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Stakeholder engagement template
Civil society engagement
Component B - Stakeholder engagement. Requirements 1.4 and 1.3

Period under review:  What is the period that this template covers? April 2021-October 2025
Month and year to month and year: Enter here
Note: for Validation, it is the day of commencement of the previous Validation which marks the beginning of the period under review until the date of commencement of the upcoming Validation.

This form is submitted for 	☒ 	International Secretariat feedback as part of							implementation support 

	OR			☐	Validation as part of final submission for assessment

Introduction
The EITI requires effective multi-stakeholder oversight, including a functioning multi-stakeholder group that involves the government, companies, and the full, independent, active and effective participation of civil society. The key requirements related to multi-stakeholder oversight include: (1.1) government engagement; (1.2) industry engagement; (1.3) civil society engagement, including EITI Protocol: Participation of civil society, and (1.4) the establishment and functioning of a multi-stakeholder group. 
The participation of civil society is fundamental to achieving the objectives of EITI, including EITI Principle 4 which states that “public understanding of government revenues and expenditure over time could help public debate and inform choice of appropriate and realistic options for sustainable development”. The active participation of civil society in the EITI process is key to ensure that the transparency created by the EITI leads to greater accountability.

What is the purpose of this template? 
The purpose of this template (B3) is to allow civil society to conduct a self-assessment on meeting Requirements 1.4.a.i on MSG governance – nominations and constituency coordination, and 1.3 on civil society engagement including documenting evidence of breaches of the EITI Protocol: Participation of civil society. 
Each requirement section contains:
I. A box with additional resources
II. Corrective actions from the previous Validation, where applicable
III. A self-assessment against the technical aspects and underlying objectives of the requirement in questions & response format
IV. Comments from the Secretariat
The form also contains an optional annexe civil society may wish to use to compile observations on breaches to the protocol. If possible, a such report should be discussed with the multi-stakeholder group.
For Validation, this template serves as documentation from civil society about progress on this component.

When should this template be completed?
The template should also be used as a tool for implementation. Civil society is encouraged to use this template regularly and ahead of Validation. Before commencement of Validation, the template could be updated regularly. In such instances, you may get support from your country lead and indicate that this form is for International Secretariat feedback.
The templates should be finalised and published before the commencement of Validation. For Validation, this form serves as basis for assessing the country under this component. The form must be reviewed and signed off by the civil society constituency group and submitted latest on the day of the commencement of Validation and be published on the EITI’s website or the civil society website. At this stage, it should be indicated on the form that the template is submitted for Validation. 
If there are concerns that publication of this form might pose risks to civil society, please let your country lead from the International Secretariat know. 
Civil society stakeholders on and outside of the MSG may contact the Validation team directly to provide additional views.

Who should fill this template?
The self-assessment must be prepared by a civil society representative, such as the constituency coordinator in consultation with the broader civil society constituency. The self-assessment promotes understanding and engagement on the different aspects of the requirement. Diverging views within the constituency can be documented in the form. Where deemed relevant, inputs could be sought from constituency members outside of the MSG. You may contact the International Secretariat country lead for support in understanding the different aspects of the template. 

Covered this form: 
Requirement 1.3
Effective civil society engagement 
Requirement 1.4.a.i: 
Civil society nomination, adequate representation on MSG and effective coordination with wider constituency




Optional – Requirement 1.3 
Annexe documenting obstacles to civil society participation
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[bookmark: _Toc176292799]Requirement 1.4 regarding constituency organisation
[bookmark: _Toc176292800][bookmark: _Toc172813377]Resources
	· Requirement in full; Validation guide,
· Guidance notes: Establishment and governance of multi-stakeholder groups 


[bookmark: _Toc176292801]Corrective actions / recommendations from previous Validation regarding constituency organisation
[bookmark: _Toc172813378]ⓘ To inform the work on this module, stakeholders should be aware of corrective actions from previous Validation. In line with Requirement 7.3, the MSG should also consider recommendations from EITI implementation such as those arising from EITI reporting related to this requirement or from other studies undertaken. 

	Insert recommendation and or corrective action from previous Validation or targeted assessment, if applicable. Indicate the status of addressing the corrective actions, if applicable. If this is a first Validation, this section can be left blank.


