Annex A – UNDAF thematic area 1: Poverty Reduction
	National Development Priorities or Goals: Poverty Reduction
Support National MDGs: MDG 1 – Eradicate extreme poverty, MDG 2 – Ensure coherence of Georgian educational systems with educational systems of developed countries through improved quality and institutional set up, MDG 3 – Promote gender equality and empower women, MDG 4 – Reduce child mortality, MDG 5 – Improve maternal health, MDG 6 –Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases, MDG 8 – Develop a global partnership for development.  

	Outcomes
	Indicators , Baseline, Target 
	Means of Verification 
	Risks and Assumptions
	Role of Partners
	Indicative Resources (US$)

	Outcome 1 

Inclusive development and poverty alleviation promoted through International, national and local economic policies, including in the area of trade and investment. 
UN-CEB Interagency Cluster on Trade & Productive Capacity (UNCTAD, FAO, ITC, UNDP, UNECE, UNIDO) and ILO, IOM, UNHCR, UNICEF, WFP
	Indicators:
1 Percentage of the population living in poverty (60% of median income) and extreme poverty (40% of median income). 

2 Gini coefficient (by consumption) 
3 Compliance of producers in selected productive sectors with international and technical standards, particularly ISO standards, EU rules and regulations and international labour standards (ILS).
Baseline:

1 Percentage of the population living in poverty: (2008): 22.1% and extreme poverty (2008): 9.5%. 

2 Gini coefficient (by consumption) 2008: 0.41

3 The process of adopting standards and developing capacity for compliance is currently ongoing. 

Targets:

1 National MDG 1 Goal, target 1:  Halve, between 2000 and 2015, the proportion of people living below the poverty line.
2 No target specified: trend analysis.

3 Producers in selected productive sectors are fully compliant with international standards (ISO, EU and ILS in particular). 
	· Household Surveys, (Department of Statistics – Statistical Yearbooks www.statistics.ge) 
· WB poverty assessments
· Government of Georgia Annual Basic Data and Directions/Mid Term Expenditure Framework

· National Bank of Georgia – www.NBG.gov.ge  

· Government of Georgia, Country Overview  – www.georgia.gov.ge
· UN and IO surveys, studies and reports, including National Human Development Reports and Committee of Experts on the Application of Conventions and Recommendations (CEACR) on ILS - http://www.ilo.org/ilolex/

	Risks

· High staff turnover within the government hinders systematic capacity development for policy implementation.

· Economic growth falls below targeted average limiting employment opportunities and resources available to the GoG address poverty.
Assumptions

· Government committed to creating a stable macro-economic environment.
· Governments confirm their commitments to trade reforms and increased participatory policy making processes in beneficiary countries. 

· Official Development Assistance will not decrease severely in the period of implementation.

	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, especially MoF, MoED, MoA, MoE, MRA, MoES, MoLHSA, GeoStat, State Ministers Office on Diaspora Issues, Parliamentary Committee on Relations with Compatriots Living Abroad: legislation, policy development and planning, data collection, institutional set-up and systems development, advocacy, coordination, communication, (compliance) monitoring and capacity development.

· Regional and local authorities: assessment and planning, coordination and facilitation, monitoring.

· IO/NGOs, especially IMF, WB, Georgian Employers Association, Georgian Trade Unions Federation and financial, business development and trade support institutions: support processes, social dialogue, policy, legal and information systems development, capacity development, advocacy and research. 
· Private sector: policy dialogue and implementation.
	UN-CEB Interagency Cluster on Trade & Productive Capacity:

UNCTAD                     $ 109,565
FAO                          $ 4,128,000
ITC                                 $ 15,000
UNDP                      $ 4,455,000
UNECE                          $ 58,000

UNIDO                        $ 150,000
and

ILO                                 $ 50,000
IOM                             $ 100,000
UNHCR                    $ 6,600,000
UNICEF                    $ 1,750,000
WFP                        $14,700,000

	Outcome 2

Vulnerable populations enjoy greater access to decent work opportunities and working conditions. 

