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Targets: Progress towards mutual accountability is measured against Indicator 12 of

the Declaration, which calls for all developing countries receiving aid to have mutual

assessment reviews in place. In measuring the extent of such reviews, the Monitoring

Survey examined a number of criteria, including whether review processes involved

broad-based dialogue (which should include ministries, donors, civil society, and others)

whether they had mechanisms to monitor progress and set targets and whether there was

high-level support for such reviews.73 On that basis, only 14 countries were on target

in 2007, against 12 in 2005, prompting the Monitoring Survey to comment that “… the

spread of mechanisms for reviewing partnership commitments seems to have come to a

halt, with the effect that the agreed target will be hard to reach without substantial

additional effort.”74

The Evaluation report cautions against making too much of these findings, however,

arguing that country evaluations “… do detail quite a wide range of existing and evolving

Figure 4.1. How far are we from meeting our targets?
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Source: OECD Survey on Monitoring the Paris Declaration (2008).
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