[bookmark: _Toc176292802]Self-assessment
ⓘThe self-assessment allows to understand the aspects of the requirement. Diverging views within the constituency can be documented in the form. You may contact the International Secretariat country lead for support. 
[bookmark: _Technical_requirement_regarding][bookmark: _Toc172813379][bookmark: _Toc176292803][bookmark: _Hlk172801265]Technical requirement regarding constituency organisation
The aspects below are part of the assessment of requirement 1.4 but must be filled in by the civil society constituency, as it relates to their organisation of constituency representation.
‘Broader constituency’ refers to civil society organisations that are not members of the MSG, but that are directly or indirectly involved in issues relating to the governance of the extractive industries, including among others, but not limited to organisations working on fiscal transparency and accountability, anti-corruption, gender, environment, economic development, open data, youth organisations, journalists, trade organisations, organisations representing communities directly affected by extractives operations to name a few. 
Seeking their views on and needs for EITI implementation ensures that EITI can be impactful, ensure effective transmission of issues of interest, tailoring information from EITI reporting, follow-up on recommendations and corrective actions and encourage the use of data for their purposes. 

	Required
	#1.4.a.i establishment and representation

	Nomination procedure – transparency, openness and fairness
	Did civil society agree to a procedure for selecting civil society MSG members?
☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, name of document name of document that outlines the formal process for nominating candidates to the MSG: CSOs nominated and voted for members from there constituencies to be on the MSG.

Link to that document: 

Was the agreed procedure followed in the latest nomination?
☒ Yes           ☐No
If no, describe the deviation: 
If there is no written agreed procedure for selecting civil society MSG members, describe the latest nomination process, the criteria for representation (representation of organisations present in regions affected by the extractive industry projects, linguistic representativity, other minority representation, technical capacity – as applicable). Note if gender balance is considered. 
Describe: 
If elections took place in the period under review:
Describe the efforts for outreach to the wider constituency to motivate candidates’ applications. 
Evidence can include the invitation to the broader constituency (see description above) to participate in the MSG, outreach activities, a call for nominations through a newsletter, a website post shared with constituency members with a call for nominations. List all applicable, including links where available.
Describe: 
OR: ☐ There was no public call for nominations 
Are the individuals and organisations that put forward their nomination known to the wider constituency? 
☒ Yes      ☐ No
Elaborate, for example link if the list is public or if the applicants are not known:  Click or tap here to enter text.
Click or tap here to enter text.
Is there a term limit to MSG members representing civil society?
☒ Yes, enter number of years or other details: The Current MSG members have a 3 term limit.                     

OR: ☐ No term limit

	Gender
	What is the current gender balance in your constituency?
Percentage male:57.9%
Percentage female: 42.1% 
Percentage binary: Click or tap here to enter text.
Has the constituency undertaken any efforts to improve the gender balance?
☒ Yes      ☐ No
Elaborate, for example any discussions held, references to documentation:  

	Required
	#1.4.b.ii Liaison with wider constituency

	Communication with wider constituency
	Do civil society MSG members liaise with the wider constituency?
☒ Yes      ☐ No
Elaborate: 
For example, explaining how and how often the MSG members communicate and seek views from the wider constituency, if through civil society networks, conferences, email lists, or other networks

	Outreach activities
	Did the MSG civil society members carry out any outreach activities in the period under review?
☒ Yes      ☐ No
If yes, describe and provide links if available: 

	Seeking views 
	Have MSG civil society members sought input from the broader constituency on the following.:
A) The latest EITI work plan, including priorities for EITI implementation
☒ Yes      ☐ No
If yes, how did you seek input? Explain
If yes, who provided input? List groups and optionally submit supporting documentation. 
Has that input been reflected in the work plan? ☒ Yes      ☐ No
Elaborate: 
B) Review of progress in EITI implementation
☒ Yes      ☐ No
If yes, how did you seek input? Explain
If yes, who provided input? List groups and optionally submit supporting documentation. 

Has that input been reflected in the review of progress? ☒ Yes      ☐ No
Elaborate: 



[bookmark: _Underlying_objective_regarding][bookmark: _Toc176292804][bookmark: _Toc172813380]Underlying objective regarding constituency organisation 
The objective of this requirement is to ensure that there is an independent MSG that can exercise active and meaningful oversight of all aspects of EITI implementation […]. As a precondition for achieving this objective, the MSG must include adequate representation of key stakeholders appointed on the basis of open, fair and transparent constituency procedures; […]
1. Does the broader civil society constituency consider that the nominations procedure was adhered to in the period under review?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Elaborate, 
for example on any deviations in practice, on potential lack of codified nominations procedure


2. Was the nominations process open and transparent?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Elaborate, 
for example on potential impact of lack of codified nominations procedure on this aspect, on the number of nominations received for the available MSG seats, efforts for outreach. 