ILO, IOM, UNDP, UNECE, UNHCR, UNICEF
	Indicators:
1 Unemployment and employment rates (disaggregated for urban/rural, regional, sex and age)

2 Effective tri-partite social dialogue.
Baseline:

1 Unemployment rate: 16.5% (2008), employment rate: 52.3% (2008).

2 Promotion and capacity development for active application of tri-partite social dialogue is ongoing in Georgia.

Targets: 

1 Decrease in unemployment rate and increase of the employment rate (GoG, ‘United Georgia without Poverty’ 2008-2012 states 200,000 new jobs by 2012).

2 Improved working conditions and occupational safety and health at enterprises, in close cooperation with social partners.
	· Statistical survey on Labour (Department of Statistics – Statistical Yearbooks www.statistics.ge) 
· Records from MoLHSA, Employers Organisations and Trade Unions. 

· ILO, UNECE and other UN and IO studies, surveys and reports.
· Meeting records and collective and public-private partnerships agreements and their assessments.  

	Risks

· Slow global recovery from the financial-economic crisis might hamper Georgia’s employment creation.

· Lack of commitment on the side of targeted beneficiaries may limit the impact of employment creation programmes.
· Low public awareness of occupational safety and health and decent working conditions.
Assumptions

· Government is committed to creating a favourable business environment, tax and investment.
· Commitment and interest from both employers and trade unions, as a result of the previous capacity development and awareness raising, to work on the improvement of working conditions.  
· Local authorities and private sector interested in quality job creation for vulnerable groups and/or in marginalized areas.
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, especially MoED, MoF, MoLHSA, MoA: legislation and policy development, planning and implementation, advocacy, coordination and monitoring, vocational education system development.

· IO/NGOs/Academic institutions, especially Georgian Employers Association, Georgian Trade Unions Confederation, Georgian Chamber of Commerce, Financial and Business Development Institutions, Adult Education Association, Vocational Education Institutions: data collection, studies, support to planning, implementation and monitoring, capacity development, curriculum development and training.

· Private sector: implementation and feedback.
	ILO                            $1,400,000
IOM                         $ 3,000,000
UNDP                      $ 8,910,000

UNECE                          $ 80,000
UNHCR                    $ 6,600,000
UNICEF                    $ 1,250,000


	Outcome 3

Vulnerable groups enjoy improved access to quality health, education, legal aid, justice and other essential social services.

UNICEF, IAEA, IOM, OHCHR, UNAIDS, UNDP, UNECE, UNFPA, UNHCR, UNIFEM, WFP, WHO
	Indicators:
1 Under-five Mortality Rate (per 1,000 live births)

2 Maternal Mortality Rate (per 100,000 live births).
3 Percentage of vulnerable groups in Government targeted social assistance programmes (disaggregated by sex, age). 
Baseline:
1 16 (2008) NCDC&PH data (Inter-agency group for Child Mortality 2007 estimation: 30).

2 23 (2006) NCDC&PH data (WHO/UNICEF/UNFPA/WB 2005 estimation: 66).

3 9.6% of total population receives cash TSA. (SSA statistics, website accessed Jan. 2010). Of the poorest 10% of the population, only 30% receive cash TSA (WB Poverty Assessment, 2009). 

Targets:

1 National MDG 4, Reduce Child Mortality, target 11: Reduce by three-quarters, between 2000 and 2015, the maternal mortality ratio to 12.  

2 National MDG 5, target 10: Reduce by two-thirds, between 2000 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate to 12.3.
3 Improved targeting and TSA increasingly reaching the poorest of the population. 
	· Ministry of Finance – www.mof.ge 
· Ministry of Labour, Health and Social Affairs – www.ssa.gov.ge
· NCDC Health and Health Care in Georgia Statistical Yearbook – www.NCDC.ge
· UNHCR, WHO, UNFPA, UNICEF, UNAIDS, Inter-agency group for Child Mortality and other UN IOs and NGOs surveys, studies and reports. 
· WB Poverty Assessments.

