 1 - What are the options for a “A State of Open Government” report from OGP?
- Session 2 - Private sector engagement: Discussion based on scoping paper by the
Basel Institute for Governance
- Session 3 - The future of subnational engagement in OGP
- Session 4 - Legislatures engagement in OGP

Background materials: Background briefs for each breakout session

Day 2: Wednesday June 28, 2017

9:00 - 9:15
Welcome and review of the agenda (15 minutes)
- Welcome to incoming Steering Committee members (mixture of full participants and
observers)

9:15 -10:00
Day 1 highlights:

A. Report back on action items from the Steering Committee coalition sessions
o Members from each breakout group to circulate and present a one page list of
actions discussed in the breakout sessions (Support Unit to help collate) - and
then present top ideas to main group.
B. Subnational engagement in OGP
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o Full Steering Committee update on progress with the subnational pilot program
and report back on discussions of future options for the program.
o Background materials: Subnational Program Update Note

10:00 - 11:30
Governance and Leadership (1.5 hour)
A. Review candidates to serve as new Steering Committee co-chairs
o Decision point: Steering Committee votes on incoming co-chairs starting
October 1st 2017
o Background materials: Candidate statements
B. Review current list of OGP Ambassadors
o Decision Point: Steering Committee approves list of ambassadors proposed by
GL.
o Background materials: Shortlist of OGP Ambassadors
C. UNGA Discussion
o Decision Point: Heads of State/Government and civil society leaders from
Steering Committee to confirm interest in attending and/or speaking at OGP’s
UNGA event
o Background materials: UNGA concept note
D. OGP Trust Fund (MDTF)
o Decision Point: Steering Committee agrees on two Steering Committee
members who will serve on the MDTF Council
o Background materials: MDTF Steering Committee Representative TORs

11:30 - 11:45
Coffee

11:45 - 1:15
Criteria and Standards - Countries under review (1.5 hours)
A. Azerbaijan [Inactive]
o Decision point: Steering Committee makes a decision on Azerbaijan’s inactivity
status.
o Background materials: Criteria and Standards Subcommittee Recommendation
on Azerbaijan; Azerbaijan Inactivity Resolution.
B. Montenegro [Under review]
o Decision point: Steering Committee makes a decision on Montenegro’s
participation status.
o Background materials: Criteria and Standards Subcommittee recommendation
on Montenegro; Montenegro Inactivity Resolution.
C. Other country developments
o Developments in the national OGP platform in Mexico
o Background materials: Letter submitted by Mexican Civil Society to the SC;
Support Unit response; Steering Committee co-chairs statement
1:15 - 2:15



Working lunch - A case study in thematic leadership: why open government matters for
climate and natural resources (WRI and Government of France)

2:15-4:15
Criteria & Standards - Rules of the Game Review (2 hours)
A. Eligibility Criteria
o Decision point: Steering Committee reviews and approves proposed changes
o Background materials: Criteria and Standards Subcommittee recommendation.
B. Review Processes for Countries Acting Contrary to Process
o Decision point: Steering Committee reviews and approves proposed changes
o Background materials: Criteria and Standards Subcommittee recommendation.
C. NAP Development and Implementation
o Decision point: Steering Committee reviews and approves proposed changes
o Background materials: Criteria and Standards Subcommittee recommendation.
D. Response Policy Review
o Decision point: Steering Committee reviews and approves proposed changes
o Background materials: Report and proposed amendments to the Response
Policy

4:15 -4:30
Coffee Break

4:30 - 6:00
Advancing Thematic Leadership and Peer Learning/Support (1.5 hour)
A. Review progress 6 months into Paris Declaration, including on collective actions SC
members signed up to
o Decision Point: Steering Committee agrees next steps on taking forward the
strategy to promote 20 collective actions to wider partnership
o Background materials: Strategy for the promotion of the Paris Declaration
B. Steering Committee reviews proposal for a new SC subcommittee to replace PLS
o Decision point: Steering Committee to approves proposal for new
subcommittee
o Background materials: Thematic Leadership Subcommittee proposal, including
proposal on future of OGP Working Groups