The composition of the civil society constituency is to be representative of the organisations active on issues related to extractive industries, and may include among others, and not limited to, fiscal transparency and accountability, anti-corruption, gender,  environment, economic development, open data, youth organisations, journalists, trade organisations. Validation will document if members of civil society on the MSG represent regions where extractive industries are concentrated, as well as any representation of language minorities, where extractive industries is present. Other aspects of representation are also covered under 1.3 and the protocol. 
3. Are the civil society MSG members representative of the larger constituency? 
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain. The member are selected from all 3 broader constituencies.


4. Does the constituency think that gender diversity is adequate? 
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain. 


5. Does the current representation sufficiently balance capacity, representativeness of the wider constituency and institutional knowledge? 
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain. Members are selected from institutions with knowledge and capacity in the extractives sector.


6. Did the civil society constituency nominate its members free of any coercion or influence from government? (1.4.a.ii)
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain. 


7. Is each constituency on the MSG adequately represented? 1.4.a.ii
Note that it is not a requirement that the constituencies are represented equally numerically.
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain: . 


8. Do the civil society constituency’s MSG members have the capacity to carry out their duties, as defined in the constituency guidelines or in the terms of reference of the MSG? (1.4.b.i)
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain. 


9. Do you consider decision making in the MSG to be inclusive? Are all MSG members treated as partners (1.4.b.viii)?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain, for example on the agenda setting and way of taking decision (consensus or majority voting).. 


10. Do you consider the notice given before MSG meetings is adequate, and that documents are shared in a timely manner? (1.4.b.ix)
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain. The notice is given 14 days before the MSG meeting takes place.


1. Does the invitation to the MSG meeting clearly outline the agenda and the decisions to be made? 1.4.b.ix
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain. In the minutes provided the agenda for the meeting is clearly outlined.


11. Any further comments 
	Insert if wished. 



[bookmark: _Toc176292805][bookmark: _Toc172813381]Conclusion 
Based on the above, what is the civil society self-assessment towards fulfilling both the objective and technical requirements of 1.4. ?

Score is:
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☒
	☐
	☐

	very poor (0)
	poor (25)
	limited (50)
	good (70)
	very good (90)
	leading (100)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Or 
☐ not applicable

Explanation of self-assessment with regards to the fair, open and transparent constituency nominations and representation of companies on the MSG
	Explain





[bookmark: _Toc176292806][bookmark: _Toc172813382]Requirement 1.3: Civil society engagement
1. [bookmark: _Toc176292807]Resources
	[bookmark: _Hlk176255051]Requirement in full, Validation guide,
Guidance notes: How to become an EITI implementing country. Civil society engagement 


Diverging views within the constituency can be documented in the form. For Validation, the signatories of the submission should be indicated at the bottom of the form. Stakeholders may contact the Validation team directly to provide additional views.
[bookmark: _Toc172732900][bookmark: _Toc172813383][bookmark: _Toc176292808]Corrective actions / recommendations from previous Validation 
[bookmark: _Toc172732901][bookmark: _Toc172813384]ⓘ To inform the work on this module, stakeholders should be aware of corrective actions from previous Validation. In line with Requirement 7.3, the MSG should also consider recommendations from EITI implementation such as those arising from EITI reporting related to this requirement or from other studies undertaken. 

	Insert recommendation and or corrective action from previous Validation or targeted assessment, if applicable. Indicate the status of addressing the corrective actions, if applicable. If this is a first Validation, this section can be left blank.


[bookmark: _Toc176292809]Self-assessment
ⓘ The self-assessment must be prepared by a civil society representative, such as the constituency coordinator in consultation with the broader constituency. The self-assessment allows to understand the aspects of the requirement. Diverging views within the constituency can be documented in the form. You may contact the International Secretariat country lead for support. Where there are concerns about the enabling environment, the constituency is encouraged to submit a detailed report using the Annexe “Report on obstacles to participation”.
[bookmark: _Definitions]Definitions 
According to the protocol:
· ‘Civil society representatives’ refer to civil society representatives who are substantively involved in the EITI process, including but not limited to members of the multi-stakeholder group. 
· ‘EITI process’ refers to activities related to preparing for EITI sign-up; MSG meetings; CSO constituency side-meetings on EITI, including interactions with MSG representatives; producing EITI Reports; producing materials or conducting analysis on EITI Reports; expressing views related to EITI activities; and expressing views related to natural resource governance.
· Data within the scope of the EITI Standard refers to required aspects of EITI requirements and any encouraged aspects that the MSG has agreed to include in the scope of the EITI.
[bookmark: _Technical_requirements][bookmark: _Toc172732902][bookmark: _Toc172813385][bookmark: _Toc176292810]Technical requirements
	Required
	1.3.a Civil society engagement

	Effective engagement
1.3.a.
	Do all civil society MSG members participate regularly and actively in MSG meetings?
☒ Yes           ☐No
If no, explain why: 
For Validation, the Annexe on MSG attendance from form B1 is submitted to assess all constituency attendance.