	Risks
· A large number of financial and policy priorities combined with limited resources might hinder the government to effectively address the enhancement of essential social services.
· Insufficient Government funding directed towards social programmes.

· Lack of awareness of services and subsequent poor service seeking behavior of potential beneficiaries.
Assumptions
· Sustained political will and action to address enhancement of access to and utilization of quality essential social services, especially for vulnerable groups.
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, esp. MoES, MoLHSA, MoF, MRA, MoED, Parliament, Public Defender’s Office (PDO) and CCM: data collection and analysis, legislation, policy and strategy development, system review and strengthening, coordination, implementation and monitoring, advocacy.

· Regional and local authorities: planning, coordination, implementation and monitoring. 
· Relevant International and Professional Associations, including the WB, Young Economists, and Georgian Bar Association: support to policy development, monitoring, capacity development, provide technical expertise.
· Private sector, especially insurance companies and private service providers: implementation, promote accessibility.

· IOs and donors, especially, WB, USAID, EU: support to policy dialogue, capacity development, implementation support, research, monitoring and evaluation.

· Communities: participation and implementation.

· Media: information, demand creation, monitoring and awareness raising. 
	UNICEF                  $ 16,000,000
IAEA                            $ 100,000
IOM                         $ 1,500,000
OHCHR                       $ 100,000

UNAIDS                      $ 412,500

UNDP                      $ 8,910,000

UNECE                          $ 18,000
UNFPA                     $ 2,700,000

UNHCR                    $ 6,600,000

UNIFEM                   S 2,000,000
WFP                       $ 10,305,000
WHO




UNDAF thematic area 2: Democratic Development

	National Development Priority: Democratic development through balanced, independent, fair and participatory governance systems and processes promoted at all levels,  based on Rule of Law, human rights and equality principles

Support National MDGs: MDG 3 – Promote gender equality and empower women, MDG 6 – Combat HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases, MDG 8 – Develop a global partnership for development.

	Outcomes
	Indicators , Baseline, Target 
	Means of Verification
	Risks and Assumptions
	Role of Partners
	Indicative Resources (US$)

	Outcome 1 

Enhanced protection and promotion of human rights, access to justice and gender equality with particular focus on the rights of minorities, marginalized and vulnerable groups.

UNFPA, ILO, IOM, OHCHR, UNAIDS, UNDP, UNHCR, UNICEF, UNIFEM, WHO
	Indicators:
1 Effectiveness of the National human rights institution to address HR violations in the country.

2 Confidence in general public about state safeguarding their rights. 
3 Gender equality sustainable mechanism operational at the legislative and executive branches of the Government at all levels.
Baseline:

1 PDO is a highly trusted institution in the country.

2 Judiciary not enjoying sufficient trust in the country.

3 GE mechanism currently operational at the legislative branch (Parliamentary Council).
Targets:
1 PDO to remain among the top five most trusted institutions. 
2 Judiciary is one of the trusted institutions in Georgia.
3 GE sustainable mechanisms established at the legislative and executive branches of the Government on national and local levels. 
	· Public opinion surveys.

· List of MPs and women in senior executive positions.
· PDO Parliamentary report.
· Legal Aid Service Annual Report.
· CSO assessment reports.
· Reports and comments from relevant UN bodies and agencies.

	Risks

· Strong traditional beliefs and values and gender stereotyping could hamper acceptance of and progress in achieving gender equality in society at large.

· Slow progress of systems adjustments results in slow improvement of protection and access to rights and justice.
· A lack of corresponding decision-making hampers further progress in protection and promotion of human rights. 
· Insufficient resources of the Government to adequately implement the Gender Equality Policy and legislation. 

Assumptions
· Government commitment to enhance the protection of human rights, access to justice, inclusion and gender equality and further development of systematic approaches to redress imbalances and violations.
· Government remains responsive to recommendations and its systems continue to align with international standards and norms.
· Parliament committed to further lead the human rights-centered legislative process.
· PDO enabled to function without impediments to support adoption of enhanced mechanisms for protection of human rights of all vulnerable.
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, including Parliament, its Committees, MoJ, MoES, MCLA, MRA, MoLHSA, MoIA and CCM: Policy development, coordination, advocacy, awareness raising and promotion of national dialogue, implementation, protection. 