6:00
Wrap up and close



Draft List of Attendees

Government Steering Committee Members

Government of Brazil
Mr. William Silva dos Santos

Government of Chile
Ms. Boriana Benev

Government of Croatia
Ms. Sandra Pernar
Mr. Josip Babic

Government of France, Lead Co-Chair
Ms. Laure Lucchesi

Ms. Amelie Banzet

Ms. Mathilde Bras

Government of Georgia, Incoming Co-Chair
Mr. Zurab Sanikidze

Government of Indonesia

Mr. Slamet Soedarsono

Mr. Yanuar Nugroho

Mr. Agung Hikmat

Government of Mexico
Mr. Guillermo Ruiz de Teresa

Mr. Pablo Villarreal

Government of Romania
Mr. Radu Puchiu

Ms. Angela Benga

Embassy of Brazil, Washington DC
Embassy of Chile, Washington DC
Senior Advisor, Government’s Office for

Cooperation with NGOs

Embassy of Croatia, Washington DC

Director, Etalab

Open Government and OGP, Etalab
Open Government and OGP, Etalab
Director of Analytical Department at the
Ministry of Justice of Georgia

Deputy Minister, Ministry of Planning

Deputy Chief of Staff, Office of The President
(OGP National Focal Point)

Assistant Advisor, Office of The President
Head of the Transparency Policy and
International Coordination Unit; Ministry of
Public Administration

Deputy Director General of International
Affairs, Ministry of Public Administration
State Secretary, Secretariat-General of the

Government

Counselor, OGP Unit, Secretariat General of
the Government



Government of South Africa

Mr. Willie Khisimusi Vukela Leader of the Delegation and Deputy Director-
General at the Department of Public Service
and Administration (DPSA)

Mr. Thokozani Thusi Chief Director-Public Participation and Social
Dialogue (PPSD), Service Delivery Branch,
DPSA

Ms. Xolisile Freda Dlamini Office of the OGP Special Envoy, South Africa

Government of United Kingdom
Mr. Oliver Buckley Deputy Director, Policy & International,
Government Digital Service, Cabinet Office

Mr. Thom Townsend Senior Policy Officer, Data Team, Cabinet
Office

Government of United States
Mr. Chanan Weissman Policy Advisor, Bureau of Democracy, Human
Rights, and Labor, State Department

Ms. Aden Daniel Foreign Affairs Officer, State Department

Government of Canada (incoming Steering Committee member - Observers)

Ms. Mélanie Robert Executive Director, Information Management
and Open Government, Chief Information
Officer Branch, Treasury Board of Canada
Secretariat

Government of Italy (incoming Steering Committee member - Observers)

Mr. Stefano Pizzicannella Director, Institutional and International
Relations and Supervision, Department for
Public Administration

Government of South Korea (incoming Steering Committee member - Observers)
Mr. Dongsu Chang Director of Public Data Policy Division

Ms. Yujin Lee Deputy Director of Creative Government
Planning Division

Mr. Won Jae Park Executive Principal of National Information
Society Agency

Civil Society Steering Committee Members

Mr. Manish Bapna World Resources Institute (WRI), Lead Co-
Chair
Mr. Mark Robinson WRI, Second for Manish Bapna

| | - EEmTTmmE N . [ B | S — 6



Ms. Maria Baron
Ms. Helen Darbishire

Mr. Mukelani Dimba

Mr. Aidan Eyakuze

Mr. Alejandro Gonzalez
Mr. Nathaniel Heller
Dr. Robin Hodess

Ms. Suneeta Kaimal

Ms. Zuzana Wienk
Mr. Tur-Od Lkhagvajav

Mr. Giorgi Kldiashvili

Mr. Butch Abad
Mr. Francis Maude
Mr. Rakesh Rajani

Ms. Mary Beth Goodman

Ms. Tonu Basu

Mr. Alonso Cerdan
Mr. Paul Maassen
Mr. Jaime Mercado
Mr. Joe Powell

Mr. Sanjay Pradhan
Ms. Meghan Wallace

Directorio Legislativo
Access Info Europe

Open Democracy Advice Centre (ODAC),
Incoming Co-Chair

Twaweza

GESOC

Results for Development
Transparency International

Natural Resource Governance Institute
(NRGI)

Fair Play Alliance
Asia Democracy Network (ADN)
Institute for Development of Freedom of

Information (IDFI) (incoming Steering
Committee member) - Observer

Others Attending — Day 1 only

OGP Envoy
OGP Envoy
OGP Envoy
Former Steering Committee member

Open Government Partnership Support Unit

Support Unit
Support Unit
Support Unit
Support Unit
Support Unit
Support Unit
Support Unit