Do civil society MSG members regularly reach out to the broader constituency members?
☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain: 
Do civil society members on the MSG use of EITI data and other information to promote public debate?
☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain: Members regularly showcase the ZEITI portal and website during stakeholder engagements.
In your view, are there any potential conflict of interests of the civil society members on the MSG?
☐ Yes           ☒No
Explain: Click or tap here to enter text.

	Required
	1.3.c-e Enabling environment

	Enabling environment 1.3.c-e
	Does the government provide an enabling environment for civil society participation with regard to relevant laws, regulations and administrative rules as well as actual practice in implementation of the EITI? Does the government respect the fundamental rights of civil society substantively engaged in the EITI process, including but not limited to members of the multi-stakeholder group?
☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, please provide examples who the government enabled such an environment:  The ZEITI Secretariat is hosted by the Ministry of Mines. This helps CSOs have an engagement with different government agencies. 

If no, specify what the obstacles to the enabling environment are: 
Expression: There are obstacles to civil society representatives to engage in public debate related to the EITI process and/ or to express opinions about the EITI process without restraint, or fear of coercion or reprisal.
☐ Yes– provide examples in Annexe            ☐ No 
Operation: There are obstacles to civil society representatives to operate freely in relation to the EITI process.
 ☐ Yes– provide examples in Annexe            ☐ No
Association: There are obstacles to civil society representatives to communicate and cooperate with each other regarding the EITI process.
 ☐ Yes– provide examples in Annexe           ☐ No
Engagement: There are obstacles to civil society representatives to be fully, actively and effectively engaged in the design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of the EITI process.
 ☐ Yes– provide examples in Annexe           ☐ No
Access to public decision-making: There are obstacles to civil society representatives to speak freely on transparency and natural resource governance issues, and ensure that the EITI contributes to public debate.
☐ Yes– provide examples in Annexe   ☐ No

	Expected
	1.3.f. Monitoring of the CSO protocol

	Monitoring issues with civic space
	This requirement is expected, meaning that the MSG must document that it has addressed this requirement.
Broader civic space restrictions:
Have civil society representatives made the MSG aware of any conditions present in the country which have a limiting impact on civil society’s capacity to express views, operate, associate, engage, access public decision-making?
☒ Yes           ☐ No
If yes, describe:  Funding is the biggest obstacle to CSO engagements.  
Concerns on civil society engagement with regards to the EITI process:
If yes, has civil society shared its views on how those conditions have an impact on civil society engaged in the EITI process (including the wider constituency), and their possibility to express views, operate, associate, engage, access public decision-making on issues related to the extractives sector?
Explain: The lack of funding has stunted the progress of CSO stakeholder engagements.
For example, the civil society constituency may have documented breaches of the Civil Society Protocol (consider using the Annexe on obstacles to participation as a guideline), or raised them for discussion.
☐ Yes           ☐No
If yes, where can the documentation of these discussions be accessed? Provide information on MSG meeting minutes, emails to MSG members, reports or other MSG documentation, and how these can be accessed:
Explain: 
  
If there are concerns, has the MSG established a mechanism to regularly monitor any obstacles for civil society engaged in the EITI process?
For example, this can include documentation of shortcomings, an action plan to address those, formation of a working group that treats any concerns on civic space. 
☐ Yes           ☐No
Explain: 
	
If there are concerns on civil society’s ability to engage in the EITI process, but they have not been shared with the MSG, what are the reasons for not doing so?
Explain: 




[bookmark: _Toc172813386][bookmark: _Toc176292811][bookmark: _Toc171546379]Underlying objective
The objective of this requirement is to ensure that civil society is fully, actively and effectively engaged in the EITI process, and that there is an enabling environment for this. The active participation of civil society in the EITI process is key to ensuring that the transparency created by the EITI can lead to greater accountability and improved governance of oil, gas and mineral resources. The provisions related to civil society engagement seek to establish the conditions that permit this to occur over time.
1. Do civil society use the EITI as a platform to get access to information, to advance issues that are important to the wider civil society constituencies?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, provide examples: The EITI provides data through its reports, portal and website.