· PDO: oversight, protection and promotion HR.

· NGOs and Youth organisations: contribute to elaboration of policy/ regulatory documents, advocacy, implementation and monitoring.

· Donors: contribute to the policy formulation, implementation.

· Media: awareness raising and advocacy.

· Legal aid services- access to justice.

· Common Courts – ensure application of HR.


	UNFPA                            $ 850,000
ILO                                  $ 200,000

IOM                                $ 100,000

OHCHR                           $ 145,000

UNAIDS                            $ 35,000

UNDP                          $ 2,835,000

UNHCR                        $ 3,300,000
UNICEF                       $ 1,000,000
UNIFEM                      $ 2,000,000
WHO



	Outcome 2

Promoted decentralized local self-governance system to facilitate local inclusive development.
UNDP, UNICEF
	Indicators:
1 Resources available to local self-governments to effectively exercise their functions.

2 Decentralization/local self-governance reform. 
3 Number of women in local self-governments. 

4 Municipalities exercising their competencies in local self-governance.

Baseline: 

1 The transfer of property to local self-governments has started on a limited scale and 7% of the Consolidated Budget is allocated for local governance (excluding Tbilisi).
2 Divergence of opinion regarding model of self-governance.

3 Women constitute 11% of local self-government bodies.

4 Local self-governance structures not yet able to assume and effectively exercise their functions.
Targets:
1 The rate of transfer of property to local self-government and an increase in the share of local budgets in the Consolidated Budget allow the local self-governments to effectively exercise their functions.
2 Convergence of opinion regarding model of self-governance.
3 Women constitute approximately 20% of local self-government bodies.
4 At least 20 municipalities reflect municipal development plan priorities in their budgets.
	· Statistical data from the Ministry of Economic Development and GeoStat.

· Consolidated Budget of Georgia.

· Adopted local self-governance strategy.

· Budget execution reports. 
· Municipal development plans.

· Balance/assets sheets of municipalities. 
	Risks

· Local authorities’ capacity for planning, management and monitoring and evaluation insufficiently strengthened to effectively and efficiently implement mandate.

· National level transfers insufficient resources to local self-governance structures.
Assumptions

· Government commitment to and policies on decentralization and local development are followed through.
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, including MoRDI, MoF, Municipalities: dialogue, local self-governance reform, resource allocation, planning, implementation and monitoring. 

· CSOs: dialogue for local self-governance reform.

· Academia: dialogue for local self-governance reform.


	UNDP                          $ 7,088,000

UNICEF                       $ 2,000,000

	Outcome 3

Balanced legislative, executive and judicial branches of power underpinning consolidated democracy and state stability. 

UNDP, UNHCR, UNICEF

	Indicators:

1 Package of constitutional amendments reflecting re-distribution of power in a participatory manner.
Baseline: 

1 Constitutional amendments being discussed.
Targets:

1 Package of constitutional amendments adopted.
	· Parliamentary records.

·      Parliament web-portal.
	Risks
· External environment, crisis or violent conflict destabilises the country.
Assumptions

· Government commitment to a balanced distribution of power between the branches.

· Election processes and related capacities to be brought up to international standards.


	· Parliament: balance the executive, budgetary control.

· CoC: support state finances oversight.

· PDO: report to Parliament on HRs.

· Common Courts, executive agencies: implement rule of law, compliance. 

· Constitutional Court: safeguarding constitution, promote legislative-executive balance.