Participation Protocol

The SC agreed on a list of protocols for meetings in September 2014. The document specifically
addresses participation at SC meetings as follows:

“Members are strongly encouraged to attend all official Steering Committee meetings at the
appropriate level. Each member should have one designated principal who sits at the table and
casts a vote as needed. Each principal may also designate a ‘plus one’ to sit next to (or behind)
the principal. The plus one may be asked to speak on certain issues in place of the principal but
does not have a vote. As space allows, members may also be invited to bring one or two
additional observers to the meeting. Observers will sit around the perimeter of the room.”

OGP Observers

Representatives from relevant international organizations and intergovernmental bodies may be
invited by the SC to attend the OGP Biannual Summit and related SC events as observers,
when this can be accommodated practically. In addition, a representative of each of OGP’s
multilateral partner organizations will be invited to participate in the relevant sessions of at least
one SC meeting per year. Observers have no role in SC voting, but may be invited to share their
views, particularly those related to country support and peer exchange.

Voting Protocol

The OGP Articles of Governance make provision for the members of the Steering Committee to
cast a vote on decisions where consensus cannot be established. This note establishes the
protocol for a vote being called in a Steering Committee meeting, and the process that will be
followed.

OGP Articles of Governance, page 8:

Decision Making: Major policy decisions are to be made by the full SC, in its meetings or
by circular, when meetings are not practical. In making decisions, SC members are to
seek to develop consensus; failing consensus, decisions are to be made by simple
majority (except in the case of a vote on continued eligibility, as detailed under Section
1l). In the case of tied votes, the lead chair* casts a second and determining vote. A
quorum is established when at least 50 percent of each constituency (governments and
civil society organizations) are present. The Governance and Leadership Subcommittee
is empowered to make logistical decisions between meetings such as, for example,
specific details related to the Biannual Summit.

SC members may not vote by proxy if they are unable to attend voting sessions.
Members may elect to bring guest observers to SC meetings, with prior approval from
the Governance and Leadership Subcommittee. Such guest observers cannot
participate in voting.
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*’Lead chair’ in the Articles of Governance historically refers to the ‘lead government chair’.

Process

A vote can be called in a Steering Committee meeting either where consensus cannot be easily
achieved on a particular decision, or where there is a definitive decision to be made between a
number of options (for example voting on the next OGP co-chair where there are multiple
candidates). In those events this process will be followed:

1.

The lead co-chairs will agree on the need for a vote and propose that to the Steering
Committee.

The Steering Committee will be invited to make comments on the decision that is being
voted on, which will be subject to the usual Chatham House Rule, unless a Steering
Committee member requests otherwise.

The lead co-chairs will set out the resolution that is being voted on and the options
available.

The Support Unit will be responsible for providing ballot papers that clearly list the
resolution being voted on, and the options available, and ask Steering Committee
members to mark their decision. Ballot papers will remain anonymous.

Steering Committee members will be invited to post ballot papers in a box. All Steering
Committee members are entitled to one vote per resolution. The Support Unit will count
papers -with one of the lead co-chairs observing- to determine the result of the vote and
will communicate the decision to the full Steering Committee. In the case of tied votes,
the lead government chair casts a second and determining vote.

Voting principles

A vote can only be called in a Steering Committee meeting that is quorate (50 percent of
each constituency G government and civil society members G are present).

Each Steering Committee member has one vote. For government members that vote
can be cast by any member of the official delegation in attendance in person at the
meeting. For civil society members that vote can be cast only by them -or their
previously desighated second- in person at the meeting.

Steering Committee members can choose to abstain from a vote after it has been called
and the options have been presented. The number of abstained votes will be noted in
the results.

The results of votes taken by the OGP Steering Committee will be recorded in the
minutes of that meeting but a member’s individual decision will not be noted, unless they
request otherwise.

The majority decision, after a vote has been taken, is binding and the resolution will be
recorded in the minutes of the meeting.
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Logistical Note
A. Meeting Locations:

The working level Steering Committee Meeting (Tuesday June 27 and Wednesday June 28) will
take place at the World Resources Institute. For reference, the WRI offices are a few minutes
walking distance from Union Station.

*  World Resources Institute: 10 G St NE #800, Washington, DC 20002.