2. Do civil society representatives within and outside of the MSG consider that the EITI is creating a safe space for sector governance? 
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Explain: 



3. Have there been any concerns related to self-censorship or other constraints that have limited the CSO’s participation in extractive sector governance?
	☐ Yes           ☒No
Explain: 



4. Use of data: Have civil society representatives contributed to communicating or using EITI data, including participation in outreach activities?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, provide examples:  During this years dissemination in Kalumbila and Solwezi of the 2023/24 ZEITI report.



5. Use of data: have any civil society used EITI data for own purposes, such as advocacy and analysis on issues related to the extractive industries and revenue management?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, provide examples: 



6. Note any other points the constituency wishes to highlight with regards to their engagement in the EITI process.
	Note here 


[bookmark: _Toc172813387][bookmark: _Toc172732906]
[bookmark: _Toc176292812]Conclusion 
Based on the above, what is civil society’s self-assessment towards fulfilling both the objective and technical requirements ?

Score is:
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☒
	☐
	☐

	very poor (0)
	poor (25)
	limited (50)
	good (70)
	very good (90)
	leading (100)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Or 
☐ not applicable

	Explain



[bookmark: _Toc172813388][bookmark: _Toc176292813]International Secretariat feedback
	To be filled in by the International Secretariat
Observations of comprehensiveness of addressing the aspects, any gaps identified and further clarification needed. 

	1.4.a.i establishment and representation
Required
	

	1.4.b.ii Liaison with wider constituency
Required
	

	Underlying objective of 1.4 with regards to CSO representation
	

	1.3.a Civil society engagement
Required
	

	1.3.c-e Enabling environment
Required
	

	1.3.f. Monitoring of the CSO protocol
Expected
	

	Underlying objective of 1.3
	

	Any other observations
	








[bookmark: _Annexe:][bookmark: _Toc176292814][bookmark: _Annexe_on_obstacles][bookmark: _Report_on_obstacles][bookmark: _Toc176292815][bookmark: _Toc172813389][bookmark: _Ref172808319]Annexe (optional): Report on obstacles to participation
If civil society members substantially engaged in the EITI process identify any obstacles to participation under the self-assessment of 1.3 c-d enabling environment, the following report structure may be helpful as a guideline to submit supporting documentation. 
	Resources
· PWYP and ICNL published a guide assessing civil society engagement in the EITI process (ICNL, 2021)


Civil society is encouraged to raise any obstacles or breaches of the civil society protocol with the MSG. It may consider using such a report as a submission for discussion at MSG meeting as part of EITI implementation.
1. [bookmark: _Toc172813390][bookmark: _Toc176292816]About
The EITI’s civil society protocol requires that the government ensures an enabling environment for civil society representatives’ engagement in the EITI process. 
[bookmark: _Definitions_and_scope]This report template provides a structure which civil society may draw on to convey any concerns related to potential breaches of the protocol. Any concerns related to potential breaches should be accompanied with a description of the related incident, including its timing, actors involved and the link to the EITI process. If available, supporting documentation should be provided. Requests for confidentiality will be respected. The authors may wish to fill out all or part of the six tests.
The report may be submitted at any time to the EITI International Secretariat. Civil society is strongly encouraged to share this report with the MSG and discuss the concerns as part of implementation.
The guiding questions draw from the Validation guide for the 2023 EITI Standard.
[bookmark: _Part_A:_Overview][bookmark: _Toc172813391][bookmark: _Toc176292817]Scope
The report relates to the following country: Zambia
This report covers the following period (month and year – month and year) April 2021-October 2025
If applicable: the report is limited to the following geographical areas: Zambia’s Extractives Sector.
Authors and contact information (if appropriate): Click or tap here to enter text.
[bookmark: _Toc172813392][bookmark: _Toc176292818]Definitions 
According to the protocol:
· ‘Civil society representatives’ refer to civil society representatives who are substantively involved in the EITI process, including but not limited to members of the multi-stakeholder group. 
· ‘EITI process’ refers to activities related to preparing for EITI sign-up; MSG meetings; CSO constituency side-meetings on EITI, including interactions with MSG representatives; producing EITI Reports; producing materials or conducting analysis on EITI Reports; expressing views related to EITI activities; and expressing views related to natural resource governance.
· Data within the scope of the EITI Standard refers to required aspects of EITI requirements and any encouraged aspects that the MSG has agreed to include in the scope of the EITI.
[bookmark: _Toc172813393][bookmark: _Toc176292819]Part A: Overview of the broader enabling environment for civil society participation
Provide an overview of the broader enabling environment for civil society participation in the country which could impact the civil society engagement on extractive industry issues. This overview may draw on internationally recognised indicators and assessments such as those produced by Civicus, the International Center for not- for-profit Law (ICNL), United Nations bodies, Freedom House, OECD, regional organisations. It may cover historical context.
Add here: The NGO bill of 2020 outlines all guidelines that govern and enable CSOs participation in Zambia- https://www.parliament.gov.zm/node/8523 
[bookmark: _Toc172813394][bookmark: _Toc176292820]Part B: Documentation of restrictions in relation to civil society substantially engaged in the EITI process
This section of the report contains an explanation and documentation of legal or practical restrictions related to the broader enabling environment have in practice restricted civil society participation in the EITI process, as defined above, in the period under review. The detail and depth of this assessment will consider the broader environment for civil society participation.
1. [bookmark: _Toc176292821][bookmark: _Toc172813395]Expression
Civil society representatives are able to engage in public debate related to the EITI process and express opinions about the EITI process without restraint, coercion or reprisal.
Broader context
Based on the above indicators and assessments, consider responding to the following questions:
· To what extent does the legal framework provide for freedom of expression, including legal protections for freedom of expression? The NGO bill of 2020 outlines all guidelines that govern and enable CSOs participation in Zambia- https://www.parliament.gov.zm/node/8523 
· Are there any laws that have potential to restrict freedom of expression related to extractive sector governance? No.
· To what extent are legal guarantees for freedom of expression are respected in practice? The NGO bill of 2020 outlines all guidelines that govern and enable CSOs participation in Zambia- https://www.parliament.gov.zm/node/8523 
Linkage to EITI
This section should consider the extent to which:
· Civil society representatives are able to speak freely in public about the EITI process (including expressing views related to extractive resource governance) for example during MSG meetings, EITI events including for the promulgation of EITI Reports, public events, in the media, etc.
· Actual practice, including diverse stakeholder views or substantive evidence provided by independent third parties, indicates that self-censorship or self-imposed restriction by civil society representatives has taken place related to the EITI process due to fear of reprisal and whether such barriers have impacted civil society representatives’ dissemination of information and public comment on the EITI process.