· CSOs: dialogue, monitoring.
	UNDP                          $ 7,088,000

UNHCR                        $ 3,300,000
UNICEF                       $ 1,000,000

	Outcome 4

An independent civil society and free media participate effectively in democratic processes.
UNICEF, ILO, OHCHR, UNAIDS, UNDP

	Indicators: 

1 Level of participation of the civil society in decision-making processes, policy dialogue and monitoring.
Baseline: 

1 Participation in political processes secured by the law but not sufficiently encouraged during decision-making.
Targets:
1 A large majority of key public policy decisions discussed at meetings with CS by government initiative and information about public discussions available through public announcements (print, electronic and broadcast media).
	· Minutes and proceedings.
· Announcements in media on public discussions.
· UN, IO and NGO assessments and reports.
	Risks
· Civil society and media not free and independent and their functioning increasingly influenced by political affiliation.
Assumptions

· Government commitment to the role of civil society organisations in policy development and monitoring and evaluation. 

· Civil society is committed to constructive engagement.
· Media can function without obstructions.

	· CCM Georgia: strategy development, coordination, promotion.  

· CSOs: advocacy, representation, dialogue, implementation. 

· Media: broadcasting information, awareness raising, promote citizenship. 

· Academia: teaching and promoting civil values.
	UNICEF                       $ 1,000,000
ILO                                  $ 100,000 
OHCHR                           $ 112,000
UNAIDS                            $ 37,500
UNDP                          $ 8,505,000



	Outcome 5

Institutions develop policies based on reliable data and clear, fair and participatory processes.

IOM, OHCHR, UNAIDS, UNDP, UNECE, UNFPA, UNHCR, UNICEF, UNIFEM, WHO 

	Indicators:

1 Programme budget practice application.
2 Relevance, timeliness, reliability and use of national statistics.
3 Participation in legislative processes.
Baseline:

1 Programme budget practice used by some but not all institutions.
2 Credibility and relevance of national statistics problematic.
3 Insufficient consultation and participation in legislative processes.
Targets: 

1 Programme budget practice institutionalized. 
2 Timely, relevant and reliable national statistics used for policy development.
3 Active participation of relevant stakeholders in legislative processes.
	· Chamber of Control value for money audit reports.

· Assessments of the national statistical system of Georgia. 

· Assessment of Integrated Border Management Mission.
· UN, IO and NGO assessments and reports.
	Risks 

· Insufficient financial resources of the Government to finance official statistics production of high quality.

· Disagreements on reporting on MDGs between different Georgian administrations, responsible for MDG indicators hamper improvement of data sets. 
Assumptions
· National and local authorities and institutions committed to data driven/evidence based policy development and decision-making. 

· Parliament and government are willing to use participatory processes and partnerships to increase its functionality and transparency.
· Data collection methods used increasingly allow adequate disaggregation by age, sex, region, ethnicity, status, etc.
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, including MoIA, MoLHSA, MRA, Parliament, Youth Department, GeoStat, Civil Registry Agency (CRA), MFA/Consular Department, CoC, RHNC and CCM: data collection and analysis, policy development, coordination, advocacy, national dialogue, implementation and monitoring, partnership building.
· Donors: policy formulation, implementation. 

· PDO, CSOs, NGOs: policy debate and development, representation, implementation and monitoring.

· Academia: research and data collection and analysis. 


	IOM                                $ 200,000
OHCHR                             $ 95,000
UNAIDS                          $ 275,000
UNDP                          $ 2,834,000
UNECE                              $ 40,000
UNFPA                        $ 2,200,000
UNHCR                        $ 3,300,000
UNICEF                        $ 1,000,000
UNIFEM                            $ 50,000
WHO


UNDAF thematic area 3: Disaster Risk Reduction
	National Development Priorities: 

· To prevent or mitigate disaster risks.

· To effectively prepare for and respond to emergency situations through unified management and coordinated action.

· To work towards the full implementation of the United Nations Hyogo Framework for Action 2005-2015.
· To implement sustainable measures to manage and prevent the substantial depletion of natural resources and environmental pollution.
Support National MDGs: MDG 1 – Eradicate extreme poverty, MDG 7 – Ensure environmental sustainability.