The subcommittee meetings (Monday June 26) and happy hour (Tuesday June 27) event will be
held at the OpenGov Hub. The happy hour event scheduled for the evening of June 27 at
18:00 will take place at the Open Gov Hub. Please plan to depart WRI for the OpenGovHub
immediately after the meeting ends. The travel distance during rush hour traffic is approximately
30 minutes.

*  OpenGov Hub - 1110 Vermont Ave NW Suite 500, Washington, DC 20005

Note: Please bring a government-issued ID with you each day to enter the buildings (U.S. State
or foreign passport).

B. Reception at Open Gov Hub - June 27

Will host a reception on June 27 at the OpenGovHub, including a discussion on sustaining
political leadership in OGP through power shifts. If you would like to invite other colleagues
based in Washington, please share this RSVP link.

C. Dress Code:

Dress code for all meetings is business formal.

D. Weather in Washington DC:

The meetings will take place right at the outset of the summer season in Washington DC.
Temperatures range between 22 and 31 °C (72-88°F), with high levels of humidity.

E. Transportation:

The closest metro station to the WRI offices is Union Station (Red line) and the closest to the
Open Gov Hub is McPherson Square (Blue, Orange and Gray lines).

We suggest to book accommodations that are walking distance to the WRI offices. Please note

that transportation between WRI and the Open Gov Hub on the evening of June 27 to attend the
happy hour event will be facilitated by the Support Unit.



Day One Background Materials
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Background Brief for Breakout Session 1: What are the options for a “A State of
Open Government” report from OGP?

OGP is currently sitting on a treasure trove of information and analysis produced by the IRM,
the Support Unit, and by partner organizations. We are also undertaking cutting-edge research
on the frontiers and the impacts of open government. Yet none of these disparate materials are
drawn together into a single, cohesive narrative to establish the direction and credibility of OGP.

One idea that has been floated is the creation of a State of Open Government Report. This
would synthesize the elements that we have into one flagship to provide thought leadership and
a snapshot in time of where the open government is going, especially through OGP. Objectives
include:
e building global awareness of OGP;
e cultivating a sense of “partnership” for all OGP countries;
e demonstrating and highlighting many of the most ambitious and high-impact
commitments; and
e providing a visually compelling means of cross-country comparison and learning;
demonstrating impacts in important policy areas.

For the June 2017 Steering Committee meeting, we would like to have a roundtable discussion
with Steering Committee members and staff to tease out some of the possible intentions and
tensions that such a report would bring. To that end, we would like to begin answering the
following inter-connected questions:
e What kinds of flagship reports and evidence do you use to inform policy? E.g. World
Development Report, World Economic Outlook, One’s Aid Data Report
e How do you use those reports?
What could OGP do to improve on past efforts by other governments to produce big
reports?
How much should this be about OGP versus Open Government?
How much independent thought analysis should be involved? (see Figure below)

Options

There are a variety of design choices in what goes into the report and how it is constructed. To
begin the discussion, we offer the figure below to discuss these choices along with illustrative
examples.
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COLLABORATIVE BREADTH

A sample format of what an OGP-produced report could look like from quadrant # 1 is outlined
below:

A. THE PARTNERSHIP AT A GLANCE: A variation on the IRM technical paper which looks
at health and progress in OGP across a variety of factors. This section would identify
major trends in action plans and the health of national processes.

B. CUTTING-EDGE REFORMS IN COUNTRIES: Showcases ambition in thematic areas,
along with short case studies of impact on citizens where possible. OGP would select a
subset of themes to showcase at any given year of the publication. Themes would derive
from OGP strategic goals such as the Strategic Refresh and the Paris Declaration.

C. CHANGING THE STATUS-QUO ONE COUNTRY AT A TIME: Each of the 75 countries
in OGP gets a two-page analysis, much like IRM one-pagers. It showcases progress
over consecutive NAPs (if available), including star commitments, or Did it Open
Government commitments. [Should this involve other, outside indicators? Which ones?]

D. INNOVATIONS TO WATCH: A profile of high-ambition, high-impact commitments in key
areas still under development. These innovations might be centered around a central
theme and be accompanied by analysis from OGP Support Unit, guest contributors, or
other authors.