Evidence
In cases where there are concerns about potential breaches of the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”, this section may provide responses to the following guiding questions and related evidence:
· Are there cases where civil society representatives substantively engaged in the EITI are hindered or refrain from engaging in public debate, expressing opinions, and seeking and imparting information related to issues within the scope of the EITI Standard?
· Are there cases where civil society publicly expressing views on issues related to the EITI Standard that are critical towards the government and/or extractive companies? The abuse of public funds by sub-nationals that comes from mining companies as legal obligatory payments. E.g. Solwezi council meeting- https://www.solwezicouncil.gov.zm/?p=3946 
· Have individuals or groups engaging in public debate, expressing opinions, or seeking and imparting information on issues related to the EITI Standard been subject to threats and attacks, such as legal proceedings, intimidation, harassments (including smear campaigns) or verbal or physical threats? Is it reasonable to expect that intimidation, harassment or threats are undertaken or endorsed by government officials or security forces? No
· Are there topics related to the EITI Standard that civil society are avoiding expressing their critical opinion on? Are there reasonable grounds to consider that this is due to fear of reprisal, such as evidence of prior retaliation? No
· Has the threat of administrative measures, sanctions, or bars on publication discouraged civil society representatives from communicating information and opinions related to the EITI Standard to the press, or the press from publishing such information and opinions? No
· Have the authorities provided for protective measures in the event of attacks or threats against members of civil society exercising their right to freedom of expression on issues related to the EITI Standard? Yes
2. [bookmark: _Toc172813396][bookmark: _Toc176292822]Operation
Civil society representatives are able to operate freely in relation to the EITI process.
Broader context
Based on the above indicators and assessments, this section should document:
· To what extent does the legal framework imposes rules related to the operation of civil society, including the registration of civil society groups, approval for activities, other administrative requirements and access to funding? The NGO bill of 2020 outlines all guidelines that govern and enable CSOs participation in Zambia- https://www.parliament.gov.zm/node/8523 
· Is the legal framework applied in a way that may seek to hinder civil society’s activities related to, for example, politically sensitive topics? No
Linkage to EITI
Specifically, on the linkage to the EITI process, this section should consider the extent to which the legal, regulatory, administrative and actual environment has affected civil society representative’s ability to participate in the EITI process. 
This could for example include:
· The extent to which legal, regulatory or administrative obstacles affect the ability of civil society representatives to participate in the EITI process.
· Any evidence suggesting that the fundamental rights of civil society representatives have been restricted in relation to the implementation of the EITI process, such as restrictions on freedom of expression or freedom of movement.