	Outcomes
	Indicators, Baseline, Target
	Means of Verification
	Risks and Assumptions
	Role of Partners
	Indicative Resources (US$)

	Outcome 1 
Disaster risk reduction (DRR) is a national and local priority with an established, strong institutional basis for implementation.
FAO, IOM, UNDP, UNHCR, UNICEF, WFP
	Indicators
1 National institutional, legal and policy frameworks for disaster risk reduction with decentralised responsibilities, resources and capacities at all levels.

2 Inclusive national multi-sectoral platform for DRR established and functioning.
3 Risk reduction integrated into government development policies and poverty reduction strategies.
4 DRR priority actions planned and resource allocations made.

5 Compliance with international agreements, treaties and conventions related to DRR, especially the Hyogo Framework for Action 2005-2015.
Baseline 
1 Current legislation, policies and capacities on disaster management, such as the 2007 Emergency Law and the EMD/MoIA National Emergency Response Plan.
2 2005 UNDAC DRR assessment.
3 Bimonthly UNDP think-tank meetings.

4 ‘Who does What Where in DRR in Georgia, 2009’ directory and current DRR activities and budgetary allocations.
5 Level of compliance with the HFA as reported in GoG HFA Progress Report (planned for 2010).
Target
1 DRR legal, institutional and policy frameworks which feature institutional coherence and mechanisms of coordination adopted and functional. 
2 Inclusive (cross- sectoral) National Platform for DRR established, operational and functioning.
3 DRR and environmental protection explicitly mainstreamed into legislation and policies.
4 Measurable steady increase in DRR activities planned and budgeted by 2015.

5 Hyogo Framework and other DRR related conventions and treaties are being sustainably implemented.
	· Legislation: Legal Herald, Parliamentary and MoJ websites.
· Regional Development Plans.
· Curricula and training data.
· Risk Management Action Plans.
· Programme and project reports and evaluations.
· Minutes of meetings.
·  ‘Who does what where in DRR in Georgia’ directory updates.
· Governmental resource allocations/budgets.


	· The Government of Georgia will remain committed to the implementation of the Hyogo Framework and DRR activities.
· Conflict situations or disasters will not negatively impact DRR activities or cause changes to Government or UN priorities.
· UN and Government of Georgia commitments and priorities will remain in sync.
· The Georgian Government will be able to allocate adequate resources to implement DRR activities at all levels.
	· Key ministries and government Agencies, especially NSC, MRA, MoJ, MoEPNR, MoIA, MoA, MoRDI and Parliament: policy development and planning, institutional set-up, legislation development, coordination and communication.
· Selected regional and local authorities: coordinate and facilitate processes and structures at the regional and local levels.
· IO/NGOs/academic institutions: promote DRR, provide support to processes and structures, capacity development.
· Communities, especially those at risk or affected:  representation and participation, ensure inclusion of views of communities and most vulnerable.
	FAO                      $ 5,200,000
IOM                         $ 100,000
UNDP                      $ 844,000
UNHCR                $ 1,100,000
UNICEF                $ 1,000,000
WFP                           $ 50,000


	Outcome 2
Disaster risks are identified, assessed and monitored and early warning is enhanced. 
FAO, IAEA, IOM, UNDP, UNHCR, UNICEF, WFP 
	Indicators
1 Disaster risk monitoring systems in place that are people-centred and understandable, and provide regular and timely dissemination of data.
2 Number of early warning systems on natural hazards, conflicts and other man-made emergencies with outreach to communities in place and active.
3 Research and analysis of statistical and scientific information on disaster occurrence and impact disseminated through DRR mechanisms.

Baseline
1 The current state of the disaster risk assessment system and the development of its methodology among stakeholders.
2 UNDP flood early warning system assessment conducted (2009) and report finalised (2010).
3 Local and/or thematic risk assessments and early warning studies undertaken. 

Targets
1 Collection of data and data sharing enhanced; quality analysis, with focus shifted from hazards to risks.
2 Correct warnings provided and timely disseminated in communities at risk. 