Background Brief for Breakout Session 2: Private Sector Engagement

See Annex I: Scoping paper on Private Sector by the Basel Institute for Governance

The goal of this session is to have a robust discussion on the future of private sector
engagement in OGP based on the discussion paper “Promoting Private Sector Engagement in
the Open Government Partnership” prepared by the Basel Institute for Governance. Given the
limited private sector engagement in OGP to date (primarily through the Private Sector Council),
the discussion paper seeks to explain why this is so and suggests some options for promoting
increased private sector engagement going forward. The strategic refresh presents an
opportunity to broaden the coalition of stakeholders advancing open government reforms. The
private sector is a critical but overlooked constituency. This breakout session aims to provide
the Steering Committee with an opportunity to weigh in on the value and risks of engaging with
the private sector, share their experiences--including successes and opportunities--from their
previous engagement with the private sector, and develop concrete ideas to implement the
recommendations in the discussion paper through entry points at the subnational, national,
thematic, and global levels.

Questions for Consideration

1. Why should OGP engage with the private sector? What is the value of open government
to the private sector? What is the value of the private sector to OGP?

2. What are the challenges and risks of engaging the private sector in OGP? What does
OGP stand to lose without private sector engagement in OGP?

3. How can private sector engagement be scaled up at the subnational, country, thematic,
and global levels? What is the role of the Steering Committee and the Support Unit in
supporting this?

4. What are concrete ideas--i.e. tools, guidelines, incentives, resources, and programs--
that OGP can develop to support private sector engagement in OGP?



Background Brief for Breakout Session 3: The Future of Subnational Engagement
in OGP

OGP launched the subnational pilot program in Spring 2016 with the following objectives in
mind:

e Foster more diverse political leadership and commitment from different levels of
government to OGP and to hold governments accountable at a local level, where many
citizens are directly accessing services and information.

e Learn how OGP can best support subnational governments in making their regions more
open, accountable and responsive to their citizens and determine the best structure for
subnational participation in OGP.

e Discover and promote new and innovative open government techniques and practices
emerging at the subnational level around the world.

e Create practical opportunities for subnational governments to learn from each other, share
experiences, and build upon the open government work of their counterparts.

e Support and empower subnational government reformers with technical expertise and
inspiration and create the right conditions and incentives for them to make concrete
commitments to open government.

e Broaden and deepen participation of civil society organizations (CSOs) in OGP.

Since then the selected 15 subnational pioneers have delivered ambitious Action Plans covering
January to December 2017 and are currently engaged in implementing their commitments. As
the pilot program progresses, momentum around the OGP at the local and regional level has
expanded with over one hundred governments and civil society organizations interested in
becoming involved in OGP. Additionally, more OGP countries are engaging in increased
subnational input into their National Action Plans, including co-created local commitments. We
will have a breakout session on the future of subnational engagement in OGP at the June 2017
Steering Committee meeting, which will focus on how to capture this increased interest and
momentum on subnational open government and turn it into transformative outcomes for
citizens and civil society through engagement in OGP.

This session will include a presentation on the current “state of play” of the subnational program
- with a review of program objectives, 2016 and 2017 accomplishments, and timeline of events
and opportunities for the second half of 2017. The session will also review key takeaways from
two reports produced by OGP partners which focus on the potential roles of the Subnational
Pioneers (15 selected subnational governments that developed an action plan) and Subnational
Leaders (applicants to the Pioneers tier and other interested subnational governments) in the
future of the subnational program. With the key takeaways from these two reports as
foundation, the session will proceed to discuss and review the program’s objectives and explore
how to better realize them in the future, including different expansion models.

By the end of the session we expect to have an updated list of objectives, an outline of what the

future of the program should look like and a mandate to explore up to two expansion options
with more detail in advance of the September Steering Committee meeting.



Guiding questions:

In your opinion, how has the subnational program been progressing in achieving the
objectives accepted by the Steering Committee?

Do the founding objectives of the SN pilot program continue to hold true? If not, how
should the objectives of the SN pilot program be updated?

What are the key elements of the program that will achieve these objectives?

Which expansion options are most worthwhile to explore, in light of these agreed upon
objectives?

What potential challenges or opportunities can arise in light of these potential future
program options?