Evidence
In cases where there are concerns about potential breaches of the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”, this section should provide evidence to the following guiding questions and related evidence:
· In practice, have registration requirements or related fees hindered civil society groups in carrying out activities relating to the EITI? Has the government interfered with the registration of civil society groups carrying out such activities, including through a pattern of delay or arbitrary application of registration requirements? No
· Have reporting or regulatory requirements been applied unfairly or disproportionately to hinder or interfere with CSOs carrying out activities relating to the EITI? Is it likely that these decisions are related to the CSOs’ engagement in the EITI? NO
· Have restrictions on access to foreign funding prevented CSOs substantively engaged in the EITI from accessing needed resources or financial services? Have such government procedures related to access to funding hindered the EITI- related activities of CSOs engaged in the EITI? No
· Has government approval for CSO activities relating to the EITI process been delayed or denied? No
· Are CSOs substantially engaged in the EITI subject to government harassment, frequent inspections, monitoring or requests for documentation? Can a link be reasonably established between EITI-related activities and such practices? 
· Are CSOs substantially engaged in the EITI subject to threats and violence from third parties? Does the government adequately investigate such threats and violence and protect CSOs against these risks in accordance with national laws and international commitments? 
· Are there cases where non-independent (state-controlled) CSOs carrying out activities related to the EITI process that have constrained independent CSOs from fully, effectively and actively engaging in the EITI? No

3. [bookmark: _Toc172813397][bookmark: _Toc176292823]Association
Civil society representatives are able to communicate and cooperate with each other regarding the EITI process.
Broader context
Based on the above indicators and assessments, this section should document if there are legal or practical restrictions in place that may affect civil society’s ability to communicate with each other, either domestically or internationally. These may include restrictions on domestic or foreign travel, use of communication channels, or attendance at or organisation of events.

Linkage to EITI
Specifically, on the linkage to the EITI process, this section should consider the extent to which
· Civil society representatives on the MSG may seek and are not restricted from engaging other CSOs that are not part of the MSG, including capturing their input for MSG discussions and communicating outcomes of MSG deliberations.
· Formal or informal communication channels between civil society representatives on the MSG and the wider civil society constituency have not been restricted.
· Civil society representatives on the MSG have not been restricted from engaging in outreach to broader civil society, including related to discussions about MSG representation and the EITI process.
Evidence
In cases where there are concerns about potential breaches of the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”, the report should consider the following guiding questions and present related evidence:
· Do civil society representatives communicate and cooperate on the EITI process through, for example, coalitions and networks? Which actors or groups are involved? Which communication channels are used? Yes
· Are there cases where of unjustified interference, monitoring or surveillance of communication (including online) between CSOs engaging in activities related to the EITI? These communications may include, for example, setting the constituency’s objectives for EITI implementation, sharing information about the EITI, coordinating advocacy related to topics covered by the EITI Standard or agreeing procedures for the representation of the constituency in the EITI. No
· Are civil society representatives on the MSG able to engage with other CSOs that are not part of the MSG, including capturing their input for MSG discussions and communicating outcomes of MSG deliberations? Yes
· Are civil society representatives able to consult, engage with, share with and seek information from local communities regarding issues related to the EITI Standard or the MSG’s work? Yes
· Are there restrictions on the ability of CSOs to contact and cooperate with colleagues in civil society, business and government, either within or outside the country related to discussions about MSG representation and the EITI process? Such restrictions may include, for example, travel restrictions or barriers to organising meetings and establishing networks related to the EITI. No
4. [bookmark: _Toc172813398][bookmark: _Toc176292824]Engagement
Civil society representatives are able to be fully, actively and effectively engaged in the design, implementation, monitoring and evaluation of the EITI process.