3 Participatory disaster vulnerability assessments of targeted communities, based on conducted research and analyses, undertaken and used in action planning. 
	1 Assessment, monitoring and system reports on national and community levels (especially targeting vulnerable and/or at risk communities).
2 Joint vulnerability study foreseen for 2010.
3 Assessments and mapping of disaster risks conducted in number of communities.
4 Government and media announcements, publications and broadcasts.
5 Programme and project reports and evaluations.
6 Minutes of meetings.
	
	7 Key Ministries and Government Agencies, especially NSC, MRA, MoJ-CRA, MoEPNR, MoIA, MoRDI and MoA: early warning system development and implementation, data collection, analysis and dissemination, advocacy and outreach.

8 Regional and local authorities and at risk communities: participate in assessment and monitoring, outreach.
9 IO/NGOs/Academic institutions: data collection, studies, support to implementation and monitoring, capacity development.
10 Media: support to the timely dissemination of accurate information.
	FAO                         $ 200,000
IAEA                        $ 150,000

IOM                           $ 20,000
UNDP                   $ 1,013,000

UNHCR                $ 1,100,000

UNICEF                    $ 750,000

WFP                           $ 50,000


	Outcome 3
A culture of safety and resilience is built at all levels using knowledge, innovation and education. 
FAO, IOM, UNDP, UNICEF
	Indicators
1 National school curriculum, learning materials and educational and public awareness campaigns on DRR by Government and the media.
2 Dialogue, research and exchange on DRR among academia, the Government and other stakeholders. 
Baseline
1 Current National Curriculum and teacher training programmes do not include DRR; limited extra-curricular training activities, campaigns on DRR undertaken by Government, NGOs, the media. 
2 UNDP DRR Strategy for Georgia (2009), bimonthly DRR think-tank meetings and assessments reports on specific technical areas in the field of DRR.
Targets
1 National Curriculum and teacher training programmes include DRR; capacity development and awareness, with a special focus on bringing DRR activities to children, youth and other vulnerable groups; information on risks and protection options disseminated, enabling people to take preventive action. 
2 Improved dialogue among academia, government and civil society to increase the knowledge of practitioners on DRR.
	· Curriculum and training data.
· Reports on local DRR related actions in schools.
· DRR capacity and awareness assessment reports.
· Programme and Project reports and evaluations.
· Private sector and media publications.
	
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, esp. MoES, MoEPNR, MoLHSA, MoA, MoIA-EMD and MoRDI: facilitation and coordination, innovation stimulation, awareness raising, curriculum development and introduction.

· Academic institutions: research and development.
· Private sector: innovation, introduction of new practices and technologies.
· IOs and NGOs: support to innovation and development, capacity development and implementation support.
· Communities: community participation and implementation.
· Media: information and awareness raising.
	FAO                      $ 1,440,000
IOM                         $ 250,000
UNDP                   $ 1,013,000

UNICEF                    $ 500,000


	Outcome 4
Underlying disaster risk factors are reduced, focusing on sustainable environmental and natural resource management. 
FAO, IAEA,  UNDP, UNICEF, UNIDO, WFP, WHO

	Indicators
1 Knowledge and scale of use of sustainable environmental and natural resource management practices and tools adopted.
2 Resilience of communities to disasters, including food insecurity. 
3 Risk assessment and safety standards in infrastructure projects and construction.
4 Compliance with international environmental conventions, treaties and agreements.
Baseline
1 Current knowledge and scale of use of sustainable environmental and natural resources management practices and tools.
2 Present food security situation of the population as a result of current status of the agriculture and social infrastructure. 
3 Current construction codes for buildings and infrastructure and their enforcement.
4 Current level of compliance with international environmental conventions, treaties and agreements.  
Targets
1 Knowledge on and scale of use of sustainable environmental and natural resource management practices and tools enhanced 
2 Enhanced capacity of the Government to plan for and implement food security schemes. 
3 Disaster risk assessments are mainstreamed into infrastructure development plans and construction norms are enhanced, enforced and are designed in accordance with international standards.

