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The Grand Bargain has successfully mobilised key OYEHTIMERS Grand Bargain UN ag]jln dies

stakeholders, representing 86-88% of international [I—— signatories
humanitarian donor funding and 72% of aid NGOs

organisations budget. But ittle buy-in from non-
OECD countries and NGOs limits its potential.

... But the progress is uneven.
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Signatories have on average reported progress on

40% of their commitments (and plan to act onan

additional 5%) ...
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22 of the 52 signatories have taken a leadership role in the Grand Bargain’s
architecture, which is comparably flexible and light. 3
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In the field, there is growing impatience about 0
realizing the benefits of the Grand Bargain.

% Applicable commitments on which signatories reported actions

Recommendations

—
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Keep the light structure and the joint

leadership roles

Re-engage the signatories at the political level

Increase coherence within the Grand Bargain

4. Apply the Grand Bargain in its entirety to
specific emergency operations

5. Expand the Grand Bargain's reach among

non-signatories
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Progress Made Per Work Stream

This table illustrates scores assigned to the Grand Bargain work streams along five assessment criteria. Each
criterion is assessed on a scale from 0 to 4 (from no significant progress to excellent progress, or from important
missing links to full coherence). For a work stream’s overall assessment, see the narrative summaries in section 4 of
the full report or the executive summary.
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