16



Background Brief for Breakout Session 4: Advancing Parliamentary Openness
and Engagement in OGP

See Annex Il: OGP Policy on Legislative Engagement

OGP Leqislative Engagement Policy

Recognizing the benefits of regularizing parliamentary engagement in the Open Government
Partnership (OGP), the policy on legislative engagement was formally approved by the Steering
Committee in September 2016. OGP’s legislative engagement policy clarifies the role
parliaments can play in the national OGP process and how parliamentary openness
commitments can be included in a country’s National Action Plan (NAP). Key points of the policy
are summarized below.

e Parliaments can include legislative openness commitments in the National Action Plan
(NAP) either in the “Commitments” section or by creating a separate chapter with
commitments in the same NAP. Both approaches are accepted by OGP. Stand-alone
parliamentary openness plans will not be recognized as valid OGP plans.

e Regardless of the approach--i.e. if commitments are integrated in the NAP or as a
separate parliamentary chapter of the NAP--the IRM and the Criteria and Standards sub-
committee will continue to assess the country at the national level per current policy.

e |tis recommended that parliaments identify a “parliamentary lead” who would serve as
the primary point of contact in the legislature who will coordinate with the official OGP
POC.

e The official OGP POC will continue to be the primary point of contact and their
responsibilities will not change. POCs are welcome to work with the “parliamentary lead”
to explore opportunities for collaboration and facilitate parliamentary participation.

Activities Since Approval of Legislative Engagement Policy

Since the policy was approved by the Steering Committee, the Support Unit has worked with
National Democratic Institute that leads the Legislative Openness Working Group and the
United Nations Development Program to communicate the new policy to OGP Points of Contact
as well as the Speakers of legislative bodies. An FAQ explaining how the policy works was also
sent to relevant stakeholders. OGP also supported the Global Legislative Openness Conference
hosted by the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine and organized by OGP's Legislative Openness
Working Group and UNDP, which provided a forum for promoting OGP and the policy.

Global Legislative Openness Conference, May 19 - 20, Kiev, Ukraine

The Global Legislative Openness Conference convened over 200 members of parliament,
government officials, and civil society representatives to explore issues of legislative openness
and the role of the legislature in OGP. Consistent with OGP's 2017 focus on issues of trust in
government, the conference focused on building citizen confidence in the legislature by




strengthening ethics rules and enhancing transparency. Participants represented over 50
countries, most of which were OGP members, and included a number of senior representatives,
including more than 15 speakers and deputy speakers of parliament. OGP Steering Committee
member Maria Baron and former SC member Francis Maude participated in the conference to
help make the case for bringing in parliaments more prominently into OGP.

While the conference included a number of parliamentary representatives that have been
deeply involved in OGP, some of the participating members of parliament were not familiar with
OGP, and the conference provided an opportunity to educated these participants about OGP in
general and the new legislative engagement policy in particular. A series of panel discussions
and breakout sessions provided a range of information about OGP, including topics such as the
new legislative engagement policy, the co-creation standards and civil society engagement, and
legislative commitments that have been made through OGP. The Legislative Openness Working
Group will continue to engage all conference participants by sharing information about
additional activities and supporting their efforts to advance legislative openness through OGP.

Next steps

With a policy in place that provides a framework for parliamentary engagement in OGP,
promoting and implementing the policy is a key next step. At the 2017 Steering Committee
meeting, we would like members to weigh in on how the Steering Committee and OGP Support
Unit can deepen legislative engagement in OGP by leveraging this new policy. To help inform
this discussion, we provide the following guiding questions.

Questions for Discussion

e How can the OGP Steering Committee and Support Unit support greater parliamentary
engagement in OGP at the global and national level given capacity constraints?

e How can parliaments strengthen the open government agenda domestically by
supporting legislation and building a cross-party consensus for advancing open
government reforms?

e How can the parliament and government work more closely together in OGP countries to
help boost ambition and implementation of OGP National Action Plans? How can
parliament’s oversight function be mobilized to strengthen accountability of national OGP
efforts?

e How can we build on the experience of the first five years to deepen entry points for
parliamentary engagement?
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OGP Subnational Program Update Note

The subnational pilot program launched in early 2016 with the selection of 15 subnational
“pioneers” through a competitive process. The Pioneers submitted their action plans in
December 2016 and are currently implementing their open government commitments between
January and December 2017.