4 Level of compliance with international environmental conventions, treaties and agreements enhanced.
	· Parliamentary journal and responsible authorities’ reports (ministries, municipal).
· MoEPNR, IO and donor organisation assessments. 
· Status reports under international agreements, ERP.
· Government of Georgia, USAID assessment
· UNECE Environmental Performance Review.
· Programme and project reports and evaluations. 
· Risk sensitive building codes, building standards and urban planning and their enforcement. 
	
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, especially MoEPNR, MoE, MoA, MoLHSA, MoIA, MoRDI: facilitation and coordination of planning and implementation.
· Regional and local authorities: identifying DRR needs and community based projects e.g. in water management, prevention of erosion and flooding.
· UNEP, IOs and NGOs: capacity development and support to implementation of disaster and conflict prevention activities.
· At risk communities: community mobilisation and participation, implementation.
	FAO                         $ 700,000
IAEA                        $ 100,000
UNDP                 $ 13,500,000

UNICEF                    $ 500,000
UNIDO                    $ 100,000
WFP                     $ 3,560,000

WHO                          $ 40,000


	Outcome 5
Disaster preparedness for effective response is strengthened at all levels. 

FAO, IOM, UNDP, UNFPA, UNHCR, UNICEF, WFP, WHO
	1 UN Contingency Plans alignment with National Response Plans and their dissemination.
2 Disaster management structures established nationally with confirmed operational capacity through legislation and adequate budgetary allocations. 
3 Coordination forum for disaster management established, MoUs agreed/signed and meetings held on the national and international levels.
4 Number, type and frequency of training drills and rehearsals held.
5 Relevant governmental agencies and organisations respond timely and effectively to emergencies. 
Baseline
1 Current implementation of the MoIA-EMD National Emergency Response Plan (NERP) and UNCT-approved draft multi-hazard, all-phase contingency plan.
2 State of development and implementation of the Government National Emergency Response Plan.
3 Current coordination activities of MoIA/EMD, NSC, UNDP and UN contingency planning focal points group.

4 Number, type and frequency of current training sessions and drills. 
5 DRR assessment and Georgian Government Hyogo Framework Implementation Report (planned for 2010)

Targets
1 Alignment of national and international plans completed by 2013.
2 Existing structures for disaster management fully operational. 
3 Effective coordination amongst national emergency responders, as well as between national and international actors through regular meetings and agreements.
4 Regular emergency response/disaster preparedness exercises, drills and training sessions held. 
5 Capacity of Government agencies and their human resources to confront emergencies is improved, particularly in more effective policies, operational mechanisms, plans and communications systems. 
	· Contingency/National Response plans.
· National Security Council minutes and document.
· Coordination Forum/ Humanitarian Country Team minutes, documents, MoUs.
· UN and Government websites
· Legislation, decrees and by-laws.
· Budget allocations.
· Drills/simulation exercises and training reports.
· Programme and project reports and evaluations.

	
	· Key Ministries and Government Agencies, especially NSC, MRA and MoIA-EMD in a coordinating role, MoLHSA, MoEPNR and MoRDI: assessments, response system and contingency planning, coordination and implementation, management and monitoring.
· Regional and local authorities: contingency planning and implementation management.
· IOs and NGOs: support to system development, coordination and contingency planning, capacity development and implementation.
· Communities, especially those at risk: community mobilisation and implementation.
	FAO                         $ 200,000
IOM                           $ 50,000
UNDP                      $ 505,000

UNHCR                $ 1,100,000

UNICEF                   $ 525,000
WFP                           $ 45,000
WHO                          $ 60,000


� Baseline 1 and 2: Barometer 2007, Electorate: Features and Attitudes, Nana Sumbadze, Institute for Policy Studies, see � HYPERLINK "http://pdc.ceu.hu/archive/00003687/01/georgia_public_opinion_barometer_07.pdf" �http://pdc.ceu.hu/archive/00003687/01/georgia_public_opinion_barometer_07.pdf� 


� It is anticipated the Chamber of Control will undertake value for money audits in the future. If not, other means of verification will be identified. 
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