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amounted to USD 13.6 billion in 2005 (Table 2.2). Adding these together makes global CPA

amount to some USD 60.4 billion in 2005.

How concentrated and fragmented is aid?
Based on the analysis described in this chapter, how extensive is fragmentation and

concentration of aid? Answers to this question are provided in a series of tables and maps,

beginning with Table 2.3, which looks at the situation from the donor’s point of view.

Box 2.1. Country programmable aid (CPA)

CPA reflects the amount of aid that can be programmed at partner country level. CPA is
defined through exclusion, by subtracting from total gross ODA aid that is:

● unpredictable by nature (humanitarian aid and debt relief);

● entails no cross-border flows (administrative costs, imputed student costs, promotion of
development awareness, and research and refugees in donor countries);

● does not form part of co-operation agreements between governments (food aid and aid
from local governments);

● is not country programmable by the donor (core funding of NGOs); or

● is not susceptible for programming at country level (contributions to Public Private
Partnerships).

As shown below (Figure 2.1), in 2005 nearly half of DAC members’ gross bilateral ODA
was estimated to be country programmable. For reference, CPA was 65% of gross ODA
in 2007, which is more in line with historical trends for years without the exceptional debt
relief that characterised 2005. CPA data in this chapter are given on a gross disbursement
(actual and planned) basis at constant 2005 prices and exchange rates to the USD. CPA data
for later years can be found at www.oecd.org/dac/scalingup (see Table 2.1 for a comparison of
CPA to total ODA by donor).

Figure 2.1. Composition of gross bilateral ODA in 2005
Total USD 102 billion

1 2 http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/520025233884
Note: The category Other includes: development research in the donor country, promotion of development
awareness and aid extended by local governments in the donor countries.

Source: OECD, Report of the 2008 Survey of Aid Allocation Policies and Indicative Forward Spending Plans, May 2008,
www.oecd.org/dac/scalingup.
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