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WHAT

ISIT ?

This report is based on the survey, aimed

at collecting up-to-date information about
decentralised development cooperation (DDC)
projects and partnerships between European
sub-national governments and their global
counterparts. It offers a pan-European
overview of DDC practices.

WHY IS IT IMPORTANT ?
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Period: 3 March > 12 May 2025

To drive dialogue on:

The role of local and regional governments
in EU development policy

Improving the effectiveness and coordination
of DDC initiatives
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Importance of DDC within respondents’ overall
priorities over the last five years

40.54%

Very Somewhat Not very
Important important important important

Do respondents have
any DDC partnerships?

YES 16.22% WHY NOT ?

83.78%

. Status of respondents’ DDC partnership(s)
(multiple answers possible)

Active (currently implementing
project(s)/activity(ies)/initiative(s))

Conditionally active

(on-demand active) 18.92%

Inactive 13.51%

Don’t know 8M%
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Insufficient knowledge or
expertise

Lack of resources
No partners

Partnerships established for
a limited time (project-based)

Political and
administrative challenges

72.97%
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Type(s) of DDC partnership(s)

(multiple answers possible)

City to city / municipality to municipality partnership
Region/city/municipality to non-governmental organisation (NGO)
Municipally/regionally owned public service companies (utility partnerships)
@ Number of responses Regional to national government

Region to region partnership

Other

&:. Association to association
® NGO to NGO

. Other stakeholders involved in DDC partnerships
(multiple answers possible)

Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) 56.76%

Educational institutions 43.24%

- 5
Interest groups / cultural associations 3514% @ Number of responses

Private sector @ Percentage of responses

Foundations

None

Other 3 8N%
. 10.81%

- Respondents stating how many stakeholders
involved in DDC partnerships

K’0 Churches, schools
j @ More than one
’ @ None

S . .
® Local and regional councils

. . /
® National development agencies

59.46%
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7. Expectations regarding the amount of own budget
share allocated towards DDC in 2025

Stay the same
Increase

Don’t know

Be eliminated 8. Observed trend in DDC budget share from
Decrease 2022 to 2025

@ Don't know
@ Decreasing

9 Usual source(s) of funding for DDC partnerships
*  (multiple answers possible)

National Government

Own resources

European Commission

Non-profit (e.g. Civil Society Organisations (CSOs),
foundations, Interest groups)

Regional

Other EU institutions (e.g. agencies, Delegations) @ Number of responsss

National development agency
Private (e.g. SMEs, companies, Sponsors)

International organisations and agencies
(e.g. UNDP, GWOPA - UN-Habitat)

International financial institutions

Other (e.g. faith-based organisations)
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