This section of the report should consider the extent to which:
· Civil society representatives are able to fully contribute and provide input to the EITI process: 
· Civil society representatives consider that they have adequate capacity to participate in the EITI. 
Evidence
In cases where there are concerns about potential breaches of the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”, this section should consider the following guiding questions and present related evidence. 
· What is the level of attendance and participation of civil society in MSG meetings, MSG working groups, outreach and other EITI events? 100%. At least one member from each constituency must be present for an MSG meeting to take place.
· Can civil society representatives freely, meaningfully and actively take part in dialogues and deliberations to push for civil society perspectives and ideas when participating in the EITI process? Yes
· Are there any examples of input and advocacy by civil society on issues related to the EITI (statements in the media, research, position papers produced by civil society, etc.)? Yes  TIZ joint press briefing on the mining pollution- https://tizambia.org.zm/2025/03/joint-statement-for-immediate-release/ 
· Are the interests of civil society reflected in EITI implementation, including the EITI work plan objectives and activities, the scope of the EITI reporting process, the annual review of outcomes and impact, Validation or other relevant issues? Yes
· Are there any obstacles which hinder or prevent civil society from participating in EITI meetings, events and activities? Is there evidence that civil society input has been marginalised or is not being considered? No
· Do civil society representatives have the adequate capacity and support to participate meaningfully in the EITI, with sufficient information, resources, time, and opportunities for coordination to support meaningful and effective interventions in EITI activities? Yes
· [bookmark: _Hlk172812182]Are there cases where technical, financial or other capacity constraints affecting civil society have been considered or that plans for addressing such constraints have been agreed upon and effectuated by the MSG? Yes
5. [bookmark: _Toc172813399][bookmark: _Toc176292825]Access to decision-making
Civil society representatives are able to speak freely on transparency and natural resource governance issues, and ensure that the EITI contributes to public debate.
Linkage to EITI
The section of this report should consider the extent to which:
· Civil society representatives are able to use the EITI process to promote public debate, for example through public events, workshops and conferences organised by or with participation of civil society to inform the public about the EITI process and outcomes.
· Civil society representatives are able to engage in activities and debate about natural resource governance, including for example through analysis and advocacy on natural resource issues; use of EITI data; engagement with media outlets; development of tools to communicate the findings of the EITI Reports, etc.
[bookmark: _Toc172732907]Evidence
In cases where there are concerns about potential breaches of the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”, the report should consider the following guiding questions and present related evidence. 
· Are civil society representatives using publicly available data on the extractive sector and recommendations arising from the EITI process in their advocacy? Evidence could include studies, public events, participation in parliamentary hearings, outreach to the press, publication of research material, etc.  Solwezi council meeting- https://www.solwezicouncil.gov.zm/?p=3946 
· 
· Are there restrictions to civil society’s ability to use the EITI process and related disclosures to contribute to public debate? Evidence could include, for example, legal or administrative barriers to publishing research on the extractive sector or reprisal following advocacy related to the EITI. No
6. [bookmark: _Toc172813400][bookmark: _Toc176292826]Documentation
Available documentation from the MSG and CSOs engaged in the EITI process as well as outcomes from direct consultation with relevant stakeholders, including but not limited to members of the MSG, should be taken into account when gathering the above evidence. For contextual purposes, the EITI Board will review the broader environment in which the EITI operates for example by reference to indicators or other types of assessments relevant to the issues addressed in 1-5 above.
Linkage to EITI
In assessing adherence to the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”, the report should consider the impact of any legal or practical restrictions on civil society participation in EITI implementation and civil society’s contribution to public debate on extractive sector governance. This involves focusing on the practical implications of any restrictions and assessing whether there are patterns of restrictions that compromise civil society’s possibility to fully engage in EITI implementation. The Validation Committee should compare the potential effects of such restrictions with civil society’s actual contributions to public debate to achieve a balanced assessment of civil society engagement in practice.
This section of the report should consider the extent to which:
· The MSG has monitored adherence to the “Protocol: Participation of civil society” and documented its discussions related to any shortcomings identified, as well as activities undertaken to address them.
· Where the MSG has not monitored adherence to the “Protocol: Participation of civil society” and documented its discussions related to any shortcomings identified, the rationale for not doing so is publicly documented, including any barriers to addressing this expectation.
Evidence
In cases where there are concerns about potential breaches of the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”, this section of the report should consider the following guiding questions and related evidence:
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Has the MSG documented its discussions to monitor adherence to the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”?
· Has the MSG documented its discussions related to any shortcomings identified?
· Has the MSG documented activities undertaken to address any shortcomings in adherence to the “Protocol: Participation of civil society” identified?

In recognition of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, freedom of expression, operation and association may be limited by lawful means necessary in the interests of national security or public safety, public order, the protection of public health or morals or the protection of the rights and freedoms of others. 
For the purpose of this report, consultations with local stakeholders should be considered in assessing whether these limitations are reasonably imposed in the overall context of national priorities and implemented in a manner compatible with the above components of the “Protocol: Participation of civil society”.


[bookmark: _For_Validation:_sign-off][bookmark: _Toc176292827][bookmark: _Toc172813401]For Validation: sign-off
Please include below the names and contact details of the MSG members from the civil society constituency who sign off on submitting the above information to the Validation team. Add rows as needed.
	Name
	Email address or telephone number

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Date of sign-off
Click or tap to enter a date.
*** Form ends
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