The approved 2017 workplan objectives for the subnational program:

BN =

Successful implementation of Pioneer action plans

Successful learning and exchange amongst Pioneers and Leaders

Define next step opportunities for expansion of Subnational Program

Support other means of subnational engagement into OGP - through National Action
Plans supporting national governments engagement with subnationals, connecting with
other local government networks, etc.

To date, the subnational Pioneers program has progressed on meeting those above objectives
through the following activities:

Piloting intensive dedicated OGP SU support to governments and civil society via
implementation support and visits, broadening the base of CSOs such as service
delivery or social movements, consulting partners on the subnational IRM methodology
& template, limiting the number of commitments to five, convening of the cohort multiple
times, action forcing events, etc.

The IRM has hired a program officer dedicated to assess subnational action plans,
Gustavo Perez, and has hired and trained 15 local researchers. The methodology has
been modified and vetted, and webinars were conducted for subnational pioneers to
build buy-in.

Program Manager, Brittany Giroux Lane, has traveled to one-third of the Pioneers:
Kigoma, Elgeyo Marakwet County, Bojonegoro, Tbilisi, and S&o Paulo for
implementation support, broker connections with donors and partners, training of
government and civil society stakeholders, and awareness raising.

A focus on learning and peer exchange across the Pioneers cohort and technical
partners has produced successes, including:

a. Madrid has shared their portal and participatory budgeting knowledge with cohort
of 6 pioneers. Buenos Aires has started engaging in participatory budgeting
thanks to this exchange.

b. Kigoma began implementing a land transparency commitment through a
partnership with Cadasta.

c. Thilisi is receiving technology and data support via The Engine Room to provide
technical capacity building to the Municipal Development Services Agency to
produce portals as outlined by their commitments.

d. An exchange between Bojonegoro and Kigoma is planned to address open data
collection methods in rural areas - based off Bojonegoro’s dasa wisma
commitment.



e. A mini-grant program, modeled after the CSE process, has been started for
subnational CSOs. One grant has been administered to the Elgeyo Marakwet
County CSO Network to support their coordination of around 100 community
organizations in the county to support and monitor the action plan. Two other
grants are planned for the second half of 2017.

f. A planned global subnational workshop in July 2017 will further support these
exchanges.

In communicating the pilot program’s progress, a Subnational Video and a “What'’s in the
Subnational Action Plans” publication will be launched by the end of June 2017. A
subnational focused OGP newsletter will be published in July 2017.

The program is building momentum with more than 100 interested subnational
governments and civil society organizations, including those who applied in 2016 but
were not selected who joined a “Leader's Tier”. The “Leader’s Tier” itself has not been
prioritized thus far in 2017, but may be relaunched in late 2017 if resources allow.
Important partnerships and relationships are being built, including potential MOUs with
technical partners and city networks such as C40 and WeGO.

A report is being written on the future expansion options for the subnational program, by
former Paris POC, Julien Antelin, which will help inform decisions later in 2017.



OGP Steering Committee Co-Chairmanship Candidacy Note — Civil Society
Caucus

Nathaniel Heller, R4D

1) What would your vision be for your chairpersonship, and how would you seek to advance the
goals of OGP’s strategic refresh during the next two years? Please include your thinking on
ramping up high level political engagement in OGP with your government counterparts, and how
will work with the OGP Support Unit to help broaden the base of actors and partnerships for
OGP?

My interest in assuming the co-chairmanship in 2018 is rooted in my strong desire to better link
open government reforms (using OGP as a platform) to concrete development outcomes,
particularly in the health, education, and nutrition sectors. We have anecdotal evidence and
success stories that opening up government can indeed lead to improved health outcomes,
superior learning, and improved nutrition, particularly for vulnerable populations in low- and
middle-income countries. But this narrative remains fragmented and often forgotten within OGP.
At a time when political support for open government and OGP is waning in key countries, we
need to reinvest in making the case for open government. My proposal is to make that case
through the lens of development outcomes in key sectors, for several reasons.

First, this approach would build on Mukelani's forthcoming 2017 co-chairmanship, when he
plans to emphasize the links between open government and socio-economic rights (among
other topline priorities). The rationale for his push is quite similar to my rationale for making
"open government + health/education/nutrition" the theme of my proposed 2018 co-
chairmanship: it resonates with many priority countries (particularly in the global south), and
helps ground open government in issues that matter to people's lives. We know the latter is key
to renewing political interest and engagement in OGP. We need more compelli